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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. TAUSCHER). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 24, 2008. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ELLEN O. 
TAUSCHER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

Rev. Kelly D. McInerney, Bible Bap-
tist Church, Wilmington, Ohio, offered 
the following prayer: 

Our Father, by Your divine provi-
dence You have blessed the American 
people. You have blessed us with Your 
Spirit, for where the Spirit of the Lord 
is, there is liberty. You have given to 
us the greatest form of government 
that humanity has ever known. Today, 
I pray for the men and women who rep-
resent the legislative branch of that 
government. I pray for them to have 
wisdom as they debate the issues and 
decisions that affect the lives of their 
constituents. I pray for them as they 
consider our men and women in uni-
form who are protecting our freedoms. 
I pray for them to seek Your guidance 
as they seek solutions to the many 
needs our country faces. Ohio’s State 
motto is, ‘‘With God, all things are pos-
sible.’’ May these representatives of 
the people of the United States have 
hope, confidence, and trust in those 
words. May they truly believe that 
with God, all things are possible. Bless 
them this day in the work that You 
have appointed them to do. And we ask 
these things in the name of Your Son, 
and our Savior, Jesus Christ. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. LO-
RETTA SANCHEZ) come forward and lead 
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia led the Pledge of Allegiance as 
follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 4841. An act to approve, ratify, and 
confirm the settlement agreement entered 
into to resolve claims by the Soboba Band of 
Luiseno Indians relating to alleged inter-
ferences with the water resources of the 
Tribe, to authorize and direct the Secretary 
of the Interior to execute and perform the 
Settlement Agreement and related waivers, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

WELCOMING PASTOR KELLY 
MCINERNEY 

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

Mr. TURNER. Madam Speaker, it is 
my pleasure to welcome today our 
guest chaplain, Pastor Kelly 
McInerney, from Wilmington, Ohio, 
and I thank him for leading the House 
in prayer. 

Paster McInerney has led the con-
gregation at Bible Baptist Church in 
Wilmington since its inception in 1995. 
The church began as a mission project 
of the Hillsboro Bible Baptist Church. 
Before the construction of its first fa-
cility in 2001, the congregation met in 
a storefront, a former bank building, 
and a historic theater in the heart of 
downtown Wilmington. The church’s 
membership and attendance have 
grown steadily each year from a group 
of 40 charter members to a congrega-
tion whose average Sunday morning 
attendance currently averages over 
1,000 persons. 

Pastor McInerney is a respected com-
munity leader who is devoted to his 
congregation and his family and his 
faith. He is currently the chaplain for 
the Southwest District of the Ohio 
State Highway Patrol, the Clinton 
County Sheriff’s Office, and the Wil-
mington City Fire Department. As part 
of his service to the first responders of 
our community, Pastor McInerney also 
holds annual Law Enforcement Appre-
ciation Day at his church. The event 
recognizes outstanding members of the 
law enforcement community and pays 
tribute to all the officers who have lost 
their lives in the line of duty in the 
history of Clinton County. 

His family includes his wife Theresa, 
and his sons Kenton and Kaden. It is 
with great pleasure that I welcome 
Pastor McInerney and his family to 
Washington, and I ask my colleagues 
to join me in thanking our guest chap-
lain for his thoughtful and inspira-
tional words. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind the House that on 
July 24, 1998, at 3:40 p.m., Officer Jacob 
J. Chestnut and Detective John M. Gib-
son of the United States Capitol Police 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7062 July 24, 2008 
were killed in the line of duty defend-
ing the Capitol against an intruder 
armed with a gun. 

At 3:40 p.m. today, the Chair will rec-
ognize the anniversary of this tragedy 
by observing a moment of silence in 
their memory. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 10 further re-
quests for 1-minute speeches on each 
side of the aisle. 

f 

ON ANNIVERSARY OF CAPITOL 
POLICE DEATHS 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOYER. The Speaker has just 
made an announcement about two of 
those who served our democracy and 
our country and who served this Cap-
itol. Every morning when I come into 
work, I pass by a plaque honoring De-
tective John Gibson and Officer Jacob 
Chestnut on the spot where they were 
murdered 10 years ago this very day. 

It’s a quiet hallway now. Down the 
hall you can hear the sounds of visitors 
to the Capitol; a few feet away the 
work of the majority leader’s office 
goes on every day. John Gibson lost his 
life in the hallway that is in my office 
that was then the office of the major-
ity leader Tom DeLay. What a shock to 
think that that hallway could be filled 
with gunshots and blood, to know that 
our Capitol, the most sacred space in 
our democracy, could be filled with vi-
olence. But what a saving grace to 
know that every day we are surrounded 
by brave men and women who will 
stand in the way of violence even at 
the cost of their own lives. 

Detective Gibson and Officer Chest-
nut died in the defense of our democ-
racy just as surely as those in harm’s 
way in Iraq and Afghanistan and in 
other trouble spots of the world. 

Detective Gibson and Officer Chest-
nut deserve every tribute they’ve been 
given: Lying in honor under the Cap-
itol dome; yesterday’s words dedicated 
to their memory; today’s moment of si-
lence at 3:40. But we know that what 
they did, every member of the Capitol 
Police and every law enforcement offi-
cer throughout our land stands ready 
to do as they rise in the morning and 
put on a badge, either on their uniform 
or in their wallet or on their hip, and 
they attach a gun, perhaps, as well, 
prepared to defend and keep the peace. 

We honor Detective Gibson and Offi-
cer Chestnut not because they were 
unique in their sacrifice, which, how-
ever, they were, but because their will-
ingness to sacrifice was so typical, typ-
ical of all of the best in those who wear 
the badge. 

Edmund Burke wrote that ‘‘Good 
order is the foundation of all things.’’ 
It is certainly the foundation of every-

thing that happens in this building. 
Without peace and good order, democ-
racy could not survive. 

Let us thank those men and women 
who risk their lives to give us order, 
safety, freedom from fear, and let us 
keep their families in our thoughts 
today and every day. 

God blesses America with men and 
women ready to defend our freedom, 
our country, and our Capitol. Without 
them, the work of this Capitol and the 
work of our democracy would not pre-
vail. We thank their families, we re-
member them this day, and may God 
grant them continued peace. 

f 

DRILL ON THE ANWR SPECK 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, as our 
‘‘Drill Nothing’’ Congress continues to 
ignore viable energy options such as 
drilling in ANWR, I thought a chart 
would best illustrate where these drill-
ing locations are. 

Madam Speaker, this is Alaska, this 
is ANWR, and this little bitty red 
speck is where the proposed drilling in 
ANWR is to be. It takes glasses to see 
it because it’s only 3 square miles. To 
put it in perspective, the Houston 
Intercontinental Airport is five times 
the size of this speck. Disney World is 
15 times the size of this speck, and the 
King Ranch in Texas is 500 times this 
proposed drilling location. 

Madam Speaker, it’s time for Con-
gress to stop using the distortions of 
the elites in the environmental fear 
lobby as an excuse not to take care of 
ourselves. America needs to take care 
of Americans and not be held hostage 
by OPEC and handcuffed by the Drill 
Nothing Congress. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

PASSAGE OF THE HOUSING BILL 

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, I come to the 
floor to acknowledge the bipartisan 
work of this Congress and the Bush ad-
ministration on the housing bill that 
the House passed yesterday. This legis-
lation is in the best interests of the 
American people, and it was the prod-
uct of honest negotiation and com-
promise between the administration 
and this Congress. 

At the beginning of the 110th Con-
gress, I had hoped that this type of 
work between the legislative and the 
executive branches would take place 
regularly. Unfortunately, it has been a 
rare occurrence. I’m optimistic that 
the next administration will be pre-
pared to put forth ideas and to work 
collaboratively with the Congress in-
stead of resorting to tired rhetoric and 
dragging their feet on policies that are 
supported by Americans. 

I’m glad that we had a positive 
breakthrough and bipartisan negotia-
tions with this important housing bill. 
It will provide needed assistance to 
homeowners, to communities, and 
Main streets across the Nation. And I 
look forward to the Senate’s swift pas-
sage of this legislation to enhance the 
economic future of the United States. 

f 

PUT ALL ENERGY OPTIONS ON 
THE TABLE 

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

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, ear-
lier this week I had the opportunity to 
meet with patients at the Jackson Di-
alysis Center in Jackson, Michigan, 
and discuss transportation issues. I 
heard from patient after patient about 
how high gas prices are negatively af-
fecting their lives and their health. 

I also visited the American Red Cross 
branch in Jackson and learned that 
service volunteers, men and women 
who help fire and accident victims, are 
now using their own money to pay for 
gasoline because the Red Cross cannot 
afford to reimburse. 

I heard about situations in my dis-
trict and across the Nation like this, 
yet Congress continues to do nothing. 
High gas prices demand action from 
Congress and we need to put all energy 
options on the table. Just as with the 
Manhattan Project and the race to the 
Moon, breaking our dependence on for-
eign oil should be a national priority. 
Americans are being stretched to the 
max, and it is time their elected rep-
resentatives act on their behalf. 

I urge my colleagues to sign on to my 
discharge petition to bring the No 
More Excuses Energy Act to a vote. So 
I say to my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle, Madam Speaker, let’s join to-
gether and vote to immediately in-
crease American energy production, 
bring down the price of gas and make 
American energy independent. 

f 

THE MIDDLE CLASS IS GETTING 
SQUEEZED 

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Madam Speaker, yes-
terday the Wall Street Journal re-
ported that the richest 1 percent are 
doing better than ever under President 
Bush. According to the Wall Street 
Journal, the income of the richest 1 
percent, people who earn above $1 mil-
lion, are at a 19-year high. At the same 
time, their average income tax rate is 
at an 18-year low. And if they’re doing 
so well, simple question, how are the 
other 99 percent doing? 

Median household income has 
dropped $1,200 under George Bush and 
the Republican Congress. Household 
expenses are up $4,600. College costs 
have doubled. Health care costs have 
doubled. Gas prices have more than 
doubled, and yet median income has 
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dropped by $1,200. These are sobering 
statistics. The middle class is simply 
getting squeezed in this country. 

After 71⁄2 years of the administration 
policies, it’s not a surprise 99 percent 
are getting hurt and the top 1 percent 
are doing better than ever. And now 
JOHN MCCAIN is offering an economic 
plan to cut taxes to this top 1 percent 
by $127,000. 

It is time for a new direction. 
f 

b 1015 

EXELON 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, Exelon, 
an energy company which provides 
electricity to my district in Pennsyl-
vania, recently announced a voluntary 
goal of reducing, offsetting, or dis-
placing more than 15 million metric 
tons of greenhouse gas emissions per 
year by 2020. This is more than the 
company’s current annual carbon emis-
sion total and is equivalent to taking 
nearly 3 million cars off American 
roads and highways. 

The campaign, called Exelon 2020, 
will pursue three broad strategies: 
first, reduce or offset Exelon’s carbon 
emissions by reducing energy consump-
tion and operating to the highest envi-
ronmental standards; secondly, help 
customers and the communities in 
which they serve to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions through energy effi-
ciency programs and a diverse portfolio 
of green products and services; and 
third, offer more low-carbon electricity 
in the marketplace. 

The voluntary, market-driven strate-
gies such as Exelon 2020 will help to 
strengthen our clean energy infrastruc-
ture, and they should be commended. 

f 

MIDDLE CLASS TAX FAIRNESS 
ACT 

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

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, the gentleman on our side of 
the aisle who just spoke from Illinois 
laid out the exact situation that’s hap-
pening in our economy. That’s why 
today I’m proud to introduce the Mid-
dle Class Tax Fairness Act, which will 
allow the average taxpayer to keep 
more of their hard-earned dollars. 

In this slow economy, it’s unfair to 
put the load of taxation right on the 
backs of the middle class. Middle class 
Americans are being squeezed by high 
gas prices, high cost of groceries, high 
health care costs, high tuition costs, 
and their paychecks, as you heard, are 
not keeping up with the rising costs. 
And in fact, the speaker was right; 
they’re actually $1,000 less than they 
were 5 years ago. 

Meanwhile, our tax code is full of 
government waste and unnecessary 
giveaways to the richest 1 percent. 

Today, I am introducing legislation 
that will restore balance to our tax 
code and do something unusual: help 
reduce the national debt. My bill will 
be a jump-start to this slumping econ-
omy. It will double the standard deduc-
tion for the next 2 years, providing an 
annual savings of $750 to 61 million 
Americans. It will expand access to the 
child tax credit and provide relief on 
property tax. 

My legislation allows the middle 
class to keep their income and does so 
in a fiscally responsible manner, by 
fully being paid for. 

Madam Speaker, it is easy to offer a 
tax cut. It’s harder to pay for it. Join 
me. 

f 

LIFT THE AMERICAN OIL 
EMBARGO 

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

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker, today 
we vote on a bill to draw down the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve by 70 mil-
lion barrels of oil. The U.S. consumes 
21 to 23 million barrels of oil a day. So 
this is just over 3 days’ supply. 

The good news is that our Democrat 
colleagues have finally started to real-
ize that supply is the problem. Seventy 
million barrels may help slightly the 
pain at the pump, but so would the bil-
lions of barrels of oil in ANWR, off-
shore, and in shale oil. 

Increasing American energy supply is 
not an ideological issue like tradi-
tional marriage or abortion. It’s a sim-
ple issue of do you support the Amer-
ican people or radical environmental 
groups. 

Sixty-seven percent of the American 
people want safe, environmentally 
sound drilling for oil. This is what the 
American people want. This is what 
they should have. The only obstacle 
seems to be Speaker PELOSI and the 
Democrat Congress. 

Americans are counting on Congress 
to work together and lift the American 
oil embargo. Americans stand ready to 
work with the Democrats, as do the 
Republicans. 

f 

POSITIVE CONTRIBUTIONS OF IM-
MIGRANTS TO THE UNITED 
STATES 

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, I speak 
on behalf of the 12 to 14 million immi-
grants in the United States. 

Throughout history, America has 
been a Nation of immigrants. For dec-
ades, immigrants have contributed 
with their heart, sweat, and tears to 
have the American dream like the rest 
of us. 

Immigrant families continue to pay 
property taxes in the form of rent, pay 
sales taxes on every purchase, and 
most importantly, contribute to Social 
Security without legally having any 

claim to any of it. Yet, there are those 
who wish to downplay these positive 
contributions for political gain. 

You don’t see many local govern-
ments turning away taxes paid by un-
documented immigrants. However, you 
do see local governments spending 
these tax dollars to create anti-immi-
gration legislation that strip away 
families of basic services. 

I urge my colleagues to get past the 
anti-immigrant myths and look at the 
facts about the true positive contribu-
tions of immigrants. 

We must stand firm and pass com-
prehensive immigration reform. 

f 

HONORING CHARLES HOOKER— 
WINNER OF CHARACTER COUNTS 
CONTEST IN ELMHURST, ILLI-
NOIS 

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

Mr. ROSKAM. Madam Speaker, I 
don’t know about you, but sitting here 
and listening to these speeches, I’m 
ready for some good news. And the 
good news is we are joined today by a 
constituent of mine named Charles 
Hooker, who is a young boy who wrote 
an essay. It’s short, it’s sweet, it’s suc-
cinct, and I’m going to read it to you. 
It is a result of him winning the Char-
acter Counts Contest in Elmhurst, Illi-
nois. This is what young Charles says 
to us. 

‘‘If I were Mayor of Elmhurst, I 
would be fair to everyone by treating 
everyone the way I would like to be 
treated. I would listen to the requests 
of the young and old equally, because 
they both matter. I would be honest, be 
fair, and most importantly give credit 
to anyone who helped make things pos-
sible. I would also make sure I commu-
nicated well to show I’m trustful and 
responsible in all things. I am a Chris-
tian, and I would represent God in any-
thing I do.’’ 

Madam Speaker, as we listen to these 
challenges that have been outlined 
today, I think that’s a good word for us 
all, and I offer great congratulations to 
young Charles. 

f 

WE MUST MAKE THE MINIMUM 
WAGE A LIVING WAGE 

(Mr. AL GREEN of Texas asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, today the minimum wage will 
increase to $6.55 an hour. This is laud-
able. However, Madam Speaker, if the 
truth be told, the increase will be con-
sumed because of inflation, higher gas 
prices, and higher food prices. 

Madam Speaker, we must make the 
minimum wage a living wage. This is 
why I have introduced the Living 
American Wage Act, the LAW Act, 
such that we can have people who work 
full time always live above the poverty 
line. 
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We have people in the richest coun-

try in the world, a country where 1 out 
of every 33 persons is a millionaire, we 
have people living in poverty and work-
ing full time. No one should work full 
time and live below the poverty line. 

We need to pass the Living American 
Wage Act, the LAW Act. The living 
wage should be the law. 

f 

WE CANNOT ALLOW OUR DOMES-
TIC ENERGY SOURCES TO WASTE 
AWAY 

(Mrs. CAPITO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, today 
the House will consider legislation that 
makes clear that our major obstacle to 
lowering prices is a shortage of supply. 
Yet, this House will not act on any leg-
islation that will actually increase our 
Nation’s overall energy supply. 

It’s time for this Congress to get seri-
ous about both protecting consumers 
and taking action on real solutions 
that will ease the pain at the pump. 

I hear from West Virginians on a reg-
ular basis who can no longer afford the 
price of gasoline. Just yesterday, I 
spoke to several West Virginia seniors. 
They’re concerned. They’re making 
tough decisions. And on fixed incomes, 
they’re very troubled when they have 
to go to the gas station to fill up their 
cars. 

West Virginians deserve a truly com-
prehensive, all-of-the-above approach 
to our energy challenges to become en-
ergy independent. We need legislation 
that leads to new refineries, new tech-
nology, and new energy exploration, 
not these weak attempts that are only 
wanting to change the topic. 

With gas prices at more than $4 a gal-
lon, we simply cannot afford to delib-
erately allow our domestic energy re-
sources to waste away. 

f 

AUTISM 

(Mr. DOYLE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DOYLE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to correct the misinformation 
about autism that shock jock Michael 
Savage spread on his syndicated radio 
show last week. 

Mr. Savage claimed that many diag-
nosed cases of autism were fraudulent, 
and that, ‘‘In 99 percent of the cases, 
it’s a brat who hasn’t been told to cut 
out the act. They don’t have a father 
around to tell them, ‘Don’t act like a 
moron.’ ’’ 

Madam Speaker, I’ve known a num-
ber of families dealing with autism 
over the years, and I can tell you un-
equivocally that none of the children 
with autism I’ve met fit that deplor-
able description. 

But don’t take my word for it. There 
have been decades of peer-reviewed, 
scientific research on autism, and the 

evidence is clear. Autism spectrum dis-
orders are real, and they affect over 1 
million Americans today. 

Mr. Speaker, I suggest, if Mr. Savage 
wants to find someone acting like a 
moron, he should simply look in the 
mirror. 

f 

NUCLEAR ENERGY 

(Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, in the past few weeks 
the focus of the energy crisis conversa-
tion has been about lifting the offshore 
ban on drilling to increase oil and gas 
supplies in the U.S., and offshore drill-
ing is one solution that can help ease 
the energy crisis and lower gas prices 
at the pump. 

However, there’s also been talk about 
using alternative energy sources to 
solve our energy problems for the long 
term. The Department of Energy found 
that in the United States 103 nuclear 
units supply about 20 percent of the 
electricity produced here in the United 
States. 

And in my home State of South Caro-
lina, 52 percent of our State’s power 
comes from nuclear power plants. For 
years, I’ve worked with organizations 
and companies within South Carolina 
to promote the benefits of nuclear 
power. Nuclear is clean, safe, and it’s 
accessible in our country. 

Nuclear energy is an alternative en-
ergy source that our country can use to 
create long-term energy solutions for 
generations to come. It’s a real solu-
tion that, if we invest now, will help us 
bridge from a short-term solution to a 
long-term solution. 

f 

DEMOCRATS ARE PROVIDING SO-
LUTIONS TO AMERICA’S ENERGY 
CRISIS 

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

Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland. Madam 
Speaker, two people are most respon-
sible in this country for record-high 
gas prices: President Bush and Vice 
President CHENEY. When the oil barons 
came to Washington in 2001, the Vice 
President opened the doors of the 
White House and held top secret meet-
ings with their executives to draft the 
administration’s energy plan. 

Then congressional Republicans 
helped them pass that plan into law in 
2005, and now, here we are 3 years later, 
Big Oil is reaping billions in profits 
while the American consumer is left 
squeezed at the pump. And now, Presi-
dent Bush and Republicans in Congress 
have the audacity to blame this Demo-
cratic Congress for record-high gas 
prices. For shame. 

Since day one, we’ve rejected the 
failed policies of the past, and instead, 
as Democrats, we’re providing real so-
lutions to America’s energy crisis. 
We’ve repealed subsidies to Big Oil, 

cracked down on price gouging, and in-
vested in clean and renewable energy. 

We also forced President Bush to stop 
filling the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve, and it’s time now for the Presi-
dent to release that oil to consumers 
from the reserve. 

We’re not done. As Democrats, we’re 
going to tie our energy policy to eco-
nomic development by making green 
jobs good jobs, especially for vulner-
able communities. 

f 

THE ENERGY PROBLEM IS ONE WE 
CAN SOLVE 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, 
the President lifted the executive ban 
on offshore oil and natural gas explo-
ration last week, and now Congress, 
this Democrat-led Congress, is what 
stands in the way of increased domes-
tic supply and lower prices. 

Well, instead of taking steps toward 
a solution, the House Democrat leader-
ship has said ‘‘no’’ to the American 
people: go buy a hybrid, take a subway 
to work. Well, in my Seventh District 
of Tennessee, that doesn’t work, be-
cause mass transit is not there. 

Congress should open up ANWR, the 
Outer Continental Shelf, and should 
promote the construction of oil refin-
eries and nuclear power plants. We 
need a short-, a mid-range and long- 
term solution. We should provide tax 
incentives for American families to 
purchase more fuel-efficient vehicles 
and to promote energy innovation and 
efficiency. 

Republicans have offered a bill that 
includes all of the above, promoting 
American-made energy in the short-, 
mid-, and long-range plan. 

Let’s solve this problem, Madam 
Speaker. It requires action now. 

f 

MINIMUM WAGE 
(Mrs. MALONEY of New York asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, today, millions of workers 
will be getting a much-deserved raise. 

In the first 100 days of this New Di-
rection Congress, we voted to raise the 
wage floor for workers nationwide. 
Today, the Federal minimum wage 
goes to $6.55 per hour. This raise was 
long overdue. 

Prior to passage of this legislation, 
the minimum wage had sunk to its 
lowest point in over half a century. 
Most minimum wage workers are 
adults, many of whom are the sole 
breadwinners for their families. 

Families are being squeezed by the 
rising costs for basic necessities and 
wages that are failing to keep pace. I 
call this economy the stag-gas-food- 
lation economy; stagnant wages, many 
workers have lost up to $1,200 since this 
administration took office; rising gas 
and food prices; and now inflation. 
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Today’s raise in the minimum wage 

provides an important boost for the 
millions of workers who have been left 
behind in this administration’s econ-
omy. 

f 

b 1030 

NEW YORK TIMES SHOWS 
FAVORITISM 

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, in a blatant show of partisanship, 
the New York Times this week refused 
to publish an op-ed by Senator JOHN 
MCCAIN about Iraq just days after pub-
lishing an op-ed on the same subject by 
Senator BARACK OBAMA. The Times’ op- 
ed editor, a former staff member in the 
Clinton administration, said he wanted 
something from MCCAIN that ‘‘mirrors 
Senator OBAMA’s piece.’’ 

Instead of permitting one candidate 
to set the rules, maybe the Times 
should allow equal opportunity for the 
Presidential candidates to both express 
their views on major issues like Iraq. 

The American people should demand 
more fairness and less favoritism from 
the New York Times. Voters deserve 
the highest standards of journalism 
both during this important election 
and afterwards. 

f 

BIG OIL SPENDS MORE ON STOCK, 
LESS ON EXPLORATION 

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

Ms. WATSON. Madam Speaker, 
Americans are driving out of their way 
to fill up on the cheapest gas and are 
skipping summer vacations and impor-
tant appointments because gas prices 
today are just too high. 

And while Americans are paying 
record-high prices, Big Oil is reaping 
record-high profits. But instead of in-
vesting those profits for exploration on 
the 311 million acres of land open to 
new energy production, Big Oil spends 
their money on stock buybacks and 
dividends. 

In 1993, oil companies spent only 1 
percent of their profits on stocks. Last 
year, that number rose to 55 percent. 
And yet Big Oil continues to spend 
only in the single digits on finding new 
oil. It’s no wonder that 68 million acres 
of land already leased to Big Oil sits 
undeveloped because Big Oil is spend-
ing all of its profits buying back its 
stock rather than searching for new 
oil. And yet House Republicans con-
tinue to allow Big Oil to get away with 
this. 

Last week, for the second time, 
House Republicans could have forced 
Big Oil to use it or lose it, but once 
again, they sided with Big Oil. How 
high do prices have to get before House 
Republicans will join us in providing 
relief for the consumer? 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R. 
5501, TOM LANTOS AND HENRY J. 
HYDE UNITED STATES GLOBAL 
LEADERSHIP AGAINST HIV/AIDS, 
TUBERCULOSIS, AND MALARIA 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2008 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 1362 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1362 
Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 5501) to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 to provide assistance to foreign 
countries to combat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria, and for other purposes, with the 
Senate amendment thereto, and to consider 
in the House, without intervention of any 
point of order except those arising under 
clause 10 of rule XXI, a motion offered by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs or his designee that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment. The Senate 
amendment and the motion shall be consid-
ered as read. The motion shall be debatable 
for one hour equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the motion to its adoption without 
intervening motion. 

SEC. 2. During consideration of the motion 
to concur pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the motion to such time as 
may be designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. For the 
purpose of debate only, Madam Speak-
er, I yield the customary 30 minutes to 
my colleague, classmate and good 
friend, Representative DIAZ-BALART. 
All time yielded during consideration 
of the rule is for debate only. I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I also ask unanimous consent that all 
Members be given 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks on House Resolution 1362. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 

Speaker, House Resolution 1362 pro-
vides for consideration of the Senate 
amendment to H.R. 5501, the Tom Lan-
tos and Henry J. Hyde United States 
Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, 
Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2008. 

The rule provides 1 hour of general 
debate on the motion controlled by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Madam Speaker, the Global Leader-
ship Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis 
and Malaria Reauthorization Act is a 
comprehensive and fiscally responsible 
way to continue and advance America’s 
leadership in the global fight against 
HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis and malaria. 

I might add that the two persons for 
whom this act is named were persons 
that exemplified and manifested 
throughout their careers the need for 
the Foreign Affairs Committee to pro-
ceed in a comprehensive and respon-
sible manner. 

The bill authorizes $48 billion to com-
bat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis and ma-
laria for fiscal year 09 through fiscal 
year 2013, and includes guidelines and 
goals for reducing the burden of these 
diseases. 

The bill supports culturally com-
petent prevention and treatment meas-
ures that are based on empirical evi-
dence rather than ideology. 

Additionally, the underlying bill in-
cludes provisions that support a multi- 
faceted approach to treating and pre-
venting the three diseases, and encour-
ages foreign and domestic health care 
entities to collaborate. 

The bill prevents foreign govern-
ments from unjustly profiting from 
U.S. aid and prohibits them from tax-
ing the funds that the bill authorizes. 

Lastly, the bill seeks to improve 
oversight, transparency and account-
ability in assessing the progress of 
United States global HIV/AIDS, tuber-
culosis and malaria programs. 

Madam Speaker, the United States 
has become an important player in 
combating these global epidemics. 
However, although the underlying bill 
has bipartisan support, some have ar-
gued that it is imprudent to invest in 
global health programs while we are 
experiencing so many problems domes-
tically. Nothing, in my opinion, could 
be further from the truth. Investing in 
global health ultimately leads to com-
munities and countries that are more 
economically, socially and politically 
stable. In this globally connected era, 
it is imperative that we address health 
and development in foreign countries. 

Malaria was virtually eradicated in 
most of the West more than 50 years 
ago. In fact, the Washington D.C. area 
was particularly vulnerable to this dis-
ease. Effectively resolving this health 
threat undoubtedly contributed to the 
ability of our country and other West-
ern countries to thrive and prosper. 
Therefore, it comes as no surprise that 
the 40 percent of men, women and chil-
dren who are at risk for contracting 
malaria live in poorer countries, with 
less access to education, preventative 
health care, and treatment. 

As we consider this important bill, 
we would be remiss if we did not look 
at it as an opportunity to think about 
how we can improve our response to 
HIV/AIDS and other debilitating dis-
eases that affect people in this coun-
try. 

The fight against HIV/AIDS is also a 
fight against the health, economic and 
educational disparities that continue 
to exist in communities that have been 
historically underprivileged. 

Nearly three decades after the first 
national reports on HIV/AIDS, the dis-
ease has reached every corner of the 
world and has claimed an estimated 25 
million lives. 
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Although the scope of HIV/AIDS has 

changed, the link between socio-
economic disparity and those who con-
tract and die from the disease remains 
consistent around the world. In our 
hemisphere alone, whether you’re talk-
ing about Honduras or Haiti or my 
home State of Florida, people of Afri-
can, indigenous, and Hispanic ancestry 
are disproportionately contracting and 
dying from HIV/AIDS. 

Madam Speaker, this issue hits close 
to home for me, as Florida has consist-
ently ranked third in the Nation in the 
number of reported cases of HIV/AIDS. 
In 2006, blacks accounted for 45 percent 
of all AIDS cases in men and 69 percent 
in women, which is more than any 
other racial or ethnic group in the 
State of Florida. Sadly, in that same 
year, the HIV/AIDS case rate among 
black women was 17 times higher than 
among white women. 

In the absence of a cure, education 
and increased access to medication are 
the most powerful and cost-effective 
ways to treat and prevent the spread of 
HIV/AIDS around the world. Yet the re-
sistance of antiretroviral drugs and 
other treatment has not translated 
into accessibility. Less than 25 percent 
of patients in developing countries and 
30 percent of patients domestically re-
ceive antiretroviral treatment. Even 
more, the consequences of allowing 
people to remain ignorant about HIV/ 
AIDS has proven to be just as deadly as 
the virus itself. 

Consider this: Political leaders of 
countries particularly stricken by HIV/ 
AIDS have told their citizens that HIV/ 
AIDS can be controlled by consuming 
garlic, lemon juice, and beet root. Such 
a statement sounds unquestionably ab-
surd to most. However, around the 
world, people continue to be mis-
informed about preventing and treat-
ing this disease. They allow fear to 
halt open and honest discussions about 
this disease. 

Personally, I have hosted three town 
hall meetings in the last year and a 
half in the congressional district that 
I’m privileged to represent. At each of 
them, activists, specialists, religious 
leaders and the general public have 
openly discussed and asked questions 
about how to address HIV/AIDS in 
their community. These fora have been 
educational and meaningful tools in 
fighting this disease, and more are 
needed. 

I might add that at those fora, 
Madam Speaker, some courageous 
young women that are HIV/AIDS in-
fected appeared and gave their testi-
monies, compelling in respect to their 
own issues, and informative as to those 
that were in the audience to hear peo-
ple who are living with this disease ac-
tually put forward ideas about the need 
for greater education, information and 
treatment. 

As a leader in global health and 
human rights, Madam Speaker, this 
country, all of us, must not allow igno-
rance, stigmatization, and unequal ac-
cess to medication to continue in this 

country or abroad. By supporting this 
bill and the underlying bill, we’re in-
vesting in global health, the global 
economy, and our global community as 
a whole. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, I’d like to 
thank my good friend and fellow co- 
chairman of the Florida congressional 
delegation, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. HASTINGS), for the time, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

During his 2003 State of the Union 
speech, President Bush outlined a bold 
new plan to confront and combat the 
scourge of HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis and 
malaria. Congress followed through 
and passed the U.S. Leadership Against 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria 
Act, commonly known as the Presi-
dent’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief 
(PEPFAR), authorizing $15 billion in 
assistance to combat these diseases for 
fiscal years 2004 through 2008. That was 
the largest commitment ever by any 
Nation for an international health ini-
tiative. 

Since its enactment in 2003, the pro-
grams created by this landmark legis-
lation have made admirable progress in 
combating these horrible diseases. 

b 1045 

So far more than 1.4 million people 
have received life-preserving anti-
retroviral treatment, over 2.7 million 
HIV/AIDS-affected orphans have re-
ceived care, and many millions more 
have received instruction on how to 
protect themselves from infection. 
Tens of millions of people have re-
ceived malaria and tuberculosis pre-
vention or treatment services. 

Even though this program has 
achieved remarkable successes, there is 
more that we can do. Tuberculosis still 
kills an estimated 2 million people 
each year and is the leading cause of 
death for people with AIDS; 1 million 
people die from malaria each year; and 
AIDS is the world’s fourth leading 
cause of death. 

The devastating consequences of 
these diseases are plaguing sub-Saha-
ran Africa. Over 22 million people are 
living with HIV, and approximately 1.7 
million additional sub-Saharan Afri-
cans were infected with HIV last year. 
That represents about 68 percent of the 
world’s HIV positive population and 90 
percent of all HIV-infected children. 
Just last year the horrible AIDS epi-
demic claimed the lives of an esti-
mated 1.6 million people in that region. 
More than 11 million children have 
been orphaned by AIDS. Many families 
are losing their income earners. Health 
services are overburdened. Life expect-
ancy in sub-Saharan Africa is now 47 
years. Economic activity and social 
progress has been impeded. We must do 
all we can to prevent those tragedies. 

The underlying legislation, justly 
and appropriately named the Tom Lan-
tos and Henry J. Hyde United States 

Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, 
Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2008, will augment our com-
mitment to fight those horrible dis-
eases with an increase of approxi-
mately $35 billion in funding over the 
next 5 years. This landmark legislation 
will help prevent 12 million new HIV 
infections and treat at least 3 million 
people living with HIV/AIDS. It will 
also provide supporting care for 12 mil-
lion people infected with HIV/AIDS, in-
cluding 5 million orphans and children. 

Some of my constituents, Madam 
Speaker, are from Haiti and have fami-
lies and friends in their land of origin. 
I often hear about the disastrous ef-
fects that HIV/AIDS is having on that 
noble country. As of 2007, Haiti had an 
HIV rate of almost 4 percent, and ac-
cording to the World Bank, continued 
increases in HIV prevalence in the Car-
ibbean will negatively affect economic 
growth. Fortunately, since Congress 
first passed PEPFAR, we have invested 
over $300 million to help Haiti combat 
the AIDS pandemic by building on ex-
isting clinic- and community-based 
health resources; expanding a network 
of satellite connections to the Centers 
of Excellence to permit instant review 
of difficult cases; training staff mem-
bers of health care facilities that pro-
vide prenatal, gynecological, and ma-
ternity care and prevention of mother- 
to-child HIV transmission; and enhanc-
ing the lab network for clinical sites to 
support the diagnosis and treatment of 
HIV and other associated infections. I 
am pleased that the legislation will 
also now cover several other countries 
that previously were not part of 
PEPFAR. 

I believe that when we look upon our 
work in this Congress, Madam Speaker, 
many years from now, I can think of 
nothing that we or anyone else will be 
able to point to that is of more impor-
tance than this admirable effort by the 
great and generous American people. 
This extraordinary effort proposed by 
President Bush here in the U.S. House 
of Representatives during his state of 
the Union address of 2003, the Presi-
dent’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Re-
lief. 

I would like to thank Chairman BER-
MAN and Ranking Member ROS- 
LEHTINEN for their bipartisan work on 
this important issue. I also wish to 
thank them for naming this landmark 
program for two ultimately respected 
colleagues of ours who have recently 
left us, Henry Hyde and Tom Lantos. 
This is truly a fitting tribute for two 
remarkable human beings in public 
service. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 3 
minutes to my good friend and fellow 
Rules Committee member, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN). 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Florida for yielding 
me the time. 
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Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 

this rule and in support of the under-
lying bill. 

Madam Speaker, the Tom Lantos and 
Henry J. Hyde United States Global 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Reauthorization 
Act is one of the most important for-
eign policy and global health bills this 
Congress will pass. We have literally 
gone from 5 years ago from standing 
helplessly by and watching people die 
of HIV/AIDS to watching people live 
and take up productive lives in their 
communities. The impact is far-reach-
ing, and it wasn’t a miracle. It is the 
result of presidential leadership and 
broad bipartisan support, and the bill 
that we take up later today, the Senate 
amendment to H.R. 5501, continues and 
strengthens this legacy. And it merits 
the support of every single Member of 
this House. 

Madam Speaker, on April 2, when the 
House first debated H.R. 5501, Foreign 
Affairs Committee Chairman BERMAN, 
Africa and Global Health Sub-
committee Chairman PAYNE, Congress-
woman EMERSON, and I entered into a 
bipartisan colloquy on the importance 
of food and nutrition for successful 
HIV/AIDS programs. The colloquy also 
emphasized how funding for such ini-
tiatives needs to be provided for 
PEPFAR programs but without taking 
money away from other global food aid 
and nutrition programs and priorities. 

It is my understanding that later 
today when the House takes up the 
Senate amendment to H.R. 5501, Chair-
man BERMAN will enter into the 
RECORD a Statement of Legislative In-
tent reiterating the conclusions of that 
April colloquy. I want to thank Chair-
man BERMAN for his important State-
ment of Legislative Intent. I also want 
to express my appreciation for his lead-
ership and his commitment to food and 
nutrition as important health initia-
tives and for his determination to safe-
guard the scarce resources already 
dedicated to carrying out other U.S. 
global food aid and nutrition programs. 

Again, Madam Speaker, I urge that 
every single Member support the rule 
and especially the underlying bill. 
COLLOQUY: FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION IN 

H.R. 5501—PEPFAR REAUTHORIZATION— 
APRIL 2, 2008 
BERMAN: I yield three minutes to the gen-

tleman from Massachusetts, Mr. McGovern, 
for purposes of a colloquy. 

MCGOVERN: I thank the Chairman and for 
time for the gentlelady from Missouri and I 
to enter into a colloquy with the Chairman 
on the importance of integrating food and 
nutrition programs with the prevention, 
care, and treatment of HIV/AIDS affected in-
dividuals, families, and communities. 

MCGOVERN: As the Chairman is aware, last 
year I traveled to Africa and had the oppor-
tunity to see first-hand many of our pro-
grams related to food security. In Ethiopia 
and Kenya, I visited HIV/AIDS programs to 
look at how food and nutrition were in-
cluded. At that time, I heard from local com-
munities, NGO partners, and our embassy 
staff how restrictive guidance for global HIV/ 
AIDS assistance often hindered their ability 
to design and carry out effective food and 

nutrition programs targeted at HIV/AIDS af-
fected individuals, families, and commu-
nities. The lack of resources available for 
food and nutrition programs within global 
HIV/AIDS assistance and from other sources 
also posed a significant barrier. 

I very much appreciate and support the 
work of the Committee in ensuring H.R. 5501 
addresses these concerns throughout the bill, 
and especially in the section entitled ‘‘Food 
Security and Nutrition Support.’’ The bill 
recognizes that strengthening the linkages 
and enhancing coordination among HIV/ 
AIDS programs and other vital development 
programs, like food and nutrition programs, 
will significantly increase our effectiveness 
in the fight against HIV/AIDS while we ad-
vance other essential U.S. development pri-
orities. I remain concerned, however, that 
the bill is less clear on where or how such 
funding will be provided for these purposes. 
It is not clear on how much funding will 
come from the Global HIV/AIDS program, 
versus other sources of funding. I am con-
cerned that without adequate resources 
through the global HIV/AIDS program or 
necessary increases for current food and nu-
trition services through programs like Food 
for Peace, USAID will be faced with the pos-
sibility of having to divert funding from pro-
grams that address long-term chronic hunger 
and food insecurity to meet the enhanced 
mandates of H.R. 5501. 

I know the Chairman will agree that we 
want to avoid the scenario of robbing Peter 
to pay Paul, so that we do not end up short- 
changing other communities suffering from 
hunger, malnutrition and food insecurity. I 
yield to the gentlelady from Missouri in this 
regard. 

EMERSON: Mr. Chairman, I am also con-
cerned that the situation will become even 
worse because the cost of food, commodities, 
and transportation is skyrocketing. Just last 
month, on February 12th, USAID’s Office of 
Food for Peace announced that the cost of 
wheat and other food the United States do-
nates to poor countries jumped 41% in the 
first half of Fiscal Year 2008. According to 
USAID, this means $120 million in food as-
sistance will not be available for people who 
are malnourished or food insecure. 

I would ask the Chairman to work on 
strengthening the language in the bill as it 
moves through the legislative process and 
into conference negotiations to clarify how 
the necessary level of funding for food secu-
rity and nutrition will be provided, espe-
cially in light of rising food and transpor-
tation costs, so that funds will not be di-
verted from U.S. programs addressing chron-
ic hunger and emergency operations. I would 
yield back to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts. 

MCGOVERN: I yield back to the Chairman 
to express his views. 

BERMAN: I yield one minute to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, Mr. Payne to ex-
press his views on this matter. 

PAYNE: Mr. Chairman, as you know, the 
provision on food and nutrition security in 
the bill currently under consideration is 
drawn directly from a bill that I introduced 
in December, H.R. 4914, the Global HIV/AIDS 
Food Security, and Nutrition Support Act of 
2007. I introduced the bill after chairing a 
hearing in the Subcommittee on Africa and 
Global Health to determine whether the 
Global HIV/AIDS program was adequately 
addressing the nutritional needs of its bene-
ficiaries. 

The hearing corroborated what I have 
heard in the field during numerous visits to 
Africa over the past five years: PEPFAR is 
falling short in this critical area. I share the 
concerns of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts and the gentle lady from Missouri 
about the increasing cost of food aid. Just 

last week the World Food Program had to 
issue an appeal for an additional $500 million 
to offset the increased cost of food and fuel. 
Without the extra funds, 73 million people 
who rely on WFP for their daily sustenance 
may have their rations cut. This is a truly 
alarming situation, and it is not my intent 
for the provisions in this bill to exacerbate 
it. The language under consideration very 
clearly states that these activities are to be 
funded from amounts authorized under sec-
tion 401 of the bill. I used this language de-
liberately, as I strongly believe that the food 
assistance and nutritional support we are 
providing under the Global HIV/AIDS pro-
gram must be on top of the food aid we are 
already providing. 

PAYNE: I thank the Chairman and yield 
back to him. 

BERMAN: I yield myself one minute. I 
thank my colleagues for raising these impor-
tant concerns. H.R. 5501 provides clear and 
specific instructions to the USAID Adminis-
trator and the Global AIDS Coordinator to 
address the food and nutrition needs of indi-
viduals with HIV/AIDS and other affected in-
dividuals, including orphans and vulnerable 
children; and to fully integrate food and nu-
trition support in HIV/AIDS prevention, 
treatment, and care programs carried out 
under this Act. 

I would like to emphasize that the Com-
mittee and I, personally, share our col-
leagues’ concerns about the negative effect 
rising costs are having on our long-term and 
emergency food aid programs. This is a mat-
ter that has our most serious attention be-
cause it affects a wide array of our food aid 
and development programs, including the ef-
fectiveness and success of our Global HIV/ 
AIDS programs. 

I want to reassure my colleagues that I 
will be working over the coming weeks to 
strengthen and clarify in the bill that food 
security and nutrition programs, especially 
those referred to as wraparound services, are 
not to be funded with monies diverted from 
other standing commitments to address food 
insecurity elsewhere in the world or in these 
countries. I yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

MCGOVERN: I thank the Chairman for that 
assurance. I know many Members of Con-
gress on both sides of the aisle, stand ready 
to support him in these efforts. I yield back. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, I have no fur-
ther requests for time, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to my good 
friend, the gentlewoman from South 
Dakota (Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN). 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. I thank 
the gentleman from Florida for yield-
ing. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of this rule and the underlying 
bill, H.R. 5501, the Tom Lantos and 
Henry Hyde HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, 
and Malaria Reauthorization Act. I 
would like to thank the chairman and 
ranking member for their work on this 
important legislation authorizing $50 
billion to fight AIDS, tuberculosis, and 
malaria overseas. I also support a pro-
vision added by the Senate to authorize 
$2 billion to fund essential programs 
and infrastructure development for Na-
tive American tribes, sovereign nations 
within our own borders. 

The United States has a special gov-
ernment-to-government relationship to 
the federally recognized American In-
dian tribes, as established in the U.S. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:57 Jul 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00007 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JY7.011 H24JYPT1er
ow

e 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7068 July 24, 2008 
Constitution. The $750 million for trib-
al law enforcement and public safety 
would provide funding for detention fa-
cilities, police officers, tribal courts, 
and other crucial services. 

In June of 2007, the House Committee 
on Natural Resources held a hearing on 
the Lower Brule Reservation in South 
Dakota entitled ‘‘The Needs and Chal-
lenges of Tribal Law Enforcement on 
Indian Reservations.’’ At the hearing 
tribal leaders shared examples of police 
departments stretched too thin. They 
spoke of how a lack of law enforcement 
personnel negatively impacts victims 
of crime and undermines the sense of 
security across their communities. The 
funding in today’s bill will empower 
tribes to improve the law enforcement 
and judicial systems on their reserva-
tions. 

Additionally, I support the $250 mil-
lion for the Indian Health Service in-
cluded in the bill. The Indian Health 
Service is the Federal health care pro-
vider for approximately 1.5 million 
American Indians and Alaskan Natives. 
Across the country tribal leaders agree 
that health care is one of their top con-
cerns. American Indians in my region 
of the country die from cancer at a 
rate approximately 40 percent greater 
than the general United States popu-
lation. American Indians are over two 
times more likely than non-Indians to 
be diagnosed with diabetes. The $250 
million in the bill is one important 
step towards addressing the great 
needs for health care across Indian 
country. 

And, finally, Native American res-
ervations are often located in remote 
rural areas where the basic water and 
sewer infrastructure many of us take 
for granted is not well developed. The 
$1 billion helps address the need for 
safe, clean, reliable sources of water. 

Again I thank the chairman and 
ranking member for their work on the 
bill. I look forward to supporting this 
bill that addresses the needs of popu-
lations both overseas and on Native 
American reservations. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, I continue to 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I would like to compliment 
the speaker, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, for 
pointing out the needs that Native 
Americans have. It is extremely impor-
tant, the issues that she spoke to. And 
at another point in time, I am hopeful 
that we will address the diabetes ques-
tion with greater strength in this 
body’s involvement. 

At this time, Madam Speaker, I am 
very pleased to yield 2 minutes to my 
good friend from the Virgin Islands, Dr. 
DONNA CHRISTENSEN, who has been in-
volved in not just this particular issue 
but all of our health care issues in a 
fashion that few Members are involved 
in this body. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in full support 
of the rule and the bill to adopt the 

Senate version of the Tom Lantos and 
Henry J. Hyde United States Global 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Reauthorization 
Act of 2008, which will reauthorize, ex-
pand, and strengthen the PEPFAR pro-
gram. 

First, I want to thank and applaud 
Congresswoman BARBARA LEE for her 
steadfast leadership. We would not be 
here today were it not for her hard 
work. And also our colleague Congress-
man LUIS FORTUŃO for his successful 
efforts to include all Caribbean coun-
tries for the first time. I am proud to 
have been a part of that effort. And let 
me also thank the Honorable John 
Maginley, the Health Minister of Anti-
gua and Barbuda, who played a pivotal 
role in our efforts here as well. 

This is very important because the 
Caribbean is second in prevalence to 
sub-Saharan Africa. In fact, last year 
in the Caribbean, there were 230,000 
adults and children infected with HIV, 
a prevalence rate of 1 to over 3 percent, 
depending on the nation, and there 
were 11,000 deaths. Without support 
from PEPFAR, the Caribbean will con-
tinue to experience noted and detri-
mental economic, public health, and 
sociopolitical repercussions that this 
bill will help to thwart. 

I have had the opportunity to see the 
work of PEPFAR firsthand. With this 
bill we will be able to do so much more: 
prevent 12 million new cases, treat and 
support millions of newly infected indi-
viduals, and expand the health care 
workforce that we need. So today I rise 
in strong support of this rule and the 
bill and for this program that saves 
countless lives and a program that, 
with the strengthened focus and in-
creased funding, let the millions of in-
nocent human beings with HIV around 
the globe know that they will be able 
to live healthier and more productive 
lives. This bill represents our country 
at its best. 

I am proud to support the rule and 
the bill and urge my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to support this resolu-
tion and play a key role in ensuring 
that we do our part to bring this world 
one step closer towards beating the 
HIV/AIDS pandemic. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, at this time I am very pleased 
to yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. WA-
TERS), my good friend who on yester-
day and days previous led the fight on 
having us get relief in this country in 
foreclosure and cities having an oppor-
tunity to participate in a meaningful 
way in trying to help those in the need 
area of affordable housing. 

Ms. WATERS. I truly thank the gen-
tleman from Florida for the time. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly support 
the rule for H.R. 5501, the Tom Lantos 
and Henry Hyde Global Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and 
Malaria Reauthorization Act of 2008. 
This bill authorizes $48 billion over the 
next 5 years for the prevention and 
treatment of HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria. 

Madam Speaker and Members, on 
June 27 stars of the screen, stage, and 
studio paid tribute to former South Af-
rican leader Nelson Mandela. 

b 1100 
Hollywood star Will Smith hosted a 

birthday celebration concert honoring 
Mr. Mandela who turned 90, along with 
nearly 50,000 cheering fans, in London’s 
Hyde Park. 

The event was organized to support 
Mandela’s HIV/AIDS charity 46664, 
named for the number assigned him as 
a onetime political prisoner, and comes 
20 years after another London concert 
on his behalf while he was still behind 
bars for his stand against apartheid. 

‘‘Twenty years ago, London hosted a 
historic concert which called for our 
freedom,’’ a frail-looking Mr. Mandela 
told a waving crowd. ‘‘Your voices car-
ried across the water and inspired us in 
our prison cells far away,’’ he said. ‘‘As 
we celebrate, let us remind ourselves 
that our work is far from complete. 
Where there is poverty and sickness, 
especially including AIDS, where 
human beings are being oppressed, 
there is more work to be done.’’ 

Indeed there is more work to be done. 
I was in South Africa a short while 
ago, and everywhere I went in South 
Africa, people told me about the ter-
rible problems they have trying to fill 
professional positions. The shortage of 
educated professionals is a result of the 
fact that so many South African pro-
fessionals have died of AIDS or are too 
sick to work. 

The involvement of doctors, nurses, 
teachers and other professionals is crit-
ical to stopping the spread of HIV/ 
AIDS. That is why I’m pleased that 
this bill includes provisions to 
strengthen the health care infrastruc-
ture. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the 
gentlelady 30 additional seconds. 

Ms. WATERS. This bill will strength-
en the health care infrastructure in 
countries like South Africa and train 
at least 140,000 new health care profes-
sionals and workers for HIV/AIDS pre-
vention, treatment and care. The bill 
also includes prevention funds to stop 
the spread of HIV and treatment funds 
to allow infected individuals to live 
productive lives and continue to serve 
their communities. 

This is an important bill. I thank 
again all of our leaders for the work 
that they have done to bring this bill 
before us. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, it’s my pleas-
ure to yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
WELLER). 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, I rise to speak on this rule 
and rise in strong support for the Tom 
Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United 
States Global Leadership Against HIV/ 
AIDS Tuberculosis and Malaria Reau-
thorization Act, legislation that I note 
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is named after two very distinguished 
and respected leaders who served our 
Nation, as well as this Congress, so 
well. 

And I want to commend the current 
leadership of Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, the bipartisan leadership of 
Chairman BERMAN and the ranking 
member, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for their 
leadership in moving this legislation to 
the floor in a bipartisan way. I also 
note that no President in history has 
done more for addressing the global 
AIDS crisis than our current President, 
President Bush. 

Almost 33 million citizens of this 
planet today suffer from the con-
sequences of HIV/AIDS. We have a 
moral responsibility to demonstrate 
leadership in addressing this crisis, 
which not only is a health issue, but 
it’s a security issue for this globe. 

We often think of Africa when we 
talk about global AIDS, but of the 33 
million, there are also many living in 
our own hemisphere in Latin America 
and the Caribbean who suffer from HIV/ 
AIDS as well. 

In Latin America today, there are 
over 1.6 million people living with HIV/ 
AIDS. That is up from 1.3 million in 
2001. And we have lost 58,000 citizens of 
Latin America who have lost their 
lives to HIV/AIDS. In the Caribbean, 
230,000 adults and children are cur-
rently known to be infected with HIV/ 
AIDS. That is up from 190,000 in 2001. In 
the Caribbean, 11,000 citizens of the 
Caribbean have lost their lives. In 
Haiti alone, a large recipient of aid as 
a result of this initiative, almost 4 per-
cent of the population of Haiti is in-
fected with HIV/AIDS. Think about 
that, 190,000 people. Since 2004, thanks 
to this initiative, the number of people 
receiving care and support has grown 
from 30,000 to 125,000, and an antici-
pated 150,000 people will be reached this 
year because of this initiative in Haiti. 
Haiti has received almost $85 million 
from this program in the past year to 
address this crisis which affects many 
in the Caribbean. 

This AIDS initiative has allowed us 
to reach almost every person in Haiti 
struggling with HIV/AIDS. And the 
continued support is necessary to make 
sure we reach every person struggling 
with HIV/AIDS throughout the world. 
That is why this legislation today is so 
very important. 

Elsewhere in Latin America, let me 
give you another example in Bolivia. 
Bolivia is now able to use data to com-
bat HIV/AIDS thanks to this legisla-
tion. In fact, real-time data is helping 
Bolivian health officials carry out 
more HIV/AIDS prevention education, 
including HIV counseling and testing 
services. And thanks to the Joint 
United Nations Program on HIV/AIDS, 
prevalence rates in Bolivia’s general 
population has remained at one-tenth 
of 1 percent, which is a remarkable suc-
cess compared to some of its neighbors. 

This is good legislation. It is bipar-
tisan legislation. I commend President 
Bush for his leadership. I commend the 

leadership of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee for their leadership making this 
a bipartisan initiative. I urge an ‘‘aye’’ 
vote on final adoption and passage of 
this important legislation today. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I would 
inquire of the gentleman from Florida 
if he has any remaining speakers. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I am the last speaker. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I’m the 
last speaker for this side, Madam 
Speaker, and I’ll reserve my time until 
the gentleman from Florida has closed 
for his side and has yielded back his 
time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, again I thank 
my good friend, Mr. HASTINGS, for hav-
ing yielded me the time and all of 
those who have participated in this im-
portant debate with regard to the criti-
cally important legislation that is 
being brought to the floor today. 

Madam Speaker, as Americans 
throughout the country are taking 
their summer family vacations, they’re 
continually shocked by the record 
prices of gasoline. Part of the reason 
that we’re seeing increases continu-
ously in the price of gasoline is because 
we have become more and more de-
pendent on oil, on foreign oil, while we 
avoid developing domestic energy 
sources. 

One important source of domestic en-
ergy is the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge in Alaska. However, efforts to 
develop just a tiny portion of that sec-
tion of ANWR have been fought and 
blocked to the detriment of America’s 
energy independence, even though the 
people of Alaska are overwhelmingly in 
favor of searching for energy in ANWR, 
both of their Senators and their Rep-
resentative, in representation of really 
a societal consensus in that State. 
With the price of gasoline at $4 a gal-
lon, we should be looking to do all we 
can to lower the price of gasoline. And 
that includes domestic exploration 
when the people of a State wish to 
search for it. 

Today I will be asking each of my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous 
question to the rule. If the previous 
question is defeated, I will amend the 
rule to make it in order for the House 
to consider an amendment that would 
have the effect of lowering the national 
average price per gallon of regular un-
leaded gasoline and diesel fuel by in-
creasing the domestic supply of oil by 
permitting the extraction of oil in that 
section of Alaska, in the Arctic Na-
tional Refuge, as the people of that 
State, their Senators and their Rep-
resentative, wish to do. 

I remind Members that defeating the 
previous question will not stop debate 
on this important underlying legisla-
tion. It simply would allow debate on 
an amendment to permit the Congress 
to consider another very important 
issue. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert the text of the 
amendment and extraneous materials 

immediately prior to the vote on the 
previous question. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. By voting ‘‘no’’ on the pre-
vious question, Members can take a 
stand against the high fuel prices and 
our reliance on foreign energy sources. 

I ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote on the previous 
question. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 

Speaker, this is a good rule for a criti-
cally important bill. The sooner that 
the House approves this rule, the soon-
er the U.S. can continue to save and 
improve millions of lives around the 
world and here at home. 

The Global Leadership Against HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria Reau-
thorization Act has received over-
whelming support across the political 
spectrum because it balances fiscal re-
sponsibility, oversight and comprehen-
sive health care programs. 

I commend my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle for supporting a bill 
that uses scientifically proven strate-
gies, international cooperation and cul-
tural competence to combat some of 
the most devastating diseases in recent 
history. 

We executed an aggressive response 
to the tuberculosis and malaria 
epidemics in this country because we 
understood that it would allow us to be 
a stronger and better Nation. Although 
we have made tremendous progress in 
our country, the battle is far from 
over. 

As the richest nation in the world, we 
now have the privilege of helping other 
countries on their road to develop-
ment. We must use the knowledge that 
we gain from these partnerships to ad-
dress the disparities that continue to 
deprive countless men, women and 
children in this country and abroad of 
a healthy and productive life. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous 
question and on the rule that brings 
the underlying bill to the House. 

Madam Speaker, before I close, I 
want to address this request of my 
good friend and colleague from Florida 
about energy. What he is saying is, and 
the people on his side of the aisle, is 
immediately upon the adoption of this 
resolution, the House shall, without 
intervention of any point of order, con-
sider in the House the bill, H.R. 6107, to 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
establish and implement a competitive 
oil and gas leasing program that will 
result in an environmentally sound 
program for the exploration, develop-
ment, and production of the oil and gas 
resources of the Coastal Plain of Alas-
ka, and for other purposes. 

Now this bill that we’re here on, 
Madam Speaker, is named after two of 
the most distinguished persons that 
have ever served in this body. My col-
league from Florida and all of us that 
are here knew both of these men and 
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knew their seriousness when they came 
to this floor about matters. We com-
memorate their memory with this bill. 
But what we do is we denigrate their 
memory by bringing up political hyper-
bole, political grandstanding, exhaust-
ing political hyperbole and bumper 
stickerism. Enough of this. 

Everybody knows that we have put 
forward, on the side that I am privi-
leged to represent as Democrats, nu-
merous measures dealing with these 
matters. We all know that there are 68 
million acres off the shore that are 
leased already to oil companies. Foot-
note. Has anybody asked any of these 
oil companies whether or not they 
want to drill in these areas? And in 
ANWR there are 23 million acres that 
are available. 

How dare we come here with this 
pitiful excuse for a previous question 
and say to the American people that on 
a matter of this consequence, on a mat-
ter of dealing with malaria, tuber-
culosis and HIV/AIDS that we would 
come here and denigrate the name of 
the two persons that we commemorate 
with such a foolish proposition. It 
makes absolutely no sense. 

Now we will hear, obviously from 
now until the time that we’re out of 
session, from my Republican col-
leagues about energy. And I have said 
to them repeatedly and over and over 
and over again, that all the hyperbole, 
switchgrass, deed exhaustion, coal, 
shale, offshore, ANWR, all of those 
things, geothermal, I can name them. 
All of us in here can name them. Many 
of those are things in the future. All of 
us know that we have a crisis in this 
country. Every man and woman in the 
House of Representatives and in the 
United States would like to solve that 
crisis. We know that speculators are 
involved in this. We put forward energy 
legislation. NANCY PELOSI led with en-
ergy legislation. Markey and Dingell 
have been on the floor repeatedly with 
energy legislation. We are here about 
AIDS, and someone would dare come 
here and talk about energy. That’s 
crazy. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of the Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde 
U.S. Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tu-
berculosis and Malaria Reauthorization Act. 

Five years ago, Congress passed the first 
U.S. Leadership Act aimed at combating HIV/ 
AIDS, TB, and malaria worldwide. Since that 
time, U.S. assistance has enabled 33 million 
HIV counseling and testing sessions, provided 
antiretroviral treatment to 1.45 million people, 
and prevented 157,000 infants from con-
tracting HIV through mother-to-child infection. 
In addition to combating HIV/AIDS, the U.S. 
Leadership Act has contributed to the treat-
ment of millions of people with TB, and to the 
distribution of millions of bed nets to prevent 
the spread of malaria. 

But there is so much more work to be done. 
There are currently about 39 million people 
worldwide living with HIV/AIDS, more than the 
population of California. Each year, 2 million 
people die from tuberculosis. Every 30 sec-
onds, a child dies from malaria, a fully pre-
ventable disease. 

From both a moral and self-interested per-
spective, we simply cannot afford to let the 
epidemics of HIV, TB, and malaria grow. Our 
long-term prosperity and security are inex-
tricably linked to our commitment to help build 
stronger economies and reduce poverty 
around the world. Promoting public health is a 
critical component of this effort. Disease crip-
ples not only individuals, but economies as 
well, preventing parents from supporting their 
families, and leaving children orphaned with 
no financial security, limited opportunities for 
education, and narrow prospects for future 
contributions. 

We must also recognize that in a global so-
ciety, we ourselves are not immune to these 
diseases. Malaria was rampant in parts of the 
United States as little as 60 years ago. The 
World Health Organization estimates that 
worldwide, more than one third of the world’s 
population is infected with the tuberculosis 
bacteria. Poorly supervised or incomplete 
treatment of tuberculosis can be more harmful 
than no treatment at all, allowing the bacteria 
to develop resistance to drugs and increasing 
the hazards of contracting the bacteria for the 
whole planet. In an ever more integrated 
world, we cannot wall ourselves off from the 
reach of these diseases. 

This bill reflects our commitment to con-
tribute to the treatment, prevention, and ulti-
mate elimination of these diseases worldwide. 
It ensures a balanced approach to the preven-
tion of HIV/AIDS that includes abstinence, 
faithfulness, and condom promotion as the 
three-tiered strategy to prevent HIV infection. 
The bill also includes key provisions that rec-
ognize the inherent link between disease treat-
ment and support of basic needs, such as 
food, shelter, and economic opportunity. 

I urge my colleagues to vote for this impor-
tant legislation. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida 
is as follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1362 OFFERED BY MR. 

LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART OF FLORIDA 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 3. Immediately upon the adoption of 
this resolution the House shall, without 
intervention of any point of order, consider 
in the House the bill (H.R. 6107) to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to establish and im-
plement a competitive oil and gas leasing 
program that will result in an environ-
mentally sound program for the exploration, 
development, and production of the oil and 
gas resources of the Coastal Plain of Alaska, 
and for other purposes. All points of order 
against the bill are waived. The bill shall be 
considered as read. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
any amendment thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except: (1) one 
hour of debate on the bill equally divided and 
controlled by the chairman and ranking 
member of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and (2) an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute if offered by Representative 
Rahall of West Virginia or his designee, 
which shall be considered as read and shall 
be separately debatable for 40 minutes equal-
ly divided and controlled by the proponent 
and an opponent; and (3) one motion to re-
commit with or without instructions. 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the 
Floor Procedures Manual published by the 
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress, 
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee 
described the rule using information form 
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous 
question is defeated, control of debate shifts 
to the leading opposition member (usually 
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question 
on a resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question, 
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate 
thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 
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Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. Madam Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays. 

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

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

f 

b 1115 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE 
RULES 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 1367 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1367 
Resolved, That it shall be in order at any 

time on the legislative day of Thursday, July 
24, 2008, for the Speaker to entertain motions 
that the House suspend the rules relating to 
the bill (H.R. 6578) to provide for the sale of 
light grade petroleum from the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve and its replacement with 
heavy grade petroleum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Vermont is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, for the purpose of debate 
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SES-
SIONS). All time yielded during consid-
eration of the rule is for debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days within which to revise and extend 
their remarks and to insert extraneous 
materials into the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, House Resolution 

1367 provides that it shall be in order 
on the legislative day of Thursday, 
July 24, 2008, for the Speaker to enter-
tain motions to suspend the rules re-
lating to energy. 

Today, a barrel of oil costs $124. Last 
week it was $134. In June, it was over 
$140 a barrel. Congress is acting, and 
the market is reacting. Many factors, 
we know, contribute to the price of a 
barrel of oil: demand, supply, our econ-
omy, speculation, actions that Con-
gress does or doesn’t take. But make 
no mistake, the actions that this Con-
gress has taken and will take are hav-
ing an impact, a positive impact, to 
bring down the price of a barrel of oil. 

To just remind my colleagues what 
this Congress did, on May 13, we passed 
H.R. 6022, a bill I sponsored, to halt 
shipments to the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve. That bill was signed into law 
by the President. 

On June 26, we passed H.R. 6377 to 
squeeze speculation out of the market 

by directing that the CFTC, the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, 
utilize its authority to better regulate 
the energy markets. 

On July 17, a strong majority of the 
House supported H.R. 6515, the DRILL 
Act. This bill would actually open up 22 
million acres in Alaska for drilling and 
direct oil companies to either use the 
leases they have on the remaining 68 
million acres, or lose them. They have 
the opportunity to increase production. 
We are asking them to do it. 

Every time the price of oil declines, 
consumers and businesses save money. 
Let me just give one example. The air-
line industry alone, it costs them $430 
million every time the price of a barrel 
of oil goes up $1. In the past 20 days, 
the price of oil has come down nearly 
$20. That is approximately an $860 mil-
lion savings for the airline industry 
and our traveling public. 

The energy crisis that we face is real, 
and it requires long-term action, but it 
also requires immediate action. And 
the actions that we can take to take 
the pressure off the price, we should 
take. Although the price has recently 
fallen, we have much more we can do, 
and we must today take this oppor-
tunity to provide the immediate relief 
that will occur by releasing 10 percent 
of the oil now in the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve into the market. That 
would get relief to the American con-
suming public within 2 weeks. 

Incidentally, this is not an unprece-
dented action by Congress. It is smart 
policy, it is nimble policy. It has been 
done in the past by Republican and by 
Democratic Presidents. A few exam-
ples: on January 16, 1991, the first 
President Bush released fuel from the 
SPR. That was in conjunction with the 
start of the Gulf War. President Bush 
said this will send an important mes-
sage to the American people that their 
$20 million investment in an emer-
gency supply of crude oil has produced 
a system that can respond rapidly. 

A second time, September 22, 2000, 
President Clinton released 30 million 
barrels from the SPR into the market. 
President Clinton said, ‘‘This is the 
right thing to do. It is good energy pol-
icy. It is good national security policy, 
and good family policy.’’ The market 
responded immediately with prices 
dropping 18.7 percent. 

Incidentally, when the first President 
Bush did it, the price went down 33 per-
cent. Our own President Bush, August 
31, 2005, he authorized a drawdown of 
crude oil from the SPR. This was after 
Hurricane Katrina. Prices dropped 9.1 
percent. 

So what we have within our grasp is 
the opportunity to take an action re-
cently taken by three Presidents that 
immediately resulted in the reduction 
of the price of gasoline. In one case 9 
percent, in another case 18 percent, and 
in a third case 33 percent. This is a 
time-tested action that will help Amer-
icans now address the crippling cost of 
fuel. 

Many of my colleagues have joined 
together urging the President to use 

his authority to release fuel from the 
SPR. The President can do that with a 
stroke of the pen. But if the President 
refuses to act, Congress must act. We 
know, incidentally, Madam Speaker, 
that this bill will not solve our energy 
problems. It is going to take a long- 
term change in our energy policies to 
release ourselves from our addiction to 
oil. Releasing fuel from the SPR is not 
a substitute for a long-term policy, but 
it is a necessary action and a practical 
action to provide immediate relief now 
by using a resource that does belong to 
the American people. 

Let’s keep in mind that we do need a 
change in direction on our energy pol-
icy. Our country has 2 percent of the 
proven reserves of energy in the world. 
We are about 4 percent of the popu-
lation, and we are consuming 25 per-
cent of the world’s energy. That is not 
sustainable. It is not good for our long- 
term security. We know we can do bet-
ter by having a policy that includes 
higher mileage standards for our vehi-
cles, higher energy efficiency stand-
ards, tax incentives for clean energy al-
ternatives, better construction designs, 
and restoration of mass transit and 
rail. By doing that, we can create jobs, 
improve our environment, develop af-
fordable energy, and strengthen our na-
tional security. But let’s take the im-
mediate short-term actions that are 
within our grasp to take that will pro-
vide immediate relief to our airline in-
dustry, to our businesses, and to our 
consumers and American families. 
Take the actions that we can take, and 
take them now. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SESSIONS. I want to thank the 

gentleman for yielding me the time. 
Madam Speaker, I rise in strong op-

position to this rule which is a cynical 
attempt to cover political Members of 
this body who have chosen to elevate 
partisanship and politics above a real 
energy solution for American con-
sumers and this economy. 

Let me start by answering my good 
friend regarding the issues that he 
brought up and the things that he said. 

First of all, the bottom line is that 
there could be 10 million acres or 20 or 
50 million acres that could be, quote, 
‘‘given to or leased’’ by oil companies. 
They don’t want to drill every bit of 
acreage they have; they only want to 
drill where the oil is. Dry holes are not 
good for anybody. 

Secondly, when you look at what the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve is all 
about, it is there to protect this coun-
try. We should view that ANWR is also 
a strategic petroleum reserve here for 
the United States. There are 19 million 
acres in ANWR. Oil companies aren’t 
after all 19 million acres, they are only 
after 2,000, just 2,000. That’s where the 
oil is. 

And perhaps number three, the gen-
tleman needs to understand this, that 
energy companies are there to be in the 
business of providing energy. They are 
not there for any other reason. They 
are there to help the American con-
sumer, to support our economy, and to 
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make sure that America is the greatest 
Nation on the face of this earth. 

I am proud that we have the largest 
economy in this world and we use en-
ergy to make us more successful. We 
should not apologize or say it is a mis-
take that America utilizes energy. We 
simply need to make sure that what we 
are doing is having a comprehensive, 
across-the-board view, and not allow-
ing drilling here in America and off-
shore is a national security issue. 
That’s the side of the story that my 
friend did not tell this morning. That’s 
why this bill is something we should 
oppose. 

For the last 5 months, everyday con-
sumers and our national economy have 
been suffering because of this Demo-
crat majority’s stubborn and mind-bog-
gling unwillingness to increase the sup-
ply of domestically produced oil to re-
duce prices at the pump. And for over 
a year and a half, Republicans have 
been unified in a commonsense ap-
proach and a comprehensive approach 
to bringing down the price of gasoline 
for consumers, only to have that plan 
ignored by the new Democrat majority 
in favor of agenda that prioritizes 
scapegoats over solutions. 

Rather than taking this opportunity 
to work in a constructive, bipartisan 
way to address the real domestic en-
ergy supply issues, they have let sky- 
high energy prices stand and continue 
for consumers. 

Today, we are being asked outside of 
regular order and with no opportunity 
for Members to offer their own good 
ideas to bring down the price of gaso-
line, and we are spending only 40 min-
utes to debate a fig-leaf piece of legis-
lation that releases 31⁄2 days’ worth of 
oil from the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve. 

The gentleman is correct, when there 
is more oil supply that is available, the 
price does go down. The gentleman is 
correct, there have been previous or-
ders by the President to reduce the 
supply that is in the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve directly for consumers. 
But 3 days’ worth is all we are talking 
about. That is not a long-term fix. We 
need a strategic petroleum reserve that 
is called ANWR to make America com-
petitive. 

So rather than doing something that 
would be long term, all they are trying 
to do is something that would be a po-
litical, short-term fix. 

Madam Speaker, the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve is intended to deal with 
natural disasters and national security 
crises, not preventable, man-made po-
litical disasters like the short supply of 
energy that we have today in America 
because of the Democrat Party no-en-
ergy strategy. 

The world understands it. As a mat-
ter of fact, I was out on the west side 
of the Capitol just yesterday as Repub-
licans were talking about our ability to 
go drill here in America and offshore. 
And whole loads, bus loads of Democrat 
staffers and others are out front say-
ing, No drill, shame on the Republican 

Party. My gosh, I do understand that 
that is the policy of the new Democrat 
majority. We’re working their plan. 
That’s why gasoline is at $4 a gallon. 
We simply disagree in the Republican 
Party. 

However, there is one small bright 
spot associated with this legislation, 
and it is by bringing it to the House 
floor today, the Democrat leadership is 
finally admitting there is a supply-side 
component to addressing America’s en-
ergy concerns. My colleague was very 
plain and forward when he said: When 
we dump oil into the marketplace, the 
price goes down. Unfortunately, seri-
ousness of purpose in dealing with the 
problem has not accompanied this 
long-overdue revelation—which is why 
we are here debating this do-nothing 
cover vote today instead of real solu-
tions to our problems. 

b 1130 

Yesterday I joined my Republican 
colleagues when we proposed a smart, 
innovative and comprehensive ap-
proach to addressing our Nation’s en-
ergy independence solution, a problem 
whose guiding philosophy can be 
summed up by one simple principle, 
use less and find more. 

Rather than just releasing over a 
weekend’s worth of energy and calling 
it a day, like the Democrat proposal 
does, the Republican plan is to increase 
the supply of American-made energy in 
an environmentally sound way. This is 
what Republicans are pushing on the 
floor of the House of Representatives 
yet again today. 

We believe our deep-water oil re-
sources, ocean resources, could provide 
an additional 3 million barrels of oil 
per day as well as 76 trillion cubic 
square feet of natural gas. These are 
proven reserves. We should open the 
Arctic coastal plain, which could pro-
vide an additional 1 million barrels of 
oil a day. We should allow development 
of our Nation’s shale oil resources, 
which could provide an additional 2.5 
million barrels of oil per day, and we 
would increase the supply of gas at the 
pump by cutting bureaucratic red tape 
that hinders the construction of new 
refineries. 

To improve energy conservation and 
efficiency, our legislation will provide 
tax incentives for businesses and fami-
lies to purchase more efficient vehi-
cles. It will provide tax incentives for 
businesses and homeowners who im-
prove their energy efficiency. To pro-
mote alternative and renewable energy 
technologies, this legislation will spur 
the technology of alternative fuels 
through government contracting by re-
pealing the section 526 prohibition on 
government purchasing of alternative 
energy and promotion of coal-to-liq-
uids technology. 

We will establish a renewable energy 
trust fund using revenues generated by 
exploration in deep ocean and on the 
Arctic coastal plain. We will extend 
permanently the tax credit for alter-
native energy production, including 

wind, solar and hydrogen, and we will 
eliminate barriers to the expansion of 
emission-free nuclear power produc-
tion. 

Speaker PELOSI and this new Demo-
crat majority have the power to bring 
these already-developed commonsense 
solutions up for a vote at any time. 
Trust me, Madam Speaker, the Repub-
licans are here to help. But what we 
want is real solutions. We want to drill 
now to save America. 

Speaker PELOSI should choose to be 
with Republicans in a bipartisan an-
swer, but, instead, this Speaker is 
choosing to ignore the American public 
in favor of a radical environmentalist 
agenda. I will be giving every Member 
of this body the opportunity to show 
where they really stand on energy 
independence during the vote on the 
rule’s previous question. I encourage 
every single Member who agrees with 
me that this country needs to increase 
its supply of safe and reliable American 
energy to force this Democrat leader-
ship to finally act by rejecting the cyn-
ical rule and the meaningless under-
lying legislation so that this House and 
the American people will be prepared 
for real legislation that will have a real 
effect at the pump. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, the chair-
man of the Select Committee on En-
ergy Independence and Global Warm-
ing, Mr. MARKEY. 

Mr. MARKEY. Thank you, Mr. 
WELCH. 

Madam Speaker, we have on the floor 
right now for consideration legislation 
which will make it possible for Amer-
ican consumers, who are being tipped 
upside down at the gasoline pump 
every time they go in with their vehi-
cle and having money shaken out of 
their pockets, to have immediate re-
lief, to have the United States be on 
the side of the American consumer. 

Now what has been happening over 
the last couple of months is really un-
fortunate. The Republicans and Presi-
dent Bush have been arguing that the 
answer is to go and to drill up in the 
remotest parts of the Arctic, when 
their own Department of Energy is say-
ing that it will take 10 to 20 years for 
any of that oil to get to the gas pumps 
in the United States and, when it does, 
it will only offer insignificant relief to 
the American consumer. 

Meanwhile, the President went over 
to Saudi Arabia, just a month and a 
half ago, to beg the Saudi Arabians to 
please produce more oil that we can 
use right now, because that would drop 
the price in oil. The Saudis said, ‘‘Well, 
we’ll think about it. Maybe we’ll 
produce another two or 300,000 barrels 
of oil, but you’ll have to send back 
your Secretary of Energy in another 3 
weeks for us to talk to him.’’ 

Well, you can either promise the 
American people something that 
doesn’t happen 10 to 20 years from now, 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:32 Jul 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JY7.021 H24JYPT1er
ow

e 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7073 July 24, 2008 
which is what the Republicans have 
been doing, or you can use the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve right now, 
which is what our legislation will do, 
and it will say to the President, Mr. 
President, you must use 10 percent of 
all the oil in the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve right now, 70 million barrels of 
oil, and you must use it over the next 
5 or 6 months. That would average out 
to about 500,000 barrels of oil a day. 
That’s the signal that the marketplace 
would absolutely respond to, because it 
would send shivers up the spine of the 
speculators, of the manipulators, of the 
OPEC cartel that has been playing 
games with the American consumer. 

How do we know that this is going to 
work? We know it’s going to work be-
cause when past Presidents have 
turned the spigot on the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve, President Bush I, just 
before the first Persian Gulf war, the 
price dropped 33 percent for oil. 

In the year 2000 when Bill Clinton 
used it, it dropped 18 percent. And even 
when this President Bush used it right 
after the Katrina storm, it dropped 9 
percent. We know this works. 

But what’s going to happen? The Re-
publican leadership is going to get on a 
plane and fly up to the Arctic wildlife 
refuge. Instead, they should get on a 
plane and fly down to Houston and 
take a look at the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve and ask the President to just 
turn the spigot on and to send that oil 
right now, not 10 or 20 years from now, 
but 10 or 20 days from now so that 
Americans, who are enjoying their Au-
gust vacations know that the Amer-
ican government is on their side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has from Massa-
chusetts expired. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I yield the 
gentleman 1 additional minute. 

Mr. MARKEY. The reason the Repub-
licans won’t use it, however, is that 
they argue that we’re not in an emer-
gency. I think that is not how the 
American people view where we are. $4 
a gallon for gasoline. The price for 
home heating oil and natural gas this 
winter rising by the day. We have the 
airline industry in crisis. We have the 
trucking industry in crisis. We have 
food prices skyrocketing. 

The American people believe we are 
in an energy emergency. What we do in 
this bill is we say, Mr. President, it 
might not fit your definition of what 
an emergency is, but it fits the defini-
tion for the American people. We want 
you to deploy the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve now. We want you to tap into 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve to 
protect the American consumer now. 

We don’t want you to wait, Mr. Presi-
dent, until after some war in Iran and 
deploy it then too, sir, but please do 
not wait until then. Please understand 
that Americans want their oil. They 
paid for this oil. They’ve paid $100 bil-
lion to put this oil in the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve in Houston, in Lou-
isiana, in Mississippi. They want relief 
now. 

Vote ‘‘aye’’ on this legislation. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, you 

know, I would love to cut a deal with 
the gentleman right now and say Re-
publicans would be completely for this 
bill if you would do something for more 
than the 3 days’ supply if we would 
really approach the emergency that 
the American people are talking about, 
and let’s do something long term. We 
have already had President Clinton 12 
years ago sign the pen that said we are 
not going to go after ANWR. We would 
have had that online now. 

Why do we assume that in 5 or 6 or 7 
years we are not going to need this en-
ergy? We are going to need the energy. 

This new Democrat majority, to a 
Member, is withholding from the 
American people the opportunity to 
get prices down now. To say that we 
would raid the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve for 3 days’ worth of gasoline is 
laughable. It’s laughable because the 
American people understand that what 
this new Democrat majority is all 
about is having the energy prices stay 
where they are. They see that the Dem-
ocrat plan evidently is working, the 
Democrat plan to squeeze American in-
terests out and to send the money 
overseas. 

We have seen that now for 18 months. 
That’s the Democrat majority’s plan. 
They want to keep building Dubai. 
They want to keep giving the money to 
countries who do war against the 
United States and don’t hold us in 
favor. They want the money and the 
business to be done overseas. They 
want the jobs to go overseas. That’s 
really where this new Democrat major-
ity is. 

If it were the Republican Party and 
reversed, it would be about all the spe-
cial interests that we’re trying to give. 
But in this case, it is about the Amer-
ican consumer that sees that their 
prices are at a high level simply to 
make sure that this Democrat major-
ity sends the money overseas because 
they really don’t like the energy com-
panies here in America. That’s anti- 
American. 

Madam Speaker, the Republican 
Party has great alternatives that are 
on the table today. We want a long- 
term comprehensive fix for energy, and 
we will continue to tell the American 
people, just as we are here telling our 
colleagues here today, that we recog-
nize who has the capacity and the abil-
ity to bring a bill to the floor today to 
answer the problem. The problem is the 
lack of resources of supply in the gaso-
line marketplace, and it’s extending 
also to high fuel prices that will be 
paid in the Northeast this winter, and 
it is the new Democrat majority that is 
responsible for that. This is their plan. 
They’re getting what they wanted, and 
we will keep building Dubais and keep 
sending our money overseas as long as 
we cut off American jobs and American 
energy companies. 

I think it’s a bad thing for policy for 
this country. That’s why the Repub-
lican Party has an alternative. I wish 

that it would be heard today on the 
board to where we could vote for it. 

Madam Speaker, we reserve the bal-
ance of our time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington, a member of 
the committee on Energy and Com-
merce and a leader on energy issues in 
Congress, Mr. INSLEE. 

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

Mr. INSLEE. Of course we need a 
long-term energy plan that can wean 
ourselves off this addiction to oil. 
President Bush said we are addicted to 
oil, and he turns around and says let’s 
just get more addicted to oil. 

I don’t understand why the Repub-
licans then voted against our bill to 
call for new clean energy sources of 
electricity so we can electrify our car 
and not have to burn oil. I don’t know 
why they voted against our tax pack-
age that would allow tax breaks for 
companies like the Sapphire Energy 
Company that’s making biofuels out of 
algae. That’s a long-term solution to 
this problem, but we have got to have 
a short-term solution too. 

I will tell you this, listening to my 
Republican colleagues, if you run out 
of gas on a dusty rural road some-
where, you better hope it’s not a Re-
publican Congressman who pulls up 
and basically comes to your aid and 
says, I can’t help you now, can’t help 
you next week, can’t help you next 
year. I’ll be back around here in 10 
years. Then maybe we’ll do something 
about it. Because that is all they are 
suggesting, and that is a plan doomed 
for failure. We can’t wait 10 years for 
solutions to this problem. We need so-
lutions that will work. 

Let me suggest that the evidence is 
very, very clear about doing very small 
releases from the SPR, and I was 
shocked to learn how successful this 
can be. I went to a bipartisan war game 
at the war college last week with some 
of my colleagues, and we war gamed 
out what would happen if there was an 
interruption of our oil supplies due to 
overseas disruption. 

Let me tell you what I learned since 
then: Small releases from the SPR can 
have huge ramifications for the price 
of gasoline. Look what happened in 
1990 during Desert Shield when the 
first President Bush allowed release. 
Here is what the Energy Department 
concluded: 

‘‘The rapid decision to release crude 
oil from government-controlled stocks 
in the United States and other OECD 
countries helped calm the global oil 
market, and prices began to moderate. 
When the 1991 SPR drawdown was an-
nounced in connection with Operation 
Desert Storm, the price of oil imme-
diately dropped $8 a barrel.’’ 

Now why does this small less than 10 
percent change in SPR, how can it 
have these enormous ramifications? 
The answer has to do with human psy-
chology. These markets are driven by 
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psychology, and that’s why the three 
times we have been done this before, 
all the last three Presidents, including 
this President, has achieved reductions 
from 5 to 30 percent within 30 days in 
the price of oil. 

Don’t allow Americans to be told 
they have got to wait 10 years for re-
lief. Let’s act now in conjunction with 
the legislation we are going to pass 
eventually to tamp down speculation. 
Democrats have both a long-term and a 
short-term response. Pass this bill. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, let 
me agree with the gentleman. Psy-
chology does have a lot to do with this. 
That’s why Republicans, instead of try-
ing to fall victim for a 3-day fix or for 
a long-term fix—so let’s get into the 
psychology for just a second. 

How about if somebody brought legis-
lation to the floor that said, you know 
what? I think we ought to open up 
American deep-water oil resources, 
ocean resources, because we do under-
stand there are war games that bipar-
tisan Members of this House go attend 
to where we do understand that if 
international shipping where oil was 
concerned, if there was a bad mistake 
or a problem, that we would be in trou-
ble. 

b 1145 

So why don’t we, as just a good idea, 
let’s open up America’s deep water 
ocean resources, which could provide 
an additional 3 million barrels of oil 
per day, but it doesn’t end there, and 76 
trillion cubic feet of natural gas. 

Why don’t we also bring to the table, 
let’s open up the Arctic Coastal Plain, 
which could provide an additional 1 
million barrels of oil a day. But there 
is more. 

How about allowing the development 
of America’s shale oil resources for an 
additional 2.5 million barrels a day? 

So instead of having just a 3-day fix 
and arguing all these new issues that 
we bring up would take 10 to 20 years 
to bring to the consumer, not true. It 
can be done tomorrow. We could de-
cide, and we should have decided 12 
years ago. We should have decided last 
year. We should decide that today, 
what we want to do is to make avail-
able the resources of this country in 
the event, in the future, there really is 
a big problem. 

So the Republican Party is here on 
the floor today with real live answers 
to real live problems that are hap-
pening every day. 

And so once again, we will give this 
new Democrat majority credit. The en-
ergy prices are the way that the Demo-
crat Party wants them to be. They do 
want prices to be high. They do not 
want a supply unless it is paid for by 
the government. And they are not for a 
long-term solution because it would 
mean that we would be using those big 
oil companies resources. 

My gosh. We are going to hold the 
American consumer hostage. We are 
going to hold people in the Northeast 
who use and need this oil this winter 

hostage, when, in fact, when it is 100 
degrees outside, we are saying, do this 
now; let’s prepare. Let’s be prepared for 
the future. 

And instead, this new Democrat ma-
jority argues, time in and time out, not 
going to drill, not going to put any 
more supply in, and prices will simply 
continue to rise. 

Madam Speaker, somebody will have 
to face up to the day of reckoning, and 
that day of reckoning is going to be 
when American consumers, in the dead 
of winter, are not only paying high 
prices at the pump, but also high prices 
to heat their home. 

We are trying to do something today. 
We have been trying to do something 
for 18 months, and this new Democrat 
majority refuses, refuses to see the 
facts of the case. 

We reserve the balance of our time. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York, a man who 
serves on the select committee, Mr. 
HALL. 

Mr. HALL of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I just would like to say to my 
friend across the aisle that I, as a 
member of the Democratic majority, 
consider the repeated, deliberate use of 
the phrase ‘‘Democrat majority’’ to be 
a pejorative use. That is not certainly 
what we call ourselves. And we could 
call you the Republic minority, but we 
don’t. So, in the interest of bipartisan-
ship and comity, I would suggest 
‘‘Democratic majority’’ is the normal 
term to use. 

I congratulate you on accepting and 
adopting most of the parts of your plan 
from our plan. The renewable energy 
and conservation components, which, 
by the way, the Vice President sneered 
at in 2002, I think it was, when he said 
that conservation may be a personal 
virtue, but it is no way to build a na-
tional energy policy. 

We have been working, in this Con-
gress, in the last year and a half to 
pass the first increase in fuel mileage 
standards in 32 years, to provide 
record, billions of dollars to alter-
native fuels research and development, 
record billions of dollars for carbon se-
questration so that we can use coal 
that we have in this country without 
releasing carbon dioxide in the atmos-
phere. 

We have been trying, and I might say 
that perhaps your friend or the col-
league in the Republican Party in the 
other body, Senator DOMENICI, could 
use a little talking to, perhaps from 
you, to get him to drop his resistance 
to the renewable energy standard and 
to the extension of the renewable tax 
credits which we have been fighting for 
on this side and have been stymied in 
the Senate by a small number of Re-
publicans who are holding that up. 

But allow me to go to what I was 
going to say, which is that in New 
York this morning, gas prices are over 
$4.25 and in some cases $4.50 and have 
been this high for weeks. These sky 
high prices are squeezing families in 

my district right now. Today we are 
trying to give them relief using SPR 
oil to increase supply and bring down 
prices. 

A release of oil from the SPR is a 
proven method of calming markets and 
lowering prices. The last three Presi-
dents have used it successfully. And I 
urge all my colleagues to support it to 
do the same thing today. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from using 
the second person and to address their 
remarks to the Chair. 

Mr. SESSIONS. We reserve our time. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Well, the GOP, the 
Grand Old Oil Party, is up to it again. 
Now, it is as if the first six years of the 
Bush administration never existed. The 
Republicans controlled the House, the 
White House, and the United States 
Senate. 

Vice President DICK CHENEY, at the 
President’s behest, met secretly with 
the oil and gas industry and other en-
ergy producers and proposed an energy 
policy, a Republican energy policy. 
That policy was passed by the Repub-
lican House of Representatives, adopt-
ed by the Republican Senate, and 
signed by the Republican president. We 
have been living under it now for a cou-
ple of years, and it is having the pre-
dictable results. We are now more de-
pendent upon foreign oil. And many of 
us who voted against that Republican 
energy policy said it was pushing the 
country in that direction. We are see-
ing prices jacked up to unbelievable 
levels. Many of us predicted at the 
time that the Bush/Cheney Republican 
energy policy would have those results. 

They didn’t mandate increases in fuel 
standards. They didn’t mandate devel-
opment of alternative fuels. They had a 
few pretend things about hydrogen 
which was far enough off in the future 
that it didn’t upset their benefactors in 
the oil industry because they know hy-
drogen is 20, 30 years off. But things 
that we could have been moving toward 
quickly they were against. 

Now suddenly they are all for action. 
They are all for action. 

What do we need? We need more 
leases on the Outer Continental Shelf. 
Well, what about the fact that the in-
dustry today is sitting on leases that 
can access 80 percent of the known re-
serves of oil and gas off the United 
States of America? But they are simply 
not developing them. 

Now, the industry says, well, they 
just don’t have enough deep water 
drilling rigs and other things. But last 
year Enron, I mean—sorry. That is an-
other guilty party here. But 
ExxonMobil made more money than 
any corporation in the history of the 
world, $40 billion. And what did they do 
with two thirds of their profit? Did 
they put it into new supply? Did they 
put it into new drilling equipment? 
Heck no. They bought back their own 
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stock to enrich their board and their 
execs. The president who retired got a 
$400 million retirement, and he bought 
an oil field in Africa with his retire-
ment. Now that is where their profits 
and their money went. 

They are in no hurry to develop new 
resources. But they would like to lock 
up what might still be out there while 
Bush and CHENEY are in the White 
House so that they can get sweetheart 
deals like the one proposed yesterday 
for oil shale, because these are their 
oilmen in the White House. Plain and 
simple. That’s what this bum’s rush is 
all about. 

The American people need short-term 
price relief. It isn’t going to come 
through letting more leases in sen-
sitive areas that the industry sits on. 
It would come from breaking the back 
of the speculators, something they 
don’t want to do, closing the Enron 
loophole. 

Remember Ken Lay, head of Enron 
from Texas, the President’s biggest po-
litical benefactor throughout his entire 
life? 

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

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I yield the 
gentleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. The Enron loophole 
was created for him to trade oil and 
gas off the books. Well, Ken Lay is 
dead, before he went to prison. Enron is 
bankrupt, and the loophole lives on, 
and that is the price we are paying at 
the pump today because of commodity 
speculation. 

Take on the speculators, break their 
back. Break their back any way you 
can. Re-regulate them or take oil out 
of the SPR. Break the back of the spec-
ulators. That will give us short-term 
price relief. Develop our resources in 
the midterm, and new energy future for 
the long term, not dependent upon oil 
and foreign oil. 

Mr. SESSIONS. You know, it’s great 
to hear about this private meeting that 
took place in the year 2000, and to now 
learn about all the attributes of the 
meeting. 

I would speculate, since I am sure the 
gentleman did, that ANWR would have 
been in that list of things that the 
President of the United States would 
have wanted, the consumers want, that 
ANWR would have been on there, that 
every place that we would drill eco-
nomically, and ecologically, in a sound 
way, that that would have been on the 
table too. That is exactly probably 
what the President had in mind and 
probably what the energy companies 
had in mind. 

Let’s put American resources, jobs 
and national security to the advantage 
of the American people, instead of the 
plan to send all this money overseas to 
build Dubai. That is a mistake. 

Madam Speaker, at this time I would 
like to yield 4 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Louisiana, Dr. 
BOUSTANY . 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Madam Speaker, I 
want to thank my friend and colleague 
from Texas for yielding time to me. 

You know, the collective wisdom of 
the American people is a force to be 
reckoned with. And the American peo-
ple are speaking very, very loudly 
today about what we need. They are 
speaking about the need for a com-
prehensive energy policy; an energy 
policy that looks at all the possibili-
ties that we have. And that is just, in 
fact, what House Republicans are offer-
ing, and I would venture to say a fair 
number of Democrats on the other side 
of the aisle want this. But this ap-
proach is being blocked by the Demo-
cratic leadership, unfortunately. 

Madam Speaker, I would urge that 
the Democratic leadership listen to the 
collective wisdom of the American pub-
lic. 

Now this idea about drawing down 
out of the Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
is incredibly irresponsible. We are on 
the verge of a new hurricane season 
where we may need that oil. We have 
geopolitical unrest around the world 
where we may need that oil. The cur-
rent volume held in the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve is just over 700 million 
barrels, and at current usage of 20 mil-
lion barrels a day in this country, that 
is 35 days. 35 days. That reserve, that 
Strategic Reserve was put in place for 
real, dire emergencies. 

Now, some would argue, yes, the 
price at the pump is really hurting 
American families, and I fully agree. I 
have spoken to many of my constitu-
ents who are feeling the pain at the 
pump today. But that is no excuse, 
that is no excuse for this Congress to 
shirk its responsibility to come for-
ward with a comprehensive energy pol-
icy that focuses on production in an 
environmentally responsible way by 
opening the Outer Continental Shelf in 
Alaska, by investing in alternative and 
renewables, by looking into clean coal 
technology, shale oil, building out re-
fining capacity to meet our needs, in-
vesting in nuclear energy. All of these 
things, all of the above is what this 
country demands and is what is nec-
essary. 

So I would suggest it is time to quit 
this irresponsible posturing in this 
body, and let’s move forward with a 
comprehensive energy policy. 

This is a national security issue. It is 
clearly a national security issue. Speak 
to any of our generals and our troops 
who are fighting in the Middle East. 
This is a national security issue. And I 
urge my colleagues to get serious 
about this issue. The American people 
have gotten serious about it. So why 
are we delaying? What is the reason for 
procrastination? 

b 1200 

We can come to a reasonable com-
promise in this body to deal with all of 
it. And I would point out that explo-
ration and production today can be 
done in a very environmentally sound 
way. My district in southwest Lou-
isiana has been doing this. If you look 
at the oil and gas industry, in the 
aftermath of Hurricanes Rita and 

Katrina when 80 percent of it was out, 
we didn’t have spillages in the Gulf of 
Mexico. Everything was done in a very 
sound and responsible way. The evacu-
ation was carried out well, and this oil 
and gas production came back on line 
very quickly in the interest of the 
American people. 

And finally, I would add that by in-
creasing responsible, environmentally 
sound American exploration and pro-
duction, we’re creating good, high-pay-
ing American jobs, also a very impor-
tant stimulus to this economy. 

Clearly, what we need today is a 
comprehensive energy policy coupled 
with strengthening of the dollar, and I 
think we will work our way out of this 
economic crisis. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, 
could I please find out how much time 
is left on both sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 8 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Vermont 
has 12 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Thank you, Madam 
Speaker, and I believe I heard the gen-
tleman say he has no additional speak-
ers; is that correct? 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I would like to, with permis-
sion, recognize the chairman again, Mr. 
MARKEY, but only if there is no objec-
tion. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, we 
will reserve our time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY). 

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

You know, this Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve is an incredible weapon to be 
used in order to protect the American 
consumer from being gouged at the 
pump right now. And the Republican 
Party and President Bush and Vice 
President CHENEY are talking about 
anything but using the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve in order to protect the 
American consumer at the pump today. 
And there’s a good reason. Because the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve is to the 
oil industry what kryptonite is to Su-
perman. It saps them of their strength 
immediately. It decreases dramatically 
their power over ordinary citizens 
across our country. And that’s why 
they object to it. 

You’re going to keep hearing from 
Republicans how they really want to 
help consumers 10 and 20 years from 
now. But you’re not going to hear a 
word about their support for deploying 
500,000 or 1 million barrels of oil a day 
right now into the marketplace that 
will drive down the price of oil, drive 
down the price of gasoline at the pump 
today. 

That’s what we’re going to continue 
to wait to hear them say. 

Now, they have plenty of time left in 
order to make that statement in this 
debate today, but you’re not going to 
hear it. You’re not going to hear them 
talking about immediate relief. 
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They’re going to continually talk 
about oil that will come from drilling 
on our beaches 10 or 20 years from now. 
Well, that’s fine 10 and 20 years from 
now, but what are they going to do 
now? What are they going to do be-
tween now and Labor Day when Ameri-
cans are driving all over the country? 
They’re doing to say, We can’t use the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. We can’t 
drive down the price of oil now. We 
have to wait. 

This is going to be an important bill 
to give protection to the American 
consumers. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Just so the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has an op-
portunity to call my bluff, I’ll take 
him up on it. I’ll take him up on it. 

We do believe there is something im-
mediately that can be done, and we’ve 
been asking for this for years and years 
and years because the fact of the mat-
ter is, as we’ve already heard, there is 
a lot of psychology. The gentleman 
from the State of Washington talked 
about psychology just a few speakers 
ago. Well, here is the psychology. If 
you bring your own oil to the table, the 
other side sees what you’re willing to 
do and their oil’s worthless because 
they cannot hold you hostage. 

So what the Republican Party does 
want to talk about today is today, to-
morrow, Labor Day, and moving for-
ward. And that’s why we’re talking 
about bringing 3 million barrels of oil 
per day, 76 trillion cubic feet of natural 
gas, 1 million barrels of oil from the 
Arctic coastal plane, and 2.5 million 
barrels a day from the shale that’s in 
this country. Darn right we want to 
talk about today. 

But the fact of the matter is that 
we’ve been talking about this for years, 
and now they make it seem like the de-
bate just started today. The debate did 
not start today. The debate started 
back when President Clinton was in of-
fice. We asked for and passed a bill at 
that time, and the President said, ‘‘No. 
You cannot have ANWR.’’ 

And now we get to today and they 
act like, ‘‘Well, it just started. But Re-
publicans don’t want to talk about 
today.’’ Darn right we want to talk 
about today. We want to talk about 
what has been talked about, that is the 
psychological effort as well as a to-
day’s efforts; and that’s why the Re-
publican Party is here yet another day. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would 
like to yield 4 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
BRADY). 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
another day, another energy gimmick. 
It must be the 110th Congress. 

The American public, hammered by 
high fuel prices, is getting tired of the 
Democrats’ Jed Clampett energy plan. 
You just can’t shoot at a bunch of 
imaginary targets and hope that en-
ergy is going to come bubbling up from 
the ground. Today is another such gim-
mick. Depleting America’s emergency 
oil nest egg at a time when the world 
is increasingly unstable in oil-pro-

ducing nations like Nigeria, like Ven-
ezuela, and Iran, why, even a hillbilly 
like me doesn’t think that makes much 
sense. 

Tapping our energy reserve for 3 
measly days of energy, 3, 3 days of en-
ergy, that won’t lower prices, nor does 
it send a signal to the world that 
America is serious about taking more 
responsibility for meeting our own 
daily energy needs. 

If this bill were to pass, and it will 
fail spectacularly today, but if it were 
to pass at the end of the drawdown, 
America would be more dependent on 
foreign oil than we are today. We 
would be more dependent on foreign oil 
than we are today. And how does that 
solve the problem? 

So here is the question: How high 
does gas have to get before Congress 
will act? How many families will be 
hurt? How many small businesses will 
go under? How hard will our economy 
be hit before our Speaker allows an up- 
or-down vote on producing more Amer-
ican-made energy? 

Congress has voted on conservation, 
we voted on renewable and passed them 
both. Why can’t we get a vote on more 
exploration here at home with our re-
sources? Speaker PELOSI to the Demo-
crat leadership, I know that you have 
the right heart. Tell the special inter-
ests to step aside. Make room for the 
little guy who doesn’t have a lobbyist, 
who hasn’t contributed to your cam-
paign. Let them have an up-or-down 
vote on this floor, a vote now for the 
American Energy Act so we can 
produce more American-made energy 
so we can get serious about lowering 
gas prices here in America. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to ask how much time remains on 
my side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER). The gentleman from 
Texas has 31⁄2 minutes. The gentleman 
from Vermont has 10 minutes. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I under-
stand the gentleman from Vermont is 
through with his speakers and wishes 
to close. 

I would like to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. WEST-
MORELAND). 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. I thank my 
friend from Texas for yielding. 

I wanted to have a quote up here that 
was from Mr. KANJORSKI. And this was 
in an interview that he was giving to 
one of the local newspapers or tele-
vision stations. And he was talking 
about really the Democrats’ promise to 
end the war in Iraq and bringing all of 
the troops home, but it relates to their 
energy policy, too, and what they 
promised when Speaker PELOSI, then- 
minority leader in April of 2006, says, 
‘‘We as Democrats have a common-
sense plan to lower the skyrocketing 
price of gas.’’ At the time it was about 
$2.10 a gallon. 

But Mr. KANJORSKI said, ‘‘We sort of 
stretched the truth and people ate it 

up.’’ Well, there’s been some truth 
stretching going on lately in this build-
ing, and I think what we’ve got to real-
ize is that we need to do something to 
increase the supply other than taking 
out of our savings account. 

If you have a shortfall every month 
and you take out of your savings to 
make up for that shortfall or to in-
crease the supply of money that you 
have, you’re eventually going to run 
out of that. We would run out of oil, 
and we don’t need to do that because 
then we would certainly be at the 
mercy of our enemies. 

This is Mr. DEFAZIO back on January 
18 of 2007, Mr. Speaker, when the 
Democrats came out with their energy 
plan. He said, ‘‘It is sad to see the Re-
publicans come to this. Now they 
laughingly say this will lead the higher 
prices.’’ At the time, gas was $2.10 a 
gallon. Today it’s about $4.10 a gallon. 

We told the Democrats then that 
their energy plan was not going to 
work, that it was not going to help 
Americans lower the gas prices and the 
price to heat their homes. We’re telling 
them the same thing today: by taking 
out of our Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
to increase the supply is not the way to 
go. That’s not the commonsense plan 
that Speaker PELOSI promised us back 
in April of 2006. 

We don’t need to deplete our savings, 
the energy reserve that we have in 
cases of emergency like when we used 
it for the first Gulf war and when we 
used it for Katrina. We don’t need to 
use our savings. 

And so with that, I want to say that 
this is another situation where, Mr. 
Speaker, the American people have 
heard the Republican idea of increasing 
supply, an all-of-the-above policy, and 
the Democrats are still doing things 
under suspension when they could do 
this under regular rule. They’ve got 218 
votes. Mr. Speaker, the reason I think 
the majority party does not want to do 
it is because they know their energy 
plan is a failure. They want these bills 
to fail that they have under suspen-
sion. 

Let’s bring about something to this 
floor that will let the duly elected peo-
ple of this country vote on an energy 
policy that will bring relief to the 
Americans at the pump. And that pol-
icy is to increase our oil supply from 
our own natural resources. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, today I 
urge my colleagues to vote with me to 
defeat the previous question so this 
House can finally consider real solu-
tions to rising energy costs. 

If the previous question is defeated, I 
will move to amend the rule to allow 
for the additional consideration of H.R. 
6566, the American Energy Act. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
text of the amendment and extraneous 
material inserted into the RECORD 
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 
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There was no objection. 
Mr. SESSIONS. I yield back the bal-

ance of our time. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, this bill is really a simple and 
straightforward opportunity for Con-
gress to take an action taken by pre-
vious Presidents and Congresses to 
lower the price at the pump for the 
American consumer and for American 
businesses. 

The Strategic Petroleum Reserve has 
over 700 million barrels of oil. That is 
an asset that was bought and paid for 
by the American taxpayer, it’s an asset 
of the American taxpayer and citizen, 
and it’s there to be used for the benefit 
of the American citizen and the Amer-
ican taxpayer. 

This legislation would direct that 10 
percent of that reserve—10 percent 
only; 70 million barrels—could be re-
leased. And what we’ve seen in history 
is that in the three most previous in-
stances where, with a stroke of a pen, 
the President has used that authority 
to release this asset belonging to the 
American people, it’s resulted in a re-
duction in the price at the pump of gas-
oline from 33 percent to 18 percent to 9 
percent. So it’s a proven action that 
Presidents have taken to benefit the 
American consumer. 

It’s also responsible. You know, 20 
days ago, oil was over $140 a barrel. It’s 
$124 a barrel today. And that means 
that when we are replenishing the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, it’s going 
to cost less for the American taxpayer. 

There is a reason why so many inter-
ested parties who are affected by the 
high price of oil strongly support this. 
The Air Transport Association, Na-
tional Farmers Union, American Truck 
Association, League of Conservation 
Voters, many Republican Members of 
Congress: ZACH WAMP, RODNEY ALEX-
ANDER, HEATHER WILSON, Senator COL-
LINS, Senator HUTCHISON, Senator 
ISAKSON. And the reason is that what-
ever we are going to do in the long 
term to change our energy policy, why 
would we not take the immediate ac-
tion in the short term that can provide 
immediate benefit to the American 
consumer and to American businesses? 

b 1215 
It just stands to reason that a re-

sponsible Congress is going to take 
those actions that can provide direct 
and immediate relief to the American 
consumer. That’s what the release of 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve will 
allow. Ten percent, not all of it. It’s 
not robbing the savings bank. It’s 
using an asset that belongs to the citi-
zens of this country to provide help to 
the families of this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
the previous question and the rule. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. SESSIONS is as follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1367 OFFERED BY MR. 

SESSIONS OF TEXAS 
Strike all after the enacting clause and in-

sert the following: 
That it shall be in order at any time on the 

legislative day of Thursday, July 24, 2008, for 

the Speaker to entertain motions that the 
House suspend the rules relating to the bill 
(H.R. 6566) to bring down energy prices by in-
creasing safe, domestic production, encour-
aging the development of alternative and re-
newable energy, and promoting conserva-
tion. 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 

IT REALLY MEANS 
This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] has 
no substantive legislative or policy implica-
tions whatsoever.’’ But that is not what they 
have always said. Listen to the definition of 
the previous question used in the Floor Pro-
cedures Manual published by the Rules Com-
mittee in the 109th Congress, (page 56). 
Here’s how the Rules Committee described 
the rule using information from Congres-
sional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Congressional 
Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous question is de-
feated, control of debate shifts to the leading 
opposition member (usually the minority 
Floor Manager) who then manages an hour 
of debate and may offer a germane amend-
ment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question 
on a resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question, 
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate 
thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-

ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SESSIONS. 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 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question on House Resolution 
1367 will be followed by 5-minute votes 
on adoption of House Resolution 1367, if 
ordered; ordering the previous question 
on House Resolution 1362; and adoption 
of House Resolution 1362, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 232, nays 
184, not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 524] 

YEAS—232 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 

Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 

Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
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Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 

Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 

Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—184 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—18 

Bishop (UT) 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cubin 
Dingell 

Gohmert 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hulshof 
LaHood 
McNerney 
Moran (VA) 

Ortiz 
Renzi 
Rogers (MI) 
Rush 
Waters 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1241 

Mr. BACHUS changed his vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. RAMSTAD and LoBIONDO 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 226, nays 
190, not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 525] 

YEAS—226 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 

Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 

McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Speier 

Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 

Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 

Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—190 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 

Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—18 

Bishop (UT) 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cole (OK) 
Cubin 

Dingell 
Gohmert 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hulshof 
Kirk 
LaHood 

Lamborn 
Miller, George 
Ortiz 
Rush 
Tiahrt 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1248 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
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Stated against: 
Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

525, I was inadvertently detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R. 
5501, TOM LANTOS AND HENRY J. 
HYDE UNITED STATES GLOBAL 
LEADERSHIP AGAINST HIV/AIDS, 
TUBERCULOSIS, AND MALARIA 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on House 
Resolution H. Res. 1362, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays 
185, not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 526] 

YEAS—231 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 

Edwards (TX) 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 

Solis 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 

Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—185 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 
Childers 
Coble 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—18 

Bishop (UT) 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cole (OK) 

Cubin 
Dingell 
Ellison 
Gohmert 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hulshof 

LaHood 
Meeks (NY) 
Ortiz 
Rush 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1255 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, on roll-

call No. 526, I did not record my vote. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, July 

24, 2008, I missed rollcall votes 525 and 526. 
I request that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 

reflect that had I been present and voting, I 
would have voted as follows: 

Rollcall vote 525: ‘‘Nay’’ (On the Rule pro-
viding for the consideration of H.R. 6578); 

Rollcall vote 526: ‘‘Nay’’ (On Calling the 
Previous Question on the Rule providing for 
H.R. 5501). 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Speaker, I missed three 

votes today due to an emergency dental pro-
cedure. Had I been present, I would have 
voted as follows: 

Rollcall vote 524: ‘‘yes’’ on motion on order-
ing the previous question on the rule providing 
for consideration of motions to suspend the 
rules (H. Res. 1367). 

Rollcall vote 525: ‘‘yes’’ on H. Res. 1367, 
the rule providing for consideration of motions 
to suspend the rules. 

Rollcall vote 526: ‘‘yes’’ on motion on order-
ing the previous question on the rule for H.R. 
5501—Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United 
States Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, 
Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reauthorization Act 
of 2008 (H. Res. 1362). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

CONSUMER ENERGY SUPPLY ACT 
OF 2008 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 6578) to provide for the sale of 
light grade petroleum from the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve and its re-
placement with heavy grade petroleum, 
as amended. 

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

H.R. 6578 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

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

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Consumer 
Energy Supply Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act— 
(1) the term ‘‘light grade petroleum’’ 

means crude oil with an API gravity of 30 de-
grees or higher; 

(2) the term ‘‘heavy grade petroleum’’ 
means crude oil with an API gravity of 26 de-
grees or lower; and 

(3) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Energy. 
SEC. 3. SALE AND REPLACEMENT OF OIL FROM 

THE STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RE-
SERVE. 

(a) INITIAL PETROLEUM SALE AND REPLACE-
MENT.—Notwithstanding section 161 of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6241), the Secretary shall publish a 
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plan not later than 15 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act to— 

(1) sell, in the amounts and on the schedule 
described in subsection (b), light grade petro-
leum from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
and acquire an equivalent volume of heavy 
grade petroleum; 

(2) deposit the cash proceeds from sales 
under paragraph (1) into the SPR Petroleum 
Account established under section 167 of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6247); and 

(3) from the cash proceeds deposited pursu-
ant to paragraph (2), withdraw the amount 
necessary to pay for the direct administra-
tive and operational costs of the sale and ac-
quisition. 

(b) AMOUNTS AND SCHEDULE.—The sale and 
acquisition described in subsection (a) shall 
require the offer for sale of a total quantity 
of 70,000,000 barrels of light grade petroleum 
from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. The 
sale shall commence, whether or not a plan 
has been published under subsection (a), not 
later than 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act and be completed no more 
than six months after the date of enactment 
of this Act, with at least 20,000,000 barrels to 
be offered for sale within the first 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. In no 
event shall the Secretary sell barrels of oil 
under subsection (a) that would result in a 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve that contains 
fewer than 90 percent of the total amount of 
barrels in the Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
as of the date of enactment of this Act. 
Heavy grade petroleum, to replace the quan-
tities of light grade petroleum sold under 
this section, shall be obtained through acqui-
sitions which— 

(1) shall commence no sooner than 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act; 

(2) shall be completed, at the discretion of 
the Secretary, not later than 5 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(3) shall be carried out in a manner so as to 
maximize the monetary value to the Federal 
Government; and 

(4) shall be carried out using the receipts 
from the sales of light grade petroleum au-
thorized under this section. 

(c) DEFERRALS.—The Secretary is encour-
aged to, when economically beneficial and 
practical, grant requests to defer scheduled 
deliveries of petroleum to the Reserve under 
subsection (a) if the deferral will result in a 
premium paid in additional barrels of oil 
which will reduce the cost of oil acquisition 
and increase the volume of oil delivered to 
the Reserve or yield additional cash bonuses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. BARROW) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

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

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, gas prices are out-

rageous and we need to act. Families 
are hurting and are looking to us to do 
anything and everything that can help. 

There’s no silver bullet, but there 
sure are things we can be doing better. 
One way is to make better use of our 
energy feedstocks, use what we ought 
to use today and save what we need to 
save for tomorrow. 

The goal of this bill, H.R. 6578, the 
Consumer Energy Supply Act, is sim-
ple: to increase the supply of oil in the 
United States that can be refined into 
gas. The bill will direct the Depart-
ment of Energy to release 70 million 
barrels of light sweet crude oil from 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. The 
bill requires the sale or exchange of 
light sweet crude to begin 15 days after 
enactment and to be completed within 
6 months. Under the bill the revenue 
from the release will go into the SPR 
petroleum account to purchase more 
oil so the SPR will end up with more 
oil than it started out with. The bill 
will make sure that the SPR level will 
not fall below 90 percent of the current 
level during the exchange. 

Now, the type of oil that will be re-
leased from the SPR is light sweet 
crude, which is the easiest and the 
cheapest to turn into gas. 

b 1300 

And the oil that will replace the light 
oil will be heavy sour crude which hap-
pens to be the oil that is best suited to 
be refined into diesel. 

What we need more of in this country 
is the highest and best use of all of our 
energy feedstocks. And this bill takes 
the oil that we pump back into the 
ground to save for later and puts that 
oil to its highest and best use right 
now and replaces that oil with oil 
whose highest and best use is to be held 
in reserve for a true national emer-
gency. 

This bill makes it easier and cheaper 
to get this fuel to the market right 
now while making sure we aren’t put-
ting our future needs at risk. We need 
to use today what is good for today and 
save for tomorrow what is good for to-
morrow. Because our refineries need 
more oil they can refine quickly to get 
gas and diesel on the market, this bill 
gives it to them. Adding heavy sour 
crude to the SPR in its place will make 
sure that the SPR will be more effec-
tive if a real emergency arises. That is 
because the heavy oil we will be swap-
ping for light oil can be refined to the 
diesel fuel needed to power our trucks, 
our trains and our military needs in 
times of a true emergency. 

In April this year, the acting director 
for natural resources of the Govern-
ment Accountability Office, Frank 
Rusco, gave Congress a detailed report 
to modernize the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve and improve its flexibility and 
effectiveness. The Department of En-
ergy has completed a study in 2005 
which produced similar conclusions. 
This legislation will ensure that the 
SPR is more reflective of our Nation’s 
modern refining capacity and that its 
strategic capabilities are better used 
while providing more oil available for 
refining right here in the U.S. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit 
these two documents for the RECORD. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill will ease mar-
ket tensions. It will help unlock some 
of the value in the SPR without nega-
tively affecting the overall capacity or 
our strategic reserve policy. A release 
from the SPR will also help reduce the 
effects of market speculation on oil 
prices by sending the message that 
Congress is prepared to defend Amer-
ican families and businesses from these 
corrosive prices. That is what this bill 
will do. That is why it is a good idea 
for us to pass it. And that is why I urge 
my colleagues to vote for the bill. 

[From the United States Government 
Accountability Office] 

TESTIMONY BEFORE THE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON ENERGY INDEPENDENCE AND GLOBAL 
WARMING, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE: IMPROVING 
THE COST EFFECTIVENESS OF FILLING THE 
RESERVE 

(Statement of Frank Rusco, Acting Director 
Natural Resources and Environment) 

WHY GAO DID THIS STUDY 
The Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) 

was created in 1975 to help protect the U.S. 
economy from oil supply disruptions and 
currently holds about 700 million barrels of 
crude oil. The Energy Policy Act of 2005 di-
rected the Department of Energy (DOE) to 
increase the SPR storage capacity from 727 
million barrels to 1 billion barrels, which it 
plans to accomplish by 2018. Since 1999, oil 
for the SPR has generally been obtained 
through the royalty-in-kind program, where-
by the government receives oil instead of 
cash for payment of royalties on leases of 
federal property. The Department of Inte-
rior’s Minerals Management Service (MMS) 
collects the royalty oil and transfers it to 
DOE, which then trades it for oil suitable for 
the SPR. 

As DOE begins to expand the SPR, past ex-
periences can help inform future efforts to 
fill the reserve in the most cost-effective 
manner. In that context, GAO’s testimony 
today will focus on: (1) Factors GAO rec-
ommends DOE consider when filling the 
SPR, and (2) the cost-effectiveness of using 
oil received through the royalty-in-kind pro-
gram to fill the SPR. 

To address these issues, GAO relied on its 
2006 report on the SPR, as well as its ongoing 
review of the royalty-in-kind program, where 
GAO interviewed officials at both DOE and 
MMS, and reviewed DOE’s SPR policies and 
procedures. DOE provided comments on a 
draft of this testimony, which we incor-
porated where appropriate. 

WHAT GAO FOUND 
To decrease the cost of filling the reserve 

and improve its efficiency, GAO rec-
ommended in previous work that DOE should 
include at least 10 percent heavy crude oil in 
the SPR. If DOE bought 100 million barrels 
of heavy crude oil during its expansion of the 
SPR it could save over $1 billion in nominal 
terms, assuming a price differential of $12 
between the price of light crude oil and the 
lower price of heavy crude oil, the average 
differential over the last five years. Having 
heavy crude oil in the SPR would also make 
the SPR more compatible with many U.S. re-
fineries, helping these refineries run more ef-
ficiently in the event that a supply disrup-
tion triggers use of the SPR. DOE indicated 
that, due to the planned SPR expansion, de-
terminations of the amount of heavy oil to 
include in the SPR should wait until it pre-
pares a new study of U.S. Gulf Coast refining 
requirements. In addition, we recommended 
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that DOE consider acquiring a steady dollar 
value—rather than a steady volume—of oil 
over time when filling the SPR. This ‘‘dollar- 
cost-averaging’’ approach would allow DOE 
to acquire more oil when prices are low and 
less when prices are high. GAO found that if 
DOE had used this purchasing approach be-
tween October 2001 through August 2005, it 
could have saved approximately $590 million, 
or over 10 percent, in fill costs. GAO’s sim-
ulations indicate that DOE could save money 
using this approach for future SPR fills, re-
gardless of whether oil prices are trending up 
or down as long as there is price volatility. 
GAO also recommends that DOE consider 
giving companies participating in the roy-
alty-in-kind program additional flexibility 
to defer oil deliveries in exchange for pro-
viding additional barrels of oil. DOE has 
granted limited deferrals in the past, and ex-
panding their use could further decrease SPR 
fill costs. While DOE indicated that its No-
vember 2006 rule on SPR acquisition proce-
dures addressed our recommendations, this 
rule does not specifically address how to im-
plement a dollar-cost-averaging strategy. 

Purchasing oil to fill the SPR—as DOE did 
until 1994—is likely to be more cost-effective 
than exchanging oil from the royalty-in-kind 
program for other oil to fill the SPR. The 
latter method adds administrative com-
plexity to the task of filling the SPR, in-
creasing the potential for waste and ineffi-
ciency. A January 2008 DOE Inspector Gen-
eral report found that DOE is unable to en-
sure that it receives all of the royalty oil 
that MMS provides. In addition, we found 
that DOE’s method for evaluating bids has 
been more robust for cash purchases than 
royalty-in-kind exchanges, increasing the 
likelihood that cash purchases are more 
cost-effective. For example, in April 2007, 
DOE solicited two different types of bids— 
one to purchase oil for the SPR in cash and 
one to exchange royalty oil for other oil to 
fill the SPR. DOE rejected offers to purchase 
oil when the spot price was about $69 per bar-
rel, yet in the same month, DOE exchanged 
royalty-in-kind oil for other oil to put in the 
SPR at about the same price. Because the 
government would have otherwise sold this 
royalty-in-kind oil, DOE committed the gov-
ernment to pay, through forgone revenues to 
the U.S. Treasury, roughly the same price 
per barrel that DOE concluded was too high 
to purchase directly. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Com-
mittee: 

We are pleased to be here today to partici-
pate in the Committee’s hearing on the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve (SPR). Congress au-
thorized the SPR in 1975 to protect the na-
tion from oil supply disruptions following 
the Arab oil embargo of 1973 and 1974 that led 
to sharp increases in oil prices. The federal 
government owns the SPR, and the Depart-
ment of Energy (DOE) operates it. The SPR 
currently has the capacity to store up to 727 
million barrels of crude oil in salt caverns in 
Texas and Louisiana. As of April 21, 2008, 
current inventory of the SPR stood at 701.3 
million barrels of oil, which is roughly 
equivalent to 58 days of net oil imports. DOE 
made direct purchases of crude oil until 1994, 
when purchases were suspended due to the 
federal budget deficit, and in fiscal years 1996 
and 1997 approximately 28 million barrels of 
oil were sold to reduce the deficit. Since DOE 
resumed filling the SPR in 1999, it has ob-
tained oil from the Department of the Inte-
rior’s Minerals Management Service (MMS) 
‘‘royalty-in-kind’’ program. Through this 
program, the MMS receives oil instead of 
cash for payments of royalties from compa-
nies that lease federal property for oil and 
gas development. MMS contracts for some of 
this royalty oil to be delivered to designated 
oil terminal locations or ‘‘market centers’’ 

where DOE takes possession. Because the 
royalty oil often does not meet SPR quality 
specifications, and because the market cen-
ters can be distant from SPR storage sites, 
DOE generally awards contracts to exchange 
royalty oil at the market center for SPR- 
quality oil delivered to SPR facilities. Ob-
taining oil for the SPR through the royalty- 
in-kind program avoids the need for Congress 
to make outlays to finance oil purchases, but 
the foregone revenues associated with using 
royalty-in-kind oil to trade for SPR oil 
imply an equivalent loss of revenue because 
MMS would otherwise sell the oil and deposit 
the revenues with the U.S. Treasury. Interior 
estimates that the forgone revenue attrib-
utable to using the royalty-in-kind program 
to fill the SPR were $4.6 billion from fiscal 
year 2000 through fiscal year 2007. 

The Energy Policy Act of 2005 directed 
DOE to increase the SPR storage capacity to 
1 billion barrels and to fill it ‘‘as expedi-
tiously as practicable without incurring ex-
cessive cost or appreciably affecting the 
price of petroleum products to consumers.’’ 
It required DOE to select sites to expand the 
SPR’s storage capacity within 1 year of en-
actment, by August 2006. On February 14, 
2007, Secretary of Energy William Bodman 
designated three sites for the expansion, in-
cluding a 160 million barrel facility in 
Richton, Mississippi, an 80 million barrel ex-
pansion of a facility in Big Hill, Texas, and 
a 33 million barrel expansion of a facility in 
Bayou Choctaw, Louisiana. In its June 2007 
SPR plan, DOE anticipated these expansions 
would begin in fiscal year 2008 and be com-
plete in 2018. DOE also indicated that it 
would prefer to continue using the royalty- 
in-kind program to fill the additional stor-
age capacity. DOE estimates the capital cost 
for the SPR expansion at approximately $3.67 
billion, and estimates the cost of operating 
and maintaining the expanded portion of the 
SPR at $35 to $40 million per year. 

As DOE begins to expand the SPR, past ex-
periences may help inform future efforts to 
fill the SPR in the most cost-effective man-
ner. In that context, our testimony today 
will focus on: (1) Factors we recommend DOE 
consider when filling the SPR, and (2) the 
cost-effectiveness of using oil received 
through the royalty-in-kind program to fill 
the SPR. 

To address these issues, we are summa-
rizing work from our August 2006 report on 
the SPR and our ongoing review of the roy-
alty-in-kind program. For our August 2006 
report, we contracted with the National 
Academy of Sciences to convene a group of 
13 industry, academic, governmental, and 
nongovernmental experts to collect opinions 
on the impacts of past SPR fill and use and 
on recommendations for the future. We also 
reviewed records and reports from DOE and 
the International Energy Agency. In addi-
tion, for our ongoing review of the royalty- 
in-kind program for this committee and oth-
ers, we identified and reviewed applicable 
laws and documentation on DOE policies and 
procedures for evaluating SPR purchase and 
exchange bids, and interviewed officials at 
both Interior and DOE. We have also drawn 
upon previous GAO reports on the royalty- 
in- kind program. We conducted our work on 
this testimony from January to April 2008 in 
accordance with generally accepted govern-
ment auditing standards. Those standards 
require that we plan and perform the audit 
to obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to 
provide a reasonable basis for our findings 
and conclusions based on our audit objec-
tives. We believe that the evidence obtained 
provides a reasonable basis for our findings 
and conclusions based on our audit objec-
tives. 

IN SUMMARY 
To fill the SPR in a more cost-effective 

manner, we recommended in previous work 

that DOE include in the SPR at least 10 per-
cent heavy crude oils, which are more com-
patible with many U.S. refiners and gen-
erally cheaper to acquire than the lighter 
oils that comprise the SPR’s volume. DOE 
indicated that, due to the planned SPR ex-
pansion, such determinations should wait 
until it prepares a new study of U.S. Gulf 
Coast heavy sour crude refining require-
ments. In addition, we recommended that 
DOE consider acquiring a steady dollar value 
of oil over time and allowing oil companies 
more flexibility to defer delivery of royalty- 
in-kind exchanges to the SPR when prices 
are likely to decline in return for additional 
deliveries in the future. In updating us on 
the status of this recommendation, DOE in-
dicated that its November 8, 2006, rule on 
SPR acquisition procedures addressed our 
recommendations; however, this rule does 
not specifically address both how to imple-
ment a dollar-cost-averaging strategy and 
how to provide industry with more deferral 
flexibility. In subsequent comment, DOE 
noted that the November 8, 2006, acquisition 
procedures do not address dollar-cost-aver-
aging, but they do address flexibility of pur-
chasing and scheduling in volatile markets. 

Filling the SPR with oil purchased in cash 
is likely to be more cost-effective than fill-
ing the SPR through the royalty-in-kind 
program for several reasons. For example, 
the royalty-in-kind program adds a layer of 
administrative complexity to the task of fill-
ing the SPR, increasing the potential for 
waste or inefficiency. Moreover, DOE has 
evaluated the cost of cash purchases more 
thoroughly than exchanges, increasing the 
* * * 

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

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
before I begin, I would ask unanimous 
consent for an additional 30 minutes of 
debate on this bill for debate purposes 
only, equally divided between the ma-
jority and the minority. So, the minor-
ity would get 15 extra minutes, and the 
majority would get 15 extra minutes. 

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

Mr. BARROW. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, I would like for us 
instead to proceed with the speakers 
that we have identified, and we will ad-
dress this later on as circumstances 
warrant at the end of the debate time 
that is allotted. 

So I do object at this time with the 
understanding that I will be glad to 
consider such a request at the appro-
priate time at the end of the time al-
lotted for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I would yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this piece of legislation. I want 
to start by the simple statement that 
the House of Representatives, which is 
the body closest to the people of the 
United States, is considering a bill that 
wasn’t written apparently until this 
morning. There hasn’t been a com-
mittee hearing on the issue. There 
hasn’t been a committee markup or a 
subcommittee markup. We could not 
even get the text from the committee 
of jurisdiction’s majority counsel last 
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evening at approximately 7:30 because 
they didn’t have it. Apparently, the 
text that was prepared in the middle of 
the night was changed some time early 
this morning at the request of uniden-
tified parties. 

In an economy where we’re paying 
some of the highest gasoline prices in 
the world, and certainly the highest 
gasoline prices the United States has 
ever paid in terms of absolute dollars, 
where our truckers are paying $5 for 
diesel and our airlines are hem-
orrhaging cash because of their fuel 
costs, we are now bringing to the floor 
a piece of legislation that nobody has 
really seen or vetted. 

I think that is absolutely unaccept-
able, terrible public policy and a trav-
esty on the process of the House of 
Representatives. I can’t object more 
strongly to the process that even the 
majority counsel on the committee of 
jurisdiction didn’t have the text last 
evening. So on process grounds alone, 
we ought to reject this legislation. 

Now let’s talk about the policy. The 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve was es-
tablished in 1975 as a consequence of 
the Arab oil embargo by OPEC against 
the United States of America where 
there was a conscience effort to pre-
vent oil supplies from coming to this 
country. President Ford signed the 
SPR Act into law in December of 1975. 
It authorized 1 billion barrels of oil to 
be put into a Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve. And that oil was only to be used 
in the event of a severe supply inter-
ruption that would result in severe eco-
nomic harm to this country as a result 
of a Presidential declaration of emer-
gency. The Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve, as established, was not intended 
to be used in a manipulative way to 
control or affect prices. 

Now we haven’t had any hearings, we 
haven’t had a law that has changed the 
use of the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve. What we have before us is a piece 
of legislation that was put together by 
unknown parties. I could give some 
pretty good guesses about who some of 
those parties are. But officially I don’t 
know who they are. It’s on the floor. It 
allows 70 million barrels of oil to be re-
leased from the reserve. But not just 
any 70 million barrels. It allows the 
sweet light crude, which is the best oil 
in the reserve, to be released with ap-
parently the intent to lower prices. 

Now, the problem on policy grounds 
with this particular SPR release is 
that it also requires that that oil has 
to be replaced beginning no later than 
6 months and within 5 years with heavy 
crude, which is some of the worst oil in 
the world. Do you know who has the 
heavy crude available today? Saudi 
Arabia. So we’re going to sell oil, the 
light sweet crude, out of the reserve— 
right now, up to 70 million barrels—and 
we’re going to replace it theoretically 
over time with heavy crude that is not 
nearly as easy to refine and not nearly 
as amenable to the various product dif-
ferentials as the sweet light crude is, 
and the only place to get it is Saudi 

Arabia, which is, as we know, in the 
Middle East, one of the most unstable 
regions of the world. 

So what we are really doing, appar-
ently, is helping out our Saudi friends 
to make sure that the crude oil that 
they can’t sell on the world market 
right now because it’s too heavy and 
there’s not a market, we will buy it 
and put it in the reserve, and we will 
use up the best oil in our reserve for 
some short-term price fix here in the 
U.S. market. 

Well, what kind of a price impact 
will we get, Mr. Speaker? We have got 
a supply-demand problem in the world 
oil markets. We are using about 85 mil-
lion barrels a day. And there is only 
about 85 to 86 million barrels a day of 
production available on the world mar-
ket. If you put up to 2 to 3 million bar-
rels a day of this oil on the market and 
sustain it, you probably will have a 
temporary price decrease. If you can 
get the supply-demand equation up to a 
2 or 3 percent differential, I would say 
that oil prices will come down tempo-
rarily. But since we’re only selling 70 
million barrels, if we sold 3 million 
barrels, you can pump about 4 million 
barrels a day out of the reserve. So 
let’s say we pumped it out at max-
imum. That would give us about 17 
days of oil. So for 17 days, you might 
see a price decline. But on the 18th day, 
when there is no more oil to come out 
of the reserve, what is going to happen? 
You have not created new supply in the 
world. The price is going to shoot back 
up. Speculators are going to step back 
in, and the reserve is going to be 70 
million barrels less. 

I mean if this isn’t a cynical political 
ploy to hopefully lower oil prices for 
the next 2 months before the election, 
then I have never seen one. We ought 
to vote against this. If you want to 
have a real debate on the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve, if you really want to 
change the purpose for which it was in-
tended, let’s go through the committee 
system. Let’s hold hearings. Let’s have 
a give and take. Maybe we can come up 
with a way to use the SPR somewhat 
differently than what it was intended 
to be used. But unless you’re willing to 
change the current Federal law on the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, bringing 
up this piece of legislation is just a po-
litical sham to, A, maybe show the 
country that something is being done; 
B, help the Saudi oil ministry who 
can’t sell their heavy crude on the 
market today; and, C, maybe get the 
price down for the next couple of 
months to help our majority friends in 
the upcoming election. 

I can’t more strongly emphasize that 
we ought to vote against it on not only 
procedural grounds but also on policy 
grounds. The SPR was intended to be a 
buffer if we have a severe supply inter-
ruption that would harm the U.S. econ-
omy in a significant way. We don’t 
have that today. We have high energy 
prices in America and high gasoline 
prices in America because we are not 
producing energy in America that we 
could produce. 

Let’s bring an OCS drilling bill, an 
ANWR bill, a shale bill and a coal-to- 
liquids bill. Bring those bills to the 
floor, Mr. Speaker, and actually show 
the world that America will develop its 
own energy resources. If we do that, 
you’re going to see the speculators get 
out of the market. And you’re going to 
see that as the supply goes up and we 
hold demand constant, then you’re 
going to see the price go down. And 
that will be permanent and productive 
for the American economy. 

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

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON). 

Mr. LAMPSON. I thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

I will just make a couple of points in 
response to my colleague from Texas 
(Mr. BARTON). One, I look forward to 
working with the gentleman in mod-
ernizing and working to overhaul the 
SPR. It is certainly in need of im-
proved management. And I might also 
mention that a version of this bill was 
introduced back in May. And we also 
have been working on it to make it as 
bipartisan a bill as we could possibly 
make it since November. So there has 
been a great deal of effort to try to 
make sure that we’ve heard everyone’s 
concerns and to try to address them. 

And one of the points that the gen-
tleman made about imports and where 
our heavy oil would come from to re-
place this, we purchase 14 percent, or 
70,000 barrels, from Canada per month. 
Also the Gulf of Mexico has a signifi-
cant amount of heavy crude that we 
also would be purchasing to put into 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 

And I might make the point that the 
refineries have made significant and 
actually great advances in technology. 
And they refine heavy crude just as 
easily as they refine light crude today. 

So, Mr. Speaker, today we consider 
this legislation that I believe is an im-
portant step for our Nation’s future en-
ergy security. It will make the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve more compat-
ible with modern U.S. refineries and 
thus more effective. Improving the 
SPR’s flexibility will maximize its 
utility. Shoring up our Nation’s energy 
reserves is just one piece of this energy 
supply puzzle which also includes in-
creased domestic drilling in the Outer 
Continental Shelf as well as research 
and development for alternatives. 

I would like to address national secu-
rity concerns that have been men-
tioned. The day that we went to war 
with Iraq, the SPR contained only 624 
million barrels of oil. Today we have 
more oil in the SPR than we have ever 
had. And this bill ensures levels will 
not fall below 90 percent of the current 
level. In 2006, President Bush declared 
the SPR is sufficiently large to guard 
against any major supply disruption 
with only 688 million barrels. Today 
it’s more than 700 million barrels. Most 
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importantly, this change will strength-
en the SPR and enable refiners to oper-
ate at full capacity during any poten-
tial supply disruption. 

When Congress created the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve in 1975 following 
the Arab oil embargo to protect the 
Nation from any future oil supply dis-
ruptions, refiners largely processed 
only light and medium crude. Advances 
in technology over the years have led 
to the ability to efficiently process 
heavy oil as it has become a larger part 
of the market. In fact, 40 percent of the 
oil accepted last year by refiners was 
heavier than the oil contained in the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. With re-
finers planning to expand by 800,000 
barrels worth of mostly heavy oil ca-
pacity in just the next few years, I be-
lieve it is incumbent upon us to ensure 
that the Nation’s oil reserves match re-
fining capacity. 

b 1315 

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

Mr. BARROW. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. LAMPSON. The GAO stated if 
forced to rely on SPR oil, about half of 
the refiners subject to potential supply 
disruptions would experience an addi-
tional 5 percent or 735,000 barrels a day 
reduction in production, further exac-
erbating any supply issues. This ex-
change will ensure that the SPR will 
provide maximum protection for the 
Nation’s energy supplies. 

This will further strengthen our en-
ergy supply against potential disrup-
tions because the exchange will raise 
funds that will be deposited in the SPR 
account that will allow the SPR to in-
crease the total inventory level with-
out the need for additional appropria-
tions, further strengthening our energy 
supply against potential disruptions. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the distinguished 
minority leader from the great State of 
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. I thank my colleague 
for yielding, and let me say to my col-
leagues, this is a joke. This is this 
week’s answer to America’s energy cri-
sis. We are going to take 70 million 
barrels of one type of oil out of the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve and we 
are going to replace it with another. It 
doesn’t bring us any more supply. And 
as I said, this is just the latest excuse 
for not having a real energy bill on the 
floor. 

We have got this bill this week. Last 
week we had Use It Or Lose It, another 
farce because it is already the law. We 
had another bill up that said, well, let’s 
try to encourage the President to speed 
up the pipeline in Alaska. And let’s 
make sure that we drill in the National 
Petroleum Reserve, which is already 
allowed. Nothing that is going to bring 
more supply. And it has been one ex-
cuse after another excuse when we ac-
tually could have a vote on a real en-
ergy bill that does all of the above. 

I and my colleagues yesterday intro-
duced the American Energy Plan that 
says we ought to have more conserva-
tion, we ought to have more biofuels, 
more incentives for alternative sources 
of energy. We ought to have nuclear 
energy; and yes, we ought to have more 
American-made energy. And whether 
that oil and gas comes from the conti-
nental shelf of Alaska or the Outer 
Continental Shelf, or from the oil shale 
that we have in Intermountain West, 
why can’t we produce more American 
energy to bring down gas prices for the 
American people. 

I’ll tell you why, because they’ve 
done everything humanly possible to 
prevent a vote in this Chamber. The 
Speaker has gone through every hi- 
jinks, every legislative trick known to 
man to avoid allowing us to offer an 
amendment. That is why this bill is 
being considered under a suspension of 
the rules. We are not allowed to offer 
an amendment. That is why we have no 
appropriations, because my goodness, 
someone might offer an energy amend-
ment on the floor of the House and it 
might pass. What does the Speaker 
have to fear in allowing this House to 
work its will? 

And I think the American Energy 
Plan is something that the American 
people support. I think the votes are in 
this Chamber to pass that bill, but we 
are not allowed to vote. I thought that 
is what the American people sent us 
here to do, to represent their will; and 
the Speaker is standing in front of the 
will of the American people by refusing 
to allow us to vote. 

Let’s not vote for another excuse, an-
other excuse to delay the actual vote 
for a real bill, a real bill that will bring 
down gas prices; and that is all this bill 
is, another excuse. It doesn’t deserve 
our support. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY). 

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. LAMPSON and I and Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN introduced this legislation 
under the leadership of Speaker PELOSI 
in order to ensure that the American 
people get the relief at the gas pump 
they need before Labor Day in 2008. But 
the Republicans are holding consumers 
hostage. No immediate relief, they are 
saying to American consumers, unless 
the ultimate agenda of Big Oil is met. 
Unless they are allowed to drill off the 
beaches 10 years from now, they will 
not allow the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve to be used now in order to pre-
serve it. Ten to 20 days of relief is all 
it will take for us to get help to the 
American consumer. The Republican 
plan is 10 to 20 years, according to 
their own Department of Energy. 

The President says he does not have 
a magic wand. Well, he does have a 
magic wand, he has a big stick and 
that big stick is the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve that he can use right now 
to beat down the prices of oil which are 

driving American consumers crazy in 
terms of their home budgets. 

Deploying the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve works. It worked in 1991 when 
President Bush’s father used it. It 
worked in the year 2000 when President 
Clinton used it, and it worked after 
Hurricane Katrina when President 
Bush the Second used it. The President 
is willing to use the Army Reserve to 
go to Iraq to protect the oil over there, 
but he is not willing to use the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve in order to 
protect American consumers here from 
the emergency which we are facing at 
home—high gas prices, home heating 
oil prices, natural gas prices, the air-
line industry going under, the trucking 
industry in desperate shape. But they 
will not use it right now. 

The Democrats have a short-term 
plan, and that is to give relief in 10 to 
20 days. Use the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve, use it as a weapon against 
speculators, against Big Oil and 
against OPEC; but the Republican 
Party is still the GOP; GOP, Gas and 
Oil Party. That’s what this is all about. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
before I yield to our distinguished 
whip, I would again like to ask unani-
mous consent for an additional 30 min-
utes evenly divided between the major-
ity and the minority for debate pur-
poses only on this pending legislation. 

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

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, regret-
tably, I do need to object, and I would 
be happy to consider such a request at 
the end of the time allotted for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. May I inquire 
how much time remains on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 11 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Georgia 
has 111⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
whip from the Show-Me State of Mis-
souri (Mr. BLUNT). 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

In fact, I think the discussion we just 
had about more time indicates the lack 
of seriousness on this issue. For the 12 
years I have been in the Congress, a 
House which for the first 10 of it was 
led by Republicans, we repeatedly sent 
bills to the Senate that would solve 
this problem, bills to the Senate that 
would allow us to explore for oil and 
gas where oil and gas is. 

And again today, we have the same 
people that voted against all of those 
bills, that stood in the way of that dis-
cussion, that took advantage of the 
fact that the American people at that 
point said no, we don’t really need to 
have more supply and let’s not do the 
right thing for the future, let’s do the 
right thing for now. And they bring 
this bill to the floor, as we face a 
generational problem, that is a 3-day 
solution. A 3-day solution to a 
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generational problem. If it wasn’t so 
serious it would be funny, but it is seri-
ous. 

And what we have to ask now, the 
good thing about this solution is our 
friends who bring this bill to the floor 
are admitting that supply matters. If 
supply matters, let’s go after supply. If 
supply has an impact on price, let’s 
find the oil and gas that we have and 
really affect the world market. Let’s 
not assume that taking oil out of the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve at the 
level of 5.6 gallons for every car in 
America is going to solve any real 
problem. 

The real way to solve this problem is 
to go after our own resources and to 
look for ways we can conserve energy 
and look for ways to invest in new al-
ternatives in the future. It is not an-
other gimmick that says let’s be 3 days 
closer to being totally dependent on 
people who don’t like us, instead of 
using the Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
for what it is and going after the real 
supply that can make a difference. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN). 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I thank my col-
league. 

Mr. Speaker, what our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle have not told 
the American people is if you look at 
the report from our own Department of 
Energy, they can see that drilling in 
the Arctic Wildlife Refuge won’t put 
one drop of new gas on the market for 
at least 10 years, and then it will only 
wind up having an insignificant impact 
on price 20 years from now. The Amer-
ican people don’t have 20 years to wait. 
We need action, and this is an oppor-
tunity to provide that action by tap-
ping into the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve in a responsible way to help bring 
down price. 

After all, the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve is the supply of oil we put 
away for America’s rainy day. There 
are over 700 million gallons of oil there, 
more than any other time in American 
history. And when it comes to the hurt 
that the American people are feeling 
economically, their rainy day is now. 

This has been tapped into by the last 
three Presidents, including the current 
President, and if we responsibly just 
put a little bit of this oil away, we can 
provide relief at the pump today. Un-
fortunately, the President has resisted 
our call, just like he resisted our call 
to stop filling the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve which he finally relented in 
doing. 

We need to pass this legislation. This 
is not a long-term policy. We need to 
work together to make sure that on a 
long-term basis we tap the ingenuity of 
this country on renewable energy, en-
ergy efficiency, and responsible drill-
ing, but Americans are hurting now. 
This is not a so-called ‘‘mental reces-
sion’’ as we heard from former Senator 
Phil Gramm. The pain is real, and we 
need to address it now. 

You know, a few months ago I think 
we all saw a spectacle that made us 
shudder. We saw President Bush travel 
to Saudi Arabia to plead with their 
king to pump more oil. The Saudi king 
turned him down cold—no, President 
Bush. 

I don’t think we should have to go 
around begging other countries to 
pump more oil when we have a Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve of oil right 
here at home that has been set aside 
for a rainy day. Our rainy day is now. 
Let’s pass this legislation. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to a distinguished 
member of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. ROGERS). 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I met a young lady the other 
day who made the determination that 
she could no longer afford to commute 
to work. The costs of her commuting 
outweighed any benefit from the long- 
term employment at that particular 
place. And it happens again and again. 
We have volunteer firefighters who 
can’t volunteer to fight fires because 
they can’t afford the fuels to get there. 
It is making a tremendous impact on 
our local economy. 

And what offer do we hear today, we 
are going to sell some oil so we can buy 
some other oil and that is really going 
to put us in a better place. That is an 
absolute shell game. In order to do 
this, according to the Department of 
Energy, if you want to buy that heavy 
crude, you have to go to Venezuela to 
get it. We send right now $150 million a 
day every day to Hugo Chavez, the 
same guy that is buying attack sub-
marines, about nine of them according 
to local press reports, to interfere with 
United States shipping, according to 
his rhetoric. He buys guns for the 
FARC in Colombia. 

So you—what you are saying is that 
we are going to spend more money in 
Saudi Arabia and we are going to spend 
more money in Venezuela and we are 
going to spend more money in Russia, 
all of those places who do harm in one 
way or another to the United States of 
America. So your answer here isn’t 
going to help America but maybe for a 
few days at the very expense of our na-
tional security. 

We beg you for the people who are 
dying at the pump right now, who are 
mortgaging their homes to fill up their 
tanks and trying to make it work, 
come up with a real energy policy, con-
servation, alternative fuels and Amer-
ican-made energy that lowers prices, 
brings jobs back, and it protects and 
keeps a billion dollars a day here in the 
United States. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a shell game that 
is dangerous and it is reckless, and I 
would certainly encourage this body’s 
strong rejection of sending more 
money to Hugo Chavez to do more bad 
things to freedom, democracy and to 
threatening the security of the United 
States. 

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

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
at this time I want to yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND). 

b 1330 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. I want to 

thank my friend from Texas for yield-
ing the time. 

I wanted to ask Mr. MARKEY a ques-
tion, Mr. Speaker. I wanted to ask him 
how many votes the Democrats have in 
this Congress, and I believe it’s 233. If 
I am not badly mistaken, it takes 218 
to pass any piece of legislation in this 
body. 

So I don’t understand why we are 
doing the smoke-and-mirrors game and 
the joke game of trying to say that Re-
publicans are blocking this bill. They 
have got 218 votes. They can do any-
thing they want to. They have changed 
the rules immediately when they want 
to. They can do anything with 218 
votes, but yet they can’t pass this bill. 

The reason they can’t pass this bill is 
because they don’t want to give us an 
opportunity to put forth what 73 per-
cent of the American people want, and 
that’s to drill here and to drill now. A 
quote from Mr. KANJORSKI, to give you 
an idea of what we are talking about, is 
with a local newspaper, he was talking 
about the fact that the Democrats had 
promised to end the war and bring the 
troops home if they were elected to 
Congress and it had not come true. 

Ms. PELOSI had also promised to have 
a commonsense plan to bring down the 
skyrocketing price of gas. That’s when 
gas was $2.10. It’s now $4.10. And this is 
what Mr. KANJORSKI said: ‘‘We sort of 
stretched the truth, and the people ate 
it up.’’ 

‘‘We sort of stretched the truth, and 
the people ate it up.’’ They’re kind of 
stretching the truth today to make you 
believe that they cannot pass this bill. 
The reason they don’t want to pass this 
bill is because they know it’s smoke 
and mirrors. They know it’s smoke and 
mirrors, and it won’t have the imme-
diate effect that they are saying. So 
what they are trying to do is to get 
something to go home to explain to 
their constituents why they are not 
going along with 73 percent of the 
American people that’s saying drill 
here, drill now, lower our gas prices. 

They want to have an excuse, and 
that’s their excuse. I think it’s true to 
form to what Mr. KANJORSKI said—‘‘We 
sort of stretched the truth, and the 
people ate it up.’’ 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished Speaker of the House, the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. PELOSI). 

Ms. PELOSI. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding and commend him for his 
excellent management of this legisla-
tion on the floor today. I want to com-
mend him, as well as commending Mr. 
LAMPSON for this legislation, which he 
has worked on for a very long time and 
which makes very good sense for the 
American people. I also thank Mr. 
MARKEY for his extraordinary leader-
ship on this issue as well. 
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The choice that we have before us 

today, my colleagues, is a simple one. 
The price at the pump is one that is a 
problem and challenge to the pay-
check-to-paycheck economic security 
of America’s families. It must be 
brought down. 

There are two goals that we have in 
what we are doing here. One is to pro-
tect the consumer. That is a responsi-
bility that we have. And in order to do 
that, to increase the supply of oil that 
will help bring down the price at the 
pump. 

This week we have the SPR bill to re-
lease oil from the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve. Next week we will have the 
speculation bill which will address the 
issue of undue, excessive speculation in 
the oil markets and what impact that 
may have on the price of oil. 

In the course of this debate, I think 
it’s important to remember some fun-
damentals, and one of them is the fol-
lowing. The United States Government 
is sitting on a stockpile of oil, 700 mil-
lion barrels of oil. This fact is well 
known to you in the course of the de-
bate, I know, 700 million barrels of oil. 
This is oil that the taxpayers have paid 
for and in some cases have paid a very 
expensive price for, and it is there. 

The President is sitting on that oil. 
It’s called the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve, and it is reserved for an emer-
gency. The difference of an opinion 
that we have here is, is it an emer-
gency that the American people are 
facing the prices at the pump that they 
have and home heating oil and the rest. 

We say it’s an emergency, but an 
emergency that would justify our tak-
ing not more than, well, we would take 
it down to, I think it’s 90 percent of 
what is in the SPR. The SPR, as I said, 
has 700 million barrels, and 97.5 percent 
of this stockpile, this government 
stockpile, is filled. It’s fuller than it’s 
ever been in history. It’s an historic 
supply. 

So what we are saying to the Presi-
dent is just take a small amount of 
that. Free our oil. This oil has been 
paid for by taxpayers’ dollars. Free our 
oil, increase the supply on the market, 
and within 10 days the price at the 
pump can come down. 

A while back, we asked the President 
to stop filling the reserve. Imagine, we 
were buying oil at top dollar this 
spring to keep filling this stockpile. 
The President refused. This Congress 
voted overwhelmingly in both Houses 
to stop filling the SPR, recognizing 
that as we pulled oil out of the supply 
and into the stockpile, we were affect-
ing the price at the pump. 

This time we are saying it hasn’t 
come down enough, certainly not for 
America’s consumers. We need you now 
to do the reverse, to follow up on that, 
not only not fill the stockpile, but to 
increase the supply in the marketplace. 

Every time this has been done, and it 
has been done three times in the last 20 
years. Every time this has been done, 
and you have seen the charts here, Mr. 
MARKEY has those charts. Every time 

it has been done, the price of oil has 
come down. 

So it’s a proven way to bring the 
price at the pump down. When the 
price of oil comes down in a very 
sound, market-oriented way, we will 
buy oil cheaper to replace this oil that 
we took out and sold at a higher price 
and make a profit on it. 

It makes all the sense in the world to 
do it this way. Those who oppose this 
are using this argument that instead of 
releasing the oil from the stockpile, 
government-owned stockpile, paid for 
by the consumer and the taxpayer, in-
stead of releasing this oil to increase 
the supply in the market, we should be 
drilling more. We should be drilling in 
protected areas. 

Even the President has said that that 
is not any short-term fix. Everybody 
recognizes that if you drill, that it 
takes 10 years to affect the price at the 
pump, and only about 2 cents at that. 

So instead of saying only drill, only 
drill and get a 2 percent benefit 10 
years from now, we are saying release 
the oil from this stockpile so that we 
can have a price at the pump result in 
10 days, not 10 years. This is part of 
what we brought forth last week, too— 
use it or lose it. 

Democrats support drilling. It’s im-
portant in this debate to recognize that 
there are 68 million acres in our coun-
try which have permits and are ready 
to go for drilling. So we are saying to 
the oil companies, use it or lose it. Use 
your permits, drill for oil, but don’t 
say I don’t want to drill there where I 
have an environmental permit to drill, 
I want to go drill in some protected 
area, which is going to take longer for 
me to do, by the way. And the reason 
I’m not drilling so much where I’m al-
lowed to is I don’t have the equipment 
to do it. 

See this for the hoax on the Amer-
ican people that it is. Yes, we are say-
ing drill, use it or lose it as a way to 
increase domestic supply. We are also 
saying you increase domestic supply by 
investing in renewable energy re-
sources, wind, solar, biofuels and the 
rest. No less a stalwart Republican 
than T. Boone Pickens is saying, ‘‘I’m 
for everything.’’ He’s for drilling, he’s 
for wind, he’s for solar, he’s for natural 
gas, he’s for alternatives to foreign oil. 
We must reduce our dependence on for-
eign oil. It is a national security issue, 
it is an economic issue, not only for 
our economy but for the economics of 
America’s families and for our con-
sumers. 

It is an environmental health issue 
to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels 
and especially foreign oil. And it is a 
moral issue, because it has an impact 
on how we preserve our planet. That’s 
why we have so many evangelicals sup-
porting our efforts for renewables rath-
er than fossil fuels. 

So it is an important debate that we 
are having, because this argument that 
we shouldn’t have oil today on the 
market, which will reduce the price in 
10 days, but, instead, should be drilling 

where we are not allowed to and have a 
2-cent saving in 10 years, think of it. 
This isn’t a reason, this is an excuse, 
and it’s an excuse for a failed energy 
policy. 

It is the energy policy of the Bush 
administration and some of the Repub-
licans in Congress, but not all, because 
many have voted in an enlightened way 
on this subject. This is an excuse for 
their failed energy policy. These are 
the same people, George Bush and DICK 
CHENEY, who brought us over $4 a gal-
lon gasoline at the pump. And now 
they are saying more of the same. 

We are saying a new direction. And 
now we can drill, we can increase the 
supply, we can invest in renewables, we 
can end speculation, we can protect the 
consumer. As we do all of that, includ-
ing the drilling, we can do it now, and 
we can do it right. The fastest way to 
help the consumer is to release the oil 
from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, 
but let’s think of that as a government 
stockpile paid for by taxpayers’ dollars 
that a small amount can have a big im-
pact. 

I urge my colleagues to go down the 
same path you did before when over-
whelmingly over 300 Members of the 
House and Senate, Democrats and Re-
publicans alike, voted to stop filling 
the SPR. Now let’s just say there is so 
much in there, you can spare some to 
help the consumer. Do it right. Do it 
right now. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this very im-
portant legislation. 

Again, I would commend Mr. MAR-
KEY, Mr. BARROW and Mr. LAMPSON, the 
author of this legislation. I thank you, 
Mr. LAMPSON, for your leadership. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
once again I am going to ask unani-
mous consent for an additional 30 min-
utes for debate purposes only, equally 
divided between the majority and mi-
nority. I still have at least six speak-
ers. 

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

Mr. BARROW. Just a quick question, 
was it 15 minutes that Mr. BARTON was 
asking about? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Thirty min-
utes total, 15 minutes each side. 

Mr. BARROW. We will consent to 15 
minutes, but equally divided at the 
present time, 71⁄2 minutes for each side. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I guess that’s 
a start. So we have an additional 15 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman wish to request a 15-minute 
unanimous-consent extension? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Well, we are 
increasing the supply of time. I will 
take 15 minutes right now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, debate is extended 15 min-
utes, equally divided between the two 
sides. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. I thank my 

colleague from Georgia for his cour-
tesy. 
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I would like to yield 2 minutes to the 

distinguished member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, from the great 
State of Texas, the MVP Republican of 
last week’s thrilling 11–10 baseball vic-
tory, Mr. BRADY. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
another day, another energy gimmick, 
it must be the 110th Congress. The 
American public, hammered by high 
fuel prices, is getting tired of the Jed 
Clampett energy plan put forth by 
Democrats. You just can’t shoot at 
imaginary targets and hope that en-
ergy is going to come bubbling up. 

Look at the record. Look at the 
record. In this past year Democrats 
said, if we can sue OPEC, we will lower 
gas prices. Have your gas prices gone 
down? They said if we pass use it or 
lose it, which was laughed at around 
the world, they said gas prices will go 
down. Have your fuel prices gone down? 

Earlier they said we’ll just stop fill-
ing the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, 
and your gas prices will go down. Did 
they? The answer is no. 

Today is just another gimmick. De-
pleting America’s emergency oil nest 
egg at a time when the world is in-
creasingly unstable in oil-producing 
nations like Nigeria, Venezuela and 
Iran, why, that makes no sense at all. 
Tapping our emergency reserves for 
three measly days of energy, three, 
that won’t lower prices, nor does it 
send a signal to the rest of the world 
that America is serious about taking 
responsibility for our own energy 
needs. You really believe the world 
market that uses 85 million barrels a 
day is going to look at this tiny 
amount and lower the prices? 

If this bill were to pass—and it won’t, 
it will fail again—at the end of the 
drawdown, America would be more de-
pendent on foreign oil than when we 
started. And when it’s replenished, we 
will have just bought oil at a higher 
price out of taxpayers’ money. 

So here’s the question: How high does 
gas have to be before Congress will act? 
How many families will be hurt? How 
many small businesses will go under? 
How hard will our economy be hit be-
fore Speaker PELOSI allows an up-or- 
down vote on producing more Amer-
ican-made energy? 

We voted on conservation, we voted 
on renewables. Why can’t we vote on 
more exploration? 

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

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield the 
gentleman 30 additional seconds. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. When will we 
put the special interests aside? When 
will the little guy have a vote? When 
will the little guy, that doesn’t have a 
lobbyist, and big campaign contribu-
tions, when will he have a say in this 
public? It’s time to vote this gimmick 
down and let us have a vote. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EMAN-
UEL). 

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, July 28, 
2005, the Republican Congress, the Re-
publican Senate, President Bush, had 
an energy policy that they voted on 3 
years ago. 

At that time the minority leader said 
it will lower prices, it will lower de-
pendency on foreign oil. President 
Bush, when he signed the Republican 
energy plan, said it would lower prices, 
lower America’s dependency on foreign 
oil and lead to a great economic boom 
when we look back at it. 

Well, in 3 short years, gas has gone 
from about $2.29 a gallon to a little 
over $4. By any measurement, depend-
ence on foreign oil, the cost of energy, 
by any measurement or economic ac-
tivity, it has been an absolute failure. 

b 1345 
They got their way. They wrote the 

bill they wanted. July 28, 2005, on this 
floor, they passed their energy bill, and 
they promised you what it was going to 
do, and you now see the results. 

Now, there is enough blame to go 
around from all sides. Not everybody 
has been perfect. We have missed many 
an opportunity here to deal with en-
ergy, Democratic and Republican 
alike. 

But what is interesting now is their 
new line. The Republican line, as it re-
lates to energy policy, is we are for ev-
erything. Except for you are for every-
thing except when you can be for some-
thing. 

When it came to voting for fuel effi-
ciency standards, raising them for the 
first time in 30 years, 163 Republicans 
voted ‘‘no.’’ You weren’t for all of the 
above then. 

When it came to renewable elec-
tricity standards, 159 Republicans 
voted ‘‘no.’’ You weren’t for all of the 
above then. 

When it came to alternative tech-
nologies, solar, wind, geothermal, 
other technologies, the DRILL Act, 
opening up Alaska, you voted ‘‘no’’ 
then. You weren’t for all of the above 
then. 

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

Mr. BARROW. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. EMANUEL. The Republicans sup-
port all of the above, except they don’t 
have any problem voting ‘‘no’’ when it 
counts. 

Today we have a bill on the floor 
that takes immediate action in helping 
us reduce prices. It is not a long-term 
policy. Reducing and increasing fuel ef-
ficiency standards for cars is a long- 
term policy. Making sure that the oil 
companies who are getting subsidies 
from taxpayers drill on the 80 million 
acres that are open for drilling, and not 
stockpiling permits when we could be 
stockpiling energy sources here in the 
United States, that is an energy policy 
for the future. 

I say vote ‘‘yes’’ and vote for a new 
strategy that has worked time and 
again in the past. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I am going to recognize myself for 2 
minutes. 

I want to respond to what my good 
friend from Illinois just said. He is ab-
solutely right that in July of 2005 we 
put an Energy Policy Act on the floor 
of this body. I would like to point out 
that that was a conference report that 
every relevant committee in the House 
of Representatives had had hearings 
and open markups on; we had a full 
conference with the Senate that was 
open, that the ranking member on the 
Democratic side at the time which was 
in the minority, Mr. DINGELL, signed 
the conference report. The ranking 
member in the Senate, Mr. BINGAMAN 
of New Mexico voted for the conference 
report. 

And I said on the House floor when 
that conference report passed that it 
was an excellent bill for stationary en-
ergy, but it was not an excellent bill on 
mobility energy because we did not 
have in that report to drill in ANWR. 
We did not have in that bill to drill and 
explore in the Outer Continental Shelf, 
for the simple reason we didn’t have 
the votes, primarily in the other body, 
to put those things in the bill. 

But the conference report that was 
voted on was bipartisan, it went 
through the regular process, it was not 
done the night before or the morning of 
and put on the floor under a suspension 
rule. And where it was, what was in the 
bill was good and is working today. 

But I said on the floor at the time, 
you can go back and look at it in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, on mobility 
energy, it was not as good as I think it 
should have been because simply we 
didn’t have the votes. 

Today, the American people support 
drilling in ANWR. Today, the Amer-
ican people want to drill in the OCS, or 
at least explore what is in there, and 
we can’t get those bills to the floor, 
Mr. Speaker. 

So I would ask that, at some point in 
time, after these political shams are 
concluded, we put some of those bills 
on the floor and see where the votes 
are. I think there is a bipartisan major-
ity for those bills right now on the 
floor of this House. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS). 

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, when it comes to reducing gasoline 
and energy costs, the American people 
don’t want more talk. They want ac-
tion. They want Congress to make a 
difference. That is what this bill is all 
about. 

By releasing up to 70 million barrels 
of oil from the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve, we can lower gasoline prices 
immediately, not 10 years from now, 
not 20 years from now, immediately. 
That is not speculation. That is not a 
gimmick. This was done by former 
President Bush back in 1991 when he 
released 17 million barrels from SPR, 
and prices went down over 35 percent in 
just a few days afterwards. 

Now, some people may not think we 
are in an emergency. They say well, 
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SPR is supposed to be used for emer-
gencies. Well, if being at war, if Ameri-
cans, hardworking Americans paying $4 
a gallon for gasoline, if American busi-
ness is hurting, if our economy tee-
tering on recession, and many families 
have been living with the effects in 
their lives of recession for months, if 
not years now, if that is not an emer-
gency, what is? 

You know, I can understand why my 
colleagues have pushed for long-term 
energy policies. I will support a bipar-
tisan long-term energy policy. But let’s 
not just talk about what we will do 
that will benefit Americans 10 years 
from now. Let’s do something today 
that will benefit us today; and not just 
benefits American businesses and hard-
working families, but our Nation’s de-
fense. 

I co-chair the House Army Caucus, a 
bipartisan organization. I can tell you, 
the United States Army today is pay-
ing hundreds of millions of dollars, if 
not billions of dollars more because of 
high energy costs. 

Helping businesses, helping hard-
working families meet their budgets by 
lowering gasoline costs, supporting our 
Nation’s defense at a time of war, I 
think those are excellent reasons to 
support this tested process to bring 
down gasoline costs. 

Now, I can understand why oil specu-
lators may not want this bill. But the 
American people want it and they de-
serve it. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I would like 
to yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
ranking member of the Energy and Air 
Quality Subcommittee of the Energy 
and Commerce Committee, Mr. UPTON 
of Michigan. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, we need to 
send the signal across America that we 
are, indeed, going to get serious about 
this issue. And I was glad that a few 
moments ago, Speaker PELOSI ref-
erenced Mr. Pickens’ plan, and I sure 
would like to vote on that. I sure would 
like to talk about all the things that 
he wants to do, because it is more than 
just one. We cannot afford to not have 
a plan to increase supply. In 2007, pro-
duction fell from 125,000 barrels a day 
worldwide, while demand grew by a 
million barrels a day. 

I voted a couple of weeks ago to halt 
oil from going into SPR. But I believe 
seriously that it would be terribly un-
wise to now remove oil from that re-
serve. 

This bill is going to hurt us if it is 
enacted, long-term, particularly if 
there is a disruption. It is a Band-Aid, 
at best. It will remove our insurance 
policy in case something even worse 
happens. 

Last week, in my district, gasoline 
fell from $4.21 a gallon to, a week later, 
earlier this week, to under $4. It was 
reflective of the price of oil at the bar-
rel, where that fell from $140 a barrel 
to $125 today. Why is that? 

One of the reasons I am convinced 
that the world price of oil fell was be-
cause President Bush took the very 

first step by saying that he would lift 
the moratorium on offshore drilling. 
But of course we know it is a two-step 
process. The executive branch and the 
legislative branch have to act. 

But what happened was, it got the at-
tention of those speculators on Wall 
Street. They might have said, I am 
convinced that they did, maybe Con-
gress is going to do something. The 
President has taken the first step. 
Maybe the Congress will follow suit. 

So it was no accident that the price 
at the barrel head fell dramatically 
from $140 to under $125 today. Let’s 
send a signal to the American public 
that we are going to get serious about 
this. Let’s defeat this bill. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN). 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my Georgia colleague 
and member of our Energy and Com-
merce Committee for yielding to me. 

And I stand here in strong support of 
H.R. 6578, the Consumer Energy Supply 
Act for 2008, introduced by my good 
friend from Texas and a leader in the 
House on energy issues, NICK LAMPSON, 
as well as my esteemed colleague on 
our committee, Representative ED 
MARKEY of Massachusetts. 

Now, I have to admit, I agree—we 
need everything, Mr. Speaker. We need 
to drill more. And frankly, my Michi-
gan colleague, maybe we ought to drill 
in the part of Lake Michigan that we 
are not allowed to drill in, since Can-
ada drills there and probably exports 
that gas to us. 

But this bill is so important because 
this is something we can do imme-
diately. Today’s rising petroleum gaso-
line prices are taking a toll on our 
hardworking families, even in our dis-
trict that produce a lot of refined prod-
ucts. 

And let’s be clear. There are no quick 
fixes or easy answers to the high price 
of gas. Prices are set by complex fac-
tors like climbing world demand and 
geopolitical events. 

But for the problems within our con-
trol, the proper management of the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, or the 
SPR, we need to take steps necessary 
to protect the American consumers’ in-
terest. 

I do not believe the current adminis-
tration has properly managed the SPR. 
The SPR exists to protect us during 
the energy crisis, and is almost full to 
its 227 million barrel capacity. 

But while the cost per barrel of oil 
skyrocketed, the administration con-
tinued to purchase high-priced oil off 
the market to put in the SPR, limiting 
the amount of oil available. Granted, it 
is a small amount, but it would still 
allow for that additional oil to be on 
the market. 

But Congress fixed that when it sent 
legislation to the President. And I sup-
ported it and it was signed in law to 
suspend oil additions to the SPR until 
the end of the year, unless the price of 
oil falls below $75. 

I also believe that when oil prices are 
very high, we should release SPR oil 
into the market to increase supply, as 
the Department of Energy did in re-
sponse to Hurricane Katrina. 

Consistent with the Government Ac-
countability Office recommendation to 
add heavy crude to our national re-
serves, this bill would modernize SPR 
by requiring DOE—— 

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

Mr. BARROW of Georgia. I yield the 
gentleman an additional 30 seconds, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. By re-
quiring the DOE to conduct the sale or 
exchange within 6 months the 70 mil-
lion barrels of light crude for heavy 
crude. The GAO found that refineries 
who, if forced to rely solely on SPR oil 
during an emergency, would experience 
a 5 percent reduction in their produc-
tion capacity. This bill will increase 
the ability of refineries to respond to 
supply disruption, and optimize our 
SPR’s effectiveness. 

This release would have an imme-
diate impact on the market, reducing 
the prices at the pump, and easing the 
effects of energy market speculation. 

This is a good first step. And I urge 
my colleagues, make this step, because 
we do have a lot of other steps we have 
to make. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to yield 2 minutes to a distin-
guished member of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, Mr. TERRY of 
Nebraska. 

Mr. TERRY. We use, in this country, 
20 million barrels of oil per day; 14 of 
that we import. In fact, a little over 14 
million barrels per day we import. 

It is my personal mission and dream 
that we can displace that 14 million 
barrels per day that we import, and use 
our own American-made resources in-
stead. 

This bill here today, releasing 10 per-
cent of the SPR, equals 31⁄2 days of our 
total use. Now, that will, using my un-
derstanding of economics, will reduce 
the price at the pump by a few cents 
for a few days. So we have to balance 
that against the harm that is being 
caused by the high gas prices to our 
constituents, to people on lower in-
come, especially with our national se-
curity needs, which is the intention of 
SPR. 

It is intended that when we go 
through an OPEC crisis where they cut 
off the supply to us, that we have our 
domestic reserves ready in case of such 
an emergency. And when you look at 
world politics today, with Iran and 
Israel and Nigeria and Venezuela, that 
is a real issue that we have to deal 
with. 

Now, the Speaker recognizes now 
that supply is the issue, that demand is 
outstripping world supply of oil, and 
we have to now add to our supply. I 
agree with the Speaker’s statement 
when she says, free our resources. 

b 1400 
So let’s have a vote on freeing our re-

sources. We’ve got American resources, 
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whether it’s alternative energies, and 
why don’t we make the tax credit per-
manent for alternative and renewable 
energy as opposed to the 1 year that 
was brought to us by the Democrat 
leadership? We can add, then, addi-
tional conservation. And the House did 
pass conservation in automobile fuel 
efficiency, but let’s use the resources 
that we have with oil and get the re-
sources in the middle of America and 
in Alaska and free our resources. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time I am pleased to yield an addi-
tional 2 minutes to the author of this 
legislation, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON). 

Mr. LAMPSON. Thank you, Mr. BAR-
ROW, for yielding me the time. 

You know, advances in technology 
over the years have led to the ability 
to efficiently process heavy oil as it 
has become a larger part of the mar-
ket. In fact, 40 percent of oil accepted 
last year by refineries was heavier than 
the oil contained in the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve. That’s a critical 
point in my opinion. 

Earlier we put into the RECORD the 
GAO report, and I would like to submit 
for the RECORD the report that was 
mentioned within the GAO report that 
came from the Department of Energy 
and read just one paragraph from it: 

‘‘To address the compatibility issues 
of the 11 heavy crude refiners and pro-
vide full protection for the Nation for 
all disruption scenarios, the SPR would 
need for approximately 10 percent of its 
inventory to be heavy oil. With consid-
eration being given to a larger Reserve 
and additional storage sites, it may be 
desirable, and physically viable to 
store lower gravity crude than what is 
currently stored in the 700 million bar-
rel Reserve.’’ 

The GAO stated that the Department 
of Energy may have underestimated 
this amount in recent testimony. All 
the more reason why we should be 
looking at how we can find a solution 
to this problem, use an opportunity 
that is available to us. 

That’s exactly what I started out to 
do in November. When I approached 
many of my colleagues at this House, 
this is something that we should not be 
down here using partisan rhetoric over, 
pointing the finger at one side not 
doing something the other side should 
be doing. We understand this is a small 
part of the problem that we’re going to 
be facing. It is only one thing that 
needs to be addressed. But it is one 
part, and it can make a difference. 

And who cares if it’s 1 percent or 3 
percent or 5 percent or 10 percent? If 
the American people see the people 
from this House trying to do something 
that will make a difference in their 
lives, help with the pain at the pump, 
isn’t it worth the effort? That’s what 
we set out to do. That’s all we set out 
to do. And there is no reason in the 
world why this legislation should not 
be made law of the land. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
Over the past two decades, many refiners 

in the United States (U.S.) have expanded 

and ramped their refineries to process higher 
sulfur, lower gravity crudes to increase their 
refining economics and profitability. As a re-
sult, overall U.S. crude oil imports have been 
consistently moving from the higher quality 
crudes toward the lower quality crudes. 

The Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) in-
ventory consists of high quality oils that 
have been previously determined to be the 
best crudes to address oil supply disruptions. 
However, the industry’s trend toward the use 
of lower quality crudes has raised the ques-
tion about how well the current SPR crude 
inventory can meet refiner needs. 

This study provides a comprehensive as-
sessment of the compatibility of the crudes 
stored in the SPR with respect to U.S. refin-
ing capabilities and likely disruption de-
mands. Specifically, the study addresses SPR 
crude compatibility from two aspects (1) the 
compatibility and physical limitations of 
U.S. refiners to substitute and refine SPR 
crude in place of their usual foreign crude 
supplies, and (2) the capability of the SPR to 
meet the Nation’s refinery needs in the event 
of potential supply disruptions. 

A. SPR INVENTORY 

As of December 31, 2004, the SPR had a 
total inventory of 681 million barrels 
(MMBbls) in storage at its four underground 
storage sites along the Texas and Louisiana 
Gulf Coast. 

The SPR storage sites maintain only two 
crude type segregations. One is a sweet crude 
having a sulfur content of less than 0.5 per-
cent and an API gravity ranging between 35° 
and 37°, and the other is a sour crude having 
a sulfur content of approximately 1.4 percent 
and an API gravity ranging between 30° and 
34°. The SPR’s mix of sweet and sour crudes 
is roughly 45 percent sweet and 55 percent 
sour. 

COMPATIBILITY WITH U.S. REFINER PROCESSING 
CAPABILITIES 

In 2004, the U.S. had 149 operating refin-
eries which processed an average of 15.3 mil-
lion barrels of crude oil per day (MMBbl/D). 
Of this total, 7.0 MMBbl/D came from U.S. 
domestic oilfields or Canada, and are consid-
ered secure crude supplies. The remainder, 
8.3 MMBbl/D, was foreign imports (exclusive 
of Canadian), for which SPR crude would be 
considered a replacement in the event of an 
import disruption. 

A two step approach was used to evaluate 
the compatibility of each of the 149 refin-
eries with respect to SPR crudes. A screen-
ing analysis was then used to classify refin-
ers as (a) not SPR connected, (b) domestic/ 
Canadian only, (c) fully SPR compatible, (d) 
high SPR compatibility, or (e) low SPR com-
patibility. An engineering analysis was then 
used to determine the maximum volume of 
SPR crude the refinery can process and the 
extent the refinery will be forced to reduce 
refinery runs. 

In 2005, of the Nation’s 149 refineries, 44 re-
fineries were identified as having compat-
ibility issues with using SPR crudes. Thirty 
three of these refineries were classed as 
‘‘high compatibility’’, where the use of SPR 
crude would not substantially impact their 
refining operations. Eleven of the refineries 
were classed as ‘‘low compatibility,’’ where 
the capability to substitute SPR crude for 
heavy oil imports was limited. These 11 re-
fineries are all located in PADD III on the 
Gulf Coast and predominantly import crude 
from Mexico and Venezuela. If all of this oil 
were disrupted, these 11 refineries would 
need to reduce U.S. refining runs by approxI-
mately 508 MBbl/D (3.3 percent of U.S. refin-
ing). Gasoline production would not be af-
fected, but the production of distillate fuels 
(jet and diesel) would be reduced. 

C. COMPATIBILITY WITH U.S. NEEDS IN A 
DISRUPTION 

From a world oil market perspective, the 
study evaluates the compatibility of SPR 
crudes with respect to U.S. crude shortages 
resulting from five major supply disruptions 
which have the potential of occurring within 
the next 10 years. The disruption scenarios 
were: a Persian Gulf oil disruption, a Saudi 
Arabia oil disruption, a Nigerian oil disrup-
tion, a Venezuela oil disruption, and a hurri-
cane disruption of the domestic Gulf of Mex-
ico oil production. 

The results show that the SPR crudes are 
fully capable of satisfying U.S. refiner de-
mands under four of the five disruption sce-
narios. The only disruption case where the 
SPR was not fully capable of mitigating the 
crude loss due to incompatibility issues was 
the Venezuela oil disruption. Even in this 
case, the SPR sour crude is effective as a 
blending stock and will reduce the potential 
shortfall of U.S. heavy oil runs from 2,200 
MBbl/D to 450 MBbl/D. 

The reduced refiner run of 450 MBbl/D will 
not impact the production of motor gasoline 
in the United States, but it will reduce the 
production of jet fuel, diesel fuel, kerosene, 
residual fuels, and other heavier refined 
products. 

D. CONCLUSIONS 

In general, the crudes currently stored in 
the SPR are compatible and desirable for the 
majority of the U.S. refineries and are well 
suited to mitigate most supply disruptions. 
There are, however, eleven PADD III refin-
eries which have been specifically configured 
for processing heavy crude largely from 
Latin America that would be impacted in the 
event of a disruption of foreign crude sup-
plies. However, they would still be able to 
process a limited quantity of SPR crude and 
maintain their full production of gasoline. 

To address the compatibility issues of the 
eleven heavy crude refiners and provide full 
protection for the Nation for all disruption 
scenarios, the SPR would need for approxi-
mately 10 percent of its inventory to be 
heavy oil. With consideration being given to 
a larger Reserve and additional storage sites, 
it may be desirable, and physically viable to 
store lower gravity crude than what is cur-
rently stored in the 700 million barrel Re-
serve. 

GAO stated DOE may have underestimated 
this amount in recent testimony. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) is 
the largest government owned stockpile of 
crude oil in the world. Since the SPR was au-
thorized in 1975, the reserve has grown to 681 
million barrels (MMBbls) by the end of 2004. 

The crude is stored in salt caverns at four 
storage sites along the Louisiana and Texas 
Gulf Coast. The sites are known as West 
Hackberry, Bryan Mound, Big Hill, and 
Bayou Choctaw. 

The SPR is connected to U.S. refineries by 
pipeline and by waterway. Refineries along 
the Gulf of Mexico are connected to the SPR 
by local pipelines. Refineries in Chicago and 
other mid-continent areas are connected to 
the SPR by interstate pipelines. Refineries 
along the Atlantic Coast and West Coast can 
be supplied with SPR oil using tankers that 
load oil through Gulf of Mexico marine ter-
minals. The SPR distribution system has 
been carefully developed to serve the needs 
of the Nation in the event of a foreign crude 
oil supply disruption. 

Crude has been acquired from 25 countries 
over the past 30 years. The quality of the 
stored oil is classified as light. This crude 
quality has been and it remains adequate to 
support most foreseeable supply disruptions. 
In recent years, however, refineries in the 
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U.S. have imported increasing quantities of 
heavy crude largely from Venezuela and 
Mexico. The trend toward heavier oil im-
ports raises a question about how well the 
current light oil in storage will mitigate fu-
ture heavy oil supply disruptions. 

This study was undertaken to assess the 
compatibility of SPR crude with respect to 
the current and future crude requirements of 
U.S. refineries. The objective of the study is 
two-fold: 

Assess the capabilities and physical limita-
tions of U.S. refineries to substitute and re-
fine SPR crude in place of foreign crude sup-
plies, and 

Assess the capability of the SPR to meet 
U.S. refinery needs in the event of a supply 
disruption. 

To accomplish these objectives, a method-
ology was developed to identify U.S. refin-
eries with crude compatibility issues. Refin-
ery data were systematically evaluated to 
determine the refineries that could not fully 
use SPR crude because of crude quality dif-
ferences. These refineries would need to re-
duce crude input into the refinery and this 
would reduce the amount of jet fuel and die-
sel fuel that would be available during the 
disruption. 

The compatibility assessment results were 
incorporated mathematically into models 
that simulate the world petroleum market. 
Five disruption scenarios were identified as 
having a high probability of occurring at 
least once over the next decade. The sce-
narios were selected to evaluate the SPR re-
sponse capabilities in both volume and in the 
capability to provide compatible crude. 

Chapter II summarizes key information 
about the volume and quality of oil cur-
rently stored by the SPR and how that oil 
compares with the oil currently imported by 
U.S. refiners. Limits on the capability to 
substitute SPR crude in an emergency are 
addressed. 

Chapter III is a comprehensive assessment 
of the compatibility of SPR crude with U.S. 
refineries. The assessment addresses the 
physical limitations of the refineries, the 
maximum volume of SPR crude that could 
be utilized, and the extent the refineries 
would need to reduce runs due to compat-
ibility issues. 

Chapter IV summarizes the results of five 
disruption scenarios. The capability of the 
SPR to meet refinery demands under emer-
gency conditions is presented and discussed. 

Chapter V addresses the issue of future 
storage of heavy oil and the need and ration-
ale to provide a heavy oil component to meet 
a future heavy oil disruption. 

Chapter VI presents the overall conclu-
sions and recommendations from the study. 

Appendix A contains the analysis results 
for each of the 149 refineries in the U.S. that 
processed oil in 2004. The compatibility of 
each refinery is presented and the individual 
results summarized by region. 

Appendix B discusses the two models used 
in the disruption analysis. One model estab-
lishes the optimal drawdown from the SPR 
in response to a supply disruption. The sec-
ond simulates the world petroleum market 
and estimates the impact of the disruption 
on the flow of petroleum around the world. 

Appendix C is a world map that displays 
the impact of each supply disruption on the 
worldwide flow of petroleum. Data that sup-
port the analysis are also presented. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
can I inquire as to the time remaining 
on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SCHIFF). The gentleman from Texas has 
41⁄2 minutes remaining. The gentleman 
from Georgia has 7 minutes remaining 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
could I ask unanimous consent for 10 

additional minutes equally divided be-
tween the majority and minority? That 
would give me enough time to take the 
three remaining speakers that I have. 
It would be 5 minutes for the majority 
and 5 additional minutes for the minor-
ity. 

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

Mr. BARROW. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. I would yield 

2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LUNGREN). 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I returned to this 
House after 16 years because I believed 
that this was a forum for dealing with 
the problems facing the American peo-
ple. That’s why I come to the this floor 
so disappointed. 

If I were to go to a doctor suffering 
from cancer and the doctor were to 
give me only aspirin, I would say that 
he would be guilty of medical mal-
practice. What we have here on the 
floor of the House is leadership mal-
practice. The American people under-
stand we’re suffering from not enough 
supply. And so what is the answer we 
get here today? We’re going to open up 
the SPR, the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve. And they say the reason this 
works is it’s worked three times in the 
past. But examine how it has worked in 
the past. 

In each and every instance, we had a 
temporary disruption of supply. We 
were able to affect that because we had 
a temporary infusion of supply. What 
we have here today is a long-term issue 
of lack of supply. And the Speaker said 
and other Members on the other side of 
the aisle said, Well, look. We shouldn’t 
be begging foreign countries to give us 
more oil. 

No. What we’re requiring the Amer-
ican people to do is to beg the Congress 
to allow us to produce more American 
oil. And why should the leadership of 
this House refuse to allow us to have 
American workers using American in-
genuity, American creativity to 
produce more American energy? 

This is the hoax on this floor. To say 
that somehow taking this out of the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve is going 
to give you any long-term benefit is 
nothing more than a hoax. A couple of 
cents for a couple of days. It also takes 
away our ability to respond to tem-
porary disruptions in the future, which 
is the reason this was put in in the first 
place. 

Why should we be afraid of Ameri-
cans producing American oil? Free 
America. Let Americans produce 
American oil. Let’s get rid of this lead-
ership malpractice we see on the floor 
today. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased to yield an additional 2 min-
utes to the distinguished coauthor of 
this legislation, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY). 

Mr. MARKEY. How did we get here? 
It’s very simple. President Bush and 

Dick Cheney were elected 8 years ago. 
They put together a secret energy plan. 
Two oilmen now in the White House. 
And here is the simple mathematics. 
Two oilmen plus two terms in office 
equals $4 a gallon for gasoline for every 
American consumer across the coun-
try. Very simple mathematics. 

The Democratic energy plan, on the 
other hand, is very simple. Right now 
deploy the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve. Put the fear of the Lord into 
speculators, into OPEC, into the oil in-
dustry. The price will plummet. It did 
in 1991 when President Bush’s father 
used it; it did in 2000 when President 
Clinton used it; it did when President 
Bush himself used it after Hurricane 
Katrina. This is a huge emergency for 
families as they look at their pocket-
books. They’re being tipped upside 
down. The President should use it. 

And for the Democrats, after the Re-
publicans controlled Congress for 12 
years, in 2007 the Democrats took over. 
We increased the fuel economy stand-
ard for the vehicles which we have to 
drive, the appliance-efficiency stand-
ards, the lighting standards, new 
biofuels policy. We backed out with 
that bill that passed in December of 
2007, the Democratic bill, 4.1 million 
barrels of oil per day over the next 10 
to 20 years. 

Right now we spend $387 million a 
day to send American troops over into 
the Middle East, and we have to pur-
chase 2.1 million barrels a day from the 
Persian Gulf. Our bill in December that 
President Bush signed backs out that 
oil. 

But the Republicans had 12 years of 
control of this Congress to do some-
thing about it. They did not. Now they 
say we need a renewable electricity 
center so electricity is generated from 
renewables. The Republicans are say-
ing no. 

Vote ‘‘yes’’ on this bill. This is the 
solution the consumers need before 
Labor Day. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I’m going to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlelady from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN), a member of the Energy 
and Commerce Committee. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas for his leadership 
on this issue. Indeed, he understands 
how the people of our great Nation, and 
certainly of my district of Tennessee, 
are suffering with the increase in the 
price at the pump that they have seen 
since January of 2007. In my district of 
Tennessee, this has changed. So I have 
come to the floor today to oppose this 
bill because it is the wrong bill at the 
wrong time. 

And one of the things that we have 
come to realize, and I think it’s been a 
painful realization for many people, is 
they have watched the Democrat lead-
ership of this House. They have seen 
that the Democrat majority is not 
wanting to take the action that is nec-
essary to address the issue, whether 
we’re talking about short term for im-
mediate relief, mid-range so that we 
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can address what is coming next, and 
then long term so that little children, 
like my new grandson who is 2 months 
old, will have a consistent steady and 
dependable energy supply. 

Indeed, releasing a portion of the 
SPR is the wrong move now. Ameri-
cans are wanting to see American solu-
tions and American exploration take 
place to address this issue. 

Congress has the ability to do that, 
and we continue to be blocked from 
taking the necessary actions by the 
liberal leadership that is choosing to 
not take the actions necessary to ad-
dress this. 

Our Nation is being placed at risk. 
Not only our energy security, but our 
national security is placed at risk by 
the actions of a kick-the-can Congress 
who wants to just finish it out, get 
away for an August recess, and not ad-
dress the issue at hand. At $4 a gallon, 
the price at the pump, indeed it is time 
for us to take action. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, before 
proposing accommodation to my friend 
from Texas, I would like to confirm the 
amount of time that we have left. It’s 
my understanding we have 5 minutes 
remaining; is that correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is 
correct. 

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, what I 
propose to do is reserve the balance of 
our time and at the same time ask 
unanimous consent that my friend 
from Texas may be allowed to control 
3 minutes of our remaining time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Texas 
will control 3 additional minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

is the gentleman from Georgia pre-
pared to close? 

Mr. BARROW. We have no further 
speakers on our side. I would reserve 
the balance of our time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I have one 
unanimous consent request, and then 
I’m prepared to close. 

I yield to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) 
for a unanimous consent request. 

(Mr. SHAYS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of this legislation, though I 
also support drilling. 

I rise in support of H.R. 6578, the Consumer 
Energy Supply Act, which would release 70 
million barrels of light, sweet crude oil cur-
rently from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
(SPR) and replace it with the same amount of 
heavy crude oil within 6 months. That is ap-
proximately 10 percent of the 701 million bar-
rels currently in the reserve. 

As our demand for oil increases, it is impor-
tant the SPR reflects our refining capacity. 
Forty percent of our refining capacity is heavy 
crude oil, and 60 percent is light crude. 

This legislation allows us to better manage 
the SPR by making sure we are saving some 
heavy crude oil. 

This measure, however, does not replace 
our need to develop a comprehensive energy 

plan. We must increase conservation and en-
ergy efficiency—increasing the fuel economy 
of cars, minivans, SUVs and light trucks and 
improve the efficiency of appliances; build a 
market for renewable energy—solar, wind, 
geothermal, biomass; increase our domestic 
supply of oil, natural gas and nuclear power 
and reduce speculation in the oil futures mar-
ket. 

The Consumer Energy Supply Act will im-
prove the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and, in 
fact, make it more strategic, ensuring we have 
the type of crude that better reflects our refin-
ing capacity. I urge a yes vote on H.R. 6578. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I have how much time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 31⁄2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield myself 
31⁄2 minutes. 

First, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank 
my friend from Georgia for yielding 3 
minutes of his time. I sincerely appre-
ciate it. 

I want to point out some of the fal-
lacies in the debate as quickly as I can. 

The first fallacy is that nothing that 
we do in terms of developing domestic 
energy supplies in the United States is 
going to take effect for 10 years. That’s 
poppycock. We can convert coal to liq-
uids within the next 2 years. We can be 
drilling in the eastern Gulf of Mexico, 
if it’s allowed, within the next year. We 
can be doing major pilot projects on 
our shale oil resources within the next 
year. We can be drilling in parts of 
Federal lands that are currently sna-
fued because of Federal permitting 
within the next year. Those are all 
things that can be done very quickly. 

Even up in ANWR, it’s not going to 
take 10 years if we give the green light 
to drill and develop ANWR. It will defi-
nitely take more than 2 to 3 years, but 
you could have production in ANWR, 
I’m told, within 5 years. 

The thing that we have got to do in 
this country if we’re going to bring en-
ergy prices down and keep them down 
is change the fundamental difference 
between supply and demand in the 
world oil market. You have got 85 mil-
lion barrels of oil we’re using world-
wide, and we’ve got approximately 86 
million barrels of oil that’s available. 
That less than 1 percent supply margin 
is what brings these high prices. 

A gimmick like we have today where 
we take some oil out of the SPR for 60 
days and then hopefully put it in with-
in the next 6 years is not going to 
change that fundamental. If it has a 
temporary supply price decrease, that’s 
a positive. I’ll admit that. 

b 1415 

But if it has, it’s only temporary be-
cause you are not changing the funda-
mental supply-demand equation on the 
world oil market. 

So what Republicans are saying is, 
let’s have a strategic plan. Perhaps re-
leasing some oil from the SPR is part 
of that plan, perhaps. That’s what 
hearings are about. That’s what a reg-
ular order process in the committee 

system would be about. So we’re not 
saying that we never want to release 
any oil from the SPR, but we are say-
ing it ought to be a part of a strategic 
plan, and part of that strategic plan 
has got to be to develop domestic 
American energy resources. 

And Speaker PELOSI, for some reason, 
is adamantly afraid of that kind of a 
bill coming to the floor. I don’t care if 
it’s a GENE GREEN bill, a JOHN DINGELL 
bill, a RICK BOUCHER bill, a STENY 
HOYER bill; but let a bill come up that’s 
got some real domestic energy supply 
in it and have an honest debate, and 
let’s see where the votes are. Let’s 
don’t have an energy gimmick of the 
week. 

That’s what this is. It’s the latest en-
ergy gimmick of the week, and if it has 
a positive effect—and I say that as an 
if—it will be temporary because if you 
take 70 million barrels—and oh, by the 
way, I want to give a hint to my 
friends on the majority side who draft-
ed the bill. You’ve got a drafting error 
in the bill. It won’t do what you think 
it will do, but I will let you find it. If 
it were to become law, which it won’t, 
but if it were, it won’t put 70 million 
barrels of oil on the market. So you 
find the mistake. You developed it in 
the midnight. You find the mistake. 

With that, vote ‘‘no’’ on the bill, and 
let’s bring a rational, long-term, stra-
tegic plan to the floor in the next 2 
weeks. 

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

In the course of this debate, from 
time to time it has seemed as though 
folks were talking about this as if this 
was draw-down authority, as if this was 
just a pure draw-down from the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve. I think it’s 
important to emphasize this is not a 
draw-down proposal. 

This legislation proposes a swap. It 
proposes a swap for that which is best 
saved for tomorrow in exchange for 
that which is best used today. We pro-
pose to put in the ground what we 
should save for tomorrow, and put back 
into the system what we’re getting out 
of the ground now which is best used 
today. We should use today what’s best 
for today and save for tomorrow what’s 
best for tomorrow. 

Also, much has been made, or rather, 
little has been made of the fact that 
this is just 31⁄2 days of national con-
sumption being added into the supply 
system. Only 1 percent of national con-
sumption is being talked about here. 

When Mark Twain was born, he was 
the 100th person born in the town of 
Hannibal, Missouri. He said, you know, 
when I was born, I increased the popu-
lation of my town by 1 percent. That’s 
more than most folks can say in this 
world. 

Well, by this legislation, we can in-
crease the supply of oil and what we’ve 
refined into gas in this country by 1 
percent, and that’s more than we can 
say about most of the pieces of legisla-
tion that we get to vote on from time 
to time. 
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Also, it’s important to recognize that 

this 31⁄2 days, this extra 1 percent, is a 
far greater percent of the thing on 
which the world price rests. The world 
price rests on the very thin margin be-
tween daily worldwide production and 
daily worldwide consumption. What is 
that margin? That margin is a mere 1 
million barrels a day. So we’re talking 
about putting into the system 70 times 
the world’s daily float, the difference 
between daily production and daily 
consumption. 

That is a very significant factor. It is 
not only a decent percentage of what 
we consume; it’s a very significant fac-
tor of that very thin margin that con-
tributes the most to the runaway cost 
of gas and oil in the world today. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
commend my colleague from Texas for 
his conduct and debate. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I will 
vote for this bill for two reasons. 

First, because it would provide for a quick 
increase in the supply of petroleum in our con-
sumer market and so could reduce the likeli-
hood of further short-term increases in the 
price of gasoline and other refined products. 

And, second, because it will do this in a way 
that is both cost-effective and protective of our 
national-security interests. 

Under the bill, the Energy Department, 
DOE, within 30 days would begin selling light 
grade oil now stored in the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve. At least 20 million barrels 
would be offered for sale within 30 days after 
sales begin, and sales would continue for 6 
months or until 70 million barrels have been 
sold, whichever comes first. 

But the draw-down would not be permanent 
because the bill would require the Energy De-
partment to acquire, through purchase, using 
money from the sales, or exchange, heavy 
grade petroleum for storage in the strategic re-
serve, to replace the light-grade petroleum 
that would be sold. 

Right now, slightly more than 700 million 
barrels of oil are stored in the strategic re-
serve—so the amount to be sold under the bill 
would be only about 10 percent of the amount 
on hand. 

And, importantly, the bill specifies that the 
amount of oil stored in the strategic reserve 
could not drop below 90 percent of the 
amount stored when the bill is enacted. The 
most recent data I have seen indicate that the 
reserve is currently filled nearly to capacity, so 
the bill will not cause a significant reduction in 
the amount stored. 

Also, the Government Accountability Office, 
GAO, says that it would be a good idea to in-
crease the extent to which we store heavy oil 
in the reserve. In testimony earlier this year, 
Frank Rusco, GAO’s acting director for natural 
resources and environment, said that ‘‘to de-
crease the cost of filling the reserve and im-
prove its efficiency . . . DOE should include 
at least 10 percent heavy crude oils in the 
SPR . . . Having heavy crude oil in the SPR 
would also make the SPR more compatible 
with many U.S. refineries, helping these refin-
eries run more efficiently in the event that a 
supply disruption triggers use of the SPR.’’ 

So, this bill not only is compatible with the 
national-security purposes of the SPR, it can 
actually assist in achieving them. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I think this bill de-
serves support, I also think we should recog-

nize that it is not a ‘‘silver bullet’’ for the fac-
tors that have led to the current high price of 
oil and products such as gasoline that are 
made from oil. 

According to the nonpartisan Congressional 
Research Service, CRS, it is not easy to pre-
dict exactly how adding 70 million barrels of 
easily refined oil from the strategic reserve 
would affect the market. 

CRS’s most recent report does point out 
that ‘‘prices might decline after additional re-
fined product entered the market,’’ but the 
same report also notes that oil from the stra-
tegic reserve (SPR) ‘‘is not sold at below-mar-
ket prices. Bids on SPR oil are accepted only 
if the bids are deemed fair to the U.S. govern-
ment. If the announcement itself that the SPR 
is going to be tapped does not prompt or con-
tribute to a softening of prices, there may be 
limited interest on the part of the oil industry 
in bidding on SPR supply.’’ 

This underlines the need for a more com-
prehensive approach to energy issues that 
combines short-term steps with other changes 
that will take effect in a longer time frame. 

For example, I think we should reduce the 
tariff—that is, the tax—on imported ethanol, so 
that it will again be a safeguard against sub-
sidizing foreign blenders rather than a trade 
barrier against imports of this fuel that can add 
to our supplies and thus further reduce the 
pressure on prices. I have introduced a bill 
(H.R. 6234, the Imported Ethanol Facilitation 
Act) that would do just that. 

In addition, I am open to increasing the ex-
tent to which Federal lands on the outer conti-
nental shelf can be subject to exploration for 
and development of energy resources, and I 
support adding a stronger due-diligence re-
quirement to promote more rapid exploration 
and development on existing leases on those 
lands and onshore as well. 

We also need to continue to work to reduce 
the potential for artificial increases in prices 
through improper speculation or other market- 
distorting activities. 

And we need to keep pushing for continued 
aggressive development of alternative sources 
of energy—especially renewable sources—to 
reduce our dependence on petroleum as well 
as for greater efficiencies in the way we use 
energy, so that we can do more with the same 
or reduced amounts. 

In other words, this bill is not all that is re-
quired for a better energy policy. But I think it 
does have the potential to assist consumers in 
the short run, without harming the national-se-
curity purposes served by maintaining our 
strategic petroleum reserve. So, I will vote for 
it and encourage all our colleagues to do so 
as well. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, all of us are aware 
of the soaring cost of gasoline and the impact 
it is having on the people we represent. Our 
constituents want to know what we’re doing to 
provide relief at the pump. 

Over the initial opposition of the White 
House, the Congress has already passed leg-
islation to suspend further oil purchases for 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve this year, 
freeing up 70,000 gallons of oil a day for use 
by consumers. Further action is needed to 
help the economy and help consumers. 

The bill before the House today takes the 
next step. It requires the Energy Department 
to release 70 million barrels of light, sweet 
crude oil from the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve in exchange for the same amount of 

heavier grade crude oil. Light, sweet crude oil 
contains less sulfur and is the easiest oil to re-
fine into gasoline. Under this legislation, the 
Secretary of Energy would be directed to de-
ploy 70 million barrels of light crude oil over 
the next six months. Passage of this bill would 
also be a shot across the bow of the specu-
lators who have been driving up the cost of 
oil. More than any other action the Federal 
Government could take, this proposal has the 
greatest potential to reduce gasoline prices in 
the near term. 

I know that some of my colleagues will ob-
ject to the use of the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve for this purpose. They will protest that 
the Reserve is for use in emergencies. Like a 
broken record, they will repeat their call to 
open up the entire Outer Continental Shelf to 
oil drilling. I do not agree. Rising oil and gaso-
line prices are causing serious damage to our 
Nation’s economy. We have before us the 
means to mitigate some of that damage and 
do so immediately. 

Vast areas of the Outer Continental Shelf 
are already open to drilling. Less than 2 years 
ago, and with my support, Congress voted to 
open up an additional 8.3 million acres for off-
shore exploration and drilling. All told, the oil 
companies are using only 10.5 million of the 
44 million offshore acres that have already 
been leased to them. In any case, according 
to the Bush Administration’s own Energy Infor-
mation Administration, even if we repealed the 
offshore ban today, oil and gas production 
would not begin there until 2017 at the ear-
liest; further, lifting the remaining offshore drill-
ing restrictions and I quote from the EIA anal-
ysis ‘‘would not have a significant impact on 
domestic crude oil and natural gas production 
or prices before 2030.’’ 

We cannot wait until 2030. The need for re-
lief at the pump is immediate. I urge all my 
colleagues to join me in supporting the legisla-
tion before the House. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of this legislation. 

The proposal before us today would require 
the President to release small amounts of 
sweet, light crude oil from the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve. That oil would be replaced by 
heavy crude, at a later date and at a lower 
price. 

In the face of record high oil prices, this is 
a common sense step for a number of rea-
sons. 

First, earlier releases from the SPR, by 
each of the last three Presidents, brought 
down oil prices by between 9 percent and 33 
percent within weeks. There is no reason to 
believe that we won’t see a similar result 
today. Putting more oil on the market is a sure 
way to reduce prices. 

Second, we have the SPR in place for na-
tional emergencies. The damage that these 
high oil prices are doing to individual con-
sumers and to our economy as a whole cer-
tainly qualifies as such an emergency. In addi-
tion, the SPR is already at a record 97 percent 
of capacity and this legislation requires that it 
not drop below 90 percent. 

Third, releasing oil from the SPR is one of 
the few steps that we can take to actually af-
fect prices immediately. President Bush and 
his supporters continue to call for opening our 
entire coast to new drilling and to begin ex-
ploring in the Alaska National Wildlife Refuge. 
But this failed ‘‘drill-only’’ strategy would have 
zero effect on oil prices today and is what has 
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gotten us into this mess in the first place. It 
would simply be one more gift for a favored 
special interest of this Administration, the oil 
and gas industry. 

Democrats have a better plan. We are work-
ing on legislation to crack down on what ap-
pears to be rampant speculation that may be 
driving up prices by as much as 20 percent, 
according to some experts. In addition, we 
have voted to force oil and gas companies to 
drill on the lands they have leased or lose ac-
cess to them and to speed up construction of 
a natural gas pipeline in Alaska. If enacted, 
that legislation would help increase supply in 
the medium term. 

For the long term, we have enacted expan-
sion of many energy efficiency measures, 
such as the first increase in auto efficiency 
standards in 32 years, that will help us use 
less energy across our economy. And we are 
moving forward with greater incentives to en-
courage the use of alternative and renewable 
resources. We must continue to build on these 
measures so we can begin a much-needed 
transition away from an economy based on 
fossil fuels. 

But these measures, as critically important 
as they are, will take time. In the meantime we 
have to move to help consumers today. And 
that is what this legislation would do. 

Madam Speaker, high gas prices are hurting 
the American people and crippling our econ-
omy. 

While we have seen the price of oil drop by 
some $20 a barrel in the last week or two, it 
is still at ridiculously high levels and prices at 
the pump are still way over $4 a gallon in my 
district and many others. 

And while my constituents across the South 
and Central Coast are finding it hard to afford 
to go to the grocery store, take their kids to 
soccer and even get to work, the big oil com-
panies are once again reporting record profits. 

This is an absolute disgrace and this Con-
gress is moving to put an end to that situation 
with this legislation. 

I urge my colleagues to support this com-
mon sense bill to help American consumers. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong support of H.R. 6578, the Consumer 
Energy Supply Act, which would require a 70 
million barrel exchange of light oil from the 
SPR in exchange for heavier crude at a later 
date. I introduced similar legislation in May 
2008 to exchange 50 million barrels of light 
crude oil. 

I believe, it is critically important to use the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, SPR, to address 
our national energy crisis. The SPR was cre-
ated to protect the United States from oil sup-
ply disruptions and is now more than 97 per-
cent full, its highest level ever. Unfortunately, 
the Energy Department’s Energy Information 
Administration announced on July 23, 2008 
that non SPR crude oil stocks are down more 
than 55 million barrels from a year ago and 
distillate stocks are only a few million barrels 
above last year’s levels. 

As I travel around Connecticut’s Second 
Congressional District and meet with my con-
stituents, I hear from families, school adminis-
trators and businesses about their concerns 
with high energy prices. While gasoline prices 
continue to hover above $4 per gallon in east-
ern Connecticut, residents and heating oil 
dealers are also concerned about the price 
and supply of heating oil this year. 

At an April 2008 hearing before the House 
Select Committee on Energy Independence 

and Global Warming, Melanie Kenderdine, 
with MIT and formerly of the Energy Depart-
ment, testified that an exchange of 50 million 
barrels of light crude from the SPR ‘‘could be 
expected to temporarily drive down oil prices 
without appreciably reducing the insurance 
value of the SPR in the near term.’’ 

In 2000, when heating oil stocks were low, 
the Administration undertook an exchange of 
30 million barrels of oil from the SPR and the 
impact on prices was immediate. All of the oil 
was refined, despite worries about refining ca-
pacity, and crude oil prices dropped almost 20 
percent. In addition, there were sufficient heat-
ing oil supplies that winter. 

We need more oil on the market now to 
bring down the price of crude oil and gasoline 
and before the cold New England winter sets 
in. That is why I introduced my legislation and 
why I recognize that even more oil is needed 
on the market than my bill required. I urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 6578. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. BAR-
ROW) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 6578, as amend-
ed. 

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

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

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I object to the vote on the ground that 
a quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 268, nays 
157, not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 527] 

YEAS—268 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 

Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 

Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fossella 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 

Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kingston 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 

Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 

Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—157 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Ehlers 
English (PA) 
Everett 

Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 

Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
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Sali 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 

Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 

Walsh (NY) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bishop (UT) 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 

Cubin 
Hinojosa 
Hulshof 
Jones (OH) 

LaHood 
Ortiz 
Rush 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members have 2 minutes re-
maining to vote. 

b 1444 

Messrs. SHUSTER, SAXTON and 
DAVIS of Virginia changed their vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WHITFIELD of Kentucky and 
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds not being in the af-
firmative) the motion was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on roll-

call No. 527, I inadvertently missed this vote. 
I was delayed getting to the floor. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY BRIDGE RE-
CONSTRUCTION AND INSPECTION 
ACT OF 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1344 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3999. 

b 1444 

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 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
3999) to amend title 23, United States 
Code, to improve the safety of Federal- 
aid highway bridges, to strengthen 
bridge inspection standards and proc-
esses, to increase investment in the re-
construction of structurally deficient 
bridges on the National Highway Sys-
tem, and for other purposes, with Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose on Wednes-
day, July 23, 2008, amendment No. 11 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
760 by the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. OBERSTAR) had been disposed of. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. CHILDERS 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, the unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. CHILDERS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. 
CHILDERS: 

At the end of section 5, add the following: 
(d) COMPLIANCE WITH IMMIGRATION AND NA-

TIONALITY ACT.—None of the funds appro-
priated pursuant to subsection (a) may be 
used to employ workers in violation of sec-
tion 274A of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324a). 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 416, noes 1, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 6, not voting 16, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 528] 

AYES—416 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 

Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 

Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 

Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 

Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOES—1 

Moore (WI) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—6 

Clarke 
Edwards (MD) 

Ellison 
Grijalva 

Honda 
Towns 

NOT VOTING—16 

Bishop (UT) 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cubin 
DeLauro 

Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 
Hinojosa 
Hulshof 
Johnson, Sam 
LaHood 

Ortiz 
Rush 
Slaughter 
Sutton 
Young (AK) 

b 1503 

Mr. CRENSHAW changed his vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Chairman, on 

rollcall No. 528, had I been present I would 
have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 

Committee rises. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
SCHIFF) having assumed the chair, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 3999) to amend title 23, 
United States Code, to improve the 
safety of Federal-aid highway bridges, 
to strengthen bridge inspection stand-
ards and processes, to increase invest-
ment in the reconstruction of struc-
turally deficient bridges on the Na-
tional Highway System, and for other 
purposes, pursuant to House Resolution 
1344, she reported the bill back to the 
House with an amendment adopted by 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? If not, the question is on the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. POE 
Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I have a mo-

tion to recommit at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. POE. In its current form, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Poe moves to recommit the bill H.R. 

3999 to the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure with instructions to report 
the same back to the House forthwith with 
the following amendment: 
SEC. 7. REMOVAL OF CERTAIN STRUCTURALLY 

DEFICIENT BRIDGES ON FEDERAL- 
AID HIGHWAYS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, a structurally defi-
cient bridge on a Federal-aid highway with a 
Federal Highway Administration bridge suf-
ficiency rating of 5 or less that has also been 
designated as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under section 4 of the Act enti-
tled ‘‘An Act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters’’, approved 
March 23, 1906 (33 U.S.C. 494; popularly 
known as the ‘‘General Bridge Act of 1906’’) 
shall be removed once a new bridge or other 
facility is opened that will carry the vehic-
ular traffic that was once carried by the 
structurally deficient bridge. 

(b) PENALTIES.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, upon issuance of an appro-
priate order by the Secretary of Transpor-
tation, the owner or operator of a struc-
turally deficient bridge that has not been re-

moved in violation of subsection (a) shall be 
subject to penalties under section 5(b) of the 
Act referred to in subsection (a) (33 U.S.C. 
495(b)). 

(c) STRUCTURALLY DEFICIENT BRIDGE DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘struc-
turally deficient bridge’’ means a bridge that 
has— 

(1) significant load-carrying elements that 
are in poor or worse condition due to deterio-
ration or damage, or both; 

(2) a load capacity that is significantly 
below current truckloads and that requires 
replacement; or 

(3) a waterway opening causing frequent 
flooding of the bridge deck and approaches 
resulting in significant traffic interruptions. 

Mr. POE (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Clerk will continue to read. 
The Clerk continued to read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank first of all the chairman of the 
committee for his work on this bill and 
his vast knowledge of transportation 
issues, not just with bridges but every 
other issue regarding transportation 
and how he is able to give us that his-
tory lesson every time the committee 
meets, either in English or Spanish. He 
can do both of those. 

Today there is a reasonably good sys-
tem in place for removing old bridges 
when they need to be replaced with 
new bridges, but it is in the circum-
venting of that system that causes 
problems. Old bridges that have been 
replaced, if not removed, could cause 
nationwide problems for shipbuilders, 
ship operators, port authorities, ter-
minal operators and even barge opera-
tors. 

Under current law, bridges have to 
come down or be repaired when they 
pose an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation. This is carried out through 
bridge permit requirements, providing 
that an old bridge must be torn down 
when the new bridge is built and the 
old bridge no longer serves a transpor-
tation function. 

One example of where this process is 
not followed is the Brightman Street 
Bridge case. This bridge is 101 years 
old. New construction started 10 years 
ago, but yet the new bridge has still 
not been built, and now there are plans 
to keep the old bridge in place even 
after the new bridge is constructed. 

There has been a constant increase in 
the size of ships on our waterways 
throughout history. This makes 
bridges built in the past an obstruction 
and danger to navigation. For instance, 
the width between the bridge and the 
pier on the new Brightman Street 
bridge are much longer than on the 
current bridge. And unless old bridges 
like this are removed, they will still be 
navigation problems upriver. 

We need to understand that some of 
the worst, most severely deteriorated 

bridges in the country are not only 
hazardous to vehicular traffic and peo-
ple traveling on top of the bridge, but 
also to maritime and perhaps rail traf-
fic that are below them. There are 
bridges deemed by the Coast Guard to 
be navigational hazards, and when 
States build a replacement bridge, the 
hazards ought to be removed. 

There are roughly 60 bridges with a 
sufficiency rating of 5 or less, or what 
I call 95 percent deficient that are over 
navigable waters according to 2007 
numbers. 

The purpose of this motion to recom-
mit is to be proactive, Mr. Speaker, 
and strengthen current policy that 
when a permit is issued to build a new 
bridge it also includes a provision or 
requirement for removal of the old 
bridge. If an exception to this rule is 
allowed to continue, it could lead to 
similar bridges being kept nationwide 
for limited transportation purposes. 
But the sole purpose of using these old 
bridges is to really block upstream de-
velopment, specifically blocking en-
ergy development upstream that has 
already been approved. 

Keeping an old bridge when a replace-
ment has been constructed has less to 
do with the condition of the bridge and 
more to do with the existence of an un-
necessary barrier to navigation. This 
makes the dangers of an old bridge 
worse for the maritime industry. 

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from New Mexico. 

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

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas for bringing 
this important subject up. It is indeed 
ironic that we are considering today a 
bridge safety bill and the very stimulus 
of the bill was a bridge that was ap-
proximately 40 years old, and now then 
we have this motion to recommit that 
directs attention to this bridge which 
is over 100 years old. 

The Massachusetts Highway Depart-
ment recognized five significant prob-
lems with this particular bridge, the 
one that is in question under this mo-
tion to recommit; first of all, that it 
was structurally deficient; secondly, 
that the narrow horizontal clearance of 
the draw span opening is only 98 feet; 
thirdly, that the location of the chan-
nel opening on its side rather than the 
center; and then fourth, the vertical 
clearance through the draw span is 
only 27 feet above the mean water 
level; and fifth, there are of course 
traffic congestion problems at the 
Route 6, 138 and 103 intersection in 
Somerset. 

The provision that was put in to keep 
this bridge in place was placed in the 
bill in order to allow emergency traffic 
and pedestrian traffic. Now, the emer-
gency traffic, the large vehicles, the 
fire trucks, have already been prohib-
ited from going across this because it’s 
unsafe, and though still we’re going to 
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keep the bridge here, and we have to 
understand that with the prices of en-
ergy today, that this block has very 
little to do with the bridge itself but 
instead is to do with the fact that our 
energy policies have been hijacked by a 
small group of extremists who refuse, 
at any point, to have more energy 
brought into this country, either by 
our own resources or by external re-
sources. And that is the end result of 
what is going on with this bridge. 

So the motion to recommit simply 
says that the bridges that are unsafe as 
measured by a distinct standard that is 
available, would be actually torn down. 
The U.S. Coast Guard said that we need 
to tear the bridge down. The Massachu-
setts Highway Department said it’s un-
safe and would not like to use it. It’s 
going to cost the taxpayers $1.5 million 
to keep it open. 

Let’s pass this motion to recommit. 
Let’s do the right thing and get more 
energy into this country. 

b 1515 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in opposition to the motion to recom-
mit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Minnesota is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I first want to ad-
dress the underlying bill. There is a 
great deal of misinformation coming 
from some State Departments of 
Transportation. Curiously, those who 
have done the most transferring money 
out of their bridge account for other 
purposes, then come back and complain 
that they don’t have enough money to 
repair deficient bridges. 

The language in this legislation, by 
determination of the Congressional 
Budget Office, is not a mandate. There 
is no intergovernmental or private sec-
tor mandates, as defined in the Un-
funded Mandates Reform Act, first. 

Secondly, the bill requires States to 
inspect structurally deficient bridges 
and fractured critical bridges annually. 
And to do that work, they can use 
money out of their bridge account to 
pay for bridge inspectors and to under-
take the inspections. There is no limi-
tation. The only limitation is if you 
have a structurally fractured critical 
bridge in your bridge inventory, fix it 
first before you transfer money for 
some other purpose. 

Now this pending motion to recom-
mit was rejected in our committee 
when we initially considered it in an-
other piece of legislation. It is really 
special interest legislation because the 
company that would operate the LNG 
facility would be a principal bene-
ficiary. 

To explain the specifics of that intri-
cacy, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN). 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

With respect to the gentlemen from 
Texas and New Mexico, they don’t 
know what they are talking about. I 

mean, this is ridiculous. We are talking 
about a bridge in Fall River, Massachu-
setts. This is a bridge that is owned by 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
It is not owned by the Federal Govern-
ment; it is owned by the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts. The Common-
wealth of Massachusetts and the city 
of Fall River and the people of that 
community have decided that they 
want to preserve this bridge. Why, one 
of the reasons why is for an evacuation 
route. And another reason why is they 
want to turn it into a biking path and 
a walking path to help revitalize the 
waterfront in Fall River and Somerset. 

The community is almost unanimous 
in their support for this effort. There is 
no controversy in Fall River. There is 
no controversy in Massachusetts about 
this. 

And as far as the debate about LNG, 
this is the least of the problems for a 
potential LNG facility in the middle of 
Fall River. The Coast Guard has said it 
is an unacceptable risk. The U.S. Navy 
has said it is a mistake. The Secretary 
of Commerce has said it is a bad idea. 
This has nothing to do with LNG. This 
has everything to do with whether or 
not we are going to allow some people 
on that side of the aisle to attack the 
hardworking families of Fall River who 
last week they verbally assaulted be-
cause they said they were not entitled 
to any kind of environmental benefit. 
This week they want to take away a 
bridge that the Commonwealth of Mas-
sachusetts owns that the people of Fall 
River want to protect. 

Massachusetts, by the way, in terms 
of LNG, is doing more than almost 
every other State in this country. We 
have two up and running and another 
being licensed. So this has nothing to 
do with energy. This has nothing to do 
with LNG. This has everything to do 
with whether or not the people of Fall 
River, the hardworking people of Fall 
River, deserve to determine what to do 
with a little measly bridge that they 
want to preserve to help revitalize 
their waterfront. 

So enough of this nonsense; vote 
down this motion. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. FRANK). 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. You 
have heard about the merits; let me 
talk about the personal politics. 

I just ran over here from a hearing 
that I called at the request of the Re-
publicans on the Financial Services 
Committee because I was trying to ac-
commodate them. 

To have this brought up attacking 
our district as an ambush with no no-
tice, with no discussion when we are 
trying to do business, when I spent all 
week trying to work with this adminis-
tration, and I know all the people on 
that side didn’t like it. I am about to 
go to conference on the flood insurance 
bill, and a number of Members on both 
sides of the aisle have come to me and 
said we have this issue and that issue. 
I have promised to give every consider-
ation. 

To have this kind of a political at-
tack on an important issue to our dis-
trict with no notice in the midst of our 
trying to conduct other business is not 
worthy of the traditions of this House. 
And I would be glad to discuss this at 
other times. 

But I would just advise that if this is 
the precedent that we are setting, that 
we no longer decide that a Member 
knows best what is in his or her dis-
trict, I will be glad to learn that today. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a re-
corded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 151, noes 268, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 5, not voting 10, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 529] 

AYES—151 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
English (PA) 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 

Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
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NOES—268 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fossella 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 

Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heller 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman (VA) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—5 

Aderholt 
Bonner 

Everett 
Rogers (AL) 

Weller 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bishop (UT) 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 

Cannon 
Cubin 
Hinojosa 
Hulshof 

LaHood 
Ortiz 
Rush 

MOMENT OF SILENCE OBSERVED IN MEMORY OF 
OFFICER JACOB J. CHESTNUT AND DETECTIVE 
JOHN M. GIBSON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ELLSWORTH) (during the vote). Pursu-
ant to the Chair’s announcement of 
earlier today, the House will now ob-
serve a moment of silence in memory 
of Officer Jacob J. Chestnut and Detec-
tive John M. Gibson. 

Will all present please rise for a mo-
ment of silence. 

b 1542 

Messrs. PASTOR, RAMSTAD, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mrs. CAPPS, Messrs. 
FERGUSON, KING of New York, MAN-
ZULLO and RANGEL changed their 
vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SCHIFF). The question is on the passage 
of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 367, nays 55, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 530] 

YEAS—367 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 

Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 

Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 

Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—55 

Aderholt 
Bilbray 
Bonner 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Campbell (CA) 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Everett 
Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Mack 
Marchant 
McHenry 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 

Moran (KS) 
Neugebauer 
Paul 
Pence 
Pickering 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
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Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 

Tancredo 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 

Weldon (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Bishop (UT) 
Boehner 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 

Cannon 
Cubin 
Hinojosa 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 

LaHood 
Ortiz 
Rush 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members have 2 minutes re-
maining to cast their votes. 

b 1553 

Mr. WELDON of Florida and Mr. 
HOEKSTRA changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 3999, NA-
TIONAL HIGHWAY BRIDGE RE-
CONSTRUCTION AND INSPECTION 
ACT OF 2008 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that in the engross-
ment of H.R. 3999, the Clerk be author-
ized to correct section numbers, punc-
tuation, cross-references, and to make 
such other technical and conforming 
changes as may be necessary to accu-
rately reflect the actions of the House. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

TOM LANTOS AND HENRY J. HYDE 
UNITED STATES GLOBAL LEAD-
ERSHIP AGAINST HIV/AIDS, TU-
BERCULOSIS, AND MALARIA RE-
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2008 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 1362, I call from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 5501) 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
years 2009 through 2013 to provide as-
sistance to foreign countries to combat 
HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria, 
and for other purposes, with a Senate 
amendment thereto, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will designate the Senate amend-
ment. 

The text of the Senate amendment is 
as follows: 

Senate amendment: 
Strike all after the enacting clause and in-

sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United 
States Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, 
Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reauthorization 
Act of 2008’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Findings. 

Sec. 3. Definitions. 
Sec. 4. Purpose. 
Sec. 5. Authority to consolidate and combine re-

ports. 
TITLE I—POLICY PLANNING AND 

COORDINATION 
Sec. 101. Development of an updated, com-

prehensive, 5-year, global strat-
egy. 

Sec. 102. Interagency working group. 
Sec. 103. Sense of Congress. 
TITLE II—SUPPORT FOR MULTILATERAL 

FUNDS, PROGRAMS, AND PUBLIC-PRI-
VATE PARTNERSHIPS 

Sec. 201. Voluntary contributions to inter-
national vaccine funds. 

Sec. 202. Participation in the Global Fund to 
Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and 
Malaria. 

Sec. 203. Research on methods for women to 
prevent transmission of HIV and 
other diseases. 

Sec. 204. Combating HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria by strengthening 
health policies and health systems 
of partner countries. 

Sec. 205. Facilitating effective operations of the 
Centers for Disease Control. 

Sec. 206. Facilitating vaccine development. 
TITLE III—BILATERAL EFFORTS 

Subtitle A—General Assistance and Programs 
Sec. 301. Assistance to combat HIV/AIDS. 
Sec. 302. Assistance to combat tuberculosis. 
Sec. 303. Assistance to combat malaria. 
Sec. 304. Malaria Response Coordinator. 
Sec. 305. Amendment to Immigration and Na-

tionality Act. 
Sec. 306. Clerical amendment. 
Sec. 307. Requirements. 
Sec. 308. Annual report on prevention of moth-

er-to-child transmission of HIV. 
Sec. 309. Prevention of mother-to-child trans-

mission expert panel. 
TITLE IV—FUNDING ALLOCATIONS 

Sec. 401. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 402. Sense of Congress. 
Sec. 403. Allocation of funds. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS 
Sec. 501. Machine readable visa fees. 
TITLE VI—EMERGENCY PLAN FOR INDIAN 

SAFETY AND HEALTH 
Sec. 601. Emergency plan for Indian safety and 

health. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Section 2 of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7601) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(29) On May 27, 2003, the President signed 
this Act into law, launching the largest inter-
national public health program of its kind ever 
created. 

‘‘(30) Between 2003 and 2008, the United 
States, through the President’s Emergency Plan 
for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR) and in conjunction 
with other bilateral programs and the multilat-
eral Global Fund has helped to— 

‘‘(A) provide antiretroviral therapy for over 
1,900,000 people; 

‘‘(B) ensure that over 150,000 infants, most of 
whom would have likely been infected with HIV 
during pregnancy or childbirth, were not in-
fected; and 

‘‘(C) provide palliative care and HIV preven-
tion assistance to millions of other people. 

‘‘(31) While United States leadership in the 
battles against HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and ma-
laria has had an enormous impact, these dis-
eases continue to take a terrible toll on the 
human race. 

‘‘(32) According to the 2007 AIDS Epidemic 
Update of the Joint United Nations Programme 
on HIV/AIDS (UNAIDS)— 

‘‘(A) an estimated 2,100,000 people died of 
AIDS-related causes in 2007; and 

‘‘(B) an estimated 2,500,000 people were newly 
infected with HIV during that year. 

‘‘(33) According to the World Health Organi-
zation, malaria kills more than 1,000,000 people 
per year, 70 percent of whom are children under 
5 years of age. 

‘‘(34) According to the World Health Organi-
zation, 1⁄3 of the world’s population is infected 
with the tuberculosis bacterium, and tuber-
culosis is 1 of the greatest infectious causes of 
death of adults worldwide, killing 1,600,000 peo-
ple per year. 

‘‘(35) Efforts to promote abstinence, fidelity, 
the correct and consistent use of condoms, the 
delay of sexual debut, and the reduction of con-
current sexual partners represent important ele-
ments of strategies to prevent the transmission 
of HIV/AIDS. 

‘‘(36) According to UNAIDS— 
‘‘(A) women and girls make up nearly 60 per-

cent of persons in sub-Saharan Africa who are 
HIV positive; 

‘‘(B) women and girls are more biologically, 
economically, and socially vulnerable to HIV in-
fection; and 

‘‘(C) gender issues are critical components in 
the effort to prevent HIV/AIDS and to care for 
those affected by the disease. 

‘‘(37) Children who have lost a parent to HIV/ 
AIDS, who are otherwise directly affected by 
the disease, or who live in areas of high HIV 
prevalence may be vulnerable to the disease or 
its socioeconomic effects. 

‘‘(38) Lack of health capacity, including in-
sufficient personnel and inadequate infrastruc-
ture, in sub-Saharan Africa and other regions of 
the world is a critical barrier that limits the ef-
fectiveness of efforts to combat HIV/AIDS, tu-
berculosis, and malaria, and to achieve other 
global health goals. 

‘‘(39) On March 30, 2007, the Institute of Med-
icine of the National Academies released a re-
port entitled ‘PEPFAR Implementation: 
Progress and Promise’, which found that budget 
allocations setting percentage levels for spend-
ing on prevention, care, and treatment and for 
certain subsets of activities within the preven-
tion category— 

‘‘(A) have ‘adversely affected implementation 
of the U.S. Global AIDS Initiative’; 

‘‘(B) have inhibited comprehensive, inte-
grated, evidence based approaches; 

‘‘(C) ‘have been counterproductive’; 
‘‘(D) ‘may have been helpful initially in en-

suring a balance of attention to activities within 
the 4 categories of prevention, treatment, care, 
and orphans and vulnerable children’; 

‘‘(E) ‘have also limited PEPFAR’s ability to 
tailor its activities in each country to the local 
epidemic and to coordinate with the level of ac-
tivities in the countries’ national plans’; and 

‘‘(F) should be removed by Congress and re-
placed with more appropriate mechanisms 
that— 

‘‘(i) ‘ensure accountability for results from 
Country Teams to the U.S. Global AIDS Coordi-
nator and to Congress’; and 

‘‘(ii) ‘ensure that spending is directly linked 
to and commensurate with necessary efforts to 
achieve both country and overall performance 
targets for prevention, treatment, care, and or-
phans and vulnerable children’. 

‘‘(40) The United States Government has en-
dorsed the principles of harmonization in co-
ordinating efforts to combat HIV/AIDS com-
monly referred to as the ‘Three Ones’, which in-
cludes— 

‘‘(A) 1 agreed HIV/AIDS action framework 
that provides the basis for coordination of the 
work of all partners; 

‘‘(B) 1 national HIV/AIDS coordinating au-
thority, with a broadbased multisectoral man-
date; and 

‘‘(C) 1 agreed HIV/AIDS country-level moni-
toring and evaluating system. 

‘‘(41) In the Abuja Declaration on HIV/AIDS, 
Tuberculosis and Other Related Infectious Dis-
eases, of April 26–27, 2001 (referred to in this Act 
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as the ‘Abuja Declaration’), the Heads of State 
and Government of the Organization of African 
Unity (OAU)— 

‘‘(A) declared that they would ‘place the fight 
against HIV/AIDS at the forefront and as the 
highest priority issue in our respective national 
development plans’; 

‘‘(B) committed ‘TO TAKE PERSONAL RE-
SPONSIBILITY AND PROVIDE LEADERSHIP 
for the activities of the National AIDS Commis-
sions/Councils’; 

‘‘(C) resolved ‘to lead from the front the battle 
against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis and Other Re-
lated Infectious Diseases by personally ensuring 
that such bodies were properly convened in mo-
bilizing our societies as a whole and providing 
focus for unified national policymaking and 
programme implementation, ensuring coordina-
tion of all sectors at all levels with a gender per-
spective and respect for human rights, particu-
larly to ensure equal rights for people living 
with HIV/AIDS’; and 

‘‘(D) pledged ‘to set a target of allocating at 
least 15% of our annual budget to the improve-
ment of the health sector’.’’. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 3 of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7602) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘Committee 
on International Relations’’ and inserting 
‘‘Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the Senate, and the Committee on Ap-
propriations’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para-
graph (12); 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(5), as paragraphs (4) through (6), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) GLOBAL AIDS COORDINATOR.—The term 
‘Global AIDS Coordinator’ means the Coordi-
nator of United States Government Activities to 
Combat HIV/AIDS Globally.’’; and 

(5) by inserting after paragraph (6), as redes-
ignated, the following: 

‘‘(7) IMPACT EVALUATION RESEARCH.—The 
term ‘impact evaluation research’ means the ap-
plication of research methods and statistical 
analysis to measure the extent to which change 
in a population-based outcome can be attributed 
to program intervention instead of other envi-
ronmental factors. 

‘‘(8) OPERATIONS RESEARCH.—The term ‘oper-
ations research’ means the application of social 
science research methods, statistical analysis, 
and other appropriate scientific methods to 
judge, compare, and improve policies and pro-
gram outcomes, from the earliest stages of defin-
ing and designing programs through their devel-
opment and implementation, with the objective 
of the rapid dissemination of conclusions and 
concrete impact on programming. 

‘‘(9) PARAPROFESSIONAL.—The term ‘para-
professional’ means an individual who is 
trained and employed as a health agent for the 
provision of basic assistance in the identifica-
tion, prevention, or treatment of illness or dis-
ability. 

‘‘(10) PARTNER GOVERNMENT.—The term ‘part-
ner government’ means a government with 
which the United States is working to provide 
assistance to combat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, or 
malaria on behalf of people living within the ju-
risdiction of such government. 

‘‘(11) PROGRAM MONITORING.—The term ‘pro-
gram monitoring’ means the collection, analysis, 
and use of routine program data to determine— 

‘‘(A) how well a program is carried out; and 
‘‘(B) how much the program costs.’’. 

SEC. 4. PURPOSE. 
Section 4 of the United States Leadership 

Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7603) is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 4. PURPOSE. 

‘‘The purpose of this Act is to strengthen and 
enhance United States leadership and the effec-

tiveness of the United States response to the 
HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria pandemics 
and other related and preventable infectious 
diseases as part of the overall United States 
health and development agenda by— 

‘‘(1) establishing comprehensive, coordinated, 
and integrated 5-year, global strategies to com-
bat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria by— 

‘‘(A) building on progress and successes to 
date; 

‘‘(B) improving harmonization of United 
States efforts with national strategies of partner 
governments and other public and private enti-
ties; and 

‘‘(C) emphasizing capacity building initiatives 
in order to promote a transition toward greater 
sustainability through the support of country- 
driven efforts; 

‘‘(2) providing increased resources for bilateral 
and multilateral efforts to fight HIV/AIDS, tu-
berculosis, and malaria as integrated compo-
nents of United States development assistance; 

‘‘(3) intensifying efforts to— 
‘‘(A) prevent HIV infection; 
‘‘(B) ensure the continued support for, and 

expanded access to, treatment and care pro-
grams; 

‘‘(C) enhance the effectiveness of prevention, 
treatment, and care programs; and 

‘‘(D) address the particular vulnerabilities of 
girls and women; 

‘‘(4) encouraging the expansion of private sec-
tor efforts and expanding public-private sector 
partnerships to combat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria; 

‘‘(5) reinforcing efforts to— 
‘‘(A) develop safe and effective vaccines, 

microbicides, and other prevention and treat-
ment technologies; and 

‘‘(B) improve diagnostics capabilities for HIV/ 
AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria; and 

‘‘(6) helping partner countries to— 
‘‘(A) strengthen health systems; 
‘‘(B) expand health workforce; and 
‘‘(C) address infrastructural weaknesses.’’. 

SEC. 5. AUTHORITY TO CONSOLIDATE AND COM-
BINE REPORTS. 

Section 5 of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7604) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘, with the exception of the 5-year strat-
egy’’ before the period at the end. 

TITLE I—POLICY PLANNING AND 
COORDINATION 

SEC. 101. DEVELOPMENT OF AN UPDATED, COM-
PREHENSIVE, 5-YEAR, GLOBAL 
STRATEGY. 

(a) STRATEGY.—Section 101(a) of the United 
States Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 
7611(a)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) STRATEGY.—The President shall establish 
a comprehensive, integrated, 5-year strategy to 
expand and improve efforts to combat global 
HIV/AIDS. This strategy shall— 

‘‘(1) further strengthen the capability of the 
United States to be an effective leader of the 
international campaign against this disease and 
strengthen the capacities of nations experi-
encing HIV/AIDS epidemics to combat this dis-
ease; 

‘‘(2) maintain sufficient flexibility and remain 
responsive to— 

‘‘(A) changes in the epidemic; 
‘‘(B) challenges facing partner countries in 

developing and implementing an effective na-
tional response; and 

‘‘(C) evidence-based improvements and inno-
vations in the prevention, care, and treatment 
of HIV/AIDS; 

‘‘(3) situate United States efforts to combat 
HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria within the 
broader United States global health and devel-
opment agenda, establishing a roadmap to link 
investments in specific disease programs to the 
broader goals of strengthening health systems 
and infrastructure and to integrate and coordi-

nate HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, or malaria pro-
grams with other health or development pro-
grams, as appropriate; 

‘‘(4) provide a plan to— 
‘‘(A) prevent 12,000,000 new HIV infections 

worldwide; 
‘‘(B) support— 
‘‘(i) the increase in the number of individuals 

with HIV/AIDS receiving antiretroviral treat-
ment above the goal established under section 
402(a)(3) and increased pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (3) of section 403(d); and 

‘‘(ii) additional treatment through coordi-
nated multilateral efforts; 

‘‘(C) support care for 12,000,000 individuals in-
fected with or affected by HIV/AIDS, including 
5,000,000 orphans and vulnerable children af-
fected by HIV/AIDS, with an emphasis on pro-
moting a comprehensive, coordinated system of 
services to be integrated throughout the con-
tinuum of care; 

‘‘(D) help partner countries in the effort to 
achieve goals of 80 percent access to counseling, 
testing, and treatment to prevent the trans-
mission of HIV from mother to child, empha-
sizing a continuum of care model; 

‘‘(E) help partner countries to provide care 
and treatment services to children with HIV in 
proportion to their percentage within the HIV- 
infected population in each country; 

‘‘(F) promote preservice training for health 
professionals designed to strengthen the capac-
ity of institutions to develop and implement 
policies for training health workers to combat 
HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria; 

‘‘(G) equip teachers with skills needed for 
HIV/AIDS prevention and support for persons 
with, or affected by, HIV/AIDS; 

‘‘(H) provide and share best practices for com-
bating HIV/AIDS with health professionals; 

‘‘(I) promote pediatric HIV/AIDS training for 
physicians, nurses, and other health care work-
ers, through public-private partnerships if pos-
sible, including through the designation, if ap-
propriate, of centers of excellence for training in 
pediatric HIV/AIDS prevention, care, and treat-
ment in partner countries; and 

‘‘(J) help partner countries to train and sup-
port retention of health care professionals and 
paraprofessionals, with the target of training 
and retaining at least 140,000 new health care 
professionals and paraprofessionals with an em-
phasis on training and in country deployment 
of critically needed doctors and nurses and to 
strengthen capacities in developing countries, 
especially in sub-Saharan Africa, to deliver pri-
mary health care with the objective of helping 
countries achieve staffing levels of at least 2.3 
doctors, nurses, and midwives per 1,000 popu-
lation, as called for by the World Health Orga-
nization; 

‘‘(5) include multisectoral approaches and 
specific strategies to treat individuals infected 
with HIV/AIDS and to prevent the further 
transmission of HIV infections, with a par-
ticular focus on the needs of families with chil-
dren (including the prevention of mother-to- 
child transmission), women, young people, or-
phans, and vulnerable children; 

‘‘(6) establish a timetable with annual global 
treatment targets with country-level benchmarks 
for antiretroviral treatment; 

‘‘(7) expand the integration of timely and rel-
evant research within the prevention, care, and 
treatment of HIV/AIDS; 

‘‘(8) include a plan for program monitoring, 
operations research, and impact evaluation and 
for the dissemination of a best practices report 
to highlight findings; 

‘‘(9) support the in-country or intra-regional 
training, preferably through public-private 
partnerships, of scientific investigators, man-
agers, and other staff who are capable of pro-
moting the systematic uptake of clinical re-
search findings and other evidence-based inter-
ventions into routine practice, with the goal of 
improving the quality, effectiveness, and local 
leadership of HIV/AIDS health care; 
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‘‘(10) expand and accelerate research on and 

development of HIV/AIDS prevention methods 
for women, including enhancing inter-agency 
collaboration, staffing, and organizational in-
frastructure dedicated to microbicide research; 

‘‘(11) provide for consultation with local lead-
ers and officials to develop prevention strategies 
and programs that are tailored to the unique 
needs of each country and community and tar-
geted particularly toward those most at risk of 
acquiring HIV infection; 

‘‘(12) make the reduction of HIV/AIDS behav-
ioral risks a priority of all prevention efforts 
by— 

‘‘(A) promoting abstinence from sexual activ-
ity and encouraging monogamy and faithful-
ness; 

‘‘(B) encouraging the correct and consistent 
use of male and female condoms and increasing 
the availability of, and access to, these commod-
ities; 

‘‘(C) promoting the delay of sexual debut and 
the reduction of multiple concurrent sexual 
partners; 

‘‘(D) promoting education for discordant cou-
ples (where an individual is infected with HIV 
and the other individual is uninfected or whose 
status is unknown) about safer sex practices; 

‘‘(E) promoting voluntary counseling and test-
ing, addiction therapy, and other prevention 
and treatment tools for illicit injection drug 
users and other substance abusers; 

‘‘(F) educating men and boys about the risks 
of procuring sex commercially and about the 
need to end violent behavior toward women and 
girls; 

‘‘(G) supporting partner country and commu-
nity efforts to identify and address social, eco-
nomic, or cultural factors, such as migration, 
urbanization, conflict, gender-based violence, 
lack of empowerment for women, and transpor-
tation patterns, which directly contribute to the 
transmission of HIV; 

‘‘(H) supporting comprehensive programs to 
promote alternative livelihoods, safety, and so-
cial reintegration strategies for commercial sex 
workers and their families; 

‘‘(I) promoting cooperation with law enforce-
ment to prosecute offenders of trafficking, rape, 
and sexual assault crimes with the goal of elimi-
nating such crimes; and 

‘‘(J) working to eliminate rape, gender-based 
violence, sexual assault, and the sexual exploi-
tation of women and children; 

‘‘(13) include programs to reduce the trans-
mission of HIV, particularly addressing the 
heightened vulnerabilities of women and girls to 
HIV in many countries; and 

‘‘(14) support other important means of pre-
venting or reducing the transmission of HIV, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(A) medical male circumcision; 
‘‘(B) the maintenance of a safe blood supply; 
‘‘(C) promoting universal precautions in for-

mal and informal health care settings; 
‘‘(D) educating the public to recognize and to 

avoid risks to contract HIV through blood expo-
sures during formal and informal health care 
and cosmetic services; 

‘‘(E) investigating suspected nosocomial infec-
tions to identify and stop further nosocomial 
transmission; and 

‘‘(F) other mechanisms to reduce the trans-
mission of HIV; 

‘‘(15) increase support for prevention of moth-
er-to-child transmission; 

‘‘(16) build capacity within the public health 
sector of developing countries by improving 
health systems and public health infrastructure 
and developing indicators to measure changes in 
broader public health sector capabilities; 

‘‘(17) increase the coordination of HIV/AIDS 
programs with development programs; 

‘‘(18) provide a framework for expanding or 
developing existing or new country or regional 
programs, including— 

‘‘(A) drafting compacts or other agreements, 
as appropriate; 

‘‘(B) establishing criteria and objectives for 
such compacts and agreements; and 

‘‘(C) promoting sustainability; 
‘‘(19) provide a plan for national and regional 

priorities for resource distribution and a global 
investment plan by region; 

‘‘(20) provide a plan to address the immediate 
and ongoing needs of women and girls, which— 

‘‘(A) addresses the vulnerabilities that con-
tribute to their elevated risk of infection; 

‘‘(B) includes specific goals and targets to ad-
dress these factors; 

‘‘(C) provides clear guidance to field missions 
to integrate gender across prevention, care, and 
treatment programs; 

‘‘(D) sets forth gender-specific indicators to 
monitor progress on outcomes and impacts of 
gender programs; 

‘‘(E) supports efforts in countries in which 
women or orphans lack inheritance rights and 
other fundamental protections to promote the 
passage, implementation, and enforcement of 
such laws; 

‘‘(F) supports life skills training, especially 
among women and girls, with the goal of reduc-
ing vulnerabilities to HIV/AIDS; 

‘‘(G) addresses and prevents gender-based vio-
lence; and 

‘‘(H) addresses the posttraumatic and psycho-
social consequences and provides postexposure 
prophylaxis protecting against HIV infection to 
victims of gender-based violence and rape; 

‘‘(21) provide a plan to— 
‘‘(A) determine the local factors that may put 

men and boys at elevated risk of contracting or 
transmitting HIV; 

‘‘(B) address male norms and behaviors to re-
duce these risks, including by reducing alcohol 
abuse; 

‘‘(C) promote responsible male behavior; and 
‘‘(D) promote male participation and leader-

ship at the community level in efforts to promote 
HIV prevention, reduce stigma, promote partici-
pation in voluntary counseling and testing, and 
provide care, treatment, and support for persons 
with HIV/AIDS; 

‘‘(22) provide a plan to address the 
vulnerabilities and needs of orphans and chil-
dren who are vulnerable to, or affected by, HIV/ 
AIDS; 

‘‘(23) encourage partner countries to develop 
health care curricula and promote access to 
training tailored to individuals receiving serv-
ices through, or exiting from, existing programs 
geared to orphans and vulnerable children; 

‘‘(24) provide a framework to work with inter-
national actors and partner countries toward 
universal access to HIV/AIDS prevention, treat-
ment, and care programs, recognizing that pre-
vention is of particular importance; 

‘‘(25) enhance the coordination of United 
States bilateral efforts to combat global HIV/ 
AIDS with other major public and private enti-
ties; 

‘‘(26) enhance the attention given to the na-
tional strategic HIV/AIDS plans of countries re-
ceiving United States assistance by— 

‘‘(A) reviewing the planning and pro-
grammatic decisions associated with that assist-
ance; and 

‘‘(B) helping to strengthen such national 
strategies, if necessary; 

‘‘(27) support activities described in the Global 
Plan to Stop TB, including— 

‘‘(A) expanding and enhancing the coverage 
of the Directly Observed Treatment Short-course 
(DOTS) in order to treat individuals infected 
with tuberculosis and HIV, including multi-drug 
resistant or extensively drug resistant tuber-
culosis; and 

‘‘(B) improving coordination and integration 
of HIV/AIDS and tuberculosis programming; 

‘‘(28) ensure coordination between the Global 
AIDS Coordinator and the Malaria Coordinator 
and address issues of comorbidity between HIV/ 
AIDS and malaria; and 

‘‘(29) include a longer term estimate of the 
projected resource needs, progress toward great-

er sustainability and country ownership of HIV/ 
AIDS programs, and the anticipated role of the 
United States in the global effort to combat HIV/ 
AIDS during the 10-year period beginning on 
October 1, 2013.’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Section 101(b) of such Act (22 
U.S.C. 7611(b)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than October 1, 

2009, the President shall submit a report to the 
appropriate congressional committees that sets 
forth the strategy described in subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include a discussion of the 
following elements: 

‘‘(A) The purpose, scope, methodology, and 
general and specific objectives of the strategy. 

‘‘(B) The problems, risks, and threats to the 
successful pursuit of the strategy. 

‘‘(C) The desired goals, objectives, activities, 
and outcome-related performance measures of 
the strategy. 

‘‘(D) A description of future costs and re-
sources needed to carry out the strategy. 

‘‘(E) A delineation of United States Govern-
ment roles, responsibility, and coordination 
mechanisms of the strategy. 

‘‘(F) A description of the strategy— 
‘‘(i) to promote harmonization of United 

States assistance with that of other inter-
national, national, and private actors as eluci-
dated in the ‘Three Ones’; and 

‘‘(ii) to address existing challenges in harmo-
nization and alignment. 

‘‘(G) A description of the manner in which the 
strategy will— 

‘‘(i) further the development and implementa-
tion of the national multisectoral strategic HIV/ 
AIDS frameworks of partner governments; and 

‘‘(ii) enhance the centrality, effectiveness, and 
sustainability of those national plans. 

‘‘(H) A description of how the strategy will 
seek to achieve the specific targets described in 
subsection (a) and other targets, as appropriate. 

‘‘(I) A description of, and rationale for, the 
timetable for annual global treatment targets 
with country-level estimates of numbers of per-
sons in need of antiretroviral treatment, coun-
try-level benchmarks for United States support 
for assistance for antiretroviral treatment, and 
numbers of persons enrolled in antiretroviral 
treatment programs receiving United States sup-
port. If global benchmarks are not achieved 
within the reporting period, the report shall in-
clude a description of steps being taken to en-
sure that global benchmarks will be achieved 
and a detailed breakdown and justification of 
spending priorities in countries in which bench-
marks are not being met, including a description 
of other donor or national support for 
antiretroviral treatment in the country, if ap-
propriate. 

‘‘(J) A description of how operations research 
is addressed in the strategy and how such re-
search can most effectively be integrated into 
care, treatment, and prevention activities in 
order to— 

‘‘(i) improve program quality and efficiency; 
‘‘(ii) ascertain cost effectiveness; 
‘‘(iii) ensure transparency and accountability; 
‘‘(iv) assess population-based impact; 
‘‘(v) disseminate findings and best practices; 

and 
‘‘(vi) optimize delivery of services. 
‘‘(K) An analysis of United States-assisted 

strategies to prevent the transmission of HIV/ 
AIDS, including methodologies to promote absti-
nence, monogamy, faithfulness, the correct and 
consistent use of male and female condoms, re-
ductions in concurrent sexual partners, and 
delay of sexual debut, and of intended moni-
toring and evaluation approaches to measure 
the effectiveness of prevention programs and en-
sure that they are targeted to appropriate audi-
ences. 

‘‘(L) Within the analysis required under sub-
paragraph (K), an examination of additional 
planned means of preventing the transmission of 
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HIV including medical male circumcision, main-
tenance of a safe blood supply, public education 
about risks to acquire HIV infection from blood 
exposures, promotion of universal precautions, 
investigation of suspected nosocomial infections 
and other tools. 

‘‘(M) A description of efforts to assist partner 
country and community to identify and address 
social, economic, or cultural factors, such as mi-
gration, urbanization, conflict, gender-based vi-
olence, lack of empowerment for women, and 
transportation patterns, which directly con-
tribute to the transmission of HIV. 

‘‘(N) A description of the specific targets, 
goals, and strategies developed to address the 
needs and vulnerabilities of women and girls to 
HIV/AIDS, including— 

‘‘(i) activities directed toward men and boys; 
‘‘(ii) activities to enhance educational, micro-

finance, and livelihood opportunities for women 
and girls; 

‘‘(iii) activities to promote and protect the 
legal empowerment of women, girls, and or-
phans and vulnerable children; 

‘‘(iv) programs targeted toward gender-based 
violence and sexual coercion; 

‘‘(v) strategies to meet the particular needs of 
adolescents; 

‘‘(vi) assistance for victims of rape, sexual 
abuse, assault, exploitation, and trafficking; 
and 

‘‘(vii) programs to prevent alcohol abuse. 
‘‘(O) A description of strategies to address 

male norms and behaviors that contribute to the 
transmission of HIV, to promote responsible 
male behavior, and to promote male participa-
tion and leadership in HIV/AIDS prevention, 
care, treatment, and voluntary counseling and 
testing. 

‘‘(P) A description of strategies— 
‘‘(i) to address the needs of orphans and vul-

nerable children, including an analysis of— 
‘‘(I) factors contributing to children’s vulner-

ability to HIV/AIDS; and 
‘‘(II) vulnerabilities caused by the impact of 

HIV/AIDS on children and their families; and 
‘‘(ii) in areas of higher HIV/AIDS prevalence, 

to promote a community-based approach to vul-
nerability, maximizing community input into de-
termining which children participate. 

‘‘(Q) A description of capacity-building efforts 
undertaken by countries themselves, including 
adherents of the Abuja Declaration and an as-
sessment of the impact of International Mone-
tary Fund macroeconomic and fiscal policies on 
national and donor investments in health. 

‘‘(R) A description of the strategy to— 
‘‘(i) strengthen capacity building within the 

public health sector; 
‘‘(ii) improve health care in those countries; 
‘‘(iii) help countries to develop and implement 

national health workforce strategies; 
‘‘(iv) strive to achieve goals in training, re-

taining, and effectively deploying health staff; 
‘‘(v) promote the use of codes of conduct for 

ethical recruiting practices for health care 
workers; and 

‘‘(vi) increase the sustainability of health pro-
grams. 

‘‘(S) A description of the criteria for selection, 
objectives, methodology, and structure of com-
pacts or other framework agreements with coun-
tries or regional organizations, including— 

‘‘(i) the role of civil society; 
‘‘(ii) the degree of transparency; 
‘‘(iii) benchmarks for success of such compacts 

or agreements; and 
‘‘(iv) the relationship between such compacts 

or agreements and the national HIV/AIDS and 
public health strategies and commitments of 
partner countries. 

‘‘(T) A strategy to better coordinate HIV/AIDS 
assistance with nutrition and food assistance 
programs. 

‘‘(U) A description of transnational or re-
gional initiatives to combat regionalized 
epidemics in highly affected areas such as the 
Caribbean. 

‘‘(V) A description of planned resource dis-
tribution and global investment by region. 

‘‘(W) A description of coordination efforts in 
order to better implement the Stop TB Strategy 
and to address the problem of coinfection of 
HIV/AIDS and tuberculosis and of projected 
challenges or barriers to successful implementa-
tion. 

‘‘(X) A description of coordination efforts to 
address malaria and comorbidity with malaria 
and HIV/AIDS.’’. 

(c) STUDY.—Section 101(c) of such Act (22 
U.S.C. 7611(c)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) STUDY OF PROGRESS TOWARD ACHIEVE-
MENT OF POLICY OBJECTIVES.— 

‘‘(1) DESIGN AND BUDGET PLAN FOR DATA 
EVALUATION.—The Global AIDS Coordinator 
shall enter into a contract with the Institute of 
Medicine of the National Academies that pro-
vides that not later than 18 months after the 
date of the enactment of the Tom Lantos and 
Henry J. Hyde United States Global Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Reauthorization Act of 2008, the Institute, in 
consultation with the Global AIDS Coordinator 
and other relevant parties representing the pub-
lic and private sector, shall provide the Global 
AIDS Coordinator with a design plan and budg-
et for the evaluation and collection of baseline 
and subsequent data to address the elements set 
forth in paragraph (2)(B). The Global AIDS Co-
ordinator shall submit the budget and design 
plan to the appropriate congressional commit-
tees. 

‘‘(2) STUDY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 4 years 

after the date of the enactment of the Tom Lan-
tos and Henry J. Hyde United States Global 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, 
and Malaria Reauthorization Act of 2008, the 
Institute of Medicine of the National Academies 
shall publish a study that includes— 

‘‘(i) an assessment of the performance of 
United States-assisted global HIV/AIDS pro-
grams; and 

‘‘(ii) an evaluation of the impact on health of 
prevention, treatment, and care efforts that are 
supported by United States funding, including 
multilateral and bilateral programs involving 
joint operations. 

‘‘(B) CONTENT.—The study conducted under 
this paragraph shall include— 

‘‘(i) an assessment of progress toward preven-
tion, treatment, and care targets; 

‘‘(ii) an assessment of the effects on health 
systems, including on the financing and man-
agement of health systems and the quality of 
service delivery and staffing; 

‘‘(iii) an assessment of efforts to address gen-
der-specific aspects of HIV/AIDS, including gen-
der related constraints to accessing services and 
addressing underlying social and economic 
vulnerabilities of women and men; 

‘‘(iv) an evaluation of the impact of treatment 
and care programs on 5-year survival rates, 
drug adherence, and the emergence of drug re-
sistance; 

‘‘(v) an evaluation of the impact of prevention 
programs on HIV incidence in relevant popu-
lation groups; 

‘‘(vi) an evaluation of the impact on child 
health and welfare of interventions authorized 
under this Act on behalf of orphans and vulner-
able children; 

‘‘(vii) an evaluation of the impact of programs 
and activities authorized in this Act on child 
mortality; and 

‘‘(viii) recommendations for improving the 
programs referred to in subparagraph (A)(i). 

‘‘(C) METHODOLOGIES.—Assessments and im-
pact evaluations conducted under the study 
shall utilize sound statistical methods and tech-
niques for the behavioral sciences, including 
random assignment methodologies as feasible. 
Qualitative data on process variables should be 
used for assessments and impact evaluations, 
wherever possible. 

‘‘(3) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—The Institute of 
Medicine may enter into contracts or coopera-

tive agreements or award grants to conduct the 
study under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out the study 
under this subsection.’’. 

(d) REPORT.—Section 101 of such Act, as 
amended by this section, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 3 

years after the date of the enactment of the Tom 
Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United States Global 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, 
and Malaria Reauthorization Act of 2008, the 
Comptroller General of the United States shall 
submit a report on the global HIV/AIDS pro-
grams of the United States to the appropriate 
congressional committees. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

‘‘(A) a description and assessment of the mon-
itoring and evaluation practices and policies in 
place for these programs; 

‘‘(B) an assessment of coordination within 
Federal agencies involved in these programs, ex-
amining both internal coordination within these 
programs and integration with the larger global 
health and development agenda of the United 
States; 

‘‘(C) an assessment of procurement policies 
and practices within these programs; 

‘‘(D) an assessment of harmonization with na-
tional government HIV/AIDS and public health 
strategies as well as other international efforts; 

‘‘(E) an assessment of the impact of global 
HIV/AIDS funding and programs on other 
United States global health programming; and 

‘‘(F) recommendations for improving the glob-
al HIV/AIDS programs of the United States. 

‘‘(e) BEST PRACTICES REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of the enactment of the Tom Lantos 
and Henry J. Hyde United States Global Leader-
ship Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Ma-
laria Reauthorization Act of 2008, and annually 
thereafter, the Global AIDS Coordinator shall 
publish a best practices report that highlights 
the programs receiving financial assistance from 
the United States that have the potential for 
replication or adaption, particularly at a low 
cost, across global AIDS programs, including 
those that focus on both generalized and local-
ized epidemics. 

‘‘(2) DISSEMINATION OF FINDINGS.— 
‘‘(A) PUBLICATION ON INTERNET WEBSITE.— 

The Global AIDS Coordinator shall disseminate 
the full findings of the annual best practices re-
port on the Internet website of the Office of the 
Global AIDS Coordinator. 

‘‘(B) DISSEMINATION GUIDANCE.—The Global 
AIDS Coordinator shall develop guidance to en-
sure timely submission and dissemination of sig-
nificant information regarding best practices 
with respect to global AIDS programs. 

‘‘(f) INSPECTORS GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) OVERSIGHT PLAN.— 
‘‘(A) DEVELOPMENT.—The Inspectors General 

of the Department of State and Broadcasting 
Board of Governors, the Department of Health 
and Human Services, and the United States 
Agency for International Development shall 
jointly develop 5 coordinated annual plans for 
oversight activity in each of the fiscal years 2009 
through 2013, with regard to the programs au-
thorized under this Act and sections 104A, 104B, 
and 104C of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
(22 U.S.C. 2151b–2, 2151b–3, and 2151b–4). 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—The plans developed under 
subparagraph (A) shall include a schedule for 
financial audits, inspections, and performance 
reviews, as appropriate. 

‘‘(C) DEADLINE.— 
‘‘(i) INITIAL PLAN.—The first plan developed 

under subparagraph (A) shall be completed not 
later than the later of— 

‘‘(I) September 1, 2008; or 
‘‘(II) 60 days after the date of the enactment 

of the Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United 
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States Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, 
Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reauthorization Act 
of 2008. 

‘‘(ii) SUBSEQUENT PLANS.—Each of the last 
four plans developed under subparagraph (A) 
shall be completed not later than 30 days before 
each of the fiscal years 2010 through 2013, re-
spectively. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION.—In order to avoid dupli-
cation and maximize efficiency, the Inspectors 
General described in paragraph (1) shall coordi-
nate their activities with— 

‘‘(A) the Government Accountability Office; 
and 

‘‘(B) the Inspectors General of the Department 
of Commerce, the Department of Defense, the 
Department of Labor, and the Peace Corps, as 
appropriate, pursuant to the 2004 Memorandum 
of Agreement Coordinating Audit Coverage of 
Programs and Activities Implementing the Presi-
dent’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief, or any 
successor agreement. 

‘‘(3) FUNDING.—The Global AIDS Coordinator 
and the Coordinator of the United States Gov-
ernment Activities to Combat Malaria Globally 
shall make available necessary funds not ex-
ceeding $15,000,000 during the 5-year period be-
ginning on October 1, 2008 to the Inspectors 
General described in paragraph (1) for the au-
dits, inspections, and reviews described in that 
paragraph.’’. 

(e) ANNUAL STUDY; MESSAGE.—Section 101 of 
such Act, as amended by this section, is further 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(g) ANNUAL STUDY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 

30, 2009, and annually thereafter through Sep-
tember 30, 2013, the Global AIDS Coordinator 
shall complete a study of treatment providers 
that— 

‘‘(A) represents a range of countries and serv-
ice environments; 

‘‘(B) estimates the per-patient cost of 
antiretroviral HIV/AIDS treatment and the care 
of people with HIV/AIDS not receiving 
antiretroviral treatment, including a comparison 
of the costs for equivalent services provided by 
programs not receiving assistance under this 
Act; 

‘‘(C) estimates per-patient costs across the 
program and in specific categories of service 
providers, including— 

‘‘(i) urban and rural providers; 
‘‘(ii) country-specific providers; and 
‘‘(iii) other subcategories, as appropriate. 
‘‘(2) PUBLICATION.—Not later than 90 days 

after the completion of each study under para-
graph (1), the Global AIDS Coordinator shall 
make the results of such study available on a 
publicly accessible Web site. 

‘‘(h) MESSAGE.—The Global AIDS Coordinator 
shall develop a message, to be prominently dis-
played by each program receiving funds under 
this Act, that— 

‘‘(1) demonstrates that the program is a com-
mitment by citizens of the United States to the 
global fight against HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria; and 

‘‘(2) enhances awareness by program recipi-
ents that the program is an effort on behalf of 
the citizens of the United States.’’. 
SEC. 102. INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP. 

Section 1(f)(2) of the State Department Basic 
Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2651a(f)(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, part-
ner country finance, health, and other relevant 
ministries,’’ after ‘‘community based organiza-
tions)’’ each place it appears; 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii)— 
(A) by striking subclauses (IV) and (V); 
(B) by inserting after subclause (III) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(IV) Establishing an interagency working 

group on HIV/AIDS headed by the Global AIDS 
Coordinator and comprised of representatives 
from the United States Agency for International 

Development and the Department of Health and 
Human Services, for the purposes of coordina-
tion of activities relating to HIV/AIDS, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(aa) meeting regularly to review progress in 
partner countries toward HIV/AIDS prevention, 
treatment, and care objectives; 

‘‘(bb) participating in the process of identi-
fying countries to consider for increased assist-
ance based on the epidemiology of HIV/AIDS in 
those countries, including clear evidence of a 
public health threat, as well as government com-
mitment to address the HIV/AIDS problem, rel-
ative need, and coordination and joint planning 
with other significant actors; 

‘‘(cc) assisting the Coordinator in the evalua-
tion, execution, and oversight of country oper-
ational plans; 

‘‘(dd) reviewing policies that may be obstacles 
to reaching targets set forth for HIV/AIDS pre-
vention, treatment, and care; and 

‘‘(ee) consulting with representatives from ad-
ditional relevant agencies, including the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, the Health Resources 
and Services Administration, the Department of 
Labor, the Department of Agriculture, the Mil-
lennium Challenge Corporation, the Peace 
Corps, and the Department of Defense. 

‘‘(V) Coordinating overall United States HIV/ 
AIDS policy and programs, including ensuring 
the coordination of relevant executive branch 
agency activities in the field, with efforts led by 
partner countries, and with the assistance pro-
vided by other relevant bilateral and multilat-
eral aid agencies and other donor institutions to 
promote harmonization with other programs 
aimed at preventing and treating HIV/AIDS and 
other health challenges, improving primary 
health, addressing food security, promoting edu-
cation and development, and strengthening 
health care systems.’’; 

(C) by redesignating subclauses (VII) and 
VIII) as subclauses (IX) and (XII), respectively; 

(D) by inserting after subclause (VI) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(VII) Holding annual consultations with 
nongovernmental organizations in partner 
countries that provide services to improve 
health, and advocating on behalf of the individ-
uals with HIV/AIDS and those at particular risk 
of contracting HIV/AIDS, including organiza-
tions with members who are living with HIV/ 
AIDS. 

‘‘(VIII) Ensuring, through interagency and 
international coordination, that HIV/AIDS pro-
grams of the United States are coordinated with, 
and complementary to, the delivery of related 
global health, food security, development, and 
education.’’; 

(E) in subclause (IX), as redesignated by sub-
paragraph (C)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘Vietnam,’’ after ‘‘Uganda,’’; 
(ii) by inserting after ‘‘of 2003’’ the following: 

‘‘and other countries in which the United States 
is implementing HIV/AIDS programs as part of 
its foreign assistance program’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘In 
designating additional countries under this sub-
paragraph, the President shall give priority to 
those countries in which there is a high preva-
lence of HIV or risk of significantly increasing 
incidence of HIV within the general population 
and inadequate financial means within the 
country.’’; 

(F) by inserting after subclause (IX), as redes-
ignated by subparagraph (C), the following: 

‘‘(X) Working with partner countries in which 
the HIV/AIDS epidemic is prevalent among in-
jection drug users to establish, as a national pri-
ority, national HIV/AIDS prevention programs. 

‘‘(XI) Working with partner countries in 
which the HIV/AIDS epidemic is prevalent 
among individuals involved in commercial sex 
acts to establish, as a national priority, national 
prevention programs, including education, vol-
untary testing, and counseling, and referral sys-
tems that link HIV/AIDS programs with pro-
grams to eradicate trafficking in persons and 
support alternatives to prostitution.’’; 

(G) in subclause (XII), as redesignated by sub-
paragraph (C), by striking ‘‘funds section’’ and 
inserting ‘‘funds appropriated for HIV/ AIDS 
assistance pursuant to the authorization of ap-
propriations under section 401 of the United 
States Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 
7671)’’; and 

(H) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(XIII) Publicizing updated drug pricing data 

to inform the purchasing decisions of pharma-
ceutical procurement partners.’’. 
SEC. 103. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

Section 102 of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7612) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

‘‘(1) full-time country level coordinators, pref-
erably with management experience, should 
head each HIV/AIDS country team for United 
States missions overseeing significant HIV/AIDS 
programs; 

‘‘(2) foreign service nationals provide criti-
cally important services in the design and imple-
mentation of United States country-level HIV/ 
AIDS programs and their skills and experience 
as public health professionals should be recog-
nized within hiring and compensation practices; 
and 

‘‘(3) staffing levels for United States country- 
level HIV/AIDS teams should be adequately 
maintained to fulfill oversight and other obliga-
tions of the positions.’’. 
TITLE II—SUPPORT FOR MULTILATERAL 

FUNDS, PROGRAMS, AND PUBLIC-PRI-
VATE PARTNERSHIPS 

SEC. 201. VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS TO 
INTERNATIONAL VACCINE FUNDS. 

Section 302 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2222) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) TUBERCULOSIS VACCINE DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMS.—In addition to amounts otherwise 
available under this section, there are author-
ized to be appropriated to the President such 
sums as may be necessary for each of the fiscal 
years 2009 through 2013, which shall be used for 
United States contributions to tuberculosis vac-
cine development programs, which may include 
the Aeras Global TB Vaccine Foundation.’’; 

(2) in subsection (k)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2004 through 

2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2009 through 
2013’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘Vaccine Fund’’ and inserting 
‘‘GAVI Fund’’. 

(3) in subsection (l), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 
2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2009 through 2013’’; and 

(4) in subsection (m), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 
2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2009 through 2013’’. 
SEC. 202. PARTICIPATION IN THE GLOBAL FUND 

TO FIGHT AIDS, TUBERCULOSIS AND 
MALARIA. 

(a) FINDINGS; SENSE OF CONGRESS.—Section 
202(a) of the United States Leadership Against 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Act of 
2003 (22 U.S.C. 7622(a)) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(a) FINDINGS; SENSE OF CONGRESS.— 
‘‘(1) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following 

findings: 
‘‘(A) The establishment of the Global Fund in 

January 2002 is consistent with the general prin-
ciples for an international AIDS trust fund first 
outlined by Congress in the Global AIDS and 
Tuberculosis Relief Act of 2000 (Public Law 106– 
264). 

‘‘(B) The Global Fund is an innovative fi-
nancing mechanism which— 

‘‘(i) has made progress in many areas in com-
bating HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria; 
and 
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‘‘(ii) represents the multilateral component of 

this Act, extending United States efforts to more 
than 130 countries around the world. 

‘‘(C) The Global Fund and United States bi-
lateral assistance programs— 

‘‘(i) are demonstrating increasingly effective 
coordination, with each possessing certain com-
parative advantages in the fight against HIV/ 
AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria; and 

‘‘(ii) often work most effectively in concert 
with each other. 

‘‘(D) The United States Government— 
‘‘(i) is the largest supporter of the Global 

Fund in terms of resources and technical sup-
port; 

‘‘(ii) made the founding contribution to the 
Global Fund; and 

‘‘(iii) is fully committed to the success of the 
Global Fund as a multilateral public-private 
partnership. 

‘‘(2) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

‘‘(A) transparency and accountability are cru-
cial to the long-term success and viability of the 
Global Fund; 

‘‘(B) the Global Fund has made significant 
progress toward addressing concerns raised by 
the Government Accountability Office by— 

‘‘(i) improving risk assessment and risk man-
agement capabilities; 

‘‘(ii) providing clearer guidance for and over-
sight of Local Fund Agents; and 

‘‘(iii) strengthening the Office of the Inspector 
General for the Global Fund; 

‘‘(C) the provision of sufficient resources and 
authority to the Office of the Inspector General 
for the Global Fund to ensure that office has 
the staff and independence necessary to carry 
out its mandate will be a measure of the commit-
ment of the Global Fund to transparency and 
accountability; 

‘‘(D) regular, publicly published financial, 
programmatic, and reporting audits of the 
Fund, its grantees, and Local Fund Agents are 
also important benchmarks of transparency; 

‘‘(E) the Global Fund should establish and 
maintain a system to track— 

‘‘(i) the amount of funds disbursed to each 
subrecipient on the grant’s fiscal cycle; and 

‘‘(ii) the distribution of resources, by grant 
and principal recipient, for prevention, care, 
treatment, drug and commodity purchases, and 
other purposes; 

‘‘(F) relevant national authorities in recipient 
countries should exempt from duties and taxes 
all products financed by Global Fund grants 
and procured by any principal recipient or sub-
recipient for the purpose of carrying out such 
grants; 

‘‘(G) the Global Fund, UNAIDS, and the 
Global AIDS Coordinator should work together 
to standardize program indicators wherever pos-
sible; 

‘‘(H) for purposes of evaluating total amounts 
of funds contributed to the Global Fund under 
subsection (d)(4)(A)(i), the timetable for evalua-
tions of contributions from sources other than 
the United States should take into account the 
fiscal calendars of other major contributors; and 

‘‘(I) the Global Fund should not support ac-
tivities involving the ‘Affordable Medicines Fa-
cility-Malaria’ or similar entities pending com-
pelling evidence of success from pilot programs 
as evaluated by the Coordinator of United 
States Government Activities to Combat Malaria 
Globally.’’. 

(b) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—Section 202(b) of 
such Act is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(3) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—The United 
States Government regards the imposition by re-
cipient countries of taxes or tariffs on goods or 
services provided by the Global Fund, which are 
supported through public and private dona-
tions, including the substantial contribution of 
the American people, as inappropriate and in-
consistent with standards of good governance. 
The Global AIDS Coordinator or other rep-

resentatives of the United States Government 
shall work with the Global Fund to dissuade 
governments from imposing such duties, tariffs, 
or taxes.’’. 

(c) UNITED STATES FINANCIAL PARTICIPA-
TION.—Section 202(d) of such Act (22 U.S.C. 
7622(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘$1,000,000,000 for the period 

of fiscal year 2004 beginning on January 1, 
2004’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2009,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘the fiscal years 2005–2008’’ 
and inserting ‘‘each of the fiscal years 2010 
through 2013’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2004 

through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2009 
through 2013’’; 

(ii) in clause (ii)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘during any of the fiscal years 

2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘during any of 
the fiscal years 2009 through 2013’’; and 

(II) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘The 
President may waive the application of this 
clause with respect to assistance for Sudan that 
is overseen by the Southern Country Coordi-
nating Mechanism, including Southern Sudan, 
Southern Kordofan, Blue Nile State, and Abyei, 
if the President determines that the national in-
terest or humanitarian reasons justify such a 
waiver. The President shall publish each waiver 
of this clause in the Federal Register and, not 
later than 15 days before the waiver takes effect, 
shall consult with the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations of the Senate and the Committee on For-
eign Affairs of the House of Representatives re-
garding the proposed waiver.’’; and 

(iii) in clause (vi)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘for the purposes’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘For the purposes’’; 
(II) by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2004 through 

2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2009 through 
2013’’; and 

(III) by striking ‘‘prior to fiscal year 2004’’ 
and inserting ‘‘before fiscal year 2009’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B)(iv), by striking ‘‘fis-
cal years 2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fis-
cal years 2009 through 2013’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (C)(ii), by striking ‘‘Com-
mittee on International Relations’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘Committee on Foreign Affairs’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) WITHHOLDING FUNDS.—Notwithstanding 

any other provision of this Act, 20 percent of the 
amounts appropriated pursuant to this Act for a 
contribution to support the Global Fund for 
each of the fiscal years 2010 through 2013 shall 
be withheld from obligation to the Global Fund 
until the Secretary of State certifies to the ap-
propriate congressional committees that the 
Global Fund— 

‘‘(A) has established an evaluation framework 
for the performance of Local Fund Agents (re-
ferred to in this paragraph as ‘LFAs’); 

‘‘(B) is undertaking a systematic assessment 
of the performance of LFAs; 

‘‘(C) has adopted, and is implementing, a pol-
icy to publish on a publicly available Web site— 

‘‘(i) grant performance reviews; 
‘‘(ii) all reports of the Inspector General of the 

Global Fund, in a manner that is consistent 
with the Policy for Disclosure of Reports of the 
Inspector General, approved at the 16th Meeting 
of the Board of the Global Fund; 

‘‘(iii) decision points of the Board of the Glob-
al Fund; 

‘‘(iv) reports from Board committees to the 
Board; and 

‘‘(v) a regular collection and analysis of per-
formance data and funding of grants of the 
Global Fund, which shall cover all principal re-
cipients and all subrecipients; 

‘‘(D) is maintaining an independent, well- 
staffed Office of the Inspector General that— 

‘‘(i) reports directly to the Board of the Global 
Fund; and 

‘‘(ii) compiles regular, publicly published au-
dits of financial, programmatic, and reporting 
aspects of the Global Fund, its grantees, and 
LFAs; 

‘‘(E) has established, and is reporting publicly 
on, standard indicators for all program areas; 

‘‘(F) has established a methodology to track 
and is publicly reporting on— 

‘‘(i) all subrecipients and the amount of funds 
disbursed to each subrecipient on the grant’s fis-
cal cycle; and 

‘‘(ii) the distribution of resources, by grant 
and principal recipient, for prevention, care, 
treatment, drugs and commodities purchase, and 
other purposes; 

‘‘(G) has established a policy on tariffs im-
posed by national governments on all goods and 
services financed by the Global Fund; 

‘‘(H) through its Secretariat, has taken mean-
ingful steps to prevent national authorities in 
recipient countries from imposing taxes or tariffs 
on goods or services provided by the Fund; 

‘‘(I) is maintaining its status as a financing 
institution focused on programs directly related 
to HIV/AIDS, malaria, and tuberculosis; 

‘‘(J) is maintaining and making progress on— 
‘‘(i) sustaining its multisectoral approach, 

through country coordinating mechanisms; and 
‘‘(ii) the implementation of grants, as reflected 

in the proportion of resources allocated to dif-
ferent sectors, including governments, civil soci-
ety, and faith- and community-based organiza-
tions; and 

‘‘(K) has established procedures providing ac-
cess by the Office of Inspector General of the 
Department of State and Broadcasting Board of 
Governors, as cognizant Inspector General, and 
the Inspector General of the Health and Human 
Services and the Inspector General of the United 
States Agency for International Development, to 
Global Fund financial data, and other informa-
tion relevant to United States contributions (as 
determined by the Inspector General in con-
sultation with the Global AIDS Coordinator). 

‘‘(6) SUMMARIES OF BOARD DECISIONS AND 
UNITED STATES POSITIONS.—Following each 
meeting of the Board of the Global Fund, the 
Coordinator of United States Government Ac-
tivities to Combat HIV/AIDS Globally shall re-
port on the public website of the Coordinator a 
summary of Board decisions and how the 
United States Government voted and its posi-
tions on such decisions.’’. 
SEC. 203. RESEARCH ON METHODS FOR WOMEN 

TO PREVENT TRANSMISSION OF HIV 
AND OTHER DISEASES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—Congress recognizes 
the need and urgency to expand the range of 
interventions for preventing the transmission of 
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV), including 
nonvaccine prevention methods that can be con-
trolled by women. 

(b) NIH OFFICE OF AIDS RESEARCH.—Subpart 
1 of part D of title XXIII of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300cc–40 et seq.) is amend-
ed by inserting after section 2351 the following: 
‘‘SEC. 2351A. MICROBICIDE RESEARCH. 

‘‘(a) FEDERAL STRATEGIC PLAN.—The Director 
of the Office shall— 

‘‘(1) expedite the implementation of the Fed-
eral strategic plans required by section 403(a) of 
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
283(a)(5)) regarding the conduct and support of 
research on, and development of, a microbicide 
to prevent the transmission of the human im-
munodeficiency virus; and 

‘‘(2) review and, as appropriate, revise such 
plan to prioritize funding and activities relative 
to their scientific urgency and potential market 
readiness. 

‘‘(b) COORDINATION.—In implementing, re-
viewing, and prioritizing elements of the plan 
described in subsection (a), the Director of the 
Office shall consult, as appropriate, with— 

‘‘(1) representatives of other Federal agencies 
involved in microbicide research, including the 
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Coordinator of United States Government Ac-
tivities to Combat HIV/AIDS Globally, the Direc-
tor of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention, and the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Development; 

‘‘(2) the microbicide research and development 
community; and 

‘‘(3) health advocates.’’. 
(c) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ALLERGY AND IN-

FECTIOUS DISEASES.—Subpart 6 of part C of title 
IV of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
285f et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 447C. MICROBICIDE RESEARCH AND DEVEL-

OPMENT. 
‘‘The Director of the Institute, acting through 

the head of the Division of AIDS, shall, con-
sistent with the peer-review process of the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, carry out research 
on, and development of, safe and effective meth-
ods for use by women to prevent the trans-
mission of the human immunodeficiency virus, 
which may include microbicides.’’. 

(d) CDC.—Part B of title III of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 243 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 317S the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 317T. MICROBICIDE RESEARCH. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention is strongly 
encouraged to fully implement the Centers’ 
microbicide agenda to support research and de-
velopment of microbicides for use to prevent the 
transmission of the human immunodeficiency 
virus. 

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary for each of fiscal 
years 2009 through 2013 to carry out this sec-
tion.’’. 

(e) UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTER-
NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment, in coordination with the Coordinator of 
United States Government Activities to Combat 
HIV/AIDS Globally, may facilitate availability 
and accessibility of microbicides, provided that 
such pharmaceuticals are approved, tentatively 
approved, or otherwise authorized for use by— 

(A) the Food and Drug Administration; 
(B) a stringent regulatory agency acceptable 

to the Secretary of Health and Human Services; 
or 

(C) a quality assurance mechanism acceptable 
to the Secretary of Health and Human Services. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
under section 401 of the United States Leader-
ship Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Ma-
laria Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7671) for HIV/AIDS 
assistance, there are authorized to be appro-
priated to the President such sums as may be 
necessary for each of the fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 to carry out this subsection. 
SEC. 204. COMBATING HIV/AIDS, TUBERCULOSIS, 

AND MALARIA BY STRENGTHENING 
HEALTH POLICIES AND HEALTH SYS-
TEMS OF PARTNER COUNTRIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the United States 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, 
and Malaria Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7621) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 204. COMBATING HIV/AIDS, TUBERCULOSIS, 

AND MALARIA BY STRENGTHENING 
HEALTH POLICIES AND HEALTH SYS-
TEMS OF PARTNER COUNTRIES. 

‘‘(a) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It shall be the 
policy of the United States Government— 

‘‘(1) to invest appropriate resources author-
ized under this Act— 

‘‘(A) to carry out activities to strengthen HIV/ 
AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria health policies 
and health systems; and 

‘‘(B) to provide workforce training and capac-
ity-building consistent with the goals and objec-
tives of this Act; and 

‘‘(2) to support the development of a sound 
policy environment in partner countries to in-
crease the ability of such countries— 

‘‘(A) to maximize utilization of health care re-
sources from donor countries; 

‘‘(B) to increase national investments in 
health and education and maximize the effec-
tiveness of such investments; 

‘‘(C) to improve national HIV/AIDS, tuber-
culosis, and malaria strategies; 

‘‘(D) to deliver evidence-based services in an 
effective and efficient manner; and 

‘‘(E) to reduce barriers that prevent recipients 
of services from achieving maximum benefit from 
such services. 

‘‘(b) ASSISTANCE TO IMPROVE PUBLIC FINANCE 
MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with the author-
ity under section 129 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2152), the Secretary of the 
Treasury, acting through the head of the Office 
of Technical Assistance, is authorized to provide 
assistance for advisors and partner country fi-
nance, health, and other relevant ministries to 
improve the effectiveness of public finance man-
agement systems in partner countries to enable 
such countries to receive funding to carry out 
programs to combat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria and to manage such programs. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
under section 401 for HIV/AIDS assistance, 
there are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of the Treasury such sums as may be 
necessary for each of the fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 to carry out this subsection. 

‘‘(c) PLAN REQUIRED.—The Global AIDS Coor-
dinator, in collaboration with the Administrator 
of the United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID), shall develop and imple-
ment a plan to combat HIV/AIDS by strength-
ening health policies and health systems of 
partner countries as part of USAID’s ‘Health 
Systems 2020’ project. Recognizing that human 
and institutional capacity form the core of any 
health care system that can sustain the fight 
against HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria, 
the plan shall include a strategy to encourage 
postsecondary educational institutions in part-
ner countries, particularly in Africa, in collabo-
ration with United States postsecondary edu-
cational institutions, including historically 
black colleges and universities, to develop such 
human and institutional capacity and in the 
process further build their capacity to sustain 
the fight against these diseases.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of con-
tents for the United States Leadership Against 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Act of 
2003 (22 U.S.C. 7601 note) is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 203, as 
added by section 203 of this Act, the following: 
‘‘Sec. 204. Combating HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 

and malaria by strengthening 
health policies and health systems 
of partner countries.’’. 

SEC. 205. FACILITATING EFFECTIVE OPERATIONS 
OF THE CENTERS FOR DISEASE CON-
TROL. 

Section 307 of the Public Health Service Act 
(42 U.S.C. 242l) is amended— 

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(a) The Secretary may participate with other 
countries in cooperative endeavors in— 

‘‘(1) biomedical research, health care tech-
nology, and the health services research and 
statistical analysis authorized under section 306 
and title IX; and 

‘‘(2) biomedical research, health care services, 
health care research, or other related activities 
in furtherance of the activities, objectives or 
goals authorized under the Tom Lantos and 
Henry J. Hyde United States Global Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Reauthorization Act of 2008.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘and’’ after 

the semicolon at the end; 
(B) by striking ‘‘The Secretary may not, in the 

exercise of his authority under this section, pro-

vide financial assistance for the construction of 
any facility in any foreign country.’’ 

(C) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘for any 
purpose.’’ and inserting ‘‘for the purpose of any 
law administered by the Office of Personnel 
Management;’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(9) provide such funds by advance or reim-

bursement to the Secretary of State, as may be 
necessary, to pay the costs of acquisition, lease, 
construction, alteration, equipping, furnishing 
or management of facilities outside of the 
United States; and 

‘‘(10) in consultation with the Secretary of 
State, through grant or cooperative agreement, 
make funds available to public or nonprofit pri-
vate institutions or agencies in foreign countries 
in which the Secretary is participating in activi-
ties described under subsection (a) to acquire, 
lease, construct, alter, or renovate facilities in 
those countries.’’. 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘1990’’ and inserting ‘‘1980’’; 

and 
(B) by inserting or ‘‘or section 903 of the For-

eign Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 4083)’’ after 
‘‘Code’’. 
SEC. 206. FACILITATING VACCINE DEVELOPMENT. 

(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR DEVELOPING 
COUNTRIES.—The Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Development, 
utilizing public-private partners, as appropriate, 
and working in coordination with other inter-
national development agencies, is authorized to 
strengthen the capacity of developing countries’ 
governmental institutions to— 

(1) collect evidence for informed decision-mak-
ing and introduction of new vaccines, including 
potential HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria 
vaccines, if such vaccines are determined to be 
safe and effective; 

(2) review protocols for clinical trials and im-
pact studies and improve the implementation of 
clinical trials; and 

(3) ensure adequate supply chain and delivery 
systems. 

(b) ADVANCED MARKET COMMITMENTS.— 
(1) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this subsection 

is to improve global health by requiring the 
United States to participate in negotiations for 
advance market commitments for the develop-
ment of future vaccines, including potential 
vaccines for HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and ma-
laria. 

(2) NEGOTIATION REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall enter into negotia-
tions with the appropriate officials of the Inter-
national Bank of Reconstruction and Develop-
ment (World Bank) and the GAVI Alliance, the 
member nations of such entities, and other in-
terested parties to establish advanced market 
commitments to purchase vaccines to combat 
HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, malaria, and other re-
lated infectious diseases. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—In negotiating the United 
States participation in programs for advanced 
market commitments, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall take into account whether programs 
for advance market commitments include— 

(A) legally binding contracts for product pur-
chase that include a fair market price for up to 
a maximum number of treatments, creating a 
strong market incentive; 

(B) clearly defined and transparent rules of 
program participation for qualified developers 
and suppliers of the product; 

(C) clearly defined requirements for eligible 
vaccines to ensure that they are safe and effec-
tive and can be delivered in developing country 
contexts; 

(D) dispute settlement mechanisms; and 
(E) sufficient flexibility to enable the con-

tracts to be adjusted in accord with new infor-
mation related to projected market size and 
other factors while still maintaining the pur-
chase commitment at a fair price. 

(4) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of the enactment of this Act— 
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(A) the Secretary of the Treasury shall submit 

a report to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees on the status of the United States nego-
tiations to participate in programs for the ad-
vanced market commitments under this sub-
section; and 

(B) the President shall produce a comprehen-
sive report, written by a study group of quali-
fied professionals from relevant Federal agencies 
and initiatives, nongovernmental organizations, 
and industry representatives, that sets forth a 
coordinated strategy to accelerate development 
of vaccines for infectious diseases, such as HIV/ 
AIDS, malaria, and tuberculosis, which in-
cludes— 

(i) initiatives to create economic incentives for 
the research, development, and manufacturing 
of vaccines for HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, malaria, 
and other infectious diseases; 

(ii) an expansion of public-private partner-
ships and the leveraging of resources from other 
countries and the private sector; and 

(iii) efforts to maximize United States capabili-
ties to support clinical trials of vaccines in de-
veloping countries and to address the challenges 
of delivering vaccines in developing countries to 
minimize delays in access once vaccines are 
available. 

TITLE III—BILATERAL EFFORTS 
Subtitle A—General Assistance and Programs 
SEC. 301. ASSISTANCE TO COMBAT HIV/AIDS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE 
ACT OF 1961.— 

(1) FINDING.—Section 104A(a) of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151b–2(a)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘Central Asia, Eastern 
Europe, Latin America’’ after ‘‘Caribbean,’’. 

(2) POLICY.—Section 104A(b) of such Act is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) POLICY.— 
‘‘(1) OBJECTIVES.—It is a major objective of 

the foreign assistance program of the United 
States to provide assistance for the prevention 
and treatment of HIV/AIDS and the care of 
those affected by the disease. It is the policy ob-
jective of the United States, by 2013, to— 

‘‘(A) assist partner countries to— 
‘‘(i) prevent 12,000,000 new HIV infections 

worldwide; 
‘‘(ii) support— 
‘‘(I) the increase in the number of individuals 

with HIV/AIDS receiving antiretroviral treat-
ment above the goal established under section 
402(a)(3) and increased pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (3) of section 403(d); and 

‘‘(II) additional treatment through coordi-
nated multilateral efforts; 

‘‘(iii) support care for 12,000,000 individuals 
infected with or affected by HIV/AIDS, includ-
ing 5,000,000 orphans and vulnerable children 
affected by HIV/AIDS, with an emphasis on pro-
moting a comprehensive, coordinated system of 
services to be integrated throughout the con-
tinuum of care; 

‘‘(iv) provide at least 80 percent of the target 
population with access to counseling, testing, 
and treatment to prevent the transmission of 
HIV from mother-to-child; 

‘‘(v) provide care and treatment services to 
children with HIV in proportion to their per-
centage within the HIV-infected population of a 
given partner country; and 

‘‘(vi) train and support retention of health 
care professionals, paraprofessionals, and com-
munity health workers in HIV/AIDS prevention, 
treatment, and care, with the target of pro-
viding such training to at least 140,000 new 
health care professionals and paraprofessionals 
with an emphasis on training and in country 
deployment of critically needed doctors and 
nurses; 

‘‘(B) strengthen the capacity to deliver pri-
mary health care in developing countries, espe-
cially in sub-Saharan Africa; 

‘‘(C) support and help countries in their ef-
forts to achieve staffing levels of at least 2.3 doc-
tors, nurses, and midwives per 1,000 population, 

as called for by the World Health Organization; 
and 

‘‘(D) help partner countries to develop inde-
pendent, sustainable HIV/AIDS programs. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATED GLOBAL STRATEGY.—The 
United States and other countries with the suf-
ficient capacity should provide assistance to 
countries in sub-Saharan Africa, the Caribbean, 
Central Asia, Eastern Europe, and Latin Amer-
ica, and other countries and regions confronting 
HIV/AIDS epidemics in a coordinated global 
strategy to help address generalized and con-
centrated epidemics through HIV/AIDS preven-
tion, treatment, care, monitoring and evalua-
tion, and related activities. 

‘‘(3) PRIORITIES.—The United States Govern-
ment’s response to the global HIV/AIDS pan-
demic and the Government’s efforts to help 
countries assume leadership of sustainable cam-
paigns to combat their local epidemics should 
place high priority on— 

‘‘(A) the prevention of the transmission of 
HIV; 

‘‘(B) moving toward universal access to HIV/ 
AIDS prevention counseling and services; 

‘‘(C) the inclusion of cost sharing assurances 
that meet the requirements under section 110; 
and 

‘‘(D) the inclusion of transition strategies to 
ensure sustainability of such programs and ac-
tivities, including health care systems, under 
other international donor support, or budget 
support by respective foreign governments.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 104A(c) of such 
Act is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and other 
countries and areas.’’ and inserting ‘‘Central 
Asia, Eastern Europe, Latin America, and other 
countries and areas, particularly with respect to 
refugee populations or those in postconflict set-
tings in such countries and areas with signifi-
cant or increasing HIV incidence rates.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and other 
countries and areas affected by the HIV/AIDS 
pandemic’’ and inserting ‘‘Central Asia, Eastern 
Europe, Latin America, and other countries and 
areas affected by the HIV/AIDS pandemic, par-
ticularly with respect to refugee populations or 
those in post-conflict settings in such countries 
and areas with significant or increasing HIV in-
cidence rates.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘foreign countries’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘partner countries, other international ac-
tors,’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘within the framework of the 
principles of the Three Ones’’ before the period 
at the end. 

(c) ACTIVITIES SUPPORTED.—Section 104A(d) 
of such Act is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘and multiple concurrent sex-

ual partnering,’’ after ‘‘casual sexual 
partnering’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘condoms’’ and inserting 
‘‘male and female condoms’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘programs that’’ and inserting 

‘‘programs that are designed with local input 
and’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘those organizations’’ and in-
serting ‘‘those locally based organizations’’; 

(C) in subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘and 
promoting the use of provider-initiated or ‘opt- 
out’ voluntary testing in accordance with World 
Health Organization guidelines’’ before the 
semicolon at the end; 

(D) by redesignating subparagraphs (F), (G), 
and (H) as subparagraphs (H), (I), and (J), re-
spectively; 

(E) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the 
following: 

‘‘(F) assistance to— 
‘‘(i) achieve the goal of reaching 80 percent of 

pregnant women for prevention and treatment 
of mother-to-child transmission of HIV in coun-
tries in which the United States is implementing 
HIV/AIDS programs by 2013; and 

‘‘(ii) promote infant feeding options and treat-
ment protocols that meet the most recent criteria 
established by the World Health Organization; 

‘‘(G) medical male circumcision programs as 
part of national strategies to combat the trans-
mission of HIV/AIDS;’’; 

(F) in subparagraph (I), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; and 

(G) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(K) assistance for counseling, testing, treat-

ment, care, and support programs, including— 
‘‘(i) counseling and other services for the pre-

vention of reinfection of individuals with HIV/ 
AIDS; 

‘‘(ii) counseling to prevent sexual transmission 
of HIV, including— 

‘‘(I) life skills development for practicing ab-
stinence and faithfulness; 

‘‘(II) reducing the number of sexual partners; 
‘‘(III) delaying sexual debut; and 
‘‘(IV) ensuring correct and consistent use of 

condoms; 
‘‘(iii) assistance to engage underlying 

vulnerabilities to HIV/AIDS, especially those of 
women and girls; 

‘‘(iv) assistance for appropriate HIV/AIDS 
education programs and training targeted to 
prevent the transmission of HIV among men 
who have sex with men; 

‘‘(v) assistance to provide male and female 
condoms; 

‘‘(vi) diagnosis and treatment of other sexu-
ally transmitted infections; 

‘‘(vii) strategies to address the stigma and dis-
crimination that impede HIV/AIDS prevention 
efforts; and 

‘‘(viii) assistance to facilitate widespread ac-
cess to microbicides for HIV prevention, if safe 
and effective products become available, includ-
ing financial and technical support for cul-
turally appropriate introductory programs, pro-
curement, distribution, logistics management, 
program delivery, acceptability studies, provider 
training, demand generation, and 
postintroduction monitoring.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in subparagraph (C)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘pain management,’’ after 

‘‘opportunistic infections,’’; and 
(ii) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting a semicolon; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) as part of care and treatment of HIV/ 

AIDS, assistance (including prophylaxis and 
treatment) for common HIV/AIDS-related oppor-
tunistic infections for free or at a rate at which 
it is easily affordable to the individuals and 
populations being served; 

‘‘(E) as part of care and treatment of HIV/ 
AIDS, assistance or referral to available and 
adequately resourced service providers for nutri-
tional support, including counseling and where 
necessary the provision of commodities, for per-
sons meeting malnourishment criteria and their 
families;’’; 

(3) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) carrying out and expanding program 

monitoring, impact evaluation research and 
analysis, and operations research and dissemi-
nating data and findings through mechanisms 
to be developed by the Coordinator of United 
States Government Activities to Combat HIV/ 
AIDS Globally, in coordination with the Direc-
tor of the Centers for Disease Control, in order 
to— 

‘‘(i) improve accountability, increase trans-
parency, and ensure the delivery of evidence- 
based services through the collection, evalua-
tion, and analysis of data regarding gender-re-
sponsive interventions, disaggregated by age 
and sex; 
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‘‘(ii) identify and replicate effective models; 

and 
‘‘(iii) develop gender indicators to measure 

outcomes and the impacts of interventions; and 
‘‘(F) establishing appropriate systems to— 
‘‘(i) gather epidemiological and social science 

data on HIV; and 
‘‘(ii) evaluate the effectiveness of prevention 

efforts among men who have sex with men, with 
due consideration to stigma and risks associated 
with disclosure.’’; 

(4) in paragraph (5)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as sub-

paragraph (D); and 
(B) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 

following: 
‘‘(C) MECHANISM TO ENSURE COST-EFFECTIVE 

DRUG PURCHASING.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), mechanisms to ensure that safe and effec-
tive pharmaceuticals, including antiretrovirals 
and medicines to treat opportunistic infections, 
are purchased at the lowest possible price at 
which such pharmaceuticals may be obtained in 
sufficient quantity on the world market, pro-
vided that such pharmaceuticals are approved, 
tentatively approved, or otherwise authorized 
for use by— 

‘‘(i) the Food and Drug Administration; 
‘‘(ii) a stringent regulatory agency acceptable 

to the Secretary of Health and Human Services; 
or 

‘‘(iii) a quality assurance mechanism accept-
able to the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services.’’; 

(5) in paragraph (6)— 
(A) by amending the paragraph heading to 

read as follows: 
‘‘(6) RELATED AND COORDINATED ACTIVITIES.— 

’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) coordinated or referred activities to— 
‘‘(i) enhance the clinical impact of HIV/AIDS 

care and treatment; and 
‘‘(ii) ameliorate the adverse social and eco-

nomic costs often affecting AIDS-impacted fami-
lies and communities through the direct provi-
sion, as necessary, or through the referral, if 
possible, of support services, including— 

‘‘(I) nutritional and food support; 
‘‘(II) safe drinking water and adequate sani-

tation; 
‘‘(III) nutritional counseling; 
‘‘(IV) income-generating activities and liveli-

hood initiatives; 
‘‘(V) maternal and child health care; 
‘‘(VI) primary health care; 
‘‘(VII) the diagnosis and treatment of other 

infectious or sexually transmitted diseases; 
‘‘(VIII) substance abuse and treatment serv-

ices; and 
‘‘(IX) legal services; 
‘‘(E) coordinated or referred activities to link 

programs addressing HIV/AIDS with programs 
addressing gender-based violence in areas of sig-
nificant HIV prevalence to assist countries in 
the development and enforcement of women’s 
health, children’s health, and HIV/AIDS laws 
and policies that— 

‘‘(i) prevent and respond to violence against 
women and girls; 

‘‘(ii) promote the integration of screening and 
assessment for gender-based violence into HIV/ 
AIDS programming; 

‘‘(iii) promote appropriate HIV/AIDS coun-
seling, testing, and treatment into gender-based 
violence programs; and 

‘‘(iv) assist governments to develop partner-
ships with civil society organizations to create 
networks for psychosocial, legal, economic, or 
other support services; 

‘‘(F) coordinated or referred activities to— 
‘‘(i) address the frequent coinfection of HIV 

and tuberculosis, in accordance with World 
Health Organization guidelines; 

‘‘(ii) promote provider-initiated or ‘opt-out’ 
HIV/AIDS counseling and testing and appro-
priate referral for treatment and care to individ-
uals with tuberculosis or its symptoms, particu-
larly in areas with significant HIV prevalence; 
and 

‘‘(iii) strengthen programs to ensure that indi-
viduals testing positive for HIV receive tuber-
culosis screening and to improve laboratory ca-
pacities, infection control, and adherence; and 

‘‘(G) activities to— 
‘‘(i) improve the effectiveness of national re-

sponses to HIV/AIDS; 
‘‘(ii) strengthen overall health systems in 

high-prevalence countries, including support for 
workforce training, retention, and effective de-
ployment, capacity building, laboratory devel-
opment, equipment maintenance and repair, and 
public health and related public financial man-
agement systems and operations; and 

‘‘(iii) encourage fair and transparent procure-
ment practices among partner countries; and 

‘‘(iv) promote in-country or intra-regional pe-
diatric training for physicians and other health 
professionals, preferably through public-private 
partnerships involving colleges and universities, 
with the goal of increasing pediatric HIV work-
force capacity.’’; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) COMPACTS AND FRAMEWORK AGREE-

MENTS.—The development of compacts or frame-
work agreements, tailored to local cir-
cumstances, with national governments or re-
gional partnerships in countries with significant 
HIV/AIDS burdens to promote host government 
commitment to deeper integration of HIV/AIDS 
services into health systems, contribute to 
health systems overall, and enhance sustain-
ability, including— 

‘‘(A) cost sharing assurances that meet the re-
quirements under section 110; and 

‘‘(B) transition strategies to ensure sustain-
ability of such programs and activities, includ-
ing health care systems, under other inter-
national donor support, or budget support by 
respective foreign governments.’’. 

(d) COMPACTS AND FRAMEWORK AGREE-
MENTS.—Section 104A of such Act is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (e) through 
(g) as subsections (f) through (h); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(e) COMPACTS AND FRAMEWORK AGREE-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following 
findings: 

‘‘(A) The congressionally mandated Institute 
of Medicine report entitled ‘PEPFAR Implemen-
tation: Progress and Promise’ states: ‘The next 
strategy [of the U.S. Global AIDS Initiative] 
should squarely address the needs and chal-
lenges involved in supporting sustainable coun-
try HIV/AIDS programs, thereby transitioning 
from a focus on emergency relief.’. 

‘‘(B) One mechanism to promote the transition 
from an emergency to a public health and devel-
opment approach to HIV/AIDS is through com-
pacts or framework agreements between the 
United States Government and each partici-
pating nation. 

‘‘(2) ELEMENTS.—Compacts on HIV/AIDS au-
thorized under subsection (d)(8) shall include 
the following elements: 

‘‘(A) Compacts whose primary purpose is to 
provide direct services to combat HIV/AIDS are 
to be made between— 

‘‘(i) the United States Government; and 
‘‘(ii)(I) national or regional entities rep-

resenting low-income countries served by an ex-
isting United States Agency for International 
Development or Department of Health and 
Human Services presence or regional platform; 
or 

‘‘(II) countries or regions— 
‘‘(aa) experiencing significantly high HIV 

prevalence or risk of significantly increasing in-
cidence within the general population; 

‘‘(bb) served by an existing United States 
Agency for International Development or De-

partment of Health and Human Services pres-
ence or regional platform; and 

‘‘(cc) that have inadequate financial means 
within such country or region. 

‘‘(B) Compacts whose primary purpose is to 
provide limited technical assistance to a country 
or region connected to services provided within 
the country or region— 

‘‘(i) may be made with other countries or re-
gional entities served by an existing United 
States Agency for International Development or 
Department of Health and Human Services pres-
ence or regional platform; 

‘‘(ii) shall require significant investments in 
HIV prevention, care, and treatment services by 
the host country; 

‘‘(iii) shall be time-limited in terms of United 
States contributions; and 

‘‘(iv) shall be made only upon prior notifica-
tion to Congress— 

‘‘(I) justifying the need for such compacts; 
‘‘(II) describing the expected investment by 

the country or regional entity; and 
‘‘(III) describing the scope, nature, expected 

total United States investment, and time frame 
of the limited technical assistance under the 
compact and its intended impact. 

‘‘(C) Compacts shall include provisions to— 
‘‘(i) promote local and national efforts to re-

duce stigma associated with HIV/AIDS; and 
‘‘(ii) work with and promote the role of civil 

society in combating HIV/AIDS. 
‘‘(D) Compacts shall take into account the 

overall national health and development and 
national HIV/AIDS and public health strategies 
of each country. 

‘‘(E) Compacts shall contain— 
‘‘(i) consideration of the specific objectives 

that the country and the United States expect to 
achieve during the term of a compact; 

‘‘(ii) consideration of the respective respon-
sibilities of the country and the United States in 
the achievement of such objectives; 

‘‘(iii) consideration of regular benchmarks to 
measure progress toward achieving such objec-
tives; 

‘‘(iv) an identification of the intended bene-
ficiaries, disaggregated by gender and age, and 
including information on orphans and vulner-
able children, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable; 

‘‘(v) consideration of the methods by which 
the compact is intended to— 

‘‘(I) address the factors that put women and 
girls at greater risk of HIV/AIDS; and 

‘‘(II) strengthen elements such as the eco-
nomic, educational, and social status of women, 
girls, orphans, and vulnerable children and the 
inheritance rights and safety of such individ-
uals; 

‘‘(vi) consideration of the methods by which 
the compact will— 

‘‘(I) strengthen the health care capacity, in-
cluding factors such as the training, retention, 
deployment, recruitment, and utilization of 
health care workers; 

‘‘(II) improve supply chain management; and 
‘‘(III) improve the health systems and infra-

structure of the partner country, including the 
ability of compact participants to maintain and 
operate equipment transferred or purchased as 
part of the compact; 

‘‘(vii) consideration of proposed mechanisms 
to provide oversight; 

‘‘(viii) consideration of the role of civil society 
in the development of a compact and the 
achievement of its objectives; 

‘‘(ix) a description of the current and poten-
tial participation of other donors in the achieve-
ment of such objectives, as appropriate; and 

‘‘(x) consideration of a plan to ensure appro-
priate fiscal accountability for the use of assist-
ance. 

‘‘(F) For regional compacts, priority shall be 
given to countries that are included in regional 
funds and programs in existence as of the date 
of the enactment of the Tom Lantos and Henry 
J. Hyde United States Global Leadership 
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Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Reauthorization Act of 2008. 

‘‘(G) Amounts made available for compacts de-
scribed in subparagraphs (A) and (B) shall be 
subject to the inclusion of— 

‘‘(i) cost sharing assurances that meet the re-
quirements under section 110; and 

‘‘(ii) transition strategies to ensure sustain-
ability of such programs and activities, includ-
ing health care systems, under other inter-
national donor support, and budget support by 
respective foreign governments. 

‘‘(3) LOCAL INPUT.—In entering into a com-
pact on HIV/AIDS authorized under subsection 
(d)(8), the Coordinator of United States Govern-
ment Activities to Combat HIV/AIDS Globally 
shall seek to ensure that the government of a 
country— 

‘‘(A) takes into account the local perspectives 
of the rural and urban poor, including women, 
in each country; and 

‘‘(B) consults with private and voluntary or-
ganizations, including faith-based organiza-
tions, the business community, and other donors 
in the country. 

‘‘(4) CONGRESSIONAL AND PUBLIC NOTIFICATION 
AFTER ENTERING INTO A COMPACT.—Not later 
than 10 days after entering into a compact au-
thorized under subsection (d)(8), the Global 
AIDS Coordinator shall— 

‘‘(A) submit a report containing a detailed 
summary of the compact and a copy of the text 
of the compact to— 

‘‘(i) the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate; 

‘‘(ii) the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate; 

‘‘(iii) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives; and 

‘‘(iv) the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives; and 

‘‘(B) publish such information in the Federal 
Register and on the Internet website of the Of-
fice of the Global AIDS Coordinator.’’. 

(e) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 104A(f) of such 
Act, as redesignated, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Committee 
on International Relations’’ and inserting 
‘‘Committee on Foreign Affairs’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(C) a detailed breakdown of funding alloca-

tions, by program and by country, for preven-
tion activities; and 

‘‘(D) a detailed assessment of the impact of 
programs established pursuant to such sections, 
including— 

‘‘(i)(I) the effectiveness of such programs in 
reducing— 

‘‘(aa) the transmission of HIV, particularly in 
women and girls; 

‘‘(bb) mother-to-child transmission of HIV, in-
cluding through drug treatment and therapies, 
either directly or by referral; and 

‘‘(cc) mortality rates from HIV/AIDS; 
‘‘(II) the number of patients receiving treat-

ment for AIDS in each country that receives as-
sistance under this Act; 

‘‘(III) an assessment of progress towards the 
achievement of annual goals set forth in the 
timetable required under the 5-year strategy es-
tablished under section 101 of the United States 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, 
and Malaria Act of 2003 and, if annual goals 
are not being met, the reasons for such failure; 
and 

‘‘(IV) retention and attrition data for pro-
grams receiving United States assistance, in-
cluding mortality and loss to follow-up rates, or-
ganized overall and by country; 

‘‘(ii) the progress made toward— 
‘‘(I) improving health care delivery systems 

(including the training of health care workers, 
including doctors, nurses, midwives, phar-
macists, laboratory technicians, and com-

pensated community health workers, and the 
use of codes of conduct for ethical recruiting 
practices for health care workers); 

‘‘(II) advancing safe working conditions for 
health care workers; and 

‘‘(III) improving infrastructure to promote 
progress toward universal access to HIV/AIDS 
prevention, treatment, and care by 2013; 

‘‘(iii) a description of coordination efforts 
with relevant executive branch agencies to link 
HIV/AIDS clinical and social services with non- 
HIV/AIDS services as part of the United States 
health and development agenda; 

‘‘(iv) a detailed description of integrated HIV/ 
AIDS and food and nutrition programs and 
services, including— 

‘‘(I) the amount spent on food and nutrition 
support; 

‘‘(II) the types of activities supported; and 
‘‘(III) an assessment of the effectiveness of 

interventions carried out to improve the health 
status of persons with HIV/AIDS receiving food 
or nutritional support; 

‘‘(v) a description of efforts to improve harmo-
nization, in terms of relevant executive branch 
agencies, coordination with other public and 
private entities, and coordination with partner 
countries’ national strategic plans as called for 
in the ‘Three Ones’; 

‘‘(vi) a description of— 
‘‘(I) the efforts of partner countries that were 

signatories to the Abuja Declaration on HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis and Other Related Infec-
tious Diseases to adhere to the goals of such 
Declaration in terms of investments in public 
health, including HIV/AIDS; and 

‘‘(II) a description of the HIV/AIDS invest-
ments of partner countries that were not sig-
natories to such Declaration; 

‘‘(vii) a detailed description of any compacts 
or framework agreements reached or negotiated 
between the United States and any partner 
countries, including a description of the ele-
ments of compacts described in subsection (e); 

‘‘(viii) a description of programs serving 
women and girls, including— 

‘‘(I) HIV/AIDS prevention programs that ad-
dress the vulnerabilities of girls and women to 
HIV/AIDS; 

‘‘(II) information on the number of individ-
uals served by programs aimed at reducing the 
vulnerabilities of women and girls to HIV/AIDS 
and data on the types, objectives, and duration 
of programs to address these issues; 

‘‘(III) information on programs to address the 
particular needs of adolescent girls and young 
women; and 

‘‘(IV) programs to prevent gender-based vio-
lence or to assist victims of gender based vio-
lence as part of, or in coordination with, HIV/ 
AIDS programs; 

‘‘(ix) a description of strategies, goals, pro-
grams, and interventions to— 

‘‘(I) address the needs and vulnerabilities of 
youth populations; 

‘‘(II) expand access among young men and 
women to evidence-based HIV/AIDS health care 
services and HIV prevention programs, includ-
ing abstinence education programs; and 

‘‘(III) expand community-based services to 
meet the needs of orphans and of children and 
adolescents affected by or vulnerable to HIV/ 
AIDS without increasing stigmatization; 

‘‘(x) a description of— 
‘‘(I) the specific strategies funded to ensure 

the reduction of HIV infection among injection 
drug users; 

‘‘(II) the number of injection drug users, by 
country, reached by such strategies; and 

‘‘(III) medication-assisted drug treatment for 
individuals with HIV or at risk of HIV; 

‘‘(xi) a detailed description of program moni-
toring, operations research, and impact evalua-
tion research, including— 

‘‘(I) the amount of funding provided for each 
research type; 

‘‘(II) an analysis of cost-effectiveness models; 
and 

‘‘(III) conclusions regarding the efficiency, ef-
fectiveness, and quality of services as derived 
from previous or ongoing research and moni-
toring efforts; 

‘‘(xii) building capacity to identify, inves-
tigate, and stop nosocomial transmission of in-
fectious diseases, including HIV and tuber-
culosis; and 

‘‘(xiii) a description of staffing levels of 
United States government HIV/AIDS teams in 
countries with significant HIV/AIDS programs, 
including whether or not a full-time coordinator 
was on staff for the year.’’. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-
tion 301(b) of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7631(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 
2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2009 through 2013’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 
2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2009 through 2013’’. 

(g) RELATIONSHIP TO ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 
TO ENHANCE NUTRITION.—Section 301(c) of such 
Act is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) FOOD AND NUTRITIONAL SUPPORT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—As indicated in the report 

produced by the Institute of Medicine, entitled 
‘PEPFAR Implementation: Progress and Prom-
ise’, inadequate caloric intake has been clearly 
identified as a principal reason for failure of 
clinical response to antiretroviral therapy. In 
recognition of the impact of malnutrition as a 
clinical health issue for many persons living 
with HIV/AIDS that is often associated with 
health and economic impacts on these individ-
uals and their families, the Global AIDS Coordi-
nator and the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Development 
shall— 

‘‘(A) follow World Health Organization guide-
lines for HIV/AIDS food and nutrition services; 

‘‘(B) integrate nutrition programs with HIV/ 
AIDS activities through effective linkages 
among the health, agricultural, and livelihood 
sectors and establish additional services in cir-
cumstances in which referrals are inadequate or 
impossible; 

‘‘(C) provide, as a component of care and 
treatment programs for persons with HIV/AIDS, 
food and nutritional support to individuals in-
fected with, and affected by, HIV/AIDS who 
meet established criteria for nutritional support 
(including clinically malnourished children and 
adults, and pregnant and lactating women in 
programs in need of supplemental support), in-
cluding— 

‘‘(i) anthropometric and dietary assessment; 
‘‘(ii) counseling; and 
‘‘(iii) therapeutic and supplementary feeding; 
‘‘(D) provide food and nutritional support for 

children affected by HIV/AIDS and to commu-
nities and households caring for children af-
fected by HIV/AIDS; and 

‘‘(E) in communities where HIV/AIDS and 
food insecurity are highly prevalent, support 
programs to address these often intersecting 
health problems through community-based as-
sistance programs, with an emphasis on sustain-
able approaches. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
under section 401, there are authorized to be ap-
propriated to the President such sums as may be 
necessary for each of the fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 to carry out this subsection.’’. 

(h) ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE.—Section 
301(d) of such Act is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE.—An orga-
nization, including a faith-based organization, 
that is otherwise eligible to receive assistance 
under section 104A of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, under this Act, or under any 
amendment made by this Act or by the Tom 
Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United States Global 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, 
and Malaria Reauthorization Act of 2008, for 
HIV/AIDS prevention, treatment, or care— 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:05 Jul 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A24JY7.041 H24JYPT1er
ow

e 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7107 July 24, 2008 
‘‘(1) shall not be required, as a condition of 

receiving such assistance— 
‘‘(A) to endorse or utilize a multisectoral or 

comprehensive approach to combating HIV/ 
AIDS; or 

‘‘(B) to endorse, utilize, make a referral to, be-
come integrated with, or otherwise participate 
in any program or activity to which the organi-
zation has a religious or moral objection; and 

‘‘(2) shall not be discriminated against in the 
solicitation or issuance of grants, contracts, or 
cooperative agreements under such provisions of 
law for refusing to meet any requirement de-
scribed in paragraph (1).’’. 
SEC. 302. ASSISTANCE TO COMBAT TUBER-

CULOSIS. 
(a) POLICY.—Section 104B(b) of the Foreign 

Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151b–3(b)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) POLICY.—It is a major objective of the 
foreign assistance program of the United States 
to control tuberculosis. In all countries in which 
the Government of the United States has estab-
lished development programs, particularly in 
countries with the highest burden of tuber-
culosis and other countries with high rates of 
tuberculosis, the United States should support 
the objectives of the Global Plan to Stop TB, in-
cluding through achievement of the following 
goals: 

‘‘(1) Reduce by half the tuberculosis death 
and disease burden from the 1990 baseline. 

‘‘(2) Sustain or exceed the detection of at least 
70 percent of sputum smear-positive cases of tu-
berculosis and the successful treatment of at 
least 85 percent of the cases detected in coun-
tries with established United States Agency for 
International Development tuberculosis pro-
grams. 

‘‘(3) In support of the Global Plan to Stop TB, 
the President shall establish a comprehensive, 5- 
year United States strategy to expand and im-
prove United States efforts to combat tuber-
culosis globally, including a plan to support— 

‘‘(A) the successful treatment of 4,500,000 new 
sputum smear tuberculosis patients under DOTS 
programs by 2013, primarily through direct sup-
port for needed services, commodities, health 
workers, and training, and additional treatment 
through coordinated multilateral efforts; and 

‘‘(B) the diagnosis and treatment of 90,000 
new multiple drug resistant tuberculosis cases 
by 2013, and additional treatment through co-
ordinated multilateral efforts.’’. 

(b) PRIORITY TO STOP TB STRATEGY.—Section 
104B(e) of such Act is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(e) PRIORITY TO STOP TB STRATEGY.—In 
furnishing assistance under subsection (c), the 
President shall give priority to— 

‘‘(1) direct services described in the Stop TB 
Strategy, including expansion and enhancement 
of Directly Observed Treatment Short-course 
(DOTS) coverage, rapid testing, treatment for 
individuals infected with both tuberculosis and 
HIV, and treatment for individuals with multi- 
drug resistant tuberculosis (MDR–TB), strength-
ening of health systems, use of the International 
Standards for Tuberculosis Care by all pro-
viders, empowering individuals with tuber-
culosis, and enabling and promoting research to 
develop new diagnostics, drugs, and vaccines, 
and program-based operational research relat-
ing to tuberculosis; and 

‘‘(2) funding for the Global Tuberculosis Drug 
Facility, the Stop Tuberculosis Partnership, and 
the Global Alliance for TB Drug Development.’’. 

(c) ASSISTANCE FOR THE WORLD HEALTH OR-
GANIZATION AND THE STOP TUBERCULOSIS PART-
NERSHIP.—Section 104B of such Act is amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-
section (h); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) ASSISTANCE FOR THE WORLD HEALTH OR-
GANIZATION AND THE STOP TUBERCULOSIS PART-
NERSHIP.—In carrying out this section, the 

President, acting through the Administrator of 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment, is authorized to provide increased re-
sources to the World Health Organization and 
the Stop Tuberculosis Partnership to improve 
the capacity of countries with high rates of tu-
berculosis and other affected countries to imple-
ment the Stop TB Strategy and specific strate-
gies related to addressing multiple drug resistant 
tuberculosis (MDR–TB) and extensively drug re-
sistant tuberculosis (XDR–TB).’’. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 104B of such 
Act is amended by inserting after subsection (f), 
as added by subsection (c) of this section, the 
following: 

‘‘(g) ANNUAL REPORT.—The President shall 
submit an annual report to Congress that de-
scribes the impact of United States foreign as-
sistance on efforts to control tuberculosis, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(1) the number of tuberculosis cases diag-
nosed and the number of cases cured in coun-
tries receiving United States bilateral foreign as-
sistance for tuberculosis control purposes; 

‘‘(2) a description of activities supported with 
United States tuberculosis resources in each 
country, including a description of how those 
activities specifically contribute to increasing 
the number of people diagnosed and treated for 
tuberculosis; 

‘‘(3) in each country receiving bilateral United 
States foreign assistance for tuberculosis control 
purposes, the percentage provided for direct tu-
berculosis services in countries receiving United 
States bilateral foreign assistance for tuber-
culosis control purposes; 

‘‘(4) a description of research efforts and clin-
ical trials to develop new tools to combat tuber-
culosis, including diagnostics, drugs, and vac-
cines supported by United States bilateral assist-
ance; 

‘‘(5) the number of persons who have been di-
agnosed and started treatment for multidrug-re-
sistant tuberculosis in countries receiving 
United States bilateral foreign assistance for tu-
berculosis control programs; 

‘‘(6) a description of the collaboration and co-
ordination of United States anti-tuberculosis ef-
forts with the World Health Organization, the 
Global Fund, and other major public and pri-
vate entities within the Stop TB Strategy; 

‘‘(7) the constraints on implementation of pro-
grams posed by health workforce shortages and 
capacities; 

‘‘(8) the number of people trained in tuber-
culosis control; and 

‘‘(9) a breakdown of expenditures for direct 
patient tuberculosis services, drugs and other 
commodities, drug management, training in di-
agnosis and treatment, health systems strength-
ening, research, and support costs.’’. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—Section 104B(h) of such Act, 
as redesignated by subsection (c), is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting the following: ‘‘includ-
ing— 

‘‘(A) low-cost and effective diagnosis, treat-
ment, and monitoring of tuberculosis; 

‘‘(B) a reliable drug supply; 
‘‘(C) a management strategy for public health 

systems; 
‘‘(D) health system strengthening; 
‘‘(E) promotion of the use of the International 

Standards for Tuberculosis Care by all care pro-
viders; 

‘‘(F) bacteriology under an external quality 
assessment framework; 

‘‘(G) short-course chemotherapy; and 
‘‘(H) sound reporting and recording systems.’’; 

and 
(2) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (6); and 
(3) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(5) STOP TB STRATEGY.—The term ‘Stop TB 

Strategy’ means the 6-point strategy to reduce 
tuberculosis developed by the World Health Or-
ganization, which is described in the Global 

Plan to Stop TB 2006–2015: Actions for Life, a 
comprehensive plan developed by the Stop TB 
Partnership that sets out the actions necessary 
to achieve the millennium development goal of 
cutting tuberculosis deaths and disease burden 
in half by 2015.’’. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-
tion 302 (b) of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7632(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘such sums 
as may be necessary for each of the fiscal years 
2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘a total of 
$4,000,000,000 for the 5-year period beginning on 
October 1, 2008.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 
2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2009 through 2013.’’. 
SEC. 303. ASSISTANCE TO COMBAT MALARIA. 

(a) AMENDMENT TO THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE 
ACT OF 1961.—Section 104C(b) of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151–4(b)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘treatment,’’ after ‘‘con-
trol,’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-
tion 303 of the United States Leadership Against 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Act of 
2003, and Malaria Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7633) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘such sums 

as may be necessary for fiscal years 2004 
through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000,000 dur-
ing the 5-year period beginning on October 1, 
2008’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 
2004 through 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2009 through 2013’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—Providing assist-

ance for the prevention, control, treatment, and 
the ultimate eradication of malaria is— 

‘‘(1) a major objective of the foreign assistance 
program of the United States; and 

‘‘(2) 1 component of a comprehensive United 
States global health strategy to reduce disease 
burdens and strengthen communities around the 
world. 

‘‘(d) DEVELOPMENT OF A COMPREHENSIVE 5- 
YEAR STRATEGY.—The President shall establish 
a comprehensive, 5-year strategy to combat glob-
al malaria that— 

‘‘(1) strengthens the capacity of the United 
States to be an effective leader of international 
efforts to reduce malaria burden; 

‘‘(2) maintains sufficient flexibility and re-
mains responsive to the ever-changing nature of 
the global malaria challenge; 

‘‘(3) includes specific objectives and multisec-
toral approaches and strategies to reduce the 
prevalence, mortality, incidence, and spread of 
malaria; 

‘‘(4) describes how this strategy would con-
tribute to the United States’ overall global 
health and development goals; 

‘‘(5) clearly explains how outlined activities 
will interact with other United States Govern-
ment global health activities, including the 5- 
year global AIDS strategy required under this 
Act; 

‘‘(6) expands public-private partnerships and 
leverage of resources; 

‘‘(7) coordinates among relevant Federal agen-
cies to maximize human and financial resources 
and to reduce duplication among these agencies, 
foreign governments, and international organi-
zations; 

‘‘(8) coordinates with other international enti-
ties, including the Global Fund; 

‘‘(9) maximizes United States capabilities in 
the areas of technical assistance and training 
and research, including vaccine research; and 

‘‘(10) establishes priorities and selection cri-
teria for the distribution of resources based on 
factors such as— 

‘‘(A) the size and demographics of the popu-
lation with malaria; 
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‘‘(B) the needs of that population; 
‘‘(C) the country’s existing infrastructure; and 
‘‘(D) the ability to closely coordinate United 

States Government efforts with national malaria 
control plans of partner countries.’’. 
SEC. 304. MALARIA RESPONSE COORDINATOR. 

Section 304 of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7634) is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 304. MALARIA RESPONSE COORDINATOR. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established within 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment a Coordinator of United States Gov-
ernment Activities to Combat Malaria Globally 
(referred to in this section as the ‘Malaria Coor-
dinator’), who shall be appointed by the Presi-
dent. 

‘‘(b) AUTHORITIES.—The Malaria Coordinator, 
acting through nongovernmental organizations 
(including faith-based and community-based or-
ganizations), partner country finance, health, 
and other relevant ministries, and relevant exec-
utive branch agencies as may be necessary and 
appropriate to carry out this section, is author-
ized to— 

‘‘(1) operate internationally to carry out pre-
vention, care, treatment, support, capacity de-
velopment, and other activities to reduce the 
prevalence, mortality, and incidence of malaria; 

‘‘(2) provide grants to, and enter into con-
tracts and cooperative agreements with, non-
governmental organizations (including faith- 
based organizations) to carry out this section; 
and 

‘‘(3) transfer and allocate executive branch 
agency funds that have been appropriated for 
the purposes described in paragraphs (1) and 
(2). 

‘‘(c) DUTIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Malaria Coordinator 

has primary responsibility for the oversight and 
coordination of all resources and international 
activities of the United States Government relat-
ing to efforts to combat malaria. 

‘‘(2) SPECIFIC DUTIES.—The Malaria Coordi-
nator shall— 

‘‘(A) facilitate program and policy coordina-
tion of antimalarial efforts among relevant exec-
utive branch agencies and nongovernmental or-
ganizations by auditing, monitoring, and evalu-
ating such programs; 

‘‘(B) ensure that each relevant executive 
branch agency undertakes antimalarial pro-
grams primarily in those areas in which the 
agency has the greatest expertise, technical ca-
pability, and potential for success; 

‘‘(C) coordinate relevant executive branch 
agency activities in the field of malaria preven-
tion and treatment; 

‘‘(D) coordinate planning, implementation, 
and evaluation with the Global AIDS Coordi-
nator in countries in which both programs have 
a significant presence; 

‘‘(E) coordinate with national governments, 
international agencies, civil society, and the pri-
vate sector; and 

‘‘(F) establish due diligence criteria for all re-
cipients of funds appropriated by the Federal 
Government for malaria assistance. 

‘‘(d) ASSISTANCE FOR THE WORLD HEALTH OR-
GANIZATION.—In carrying out this section, the 
President may provide financial assistance to 
the Roll Back Malaria Partnership of the World 
Health Organization to improve the capacity of 
countries with high rates of malaria and other 
affected countries to implement comprehensive 
malaria control programs. 

‘‘(e) COORDINATION OF ASSISTANCE EFFORTS.— 
In carrying out this section and in accordance 
with section 104C of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151b–4), the Malaria Coordi-
nator shall coordinate the provision of assist-
ance by working with— 

‘‘(1) relevant executive branch agencies, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(A) the Department of State (including the 
Office of the Global AIDS Coordinator); 

‘‘(B) the Department of Health and Human 
Services; 

‘‘(C) the Department of Defense; and 
‘‘(D) the Office of the United States Trade 

Representative; 
‘‘(2) relevant multilateral institutions, includ-

ing— 
‘‘(A) the World Health Organization; 
‘‘(B) the United Nations Children’s Fund; 
‘‘(C) the United Nations Development Pro-

gramme; 
‘‘(D) the Global Fund; 
‘‘(E) the World Bank; and 
‘‘(F) the Roll Back Malaria Partnership; 
‘‘(3) program delivery and efforts to lift bar-

riers that would impede effective and com-
prehensive malaria control programs; and 

‘‘(4) partner or recipient country governments 
and national entities including universities and 
civil society organizations (including faith- and 
community-based organizations). 

‘‘(f) RESEARCH.—To carry out this section, the 
Malaria Coordinator, in accordance with sec-
tion 104C of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
(22 U.S.C. 1151d–4), shall ensure that operations 
and implementation research conducted under 
this Act will closely complement the clinical and 
program research being undertaken by the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. The Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention should advise the 
Malaria Coordinator on priorities for operations 
and implementation research and should be a 
key implementer of this research. 

‘‘(g) MONITORING.—To ensure that adequate 
malaria controls are established and imple-
mented, the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention should advise the Malaria Coordi-
nator on monitoring, surveillance, and evalua-
tion activities and be a key implementer of such 
activities under this Act. Such activities shall 
complement, rather than duplicate, the work of 
the World Health Organization. 

‘‘(h) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of the enactment of the Tom Lantos 
and Henry J. Hyde United States Global Leader-
ship Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Ma-
laria Reauthorization Act of 2008, and annually 
thereafter, the President shall submit a report to 
the appropriate congressional committees that 
describes United States assistance for the pre-
vention, treatment, control, and elimination of 
malaria. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall describe— 

‘‘(A) the countries and activities to which ma-
laria resources have been allocated; 

‘‘(B) the number of people reached through 
malaria assistance programs, including data on 
children and pregnant women; 

‘‘(C) research efforts to develop new tools to 
combat malaria, including drugs and vaccines; 

‘‘(D) the collaboration and coordination of 
United States antimalarial efforts with the 
World Health Organization, the Global Fund, 
the World Bank, other donor governments, 
major private efforts, and relevant executive 
agencies; 

‘‘(E) the coordination of United States anti-
malarial efforts with the national malarial 
strategies of other donor or partner governments 
and major private initiatives; 

‘‘(F) the estimated impact of United States as-
sistance on childhood mortality and morbidity 
from malaria; 

‘‘(G) the coordination of antimalarial efforts 
with broader health and development programs; 
and 

‘‘(H) the constraints on implementation of 
programs posed by health workforce shortages 
or capacities; and 

‘‘(I) the number of personnel trained as health 
workers and the training levels achieved.’’. 
SEC. 305. AMENDMENT TO IMMIGRATION AND NA-

TIONALITY ACT. 
Section 212(a)(1)(A)(i) of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(1)(A)(i)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘, which shall include in-

fection with the etiologic agent for acquired im-
mune deficiency syndrome,’’ and inserting a 
semicolon. 
SEC. 306. CLERICAL AMENDMENT. 

Title III of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7631 et seq.) is amended by 
striking the heading for subtitle B and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘Subtitle B—Assistance for Women, Children, 
and Families’’. 

SEC. 307. REQUIREMENTS. 
Section 312(b) of the United States Leadership 

Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7652(b)) is amended by 
striking paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(1) establish a target for the prevention and 
treatment of mother-to-child transmission of 
HIV that, by 2013, will reach at least 80 percent 
of pregnant women in those countries most af-
fected by HIV/AIDS in which the United States 
has HIV/AIDS programs; 

‘‘(2) establish a target that, by 2013, the pro-
portion of children receiving care and treatment 
under this Act is proportionate to their numbers 
within the population of HIV infected individ-
uals in each country; 

‘‘(3) integrate care and treatment with preven-
tion of mother-to-child transmission of HIV pro-
grams to improve outcomes for HIV-affected 
women and families as soon as is feasible and 
support strategies that promote successful fol-
low-up and continuity of care of mother and 
child; 

‘‘(4) expand programs designed to care for 
children orphaned by, affected by, or vulnerable 
to HIV/AIDS; 

‘‘(5) ensure that women in prevention of 
mother-to-child transmission of HIV programs 
are provided with, or referred to, appropriate 
maternal and child services; and 

‘‘(6) develop a timeline for expanding access to 
more effective regimes to prevent mother-to-child 
transmission of HIV, consistent with the na-
tional policies of countries in which programs 
are administered under this Act and the goal of 
achieving universal use of such regimes as soon 
as possible.’’. 
SEC. 308. ANNUAL REPORT ON PREVENTION OF 

MOTHER-TO-CHILD TRANSMISSION 
OF HIV. 

Section 313(a) of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7653(a)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘5 years’’ and inserting ‘‘10 years’’. 
SEC. 309. PREVENTION OF MOTHER-TO-CHILD 

TRANSMISSION EXPERT PANEL. 
Section 312 of the United States Leadership 

Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7652) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(c) PREVENTION OF MOTHER-TO-CHILD 
TRANSMISSION EXPERT PANEL.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Global AIDS Coor-
dinator shall establish a panel of experts to be 
known as the Prevention of Mother-to-Child 
Transmission Panel (referred to in this sub-
section as the ‘Panel’) to— 

‘‘(A) provide an objective review of activities 
to prevent mother-to-child transmission of HIV; 
and 

‘‘(B) provide recommendations to the Global 
AIDS Coordinator and to the appropriate con-
gressional committees for scale-up of mother-to- 
child transmission prevention services under 
this Act in order to achieve the target estab-
lished in subsection (b)(1). 

‘‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The Panel shall be con-
vened and chaired by the Global AIDS Coordi-
nator, who shall serve as a nonvoting member. 
The Panel shall consist of not more than 15 
members (excluding the Global AIDS Coordi-
nator), to be appointed by the Global AIDS Co-
ordinator not later than 1 year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, including— 
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‘‘(A) 2 members from the Department of 

Health and Human Services with expertise relat-
ing to the prevention of mother-to-child trans-
mission activities; 

‘‘(B) 2 members from the United States Agency 
for International Development with expertise re-
lating to the prevention of mother-to-child 
transmission activities; 

‘‘(C) 2 representatives from among health min-
isters of national governments of foreign coun-
tries in which programs under this Act are ad-
ministered; 

‘‘(D) 3 members representing organizations im-
plementing prevention of mother-to-child trans-
mission activities under this Act; 

‘‘(E) 2 health care researchers with expertise 
relating to global HIV/AIDS activities; and 

‘‘(F) representatives from among patient advo-
cate groups, health care professionals, persons 
living with HIV/AIDS, and non-governmental 
organizations with expertise relating to the pre-
vention of mother-to-child transmission activi-
ties, giving priority to individuals in foreign 
countries in which programs under this Act are 
administered. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES OF PANEL.—The Panel shall— 
‘‘(A) assess the effectiveness of current activi-

ties in reaching the target described in sub-
section (b)(1); 

‘‘(B) review scientific evidence related to the 
provision of mother-to-child transmission pre-
vention services, including programmatic data 
and data from clinical trials; 

‘‘(C) review and assess ways in which the Of-
fice of the United States Global AIDS Coordi-
nator collaborates with international and multi-
lateral entities on efforts to prevent mother-to- 
child transmission of HIV in affected countries; 

‘‘(D) identify barriers and challenges to in-
creasing access to mother-to-child transmission 
prevention services and evaluate potential 
mechanisms to alleviate those barriers and chal-
lenges; 

‘‘(E) identify the extent to which stigma has 
hindered pregnant women from obtaining HIV 
counseling and testing or returning for results, 
and provide recommendations to address such 
stigma and its effects; 

‘‘(F) identify opportunities to improve link-
ages between mother-to-child transmission pre-
vention services and care and treatment pro-
grams; and 

‘‘(G) recommend specific activities to facilitate 
reaching the target described in subsection 
(b)(1). 

‘‘(4) REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date on which the Panel is first convened, 
the Panel shall submit a report containing a de-
tailed statement of the recommendations, find-
ings, and conclusions of the Panel to the appro-
priate congressional committees. 

‘‘(B) AVAILABILITY.—The report submitted 
under subparagraph (A) shall be made available 
to the public. 

‘‘(C) CONSIDERATION BY COORDINATOR.—The 
Coordinator shall— 

‘‘(i) consider any recommendations contained 
in the report submitted under subparagraph (A); 
and 

‘‘(ii) include in the annual report required 
under section 104A(f) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 a description of the activities con-
ducted in response to the recommendations 
made by the Panel and an explanation of any 
recommendations not implemented at the time of 
the report. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Panel such sums as may be necessary for each 
of the fiscal years 2009 through 2011 to carry out 
this section. 

‘‘(6) TERMINATION.—The Panel shall termi-
nate on the date that is 60 days after the date 
on which the Panel submits the report to the ap-
propriate congressional committees under para-
graph (4).’’. 

TITLE IV—FUNDING ALLOCATIONS 
SEC. 401. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 401(a) of the United 
States Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 
7671(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘$3,000,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2004 through 2008’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$48,000,000,000 for the 5-year pe-
riod beginning on October 1, 2008’’. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of the 
Congress that the appropriations authorized 
under section 401(a) of the United States Lead-
ership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and 
Malaria Act of 2003, as amended by subsection 
(a), should be allocated among fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 in a manner that allows for the 
appropriations to be gradually increased in a 
manner that is consistent with program require-
ments, absorptive capacity, and priorities set 
forth in such Act, as amended by this Act. 
SEC. 402. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

Section 402(b) of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7672(b)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘an effective distribution of such 
amounts would be’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘10 percent of such amounts’’ and inserting ‘‘10 
percent should be used’’. 
SEC. 403. ALLOCATION OF FUNDS. 

Section 403 of the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7673) is amended— 

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(a) BALANCED FUNDING REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Global AIDS Coordi-

nator shall— 
‘‘(A) provide balanced funding for prevention 

activities for sexual transmission of HIV/AIDS; 
and 

‘‘(B) ensure that activities promoting absti-
nence, delay of sexual debut, monogamy, fidel-
ity, and partner reduction are implemented and 
funded in a meaningful and equitable way in 
the strategy for each host country based on ob-
jective epidemiological evidence as to the source 
of infections and in consultation with the gov-
ernment of each host county involved in HIV/ 
AIDS prevention activities. 

‘‘(2) PREVENTION STRATEGY.— 
‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—In carrying out para-

graph (1), the Global AIDS Coordinator shall es-
tablish an HIV sexual transmission prevention 
strategy governing the expenditure of funds au-
thorized under this Act to prevent the sexual 
transmission of HIV in any host country with a 
generalized epidemic. 

‘‘(B) REPORT.—In each host country described 
in subparagraph (A), if the strategy established 
under subparagraph (A) provides less than 50 
percent of the funds described in subparagraph 
(A) for activities promoting abstinence, delay of 
sexual debut, monogamy, fidelity, and partner 
reduction, the Global AIDS Coordinator shall, 
not later than 30 days after the issuance of this 
strategy, report to the appropriate congressional 
committees on the justification for this decision. 

‘‘(3) EXCLUSION.—Programs and activities that 
implement or purchase new prevention tech-
nologies or modalities, such as medical male cir-
cumcision, public education about risks to ac-
quire HIV infection from blood exposures, pro-
moting universal precautions, investigating sus-
pected nosocomial infections, pre-exposure phar-
maceutical prophylaxis to prevent transmission 
of HIV, or microbicides and programs and ac-
tivities that provide counseling and testing for 
HIV or prevent mother-to-child prevention of 
HIV, shall not be included in determining com-
pliance with paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of the enactment of the Tom Lantos and 
Henry J. Hyde United States Global Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Reauthorization Act of 2008, and annually 
thereafter as part of the annual report required 
under section 104A(e) of the Foreign Assistance 

Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151b–2(e)), the President 
shall— 

‘‘(A) submit a report on the implementation of 
paragraph (2) for the most recently concluded 
fiscal year to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees; and 

‘‘(B) make the report described in subpara-
graph (A) available to the public.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2006 through 

2008’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2009 through 
2013’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘vulnerable children affected 
by’’ and inserting ‘‘other children affected by, 
or vulnerable to,’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) FUNDING ALLOCATION.—For each of the 

fiscal years 2009 through 2013, more than half of 
the amounts appropriated for bilateral global 
HIV/AIDS assistance pursuant to section 401 
shall be expended for— 

‘‘(1) antiretroviral treatment for HIV/AIDS; 
‘‘(2) clinical monitoring of HIV-seropositive 

people not in need of antiretroviral treatment; 
‘‘(3) care for associated opportunistic infec-

tions; 
‘‘(4) nutrition and food support for people liv-

ing with HIV/AIDS; and 
‘‘(5) other essential HIV/AIDS-related medical 

care for people living with HIV/AIDS. 
‘‘(d) TREATMENT, PREVENTION, AND CARE 

GOALS.—For each of the fiscal years 2009 
through 2013— 

‘‘(1) the treatment goal under section 402(a)(3) 
shall be increased above 2,000,000 by at least the 
percentage increase in the amount appropriated 
for bilateral global HIV/AIDS assistance for 
such fiscal year compared with fiscal year 2008; 

‘‘(2) any increase in the treatment goal under 
section 402(a)(3) above the percentage increase 
in the amount appropriated for bilateral global 
HIV/AIDS assistance for such fiscal year com-
pared with fiscal year 2008 shall be based on 
long-term requirements, epidemiological evi-
dence, the share of treatment needs being met by 
partner governments and other sources of treat-
ment funding, and other appropriate factors; 

‘‘(3) the treatment goal under section 402(a)(3) 
shall be increased above the number calculated 
under paragraph (1) by the same percentage 
that the average United States Government cost 
per patient of providing treatment in countries 
receiving bilateral HIV/AIDS assistance has de-
creased compared with fiscal year 2008; and 

‘‘(4) the prevention and care goals established 
in clauses (i) and (iv) of section 104A(b)(1)(A) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2151b–2(b)(1)(A)) shall be increased consistent 
with epidemiological evidence and available re-
sources.’’. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. 501. MACHINE READABLE VISA FEES. 

(a) FEE INCREASE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law— 

(1) not later than October 1, 2010, the Sec-
retary of State shall increase by $1 the fee or 
surcharge authorized under section 140(a) of the 
Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal 
Years 1994 and 1995 (Public Law 103–236; 8 
U.S.C. 1351 note) for processing machine read-
able nonimmigrant visas and machine readable 
combined border crossing identification cards 
and nonimmigrant visas; and 

(2) not later than October 1, 2013, the Sec-
retary shall increase the fee or surcharge de-
scribed in paragraph (1) by an additional $1. 

(b) DEPOSIT OF AMOUNTS.—Notwithstanding 
section 140(a)(2) of the Foreign Relations Au-
thorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 
(Public Law 103–236; 8 U.S.C. 1351 note), fees 
collected under the authority of subsection (a) 
shall be deposited in the Treasury. 
TITLE VI—EMERGENCY PLAN FOR INDIAN 

SAFETY AND HEALTH 
SEC. 601. EMERGENCY PLAN FOR INDIAN SAFETY 

AND HEALTH. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.—There is estab-

lished in the Treasury of the United States a 
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fund, to be known as the ‘‘Emergency Fund for 
Indian Safety and Health’’ (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Fund’’), consisting of such 
amounts as are appropriated to the Fund under 
subsection (b). 

(b) TRANSFERS TO FUND.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be ap-

propriated to the Fund, out of funds of the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
$2,000,000,000 for the 5-year period beginning on 
October 1, 2008. 

(2) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts de-
posited in the Fund under this section shall— 

(A) be made available without further appro-
priation; 

(B) be in addition to amounts made available 
under any other provision of law; and 

(C) remain available until expended. 
(c) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.—On request 

by the Attorney General, the Secretary of the 
Interior, or the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
transfer from the Fund to the Attorney General, 
the Secretary of the Interior, or the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, as appropriate, 
such amounts as the Attorney General, the Sec-
retary of the Interior, or the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services determines to be necessary 
to carry out the emergency plan under sub-
section (f). 

(d) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to be 

transferred to the Fund under this section shall 
be transferred at least monthly from the general 
fund of the Treasury to the Fund on the basis 
of estimates made by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury. 

(2) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment shall be 
made in amounts subsequently transferred to 
the extent prior estimates were in excess of or 
less than the amounts required to be trans-
ferred. 

(e) REMAINING AMOUNTS.—Any amounts re-
maining in the Fund on September 30 of an ap-
plicable fiscal year may be used by the Attorney 
General, the Secretary of the Interior, or the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services to 
carry out the emergency plan under subsection 
(f) for any subsequent fiscal year. 

(f) EMERGENCY PLAN.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the At-
torney General, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices, in consultation with Indian tribes (as de-
fined in section 4 of the Indian Self-Determina-
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
450b)), shall jointly establish an emergency plan 
that addresses law enforcement, water, and 
health care needs of Indian tribes under which, 
for each of fiscal years 2010 through 2019, of 
amounts in the Fund— 

(1) the Attorney General shall use— 
(A) 18.5 percent for the construction, rehabili-

tation, and replacement of Federal Indian de-
tention facilities; 

(B) 1.5 percent to investigate and prosecute 
crimes in Indian country (as defined in section 
1151 of title 18, United States Code); 

(C) 1.5 percent for use by the Office of Justice 
Programs for Indian and Alaska Native pro-
grams; and 

(D) 0.5 percent to provide assistance to— 
(i) parties to cross-deputization or other coop-

erative agreements between State or local gov-
ernments and Indian tribes (as defined in sec-
tion 102 of the Federally Recognized Indian 
Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 479a)) carrying 
out law enforcement activities in Indian coun-
try; and 

(ii) the State of Alaska (including political 
subdivisions of that State) for carrying out the 
Village Public Safety Officer Program and law 
enforcement activities on Alaska Native land (as 
defined in section 3 of Public Law 103–399 (25 
U.S.C. 3902)); 

(2) the Secretary of the Interior shall— 
(A) deposit 15.5 percent in the public safety 

and justice account of the Bureau of Indian Af-

fairs for use by the Office of Justice Services of 
the Bureau in providing law enforcement or de-
tention services, directly or through contracts or 
compacts with Indian tribes under the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assistance 
Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.); and 

(B) use 50 percent to implement requirements 
of Indian water settlement agreements that are 
approved by Congress (or the legislation to im-
plement such an agreement) under which the 
United States shall plan, design, rehabilitate, or 
construct, or provide financial assistance for the 
planning, design, rehabilitation, or construction 
of, water supply or delivery infrastructure that 
will serve an Indian tribe (as defined in section 
4 of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b)); and 

(3) the Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices, acting through the Director of the Indian 
Health Service, shall use 12.5 percent to provide, 
directly or through contracts or compacts with 
Indian tribes under the Indian Self-Determina-
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
450 et seq.)— 

(A) contract health services; 
(B) construction, rehabilitation, and replace-

ment of Indian health facilities; and 
(C) domestic and community sanitation facili-

ties serving members of Indian tribes (as defined 
in section 4 of the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b)) 
pursuant to section 7 of the Act of August 5, 
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2004a). 

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. BERMAN 
Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer 

the motion at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will designate the motion. 
The text of the motion is as follows: 
Motion offered by Mr. BERMAN: 
Mr. BERMAN moves that the House concur 

in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1362, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BERMAN) 
and the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this bill, and I yield 
myself 7 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, a few short months ago 
the House gave its strong bipartisan 
approval to H.R. 5501, the Tom Lantos 
and Henry J. Hyde Global Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and 
Malaria Reauthorization Act of 2008. 
Last Thursday, the Senate followed 
suit, approving its amendment to the 
House bill by an overwhelming margin 
of 80–16. 

We meet today to take up the Senate 
amendments and to send this bipar-
tisan legislation to the President for 
his signature. The measure before the 
House today is a compromise, a com-
promise between Democrats and Re-
publicans, between the House and the 
Senate, and between Congress and the 
executive branch. The fact that com-
promise was achievable in this highly 
politicized era is a testament to the bi-
partisan roots of this legislation. 

Five years ago, Tom Lantos and 
Henry Hyde, our dear deceased col-
leagues, working closely with the 
White House, crafted a global HIV/ 
AIDS bill that enjoyed broad bipar-
tisan support. This groundbreaking 

legislation had a clear and achievable 
goal, to respond with compassion to 
those who were dying of AIDS, dra-
matically increase our Nation’s efforts 
to stop the spread of HIV virus, provide 
care to children orphaned by AIDS, and 
get lifesaving medications immediately 
to those in need. 

As a result, our Nation has provided 
lifesaving antiretroviral medicines to 
nearly 11⁄2 million men, women and 
children, supported care for nearly 7 
million people, including nearly 3 mil-
lion orphans and vulnerable children, 
and prevented an estimated 150,000 in-
fant infections around the world. 

Most importantly, the United States 
has given hope to millions infected 
with the HIV virus, which just a few 
short years ago was tantamount to a 
death sentence. 

This law worked well as an emer-
gency intervention to deal with the 
rapidly expanding HIV/AIDS crisis. But 
the nature of that disease has changed 
significantly since then. We now have 5 
years of experience in grappling with 
this pandemic on a global scale, and 
the reauthorization bill before us re-
flects what we have learned. 

The law we passed in 2003 was de-
signed to deal with the emergency 
phase of the HIV/AIDS crisis. This leg-
islation moves our programs towards 
long-term sustainability that will keep 
the benefit of U.S. global HIV/AIDS 
programs flowing to those in need. 
With this reauthorization, host govern-
ments will also gain the ability to 
plan, direct and manage prevention, 
treatment and care programs that were 
originally established with U.S. assist-
ance. 

The reauthorization bill authorizes 
nearly $50 billion over 5 years for these 
three pandemics. These additional 
funds allow us to significantly boost 
the health care workforce in those 
countries hard hit by HIV/AIDS with 
new professional and paraprofessional 
training programs, and to increase the 
number of HIV positive individuals re-
ceiving lifesaving medicine. 

The 2003 law focused on creating new 
programs to tackle the crisis. The re-
authorization bill increases the number 
of individuals receiving prevention 
treatment and care services. It builds 
stronger linkages between the global 
HIV/AIDS initiative and existing pro-
grams designed to alleviate hunger 
among those treated. It helps to im-
prove health care and bolster HIV edu-
cation in schools. 

b 1600 

The 2003 law began to address the 
needs of women and girls. But given 
the changing nature of the epidemic, 
we clearly did not go far enough to 
meet these needs. 

The new legislation remedies this sit-
uation by strengthening prevention 
and treatment programs aimed at this 
extremely vulnerable population. The 
Lantos-Hyde bill eliminates the one- 
third abstinence-only earmark, but re-
quires a balanced approach to sexual 
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transmission programs and a report re-
garding this approach in countries 
where the epidemic has become gener-
alized. 

In an effort to ensure that our con-
tributions to the global fund are being 
wisely spent, the bill provides for cer-
tain benchmarks to improve the trans-
parency and the accountability of the 
fund. The bill incorporates tuberculosis 
prevention from H.R. 1567 sponsored by 
Congressman ENGEL. It seeks to fur-
ther integrate HIV/AIDS programs 
with TB and malaria programs and cre-
ate linkages and referrals between 
these programs for patients. 

H.R. 5501 heightens U.S. efforts to 
combat malaria by requiring the devel-
opment of a comprehensive 5-year 
strategy to combat this disease. It cre-
ates a new U.S. Government Malaria 
Coordinator, and it enhances support 
for clinical research for new 
diagnostics, treatments, and interven-
tions to prevent, cure, and control ma-
laria. 

The Senate made several changes in 
our bill. It overturned the existing visa 
ban on HIV-positive individuals. It tar-
geted $2 billion of the $50 billion au-
thorization for Indian health care, 
water resources, and law enforcement 
issues. It modified the goal for people 
living with AIDS and removed a link-
age between the global HIV/AIDS pro-
gram and family planning. 

Despite these changes, the language 
before the House today is very close to 
what we approved last April. With pas-
sage of this reauthorization bill, Con-
gress signals to the world that the 
United States would exercise continued 
leadership in the global battle against 
malaria, tuberculosis, and HIV/AIDS. 

So what we have here is a bipartisan 
bill providing nearly $50 billion for the 
battle against HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria, a bill that has strong bi-
partisan support, and one that the 
President has indicated he will sign 
into law. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation, and I want to take special 
note that in the short time that I have 
been chairing this committee, I want 
to mention two particular people who 
have both helped educate me, two 
Members, colleagues on the committee 
who have played a major role in help-
ing to guide this legislation and the 
earlier legislation: the chairman of the 
Africa Subcommittee, DON PAYNE, and 
Congresswoman BARBARA LEE, both of 
whom have been involved in this legis-
lation and the previous legislation 
from the beginning and were pushing 
for this even long before that passed. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, many of us seek a place 
in this hallowed institution to serve 
our country and our constituents, to 
make a difference, to help change the 
world for the better. Mr. Speaker, 
today we are given an opportunity to 

edge ever closer to the accomplishment 
of these goals. 

Today we have an opportunity to 
positively impact the lives of countless 
human beings worldwide by recommit-
ting ourselves to fighting and elimi-
nating a great threat to our inter-
national security, and that is the glob-
al AIDS pandemic. 

The bill before us reauthorizes the 
United States Leadership Against HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Act of 
2003. Before this bill was enacted, 
known as PEPFAR, only 55,000 people 
living in sub-Saharan Africa were re-
ceiving life-saving treatment, but ac-
cording to the Office of the Global 
AIDS Coordinator, through PEPFAR, 
the United States now has supported 
treatment for 1.68 million people in Af-
rica and 1.73 million people worldwide. 

Further, the United States has pro-
vided prevention of mother-to-child 
HIV transmission services for women 
enduring nearly 12.7 million preg-
nancies. We have also prevented an es-
timated 194,000 infant infections. We 
have supported care for more than 6.6 
million people in need, including more 
than 2.7 million orphans and vulnerable 
children. We have supported over 33 
million counseling and testing sessions 
to date for men, women, and children. 

These successes are truly remarkable 
and serve as a testament that all can 
be accomplished when Members from 
the House and the Senate on both sides 
of the aisle work together to find solu-
tions to one of the world’s most press-
ing challenges. 

The 2008 reauthorization seeks to 
consolidate and advance the successes 
of the past 5 years by providing the 
funding and the framework to trans-
form this from an emergency program 
to a sustainable program. It stands as a 
noble legacy of the late Henry J. Hyde 
and Tom Lantos who spearheaded this 
mission of mercy 5 years ago, and I am 
proud that the bill bears their names. 

The stakes for this initiative, Mr. 
Speaker, are higher than ever. Despite 
the best efforts of responsible nations 
to confront the global AIDS pandemic, 
there are now over 33 million people 
around the world living with this dis-
ease. An estimated 7,000 new infections 
occur every day. In its wake, the HIV/ 
AIDS pandemic is leaving a trail of 
poverty, of despondency, of death, 
which has destabilized societies and 
undermined the security of entire re-
gions. 

Our former House colleague and cur-
rent ambassador to Tanzania, the Hon-
orable Mark Green, wrote to me high-
lighting the threat that HIV/AIDS 
poses to the security of our country. 
And he said, ‘‘In tearing apart the so-
cial fabric and leaving a generation of 
orphans, the scourge of HIV/AIDS 
could create a long-term breeding 
ground for radicalism.’’ 

So it is therefore incumbent upon us, 
Mr. Speaker, to advance this critical 
program which not only saves lives and 
exemplifies the generous humanitarian 
nature of the American people, but it 

also helps to preserve our national se-
curity. 

It is important to note that even in 
the most remote areas of Kenya or 
Haiti, for example, people know about 
the PEPFAR program. They know 
from where the test kits, the medi-
cines, and other life-saving support is 
coming. They recognize the leadership 
and the resources that the United 
States has provided in an effort to 
fight this deadly disease, and they are 
deeply appreciative. This is not just a 
health program. This is a public diplo-
macy program as well, and it has 
greatly enhanced global understanding 
of the true nature and the essence of 
the American people at a critical time 
in our Nation’s history. We have led by 
example, and our success has been 
measured in human lives saved. 

Now, the House has debated and 
adopted this bill by an overwhelming 
margin in April of this year. This 
House text was the product of a bipar-
tisan compromise that preserved the 
spirit of the 2003 Act while balancing a 
number of congressional imperatives. 
Just as in the House, our Senate col-
leagues sought to produce legislation 
that would capitalize and expand upon 
the success of the energy plan while 
maintaining the bipartisan political 
consensus that has guided this program 
from its inception. 

After 3 months of negotiations, the 
amendment before us was approved in 
the Senate by a margin of 80–16, dem-
onstrating the strong bipartisan com-
mitment of the Senate of their own 
carefully constructed compromise. 

The Senate amendment contains nu-
merous modifications to the text ap-
proved by the House in April. It re-
duces the authorization of HIV/AIDS, 
tuberculosis, and malaria programs 
from $50 billion to $48 billion. It allows 
for a gradual increase of resources over 
time rather than authorizing $10 bil-
lion for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2013. It requires more than half 
of all funding appropriated for bilateral 
HIV/AIDS assistance be expended for 
treatment and care. It replaces the 
hard target for treatment with a slid-
ing scale whereby the treatment target 
will increase over $3 million in direct 
proportion to increased appropriations. 
And further, it authorizes the use of 
compacts as further vehicles for HIV/ 
AIDS assistance in an effort to pro-
mote sustainability. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment 
preserves and strengthens other crit-
ical provisions that were at the heart 
of the House compromise overwhelm-
ingly adopted in April. For example, it 
corrects an unintended omission by in-
cluding care under the conscience 
clause which allows faith-based organi-
zations to disassociate themselves from 
any program or activity to which they 
have a religious or moral objection. 
Also, it amends the abstinence and fi-
delity language contained in section 
403 by striking behavior change pro-
grams including abstinence and fidel-
ity, and inserting activities promoting 
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abstinence and fidelity. This modifica-
tion provides clarity to the com-
promise reached in the House last 
spring. 

The Senate amendment also includes 
two provisions that have raised some 
concern, including the establishment of 
a $2 billion emergency plan for Indian 
safety and health, and the lifting of 
certain restrictions under the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act. 

The first provision, the Indian Safety 
and Health title of the Senate amend-
ment initially raised concerns about 
mandatory spending and unfunded 
mandates. However, the Congressional 
Budget Office has verified that the lan-
guage in question is an authorization 
and does not have implications for di-
rect spending. 

It also bears mentioning that the 
health programs will be implemented 
through the Indian Health Service 
which is subject to the rules and regu-
lations of the Department of Health 
and Human Services. 

With respect to the second item, Mr. 
Speaker, lifting the ban is largely sym-
bolic because the authority to waive 
the restriction already exists and is 
routinely exercised, albeit on a case- 
by-case basis. Furthermore, an alien 
with HIV would still be inadmissible 
under current HHS recommendations 
on communicable diseases of public 
health significance, and this would 
continue to be the case until and un-
less the regulations are changed. The 
Senate amendment includes offsets for 
the estimated additional costs involved 
with the processing of these new visas. 

Throughout this process, Members on 
both sides of the aisle have been forced 
to make difficult choices to arrive at a 
consensus that carefully balances U.S. 
priorities and the range of congres-
sional concerns. The challenges have 
been great and at times have seemed 
insurmountable. But a failure to act 
now would imperil our ability to pro-
vide life-saving support to millions of 
people in need around the world and 
will ultimately undermine what is ar-
guably the most successful United 
States foreign assistance and public di-
plomacy program today. 

We have been given a unique oppor-
tunity to help make the world a better 
place for those who have been victim-
ized by the AIDS pandemic while si-
multaneously enhancing our own Na-
tion’s security. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Senate amendment to the Tom Lantos 
and Henry Hyde United States Global 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Reauthorization 
Act of 2008 so that this bill can be 
signed by the President without fur-
ther delay and we can get to work on 
saving even more lives. 

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

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlelady very much for her great 
words, and more importantly, for her 
really complete commitment to this 
project before and now. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BERMAN. 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 material. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROSS). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am now 

very pleased to yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman I referenced earlier, the 
chairman of the Africa Subcommittee, 
Mr. PAYNE of New Jersey. 

Mr. PAYNE. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Chairman. And let me begin by 
thanking you for your strong leader-
ship in bringing this legislation 
through the House and advocating it 
through the Senate and our ranking 
member, Ms. ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, for 
her support, and as you mentioned be-
fore, Representative BARBARA LEE and 
DONNA CHRISTENSEN. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Africa and Global Health, this bill, the 
Tom Lantos and Henry Hyde United 
States Global Leadership Against HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reau-
thorization Act of 2008, is very timely. 

This bill is important. In the 5 years 
since I have been in Congress, the 
original legislation authorized by the 
President’s Emergency Plan for Aids 
Relief, or PEPFAR, as it is known, has 
become a historical program. 

b 1615 

The road toward serious consider-
ation regarding HIV and AIDS was a 
long journey. The Congressional Black 
Caucus began advocating for a sound 
domestic and international effort dur-
ing the late 1980s with little success. 
Pressure continued through the execu-
tive branch, and in the Clinton years, 
an office was established headed by Ms. 
Thurman on the President’s initiative 
on HIV and AIDS. However, adequate 
funding was still lacking, especially on 
the international focus. 

And so I must say that PEPFAR is 
destined, in my view, to be remembered 
as the single most significant achieve-
ment of the Bush administration’s two 
terms in office because it was there 
that we catapulted the funding of this 
legislation. 

Over 800,000 people who would other-
wise have no access to treatment are 
receiving anti-retroviral medication in 
PEPFAR’s 15 focus countries. Twelve 
of those countries are in sub-Saharan 
Africa. 

Such progress is remarkable. How-
ever, we still have a lot of work ahead 
of us. Despite our best efforts, only 28 
percent of Africans needing anti- 
retrovirals are receiving them. 

A mere 11 percent of HIV-positive 
women on the continent who need 
drugs to prevent mother-to-child trans-
mission is getting it. Shockingly, over 
85 percent of Africa’s children who need 
ARVs are going without it. 

This is why Congress is taking such 
an extraordinary step of authorizing 

close to $50 billion to transform 
PEPFAR from an emergency response 
to a sustainable program. It represents 
the best efforts to turn those statistics 
around. 

The new bill transforms PEPFAR by 
expanding the program beyond a series 
of medical interventions. For example, 
the lack of food and nutrition support 
for people on ARVs have been, up to 
now, a major impediment to the adher-
ence to AIDS treatment regimens. The 
lack of adherence limits PEPFAR’s ef-
fectiveness. 

Fortunately, the new component will 
help ease the nutrition problem. The 
Senate bill has incorporated elements 
of the provision which I authored that 
were in the original House bill related 
to addressing the nutrition needs of 
HIV patients, their families, and com-
munities. When I introduced the nutri-
tion component a year ago, no one 
could have accurately predicted the 
tremendous food security problem 
which besets us today worldwide. 

The Senate bill also contains a provi-
sion to build and strengthen health 
systems in developing countries. 

Like the House bill, it eliminates 
cumbersome earmarks that the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office and the 
Institute of Medicine have said limits 
program efficacy. 

Just as important as the money and 
programs for HIV and AIDS, the bill we 
are voting on today also authorizes $9 
billion to fight two other diseases that 
have wrought havoc in the developing 
world: malaria and tuberculosis. 

Malaria kills a child in Africa every 
30 seconds. It contributes to the death 
of an estimated 10,000 pregnant women 
and up to 200,000 infants each year on 
the continent. And what is astonishing 
is that malaria is preventable. With 
education, providing bed nets and 
spraying, malaria can be eliminated. 

TB is just as deadly. Nearly 20 per-
cent of the people who develop full- 
blown TB die of the disease. They can-
not get a simple, low-cost cure which is 
available. 

And those with HIV and AIDS are 
very vulnerable to TB infections due to 
lowered immunity factors. In fact, TB 
is the number one killer of people with 
AIDS. With the new cases of MDR and 
XDR TB, a more radical strain that is 
much more difficult to treat, the new 
emphasis on TB is very important. In 
South Africa in a village, 52 of 53 peo-
ple who had contracted MDR TB died 
within a 2-week period. 

Mr. Speaker, given the aforemen-
tioned toll that AIDS, TB and malaria 
has taken around the globe, and how 
much we still need to do to fight all 
three deadly diseases, it is imperative 
that we redouble our efforts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from New Jersey 
has expired. 

Mr. BERMAN. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I conclude, we must 
do so for the obvious reason: U.S.-fund-
ed programs save lives. We have a 
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moral obligation to continue them. We 
should also do so for a less obvious rea-
son: to counter a growing perception in 
the world that the United States does 
not care about anything but counter-
terrorism. 

Fairly or not, I think that this bill 
will go far to continue to uplift the 
image of the United States. It’s saving 
lives, and it’s doing the right thing. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER), the 
ranking member of the Subcommittee 
on International Organization, Human 
Rights, and Oversight. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong opposition to H.R. 5501. 

During this time of economic dif-
ficulty, this bill is humanitarianism 
gone wild. It’s irrational benevolence 
that we cannot afford. 

Where are we going to get the $48 bil-
lion for combating AIDS and the $2 bil-
lion for Native American programs? 
Well, we can get it out of programs by 
gutting programs that are for our own 
people. We can raise taxes, which 
would likely throw us into a recession 
that would leave us with even less of a 
tax base for our people at home, or of 
course, we can borrow it and let our 
grandchildren pay for it in some way. 
And yes, if we borrow it, it will prob-
ably come from Communist China, 
making ourselves even more vulnerable 
to their pressure. 

Mr. Speaker, we have big hearts, but 
we need to use our brains. We cannot 
afford $50 billion of generosity to for-
eigners. This will cost the American 
people. It will cost them their health 
care and the education for their chil-
dren. It will cost the veterans, and it 
will cost our seniors. 

Our economy is facing a catastrophic 
setback because of the irresponsible 
spending and taxing policies of the 
Federal Government, and now we’re 
going to exacerbate that problem with 
a $50 billion commitment to provide a 
health care package to Africa. 

Concerning my friends on my side of 
the aisle, Mr. Speaker, I say to those 
who oppose earmarks in the name of 
fiscal responsibility, they should not be 
expected to be taken seriously if they 
support this enormously expensive, 
feel-good spending. This $50 billion bur-
den will be shouldered by our veterans, 
by our elderly, and by our children. 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle often remind us America does not 
spend enough on our own people. More 
funds are needed, we are repeatedly 
told, for our veterans, our elderly, and 
yes, for our children. When we are al-
ready at a high level of deficit spend-
ing, how then can we advocate spend-
ing an additional $50 billion overseas? 

And we’re not fooling anybody. When 
we have spending like this, it comes 
right out of the pot of limited re-
sources that are available to Ameri-
cans. 

This expenditure is not going to cure 
AIDS in the end. I wish I could say that 

I was very confident that it would suc-
ceed in that, but I’m not confident 
with that. What I am confident is that 
it will break our back. This could well 
be the 2-ton tree trunk that broke the 
camel’s back, the item that finally de-
stroyed the hope for responsible spend-
ing policies by Congress. 

I ask my colleagues to vote against 
this kind of generosity that is perhaps 
good-hearted but totally irrational. I 
say our number one job here is to 
watch out for the well-being of the 
American people. This bill is not in the 
well-being of our people. It will under-
mine the well-being of our people. 

Mr. BERMAN. I yield myself 30 sec-
onds. 

Mr. Speaker, without joining issue 
with the gentleman on his other com-
ments, the suggestion that this is not 
curing AIDS is directly contrary to the 
evidence I saw firsthand in Africa ear-
lier this month. There are huge num-
bers of people there who would now be 
dead, who are alive simply because of 
the drugs that this money allowed 
them to get. I don’t know what the def-
inition of the gentleman’s cure is, but 
they are living normal, active lives as 
a result of the drug therapies. 

I insert a Statement of Legislative 
Intent regarding nutrition into the 
RECORD at this time. 

On behalf of Chairman PAYNE, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, and Mrs. EMERSON, I would like to make 
the following statement regarding the intent of 
the House on H.R. 5501. 

H.R. 5501 and the Senate amendment to 
H.R. 5501 provide clear and specific instruc-
tions to the USAID Administrator and the 
Global AIDS Coordinator to address the food 
and nutrition needs of individuals with HIV/ 
AIDS and other affected individuals, including 
orphans and vulnerable children; and to fully 
integrate food and nutrition support in HIV/ 
AIDS prevention, treatment, and care pro-
grams carried out under this act. 

We are concerned about the negative effect 
rising costs are having on our long-term and 
emergency food aid programs. This is a mat-
ter that affects a wide array of our food aid 
and development programs, including the ef-
fectiveness and success of our Global HIV/ 
AIDS programs. 

On behalf of the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs and members who have been very in-
volved in international nutrition, we wish to 
state that it is the legislative intent of H.R. 
5501 and the Senate amendment to H.R. 
5501 that food security and nutrition programs, 
especially those referred to as wrap-around 
services, are not to be funded with monies di-
verted from other standing commitments to 
address food insecurity elsewhere in the world 
or in these countries. 

I’m very pleased to yield 5 minutes to 
my friend, just a major architect of 
this whole program, the gentlelady 
from California (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, first, let me 
thank Chairman BERMAN for your lead-
ership and for your commitment to ad-
dressing this very devastating public 
health crisis, humanitarian crisis, and 
national security crisis. 

I also want to thank Ranking Mem-
ber ROS-LEHTINEN, Chairman PAYNE, 

Ranking Member SMITH, Chairman 
WAXMAN, and Congresswoman DONNA 
CHRISTENSEN for working together to 
bring this bipartisan bill to the floor. 

Our Speaker, NANCY PELOSI, has been 
such a leader early on in addressing the 
HIV and AIDS crisis, and without her 
support, we would not have such an im-
portant bill before us today. 

As an original coauthor of both the 
initial legislation establishing 
PEPFAR and of this new bill reauthor-
izing PEPFAR, I am pleased that today 
we will complete action on this impor-
tant initiative and send it to the Presi-
dent for his signature. 

Each of us has witnessed, as Mr. BER-
MAN indicated earlier, the devastation 
that AIDS has caused in Africa and in 
the developing world, and we’ve seen 
the very dramatic impact of our AIDS 
programs over the last 5 years in actu-
ally saving lives. And this bill will save 
millions more in terms of life-saving 
drugs and treatment and care. 

And, yes, to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER), I believe 
that spending $50 billion to address a 
global health emergency makes more 
sense than spending over 600–700 billion 
dollars on a war, quite frankly, that 
did not have to be fought. 

Quite simply, by enacting this bill, 
we will help change the lives of mil-
lions of people around the world for the 
better. 

This bill is a model of compromise 
and stands as a testament to what true 
bipartisanship can accomplish. 

Let me remind this body that it is 
the latest in a long string of initiatives 
on HIV and AIDS that have been born 
out of a willingness to work together 
and put the United States on the right 
side of history when it comes to this 
global pandemic. 

First, in 2000, we passed and Presi-
dent Clinton signed into law the Global 
AIDS and Tuberculosis Relief Act. This 
important bill provided the founding 
contribution and framework for the 
Global Trust Fund. It was inspired, 
really, by my colleague, my prede-
cessor, Congressman Ron Dellums, 
now-Mayor Ron Dellums of Oakland, 
California, and supported by former 
Chairman Jim Leach of Iowa. 

In 2001, working with both former 
Chairman Hyde and Chairman Lantos, 
we drafted H.R. 2069, the Global Access 
to HIV/AIDS Prevention, Awareness, 
Education and Treatment Act. This 
was the first bill that dared to provide 
a large scale antiretroviral therapy to 
people living in the developing world. 
Unfortunately, it wasn’t enacted be-
cause we couldn’t reach a conference 
agreement with the Senate. 

At the end of 2002, the Congressional 
Black Caucus, along with practically 
every advocacy group in the United 
States, sent a letter to President Bush 
urging him to create a presidential ini-
tiative to fight AIDS in Africa. 

In January of 2003, the President 
stepped up to the plate and promised 
$15 billion to fight AIDS during his 
State of the Union address. 
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Within 5 months, working with 

Chairman Hyde and Chairman Lantos, 
we passed H.R. 1298, the United States 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis and Malaria Act of 2003, which 
created PEPFAR. 

In 2005, we took yet another step for-
ward when we passed H.R. 1409, the As-
sistance for Orphans and Vulnerable 
Children in Developing Countries Act, 
again with Chairman Hyde and Chair-
man Lantos and Chairman BERMAN and 
Chairman PAYNE. This bill fine-tuned 
our programs to meet the needs of chil-
dren orphaned and made vulnerable by 
AIDS. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I lay out some of 
the history of our work on this very 
important issue because it speaks vol-
umes about what is possible when we 
come together in the spirit of bipar-
tisan compromise. 
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It is that bipartisan spirit that is 
again on display today as we honor the 
legacy of both Chairman Lantos and 
Chairman Hyde through this legisla-
tion. I’m saddened that both of them 
are not with us, like all of us are, to 
witness this moment, but I know that 
they would have been very, very 
pleased. 

As I have said, this bill is a com-
promise. And as in all compromises, 
each side did not get everything it 
wanted, but that’s what compromise is 
about. 

I want to mention just a few impor-
tant items that I worked on which 
have been included in this bill. First, it 
takes language from H.R. 1713, the 
PATHWAY Act, to strike the 33 per-
cent abstinence-until-marriage and 
helps address the needs of women and 
girls in a comprehensive fashion—ab-
stinence, be faithful, use condoms. 
Comprehensive. 

It includes language taken from H.R. 
3812, the African Health Capacity and 
Investment Act, to build health capac-
ity by recruiting, training and retain-
ing health professionals and strength-
ening health care systems. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia has expired. 

Mr. BERMAN. I am pleased to yield 
the gentlelady an additional minute. 

Ms. LEE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 
very much. 

I am also very grateful that the Sen-
ate added language that I originally 
authored in H.R. 3337, the HIV Non-
discrimination in Travel and Immigra-
tion Act, to remove this, quite frankly, 
unjust and discriminatory statutory 
ban on travel and immigration for peo-
ple living with HIV/AIDS. I’m espe-
cially pleased that we are lifting this 
statutory ban just prior to this year’s 
International AIDS Conference in Mex-
ico City. As a delegate to the last four 
conferences, I look forward to bringing 
this good news to Mexico City. 

While I support the underlying com-
promise, there are many, many items 
that I wish had been included: Elimi-

nating the prostitution pledge loyalty 
oath, recognizing the public health 
benefits of linking our HIV/AIDS pro-
grams with family services, recog-
nizing the need to engage with commu-
nities that are at the forefront of this 
pandemic, such as men who have sex 
with men, and injection drug users, and 
clearly committing to provide life-
saving AIDS drugs to no less than 3 
million people. So let me just thank 
you again, Chairman BERMAN. 

I want to thank our staff, especially 
Christos Tsentas of my office. And I 
would like to insert for the the RECORD 
all of our staff members’ names who 
worked on this bill. 

LIST OF STAFF WHO WORKED ON PEPFAR 
HOUSE 

Dr. Pearl Alice Marsh, Kristin Wells, David 
Abramowitz, Peter Yeo, and Bob King from 
Chairman BERMAN’s staff of the House For-
eign Affairs Committee. 

Yleem Poblete, Mark Gage, Sarah Kiko 
and Joan Condon from Ranking Member 
ROS-LEHTINEN’s staff on the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee. 

From the Subcommittee on Africa and 
Global Health, Heather Flynn with Chair-
man DONALD PAYNE and Sheri Rickert with 
Ranking Member CHRIS SMITH. 

Naomi Seiler and Jesseca Boyer from Mr. 
WAXMAN’s staff on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform Committee. 

And Christos Tsentas of my staff. 
SENATE 

Shannon Smith, Brian McKeon with Chair-
man BIDEN’s staff on the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee. 

Shellie Bressler, Paul Foldi, and Dan Diller 
from Senator LUGAR’s staff on the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee. 

Alexandra Nunez with Senator KERRY’s of-
fice. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. PENCE), the ranking mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on the Middle 
East and South Asia. 

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of H.R. 5501, the Tom Lantos 
and Henry Hyde Global AIDS bill. As 
Congresswoman BARBARA LEE just elo-
quently stated, it is poignant to those 
of us who knew these two great legisla-
tors to see the important expansion of 
this legislation occur after both of 
them have gone home to be with the 
Lord. But I can think of no better trib-
ute to these men of character and vi-
sion and compassion than this legisla-
tion. 

I commend Chairman BERMAN and 
Ranking Member ROS-LEHTINEN for 
their strong leadership. I also want to 
commend my colleague, CHRIS SMITH, 
for his yeoman’s work in preserving a 
delicate balance of this bill. Also Mr. 
Speaker, let me publicly acknowledge 
the work of our President, George W. 
Bush. Mr. President, because of your 
moral leadership and compassion, Afri-
ca will never be the same, and history 
will record your work. 

The Bible tells us, ‘‘To whom much is 
given much is expected.’’ I believe the 
United States has a moral obligation 

to lead the world in confronting the 
pandemic of HIV/AIDS. 

The dimensions of this crisis are 
truly staggering. The HIV/AIDS pan-
demic has infected more than 60 mil-
lion people worldwide, killed more 
than 25 million, a number that grows 
grievously every day by nearly 9,000. 
HIV/AIDS has orphaned some 14 mil-
lion children. And today, 70 percent of 
the people in the world with HIV/AIDS 
reside in Africa. More startling, if cur-
rent infection rates continue, new 
epicenters for the disease are likely to 
arise out of India, China and eastern 
Europe. 

The threat this pandemic poses to 
our security is real. If not addressed, 
this plague will continue to undermine 
the stability of nations throughout the 
third world, leaving behind collapsing 
economies, tragedy, and desperation, 
which we all know is a breeding ground 
for extremist violence and terrorism. 
This is truly a global crisis. And be-
cause the United States of America can 
render timely assistance, I believe we 
must. 

You know, every so often in this 
place we have the opportunity to do 
something, not just for the American 
people, but for humanity, and this is 
such a time. And this global AIDS bill 
seeks to address this crisis not only by 
providing medicine and health care to 
those in need, but also by providing 
funding resources for evidence-based 
programs that have been successful in 
preventing infection. 

It’s imperative, I believe, that we not 
only send our resources, but that we 
send them in a manner that is con-
sistent with our values. We cannot 
send billions of dollars to Africa with-
out sending values-based safeguards 
and techniques that work to fight the 
spread of HIV/AIDS by changing behav-
ior, and this current version of the 
global AIDS bill includes those safe-
guards. 

It was essential that we preserve 
these prevention methods that focus on 
behavioral change, and that we con-
tinue to work with faith-based, non-
governmental organizations that pro-
mote programs, including the ABC 
model, which has produced such unde-
niable results. 

But as a conservative let me say, as 
we tend to the suffering abroad, we 
also have to figure out how to pay for 
it. The Federal budget, I believe, is 
filled with opportunities to responsibly 
fund this program, and I look forward 
to finding the right priorities to do just 
that. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R. 
5501, the ‘‘Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde 
Global AIDS Bill.’’ 

The Bible tells us, ‘to whom much is given, 
much is expected,’’ and I believe the United 
States has a moral obligation to lead the world 
in confronting the pandemic of HIV/AIDS. 

The dimensions of this crisis are truly stag-
gering. The HIV/AIDS pandemic has infected 
more than 60 million people worldwide. It has 
killed more than 25 million, a number which 
grows grievously every day by more than 
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8,500. HIV/AIDS has orphaned some 14 mil-
lion children. And today, 70 percent of the 
people in the world with HIV/AIDS reside in 
Africa. Within that continent there are entire 
countries where more than one-third of the 
adult population is infected. 

More startling, if current infection rates con-
tinue, new epicenters for the disease are likely 
to arise out of India, China and Eastern Eu-
rope, with numbers that could surpass Africa 
in a few short years. 

And the threat that this pandemic poses to 
our security is also real. If not addressed, this 
plague will continue to undermine the stability 
of nations throughout the third world, leaving 
behind collapsing economies and tragedy and 
desperation—a breeding ground for extremist 
violence and terrorism. 

This is truly a global crisis and because the 
United States can render timely assistance, I 
believe we must. 

You know, every so often in this place, we 
have the opportunity to do something for hu-
manity and serve the American people—and 
this is such a time. 

I thank Chairman BERMAN and Ranking 
Member ROS-LEHTINEN for their strong leader-
ship. I commend my colleague, Mr. CHRIS 
SMITH, in particular for his yeoman’s work on 
carefully preserving the delicate balance of 
this legislation. 

And I’d also like to publicly acknowledge the 
work of our President, George W. Bush. Mr. 
President, because of your moral leadership 
and compassion, Africa will never be the 
same, and history will record your work. 

And this Global AIDS bill seeks to address 
the crisis, not only by providing medicine and 
health care to those in need, but also by pro-
viding funding resources for evidence-based 
programs that have been successful in pre-
venting infection. It is imperative, I believe, 
that we not only send our resources but also 
that we send them in a manner that is con-
sistent with our values. We cannot send bil-
lions of dollars to Africa without sending val-
ues-based safeguards and techniques that 
work to fight the spread of HIV/AIDS by 
changing behavior. 

Within the current version the Global AIDS 
bill that the Senate recently passed, these piv-
otal provisions exist in the form of a require-
ment to provide ‘balanced funding for preven-
tion activities for sexual transmission of HIV/ 
AIDS,’ and to ensure that abstinence and 
faithfulness programs ‘are implemented and 
funded in a meaningful and equitable way.’ 
This is enforced by requiring the Global AIDS 
Coordinator to report to the appropriate Con-
gressional committee if funding for abstinence, 
delay of sexual debut, monogamy, or fidelity 
programs drops below 50 percent of the total 
sexual prevention program funding. 

It was essential that we preserve prevention 
methods that focus on behavioral change, and 
that we work with faith-based and non-govern-
mental organizations at the local level, in par-
ticular through the ABC Model, which has pro-
duced undeniable results. 

As we tend to the suffering, through, we al-
ways have to figure out how we’re going to 
pay for it. 

The federal budget, I believe, is packed with 
wasteful and bloated programs, which could 
supply more than enough opportunities to 
cover the cost of the Lantos/Hyde Global 
AIDS bill. 

When it comes time to fund this program in 
the appropriations process, I believe Congress 

should make the hard choices necessary to 
ensure that this global health crisis does not 
become a crisis of debt for our children and 
grandchildren. 

I believe it is possible to be both responsible 
to our fiscal constraints while being obedient 
to our moral calling. The greatest of all human 
rights is the right to live. America is a nation 
of great wealth—wealth of resources, but 
more importantly, a wealth of compassion. 
The history of the world is filled with telling 
moments regarding the character of a people. 
Sometimes we are witness to mankind’s great 
inhumanities. Other times we marvel at the 
beauty of mankind’s selfless acts of compas-
sion, when we rise above politics and raise up 
those in dire need. Let this be such a day. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in support 
of this legislation. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlelady from California, a member 
of the Africa Subcommittee, Congress-
woman WOOLSEY. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I’d like 
to thank Chairman BERMAN and Chair-
man PAYNE and Ranking Members ROS- 
LEHTINEN and SMITH for their excellent 
leadership on global health issues and 
on this AIDS bill. 

I support H.R. 5501 because it is so 
very necessary. The statistics are stag-
gering. In 2007, there were nearly 35 
million people worldwide living with 
HIV/AIDS. In that year alone, 2.5 mil-
lion people became infected with HIV, 
420,000 were children under the age of 
15. And most tragically, there were 2.1 
million deaths, 330,000 children under 
the age of 15. 

But Mr. Speaker, this is not only 
about statistics. This is about the child 
who must stay home from school to 
take care of her siblings when a parent 
dies of AIDS. We’re talking about the 
mother, the mother who, because she 
lacked prenatal care, passed the dis-
ease onto her unborn child. 

Today we can make a difference. We 
can say that one more diagnosis of 
HIV, one more AIDS death, one more 
malaria case is absolutely unaccept-
able. I urge my colleagues to support 
this bill and take a strong stand 
against this horrific pandemic. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. SMITH), the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I, 
in turn, thank the gentlewoman and 
the ranking member of the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee for yielding me time. 

Mr. Speaker, I recognize that there 
are good arguments for and against 
this bill, but I want to focus on a provi-
sion that many Members may not be 
aware of. 

Under current law, the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services is required 
to consider HIV/AIDS a communicable 
disease of public health significance; as 
a result, aliens with HIV/AIDS are in-
admissible. Section 305 of the bill re-
scinds the statutory designation of 
HIV/AIDS as a communicable disease. 
This change would allow the current or 
a future administration to decide that 
HIV/AIDS is not a communicable dis-

ease of public health significance, and 
immigrants with HIV/AIDS would be 
admitted. 

The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that this provision will result in 
the entry of thousands of persons with 
HIV/AIDS. This change of policy inevi-
tably will threaten the health and lives 
of many Americans. The CBO also esti-
mates that allowing entry of thousands 
of persons with HIV/AIDS will cost tax-
payers tens of millions of dollars. The 
cost of health care for each person with 
HIV/AIDS averages more than $600,000. 
Mr. Speaker, this provision removes a 
safeguard that protects the health of 
Americans and costs many millions of 
dollars. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from the 
State of Washington, the father of the 
AGOA legislation and a health provider 
for USAID for many years, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT. 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 
today the people’s House will say elo-
quently and unequivocally that Amer-
ica’s interest to exert its moral leader-
ship in the world is back, that all 
Americans stand united in fighting this 
global epidemic. 

As we’ve done in times of the past in 
great trial, we set aside our differences 
and declare that America stands with 
commitment, compassion and convic-
tion against the HIV/AIDS epidemic. 

The Senate has already passed this 
legislation. And the President has an-
nounced that he will sign the legisla-
tion, which is one of his top priorities. 
I give him high credit for that decision. 

But beyond the money, beyond the 
$50 billion, is the fact that we are end-
ing the unspoken fear and discrimina-
tion in our own country by eliminating 
the travel ban restriction that has 
stopped scientists and others infected 
with HIV/AIDS from crossing our bor-
ders to attend medical or educational 
conferences, or to visit family and 
friends. 

I was at the United Nations a few 
months ago, and Members of Par-
liaments all over the world said, how 
can we end the stigma of AIDS if you, 
in the United States, will not allow 
someone with AIDS to come in? We 
know how to treat AIDS, we know how 
to diagnose it, but the United States is 
the example: Today, we are making a 
statement that we want to end the 
stigma of AIDS. That makes it possible 
for people to come in and be tested, for 
people to come forward and receive 
medication. As long as people have to 
keep AIDS in the background or hide 
it, we will not end this epidemic. So 
this provision alone makes it possible. 

Representative GRANGER and I have 
some legislation in here that ends some 
of the problems with mother-to-child 
transmission. These provisions will 
make it possible for us to prevent AIDS 
spread and have a generation without 
AIDS in the future. 
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This legislation will provide the resources 

policies necessary to take the fight against 
HIV/AIDS to the next level. An increase in 
funding to $48 billion over 5 years will provide 
the resources to sustain the fight on so many 
fronts in so many countries especially hard hit 
by the pandemic. 

Our provisions included in this legislation 
will provide training and education, integrate 
services into maternal health care and ensure 
that women and children have access to early 
screening and life-saving drug therapies. 

We know that providing a short regimen of 
anti-retroviral drugs to the mother and new-
born reduces transmission by 50 percent. And 
now we will have the means to do it. 

H.R. 5501 also includes my provision to es-
tablish two 5-year targets to protect the next 
generation. The first goal is that 16 percent of 
those receiving treatment under PEPFAR be 
children, which is significantly higher than the 
children receiving treatment under current 
PEPFAR programs. 

The second goal is that 80 percent of preg-
nant women in the most affected countries re-
ceive HIV counseling and testing and where 
necessary, antiretroviral treatment to prevent 
mother to child transmission. 

We know how to stop transmission and, 
over time, we can achieve the goal of a gen-
eration born free of HIV/AIDS. 

This legislation addresses the fatal connec-
tion between HIV and TB, which itself has 
claimed 1.7 million lives directly or through 
HIV-associated TB. I’m proud that the Bill and 
Melinda Gates Foundation in Seattle is a lead-
er in the fight against TB as it is in reversing 
other global medical crises. 

My community rightly swells with pride over 
the local leadership and resources being de-
voted to fighting on behalf of all humanity. 

We have come a long way in a short period 
of time. H.R. 5501 will build on the systems 
and success we have had so far by integrating 
additional services and providing the vital 
funding needed to train health care profes-
sionals and community workers. 

Trained medical personnel, on the ground in 
country, are the front line in this fight and this 
legislation gives us the ability to send in rein-
forcements to help fight a war against this dis-
ease. There is so much to say about what this 
day means. Above all, it means we are going 
to save lives. 

We are going to provide global leadership 
and real hope. The day will come when med-
ical science will discover a vaccine that will 
end this scourge once and for all. Until then, 
let us stand together as one Nation and one 
world, united in one common goal—in the fight 
against HIV/AIDS. 

I cast my vote for passage on behalf of 
every person in Seattle, in Africa, China, India 
and elsewhere who lives with or is threatened 
by the HIV/AIDS pandemic. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 
I’m proud to yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH), the ranking member of the 
Subcommittee on Africa and Global 
Health. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I want to 
thank my good friend for yielding, and 
thank her for her great work on this 
legislation, as well as Chairman BER-
MAN and my good friend, DON PAYNE, 
and so many others who have made 

this day possible in this launching of a 
new initiative, building on the old. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5501, as amended, 
will literally mean the difference be-
tween life or death to millions, espe-
cially in Sub-Saharan Africa. As Mem-
bers know, close to 70 percent of the es-
timated 33 million people with HIV live 
in Sub-Saharan Africa. Of the 2.5 mil-
lion children afflicted with this dread-
ed disease, 90 percent of them live in 
Africa as well. 

When combined with opportunistic 
infections like tuberculosis—the num-
ber one killer of individuals with HIV— 
and malaria, which kills at least one 
million people a year—again, mostly in 
Africa—the HIV/AIDS pandemic com-
pares among humanity’s worst. 

Our distinguished late chairman, 
Henry Hyde, prime sponsor of the origi-
nal PEPFAR program, frequently com-
pared the sickness to the bubonic 
plague—the black death—an epidemic 
that claimed the lives of over 25 mil-
lion during the mid-1300s. 

So with that much at stake, I want 
to remind my colleagues how impor-
tant it is that we get this right. And I 
think, after a lot of hard work, we have 
managed to come to a consensus, first 
in the House, and now also in the Sen-
ate, and I hope it will be a sustainable 
consensus. 

I want to note that Congress has un-
equivocally rejected the attempts of 
abortion-promoting organizations who 
wanted to hijack the Global AIDS pro-
gram and link their abortion agenda to 
the compassionate effort to prevent 
this illness or to relieve the deleterious 
effects of HIV/AIDS. 

Look at the progression of this bill. 
The congressional intent is clear with 
respect to diverting HIV funding to re-
productive health/family planning pro-
gramming: It was rejected. In the first 
House drafts, there were numerous pro-
visions mandating not only ‘‘integra-
tion’’ and ‘‘linkages’’ between HIV pro-
gramming and reproductive health and 
family planning services, but even ex-
plicit authorization to fund those serv-
ices. This priority is wrong. We are try-
ing to prevent HIV/AIDS, not children. 

I know some Members are likely to 
wince at the cost of the bill, $48 billion 
over 5 years. But that sum of money 
will likely provide treatment for mil-
lions suffering from the disease, pre-
vent some 12 million new HIV infec-
tions worldwide, support care for 12 
million individuals with HIV/AIDS, in-
cluding five million orphans and vul-
nerable children, and will help train 
and deploy at least 140,000 new health 
care professionals and workers for HIV/ 
AIDS prevention, treatment and care. 

On the prevention side, the legisla-
tion requires that the Global AIDS Co-
ordinator provide balanced funding for 
sexual transmission prevention activi-
ties that promote abstinence, delay of 
sexual debut, monogamy, fidelity, and 
partner reduction. If less than 50 per-
cent of sexual transmission prevention 
monies are spent on the abstinence and 
be faithful part of the ABC model, the 

coordinator must provide a written jus-
tification. 

Five years after PEPFAR first began, 
the efficacy and importance of pro-
moting abstinence and be faithful ini-
tiatives has been demonstrated beyond 
any reasonable doubt. 

The legislation before us also retains 
the antiprostitution/sex trafficking 
pledge, an amendment I sponsored in 
2003 designed to ensure that pimps and 
brothel owners don’t become, via an 
NGO that supports such exploitation, 
U.S. Government partners. 

b 1645 
Current law ensures that the U.S. 

Government is not in the position of 
‘‘promoting or advocating the legaliza-
tion of prostitution or sex trafficking.’’ 
Prostitution and sex trafficking exploit 
and degrade women and children and 
exacerbate the HIV/AIDS pandemic. 

Finally, we have come a long way 
since 2003 when significant opposition 
materialized against an amendment 
that I offered to include faith-based 
providers with conscience clause pro-
tection. The conscience clause in H.R. 
5501, as amended, restates, improves, 
and expands conscience protection in a 
way that ensures that organizations 
like Catholic Relief Services, which 
has a remarkable record of HIV/AIDS 
prevention, treatment, and care, are 
not discriminated against or in any 
way precluded from receiving public 
funds. 

This legislation is clearly a great leg-
acy and a great honor to our former 
Members Tom Lantos and Henry Hyde 
and certainly to President Bush, who 
led so ably and so nobly on this initia-
tive. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to submit several 
items of clarification for the RECORD con-
cerning a provision in HR 5501, the Tom Lan-
tos and Henry J. Hyde United States Global 
Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, 
and Malaria Reauthorization Act of 2008. One 
of the major differences in this bill today from 
when we voted on it in April, is an amendment 
that adds Title VI—an Emergency Plan for In-
dian Safety and Health. Because it is a new 
addition and because there has been some 
confusion about how this Title should be read 
and how it would be implemented, I wanted to 
make the intent of Congress clear with these 
submissions to the RECORD. 

First, I have been told by the Congressional 
Budget Office that this amendment is an au-
thorization of appropriations and consequently 
has a score of 0 since there is ‘‘no direct 
spending or revenues implications.’’ Since 
there has been some confusion on this point, 
I want to restate that Title VI of HR 5501 is 
exclusively an authorization of appropriations 
and a further act of Congress would be nec-
essary before any money could be provided to 
this Emergency Fund. 

Second, I also want to clarify that according 
to the author of this amendment, Senator 
JOHN THUNE of South Dakota, the Emergency 
Fund, including all health-related contracts or 
compacts, programs, or other services author-
ized in this amendment will be conducted ex-
clusively as programs of the Indian Health 
Service, subject to all regulations and restric-
tions that ordinarily apply to the Indian Health 
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Service. This is what the amendment lan-
guage means and I want that to be clear, so 
I’m including the letter I received from Senator 
THUNE which clarified this point. 

Last, I would also like this letter from the 
Department of Health and Human Services to 
be included in the RECORD. This letter makes 
it clear that the Administration and the relevant 
Department also understand that this amend-
ment does not appropriate funds and that all 
health-related programs that will later receive 
appropriations will be administered through the 
Indian Health Service. They go on to explain 
that this Emergency Fund is, by legislative re-
quirement, subject to the provisions of the 
Hyde Amendment, which are currently set 
forth in section 507 of the FY08 L/HHS/ED ap-
propriations act as referenced by 25 U.S.C. 
Section 1676. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, July 23, 2008. 

Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN SMITH: Thank you for 
your interest in my Amendment # 5076 to S. 
2731, the Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde 
United States Global Leadership Against 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reau-
thorization Act of 2008. As you may know, 
my amendment, which was accepted by voice 
vote, authorizes $2 billion in appropriations 
over the next five years to tribal public safe-
ty, health, and water projects. 

My amendment requires that the Attorney 
General, the Secretary of Interior, and the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services es-
tablish an emergency plan to address the law 
enforcement, health, and safe drinking water 
needs of Native Americans across the nation. 
Specifically, the amendment provides an au-
thorization totaling $750 million, to be used 
by the Attorney General and Secretary of In-
terior, to address tribal law enforcement, 
court, and detention facility needs. 

Additionally, the Amendment established 
$250 million in authorization to be used by 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services, 
acting through the Director of the Indian 
Health Service (IHS), to provide IHS con-
tract care, health facility construction and 
rehabilitation, and sanitation facilities. Fi-
nally, $1 billion in authorization is to be 
used to implement Indian drinking water 
projects that have been approved by Con-
gress. 

Again, thank you for your interest in my 
amendment. Once enacted, I am hopeful that 
this modest authorization will begin to meet 
the critical public safety, health, and water 
needs that many of our nation’s reservations 
face subject to future appropriations by Con-
gress. 

Sincerely. 
JOHN THUNE, 

United States Senate. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
AND HUMAN SERVICES, 

Washington, DC, July 22, 2008. 
Hon. CHRIS SMITH, 
Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SMITH: We understand that con-
cerns have been raised regarding whether the 
Hyde Amendment will attach to funds used 
for Indian Health purposes under Section 601 
of H.R. 5501, the Senate bill that seeks to re-
authorize the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Ma-
laria Act of 2003. The Department’s position 
is that the Hyde Amendment will attach to 
funds appropriated for Indian Health pur-
poses. 

Section 601 of H.R. 5501 would establish in 
the Treasury an Emergency Fund for Indian 

Safety and Health (the ‘‘Fund’’). Under Sec-
tion 601(t)(3), the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services shall use 12.5 percent of the 
Fund to provide health services and improve 
health and sanitation facilities for members 
of Indian tribes. The Secretary must act 
‘‘through the Director of the Indian Health 
Service,’’ thus, such activities will be con-
ducted as programs of the Indian Health 
Service. Although Section 601 authorizes the 
establishment of the Fund, it does not actu-
ally appropriate money to the Fund. Subse-
quent legislation is necessary to appropriate 
money to the Indian Health Service for In-
dian Health purposes as authorized by the 
Fund. 

The Hyde Amendment, which is currently 
set forth in section 507 of the FY08 L/HHS/Ed 
appropriations act, will attach to money ap-
propriated to the Fund for Indian Health 
purposes under section 601(f)(3). If the L/HHS/ 
Ed appropriations act contains the Hyde 
Amendment, and Congress appropriates 
money to the Fund in another act, then the 
money used for the Indian Health Service 
will be subject to the Hyde Amendment be-
cause 25 U.S.C. § 1676 will apply. 25 U.S.C. 
§ 1676 states that ‘‘[a]ny limitation on the use 
of funds contained in an Act providing appro-
priations for the Department of Health and 
Human Services for a period with respect to 
the performance of abortions shall apply for 
that period with respect to the performance 
of abortions using funds contained in an Act 
providing appropriations for the Indian 
Health Service.’’ Because an act that appro-
priates money to the Fund would ‘‘provid[e] 
appropriations for the Indian Health Serv-
ice,’’ the Hyde Amendment contained in the 
L/HHS/Ed appropriations act would be appli-
cable to money used for Indian health pur-
poses under section 601(f)(3). 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES E. JOHNSON, 

Assistant Secretary for Resources and 
Technology. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to recognize the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ENGEL), chairman of the 
Western Hemisphere Committee, for 2 
minutes. 

Mr. ENGEL. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
for H.R. 5501. 

While most widely recognized for re-
newing our commitment to global 
AIDS relief, the Tom Lantos and Henry 
J. Hyde Global Leadership against HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reau-
thorization Act of 2008 reauthorizes 
provisions on all three of these deadly 
diseases of poverty. 

The World Health Organization re-
ports that 1.7 million people died of tu-
berculosis in 2006, with 200,000 dying 
from HIV-associated TB. The emer-
gence of multidrug-resistant and exten-
sively drug-resistant TB, known as 
MDR and XDR, pose a grave risk to 
global health. These strains are far 
deadlier than normal TB and are much 
more difficult and expensive to treat. A 
contagious, airborne disease, TB knows 
no barriers or borders and can only be 
successfully controlled in the United 
States by also controlling it overseas. 

The Lantos-Hyde Act declares TB 
control a major objective of U.S. for-
eign assistance programs. The legisla-
tion requires a 5-year plan to support 
the treatment of 4.5 million tuber-
culosis patients and 90,000 new MDR- 
TB cases. 

This bill incorporates substantial 
portions of my bill, H.R. 1567, the Stop 
Tuberculosis Now Act. The Lantos- 
Hyde Act prioritizes the Stop TB Part-
nership’s strategy, including expansion 
of the successful treatment regimen for 
both standard TB and drug-resistant 
TB. It further promotes research and 
development of new tools. 

Recognizing the deadly synergy be-
tween tuberculosis, an opportunistic 
infection, and HIV/AIDS, the Lantos- 
Hyde Act authorizes assistance to 
strengthen the coordination of HIV/ 
AIDS and TB programs. TB is the lead-
ing killer of people with HIV/AIDS, and 
the explosion of drug-resistant TB in 
sub-Saharan Africa threatens to halt 
and roll back our progress in com-
bating both diseases. 

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman 20 seconds. 

Mr. ENGEL. I’ll talk fast. 
Finally, Mr. Speaker, the legislation 

authorizes assistance for the develop-
ment of new vaccines for TB. The cur-
rent TB vaccine is more than 85 years 
old and is unreliable against pul-
monary TB, which accounts for most of 
the worldwide disease burden. New TB 
vaccines have the potential to save 
millions of lives and would lead to sub-
stantial cost savings. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘aye’’ 
on H.R. 5501 today. We can control and 
win the fight against AIDS and TB. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LATHAM), a 
member of the Committee on Appro-
priations. 

Mr. LATHAM. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding the time. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is very impor-
tant. Helping people in need overseas 
has always been a national priority, 
and I stand in favor of H.R. 5501. How-
ever, I must say that helping American 
taxpayers hurt by natural disasters 
should be our highest priority. This 
Congress is letting them down. 

According to the House and Senate 
leadership, there simply isn’t enough 
time for Congress to pass emergency 
aid to help Midwestern States affected 
by the devastating floods last month. 

Not enough time? 
When Hurricane Katrina hit the gulf 

on Monday, August 29, 2005, Congress 
began working. On Friday of that same 
week, the House and Senate intro-
duced, passed, and had a supplemental 
appropriation bill signed into law that 
same day. Five days later another sup-
plemental bill was introduced and was 
signed into law the very next day. And 
in 2004 after Hurricanes Charlie and 
Frances landed, the Congress passed a 
supplemental appropriations bill and 
had it signed into law in 1 week. 

Yet here I stand almost 2 months 
after the most damaging natural dis-
aster in Iowa’s history began and the 
Democrat leadership in the House and 
the Senate are telling the people up 
and down the Mississippi River that 
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they can wait until there is frost on 
the beans until we decide on additional 
aid. 

Earlier this week the Governor of 
Iowa told the leadership of this House 
that Iowa alone needs an additional 
$1.2 billion more than FEMA can pro-
vide. Iowa has suffered a loss of $10 bil-
lion. Now we are told we will be wait-
ing until September for a bill. 

Where’s the outrage? Well, I will tell 
you. It’s in Iowa. It’s with the 25,000 
homeless Iowans. It’s with the small 
business owners, the employers, the 
people who sacrificed their homes to 
help their neighbors. 

This House has had time since the 
first waters started flowing through 
Midwestern homes to vote on numer-
ous bills under the suspension cal-
endar. We have had time to designate 
the ‘‘National Day of the Cowboy’’ and 
the ‘‘National Carriage Driving 
Month.’’ And 348 Members of Congress 
walked over here to vote to honor the 
life of a musician who had a number 
one hit entitled ‘‘What’s the Use of 
Getting Sober, When You’re Gonna Get 
Drunk Again?’’ 

Well, it appears that Congress needs 
to sober up and help the people of the 
Midwest. The House should not leave 
for the August recess until we finish 
our work and help the victims of the 
Midwest. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from the 
State of Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Let me 
thank the gentleman from New Jersey 
for his leadership and the ranking 
member, the chairperson of the full 
committee, Mr. BERMAN, and pay trib-
ute to our good friends the late Tom 
Lantos and Henry J. Hyde, who have 
captured, in essence, what our war 
against HIV/AIDS is all about. It has to 
be comprehensive and expansive. It has 
to recognize the overlapping impact of 
tuberculosis and malaria. 

Mr. Speaker, I think one of the most 
telling scenes that I was able to experi-
ence, sadly so, was walking into a little 
hut in Zambia and seeing an emaciated 
body or person, if you will, being taken 
care of by a 4 year old. That individual 
had HIV/AIDS and tuberculosis. 

So this legislation is crucial in the 
overall comprehensive war against the 
devastating diseases when there is no 
water, no nutrition, and poverty. This 
targets 12 million new HIV infections. 
It is treating millions of people. It’s 
supporting care for 12 million. It has a 
focus on women and girls. It provides a 
focus on the anti-retroviral treatment 
that is so important that goes after op-
portunistic infections. It provides a 
certain amount of money, $9 billion, 
for malaria and tuberculosis over 5 
years. It goes to the very essence of a 
4 year old being the only remaining 
healthy person in his family having to 
care for sick relatives suffering from 
HIV/AIDS and tuberculosis and many 
suffering from malaria. 

This is an important step forward. 
And, yes, we have many responsibil-
ities in this Congress. I join my friend 
from Iowa. We will be working hard to 
provide the support systems that those 
individuals need. But at the same time, 
this is a tribute to great leaders like 
our former and late chairpersons of 
this committee, Chairman Hyde and 
Chairman Lantos, who recognized that 
to those who are given much, much is 
expected. 

This bill responds to the devastation 
and need around the world. I ask my 
colleagues to support this legislation. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for allowing me to 
speak on not only an important issue in this 
country but around the world. I can only note 
that it gives me great pause that my col-
league, Congressman Tom Lantos, did not live 
to see the fruit of his hard work on this bill. 
However, I know his family and his colleague 
Congressman Henry Hyde have kept this leg-
islation alive and moving through this Con-
gress. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for allowing for H.R. 
5501, the Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde 
United States Global Leadership Against HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2008 on PEPFAR to come to the 
floor today. 

JACKSON-LEE AMENDMENT 
I would also like to thank both Chairman 

BERMAN and the Chairman of the Sub-
committee on African and Global Health, Con-
gressman PAYNE, for working with me to in-
clude important language in this legislation. 
My language, in Section 301 of this bill, ad-
dresses the necessity of making children a pri-
ority among individuals with HIV for proper 
food and nutritional support. Section 301, with 
my language included, states that it is the 
sense of Congress that ‘‘for the purposes of 
determining which individuals infected with 
HIV should be provided with nutrition and food 
support—(i) children with moderate or severe 
malnutrition, according to WHO standards, 
shall be given priority for such nutrition and 
food support; and (ii) adults with a body mass 
index, BMI, of 18.5 or less, or at the prevailing 
WHO-approved measurement for BMI, should 
be considered ‘malnourished’ and should be 
given priority for such nutrition and food sup-
port;’’ 

Mr. Speaker, as Chair of the Congressional 
Children’s Caucus, I believe that this language 
is crucial, and I thank the Chairman for includ-
ing it in the text of the bill. HIV-infected chil-
dren have been underrepresented among 
beneficiaries of PEPFAR-supported programs. 
As this legislation cites in the findings section, 
‘‘of those infected with HIV, 2.5 million are 
children under 15 who also account for 
460,000 of the newly-infected individuals.’’ 
And even these large numbers are deceiving, 
as children die much quicker from AIDS than 
do adults. I am pleased to see this language, 
which focuses attention on the plight of these 
children, and makes serving their needs a pri-
ority. 

PEPFAR 
In January 2003, President Bush announced 

the President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Re-
lief, or PEPFAR. As its name implies, 
PEPFAR was envisioned as an emergency re-
sponse; we are here today to discuss how to 
transition to a sustainable program to address 
these global epidemics. 

HIV/AIDS continues to represent a serious 
and large-scale challenge throughout much of 
the world. It goes far beyond a simple health 
problem, and it hinders attempts to foster eco-
nomic development and political stability. As 
we begin the process of reauthorizing 
PEPFAR, I believe it is crucial that we empha-
size the long-term sustainability of our HIV ef-
forts, and that we integrate AIDS prevention 
and treatment within our larger-scale develop-
ment initiatives. 

Though we have drugs that are effective in 
managing infections and reducing mortality by 
slowing the progression to AIDS in an indi-
vidual, they do little to reduce disease preva-
lence and prevent new infections. For this rea-
son, there is growing consensus among health 
experts that we must put greater emphasis on 
prevention programs, which are perhaps the 
most critical aspect of any initiative to combat 
global HIV/AIDS. Even as increasing numbers 
of people have access to anti-retroviral drugs, 
ARVs, an estimated 5.1 million people who 
needed treatment did not receive it in 2006. 

TUBERCULOSIS 
The World Health Organization, WHO, esti-

mates that throughout the world someone con-
tracts TB every second and that one third of 
all people in the world are currently infected 
with TB. Tuberculosis spreads easily from one 
person to another: when the infected person 
coughs, the bacilli or TB germs are spread 
into the air and another person need only to 
inhale a small number of the bacilli to be in-
fected. The World Health Organization, WHO, 
estimates that each person left untreated with 
active TB will infect, on average, between 10 
and 15 people every year. Although the TB 
bacilli can lie dormant in the body for years 
and its effects may not be immediately felt, if 
one has a weakened immune system, such as 
through HIV/AIDS, the chances of becoming 
sick will increase. 

In 2005, nearly 9 million people contracted 
tuberculosis, of which 84 percent occurred in 
high burden countries, with all but two of the 
high burden countries in Africa and Asia. This 
demonstrates the necessity for special atten-
tion to these high burden countries, particu-
larly in Africa. Among the 15 countries with the 
highest estimated TB incidence rates, 12 were 
in Africa, due in part to relatively high rates of 
HIV co-infection. About 80 percent of all cases 
in the world were found in 22 countries, all but 
4 were found in Africa or Asia. 

Some 2.97 million people in Southeast Asia 
were newly infected with TB and about 2.57 
million in sub-Saharan Africa. In 2004, sub-Sa-
haran Africa was the only region in the world 
where TB prevalence was growing; elsewhere 
the number of cases was stable or falling. De-
spite our concerted efforts, we continue to 
face a serious and persistent health threat. I 
believe that it is imperative that we ensure that 
American taxpayer dollars are used to great-
est effect, not to bolster ideology. 

Current restrictions on PEPFAR mandating 
that 1⁄3 of all prevention funds must be used 
on abstinence-only education neglect the real 
needs of populations both in America and 
abroad. These stipulations hurt the ability of 
PEPFAR to adapt its activities in accordance 
with local HIV transmission patterns, and they 
impair efforts to coordinate with national health 
plans. Though AIDS is clearly a global prob-
lem, it does not affect every nation equally or 
in the same manner. Removing these stipula-
tions would allow PEPFAR to better address 
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the requirements of each country, making 
more efficient and effective use of taxpayer 
dollars in serving the millions affected by this 
disease. 

In addition, I believe it is crucial that we 
dedicate greater attention to strengthening 
local health infrastructure. Health experts have 
expressed concern that the high amount of 
spending directed toward HIV/AIDS initiatives 
has drawn health workers away from public 
health facilities and other important programs. 
This merely compounds a chronic shortage of 
qualified health workers, which, according to 
WHO’s 2006 World Health Report, is the sin-
gle most important health issue facing coun-
tries today. This need is felt particularly sharp-
ly in Southeast Asia and sub-Saharan Africa. 

Many health experts also continue to advo-
cate greater integration between PEPFAR and 
other health programs, including those fo-
cused on nutrition, maternal and child heath, 
and other infectious diseases. These experts 
note that HIV is intricately linked to these 
other areas of concern; for example, malnutri-
tion and lack of food may heighten exposure 
to HIV, raise the likelihood of engaging in risky 
behavior, increase susceptibility to infection, 
and complicate efforts to provide anti- 
retroviral, ARV, medication. Further, an HIV 
epidemic will likely worsen food insecurity, by 
depleting the agricultural workforce. I believe it 
is necessary, to ensure maximum effective-
ness, that we integrate PEPFAR with other as-
pects of our international health outreach and 
development programs. 

Mr. Speaker, if we are to turn the tide of tur-
moil and tragedy that HIV/AIDS causes to mil-
lions around the world, and hundreds of thou-
sands right here in our backyard, it is impera-
tive that we continue to fund and expand med-
ical research and education and outreach pro-
grams. 

HIV/AIDS 
I want to share briefly the importance of 

continued action in awareness for this virulent 
disease and the nexus between TB and HIV/ 
AIDS, another issue which I am passionate 
about and would like to see eradicated as I 
am sure many of my colleagues would. Ac-
cording to the World Health Organization, 
there were 33.2 million people living with HIV/ 
AIDS worldwide in 2007. 

People living with HIV/AIDS are at a greater 
risk of becoming infected with TB because of 
their weakened immunity. In 2004, out of the 
more than 740,000 people who contracted TB 
and were co-infected with HIV/AIDS, 600,000 
of those co-infected were found in sub-Saha-
ran Africa. 

Similar to TB, HIV/AIDS has risen to epi-
demic levels particularly for our African coun-
trymen. According to UNAIDS, in 2005, there 
were 3.2 million newly infected Africans and 
2.4 million Africans who died of HIV/AIDS re-
lated complications. The current life expect-
ancy for a person living with AIDS in Africa is 
47 years old. 

Such high rates of infection can be pre-
vented. The transmission of HIV can be re-
duced through proper education and re-
sources. Additionally, proper resources can 
help the treatment of HIV. We must make 
these resources more accessible to those who 
need it most. 

MALARIA 
Malaria is another disease that must be ad-

dressed. According to the World Health Orga-
nization, more than 500 million people become 

severely ill with malaria and more than one 
million people die of malaria every year, most-
ly infants, young children and pregnant 
women. Perhaps most shocking is WHO’s es-
timate that a child dies of malaria every 30 
seconds. More than 90 percent of malaria 
cases occur in sub-Saharan Africa. 

Mr. Speaker, malaria is both preventable 
and curable. Early and effective treatment can 
shorten its duration and prevent the develop-
ment of complications and the great majority 
of deaths. 

CONCLUDING STATEMENTS 
Key factors that contribute to continuing 

high rates of HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Ma-
laria include: weak health care systems, poor 
access to health facilities, insufficient staffing 
and other human resource constraints, ill 
equipped and substandard laboratory services, 
and little collaboration between TB and HIV 
programs. 

Mr. Speaker, what is so striking about these 
factors is that they are all preventable. We 
must address and work to rectify these human 
factors that have led to such unnecessarily 
high fatality rates throughout the world, par-
ticularly in African nations. I urge my fellow 
colleagues to join me in support of PEPFAR 
and H.R. 5501. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), a 
member of the Committee on Appro-
priations. 

Mr. KIRK. I thank the gentlewoman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, 23 years as a staff mem-
ber, I heard from WHO that AIDS was 
not an epidemic based in New York, 
San Francisco, or Haiti, as we thought 
back in 1985, but instead was an epi-
demic that raged in Zaire for years. 

I got my then boss, John Porter, and 
Democratic Congressman Bob Mrazek 
to begin the foreign AIDS program. We 
were told by the leaders of the Appro-
priations Committee that we could not 
do this, but we did. We started with 
just a $25 million funding level, and as 
recently as 1999, I had a tough time 
even getting members to show up for a 
hearing on this subject. I feel a bit like 
a country music singer who worked in 
every honky-tonk for years before hit-
ting the big time. But this bill is the 
big time. It’s the largest investment in 
health of another country from just 
one country, the United States of 
America. The original legislation put 
too many congressional restrictions on 
this program. This frees up those re-
strictions. 

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. I yield the gen-
tleman 30 seconds, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, this legisla-
tion takes us in the right direction by 
freeing up restrictions because we 
knew even back in 1985 that to save the 
most lives this program should be run 
by doctors and not politicians. 

Now, 23 years ago John Porter, Bob 
Mrazek, and I had no idea how large 
and successful this program would be. 
My only wish is the head of the Har-
vard Public School of Health, our first 
director of this early program, Dr. Jon-

athan Mann, could be with us. Dr. 
Mann was killed in a tragic airline ac-
cident, but I wish he could see us now. 

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to my 
good friend from Connecticut (Mr. 
SHAYS). 

Mr. SHAYS. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
5501, the Tom Lantos and Henry Hyde 
United States Global Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and 
Malaria Reauthorization Act. I am 
pleased the committee named this bill 
after two great leaders of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Chairmen Lantos 
and Hyde, who guided the original 2003 
act into law. 

An estimated 38.6 million people are 
infected with HIV/AIDS throughout the 
world today. The majority of them are 
women and girls. In sub-Saharan Afri-
ca, women and girls make up 60 percent 
of those infected with HIV/AIDS. 

It is impossible to overstate the im-
portance of ensuring we are doing all 
we can to address the spread of this 
dreaded disease around the world. It is 
heart breaking to think of children 
going to school with no teachers, com-
ing home to no parents. 

H.R. 5501 would authorize $48 billion 
over 5 years to treat AIDS and other 
global diseases and another $2 billion 
for Native American health care, law 
enforcement, and drinking water pro-
grams. 

America faces a new generation of 
threats in the 21st century, including 
global health pandemics, terrorism, 
and climate change. Today’s legisla-
tion and other critical foreign assist-
ance programs are absolutely vitally 
important to our national interests 
and security. Legislation like this 
helps make our country more secure 
and, just as importantly, more hu-
mane. 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to yield myself the balance 
of my time. 

I believe that PEPFAR is the most 
successful example of American foreign 
assistance since the Marshall Plan. 
Just as the Marshall Plan protected 
American lives by helping to stabilize 
a continent ravaged by war, PEPFAR 
is protecting American lives today by 
helping to stabilize a continent rav-
aged by disease. 

b 1700 

More than just express American 
compassion, PEPFAR also protects 
American security. Let us give our 
strong support to H.R. 5501. 

In closing, I would like to thank the 
following staff members of our Foreign 
Affairs Committee who have dedicated 
many long hours to ensuring that this 
bill is signed into law and we can con-
tinue U.S. efforts to save lives. For the 
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majority, Dr. Bob King, Peter Yeo, Dr. 
Pearl Alice Marsh, David Abramowitz 
and Kristin Wells. On our side, the Re-
publican side, Joan Condon, Mark 
Gage, Doug Anderson, Sarah Kiko, 
Sam Stratman, Sheri Rickert, and our 
fabulous GOP staff director, Dr. Yleem 
Poblete. Thank you so much. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that our col-
leagues will see the meritorious nature 
of this proposal, because the HIV/AIDS 
pandemic is a significant threat to 
global health. It’s also a leading threat 
to global stability. We can help fill this 
void. We can help stabilize the con-
tinent. We can help save lives by pass-
ing this bill today and sending it to the 
President’s desk. As soon as tomorrow, 
we can have it on the President’s desk 
and have a bill signed by next week. 

We are in a position where we can 
make a difference, because this virus is 
killing millions of people in the prime 
of life. These are parents. These are 
teachers. These are government offi-
cials, public health workers and mili-
tary officers, people who hold the fab-
ric of life together for their commu-
nity. We have an opportunity to rise to 
the challenge, pass this bill and save 
their lives and save a generation of 
lives around the world. 

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

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the remaining time. 

The bill has been described, and its 
consequences have been discussed. But 
I can’t help but come back to the com-
ments from my friend from California 
(Mr. ROHRABACHER) with respect to the 
effects of this bill. The notion that 
there are now pregnant women who, 
because of new discoveries in medicine, 
can take drugs which allow their baby 
to be born without being HIV positive, 
I call that saving lives and curing the 
problem. This is happening all over the 
countries where these programs are 
working. The notion that the United 
States is helping to take care of the or-
phans and other vulnerable children 
who are left without parents as a result 
of this epidemic I call saving lives and 
curing a problem. 

And as the ranking member said in 
her opening comments, the effect on 
these people and their recognition of 
the role the United States is playing is 
having a—it’s a secondary question, 
but it’s an important one—it’s having a 
massive impact on how they perceive 
this country at a time when, for many 
other reasons, this country has not 
been perceived well in this world. 

This has been a remarkable program 
that has gone on. And I want to add my 
compliments to the staff, all the staff 
on the minority who worked on it, as 
well as Peter Yeo and Pearl-Alice 
Marsh and David Abramowitz, Kristin 
Wells, Heather Flynn with Chairman 
DON PAYNE, Christos Tsentas with Con-
gresswoman LEE, as well as Mark 
Synnes with legislative counsel, Naomi 
Seiler and Jessica Boyer from the 
Oversight Committee staff, and on the 
Senate Foreign Relations majority 

staff, Brian McKeon and Shannon 
Smith. These are people who not only 
helped put this bill together, not only 
invested huge amounts of their time in 
working with the outside coalition 
forces, who have been working on the 
ground on these issues in Africa and 
other places, and also dealt with the 
administration, these are people who, 
when I got thrown into this issue, 
helped educate me. And I’m very grate-
ful for all they have done to make this 
happen. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of H.R. 5501. 

Every day, 6,000 people become infected 
with HIV, over 1,000 of whom are babies. 

We have made terrific advancements in 
treating and preventing HIV/AIDS, but they 
mean nothing unless we ensure that the most 
vulnerable populations have access to them. 

Since its inception, the President’s Emer-
gency Plan for AIDS Relief, PEPFAR, has 
saved countless lives and increasing our in-
vestment through this reauthorization will save 
millions more. 

I am especially proud to see that this reau-
thorization places stronger emphasis on pre-
vention. 

Without increased efforts to prevent the 
transmission of HIV/AIDS, we will never ade-
quately address the long-term needs of the 
global HIV/AIDS population and global health 
overall. 

This bill takes important steps to increase 
prevention efforts by overturning the ineffec-
tive one-third abstinence-only requirement that 
currently applies to global HIV/AIDS preven-
tion funding; providing an increased focus on 
women and girls who are at-risk; and setting 
a target for PEPFAR to provide 80 percent of 
pregnant women with the tools they need to 
prevent maternal-to-child transmission of HIV. 

Finally I am thrilled to see an increased in-
vestment in helping countries to expand their 
healthcare workforce as they face drastic 
shortages in skilled healthcare workers. 

During my recent visit to Africa with the 
House Democracy Assistance Commission, I 
had the opportunity to visit with doctors, 
nurses and ministries of health in several 
countries. 

They are desperate for more professionals 
who can treat individuals affected with HIV/ 
AIDS, especially in countries like Malawi 
where 15 percent of the population suffers 
from HIV/AIDS. 

Our investments and improvements of 
PEPFAR fulfill a moral responsibility that we 
are accountable to. 

Our steadfast commitment to PEPFAR is 
also one of our proudest foreign policy accom-
plishments over the past few years as we pro-
vide the necessary humanitarian assistance 
required for countries to sustain themselves in 
the long-term. 

Finally, I would like to also applaud the pro-
vision removing the ban on visas for HIV-in-
fected individuals wishing to come to the 
United States. This mean spirited statute 
should have been repealed long ago and I am 
glad to see that it is finally being ended. Only 
a few countries have such a policy and Amer-
ica should not be one of them. 

I urge my colleagues to enthusiastically sup-
port this legislation and I look forward to the 
success we are sure to see in addressing the 
global HIV/AIDS epidemic. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, as one of the 
original cosponsors of the House version of 
this bill, I am happy to see that it is about to 
become law. This reauthorization affirms to 
our partners around the world that we are with 
them for the long haul in the fight against HIV, 
TB, and malaria. 

The bill retains many of the important provi-
sions of the House version. It authorizes 
strengthening of local health systems and 
health care workforces. It supports fiscal re-
sponsibility by directing the purchase of safe 
drugs at the lowest available prices. And it en-
courages operational research and the trans-
lation of lessons learned into effective pro-
gramming. 

The bill incorporates Congresswoman BAR-
BARA LEE’s legislation to eliminate the HIV 
travel ban. This is an important policy step. 
And it is an important message that we reject 
this relic of a time when fear and stigma drove 
much of the nation’s’ response to AIDS. 

But unfortunately, fear and stigma around 
HIV are still very real, particularly when we 
talk about prevention. This bill notes the im-
portance of supporting healthy behavior 
change, and encourages the expansion of 
male circumcision as an effective prevention 
method. But I think there are parts of this bill 
where Congress could have spoken more di-
rectly to the need for honest, evidence-based 
prevention programming. 

Injection drug users around the world are 
among the most vulnerable to HIV prevention. 
This bill makes only brief mention of the need 
for prevention strategy and other programs for 
this population. Our implementers should un-
derstand how crucial this focus is to fighting 
the epidemic, not only in countries with HIV 
driven mainly by drug use, but also in coun-
tries with emerging, concentrated drug-related 
epidemics. 

The same applies to men who have sex 
with men. Due to stigma and denial, the HIV 
prevention, treatment, and care needs of sex-
ual minorities are often unmet. This bill makes 
only passing reference to men who have sex 
with men, but the program should be imple-
mented in a way that truly recognizes the 
needs of this population. 

People involved in sex work are also very 
vulnerable to HIV infection, along with many 
other health and social risks. I’m disappointed 
that we haven’t eliminated the current require-
ment that recipients sign an ‘‘anti-prostitution 
pledge.’’ The requirement has reportedly had 
the unintended consequence of scaring grant-
ees away from doing effective outreach pro-
grams for sex workers. But U.S. officials, and 
all of our partners, should know that Congress 
wants this law implemented in a way that best 
respects the public health needs of this se-
verely marginalized group. 

Finally, I have concerns about integration of 
activities. I am particularly disappointed that 
the bill does not explicitly encourage the close 
integration of HIV programs with family plan-
ning and other reproductive health services. 
What’s more, language added to the bill’s 
‘‘conscience clause’’ could hinder effective in-
tegration, when we should be doing everything 
we can to encourage referrals to important 
health services. 

All of these concerns do not outweigh my 
deep respect for what the global AIDS pro-
gram has accomplished, and my strong sup-
port of its reauthorization. They do underscore 
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the need for ongoing oversight of how the pro-
gram is designed and implemented, particu-
larly in efforts to reduce HIV transmission. 

The first 5 years of PEPFAR showed that a 
remarkable scale-up of effective treatment was 
possible in the developing world. It’s time to 
use all of the public health knowledge and re-
sources we have to do the same for preven-
tion. 

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 5501, the Tom Lantos and Henry 
J. Hyde United States Global Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Reauthorization Act of 2008. 

The passage of this bipartisan bill will con-
tinue Congress’ commitment to the fight 
against HIV, TB and malaria around the world. 
This bill will dramatically boost HIV/AIDS and 
health care programs for women and girls, as 
well as strengthen health and education sys-
tems in nations hard-hit by the HIV virus. 

H.R. 5501 also provides funding for orphans 
and vulnerable children, as well as food and 
nutrition programs. 

The World Health Organization estimates 
that over 38 million people are living with HIV/ 
AIDS and 95 percent of those people live in 
the developing world. 

We must be leaders in combating the global 
AIDS crisis and this bill allows maximum flexi-
bility for our staff on the ground. H.R. 5501 
provides needed funding and support to transi-
tion the very successful PEPFAR program 
from the emergency phase to the sustainability 
phase. I urge all my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of the Senate amendments to 
the Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United 
States Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, 
Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reauthorization Act 
of 2008. 

Five years ago, Congress showed leader-
ship and passed legislation on a bipartisan 
basis to address the global pandemics of HIV/ 
AIDS, tuberculosis and malaria. While enor-
mous progress has been made since 2003, 
the number of people who are affected by 
these diseases is still staggering. The United 
Nations estimates that thirty-three million peo-
ple are living with HIV/AIDS worldwide, with 
AIDS causing approximately 1.6 million deaths 
in sub-Saharan Africa in 2007. 

We have a moral obligation to lead the fight 
against these global diseases. This legislation 
will authorize $48 billion over five years for our 
global HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis and malaria ef-
forts. It will allow the United States to provide 
continued assistance for these pandemics in 
developing countries and will strengthen the 
health systems in host countries by giving 
them more flexibility to plan, direct, and man-
age prevention, treatment and care programs. 
I am also pleased that this legislation includes 
a provision that authorizes funding for the re-
search and development of new tuberculosis 
vaccines, which have the potential to save mil-
lions of lives. 

Mr. Speaker, we still have much work to do. 
I urge my colleagues to continue and reaffirm 
America’s commitment to combating HIV/ 
AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria by supporting 
this much-needed bipartisan and bicameral 
legislation. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, five years ago, 
the United States made an unprecedented 
commitment to the people of the world who 
suffer from HIV/AIDS, malaria, and tuber-

culosis. We pledged $15 billion—and with that 
funding, we have: Provided life-saving drugs 
to almost 1.5 million people; funded care for 
over 2 million orphans and vulnerable children; 
and provided mother-to-child transmission pre-
vention services during more than 6 million 
pregnancies. 

For millions, HIV/AIDS has been trans-
formed from a death sentence to a manage-
able condition—and Congress has played a 
very real role in making that happen. On this 
issue, our moral obligation and our self-inter-
est speak with one voice. Not only do we have 
the opportunity to save millions of lives—fail-
ing to do so will help proliferate disease and 
instability, spreading bloodshed across bor-
ders. 

Today, with the Tom Lantos and Henry J. 
Hyde Global LeadershipAgainst HIV/AIDS, Tu-
berculosis and Malaria Reauthorization Act, 
we raise our commitment to eradicating those 
diseases to a total of $48 billion. In addition to 
expanding our prior efforts, this carefully nego-
tiated legislation will: 

Strengthen HIV -related health care delivery 
systems and increase health workforce capac-
ities; 

Foster stronger relationships between HIV/ 
AIDS initiatives and other support programs, 
including those that promote better nutrition 
and education; 

Allow HIV/AIDS testing and counseling to be 
provided as part of the U.S. bilateral family 
planning program; and 

Enhance prevention and treatment pro-
grams targeting women and girls. 

This bill also eliminates a requirement that 
1⁄3 of prevention funds be spent on absti-
nence—a requirement that has proven ineffec-
tive. Instead, we have directed the Administra-
tion to create a ‘‘balanced’’ approach, requir-
ing behavioral change programs to receive 50 
percent of the funds devoted to the prevention 
of sexual transmission of HIV. In the face of 
the AIDS pandemic, this bill will show the 
world, unambiguously, that America accepts 
its obligation to act. 

Last year alone, 2.5 million people con-
tracted HIV—roughly 6,800 every single day. 
And last year alone, 2.1 million AIDS victims 
were added to the rolls of the dead. We are 
confronting a scourge far too pressing, far too 
powerful, to be made the object of political in-
action. We have rarely faced a greater global 
challenge. We have rarely needed a greater 
global solution. 

I want to thank Congresswoman BARBARA 
LEE for her hard work to shape that solution. 
But most of all, I want to honor Tom Lantos. 
This bill, in many ways, was the culmination of 
his career, his lifetime of service. I wish he 
could be here to see it. But how perfect that 
Tom’s work, which began in the fight against 
tyranny in his homeland, expanded to encom-
pass the whole world, and the world’s struggle 
against the tyrannies of disease and poverty. 

Chastened by the vast challenge of AIDS— 
but inspired by Tom’s example, and Henry 
Hyde’s, as well—let us come together across 
the aisle and join the struggle with all the force 
America can muster. Let us pass this bill. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I in rise opposition 
to this irresponsible legislation, which will ship 
$48 billion overseas as foreign aid at a time 
when Americans are feeling the pressure of 
rapidly increasing inflation and a weakened 
dollar. It is particularly objectionable to ship 
money to fund healthcare overseas when so 

many Americans either struggle with high 
healthcare costs or avoid seeking medical as-
sistance altogether due to lack of insurance or 
funds. 

As we know, the Federal Government does 
not have $48 billion to send overseas so it will 
have to print the money. It is a cruel irony that 
this will add to inflation at home which will in-
crease even further the costs of healthcare in 
the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I am saddened by the preva-
lence of disease in impoverished countries 
overseas. I certainly encourage every Amer-
ican concerned about HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria overseas to voluntarily provide as-
sistance to help alleviate the problem. But I do 
not believe it is appropriate—nor is it constitu-
tional—to forcibly take money from American 
citizens to send abroad. I urge my colleagues 
to reject this and all foreign aid legislation. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, this bill underscores the United 
States’ position as the world leader in the fight 
against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria. 

In addition to all that the bill does to fight 
the three diseases on a global level, the bill fi-
nally does away with an outdated and unnec-
essary provision in immigration law that pre-
vents persons with HIV from visiting or immi-
grating to the United States. 

This provision, in place for over 20 years, 
has kept parents from children and sisters 
from brothers. It has slowed research and dis-
course by preventing many researchers and 
other experts in the field from entering the 
country. And it has significantly undermined 
our leadership in the fight against HIV. 

The U.S. is one of only 12 countries in the 
world to have such harsh HIV-based restric-
tions on entry. The others include Sudan, 
Libya, Russia and Saudi Arabia. Even China 
has recently overturned its ban. 

This discriminatory policy has no basis in 
public health, and it should have been stricken 
long ago. 

Our immigration laws have long prevented 
the admission of persons who have commu-
nicable diseases that HHS believes are of 
‘‘public health significance.’’ In 1993, HHS 
sought to remove HIV from this list. But Con-
gress, in a time of fear and ignorance about 
the disease, kept it in. 

HIV is now the only medical condition per-
manently listed in the INA as a basis for inad-
missibility. For any other disease, HHS retains 
the discretion to determine, with the wealth of 
medical and public health expertise at its dis-
posal, whether that illness should be a bar to 
admission. 

HHS does not believe that HIV should 
present such a bar. Neither do the American 
Medical Association, the Centers for Disease 
Control, the World Health Organization, and 
other public health organizations. These ex-
perts agree that there is no medical or public 
health rationale for this policy. 

The policy also keeps world-renowned ex-
perts, doctors, and researchers from partici-
pating in U.S. hosted efforts to combat the 
epidemic. Indeed, since 1993, the International 
Conference on AIDS has not been held on 
U.S. soil. 

It is time we end this discriminatory policy. 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise today in strong support for H.R. 5501, 
the Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United 
States Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, 
Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reauthorization Act 
of 2008. 
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This important piece of legislation outlines 

the United States’ efforts to combat the dev-
astating effects of AIDS, Malaria, and Tuber-
culosis on our global community. 

I am extremely encouraged that this bill de-
clares Tuberculosis control a major objective 
of U.S. foreign assistance programs—particu-
larly, that this bill will encourage the develop-
ment of a TB vaccine. 

TB is the leading killer of people with HIV/ 
AIDS, and the explosion of drug-resistant TB 
in sub-Saharan Africa threatens to halt and roll 
back our progress in combating both diseases. 

In fact, the World Health Organization 
(WHO) reports that 1.7 milion people died of 
tuberculosis in 2006, with 200,000 dying from 
HIV-associated TB. 

The TB germ is constantly changing and 
drug resistant strains have been found in 28 
countries on 6 continents. 

Our current TB Vaccine, BCG, is more than 
85 years old and is not compatible against 
pulmonary TB, which accounts for most TB 
cases. 

Even right here in the United States, it is es-
timated that 10 to 15 million people in the U.S. 
have latent TB. 

Therefore, developing a vaccine has impor-
tant implications both internationally and do-
mestically. 

Studies also show that the ten year eco-
nomic benefits of a TB vaccine that was only 
75 percent effective could result in an esti-
mated savings of $25 billion; no one can deny 
that this is a significant amount. 

This legislation is a good start in our critical 
battle against TB and we as a legislative body 
need to continue to work on TB efforts both 
internationally and right here at home. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased that Congress has come together in a 
bipartisan and bicameral way to address the 
devastating impact ofHIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria. The Tom Lantos and Henry J. 
Hyde United States Global Leadership Against 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Reau-
thorization Act reaffirms our commitment to 
fighting the causes and the spread of these 
terrible and largely preventable diseases. 

Treating HIV/AIDS is more than taking pre-
scription drugs. I applaud my colleagues in the 
House and Senate, particularly Chairman BER-
MAN and Ranking Member ROS-LEHTINEN, for 
recognizing that fighting HIV/AIDS means 
treating the person and not just the disease. 
The latest breakthrough medicines are worth-
less without access to food, water, and secu-
rity. 

This legislation makes the connection and 
contains an important section to address bar-
riers that limit the start of and adherence to 
treatment services. There is specific recogni-
tion of the direct linkages between efforts to 
treat HIV/AIDS and nutrition, income security, 
and drinking water and sanitation programs. 

We cannot treat HIV/AIDS without clean 
water. There is terrible irony in providing pa-
tients with advanced antiretroviral agents, and 
asking them to wash the life-saving pills down 
with a glass of water that may infect them with 
a life-threatening, water-bourne illness. I am 
particularly proud that my simple amendment 
to add safe drinking water to the list of related 
activities vital to treatment is included here. 
This small addition shapes our approach to 
treatment in a realistic and profoundly positive 
way. 

Much more must be done to deal with the 
global HIV/AIDS pandemic and the problem of 
lack of access to safe drinking water and sani-
tization, the world’s leading preventable cause 
of death. The recognition of these important 
linkages is a critical step forward in our under-
standing and treatment of these diseases. 

This bill is an important part of the tribute to 
our late colleagues, Chairman Lantos and 
Chairman Hyde. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, today the House 
of Representatives will vote on H.R. 5501 the 
Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United States 
Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Reauthorization Act of 
2008. 

As the Chairman of the Congressional Ethi-
opia and Ethiopian American Caucus, I strong-
ly support this critical reauthorization of the 
President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief 
(PEPFAR). Although PEPFAR supports a 
global effort, no one can argue against the 
fact that the African continent has borne the 
brunt of the HIV/AIDS, TB, and Malaria 
epidemics. The litany of grim statistics docu-
menting the ravages of HIV/AIDS, TB, and 
Malaria on dozens of African countries and 
millions of people is familiar to all of us com-
mitted to a morally righteous global war on 
poverty and disease. I have traveled to Ethi-
opia and witnessed first-hand the courage of a 
people nurturing a fledgling democracy in the 
face of terrible obstacles. 

For me, what those statistics come down to 
is the human cost of disease, countless or-
phans, hollow-eyed children raising children in 
villages, cities, and countries devastated eco-
nomically and spiritually by death and fear. I 
have seen the resiliency and courage of peo-
ple who, with access to medicine and food, 
have raised themselves out of abject poverty. 
As the wealthiest country in the world we have 
an obligation to invest in the global commu-
nity, and I support the passage of this bill. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 1362, 
the previous question is ordered. 

Pursuant to section 2 of House Reso-
lution 1362, further proceedings on the 
motion will be postponed. 

f 

RELATING TO THE HOUSE PROCE-
DURES CONTAINED IN SECTION 
803 OF THE MEDICARE PRESCRIP-
TION DRUG, IMPROVEMENT, AND 
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2003 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 1368 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1368 
Resolved, That section 803 of the Medicare 

Prescription Drug, Improvement, and Mod-
ernization Act of 2003 shall not apply during 
the remainder of the 110th Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. For the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my good friend, 

the ranking Republican of the Rules 
Committee, Representative DREIER. 

All time yielded during consideration 
of the rule is for debate only. I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I also ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that all Members be given 5 
legislative days within which to revise 
and extend their remarks on House 
Resolution 1368. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 

Speaker, as the Clerk just read, House 
Resolution 1368 provides that section 
803 of the Medicare Prescription Drug, 
Improvement, and Modernization Act 
of 2003 shall not apply during the re-
mainder of the 110th Congress. 

This resolution is needed today be-
cause of a procedural gimmick which 
was stuck into the Republican Medi-
care prescription drug bill in the dead 
of night shortly before the bill found 
its way to the floor back in 2003. The 
provision was a way for Republicans to 
get conservatives in their party to sup-
port an unpopular bill that may very 
well be the largest campaign donor 
payback program in the history of this 
institution. However, even this provi-
sion failed to prevent one of the most 
shameful nights in the history of this 
institution as arms were twisted and 
threats delivered into the wee hours of 
the morning to get the votes needed to 
pass this bill. 

Under current law, when the Medi-
care trustees project in two consecu-
tive trustee reports that general reve-
nues will exceed 45 percent of Medicare 
spending within a 7-year window, an 
expedited process is triggered to reduce 
the percentage. This expedited process, 
however, bypasses regular order in the 
House, as well as the Rules Committee. 
Once the percentage of Medicare fund-
ing coming from general revenues 
reaches 45 percent, the President is re-
quired to send legislation to the House 
and Senate that will address the mat-
ter. That bill must then be introduced 
by the House majority and minority 
leaders and referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

The process by which that bill, or 
any bill meeting the requirements of 
the trigger, moves through the com-
mittee process and is discharged to the 
floor includes a privileged motion. The 
privileged motion requires only one- 
fifth of the House, or just 87 Members, 
to second the motion and force a vote 
on that motion that would bring the 
bill itself to the floor for a vote. Under 
the trigger, if this small minority of 
the House is successful and the motion 
passes the House, the bill would come 
to the floor within 3 legislative days 
and can be debated with up to 5 hours 
of general debate and 10 hours of de-
bate on amendments. 

Adding to the unprecedented nature 
of this provision, amendments are 
given blanket waivers with the only re-
quirement being certification by the 
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Budget Committee that the bill will 
eliminate excess Medicare spending 
from general revenues. Astonishingly, 
the trigger waives the rules of the 
House and blocks Members from rais-
ing points of orders against the bill for 
earmark, PAYGO, or any other viola-
tion of House rules. All that a Member 
needs to do to force a vote on dis-
charging a bill is introduce a bill titled 
‘‘To Respond to a Medicare Funding 
Warning.’’ As long as that bill meets 
the requirements of the Budget Com-
mittee, then anyone, Democrat or Re-
publican, may seek to disrupt the pro-
ceedings of the House. Realize, if the 
House fails to pass this resolution 
today, it will leave itself vulnerable to 
chaos and extraordinary political 
gamesmanship. 

We will lay the groundwork to effec-
tively becoming the Senate, stalled 
and unable to act as a victim of its own 
rules and procedures. Every moment of 
every day here in session, under the 
guise of trying to fix Medicare, a Mem-
ber could move to discharge a bill 
which includes provisions that have 
nothing to do with Medicare. The only 
way to avoid this chaos and potential 
shutdown of the House in the 110th 
Congress is for the House to pass this 
resolution today. 

What is perhaps most troubling 
about this entire process, Mr. Speaker, 
is that Congress fixed the revenue 
problem in a more comprehensive man-
ner last week when the House and Sen-
ate both voted to override the Presi-
dent’s veto on the Medicare Improve-
ments for Patients and Providers Act. 
In that bill, Democrats, in a bipartisan 
fashion, removed waste, fraud and 
abuse in the Medicare advantage plan 
without hurting seniors. Under our 
leadership, seniors continue to have ac-
cess to their doctors and prescription 
drugs without having their premiums 
raised or coverage reduced. 

Very occasionally, Mr. Speaker, 
many of us talk with different people 
in our constituency. Last week I had 
an opportunity to talk with a physi-
cian in this city named Stern. And Dr. 
Stern indicated to me that I should, 
among other things, fight real hard to 
have people understand how effective 
Medicare is and what a single payer 
plan could do for this Nation. We 
talked considerably about this, and I’m 
delighted that I had an opportunity to 
be edified by someone that is in this 
profession. 

But because of this Medicare trigger 
provision, a provision which was not in 
the House or Senate bill and was 
slipped in the conference, I will repeat, 
slipped in the conference during the 
dead of night, and I was here, PETE 
STARK and DAVID DREIER, all of us were 
here when this happened, forced to deal 
with the legacy of, in my opinion, the 
misguided former majority. 

I urge my colleagues, Mr. Speaker, to 
do the right thing and support this res-
olution. 

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

myself such time as I might consume. 

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

Mr. DREIER. Let me begin by ex-
pressing my appreciation to my good 
friend, my Rules Committee colleague 
from Fort Lauderdale, for yielding me 
the customary 30 minutes. And I have 
to say that I rise in strongest possible 
opposition to this rule. Only under this 
new majority, Mr. Speaker, could an 
attempt to ensure fiscal responsibility 
be described as nothing more than a 
procedural gimmick, and only under 
this new majority, Mr. Speaker, can we 
once again be taking action that to-
tally subverts what we’re all about 
here, and that is an open and fair de-
bate. 

At issue today is a provision enacted 
by Republicans to ensure that Medi-
care is administered in an effective and 
a responsible way. When we created the 
prescription drug benefits for seniors, 
we included a provision to require reg-
ular reports on how Medicare is funded. 
We wanted to know, is the Medicare 
trust fund sufficient to cover the costs? 
Or are we drawing from the general 
Treasury to pay for it? And if we are, 
how much? If two consecutive reports 
indicated that over 45 percent of Medi-
care’s costs would come from the gen-
eral Treasury over the next 7 years, 
Congress would have to act. We did not 
mandate what steps Congress would 
have to take. We simply required that 
solutions be examined, debated and 
brought to a vote, something that 
seems to be anathema to this new ma-
jority. 

We believed this provision was criti-
cally important because we, as Repub-
licans, have two very important goals 
for Medicare. 

b 1715 

First, it must effectively provide 
health care coverage for our seniors. 
Second, Mr. Speaker, it must be run ef-
ficiently and responsibly. 

Today we are confronting exactly the 
scenario that concerned us and led to 
this point. We have had two consecu-
tive reports indicating that Medicare 
will exceed the cost threshold for years 
to come. In accordance with the law, 
the President submitted a proposal to 
restore fiscal discipline while ensuring 
that seniors continue to receive high 
quality care. Under the rules of the 
House, we are approaching the deadline 
to consider the proposal. But this new 
majority leadership, unable or unwill-
ing to address runaway costs, simply 
wants to make this attempt at good 
governance go away, completely van-
ish. The rule before us today would 
quash the provision requiring us to 
consider a legislative fix. It allows run-
away entitlement spending to continue 
unabated. 

Naturally, our good friends on the 
other side of the aisle are going to try 
to distract us from the facts today. 

They are going to rail against the 
circumstances, as we have already 
heard from my friend from Fort Lau-

derdale surrounding the original pre-
scription drug vote in an attempt to 
obscure the real issue. This is a favor-
ite trick of theirs, Mr. Speaker. The 
Democratic majority leadership cannot 
defend their own actions, so they stir 
up fights about Republicans. They can 
thunder away about 5-year-old fights 
all they want, but it won’t absolve 
them of the actions that they are try-
ing to take here today. Today they are 
in charge. They are responsible for 
their actions as the majority. They 
cannot distract the American people 
from the fact when they were presented 
with a proposal for reforming the cost 
of Medicare, they decided to change 
the rules and ignore the problem. 
That’s exactly what is happening here. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a legislative fix 
that was submitted by the President of 
the United States and introduced by 
the majority and the minority leaders 
as required by the fiscal discipline pro-
cedures put into place by Republicans 
in this important bill. It recommends 
two steps to rein in skyrocketing costs. 
One, it lowers the government subsidy 
for prescription drug coverage for high- 
income seniors to save $3.2 billion over 
5 years. Second, it reforms the medical 
liability system and puts patients be-
fore trial lawyers, saving nearly $4 bil-
lion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I don’t know that 
that is the panacea, but those are a 
good start and those are the proposals 
that the majority leader and the mi-
nority leader introduced as required 
under this law. 

I know some people may not like 
those savings. Some of my friends on 
the other side of the aisle are enamored 
with the present liability system and 
believe that we need more litigation, 
not less. Others may feel that every-
one, regardless of income, should get 
the full prescription drug subsidy. 

There may be disagreement on these 
issues, but they are worthy of consider-
ation and debate, which is what this in-
stitution is all about. Debate is exactly 
what was envisioned by this proposal. 
It provided for at least ten separate al-
ternatives, each debatable for up to an 
hour. My friend is absolutely right, it 
could take 10 hours, but God forbid we 
spend 10 hours discussing an issue as 
important as this. We imposed no re-
strictions. Any proposal for reining in 
costs could be considered and debated. 
This is a foreign concept in the 110th 
Congress, but we actually believe that 
open, rigorous debate is the key to 
finding solutions to our most difficult 
challenges. 

Unfortunately, the rule before us 
today continues a very troubling pat-
tern: the Democratic majority leader-
ship would rather duck and cover than 
stand and deliver on a very important 
issue for the American people. 

In case the American people haven’t 
noticed, Mr. Speaker, the House of 
Representatives has been locked in a 
legislative holding pattern. We have at 
least five appropriations bills which 
have been ordered reported by the Ap-
propriations Committee. How many 
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have been considered on the floor dur-
ing this very important traditional ap-
propriation month? Not a single one. 
Zero. Nada. None. 

The same is true for real energy leg-
islation. Oh, we’ve had fig leaves on the 
floor like the one we had just a couple 
of hours ago. But the majority is not 
interested in debate on these measures. 
They bring controversial energy legis-
lation that no one has ever seen to the 
floor, and then they impose ultra-re-
strictive rules so that Republicans, or 
Democrats, cannot offer their own 
ideas. 

These flawed bills fail, of course, but 
the Democrats get to avoid a real de-
bate on the important issues of con-
servation, alternative energy sources, 
and yes, new domestic supplies of oil. 

This pattern continues today with 
this rule. Instead of having a real de-
bate on legislation to reform the Medi-
care program, we are using the rules to 
completely avoid the program alto-
gether. 

The reason, Mr. Speaker, is simple. 
The Democratic majority leadership is 
more concerned about protecting their 
Members from tough votes than engag-
ing in the honest and open debate they 
promised the American people when 
they won the majority nearly 2 years 
ago. They are more interested in main-
taining their electoral fortunes than 
tackling the tough business of actually 
governing. 

Now if press reports are to be be-
lieved, the Democratic majority plans 
to avoid the most basic responsibility 
we have as legislators: making deci-
sions about our spending priorities. In-
stead of doing the business of passing 
appropriations bills and considering 
legislation on key issues like how we 
can get gasoline prices down and how 
we deal with Medicare, they are going 
to punt all of the tough choices until 
the next administration. I am just 
shaking my head and asking, Mr. 
Speaker, what is it that we are doing 
here and what is it that we are afraid 
of when it comes to doing our work in 
this 110th Congress? 

We have an opportunity right here 
and right now to break this pattern. If 
we defeat this rule, we can have a real 
debate on alternatives to reform Medi-
care spending. We can start the busi-
ness of governing and have a real de-
bate on the real issue of fiscal responsi-
bility, which is exactly what this pro-
vision is all about. 

But if we pass this rule, it is another 
blow to responsible government. It is 
another example of how far the Demo-
cratic majority leadership has fallen 
from the principles that they ran on 
and promised the American people 
nearly 2 years ago. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous question and 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself 30 seconds. 

I want to say to my friend, the rank-
ing member, everything debated in this 
House doesn’t have to be a battle. 

Turning off this provision is the cor-
rect thing to do, and I will tell you 
why. 

The perceived problem with Medicare 
funding has already been addressed. 
Let me repeat that. The perceived 
problem with Medicare funding has al-
ready been addressed. The recently en-
acted Medicare Improvements for Pa-
tients and Providers Act fixed the 
funding of Medicare to keep it below 
the 45 percent trigger. 

Let me refresh your memory. On 
July 15, the House voted to override 
the President’s veto of this important 
legislation. Every single member of the 
Rules Committee, Democrat and Re-
publican, voted to override. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PALLONE), a member of the 
Energy and Commerce Committee and 
a champion of SCHIP, which required 
overriding twice a veto by the Presi-
dent. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. PALLONE. I thank my friend 
from Florida, and I rise in support of 
this rule. 

Since its inception, Democrats have 
been the party to keep Medicare work-
ing for America’s seniors and disabled. 
Contrast that with Republicans when 
they were in charge. During their ma-
jority, Medicare funding increased dra-
matically so they could shower their 
pals in the insurance industry with 
higher reimbursements than regular 
Medicare, all in an effort to privatize 
the program. 

Republicans are willing to look past 
all of that, pat themselves on the back 
and call themselves the party of fiscal 
responsibility because of some arbi-
trary policy that they inserted into the 
Medicare Modernization Act that pre-
tends to address Medicare financing. 
This provision is more about smoke 
and mirrors than it is about ensuring 
Medicare remains intact. 

Republicans say it is about cost con-
tainment; I say it is about cost shift-
ing. The sad truth is that the 45 per-
cent trigger is designed to reduce the 
obligation of the Federal Government 
to fund part of Medicare, thereby shift-
ing more costs to beneficiaries. 

Since taking control of Congress, 
Democrats have set out to put Medi-
care on a sustainable track. During our 
first year in charge, the House passed 
the CHAMP Act which would have ex-
tended Medicare solvency by 2 years by 
reducing wasteful overpayments to 
Medicare Advantage plans. And just a 
couple of weeks ago, we enacted the 
Medicare Improvements for Patient 
and Providers of 2008 against the Presi-
dent’s objections. 

According to the CBO, under that bill 
the 45 percent threshold would be first 
crossed in fiscal year 2014, 1 year later 
than under the prior law. So I say con-
trary to what my friends on the other 
side of the aisle are saying, the fact of 

the matter is that Democrats are being 
fiscally responsible. Democrats are 
confronting Medicare’s challenges, and 
we don’t need an arbitrary policy that 
is a relic of the previous majority in 
order to do that. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
happy to yield 1 minute to the very dis-
tinguished gentleman from West-
chester, Ohio, our distinguished Repub-
lican leader, Mr. BOEHNER. 

Mr. BOEHNER. I thank my colleague 
from California for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, just as the Democrat 
leadership of this Congress is sticking 
its collective head in the sand when it 
comes to energy legislation, it is doing 
the same with the entitlement crisis 
that we face. 

My colleagues, ignoring this crisis 
won’t make it go away. But this is just 
what the measure before us will do, 
allow us to ignore this big problem for 
just a little while longer. 

Earlier this year, the Centers for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services 
warned that if Congress doesn’t act, 
government health care spending will 
grow to over $2 trillion by 2017. Medi-
care alone will account for almost one- 
quarter of this total. We can’t afford 
that, our children can’t afford that, 
and most certainly our grandchildren 
can’t afford it. 

But today, the majority is saying, 
well, we are just going to wait for the 
next generation of lawmakers to deal 
with this problem instead of doing 
what we should do now. The majority 
is also saying something else. They are 
saying thank you to their trial lawyer 
allies. This is something that they 
have said quite often during the last 2 
years, as we all know. By not address-
ing the Medicare funding crisis in a 
comprehensive way, we are dodging 
fundamental liability reform that the 
entire health care system needs so 
sorely. Who gains? Trial lawyers. Who 
loses? Patients, doctors and taxpayers. 

The majority leader said several 
months ago that he believed Medicare 
reform would be one of the most impor-
tant issues for the next Congress and 
the next administration. Well, with the 
bill before us, it is clear that the ma-
jority leader meant what he said. But I 
think it is regrettable. It is irrespon-
sible, and it is unfair to our children 
and theirs, not to mention the seniors 
who rely on this program today. They 
are going to bear the consequences of 
our refusal to step up and do the right 
thing. 

I urge my colleagues to defeat this. 
Let’s have the courage to do what the 
American people sent us here to do: to 
solve this entitlement crisis in a fair 
and bipartisan way. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, before I yield to the next 
speaker, I won’t respond to the distin-
guished minority leader, but I would 
like to submit the statements of the 
AARP and the National Committee to 
Preserve Social Security and Medicare 
in support of this resolution. 
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NATIONAL COMMITTEE TO PRESERVE 

SOCIAL SECURITY AND MEDICARE, 
Washington, DC, July 24, 2008. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
millions of members and supporters of the 
National Committee to Preserve Social Se-
curity and Medicare, we strongly urge you to 
support H. Res. 1368 when it comes to the 
House Floor. H. Res. 1368 would suspend sec-
tion 803 of the Medicare Modernization Act 
of 2003 (known as the Medicare ‘‘trigger’’) for 
the remainder of the 110th Congress. 

The Medicare ‘‘trigger’’ requires the Medi-
care Trustees to include a finding in their 
annual report whenever they project that 
general revenues will make up more than 45 
percent of total Medicare funding within the 
first seven years of the 75 year valuation pe-
riod. This finding was made in the two most 
recent annual reports, thus requiring the 
President to submit legislation to Congress 
to bring the federal contribution to Medicare 
down below the 45 percent threshold. The 
legislation is subject to expedited procedures 
designed to hasten its consideration. H. Res. 
1368 would suspend the Medicare ‘‘trigger’’ 
through the remainder of the 110th Congress. 

The 45 percent threshold at which the 
‘‘trigger’’ is set was a completely arbitrary 
limit included in the Medicare Moderniza-
tion Act. There has never been a public de-
bate on whether it is appropriate to establish 
a cap on the federal revenue contribution to 
the Medicare program at any level, nor has 
any policy rationale been identified for se-
lecting 45 percent as that federal contribu-
tion limit. The fact that more than 45 per-
cent of Medicare financing may come from 
general revenues poses no more of a problem 
in itself than the fact that 100 percent of the 
financing for defense, veterans’ benefits, edu-
cation or most other federal programs comes 
from general revenues. The problem facing 
Medicare is the cost of health care, not how 
the cost is allocated between revenue 
sources. 

Limiting the federal government’s con-
tribution to the Medicare program ignores 
Medicare’s financing structure, which was 
designed to rely on general revenues to fi-
nance about 75 percent of Part B and Part D. 
This structure allows the revenue raised by 
income taxes to shoulder a higher portion of 
the responsibility for Medicare’s funding, 
placing the burden on a revenue source 
which is relatively progressive and taxes all 
income. 

If general revenue contributions are lim-
ited, the burden would shift to beneficiaries, 
who are typically retirees on fixed incomes 
or the disabled, generally the least able to 
shoulder the burden of increased costs. In 
fact, about 70 percent of Medicare bene-
ficiaries have incomes under $25,000 and 85 
percent have incomes under $40,000. Nearly 
two-thirds of older households have incomes 
under $20,000, and they are already spending 
30–50 percent of their incomes on health care. 

Arbitrarily cutting Medicare without get-
ting at the root of the continuing upward 
trend of health care costs is a strategy for 
failure. It has real impacts on real people— 
most of whom have nowhere else to go for 
coverage and limited ability to pay higher 
medical costs, accounting for rising senior 
bankruptcies. 

Measuring Medicare’s financial health 
solely by considering the percentage of gen-
eral revenues contributed to the program 
produces a meaningless number, which will 
nonetheless be used as a catalyst for policy 
decisions that could have a devastating ef-
fect on the health care of seniors and people 
with disabilities. For example, the 45 percent 
limit has been triggered, in part, because 
more beneficiaries are being treated in out-

patient settings than in hospitals. While this 
shift may disproportionately increase costs 
for Medicare Part B, which accelerates the 
date at which the cap will be reached, when 
compared with Part A, which is not counted 
in the limit, it is generally considered a posi-
tive development in health care. 

A second major reason the cap was trig-
gered is the Part D prescription drug pro-
gram. Although Part D is providing needed 
drugs to millions of seniors, the cost of these 
drugs is still rising much faster than general 
inflation. We believe this is the result of the 
lack of a traditional Medicare drug option, 
which the Medicare Modernization Act spe-
cifically prohibited. In addition, the Act pro-
vided billions of dollars in subsidies in order 
to entice private insurance and drug compa-
nies into the Medicare program. While pas-
sage last week of H.R. 6331 helped trim some 
of the most egregious overpayments, billions 
in subsidies continue to flow to private com-
panies. Both the rising cost of drugs and the 
private sector subsidies provide little or no 
benefit to Medicare enrollees, yet they con-
tribute to the rise in costs both for bene-
ficiaries and the federal government—and 
accelerated the date at which the cap was 
reached. 

Finally, the legislation submitted by the 
President in response to the ‘‘trigger’’ could 
have devastating consequences to Medicare 
beneficiaries with little oversight by Con-
gress. For example, Section 101(d) of the im-
plementing legislation directs the Secretary 
of the Department of Health and Human 
Services to design and implement a new per-
formance-based reimbursement system for 
all Medicare providers as well as a new ‘‘in-
centive’’ program intended to drive Medicare 
beneficiaries to selected providers under this 
new system. With this one provision, Con-
gress would delegate to the Secretary un-
precedented authority to change the way the 
Medicare program operates through the reg-
ulatory process, rather than reserving such 
important decisions for Congress and the 
Committees of jurisdiction. 

The President’s legislation also would dra-
matically expand Medicare means-testing 
through a provision that has been proposed 
repeatedly as part of the President’s budget 
submission only to be rejected by Congress. 
Section 301 of the President’s bill would ex-
pand means-testing to include the Part D 
program, a policy which many experts be-
lieve would be extremely difficult to admin-
ister, and further would not allow the in-
come limits to rise to reflect inflation. In-
come limits that are not indexed ultimately 
affect far more people than the ‘‘wealthy’’ 
they are originally designed to cover—a fact 
well demonstrated by the current reach of 
the Alternative Minimum Tax. 

Medicare faces challenges in the future, 
but they are not unique to the Medicare pro-
gram—they reflect the same pressures driv-
ing health care costs for those under age 65. 
Addressing these challenges will not be ad-
vanced by a contentious debate on the share 
of program costs funded through general rev-
enues. In fact, such a debate will distract 
from the true challenge of Medicare: deter-
mining how to provide high-quality health 
care for an aging population in an era of ris-
ing health care costs. 

We strongly urge the House to suspend the 
Medicare ‘‘trigger’’ by passing H. Res. 1368 
and focus instead on making health care af-
fordable for all Americans. 

Cordially, 
BARBARA B. KENNELLY, 

President & CEO. 

AARP: MEDICARE TRIGGER IGNORES REAL 
PROBLEM—SKYROCKETING HEALTH CARE 
COSTS 
WASHINGTON—David Sloane, AARP’s Sen-

ior Vice President for Government Relations 

and Advocacy, issued the following state-
ment on a scheduled vote today in the House 
of Representatives to consider a bill brought 
on by the Medicare ‘‘trigger’’: 

‘‘The Medicare trigger is an unfortunate 
and misguided effort that could do more 
harm than good. That’s why AARP supports 
the legislation being considered today by the 
House that would delay trigger action. 

‘‘Medicare’s financial woes are sympto-
matic of the runaway costs of the overall 
health care system. Medicare’s troubles can 
only be solved by systemic health care re-
forms. 

‘‘Arbitrary Medicare cuts will needlessly 
hurt millions of Americans without address-
ing the core problems. If Congress is serious 
about controlling spiraling health care costs, 
the way to go about it is to have a thought-
ful debate on the systemic drivers of health 
care costs in this country, not to take a 
meat axe to Medicare in the middle of the 
night. Congress is gearing up for that debate 
next year, and we look forward to working 
on serious, bipartisan efforts to reform our 
health care system.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I yield at this time 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. BERRY), a member of the Budg-
et Committee. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Florida for yield-
ing. 

I never rise that I don’t encourage 
anyone that can hear me to keep in 
their hearts and minds and in their 
prayers our men and women in uniform 
and their families, and especially those 
on the battlefield today. 

Having said that, it is interesting to 
hear our colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle talk about fiscal responsi-
bility. It is interesting to hear them 
suddenly have an attack of concern 
about our children and grandchildren 
and the debt that is going to be passed 
on to them which includes pretty close 
to $8 trillion that their party has built 
up and their Presidents have built up. 

It is clear and has been for many 
years that the Republican Party in-
tends to destroy Medicare any way it 
can. ‘‘Let it wither on the vine’’ were 
the very words that they used. 

The interesting thing about this is 
we know how to fix these things. 
Health care is not so complicated we 
can’t fix it. It is a matter of getting 
the collective, bipartisan political will-
power to do the right thing. 

b 1730 

This particular problem can be fixed 
with a very simple thing, just do away 
with the overpayment to the private 
health care plans, $4.6 billion we over-
pay the private plans. Why would we 
want to be so generous to the insur-
ance companies? 

I certainly don’t like the idea of my 
children and grandchildren having to 
pay off a debt that we incurred because 
we overpaid the insurance companies. 
What is so special, I wonder, about the 
insurance companies that we can’t re-
sist to take care of them over and over 
again? 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this provision. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time I am happy to yield 3 minutes to 
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the very distinguished ranking Repub-
lican on the Committee on Ways and 
Means, the gentleman from Shreve-
port, Louisiana (Mr. MCCRERY). 

Mr. MCCRERY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
some prepared remarks, but I want to 
address a couple of things that have 
been said, because I think it’s impor-
tant for the House to understand. 

Number one, the gentleman from 
Florida said that we have already 
solved this problem, and he is right in 
one sense. There was enough of a pay- 
for in the last Medicare bill that we 
passed, that had we couched it prop-
erly, we could have used as a pay-for to 
get us within the window required by 
MMA, but we didn’t do that. We didn’t 
go through the proper procedure. So to 
suggest that we now can just do away 
with the rule because in some other 
bill we created enough funding that 
would have worked had we followed the 
proper procedure, I think, is a very ten-
uous argument. 

The whole purpose of the provision, 
and the second thing I want to address, 
is this notion that this was slipped in 
in the dead of night, and it was just to-
tally a Republican effort to somehow 
kill Medicare. I would say to the House 
that this suggestion was first made by 
the National Bipartisan Commission on 
the Future of Medicare that was 
chaired by Bill Thomas and John 
Breaux, a Republican and a Democrat. 

So we didn’t come up with this in the 
dead of night. It is something that had 
been circulating, and I thought it was 
a good idea then, I think it’s a good 
idea now. It’s regrettable that the 
House stands ready today to dispose of 
this very worthwhile rule. 

All the rule was intended to do, it 
wasn’t intended to kill Medicare. What 
it was intended to do is force us to face 
the problem every year, because we all 
know, those of us who are familiar 
with the program, familiar with the 
structure of the program and the fi-
nancing of the program, know that 
more than 45 percent of general reve-
nues are going to be used to pay the 
costs of this program very soon. Then 
it will be every year, and it will grow. 

In fact, if we allow this program to 
go on autopilot, it will grow from 
about 2.7 percent of GDP this year to 
over 14 percent of GDP by the end of 
the 75-year CBO window, over 14 per-
cent. We only take in in revenues, total 
revenues, between 18 and 19 percent of 
GDP. So if we allow this program to 
just go like it is now without discus-
sion or debate or reform, we are going 
to have to do away with most spending 
for defense, education, roads, high-
ways, unless, of course, we have a dra-
matic increase in taxes. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to tell this House that the prod-
uct would be irresponsible. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my colleagues 
to vote against this irresponsible change in the 
rules of the House. 

The resolution before us today would pre-
vent the House from having to hold any de-
bate about the looming financial crisis facing 

the Medicare program. Apparently, the Demo-
crats don’t want to talk about reforming a pro-
gram that is slated to go bankrupt in 2019. 

This rules change isn’t about a specific pro-
posal to change Medicare. What it would do is 
repeal a bipartisan provision that would force 
Congress to at least take note of Medicare’s 
increasingly unsustainable financial situation 
and begin to consider solutions. 

But instead of having an open discussion 
about how to address the out-of-control costs 
of this program, today’s resolution allows the 
Congress to bury its head in the sand and kick 
the can down the road, letting a future Con-
gress deal with this ever worsening problem. 
This is irresponsible. 

The facts are clear. Medicare is facing 
bankruptcy. The combination of rising health 
care costs and an aging population have cre-
ated a financial hurricane on the not-too-dis-
tant horizon. 

Last year, Medicare spending totaled about 
2.7 percent of our GDP. That figure will more 
than double by 2030 and hit 14.8 percent by 
the end of the CBO’s 75-year budget window. 
Since total federal revenues, historically, have 
been between 18–19 percent, it is clear we 
cannot let Medicare spending increase on 
auto-pilot unless we are willing to substantially 
raise taxes or cut all other government spend-
ing. 

The need for structural reform of Medicare 
is not just Republican rhetoric. In recent testi-
mony before the Ways and Means Health 
Subcommittee, the non-partisan Medicare 
Payment Advisory Committee (MedPAC), 
which was created by Congress to advise us 
on Medicare payment issues, said that, ‘‘The 
[Medicare] program’s shaky financial outlook is 
a strong impetus for change.’’ 

Now my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle will claim that this 45 percent trigger was 
created by Republicans as a way to privatize 
or block grant the Medicare program. Let me 
remind them that this policy was first sug-
gested by a bipartisan Medicare task force 
that was chaired by Democratic Senator John 
Breaux. 

And let me also point out that there are 
many ways that we could solve this problem. 
But ducking it is surely not on that list. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to reject 
this rule change. This problem will not go 
away just because we ignore it. The longer we 
wait to address it, the more difficult the solu-
tion will be. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, at this time I am very pleased 
to yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from North Dakota, a friend 
of mine and classmate, a member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 
Mr. POMEROY. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a great deal of 
respect for the preceding speaker, the 
ranking member of the Ways and 
Means Committee. The facts of what he 
said are absolutely correct. Health care 
costs are out of control. They are 
threatening the future of the Medicare 
program. They are threatening the fu-
ture of U.S. health care. 

But the issue before us is a trigger 
which would have one of two results, 
only one of two results, cut Medicare 
benefits or raise Medicare premiums on 

our seniors. Now, if we are going to ad-
dress, and we need to address the un-
derlying systemic problems in our 
health care system, but this trigger, 
which would simply cut Medicare or 
raise seniors’ premiums, is not the way 
to systemically address our problems. 

I believe that it’s incorrect to single 
out Medicare for this treatment, to sin-
gle out seniors for the overall problem 
of broader health reform. We need to 
work together on health reform. I hope 
the next Congress will give us an op-
portunity to do that, but the months 
remaining in this Congress don’t. 

Look, we had to override the Presi-
dent’s veto to prevent a 10 percent cut 
in physician reimbursements under 
Medicare, cuts that would have threat-
ened universal access of our seniors 
under Medicare. We had to override a 
veto. So moving forward with a trigger 
mechanism that at this hour in the ad-
ministration is going to cut Medicare 
or raise seniors’ premiums is certainly 
not the way to address the broader 
issues of health care costs. 

I look forward, as a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee, to work-
ing with my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle as we address health care 
costs. Let’s not have this trigger. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I just 
want to say we have a wide range of 
choices as to how we can cut spending. 

At this time I am happy to yield 2 
minutes to my very distinguished 
friend, the gentleman from Springfield, 
our distinguished Republican whip, Mr. 
BLUNT. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my good friend 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I heard my good friend 
say we ought to deal with this in the 
next Congress, and I wonder why, why 
the next Congress. Why not this Con-
gress? The reason we are having this 
critical we must vote today, vote right 
now, is that we haven’t taken advan-
tage of this opportunity to move for-
ward on reform. The notice came up 
weeks ago. In fact, the notice came up 
months ago, and that’s when the ma-
jority could have brought a great de-
bate to the floor instead of the debate 
about whether we should debate or not. 

Over a decade ago, Congress created 
the National Bipartisan Commission on 
the Future of Medicare. One of the rec-
ommendations of the commission was 
to require a trigger so that the Medi-
care trustees in Congress will have to 
publicly debate whenever the Medicare 
program is in danger of becoming in-
solvent. The trigger is one of the many 
recommendations of this commission, 
not ideas just out of thin air, rec-
ommendations of this commission that 
were formally adopted as part of the 
Medicare prescription drug bill in 2003. 

But this Congress seems to never 
miss an opportunity to miss an oppor-
tunity. I am very disappointed that the 
Democrat leadership has halted consid-
eration of key legislation designed to 
safeguard the future of Medicare, re-
consideration, in fact, that’s required 
by law unless we today vote to say we 
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are not obeying that law. If not obey-
ing that law is the right thing to do, I 
don’t know what could be more impor-
tant than having a discussion on the 
future of Medicare, unless it would be 
the future of energy, and we are not 
having that discussion either. 

Let’s debate it, let’s talk about it, 
let’s see what we can do. One of the 
ideas that we have put forward that ap-
parently is particularly fearsome is 
medical liability reform. If this rule 
passes, we will avoid being forced to de-
bate and vote on lawsuit abuse and its 
impact on seniors, taxpayers and doc-
tors. Such a reform will lower health 
care costs for all Americans and save 
Medicare $4.8 billion over the next dec-
ade. 

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

Mr. DREIER. I am happy to yield my 
friend an additional minute. 

Mr. BLUNT. They don’t want to de-
bate means testing for wealthy seniors 
or more competition to serve patients. 
We could be doing all of those things 
today. We could be doing none of those 
things today. We could be debating 
whatever the majority wants to debate. 

The point is we could be having a de-
bate about the future of Medicare. 
First, we are afraid to debate energy. 
Now we are afraid to debate Medicare. 
What are we willing to debate on the 
floor of this House? 

I want to have that debate. I oppose 
this vote to run away from those solu-
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit 
in the RECORD the statement of the 
Health Coalition on Liability and Ac-
cess on this legislation. That states 
that medical liability reforms are a 
central part of reducing costs and im-
proving access and quality in the Medi-
care program. 
[From the Health Coalition on Liability and 

Access, July 24, 2008] 
STATEMENT FROM HCLA CHAIR ON MEDICARE 

AND MEDICAL LIABILITY REFORM 
WASHINGTON, DC.—HCLA Chair Shawn 

Martin issued the following statement re-
garding today’s Congressional vote on Medi-
care: 

‘‘Today Congress will consider legislation 
pertaining to the so-called ‘‘trigger’’ provi-
sion of the Medicare Prescription Drug, Im-
provement and Modernization Act of 2003. 
Complying with the law’s requirements, the 
President has put forward legislation, which 
includes medical liability reforms, to address 
the Medicare funding issue. The Health Coa-
lition on Liability and Access believes that 
medical liability reforms are a central part 
of reducing costs and improving access and 
quality in the Medicare program. 

‘‘Medical lawsuit abuse drives up the cost 
of medicine for everyone. In fact, it’s esti-
mated that medical liability reform would 
save Medicare $4.8 billion annually, not in-
cluding savings from reductions in the prac-
tice of defensive medicine. 

‘‘Comprehensive medical liability reforms 
have a proven track record of success at the 
state level of reducing health care costs and 
increasing patient access to quality medical 
care. Controlling our nation’s Medicare costs 
is one more reason America needs national 
medical liability reform.’’ 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very pleased at this time 
to yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina, who is 
the chairperson of the Budget Com-
mittee, my good friend, Mr. SPRATT. 

Mr. SPRATT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, we are here today be-
cause the Medicare Modernization Act 
of 2003 includes a trigger. That trigger 
is exercised when general fund reve-
nues, as opposed to trust fund reve-
nues, premiums and payroll taxes, ex-
ceed 45 percent of the Medicare pro-
gram. 

Once the Medicare trustees deter-
mine in two back-to-back reports that 
the 45 percent threshold will be crossed 
within 7 years, the administration 
must submit legislation ‘‘eliminating 
excess general revenue Medicare fund-
ing.’’ 

The trustees submitted their first 
such report last year, projecting that 
general revenues would fund 45.07 per-
cent of Medicare in 2013, the last year 
of the 7-year window. This year the 
trustees issued a similar warning, and 
the administration sent Congress a bill 
to keep general revenues below 45 per-
cent through 2013. According to CBO’s 
analysis, the administration’s bill will 
hold general revenues below 45 percent 
until 2014 by charging higher premiums 
to Medicare beneficiaries who make 
above a certain income level. 

Instead of enacting the administra-
tion’s proposals, the House and Senate 
enacted last week into law the Medi-
care Improvements for Patients and 
Providers Act of 2008 over the Presi-
dent’s veto. CBO calculates that this 
new law will keep general revenues 
below the 45 percent threshold through 
2014, just as the administration’s bill 
would have. So substantively and for 
all practical purposes, we have met the 
trigger’s financial requirements, and 
we have made this issue moot for the 
rest of this Congress. 

I support the rule before us which 
would turn off the Medicare trigger for 
the remainder of this Congress. I find, 
as the chairman of the Budget Com-
mittee, the legislation we have just en-
acted ‘‘eliminates excess general rev-
enue Medicare spending’’ and complies 
with the Medicare law’s financial test. 
Consequently, there is no need or rea-
son to exercise the trigger. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CUELLAR). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

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

Mr. SPRATT. I thank the gentleman. 
I would add that the Children’s 

Health and Medicare Protection Act 
would have accomplished and satisfied 
the law’s requirement, also, if for tech-
nical reasons it had been entitled ‘‘a 
bill to respond to Medicare funding 
warning.’’ 

I support this resolution and urge its 
adoption. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire of the Chair how much time is re-
maining on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has 14 minutes. 
The gentleman from Florida has 15. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, obviously, 
through this extraordinary process, 
there is such a demand for time. We 
have so many committees of jurisdic-
tion. It is a real challenge. We have 
only 14 minutes remaining; is that it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is 
correct. 

Mr. DREIER. At this time I am 
happy to yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Budget, the gentleman from 
Janesville, Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, my chairman of the 
Budget Committee just spoke, and, yes, 
he did read that the CBO said that the 
bill that passed on the doc fix, accord-
ing to the CBO, does satisfy the trig-
ger. 

So if you are satisfying the trigger, 
then why are you turning it off? If you 
are actually accomplishing the objec-
tive set out with this law, then why are 
you getting rid of this trigger? Why do 
we have this trigger? 

We have this trigger. It’s a funding 
warning because Medicare is going 
bankrupt. Medicare is a $36 trillion un-
funded liability. You know what it’s 
going to be next year by this time? It’s 
going to be $38.4 trillion. Do you know 
what will happen in 5 years if we do 
nothing to save Medicare as the Demo-
cratic budget proposes to do? $48 tril-
lion unfunded liability. 

The preceding paragraph in this CBO 
report goes on to specify that the judg-
ment, the referee of the trigger, are the 
trustees. So why don’t we take this bill 
off the floor, have the trustees verify 
what CBO says that maybe, in fact, 
this bill that you just passed, that we 
all passed, does satisfy the trigger, and 
don’t turn off this funding warning. 
Turning off this funding warning is ba-
sically saying, ignore the fact that 
Medicare is going bankrupt. Make sure 
that Congress does nothing to fix this 
problem. 

I might add that this CBO estimate 
relies on the fact that next year we are 
going to cut doctors by 21 percent in 
Medicare. The only reason this esti-
mate holds up is if we guarantee a 21 
percent payment cut to all doctors 
servicing Medicare. That’s why we are 
in conformity with this trigger as CBO 
says. 

CBO is not the referee of this. The 
trustees are, the trustees of Medicare. 

Turning off this trigger is basically 
saying that we have no fiscal dis-
cipline, we have no intention of saving 
Medicare from bankruptcy, we have no 
intention of being good stewards of the 
taxpayer dollars, we have no intention 
of controlling spending. 

b 1745 

We have every intention of making 
matters worse, not only by doing noth-
ing, but adding more spending. That is 
reckless. That is fiscal abandonment. 
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The trigger was a bipartisan idea. A 

Democrat in the Senate and a Repub-
lican in the House came up with this 
idea to make sure that Congress saw 
fair warning and actually addressed 
these issues before it got out of con-
trol. 

And so, instead of addressing these 
warnings, instead of bringing Medicare 
toward solvency, instead of making 
sure we can guarantee this program for 
seniors in the next generation, what 
are we doing in this Congress? We are 
sticking our heads in the sand. That is 
wrong. This shouldn’t pass. You know 
better. 

More to the point, if you think you 
are satisfying it, then why are you 
turning it off? That makes no sense. 

The only opportunity, the only expla-
nation is you don’t want to have this 
tool of fiscal discipline. You don’t want 
the American people knowing that you 
are actually contributing to the insol-
vency of Medicare, that you are actu-
ally making matters worse. That is 
wrong, and I urge defeat of this. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, at this time I am very pleased 
to yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from California, who is the 
chairman of the Health Subcommittee, 
Mr. STARK. 

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

Mr. STARK. I can only say that I 
have never heard people who have just 
won whine so loudly about the fact 
that they won. They didn’t do it when 
they won the baseball game. I guess if 
I had a trophy for them, they might be 
happier. 

But you are right. My friend, Mr. 
MCCRERY, and my friend, Mr. RYAN, are 
both right. We did solve, in 6331, all of 
the Rules Committee Democrats, the 
Republicans voted for it. The majority 
of the Ways and Means Republicans 
voted for it. The majority of the En-
ergy and Commerce Republicans voted 
for it. We solved it. 

They may be unhappy with the fact 
that we solved it because most Repub-
licans would like to see Medicare 
privatized, and this was a plan that did 
not get enough votes out of the com-
mission to be recommended. A couple 
of wild hares on the commission sug-
gested it, but they couldn’t get enough 
votes to make it a recommendation. So 
it has never been. 

If you wanted to have a trigger for 
the Defense Department, and you 
wouldn’t, I might support it. But you 
don’t. 

This is just, the trigger was just a 
method to try and privatize Medicare 
and let it wither on the vine. So you 
won. We have met the requirements in 
terms of the funds saved in 6331, the 
Republican speakers have attested to 
that. 

So I would say, let’s go home. We do 
have problems in Medicare. We are 

vastly overpaying Medicare Advantage 
and getting nothing for it. We are vast-
ly overpaying for the drug benefit be-
cause the Republicans wouldn’t allow 
the Secretary to bargain for better 
prices. The Republicans have frus-
trated every attempt to save money in 
Medicare and make it a more efficient 
system. So I am willing to have that 
debate any time. And I think we will 
have to come back and do it. 

But for now we have satisfied the re-
quirements of the trigger. We were un-
able to get it done in a timely fashion. 

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

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

Mr. STARK. I urge the adoption of 
this rule, which will save us the prob-
lem of seeing beneficiaries pay more in 
taxes, which I don’t think the Repub-
licans want to do. And I think that it 
is time that we recognize that we, by a 
vast bipartisan majority, solved the 
issue, temporarily though it may be, 
and we will have to revisit it next year 
to make Medicare a more effective sys-
tem. 

Mr. DREIER. I yield myself 10 sec-
onds, Mr. Speaker, to say to my very 
good friend that if, in fact, he is willing 
to have a debate any time on this 
issue, what he needs to do is vote ‘‘no’’ 
on this rule so that we can proceed 
with that debate. 

At this time I am happy to yield 3 
minutes to the very distinguished 
chairman of the Republican Study 
Committee, my friend from Dallas, Mr. 
HENSARLING. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, be-
fore the Democrats became the major-
ity party in this institution, they 
waxed eloquent about fiscal responsi-
bility. The now-Speaker, NANCY PELOSI 
of California, the gentlelady said, ‘‘It is 
just absolutely immoral, immoral for 
us to heap those deficits on our chil-
dren. No new deficit spending.’’ 

And before he became the majority 
leader, the distinguished gentleman 
from Maryland said, ‘‘There is no more 
single burden of responsibility more 
crucial to bear than tackling the def-
icit honestly and head on.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, that is what they said 
before they became the majority party. 
We have discovered, Mr. Speaker, their 
words were cheap. Their deeds are very 
expensive. 

Since becoming the majority party 18 
months ago, we have seen, under their 
watch, the Federal deficit double. 

Mr. Speaker, under the Democrats’ 
watch we have seen the single largest 
1-year increase in the Federal debt. 

Mr. Speaker, under the Democrats’ 
watch we have seen the Federal Gov-
ernment’s unfunded obligations go to 
the largest number ever, $57.3 trillion. 

Mr. Speaker, under the Democrats’ 
watch we have seen the largest Federal 
budget ever. 

Mr. Speaker, under the Democrats’ 
watch, just yesterday, just yesterday a 
blank check was given to Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac that ultimately could 
cost the taxpayer $5 trillion. 

And not to be outdone, Mr. Speaker, 
today the Democrat majority turn off, 
turn off the Medicare trigger designed 
to save the program for the next gen-
eration. Again, Mr. Speaker, the Demo-
crats’ words were cheap. Their deeds 
are very, very expensive. 

The trigger means that we begin the 
reform process in Medicare, and it also 
means that we will spend $178 billion, 
almost a 7 percent increase, over the 
next 5 years. And how do we reform it? 

Mr. Speaker, we ask that this body 
put patients and doctors before per-
sonal injury trial attorneys. That is 
what we do. And we ask that maybe 
the upper income of our Nation be able 
to pay a little bit more for their pre-
scription drugs. 

Now, what happens, Mr. Speaker, 
when the Democrats do nothing? 

Well, according to the General Ac-
countability Office, ‘‘The rising cost of 
government entitlements are a fiscal 
cancer that threatens catastrophic 
consequences for our country and could 
bankrupt America.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle, join with us, 
put the next generation above the next 
election. Work with us to ensure that 
we can get better healthcare at a more 
reasonable cost. Do not get rid of this 
Medicare trigger that so many of us 
worked so hard to place in this valu-
able program. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, at this time I would yield to 
my good friend, the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMP-
SON), who is a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, 2 minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in support of this rule. 
The trigger is an arbitrary way to try 
and reform Medicare. Moreover, no 
hearings were ever held to determine 
whether the trigger was set at the 
right level of general revenues. The 
trigger was literally added in the back 
room during conference on the Medi-
care Modernization Act. It wasn’t in 
the House bill. It wasn’t in the Senate 
bill. 

The chief actuary from the non-
partisan Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services testified before our com-
mittee that the trigger is judgmental, 
not scientific. He said there is no ana-
lytical rationalization for setting the 
trigger level funding at 45 percent. This 
trigger is politically, not policy, based. 

We need to focus on system-wide 
issues to address costs in both private 
insurance and Medicare. The trigger is 
no substitute for real reform. We have 
taken important steps in this Congress 
to assure Medicare solvency. The 
CHAMP Act, which was passed last 
year by the House, included significant 
Medicare cost savings and extended the 
solvency of the hospital trust fund. 

The bipartisan Medicare bill, the bill 
that became law after we overrode the 
President’s veto, extended that sol-
vency of Medicare and pushed back the 
date the trigger is pulled, while pro-
viding $18 billion in beneficiary im-
provements for seniors. 
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I urge everyone to support this rule 

change so we can continue to work to-
wards real reform in the next Congress. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time I am happy to yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
my very good friend from Midland, 
Michigan, a hardworking member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. 
CAMP. 

Mr. CAMP of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
I come from a large family. My wife 
and I have three children of our own, so 
I have seen little kids stick their fin-
gers in their ears and shout ‘‘I can’t 
hear you.’’ 

I never thought I would see the Con-
gress do it, but that is exactly what the 
Democrats are asking us to do today, 
stick our fingers in our ears and shout 
at the Medicare trustees that we can’t 
hear their warning. We couldn’t hear it 
the first time they said it. We couldn’t 
hear it the second time they said it, 
and we certainly don’t hear it the third 
time they have said it. 

The Democrats’ response to the 
looming Medicare crisis is as childish 
as it is irresponsible. By repealing the 
Medicare warning, as this rule change 
would have us do, it is akin to be 
warned you are out of money and still 
going out for an expensive dinner and 
leaving the bill for the next group to 
sit down. 

You know who gets stuck with the 
tab in this scenario? The American 
taxpayer, and it is a $1.5 billion tab in 
the first year alone. But that is just 
the tip of the iceberg. Every year we 
fail to address entitlement reform, fu-
ture generations are saddled with an 
additional $2 trillion worth of debt. 

With the Medicare Hospital Trust 
Fund set to go bankrupt in a decade, I, 
for one, cannot ignore, and I urge my 
colleagues not to ignore these Medi-
care warnings. We should reject this 
resolution, and we should begin to 
transform Medicare so it can continue 
to benefit future seniors. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, at this time I am very pleased 
and privileged to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York, who I feel 
knows as much or more about this 
issue than anyone, the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, Mr. 
RANGEL. 

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

Mr. RANGEL. My colleagues, as we 
move toward the end of this legislative 
session, I would hope, at some point, 
that the minority just not be guided by 
blind ideology and to see whether we 
can prepare ourselves to work together 
in the future. In all of the years that 
we have had this administration, they 
have talked about the unfairness of 
taxes, and yet they have not seen their 
way clear even to suggest what we 
should do about it. 

I know they are busy starting wars in 
various places, but it would seem as 
though the executive could take a deep 
breath. 

They talk about entitlements, how 
we have to get rid of them, that it is 

causing us to go into bankruptcy. And 
unless I missed something during my 
brief illnesses, they have never sug-
gested what you do with Social Secu-
rity; not a note, not anything private, 
not a call from Paulson saying, can we 
talk? 

And now we talk about—— 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, would the 

gentleman yield? I would be happy to 
yield additional time if my friend 
would yield to me. 

Mr. RANGEL. Well, why don’t you 
give me the additional time and—— 

Mr. DREIER. You yield to me, and 
then I would be happy to yield addi-
tional time. 

Mr. RANGEL. How much time are 
you ready to negotiate here? We can 
work out something. 

Mr. DREIER. That is exactly what 
my friend is arguing, and I am here and 
willing to do just that, on this issue 
and every single other issue. 

Mr. RANGEL. Why would you wait 
until the last day? You know, you guys 
have been in office all this time, and 
now you want to talk. This is abso-
lutely ridiculous. And we should re-
solve the problem by having a trigger, 
and cut across the board. Just have a 
trigger? Is that the way you think we 
are going to have a system? 

How much time do you yield to me, 
my dear friend from California? 

Mr. DREIER. I am happy to yield to 
my friend 30 seconds. 

Mr. RANGEL. Thirty seconds? That 
is no time. 

Mr. DREIER. I took 2 seconds and 
I’m yielding him 30. That’s a pretty 
fair deal. 

Mr. RANGEL. Well, all I am saying is 
that you are not setting a tone that we 
can work next year in an administra-
tion that totally are not blinded, 
whether you call it entitlements. We 
are talking about providing services for 
the 40 million people who really don’t 
have it. So let’s stop talking about 
what the heck you intend to accom-
plish in 2 weeks. It’s over. Get over it. 
Forget about it. Do what you have to 
do politically, see what you can sal-
vage, and let’s come back next year 
and get the job done. 

b 1800 

Mr. DREIER. May I inquire of the 
Chair how much time we have remain-
ing on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida has 9 minutes. 
The gentleman from California has 6 
minutes and 20 seconds. 

Mr. DREIER. At this time I am 
happy to yield 11⁄2 minutes to my very 
good friend who is a former member of 
the Rules Committee, Mr. GINGREY. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I won’t 
take all of my time. 

I just want to say that I am tremen-
dously opposed to this resolution. 
When we passed Medicare Moderniza-
tion and the Prescription Drug Act 
back in November of 2003, I was a fresh-
man Member of the House, a physician 

Member of the House, and I felt very 
strongly that we needed to give our 
seniors a prescription drug benefit. 
They had been asking for it for years. 
The Democrats were in the majority 
most of those years. And yet in 2003, 
most of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle voted ‘‘no.’’ I think it 
was their feeling, most of them, that 
the prescription drug benefit didn’t go 
far enough. 

On our side of the aisle, though, Mr. 
Speaker, there was great concern of 
cost, and I truly believe that the pre-
scription drug part D and Medicare 
modernization would not have passed 
this body had not section 803 been in 
there, that trigger to say when we have 
spent so much, the President would 
have to come back and offer a solution 
to try to control the cost and no better 
way than the medical liability reform 
to cut down on all of the defensive 
medicine that doctors practice. It’s not 
the premiums that they pay for mal-
practice, it is the defensive medicine. 
All of these tests that are unnecessary. 

And then, of course, to means-test 
part D, just as it would have mean- 
tested part B for these so many years, 
if we were not means-testing part B, 
the monthly premium would still be $15 
a month instead of $96. 

Defeat this resolution. Bring fiscal 
responsibility to this body. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 1 
minute to the very distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas, a member of my 
class and a member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, Mr. DOGGETT. 

Mr. DOGGETT. The President offers 
a very simple Medicare fix: Seniors pay 
more. Taking a bigger cut from our 
seniors and our disabled individuals for 
their drug benefit premiums is hardly a 
true fix. 

You know, down in Texas, Mr. Speak-
er, we have steers that have been cut. 
They’ve been fixed. They’ve been fixed 
for all time, and that’s the kind of fix 
that I think these Republicans have in 
mind for Medicare. 

Contrast the President’s fix on Medi-
care this week with the President’s 
veto on Medicare last week. These Re-
publicans are so eager to privatize 
Medicare, they’re willing to spend 
$1,000 of taxpayers’ money every year 
for every person that they can get to 
leave traditional Medicare. By our 
overriding the President’s veto, we 
saved billions of dollars in unnecessary 
waste. But there are tens of billions of 
dollars of additional waste right there 
in the system. And you know what? 
They deserve a Texas-type fix. They 
need to be fixed and removed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the 
gentleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. DOGGETT. The Medicare actu-
ary’s own reports show that that this 
$1,000 waste per person per year that 
the Republicans insist on, that kind of 
waste, tens of billions of dollars of 
waste, does not produce any quantifi-
able benefit, any quantifiable saving 
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through this failed Republican experi-
ment in privatizing Medicare. 

Improving Medicare’s finances re-
quires more than a trigger like the 
President talks about to extend it for a 
year. We need a willingness to pull the 
trigger on Medicare waste that these 
Republicans have plugged in with these 
unnecessary subsidies that cost more 
and deliver less. 

I say it has something to do with the 
energy bill, and they’re right. These 
seniors have been drilled by the Repub-
licans for the last 71⁄2 years. Drill here, 
drill now. These seniors get drilled 
when they go to the gas station. They 
get drilled when they go to the grocery 
store. What this resolution is about is 
preventing the President from drilling 
them on their Medicare also. 

Let’s approve this resolution. 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, may I just 

inquire of my friend how many speak-
ers he has on his side. 

I have got to say that before I do, Mr. 
Speaker, we have the Committee on 
the Budget, Ways and Means, Energy 
and Commerce, the Rules Committee, 
all of which have jurisdiction on this. 
We’ve been limited to 30 minutes of de-
bate on this side, and I just wondered if 
he might be interested in propounding 
a unanimous consent request that we 
extend the debate by maybe 5 minutes 
on each side. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I do not 
yield for that purpose. 

Mr. DREIER. The gentleman is going 
to have to object. I was asking unani-
mous consent if we might. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I object. 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, so may I 

inquire again as to how much time is 
remaining on each side, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has 4 minutes 
and 50 seconds. The gentleman from 
Florida has 7 minutes. 

Mr. DREIER. May I just inquire how 
many speakers are on the other side. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I am 
going to be the last speaker. 

Mr. DREIER. At this time, Mr. 
Speaker, I am happy to yield 2 minutes 
to my very good friend from Georgia 
(Mr. PRICE). 

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank my 
friend and leader from California for 
yielding. 

This do nothing, no energy Congress 
has perfected changing the rules to suit 
themselves. But this may take first 
prize. 

Virtually all of us talk about the 
need for entitlement reform. Entitle-
ment, that’s those programs that com-
prise about 55 percent of the budget. I 
call it a ‘‘yes’’ moment at home. It’s 
when the crowds say, Yes, yes, please. 
Some reform is needed. And the rules 
currently in place would allow for some 
real reform, especially in the area of 
lawsuit abuse reform, not cuts in Medi-
care. Not an increase in premiums. 

As a physician for nearly 30 years, I 
understand clearly the need for liabil-

ity reform, and it’s imperative not just 
to decrease malpractice costs but to 
end the practice of defensive medicine 
estimated to be greater than $300 bil-
lion annually. That’s $300 billion of 
savings without any Medicare cut, 
without any increase in premiums. 

Mr. Speaker, make no mistake, this 
vote today is about fiscal responsi-
bility and ending frivolous lawsuit 
abuse. Let’s work together. Americans 
want action on this issue, and they 
want it now. This proposed rules 
change means no reform. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, at this time I did have an ad-
ditional speaker, and I would ask to 
yield 1 minute to the distinguished 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
STARK). 

Mr. STARK. I thank my friend from 
Florida for yielding, and I just wanted 
to make a point. It’s been suggested 
several times by my friends across the 
aisle that over 75 years, the unfunded 
cost of Medicare, as they calculate it, 
is $36 trillion. You know what? They’re 
right. 

But what they don’t tell you is by 
the same calculation, the unfunded 
cost of the McCain-Bush tax cuts is 
more than $100 trillion. So if you 
weren’t giving away all of this money 
to the rich people and all of the Repub-
licans who inherited money from their 
parents and never had a real job in 
their lives, maybe we could solve it. It 
would just take a third of the Bush- 
McCain tax cuts to solve the unfunded 
liability for the next 75 years for Medi-
care. 

So when you talk about these things, 
folks, let’s include all the other goodies 
that you’re giving away. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to make their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 20 seconds to say to my friend 
that we have been constantly arguing 
that we’re willing to sit down and talk 
about this and debate these issues at 
any time. And we’re willing, and the 
two top dogs on the Ways and Means 
Committee have both said they’re will-
ing to do that; and we’ve been willing 
all along. And that’s exactly what this 
provision is all about. 

The fact of the matter is the tax cuts 
that have been put into place dramati-
cally surge the flow of revenues to the 
Federal Treasury. We all know that. 
And we have a responsibility to look at 
anything we possibly can to bring 
about a fiscally responsible Medicare 
program and we’re going to do that. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to yield 1 minute to my very good 
friend from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK-
BURN). 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, you 
know, it is so interesting serving on 
the Health Subcommittee at Energy 
and Commerce, and one of the things 
that we look at and are very concerned 
about, 11 years from now the Medicare 
trust fund could go bankrupt. That’s 

what we hear from the trustees. Health 
care spending is going to be 20 percent 
of the GDP as we go through the next 
10 years. 

And here we had a trigger, something 
that is a nugget of good government 
that is put into an entitlement bill. 
And look at what is happening? This is 
what you’re wanting to take away. It is 
put there to look at the long-term sol-
vency of this problem. And that is one 
of the things that we hear from our 
constituents every day. They have 
their money that they have earned, 
that they are putting in every month 
so that Medicare will be there for them 
when they retire. 

And what do they get from you all? 
You’re not wanting to come in and ad-
dress this issue. You want to pull the 
trigger back. 

I think it is irresponsible. I do think 
it is an abdication of our responsi-
bility, and I would encourage those 
here to oppose that resolution. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I would inquire of my friend 
from California if he has any remaining 
speakers. I am the last speaker for our 
side, and I’m going to reserve my time 
until you have closed for your side. 

Mr. DREIER. Let me say, Mr. Speak-
er, that we very clearly have an oppor-
tunity before us. We have an oppor-
tunity to defeat this rule so that we 
can do what it is that we came here to 
do. We have had a wide range of rec-
ommendations that have come here 
from the Medicare commission. And we 
have a proposal that is before us sub-
mitted by the majority leader and the 
minority leader as required under this 
law. It made two very important rec-
ommendations dealing with liability 
reform in ways which we could bring 
about fiscal responsibility of Medicare. 
That’s what our charge is. That is what 
our job is as Members of the United 
States Congress. 

The action that we are about to take 
in this House is to simply sweep it 
under the rug and pass off to the future 
what we were sent here to do right 
now. We’re rapidly approaching the 
date by which time we need to begin 
taking action. That is July 30. And our 
colleagues, unfortunately, have chosen 
to turn their back on those who want 
to bring about a fiscally responsible so-
lution to a challenge that we all know 
is looming. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
defeat this rule so that we can move 
ahead and do the right thing for our 
seniors and for future generations. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I have sat and stood 
here with great amusement as my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
have come to the floor to oppose this 
resolution. After all, if it were not for 
their actions, this resolution wouldn’t 
even be necessary. 

The ‘‘45 percent Medicare trigger’’ 
was nothing more than a gimmick de-
signed to gain the votes of conservative 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:54 Jul 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00070 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JY7.110 H24JYPT1er
ow

e 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7131 July 24, 2008 
Republicans for their Medicare pre-
scription drug bill. It was drafted be-
hind closed doors. I was here, Mr. 
Speaker. Mr. RANGEL tried to get into 
their conference. They locked the doors 
without any consultation with Mr. 
RANGEL of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, members that were in the mi-
nority without any involvement or no-
tification to the minority. It was then 
slipped into the conference at the last 
minute and had not passed the House 
or the Senate. 

It’s amazing, Mr. Speaker. My friends 
on the other side agreed to this trigger 
and preach fiscal responsibility and are 
now supporting a process which could 
force the House to allow legislation to 
the floor in clear violation of its 
PAYGO and earmark rules. 

I was really amused that the distin-
guished gentleman that is head of the 
Republican Study Committee came in 
here as much as he talks about ear-
marks and is going to come here and 
talk about fiscal responsibility. 

I was also amused that the last lady 
speaker who took it upon herself to 
talk about this measure but forgot, I 
guess, that she voted to override the 
President’s veto last week. 

But now they come to the floor to 
complain because their Members 
bought a pig in a poke. Give me a 
break. 

b 1815 
The last time I checked, they were 

the dealer with all the cards in 2003. 
Mr. Speaker, next Wednesday, Medi-

care will turn 43 years old. Since its 
founding, the program has provided 
health care to hundreds of millions of 
seniors, including my momma and my 
grandpapa. 

Almost 35 percent of the people living 
in my district are senior citizens, and 
the overwhelming majority of them de-
pend on Medicare. 

Members have a choice today be-
tween reviving the Republican legacy 
of political and procedural gimmickry 
or standing up for seniors and sound 
public policy. 

While Republicans choose to play 
games and engage in political hyper-
bole, my Democratic colleagues and I 
have chosen America’s seniors. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
resolution. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
the strongest opposition to this dangerously ir-
responsible resolution. 

For over 40 years, millions of seniors across 
America have enjoyed longer and healthier 
lives as a result of the health care provided 
through the Medicare program. Yet as a result 
of demographic changes and rising health 
care costs, Medicare is now in dire financial 
straits. The numbers are absolutely stag-
gering. According to the most recent report by 
Medicare’s Board of Trustees, Medicare’s un-
funded obligations have surpassed $85 trillion. 
That’s more than six times the annual output 
of our entire economy, and more than fifteen 
times the current federal debt held by the pub-
lic. 

We have a choice to make: Are we going to 
take action now to save Medicare for the fu-

ture? Or are we going to ignore the problem 
and hope that it just goes away? I understand 
that many members might prefer not to deal 
with this issue in an election year. But the 
Medicare funding warning trigger was de-
signed precisely to force Congress to confront 
an issue that many would rather ignore. And 
that’s what the American people sent us here 
to do: confront the tough challenges facing our 
country’s future. Even when that means taking 
some political risks. 

The President has proposed some fairly 
modest reforms to begin shoring up Medi-
care’s future. I personally thought his sugges-
tions made sense. But under the trigger rules, 
the Majority was entirely free to reject the 
President’s ideas and develop their own pro-
posal for reining in the growth of Medicare. In-
stead, the Majority has chosen to take the 
easy way out and do nothing. Today, we are 
sending a message to the American people 
that this Congress is simply not up to the task 
of solving our nation’s problems. 

The truth is, Mr. Speaker, we are gambling 
with our future. I believe we have an obligation 
to do our best to leave America better off for 
the generations that will follow us. I urge every 
member of Congress who feels the same way 
to join me in voting ‘‘no’’ on this resolution. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to first take a minute to thank my col-
league Congressman ALCEE HASTINGS from 
Florida for working with leadership to this im-
portant legislation to the floor. 

BACKGROUND ON THE LEGISLATION 
In 2003, The Medicare Prescription Drug, 

Improvement and Modernization Act, MMA, 
was signed into law having a significant im-
pact on Medicare beneficiaries and State Med-
icaid programs through changes affecting 
those dually eligible for both Medicare and 
Medicaid. The purpose of the section was to: 

1. Provide a concise summary of the key 
provisions affecting those dually eligible and 
the States, and 

2. Provide details of the demographic and 
Medicaid expenditure characteristics of the du-
ally eligible, using data from ten States. 

The MMA used to require that States take 
a practical new look at their programs in order 
to better prescription drug spending. Beginning 
in 2006, States will no longer provide and 
manage drug coverage for patients that cur-
rently represent, on average, about 50 percent 
of the State’s Medicaid spending for drugs. 
This significant shift would have required that 
States reassess available resources and the 
most cost-efficient ways for employing those 
resources. 

A determination of excess general funding, 
as required by § 801 of P.L. 108–173. the 
MMA, is issued if general revenue Medicare 
funding is expected to exceed 45 percent of 
Medicare outlays for the current fiscal year or 
any of the next six fiscal years. If the deter-
mination is issued for two consecutive years, 
a warning is issued requiring certain presi-
dential and congressional action (§ 802–§ 804 
of MMA). 

The warning alerts policy makers of one 
measure of the financial health of Medicare. It 
attempts to focus on the impact of Medicare 
revenues and outlays on the federal budget, 
by looking at Medicare’s burden on the Treas-
ury. However, such a determination was 
issued in both the 2006 and 2007 Medicare 
Trustee’s reports and the Administration was 
required to submit a legislative proposal to this 
body to lower the ratio to the 45 percent level. 

Section 803 of the MMA is also known as 
the Medicare Trigger because it expedites the 
process for considering legislation to cut Medi-
care provider payments or increase payroll 
taxes or beneficiary costs. 

What we must ask ourselves is why some 
of our colleagues can vote against the MMA 
trigger while we struggle to provide coverage 
to the over 47 million uninsured and over 50 
million underinsured in this country . 

The ‘‘45 percent trigger’’ is a completely 
subjective measure. Medicare program was 
designed to be substantially financed by gen-
eral revenues rather than payroll taxes. The 
fact that a sizable portion of Medicare’s financ-
ing comes from general revenues is no more 
problematic than the fact that 100 percent of 
the defense budget comes from general reve-
nues. Moreover, the reforms in Medicare in-
cluded in the Medicare Improvements for Pa-
tients and Providers Act, MIPPA, which Demo-
crats just enacted over the President’s veto 
satisfy the 45 percent trigger test earlier this 
year, only fails to comply with certain technical 
requirements of the trigger provision (such as 
the name of the statute). Therefore, this is just 
another reason why it makes sense to sus-
pend the Medicare trigger for the remainder of 
this Congress. 

OVERVIEW OF HOW THE 45 PERCENT TRIGGER WORKS 
The 45 percent trigger was slipped into the 

GOP-drafted Medicare Modernization Act 
(MMA) at the last minute in 2003. 

The MMA defined what the 45 percent trig-
ger was and, when it was triggered, required 
‘‘Medicare Funding Warnings’’ and presidential 
legislation. 

The 45 percent trigger is completely arbi-
trary and is not a sound measure of Medi-
care’s fiscal health. 

The 45 percent trigger was triggered by two 
consecutive Trustees Reports in 2007. 

The President’s proposed bill hits bene-
ficiaries, rather than scaling back the overpay-
ments to private Medicare Advantage plans. 

Unlike the President’s flawed bill, the Demo-
cratic-led Congress has just enacted a law 
that satisfies the 45 percent trigger, while pro-
tecting beneficiaries. 

Furthermore, the Democratic-led Congress 
is committed to keeping Medicare strong and 
solvent well into the future. 

HEALTHCARE CRISIS 
The American health care crisis affects 

more than the Medicare recipients and indi-
gent persons. It affects the millions of families 
who must decide between food, housing, and 
health coverage. Healthcare costs in the 
United States are increasing about 7 percent 
a year, twice the rate of inflation. 

In Texas alone it has been estimated that 
we waste $98 billion on administrative health 
costs. Administrative costs constitute 31 per-
cent of health care expenditures. The deterio-
rating U.S. health care system is not only 
harming patients, but also businesses, and the 
economy with healthcare costs consuming 
over 15 percent of GDP. It affects thousands 
of small businesses who have to close their 
doors due to the overwhelming cost of not 
only providing health coverage to their em-
ployees, but to securing their own health in-
surance. 

Across this great nation the health dispari-
ties between minority and majority populations 
are staggering. Most major diseases: diabetes, 
heart disease, prostate cancer, HIV/AIDS, low- 
birth weight babies—all hit the minority com-
munities harder. Minorities consistently have -
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decreased access to care, and receive lower 
quality care, when they do have access. As 
the economy continues to falter and as the un-
employment rate spikes, millions of Americans 
are losing their health insurance. That state of 
affairs will only make the health disparities 
worse. 

Since I took office over a decade ago, I 
have worked to secure and support legislation 
to address the healthcare crisis particularly 
those facing our struggling Medicare and Med-
icaid recipients. 

I have worked tirelessly to expand health 
coverage, improve the diversity of our health 
workforce, improve data collection on health 
disparities and then help reduce those dispari-
ties by promoting accountability and strength-
ening the institutions that serve minority com-
munities. We must close the gap in our minor-
ity, immigrant, and rural communities by ad-
dressing the disparities that currently exist. 

HEALTH LEGISLATION SPONSORED/COSPONSORED 
As a Member of the H.R. 676 Universal 

Healthcare Caucus lead by Congressman 
CONYERS, the Women’s Caucus, and the Chil-
dren’s Caucus, I have continued to carry the 
flag of Universal Health Care by introducing or 
supporting legislation that will help lay the 
groundwork towards universal access and 
quality healthcare. 

In June, I introduced a health care reform 
bill that addressed some of the issues that 
continue to plague our health care system. 
The MEDICS Act is a House companion bill to 
Senator BAUCUS’s Medicare legislation that 
sought to unite Congress on a push for crucial 
Medicare reform. 

I am happy to announce that this legislation 
puts our health care system on the correct 
path of providing proper medical assistance 
for our Nation’s low income, minority and rural 
populations. It also works toward resolving the 
primary care physician shortages as well as 
the racial and ethnic health disparities. 

I have also supported national healthcare 
legislation such as H.R. 3014 and H.R. 676 
which support the elimination of healthcare 
disparities and universal healthcare based on 
a single-payer model. 

As Americans, we have a strong history, 
through science and innovation, of detecting, 
conquering and defeating many illnesses. 
Quality measures must continue to be ade-
quately funded in order to promote quality, 
cost-effective health care for consumers and 
employers. 

The Medicare/Medicaid system as well as 
the private insurance system is still not ade-
quately addressing the cost, population 
growth, and patient population complexity of 
Americans. That is why we must look towards 
another solution. 

I urge my colleagues to support our Medi-
care and Medicaid dependents and vote in 
support of H. Res. 1368. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, today we pro-
tect Medicare’s future. The rule addresses a 
provision that was slipped into the Republican 
Medicare Modernization Act, MMA, in the dark 
of night. It was not in the version of the bill 
that was passed by the House or by the Sen-
ate. It is yet another example of Republican 
efforts to choke off Medicare—an automatic 
‘‘trigger’’ that requires cuts to the program if 
general revenues contribute more than 45 per-
cent of Medicare’s revenues. 

My colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
have long tried to end Medicare, and failing 

that, to let it wither slowly on the vine. Newt 
Gingrich said as much in the 1990s, when he 
was Speaker of the House. 

As required by the MMA provision, the 
President sent a bill to Congress in February 
with his proposal to meet the trigger require-
ments. His bill simply shifted costs to patients, 
and made no improvements to Medicare; a 
good example of why this ‘‘trigger’’ doesn’t 
work. 

Democrats know how to manage Medi-
care—my father wrote the original bill creating 
it, and we have been fighting to preserve, im-
prove, and protect the program for nearly 50 
years. We do not need gimmicks like an arbi-
trary ‘‘trigger’’ to do so. 

Medicare has protected seniors, improved 
their health, and helped lift people out of pov-
erty. We must ensure that Medicare bene-
ficiaries continue to have access to their doc-
tor of choice, high-quality hospital care, and 
prescription drug services. 

I support this rule; and I urge my colleagues 
to eliminate the ‘‘trigger’’ requirements for the 
remainder of the year. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DREIER. 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. 

f 

REPORT ON H.R. 6599, MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION AND VETERANS 
AFFAIRS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2009 

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas, from the 
Committee on Appropriations, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No. 
110–775) on the bill (H.R. 6599) making 
appropriations for military construc-
tion, the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, and related agencies for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2009, and for 
other purposes, which was referred to 
the Union Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of 
order are reserved on the bill. 

f 

TOM LANTOS AND HENRY J. HYDE 
UNITED STATES GLOBAL LEAD-
ERSHIP AGAINST HIV/AIDS, TU-
BERCULOSIS, AND MALARIA RE-
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2008 

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. BERMAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 2 of House Resolution 
1362, proceedings will now resume on 
the motion by the gentleman from 
California (Mr. BERMAN) to concur in 
the Senate amendment to the bill, H.R. 
5501. 

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion. 

The Clerk redesignated the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. When 

proceedings were postponed earlier 
today, all time for debate had expired 
and the previous question was ordered. 

The question is on the motion by the 
gentleman from California. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BERMAN. 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, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to concur 
will be followed by 5-minute votes on 
adoption of H. Res. 1368; and motion to 
suspend the rules and adopt H. Res. 
1296. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 303, nays 
115, not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 531] 

YEAS—303 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 

Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 

Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
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Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 

Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 

Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—115 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Duncan 
Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 

Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hunter 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Musgrave 

Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Paul 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Scalise 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wittman (VA) 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—17 

Bishop (UT) 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cannon 
Cubin 

Everett 
Fallin 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hooley 
Hulshof 

LaHood 
Ortiz 
Rush 
Salazar 
Saxton 
Towns 

b 1842 

Messrs. ROGERS of Michigan, CAL-
VERT and SOUDER changed their vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. LEWIS of California, 
TIAHRT, BOOZMAN, KUHL of New 
York, BONNER, ALEXANDER, 

FORBES and MCCOTTER changed 
their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

RELATING TO THE HOUSE PROCE-
DURES CONTAINED IN SECTION 
803 OF THE MEDICARE PRESCRIP-
TION DRUG, IMPROVEMENT, AND 
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2003 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 1368, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays 
184, not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 532] 

YEAS—231 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 

Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Snyder 

Solis 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 

Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—184 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Bishop (UT) 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cannon 
Costello 
Cubin 

Everett 
Fallin 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Holt 
Hulshof 
LaHood 

Ortiz 
Pascrell 
Rush 
Salazar 
Saxton 
Towns 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1850 

Mrs. DRAKE changed her vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:41 Jul 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00073 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A24JY7.070 H24JYPT1er
ow

e 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7134 July 24, 2008 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE DESIGNATION 
OF A NATIONAL CHILD AWARE-
NESS MONTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 1296, as amend-
ed, on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1296, as amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 404, nays 0, 
not voting 30, as follows: 

[Roll No. 533] 

YEAS—404 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 

Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 

Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 

Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 

Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 

Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—30 

Akin 
Bishop (UT) 
Boswell 
Brady (TX) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cannon 
Conyers 
Costello 
Cubin 
DeFazio 

Dicks 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Graves 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hulshof 
LaHood 
LaTourette 
Miller, George 

Ortiz 
Pascrell 
Pryce (OH) 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Saxton 
Towns 
Wexler 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members have 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote. 

b 1858 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Speaker, today, 
July 24th, I had an unexpected emergency 
that required me to return to my Congres-
sional District and I regretfully missed the last 
two rollcall votes of the day. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
vote No. 532 on agreeing to the resolution H. 
Res. 1368—Relating to the House procedures 
contained in section 803 of the Medicare Pre-
scription Drug, Improvement, and Moderniza-
tion Act of 2003. Had I been present I would 
have also voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 533 
On Motion to Suspend the Rules and Agree, 
as Amended to H. Res. 1296—National Child 
Awareness Month. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF HON. STENY H. 
HOYER AND HON. CHRIS VAN 
HOLLEN TO ACT AS SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE TO SIGN EN-
ROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTIONS THROUGH JULY 28, 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ELLSWORTH) laid before the House the 
following communication from the 
Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 24, 2008. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable STENY H. 
HOYER and the Honorable CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
to act as Speaker pro tempore to sign en-
rolled bills and joint resolutions through 
July 28, 2008. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the appointment is ap-
proved. 

There was no objection. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 4789 

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to remove my name as a 
cosponsor of H.R. 4789. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUALS 
TO GOVERNING BOARD OF THE 
OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL 
ETHICS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ELLSWORTH). Pursuant to section 1(b) 
of House Resolution 895, 110th Con-
gress, and the order of the House of 
January 4, 2007, the Chair announces 
the appointment of the following indi-
viduals to serve as the Governing 
Board of the Office of Congressional 
Ethics: Nominated by the Speaker with 
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the concurrence of the Minority Lead-
er: 

Mr. David Skaggs, Colorado, Chair-
man 

Mrs. Yvonne Brathwaite Burke, Cali-
fornia, subject to section 1(b)(6)(B) 

Ms. Karan English, Arizona, subject 
to section 1(b)(6)(B) 

Mr. Abner Mikva, Illinois, Alternate 
Nominated by the Minority Leader 
with the concurrence of the Speaker: 

Mr. Porter J. Goss, Florida, Cochair-
man 

Mr. James M. Eagen, III, Colorado, 
subject to section 1(b)(6)(B) 

Ms. Allison R. Hayward, Virginia, 
subject to section 1(b)(6)(B) 

Mr. Bill Frenzel, Virginia, Alternate 
f 

b 1900 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my friend from Maryland, the majority 
leader, to tell us about next week’s 
schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend, the 
Republican whip. 

On Monday, the House will meet in 
pro forma session at 11 a.m. On Tues-
day, the House will meet at 10:30 a.m. 
for morning hour and 12 p.m. for legis-
lative business with votes postponed 
until 6:30 p.m. On Wednesday and 
Thursday, the House will meet at 10 
a.m. for legislative business. On Fri-
day, the House will meet at 9 a.m. for 
legislative business. 

We will consider several bills under 
suspension of the rules. The complete 
list of suspension bills will be an-
nounced by the close of business to-
morrow, as is the custom. 

I tell the Members that we will also 
consider the Military Construction and 
Veterans Affairs fiscal 2009 appropria-
tions bill; H.R. 1338 the Paycheck Fair-
ness Act; additional energy legislation; 
and any conference report available, 
possibly including the Higher Edu-
cation conference report, the Amtrak 
conference report and the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission conference 
report. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for 
the information. 

On the first bill under a rule, the 
Military Construction and Veterans Af-
fairs appropriations bill, will that be 
an open rule? 

Mr. HOYER. We expect it to be an 
open rule, but we do expect to ask that 
amendments be prefiled so that Mem-
bers will have notice of amendments. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for 
that. 

In the past, we’ve had in previous 
Congresses an open rule on these ap-
propriations bills. I don’t recall a pre-
filing requirement, though I’m sure we 
will talk about that in the Rules Com-
mittee. In appropriations, whatever the 
amendment is has to be paid for out of 
the bill so it has always been felt that 

that provides its own level of con-
straint. We would certainly argue for 
that kind of open rule. 

I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
Our thought is that both sides should 

have notice of what amendments are 
going to be considered, that all Mem-
bers have notice of what is going to be 
considered. Obviously, there is no con-
straint on what amendment somebody 
might want to offer, but we believe 
that it would be helpful if Members had 
notice of what the substance of the 
amendments are so they can, if they 
want to support it, support it on the 
floor, if they want to oppose it, have 
the opportunity to come here and do 
so. But I think it will be our intention 
to ask that there be a notice require-
ment without restriction on the 
amendments that are asked but simply 
to give notice as to what the amend-
ments are going to be. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank you for that in-
formation. 

This will be the first appropriations 
bill on the floor this year. Do you an-
ticipate other bills in September? 

I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. Thank you for yielding. 
I would certainly anticipate more ap-

propriations legislation coming to the 
floor in September, yes. 

Mr. BLUNT. On that topic of Sep-
tember, since at the end of next week 
we wouldn’t have a chance to talk 
about the upcoming schedule, does the 
gentleman have a sense of some of the 
priority legislation that we might con-
sider in September? 

Mr. HOYER. We have a number of 
pieces of legislation that are obviously 
pending. First of all, we are very hope-
ful that we will pass the extenders leg-
islation which we sent to the Senate 
some, actually months ago, a couple of 
months ago, I think, which, as you 
know, ensures tax credits for alter-
native energy. Wind is particularly im-
portant. Boone Pickens was here, as 
you know, on the Hill talking to both 
Democrats and Republicans, the impor-
tance of that. Others have talked about 
that as well. As you know, they’re try-
ing to dispose of some of the ‘‘Coburn 
holds’’ as we call them. Some of those 
may be back. Obviously we will have to 
consider a funding resolution for gov-
ernment after we leave. My expecta-
tion is that will be a point of business. 
We’re also talking about obviously, as 
you have read in the paper, and as I 
think, I’m not sure you and I have 
talked about a jobs bill and some con-
tinuing economic assistance to make 
sure our economy hopefully grows and 
does not certainly fall any deeper into 
recession. Those are some of the pieces 
of legislation. 

I have mentioned some of the things 
that we hope to get from conference 
next week, mental health parity being 
one of those, higher education, the con-
sumer products safety. Hopefully many 
of those may be dealt with next week. 
But if they were not, it is my expecta-

tion we would do those in September as 
well. 

So those are some of the major 
things that I foresee for September. 
What we will have done next week ob-
viously won’t be on September, but if 
we haven’t done them we will try to 
get them done in September. 

Mr. BLUNT. On the extenders pack-
age, I’m hopeful we see that bill back 
here because it is one of the things we 
could do that would have energy im-
pact. And I hope we could even con-
sider whatever is the maximum time 
that we would be able to do there is 
what we should do. 

On energy generally, yesterday, Mr. 
BOEHNER from Ohio and I, Mr. CANTOR, 
Mr. PUTNAM and others introduced a 
bill, the American Energy Act. It’s a 
bill that is broad based and designed to 
promote American energy, conserva-
tion and invest in the future. Is there 
any opportunity for that act or other 
acts that we’ve had discharge petitions 
on, other bills, coming to the floor? 
And if not, what kind of energy legisla-
tion do you anticipate? 

Mr. HOYER. As you know, we have 
considered a number of pieces of legis-
lation which we were hopeful would 
move us in the direction of, A, pro-
ducing more domestic energy through 
encouraging further drilling in those 
leaseholds already available, approxi-
mately 88 million acres that are cur-
rently available. We considered the 
Consumer Energy Supply Act today. 
Unfortunately, that didn’t get suffi-
cient votes. It got a lot of votes. It got 
a significant majority of the House. It 
did not get the two-thirds so we could 
move it to the Senate. We considered 
the DRILL Act which also received a 
majority of the votes which provided 
for both the 10.4 million acres in Alas-
ka and the National Petroleum Reserve 
to be encouraged to be moved forward 
as quickly as possible to drill in that 
area, produce oil and petroleum in that 
area, which also encouraged, as you re-
call, the building of additional pipe-
lines, both for natural gas and for pe-
troleum products. 

Next week, we will be considering— 
many people are very concerned about 
the fact that the price spikes which 
don’t seem to go down consistent with 
the price of oil by the barrel, which has 
reduced significantly, but the gasoline 
price hasn’t reduced. There is signifi-
cant concern about the impact of spec-
ulation. We are going to consider that 
bill, I think, next week, as I indicated. 

You say you have introduced this 
bill. I’m sure it will go to the com-
mittee. I haven’t seen the bill. I will 
certainly talk to the various chairmen. 
I don’t know how many committees 
will have jurisdiction over the bill. You 
say it’s a comprehensive bill, maybe 
multijurisdictional, but I will certainly 
talk to the Chairs about the substance 
of the bill. 

Let me say, the American public is 
obviously very concerned. Our position 
is we ought to drill. We ought to drill 
where we’ve given leases that exist. 
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Your position essentially is, well, that 
is fine, but there are other places 
where we could drill as well. We believe 
that is accurate as well. It’s been very 
controversial. As you know, Governor 
Schwarzenegger, the Republican Gov-
ernor of California, is not too inter-
ested in proceeding with drilling off his 
shore. There are differences of opinion. 
We really do believe that we ought to 
drill, we ought to drill now and we 
ought to drill where there is not con-
troversy and where we do have leases. 
I think that is the difference between 
us, apparently, not that any of us op-
pose drilling. It is where you drill first. 
If that proves, from my perspective, 
not to be fruitful, then perhaps at that 
time we ought to look at alternatives. 
But the President, of course, has indi-
cated and made it very clear that he 
believes wherever you drill is not going 
to make a substantial difference in the 
next 5 to 10 years. 

So we believe we ought to start drill-
ing right now so that we can move 
ahead as soon as possible. There are 107 
billion barrels currently speculated to 
be in the identified areas of that 88 mil-
lion acres to be available. We use about 
21 million a day, about 14 billion a 
year. That is a pretty good supply, 
about 71⁄2 years of supply. We would 
hope we would move ahead on that. 
But we haven’t done that yet. We un-
derstand that. 

But we ought to have a legitimate 
debate on it. I think all of us want to 
get to the same place—energy inde-
pendence for our country and the use of 
alternative and renewable energy 
sources to not only help our energy 
supply but also help our environment. 
So I will certainly encourage the com-
mittee to look at that bill. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that. 

We have other bills that we’ve start-
ed discharge petitions on, some spon-
sored by Democrats, that we think are 
part of the solution here. Clearly, 
based on the understood facts that 
some of this oil and natural gas gets 
online quicker than others, it seems to 
me that that is one of the principal 
reasons to get started everywhere that 
is reasonable for us to go as quickly as 
you can. We’re the only country in the 
world that has the potential for off-
shore drilling, deepwater drilling, that 
doesn’t do it. And I think any proposal 
that we’ve advanced through the Sen-
ate in previous years or anybody is 
making now involves the Governors or 
the State governments of the affected 
States having to agree. So if Governor 
Schwarzenegger and the people of Cali-
fornia don’t want to drill, don’t want 
the revenue, in fact, even if they don’t 
want the Federal Government to have 
the revenue from that drilling, they 
wouldn’t have to drill. But if the people 
of Virginia or North Carolina or any 
other State did, they’re part of that de-
cision-making process. 

And other countries do this. Some of 
that oil, particularly in the deep water, 
is going to come online quicker than 

others. But geologists believe in the 
deepwater drilling there is roughly an 
18-year supply of natural gas and oil. 
So it doesn’t all have to come online at 
once. Also, my view has been, as my 
friend knows, that if we just announce 
that as a country that has some of the 
most known and plentiful reserves in 
oil and natural gas that we were going 
to start in a real effort to go after all 
of it that was reasonably and safely 
achievable, that that would have im-
pact on price. 

Mr. HOYER. Will my friend yield? 
Mr. BLUNT. Let me say one other 

thing, and then I will yield. 
The other thing I would say about a 

full and fair debate, these bills that 
come under suspension obviously nar-
row the debate. I guess I understand 
that. We have had some discussion on 
the floor, well, let’s have all these 
ideas out there and just see who a ma-
jority is for, but 20 minutes of debate 
on a side of an issue really isn’t the 
kind of full and fair debate we need. 

I would like to see a bill come with 
plenty of debate, with plenty of oppor-
tunities for every Democrat that wants 
to make an amendment to make an 
amendment, for every Republican, it 
could be prefiled, it could be anything, 
and the will of the House would deter-
mine which direction the country goes 
in this real desire for energy, more 
American energy, American energy 
created by and producing American 
jobs. I hope we can get there. There is 
a real demand in the country for that. 

A Member just has to go home to 
know what is the number one economic 
issue in a country where people are 
concerned right now about what to do 
about the economy. 

I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend for 

yielding. 
As my friend clearly knows, as you 

know, we’ve been operating under two 
moratoria: One has been the executive 
moratorium which was just lifted 
which was placed on by the first Presi-
dent Bush. As you know as well in the 
Interior bill year after year in the 6 
years your party was in charge and 
then last year in the Interior bill, that 
moratorium was continued. So under 
both parties, Governor Schwarz-
enegger, Governor Bush of Florida, 
both very, very strong proponents ef-
fectively of not drilling off their 
shores. So this is not a Republican- 
Democratic difference. In fact, both 
parties were supporting—I presume, I 
don’t want to speak for your party— 
our party was supporting drilling 
where we have current leases. 

b 1915 

I would disagree with my friend, and 
we may disagree on the definition of 
deep water. They are drilling now in 
the Gulf of Mexico, as you know, at 
depths of 1,000 feet. Additionally, there 
are 33 million acres available in the 
gulf now on the Outer Continental 
Shelf and available for drilling right 
now. 

I would say further to my friend, if 
you wanted to drill tomorrow any-
where, there is not a drill available in 
the world. Now my presumption is 
there is not a drill available in the 
world that is not being used because 
they are pretty pricey items and you 
can make a pretty good profit pro-
viding those drills. My presumption is 
that people have not requested those 
drills be made available and have not 
asked to purchase them. As you heard 
me say, Exxon made $40 billion. These 
drills are pretty expensive items, and 
they bought no drills with that $40 bil-
lion. 

So as a practical matter, tomorrow, 
if everything were available, there 
would be no drilling because there are 
no drills available. My presumption is 
that the oil companies believe there is 
sufficient supply available. There are 
no lines at any of the gas stations that 
I go to. I have not seen any gas lines. 
I am old enough, I know you’re not, but 
I’m old enough to remember the lines 
in the 1970s. They were long. That was 
an artificially created shortage by 
OPEC, as you recall. But notwith-
standing that, I don’t see any lines. I 
don’t see any shortage of product avail-
able. What I see is a healthy price at 
the pump. And in my opinion, when 
you get more supply, the price comes 
down. I think some people are pretty 
happy with the price. None of my con-
sumers are happy with the price. None 
of the people who pull up to the pumps 
in my district are happy with the price, 
but I can’t believe that the oil compa-
nies are unhappy about the price. I 
don’t see them complaining about their 
high profits. 

So when you say if we could drill in 
the deep water, I don’t know what you 
mean by deep water. It could be more 
than 1,000 feet which is where we are 
drilling now in some places in the Gulf 
of Mexico. But we do have 33 million 
acres available on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf in the Gulf of Mexico 
available for drilling right now. And if 
the drills were available and the incli-
nation were available, I would hope 
that the companies would pursue, ei-
ther the large companies or small com-
panies. The problem with small compa-
nies is that it is a very expensive prop-
osition, as the gentleman knows. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that observation. 

I would say in terms of deep water, I 
think sometimes I say that rather than 
make the point that when we talk 
about drilling on the coast, and the At-
lantic and Pacific coast which is where 
we restrict, and no one else restricts 
their coastal drilling, I am always 
talking about something way beyond 
the line of sight. I can say that as well 
as deep water. 

I think there is drilling in the gulf 
even significantly deeper than the 1,000 
feet to the floor and below that. But 
there is potential there. If, in fact, peo-
ple of the various States don’t want to 
drill well beyond their shores even 
though they get part of the revenue, 
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that is a decision they’d get to make. I 
do think that is an issue that is dra-
matically changing. 

I also believe firmly, and every econ-
omist that I have read on this topic 
agrees, that if we announced we were 
going to drill, it wouldn’t matter if 
anybody had a drill or not. That one 
signal from the United States where we 
have at least twice as much readily 
available oil shale in the Rockies as 
Saudi Arabia has in its known reserves, 
readily available, not to count the 
other amounts that could be available 
later, just if we were to announce that 
we were going after that supply, it 
would have an impact on price. 

We had a hearing a couple of weeks 
ago where we had people from Interior 
talk about that particular supply, a lot 
of supply well off the coast on the At-
lantic and Pacific coast. And if there is 
speculation here, I think the best way 
to deal with speculators would be to 
get them caught on the wrong side of a 
market that is going the other way be-
cause the United States of America has 
announced it is going to go after its 
own resources in a more dramatic way. 

There are two prohibitions on the ap-
propriations bill. One is coastal drill-
ing on the Atlantic and Pacific coast, 
no money can be used to issue a lease, 
which is another way that legislators 
say you are not going to get a lease, 
and one in the oil shale in the Rockies. 
Removing both of those prohibitions 
would have a huge impact on price. It 
would start us in the right direction. 
The idea that some of this oil won’t be 
available for 3 years, some of it for 5, 
some of it for 10, we are still going to 
need oil 10 years from now. Oil that is 
not available for 10 years is not an un-
acceptable goal because we know we 
are going to need oil 10 years from now. 

I am convinced, I will tell my good 
friend, and we are good friends, I am 
convinced that if we just announced we 
were going to take those steps, it 
would have an immediate impact on 
price at the pump. We both know the 
reason there is no line at the pump. I 
went to 12 gas stations in my district 
on Friday and Saturday. There was no 
line anywhere, but every person that I 
talked to, whether they were traveling 
to Branson, Missouri, on vacation, or 
filling their car up in Andersonville or 
Neosho, Missouri, they all had a story 
as to how these gas prices were affect-
ing their lives in other ways. Members 
have those stories. We can do some-
thing about them. But to do that, it is 
going to take more than a 20-minute 
debate on whether we release oil that 
we have already bought in the short 
term. If supply matters, long term 
going after that supply really matters. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. HOYER. We agreed with your 

premise, and we offered a bill to have 
that happen, and it was Use It or Lose 
It which said we have 107 billion bar-
rels identified, speculated to be avail-
able on presently held leases, a 14-year 
supply in the United States of Amer-
ica. And what we wanted to direct the 

administration to do was start leasing 
that land right now because we agreed 
with your premise that the psycho-
logical effect would be that those who 
have the petroleum and are frankly 
selling it very dear, and many of our 
consumers are being really hurt, we 
understand that, our premise was ei-
ther by drilling in the National Petro-
leum Reserve now or drilling in the 68 
million acres available in the lower 48, 
including 33 million in the gulf now, 
that it would have exactly the effect 
that you projected. 

Unfortunately, we also believe that 
releasing oil from the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve, which in 1991 and two 
other years, I don’t have the exact 
years, we have done it three times, in-
cluding once under this administration 
after Hurricane Katrina, in 1991 price 
went down 33 percent. It went down 
less when SPR was released after Hur-
ricane Katrina. 

Our view is you are correct. Psycho-
logically, that would have a real effect 
on the market. Unfortunately, we 
couldn’t pass that. We wanted to pass 
it as quickly as possible. How do you 
pass something as quickly as possible? 
You put it on suspension and give it to 
the Senate. Unfortunately, large num-
bers on your side of the aisle deter-
mined that was not a policy that they 
wanted to pursue. So they had no psy-
chological effect, which we thought 
would have been, as you do, a psycho-
logical effect and may well have had an 
immediate impact on pricing by the 
barrel, and hopefully then would be 
converted to price at the pump. 

Mr. BLUNT. I just advance the idea 
that the moment we are in right now is 
not a Katrina-analogous moment. 
There is no temporary disruption of 
supply that you need to do something 
about. There is a long-term problem 
that needs to be solved. In fact, you 
mentioned those gas lines. Those gas 
lines in the seventies, the embargo in 
the seventies, that led us to this idea of 
a Strategic Petroleum Reserve. And at 
the time we set the reserve up, it is the 
same size it is now, or when Congress 
set it up, before many of us were here, 
at least, at the time Congress set it up, 
it had a 117-day supply. That same 
amount of oil is now a 56-day supply 
because of the amount we now use. 

Taking 3 days out of that 56-day sup-
ply only postpones, in the view of 
many of us, the reality of dealing with 
the long-term challenge that we face. 
We would like to have a debate on that. 

You could bring that bill back to the 
floor next week under a rule. If a ma-
jority wanted to send it to the Senate, 
they could. But the chance you take is 
that others with another idea would 
get at least one amendment on the 
floor, and that’s why we are here with 
suspension bills as opposed to rule bills 
because it’s a take-it-or-leave-it-this- 
is-all-of-the-debate kind of approach. 

I yield back. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JULY 
28, 2008 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 11 a.m. on Monday next; and 
further, when the House adjourns on 
that day, it adjourn to meet at 10:30 
a.m. on Tuesday, July 29, for morning- 
hour debate. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the business 
in order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

WELCOMING BRADEN ALEXANDER 
HEWLETT 

(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, Members of Congress do not 
like to miss votes on the House floor, 
and I agree with that feeling. There is 
sometimes very good reason Members 
do miss votes, whether it is illness or 
important business in our district. 

This last week, I missed both Tues-
day and Wednesday due to an impor-
tant reason: my wife and I became 
grandparents for the third time. Our 
grandson was born Tuesday, July 22, at 
3:20 p.m. at Christus St. John’s Hos-
pital in Houston. Braden Alexander 
Hewlett weighed in at 8 pounds, 1 
ounce, and 19 inches long. 

Our daughter, Dr. Angela Hewlett, 
and her husband, father Dr. Alex Hew-
lett, and now big sister, Lauren, who is 
all of 3 years old, and Braden are doing 
well, and I want to congratulate their 
growing family. 

f 

HONORING CAPTAIN BARRY K. 
CAVER 

(Mr. CONAWAY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Captain Barry K. Caver, 
commander of the Texas Ranger Com-
pany E, as he retires from his long and 
distinguished career of service to the 
public. 

Ranger Captain John Ford once de-
scribed the Texas Rangers and said of 
them: ‘‘They knew their duty and they 
did it. While in a town, they made no 
braggadocio demonstration. They did 
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not gallop through the streets, and 
shoot and yell. They had a specie of 
moral discipline which developed moral 
courage. They did right because it was 
right.’’ 

To be a Ranger is to stand in long 
shadow cast by some of our Nation’s 
most famous lawmen. The tradition of 
the Rangers is one of intelligence, 
duty, honor, toughness, and self-reli-
ance. I can think of few better images 
of the modern Texas Ranger than Cap-
tain Caver. 

I am pleased to call this great law-
man a friend, to salute him, and to 
thank him for his service to the people 
of Texas. His leadership and experience 
will be irreplaceable to the Rangers 
and he will be sorely missed by all west 
Texans, whether they knew him or not. 

It is my honor to represent Captain 
Caver here in Washington. I wish him 
well as he finds and explores the new 
challenges in his life. 

f 

SALUTING NATIONAL BAR 
ASSOCIATION 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to salute the Na-
tional Bar Association that will hold 
its 83rd national convention in Hous-
ton, Texas. Many of its activities will 
be in the 18th Congressional District. 
The National Bar Association was for-
mulated when its membership or its 
members were rejected in their at-
tempt to be members of the American 
Bar Association. 

Out of that creation came the oppor-
tunity to be at the cutting edge of civil 
rights legislation and litigation. 

I want to salute the Houston Lawyers 
Association, salute the past presidents, 
the president and board of directors, 
and particularly I want to salute the 
National Bar Association for its enor-
mous history of civil rights fighting, 
fighting for those who cannot speak for 
themselves. 

Lawyers of the National Bar Associa-
tion are patent lawyers, prosecutors, 
defense lawyers, and most of all, the 
holders and protectors of the Constitu-
tion. They have fought the cases in de-
segregating schools. They have pro-
vided opportunities for those who have 
sought equal employment. Yes, Mr. 
Speaker, they are in fact the con-
science holders of the legal bar because 
the National Bar Association continues 
to stand for justice and equality and 
opportunity. 

I am so proud that they are coming 
to Houston, Texas, to celebrate the 
83rd annual convention, an organiza-
tion of lawyers that have put forward 
the cause of justice. I salute them and 
congratulate them. 

f 

b 1930 

HIGH ENERGY PRICES 
(Mr. SALI asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 

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

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, today the 
low-income families and other dis-
advantaged Americans are dispropor-
tionately affected by high energy 
prices. 

Just to be clear, this is about low in-
come. It’s about the poor. It’s about 
veterans, seniors and children. We have 
reached a point where our poorer citi-
zens are spending greater and greater 
percentages of their limited income on 
energy. 

With the average cost of fuel more 
than $4.05 per gallon, some now have to 
determine whether they can get to 
work or even buy food. This price tag 
and the fact that this body hasn’t done 
anything about it are wreaking havoc 
on the daily lives of Idahoans and 
Americans across the Nation. 

Just last week I talked to a woman 
from Idaho whose husband is disabled 
and not eligible to receive disability 
benefits. She is the sole source of in-
come for her family. She was worried 
about just being able to afford to get to 
work. 

It’s time for partisanship to be put 
aside. It’s time for Congress to act, and 
it’s time to increase American produc-
tion of crude oil and natural gas. 

f 

HONORING FIRE CHIEF FRANK 
WICHLACZ 

(Mr. KAGEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KAGEN. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
said that when a man becomes a fire-
man, his greatest act of bravery has 
been accomplished. What he does after 
that is all in the line of work. 

Well, yesterday in my district in 
northeast Wisconsin, the Pulaski com-
munity began to mourn the tragic 
death of Fire Chief Frank Wichlacz, a 
volunteer firefighter who died in a 
freak accident on Wednesday. The 76 
year-old Chief Wichlacz gave 50 years 
of service to the department, which 
serves parts of Brown, Oconto, and 
Shawano counties. The last 20 years he 
served as chief. 

In 2007, Chief Wichlacz was honored 
as an Everyday Hero by the Green Bay 
Press-Gazette newspaper for his long 
years of service to his community. You 
know Winston Churchill said, ‘‘You 
make a living by what you get, but you 
make a life by what you give.’’ Frank 
Wichlacz lived those words. 

His service, not only as a volunteer 
firefighter, but as a fire chief, made the 
Pulaski community a safer and better 
place to live. On behalf of the people of 
the Eighth District in northeast Wis-
consin, allow me to express my deepest 
sympathy to his family and friends and 
to all in the Pulaski community. 

May God bless Chief Wichlacz. 
f 

NEW HAMPSHIRE STORM 
(Ms. SHEA-PORTER asked and was 

given permission to address the House 

for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 
today a terrible storm hit across the 
State of New Hampshire. There has 
been death and destruction in five 
counties, and we have declared a state 
of emergency there. I am asking for the 
prayers of this country for the people 
of New Hampshire. They’re a strong 
lot. For ages they have helped one an-
other build their homes, their barns, 
their stone walls, their businesses. I 
know that they will find the resources 
once again to help each other through 
this calamity. 

I ask the people of the country and 
the Congress to keep their thoughts 
and prayers on the people of New 
Hampshire tonight. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

OUR ROLE AS THE WORLD’S 
INDISPENSABLE NATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, tonight 
I rise to continue my series of discus-
sions about the future of American 
grand strategy. Last week I suggested 
that we strive to remain and even bol-
ster our role as the world’s indispen-
sable nation, and that should guide our 
thinking as we consider the impera-
tives that define our national interest. 

Indispensable nation is a term with 
significant potential for misunder-
standing, particularly in this time 
when our global credibility has ebbed. 
We must be careful how we explain our 
intent. Most importantly, we must en-
sure that our actions meet our words. 

Just as a person cannot demand re-
spect, only earn it, so it is for nations 
too. So we should define indispensable 
to mean that we inspire by our stand-
ards, not coerce, with our demands. We 
should strive to be indispensable, not 
because our wrath is feared, but be-
cause our strength is valued. 

The point is, it’s a fine one but essen-
tial nonetheless that our role as the 
world’s indispensable nation cannot 
come by internal proclamation, but 
rather by external validation. 

The engines of our claim to leader-
ship in the future are the engines that 
made this country great in the first 
place, our robust economy that pro-
vides opportunity while connecting us 
with the rest of the world in productive 
partnerships and in our unceasing pur-
suit of what is right, fair and just, even 
when we fall short of those ideals. To 
the extent we veered off course in those 
areas, whether because of crippling en-
ergy dependence, unprecedented levels 
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of foreign debt, our departure from 
sound constitutional practices, or even 
when and how we marshal our forces 
for war, we must refocus internally to 
address those challenges and master 
them once again. 

If we redouble our efforts, we can re-
capture the international prestige that 
more than anything else translates our 
unmatched power into the ability to 
alter the course of world events. As 
part of this course correction, we must 
recall the essential truths about war 
and international relations that were 
stated so well by Clausewitz and Sun 
Tzu. I mentioned several of these to 
our current president in 2002, but we 
lost sight of these truths in Iraq. 

As we do that, there is no reason why 
we cannot gain the confidence to un-
derstand that the term ‘‘challenge,’’ 
even in the international context, need 
not always have an adversarial mean-
ing. In our daily life we are challenged 
by those around us, and we come out 
the better for it. 

We are challenged by our professors 
to be better students. We are chal-
lenged by our coaches to be better ath-
letes. We are challenged by our clergy 
to be better people. We are challenged 
by our spouses to be better partners. 

All of these relationships help refine 
us, and, in so doing, enrich our lives so 
that all benefit. We might regard many 
of our international challenges in 
much the same way. In the free mar-
ketplace of ideas, are those ideas that 
the United States exemplifies clearly 
superior? Do we remain the guarantor 
of liberty and the natural ally against 
tyranny? Do we provide the best eco-
nomic and social opportunities for all 
people with whom we interact? 

We need not see that as solely an ex-
ternal challenge. It’s also a challenge 
within ourselves, and we should not 
miss the opportunity to refine the good 
things about America so that we re-
main the obvious, the indispensable 
choice for a continued global leader-
ship role. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
MCHENRY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MCHENRY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

SOLVE THE ENERGY CRISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, another week has gone by, and we 
have taken no action whatsoever, no 
action whatsoever to solve the energy 
crisis. I listened to the majority leader 
during the 1-minute talking about 
what’s going on next week as far as 
legislative action is concerned, and he 
said that even if there were more oil 
leases available, he said there are no 
drills available. 

Well, if there are no drills available 
and the oil companies feel that there is 
oil down there, they are going to make 
drills that would be available. The 
problem is on the oil leases that are 
available right now, the oil companies 
aren’t finding sufficient oil to be able 
to put up a $2 billion oil platform to 
drill, and we are only using 3 percent of 
our Outer Continental Shelf for drilling 
purposes and for these leases. 

If we make more of the continental 
shelf available these oil companies are 
going to get out there, they are going 
to get these oil leases, and they will 
find oil. Geologically they will survey 
it. They will find oil, and they will 
drill. They will find the drilling capac-
ity, they will find the drilling equip-
ment, they will build the $2 billion 
platforms, and they will drill. But they 
will have to make sure it’s economi-
cally feasible, or they won’t do that. 

You know, if we have more produc-
tion, we are going to have lower gas 
prices, there is just no question about 
that. Every week that we go out of 
here like today, we are ending another 
week, we are going home, we haven’t 
done anything to increase the supply 
which will lead to lower gas prices and 
lower energy prices. 

I listened to the hyperbole during 
these talks on the floor. I listened to 
everybody giving reasons why we are 
not doing this or why we are not doing 
that, and the fact of the matter is we 
are not doing anything, and the Amer-
ican people are still suffering. They are 
spending $70, $80, $90 just to fill their 
gas tanks. They don’t know what they 
are going to do. They can’t get to 
work, they can’t take their kids to 
school. It’s affecting everything that 
we buy, our clothes, our food, every-
thing. 

As a result, we are facing not only 
energy problems, we are facing an eco-
nomic problem, an inflationary prob-
lem. We are not doing a darn thing 
about it. 

We need to drill wherever we can to 
find oil, in the ANWR, if necessary, off 
the continental shelf. We need to open 
up the other 97 percent of the conti-
nental shelf to drilling. If we do that I 
guarantee you, I guarantee there will 
be leases, and the oil companies will 
find the platforms necessary and the 
drilling equipment necessary to drill 
for that oil. If they can make money 
doing it, they are going to do it. 

The leases they have right now, if 
they are not going to find oil down 
there, it’s not sufficient, they are not 
going to put a $2 billion platform down 
there and drill for that oil. That’s why 
we need to open up more of these areas 
of the continental shelf for drilling. 

Remember, and I hope the American 
people listen to this, 97 percent of the 
continental shelf is not being explored 
or even allowed to be explored. That’s 
terrible. We know we need energy, and 
we are sending $700 billion to the 
Saudis, to South America and other 
countries when we had that energy 
right here in America. 

Somebody said, well, it will take 10 
years to get that oil to market if we 
drill for it. Well, I don’t think it will 
take that long, but let’s say it does. We 
need to get started sometime, and we 
were going to start in the 1970s, and we 
didn’t do anything. We are in a worse 
situation today than when we had the 
oil embargo. 

We need to start. We need to move 
toward energy independence. 

I will submit to you that before the 
end of this session, before September 
30, we have an opportunity to end the 
moratorium on drilling off the conti-
nental shelf and elsewhere. The mora-
torium on drilling off on the conti-
nental shelf and elsewhere in this coun-
try expires September 30. The only way 
that moratorium can continue is if we 
pass legislation to continue it. So I be-
lieve, and I know that there will be leg-
islation before this body and the end of 
September that will extend that mora-
torium. 

I would like to say to my colleagues, 
both Democrat and Republicans, we 
need to vote against that moratorium 
extension. If it’s in a spending bill or 
any other kind of a bill, we need to 
stop that bill from being passed as long 
as that moratorium is in there, because 
the American people are demanding, 
demanding that we do something about 
this energy crisis. They are demanding 
that we move toward energy independ-
ence. 

They want alternative fuels. They 
want alternative sources of energy. 
They want solar, they want wind, they 
want all of that. We have seen all of 
that on television, but during this 
transition period, they want energy. 
The only way we are going to get it is 
to drill for gas and oil. 

We can do that if we end that mora-
torium. I would like to say to my col-
leagues, Democrat and Republican, 
let’s get together in the next month, 
end that moratorium, not allow any 
legislation to go through that will ex-
tend that moratorium, so we can move 
toward energy independence. 

If you don’t believe that the people in 
this country are concerned about it, go 
to any gas station in this country, the 
next week when you are home or next 
weekend when you are home, and you 
will find that everybody is madder 
than hell about this. I was getting gas 
the other day, and I heard a guy say to 
his child, ‘‘Come here, son, do you want 
to help me spend some of your college 
education?’’ 

I am not kidding. He didn’t know I 
was there. He had a pickup truck, and 
he said to his son, ‘‘Come here, I want 
you to see how we are spending part of 
your college education.’’ We need to 
move toward energy independence, we 
need to drill, and we need to do it now. 

b 1945 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
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appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

34TH YEAR SINCE THE INVASION 
AND OCCUPATION OF THE RE-
PUBLIC OF CYPRUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. SARBANES) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to mark the 34th year since the 
invasion and occupation of the Repub-
lic of Cyprus. Since 1974, Turkish mili-
tary forces have illegally occupied the 
northern part of the island republic. 
The Turkish occupation forcibly di-
vides peaceful communities and de-
prives a sovereign nation the exercise 
of democratic independence in all of its 
territory. 

The Turkish invasion divided Greek- 
speaking and Turkish-speaking Cyp-
riots into two physically distinct com-
munities for the first time in the island 
nation’s history. The unlawful occupa-
tion of 37 percent of the territory of 
Cyprus continues unabated to this day. 
There are currently 43,000 Turkish 
troops garrisoned in the occupied 
areas, and Turkey has resettled over 
100,000 mainland Turkish citizens into 
those areas. 

The continued Turkish occupation of 
the island republic subverts the indige-
nous effort to establish a democrat-
ically free and culturally unique Cyp-
riot nation. All that stands in the way 
of Cypriots celebrating their unique 
and diverse national heritage within 
the expanded borders of the European 
Union is the presence of the Turkish 
occupation forces. 

Today, thousands of Cypriots con-
tinue to be refugees in their own land, 
blocked from the homes and the com-
munities they inhabited for genera-
tions. Some have been marooned in 
tiny enclaves trapped by the occupa-
tion forces, cut off from the outside 
world and basic human rights. A new 
generation of Cypriots has inherited 
the terrible dislocation that military 
occupation brings. 

In the face of all this, the Republic of 
Cypress has struggled and succeeded in 
building a strong society, one whose 
economic progress, development of 
democratic institutions and capable 
governance led to membership in the 
European Union in May 2004. Sadly, 
until there is an end to the occupation, 
the occupied areas of Cyprus will be de-
nied the full benefits of EU member-
ship. 

For the United States, there is a 
clear imperative to resolve the situa-
tion in Cyprus as a matter of justice 
and the rule of law, principles we hold 
dear. But beyond that, achieving reuni-
fication of the island is critical to the 
strategic interests of the United 
States. The Cyprus problem pits Amer-
ican allies against one another. The 
strategic interest in facilitating a ne-
gotiated settlement is significant for 
the region, but also for the world. Cy-

prus can either fester as a potential 
flash point or become a starting point 
for reconciliation. 

Reconciliation talks are now under-
way between the leadership of the two 
Cypriot communities. The opportunity 
for reconciliation is real. Since Cyprus’ 
entry to the EU, many checkpoints 
along the infamous green-line have 
been opened. After nearly 30 years of 
complete separation, there have been 
more than 13 million bi-communal 
crossings without any serious incident. 

Everyday Cypriots of the Turkish- 
speaking community cross into the 
free areas of the Republic of Cyprus to 
go to work. Indeed, nearly 3 percent of 
the Turkish-speaking Cypriot commu-
nity is employed in the free areas of 
the Republic of Cyprus, and more than 
35,000 have applied for and received 
passports from the Republic of Cyprus. 

The Cypriot people want an end to 
the division of their island. Their ef-
forts to negotiate reconciliation 
through the good offices of the United 
Nations must be free of Turkish inter-
ference. It is no secret that successive 
Turkish governments and, in par-
ticular, the Turkish military, use Cy-
prus as a shibboleth to rouse extremist 
and nationalist sentiment to enhance 
their own domestic standing. 

We, in the House of Representatives, 
should heed the political storm engulf-
ing Turkey. Today, in Turkey demo-
cratic expression is challenged at every 
turn. Today, in Turkey religious and 
ethnic minorities live in a state of 
credible fear and harm of persecution. 
Today and for more than 80 years, the 
Turkish military holds itself out as the 
primary political actor existing beyond 
the bounds of democratic account-
ability. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States 
should not yield to violations of human 
rights and the rule of law by the gov-
ernment of Turkey or the Turkish 
military. The United States, and its al-
lies, particularly the European Union, 
must stand in solidarity with all Cyp-
riots and support their commendable 
efforts to reconcile their differences 
and establish a bi-communal, bi-zonal 
federation. 

With the support of this body, it 
should be made clear to Turkey that 
perpetuating the status quo on Cyprus 
hurts its relations with the United 
States and the rest of the world. Worst 
of all, it forecloses Turkey’s prospects 
for accession to the European Union. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
reconciliation efforts now underway, 
and demand from our Turkish ally that 
it refrain from interfering in the rec-
onciliation efforts now underway. With 
a truly concerted effort by this body, 
next year we will commend the Cyp-
riots on their courageous reconcili-
ation, instead of observing the 35th 
year of Turkish military occupation. 

f 

THE 73 PERCENT MAJORITY, A 
PLAN FOR INDEPENDENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, in our coun-
try, Americans debate, argue and dis-
cuss all types of issues. And because of 
the type of people we are, we seldom 
agree on everything. Almost any issue 
you bring before the American public, 
it is evenly split on most issues, about 
50/50, sometimes a little more than oth-
ers. 

But today, 73 percent of all Ameri-
cans believe we ought to drill offshore. 
That is a phenomenal number. 73 per-
cent of Americans don’t really agree on 
hardly anything, but they agree on 
drilling offshore because the American 
public gets it. They understand we 
need more crude oil, Mr. Speaker. And 
the only way we can get gasoline is 
from crude oil. And the offshore drill-
ing ban by the President has been lift-
ed. 

The only thing standing between us 
and energy independence offshore is 
Congress. Congress has handcuffed the 
American public’s will to drill offshore. 

This map shows where we drill cur-
rently, Mr. Speaker. The section down 
here in the Southeast, where the blue 
markers are, now, I represent part of 
the State of Texas, and proud to do so. 
But we only drill in this country off 
the shore of Texas, Louisiana, parts of 
Mississippi, and parts of Alabama. 

But yet, you see all of this red sec-
tion, off of our shores, and in all of 
those areas there are places where 
there is crude oil on the bottom of the 
ocean. But yet, Congress won’t let us 
drill there. There are a lot of reasons 
for that. They are all political, and 
they are all nonsense because there is 
oil out there. 

Seventy-three percent of the Amer-
ican public say we ought to drill. We 
need help. Gasoline prices are too high. 
We can’t afford to go to work. And 
even in California, 53 percent of the 
people who live on the West Coast in 
California say, for the first time in re-
cent memory, that we ought to drill off 
that coast as well because there is 
crude oil out there in the Pacific. But 
because of political reasons and rea-
sons that really don’t make much 
sense we are not taking care of our-
selves. 

One argument is that we can’t drill 
safely, that those oil rigs out there in 
the Gulf of Mexico and off the east and 
west coast will cause environmental 
damage because there will be pollution 
from that crude oil that would seep 
from those oil rigs. That is not correct, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Give you the best example. In 2005, 
two hurricanes came blasting through 
my congressional district in Southeast 
Texas. Their names were Katrina and 
Rita. They came from Louisiana and 
Texas. Hundreds of offshore rigs in this 
area where we do drill were damaged or 
completely destroyed. But yet, we 
didn’t hear 1 word about those rigs 
causing pollution from crude oil seep-
age from the bottom of the Gulf of 
Mexico, and the reason was it didn’t 
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happen. Those massive valves that sit 
on the bottom of the Gulf of Mexico 
called Christmas trees, that are made 
in Houston, Texas, by the way, they 
shut down. That crude oil was not al-
lowed to escape and there was no envi-
ronmental damage. 

But still we hear this hue and cry. 
We can’t drill safely. There is pollu-
tion. Crude oil will pollute our shores. 
Let’s look at some facts instead of 
hysteria. 

Pollution from crude oil. Here is 
where it comes from off our shores. 
Mother Nature is the biggest culprit. 63 
percent of the pollution of crude oil 
that comes a shore is from Mother Na-
ture. 

The second is boating, 32 percent. 
Tankers cause 3 percent. And if you 
look at that little bitty line over there 
on the end, Mr. Speaker, 2 percent 
comes from offshore drilling. Mother 
Nature is the culprit, not offshore drill-
ing. We can drill offshore safely. 

We need to take care of ourselves. If 
we allow the opening of the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf, two good things will 
happen. Those oil companies will have 
to pay a lot of money for the right to 
drill offshore. That brings revenue into 
the Federal Treasury, to the taxpayers. 
And we ought to let States that do 
allow offshore drilling, no matter 
which State it is, get a portion of that 
offshore lease revenue, and let them 
use it in their states for whatever they 
wish, like education, transportation, 
health care, whatever they wish. 

Secondly, thousands, literally thou-
sands of high-paying jobs will be cre-
ated if we allow offshore drilling, plus 
we will have the crude oil, then the 
gasoline and be able to reduce the 
price. That is not the only answer, off-
shore drilling, but it is one of the an-
swers. 

And we are not doing anything. Like 
my grandfather used to say, when all is 
said and done, more is said than done. 
And we haven’t done anything this 
week. We could be 1 week up on off-
shore drilling if we just took the hand-
cuffs off of America and allowed off-
shore drilling. 

$425 million dollars a day goes to 
Saudi Arabia from the American tax-
payers to buy crude oil. $425 million. 
That money needs to stay home. We 
need to take care of ourselves. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

SETTING A FIRM TIMETABLE FOR 
IRAQ REDEPLOYMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, support 
is growing, finally, for setting a time-
table for the responsible redeployment 
of American troops and military con-
tractors from Iraq. Iraqi Prime Min-
ister Maliki supports a timetable. A 
majority of the Iraqi Parliament sup-
ports a timetable. Both Houses of Con-
gress have voted for a timetable. There 

is growing evidence that the majority 
of the Iraqi people support a timetable. 
And the American people certainly 
support a timetable. 

Even the administration, which has 
spent more than 5 years turning a deaf 
ear to the American people, can finally 
hear the steady drumbeat of support 
for a timetable. Last week the adminis-
tration agreed to what it called a gen-
eral time horizon for meeting aspira-
tional goals in Iraq. This kind of state-
ment is actually better than ‘‘stay the 
course,’’ which we have heard like a 
broken record from the White House 
for years. And it represents a victory 
for those who have been demanding a 
new direction in Iraq. 

But the administration’s position 
still falls far short of what is needed. A 
general time horizon for meeting aspi-
rational goals is far too vague. When 
would the time horizon be reached? No-
body knows. 

What is an aspirational goal? Nobody 
knows. 

I believe the fuzzy wording is delib-
erate. It is obvious that the adminis-
tration wanted to say something that 
sounds like a withdrawal but isn’t a 
withdrawal. The loopholes in the ad-
ministration’s position are big enough 
to drive a truck through. I am afraid 
that a general time horizon for meet-
ing aspirational goals may just be an-
other way of saying ‘‘permanent occu-
pation.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, we need clarity in our 
policy. We need to set a firm timetable 
for redeployment and a firm date for 
complete redeployment. These dates 
should be set in a way that ensures the 
safety of our troops and guarantees 
that the redeployment will be orderly 
and responsible. And we need a clear 
statement that there will be no perma-
nent U.S. bases in Iraq. 

A firm timetable for redeployment 
will accomplish many important goals. 
It will return full sovereignty to the 
Iraqi people. It will give the Iraqis in-
centives to step up the pace for polit-
ical reconciliation. It will hasten the 
day that the Iraqis are capable of tak-
ing full responsibility for their own se-
curity. It will take an enormous strain 
off our own military, which has been 
stretched to the breaking point by the 
occupation of Iraq. It will relieve the 
strain on our overburdened military 
families. It will help to stabilize the 
Middle East, and help the United 
States to be a more effective broker in 
peace talks between the Israelis and 
Palestinians. 

b 2000 

It will allow us to focus on a solution 
for Afghanistan, a solution that can 
win the hearts and minds of the Afghan 
people. It will allow us to take billions 
of dollars that are being spent on the 
Iraq occupation and use that money in-
stead for domestic needs and to help 
the American people deal with current 
hard times. 

It will open the door for regional and 
for international partners to come into 

Iraq and to help with the reconstruc-
tion of that shattered nation. It will 
restore America’s moral leadership in 
the world, and it will make us a more 
credible leader in the fight against ter-
rorism. It will send a signal to the rest 
of the world that America is ready to 
be America again. That means a nation 
which respects the rule of law, that has 
compassion of the people of the world 
and that prefers peace over war. 

Mr. Speaker, the administration’s 
time horizon isn’t enough. After more 
than 5 years of occupation, the only 
thing that should be on the horizon is 
a firm timetable for redeployment. 
That’s what the American people and 
the Iraqi people want. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

OIL EXPLORATION AND 
PRODUCTION IN AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DANIEL E. 
LUNGREN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I have the privi-
lege of representing the Third Congres-
sional District of California. It is in the 
Greater Sacramento area. I live in a 
wonderful community called Gold 
River along the American River, near 
the site of the finding of gold in the 
1800s, which began the great gold rush 
in California. 

When I was home in my district over 
the last several weekends, I had an op-
portunity to speak to a number of peo-
ple in that district, and the issue that 
they were most concerned about was 
that of energy. 

This is of some interest to me, not 
only because of the legitimate con-
cerns of the people of my district—the 
problems that are besetting them as a 
result of the higher and higher prices 
of energy, particularly with respect to 
gasoline, the embedded transportation 
costs and many other things, such as 
food—but because, before I moved to 
that area some now 20 years ago, I for 
most of my life lived in Long Beach, 
California, and I’d had the privilege of 
representing that area and the adjoin-
ing areas for 10 years in this Congress 
during my first tenure here. Although I 
was not involved in the energy indus-
try nor were my parents nor were other 
members of my family, I did go to 
school with a number of people who 
were either involved or whose parents 
were involved in that industry. 

The community of Signal Hill is 
completely surrounded by my home-
town of Long Beach—Signal Hill, one 
of the longest producing oil fields in 
the United States. As I grew up, I saw 
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offshore drilling, some very close to 
shore on the manmade islands in San 
Pedro Bay and Long Beach Harbor, 
where the drilling of a resource that 
had been counted to be, perhaps, as 
large as 2 billion barrels of oil was a re-
ality during the years I grew up, and it 
continues to this day. 

As a matter of fact, every school dis-
trict in California benefited from that 
as they got a bit of the royalties that 
were achieved because these are con-
sidered State lands, tidelands. 

I also saw some rigs further out off 
the shores of the Long Beach and Hun-
tington Beach areas that I represented, 
and I noted that we didn’t have prob-
lems with oil seepage or with the loss 
of oil to any measurable amount dur-
ing those years that I saw it there. 

I also understood from those who 
worked in the fields and from those 
who worked in the refineries that this 
is tough work, difficult work, but it is 
proud work, hard work, blue-collar 
work, American work. I remember 
some of my friends having parents who 
were called wildcatters. It wasn’t a de-
risive term at the time. It was a term 
of some pride. These were people who 
took risks to go out and attempt to 
find oil, not only in California but in 
other places around the United States, 
and somehow during the period of time 
or from the period of time that I was a 
child to the present time, these people 
have gotten a bad name, that somehow 
anything that is touched by the oil in-
dustry is dirty and befouls the environ-
ment. 

Yet what we have seen over the last 
30 to 40 years is a remarkable improve-
ment in technology and tremendous at-
tention to detail with respect to the 
protection of the environment. So it 
not only surprises but it saddens me 
that on this floor we can’t have debate 
about bills that would allow us to dis-
cover, uncover and produce the natural 
resources that are available to us at 
this present time for ourselves, for our 
children and for our grandchildren. 

We are here on a Thursday evening 
once again. We are not here for a 5-day 
week but for barely a 3-day week, com-
ing up next week for our last week be-
fore we leave for the August recess, and 
we have not had one serious piece of 
legislation dealing with increased sup-
ply. We’ve had shell game legislation 
like today’s legislation on the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve. We’ll remove 
some now, put it back later. The net 
result is no increase in supply world-
wide, and that is the answer, in part, to 
the energy problem. 

I have supported wind, and I have 
supported solar, and I have supported 
nuclear, and I have supported geo-
thermal, and I have supported hydro-
electric. I continue to support that, but 
the fact of the matter is, if you look at 
the real world, we very much rely on 
oil, natural gas and oil, and we have 
tremendous reserves in and around this 
country that we have put off limits. It 
doesn’t make sense. It makes less and 
less sense every day, and yet we fail to 
move. 

I would just hope that, before we 
leave next Friday, we would at least 
have a single vote on this floor to open 
up greater areas for exploration and for 
the production of American oil pro-
duced by American men and women for 
American men and women. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE CITY OF 
BRUNSWICK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. SUTTON) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in honor and recognition of the 
City of Brunswick, one of the ‘‘10 Best 
Towns for Families’’ in the United 
States. 

The City of Brunswick has been rec-
ognized by Family Circle magazine 
from over 1,850 communities as one of 
the ‘‘10 Best Towns for Families.’’ But 
this is hardly a surprise for anyone who 
lives there. 

With family-friendly neighborhoods 
and child-friendly parks, like Mooney 
Park, where hundreds of boys and girls 
fill summer evenings playing baseball 
and softball, we have long known that 
Brunswick is one of the best towns for 
families. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the rest of Amer-
ica will know about the vision Bruns-
wick’s community leaders and their 
citizens have pursued to create a com-
munity of excellence. 

Communities throughout this Nation 
can look to Brunswick for examples of 
how to green their communities. With 
their Tire Adoption program, over 
$25,000 was raised to recycle 20,000 tires, 
converting old junkyard into park 
land. 

In addition, the Brunswick Art 
Works recently held the second annual 
Eco-Arts Chalk Festival in North Park. 
At this event, children not only com-
peted in chalk art sidewalk drawing 
contests, but they also made their own 
rain collection barrels out of recycled 
plastic drums. 

Let us not forget that the Nation’s 
first LEED-certified grocery store calls 
Brunswick, Ohio in the Brunswick 
Town Center its home. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, I am so 
pleased to honor Brunswick, Ohio, part 
of my district, as one of the 10 best 
towns in America for families. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KAGEN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. KAGEN addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

THE FIGHT FOR OUR FUTURE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, in the 
days after the 9/11 attacks, politicians, 
journalists and assorted experts rushed 
to claim that America and the world 
had entered a new era and that the bat-
tle with al Qaeda would define the first 
decades of the 21st century. 

As the fight against al Qaeda has 
continued and intensified, we have 
come to see the impact of that fight on 
a key national security paradigm of 
the post Cold War era: the quest for en-
ergy security in an industrializing and 
ever-flattering world. 

The United States has long recog-
nized that our global leadership and 
economic strength depended on cheap, 
abundant energy from the Middle East. 
Disruptions to that supply as a result 
of the 1973 oil embargo, the Iranian 
revolution of 1979 and the 1990 Iraqi in-
vasion of Kuwait had demonstrated our 
vulnerability to events halfway around 
the world. Rather than taking the 
steps necessary to wean ourselves from 
Middle East oil, we sought to create 
stability in the region by aligning our-
selves with pro-Western autocrats 
whose powerful internal security forces 
kept restive populations in check. 

Capacity and price, the first high and 
the second low, stayed our hand. Cheap 
and plentiful oil powered the American 
economy to preeminence while solar, 
wind and biomass energy were expen-
sive. Environmental concerns, includ-
ing increasing evidence that the burn-
ing of fossil fuels was altering the 
Earth’s climate, were relegated to sec-
ondary status. 

All of that has now changed. The 9/11 
attacks and the Iraq war have high-
lighted the seething political insta-
bility in the Middle East. The rise of 
China and India have increased com-
petition for oil even as the global sup-
ply has remained stable. Finally, the 
Earth’s climate is changing more rap-
idly and more profoundly than many 
scientists had forecasted, leading to a 
global consensus that humanity must 
take immediate steps to curtail the 
emission of carbon dioxide and other 
greenhouse gasses. 

This confluence of political, eco-
nomic and environmental factors is one 
of the greatest challenges that this Na-
tion has faced in its history, but just as 
we have risen to meet other chal-
lenges—from the Revolution to the 
Civil War to the Great Depression and 
the totalitarian dictatorships of the 
20th century—I am confident that we 
will emerge from this crisis stronger 
and better positioned than our eco-
nomic rivals to prosper in this new 
world. 

As for the other problems that we 
have faced, finding a solution will re-
quire us to put our faith in American 
ingenuity and in our enormous capac-
ity to fund and focus research and de-
velopment efforts. In the last 2 years, 
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we have dramatically increased fund-
ing for research into renewable energy, 
but we must do even more by declaring 
a new Apollo Project for energy inde-
pendence. 

Even as we provide incentives to ac-
celerate scientific research into reduc-
ing the cost of renewable energy, we 
must also act now to reduce our fossil 
fuel imports. The cheapest and 
quickest way to accomplish this is to 
reduce energy and fuel use through fuel 
efficiency, energy efficiency, conserva-
tion, and green development. We can 
also reduce our dependence on fossil 
fuels and foreign oil in the short term 
by a responsible increase in domestic 
production, but this must be viewed for 
what it is—a short-term expedient and 
a bridge to a future based on renewable 
energy. 

We cannot convert our economy from 
one dependent on fossil fuels to one 
that is based on renewable energy over-
night, but we must take the position 
that our continued use of oil and gas 
will be largely phased out in the com-
ing decades and that renewed, environ-
mentally responsible exploration is in-
tended to ease the conversion to a post- 
fossil fuel economy. 

As a threshold matter, we must im-
prove the fuel efficiency of our cars and 
trucks, as Congress mandated last De-
cember, and develop plug-in hybrid ve-
hicles to drive further efficiency. Doing 
this will not only break our addiction 
to oil, it will also reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions by 30 percent. 

This effort should be undertaken in 
conjunction with the national effort to 
improve our public transportation sys-
tem, which still receives just a fraction 
of the investment that we put into 
roads. Congress has acted to increase 
public transit, but more needs to be 
done both at a local level and, more 
importantly, at State and regional lev-
els. 

We must also make our homes more 
energy efficient by installing rooftop 
solar panels, switching to energy-effi-
cient appliances and enabling con-
sumers and businesses to pay lower 
prices for electricity at night so that 
we can reduce the daytime spike in 
electricity usage that requires utilities 
to keep high-price power generation on 
call. 

Companies have invested and work-
ers have trained themselves in indus-
tries that were supported by our past 
Tax Code and its provisions. Climate 
change legislation will change those 
incentives, and while many high-tech 
American industries will prosper, some 
industries will suffer. For example, in 
my home State of California, solar and 
geothermal are growing by leaps and 
bounds. There are start-ups throughout 
the State building solar energy plants 
and installing solar energy systems. 
The silicon shortage that has slowed 
solar development in the last 3 years is 
fading as new factories come online. 

But this new development is still de-
pendent on the tax incentives that 
Congress has still not extended past 

the end of the year. We must not let 
these tax incentives expire and, in-
stead, extend them for several years so 
that this expanding industry can be-
come a driver in the economy. 

Mr. Speaker, my constituents are 
telling me they want Congress to take 
the steps necessary to transition our 
Nation to clean, renewable energy. I 
urge us to do exactly that. 

They have told me that the energy crisis 
has imposed enormous hardship on them and 
on millions of other Americans. But, as in cri-
ses past, they also believe that our ingenuity, 
our can-do spirit and optimism will enable us 
to bequeath to our children and grandchildren 
a world that is cleaner and more prosperous. 
I share their hopes and their determination. 

b 2015 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CALVERT) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. CALVERT addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. CULBERSON addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. CONAWAY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. WELLER of Illinois addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. RYAN) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the opportunity to come down 
once again with my good friend from 
western PA, just over the border, Mr. 
ALTMIRE from Pennsylvania, to just 
kind of clear up the record here a little 
bit and talk a little bit about what we 
have been doing here over the past 

year-and-a-half in Congress, to talk a 
little bit about the hole our country is 
in and how it has led to a lot of the 
stress that most American families are 
feeling now, most small businesses are 
feeling now. 

But I’m going to take some liberties 
here, Mr. Speaker, and congratulate 
my brother and my sister-in-law. A few 
days ago, Andrea Maria was born to my 
brother and sister-in-law, and now my 
godchild, Nicolas, and the second-in- 
command, Dominick, now have a little 
baby sister. So I wanted to congratu-
late my mom and Joe and Shari 
Burkey, the grandparents, and my 
brother and sister-in-law for having an-
other one, three for three. So, if the 
gentleman has a few kids of his own, he 
knows they’re not getting much sleep, 
but the baby is healthy. 

Also, I want to talk about, I think 
with that in mind, is what kind of leg-
acy we’re leaving to this next genera-
tion of Americans. And our friends 
today who spoke before us and spoke 
on the floor a little bit earlier today, 
you know, were talking about the im-
portance of getting oil into the market 
and how if we would get oil into the 
market that it would reduce the cost of 
a gallon of gas. 

And what the Democratic leadership 
has done—and just today we voted on 
taking 70 million barrels of oil out of 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, 
which is what we have as a country, 700 
million barrels of oil, just in case, if 
there’s some kind of catastrophe, if 
there’s some kind of crisis, that we can 
go to this oil and use it for whatever 
purposes we deem necessary. 

So, a few months ago, as we put oil 
into this reserve every day and every 
month, we said, as Democrats, that 
starting I think on June 30 that this oil 
would not go into the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve every day; instead, we 
would divert it out of the reserve and 
into the market. And analysts were 
telling us that that would have some 
short-term effect in bringing the cost 
down. 

We have seen the cost of a gallon of 
gas go down in the past few days, not 
significantly enough, but we feel like 
that strategic move that we made is 
having some effect. 

So, today, we wanted to take that to 
the next step and say that we’re going 
to take 10 percent of this reserve, 70 
million barrels of oil, and pump it right 
into the market, and it would affect all 
the speculation that’s going on 
through the Enron loophole, and it 
would inject oil into the market. 

And today, we had a vote. And a lot 
of our friends, who were down on this 
floor, Mr. Speaker, just minutes and 
hours ago and have been railing on how 
we need to get oil into the market, 
voted against this oil going directly 
into the market. And you can’t have it 
both ways, Mr. Speaker. You can’t say 
you want more supply of oil into the 
market, and then when we bring up a 
bill and just cause the Democrats bring 
the bill up and say take 70 million bar-
rels of oil and put it into the market to 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:54 Jul 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00083 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JY7.142 H24JYPT1er
ow

e 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7144 July 24, 2008 
drive down costs immediately, our 
friends all voted against it. You can’t 
have it both ways. Either you want oil 
into the market, you want more sup-
ply, or you don’t. And just because the 
Democrats say use the reserve and put 
it in to stop the speculation and drive 
the price down, our friends voted 
against it. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. ALTMIRE. I thank the gen-

tleman, and I do congratulate him on 
his new niece as well. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Thank you. 
Mr. ALTMIRE. And the gentleman is 

correct, and we were sitting here lis-
tening to some of the Members that 
came before us talk about the impor-
tance of supply, and there’s a couple of 
issues. 

One is the fact that we are dealing 
with folks who are advocating increas-
ing supply 10 and 20 years from now. 
The policies of drilling off the coasts 
and opening up new areas of the Outer 
Continental Shelf, opening up the Arc-
tic National Wildlife Refuge in Alaska, 
the first drop of oil does not come for 
10 years. We don’t achieve peak capac-
ity in either of those areas for at least 
20 years, according to the Department 
of Energy, President’s Bush own De-
partment of Energy. Those aren’t our 
numbers; that’s their numbers. 

So the issue of increasing supply— 
and they have a really nice slogan that 
they like to use: Drill here, drill now. 
And we’ll see them wearing their but-
tons, and you hear some of the radio 
talk show hosts around the country: 
Drill here, drill now. And that’s a great 
slogan, but that’s not what ANWR is. 
That’s not what opening up new areas 
of the Outer Continental Shelf is. If 
you are advocating that policy, if 
that’s your energy policy, then your 
slogan ought to be: Drill here, drill in 
10 years, drill in 20 years. So that’s one 
side of the equation. 

But to what the gentleman talks 
about, if you’re going to make the ar-
gument that the only way to solve this 
energy crisis is to increase the supply 
of oil, domestic supply, let’s get more 
oil on to the market—and again, what 
they’re advocating isn’t doing it imme-
diately—but if you’re saying we need 
to do it immediately, well, there is one 
way to do it immediately, and let’s 
take a look at the history. 

The gentleman talked about, effec-
tive July 1, the 70,000 barrels a day 
every day that this country was plac-
ing into the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve is now going into the private 
market, effective July 1. What’s been 
the impact? Well, on July 7, which was 
that first day after the July 4 holidays, 
the price of gas was at an all-time 
high. I believe it was four-eleven-and-a- 
half, highest it’s ever been. We’re right 
now about 6 cents less than that, not a 
substantial decrease. But instead of the 
exponential increase that we had seen 
for months, trajectory of price straight 
up, we’ve now seen a very slight de-
crease, but a decrease nonetheless. Cer-
tainly, some stability in the market 

where none existed before as a direct 
result of the action this Congress took 
to begin withholding shipments in the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, and now 
we’ve seen the impact. It has reduced 
the price. 

Well, what do you think the impact 
would be instead of 70,000 barrels a day, 
how about taking 70 million barrels out 
of the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, 
over a certain period of time, not all at 
once, but putting 70 million barrels 
into the market? You would see an 
amazing decrease in the price, as the 
gentleman knows, and that’s what we 
advocated here today. 

And while we were sitting here lis-
tening to the Members that came be-
fore us, a couple of them in particular 
talked about how this Congress has 
done nothing advocating increasing 
supply. Well, today, not last week or 
last year, today before we came on the 
floor for this speech, this whole House 
took a vote a couple of hours ago on re-
leasing 70 million barrels. You want to 
talk about now, that’s now, 70 million 
barrels from the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve, put it into the market. 

It would have an incredible effect, 
not only on decreasing gas prices be-
cause you have more supply, but 
maybe even more importantly, on 
these speculators who are betting on 
the price of oil continuing to go up and 
manipulating the price in the market, 
and that’s a very real issue. It’s a very 
big part of why gas prices have gone up 
as high as they have because of this 
market speculation. They wouldn’t 
know how to react if we put 70 million 
barrels in a time sequence over time 
into the market. That would have real 
impact on their ability to continue to 
manipulate, and they would lower the 
cost in the market as well. It would 
have two impacts. 

And how do those Members who talk 
about increasing supply and the need of 
this Congress to do something about 
gas prices—it’s all they talk about. 
Well, what did they do? Well, most all 
of them voted against it. We have the 
numbers here on the vote. 157 Repub-
licans opposed that vote today. 157 
voted against increasing domestic sup-
ply of oil. After all the lectures we’ve 
had to endurefor the last several 
months about how we need to put more 
oil in the market, we had a vote to do 
just that today. A hundred plus of 
them voted against it. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And that’s the 
thing. We get a card, you’ve got a vote, 
the board lights up, your name’s up 
there, you either hit the green button 
for ‘‘yes’’ and the red button for ‘‘no.’’ 
And the same people that said, you 
know, we’ve got to get oil, we’ve got to 
put it on the market, voted against it. 
And as you said 157 Republicans. 

Now, we’re big on third party 
validators here with our 30 Something 
because we know you may not nec-
essarily believe everything that we are 
saying so we make sure that we back 
some of this up. 

Now, here is the statistics, and I will 
share also some quotes. This is what’s 

happened in the past when we’ve taken 
out of the Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
this oil that’s just sitting there and 
we’ve put it into the market. 

In 1991, this was done by the first 
President Bush, and prices went down 
by 33 percent. In 2000, it was done 
again, 18.7 percent prices went down, 
and it was done in 2005, which is 9 per-
cent. So any of these examples in 
which we took directly out of the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve and put it 
into the market has driven costs down 
and in 1991 to the tune of 33 percent, 
but even if it was 10 percent, you’re 
talking about immediately knocking 40 
cents a gallon off of a gallon of gas. 

And that’s what we tried to pass 
today, and 157 Republicans prevented 
that from happening. That’s the bot-
tom line. And so you can’t say one 
thing and then do the other. 

So you know Mr. ALTMIRE is saying 
this. I’m saying this. Speaker PELOSI is 
saying this. But that’s not it. We’re not 
the only ones saying it. Former Speak-
er Newt Gingrich says, First thing is 
dump about half the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve into the world market. 
You can pump about 2 million barrels a 
day. The marginal effect of that will 
bring down the price of oil very sub-
stantially. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. If the gentleman 
would yield, to put that in perspective, 
former Speaker Gingrich by that quote 
is advocating—did he say half the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yeah. 
Mr. ALTMIRE. To put that in per-

spective to what we did today, half of 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve would 
be approximately 350 million barrels. 
We voted today on 70 million barrels, 
time released over time. Speaker Ging-
rich recommended a much more drastic 
course of action, 350 million barrels, 
and again, 157 Republicans voted 
against a much smaller version of that 
today. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Right. So we had 
an opportunity today to do this, and 
the Republicans have prevented it. You 
can surmise why maybe they wanted to 
do that, but we have experts who we 
try to listen to when it’s coming to 
these major economic decisions that 
are going to reduce the price at the 
pump, and we had the opportunity to 
do that today and it was prevented. So 
it wasn’t just Speaker Gingrich. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. I’m sorry, if the gen-
tleman will yield, because I hadn’t seen 
this quote before we came on today, 
that quote—because people at home 
might say, well, when was that from? 
Was that from 1996? What are we talk-
ing about? That quote was from June 
12 of this year. Last month is when 
that quote came from. So that’s a real- 
time quote, talking about half the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve as a 
course of action. 

b 2030 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Absolutely. So 
just a few days ago, our good friend 
from Tennessee, Representative 
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WAMP—who I sit on the Energy and 
Water Subcommittee of Appropriations 
with—RODNEY ALEXANDER, a Repub-
lican from Louisiana, Johnny Isakson, 
Republican from Georgia, there are 
some Republicans who are saying, ‘‘put 
this into the market,’’ but not enough 
to actually have the kind of impact to 
actually get this done, not as many as 
we need. 

And when you look at the American 
Trucking Association, when you look 
at the National Farmers Union, when 
you look at the Air Transportation As-
sociation, all of these groups wanted us 
to do this today. We did it, and it was 
prevented from happening: 70 million 
barrels of oil going into the market 
today. 

But part of it—and I know the gen-
tleman wants to talk a little bit about 
this as well—is what is happening with 
the dollar and how the dollar has been, 
because of its weakness at this point, 
the dollar has increased the cost of a 
lot of these commodities. 

And I’d like to yield to my friend. 
Mr. ALTMIRE. And I appreciate the 

gentleman yielding. 
And I would put it in the perspective 

of, let’s take a look at how we got 
where we are today, take a little walk 
down memory lane. And why have gas 
prices gone up so dramatically? And 
the speakers on the other side will 
bring up their charts with their 
timelines and try to point fingers and 
cast blame. 

The three major reasons that gas 
prices have increased so dramatically 
over the past several months is the in-
creased demand for growing economies 
like China and India. There is nothing 
we can do about that; that is going to 
continue to grow, it’s going to con-
tinue to be a problem. And we’re going 
to have to continue to deal with that, 
the increased demand in growing 
economies. 

However, two of the other main rea-
sons why the price of gas has gone up 
so much over the past several months, 
the speculators in the market manipu-
lating the price, driving it up beyond 
reasonable levels because they’re bet-
ting that the cost of oil is going to con-
tinue to go up. That’s something we 
can do something about, something we 
are going to do something about. 

And the other factor, a major reason 
for the price of oil in the market hav-
ing risen to all-time record highs—be-
fore we stopped the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve shipments, which has led 
to the decrease in recent weeks, but 
it’s still at a near record high for the 
price of oil—is the U.S. dollar and the 
low dollar around the world. 

Oil is traded in the world market 
with the U.S. dollar. Obviously we use 
the U.S. dollar, so we’re going to pay 
more for oil as a result of the deflation 
that has taken place with the dollar at 
near record lows in relation to other 
currencies around the world. Anyone 
who has traveled this summer to other 
countries can see the impact of the low 
dollar on your exchange rate. 

Well, let’s take a look at why that 
happened. Why do we have such a low 
dollar? Two of the main reasons: 

Our trade deficit, the imbalance in 
trade from what we’re shipping out 
overseas to what we’re bringing in. 
We’re bringing in a lot more from over-
seas than we’re exporting. The trade 
imbalance plays a huge role in that. 

And of course the debt, the national 
debt. And we’ve talked many times—I 
won’t give you the long lecture on it. 
But suffice it to say 8 years ago we 
were looking at a $5.5 trillion surplus 
over the next 10 years, could have paid 
off the entire national debt. Because of 
the economic policies of this adminis-
tration and the previous Congresses 
when they controlled both the White 
House and Congress on the other side, 
the decisions that were made have led 
to a skyrocketing national debt, defi-
cits every year, deficits as far as the 
eye can see. And now, instead of having 
paid off the entire national debt, what 
do we have? We have a debt ceiling 
that’s now over $10 trillion. That’s why 
the dollar is at an all-time low. That’s 
one of the big reasons why oil has sky-
rocketed in the world market. 

So the very people who made those 
decisions, the very people who are re-
sponsible for those economic policies 
and those trade policies that have led 
to devaluation of the dollar in the 
world-wide market, the very same peo-
ple who made those decisions are now 
coming forward with their ideas on 
what to do with regard to the energy 
crisis. And we should take that with a 
grain of salt, at minimum, because 
we’ve seen the impact of their policies, 
we know what happened. The American 
people have cast judgment on what 
they thought about those policies. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Well, let’s think 
about it. When the second President 
Bush got in in 2000, two oilmen in the 
White House, and Vice President CHE-
NEY has this secret meeting—that no-
body was allowed to know about—to 
begin to implement the energy policy 
of this administration, Republican 
House, Republican Senate, Republican 
White House, and here we go, here 
comes the energy policy. 

Now, an energy policy that we agree 
on today doesn’t necessarily have an 
effect today. Moving barrels out of the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve is a 
unique example of something having an 
immediate effect. But with energy poli-
cies, today’s decisions have an effect 
years later. And so in 2000, when the 
Bush administration came, Mr. Speak-
er, and implemented this policy, head-
ed up by the Vice President, we are 
now feeling the effects of it. 

There was no massive move towards 
alternative energy. There was no ex-
pansion of nuclear. There was no ex-
pansion of biodiesel. There was no sig-
nificant investment into alternative 
energies so that we can become inde-
pendent. And when you look at the fact 
that we import—nearly 70 percent of 
the oil that we use in this country is 
imported from other sources, com-

pletely dependent on the Middle East 
and other countries in South America. 

So they have implemented their en-
ergy policy, and today we have $4 a gal-
lon gas. And the comments saying 
somehow that it’s not their fault, it’s 
not their responsibility, when their 
policies have been implemented, is ri-
diculous. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. And I would remind 
our colleagues and the gentleman—he 
probably was sitting here when Presi-
dent Bush stood right behind him at 
that podium in this House for his State 
of the Union Address—probably 2005, I 
think—and talked about our addiction 
to oil, spent most of his speech talking 
about our addiction to oil and how we 
need to do everything we can and have 
a national priority to get away from 
our addiction to oil. Well, his energy 
plan is inconsistent with that rhetoric 
because his energy plan is all about 
furthering our addiction to oil, cement-
ing it—— 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Right. 
Mr. ALTMIRE.—in a way that we 

have never seen before in this country, 
where everything they want to do has 
to do with expanding our dependence 
on oil, making us more dependent. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And if you think 
about what, in my estimation, great 
leaders would have done after 9/11, and 
you think about what the Lincolns and 
the Roosevelts and the Kennedys would 
have done in that particular situation, 
we had so much political clout in the 
world after 9/11. President Bush’s ap-
proval ratings were off the charts. He 
failed to seize that opportunity to call 
up the oil companies, sit them down in 
the Cabinet room and say, boys, the 
party’s over. We’re all getting to-
gether, it’s going to be a public/private 
partnership, and we’re going in the al-
ternative energy realm together as a 
country, public and private. He didn’t 
do that. He asked everyone to go shop-
ping; that was the big, creative chal-
lenge to the country. And that was a 
missed opportunity that few Presidents 
ever get, and he got it. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. And we would be 7 
years down the road of that initiative 
right now. 

You think about the Apollo moon 
landing and the Manhattan Project, 
when Americans came together, 
worked towards a common goal, put 
our best and brightest and all of our re-
sources on the task, and we got the job 
done. So we would be 7 years into that 
right now. We would have made such 
tremendous progress. 

And it wouldn’t have just been us, it 
would be the entire world. The people 
at Honda and Toyota are putting out 
hydrogen fuel cell cars and hybrid bat-
tery-operated cars. The hybrid car in 
the 2010 model for Toyota is going to 
get 90 miles for the gallon. And there 
are going to be kinks and they’re going 
to be too expensive at first, but we’re 
getting there, we’re making progress. 
Imagine 7 years ago, if we had had a 
national and worldwide commitment 
led by the United States of America, 
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how different things would be today in-
stead of paying $4 a gallon for gas. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And when you 
think about that, and we had T. Boone 
Pickens in our caucus this week, he 
was on the Hill talking to both Demo-
crats and Republicans—many people 
may have seen his commercials about 
his plan for transferring energy from 
being oil-based into some of these al-
ternative energy fields, including wind, 
primarily, for him—but here’s a geolo-
gist from Oklahoma University who is 
worth $4 billion in the oil industry, 
kind of understands what’s going on, 
telling us ‘‘You can’t drill your way 
out of this.’’ 

But his main point was, not only that 
we’re importing 70 percent of our oil, 
but there’s a $700 billion transfer of 
wealth from the United States into 
these other countries. And what we’re 
saying is that $700 billion, that should 
be put to work here in the United 
States of America building windmills, 
building nuclear facilities, moving for-
ward with a lot of these other alter-
native energy sources that are clean 
and renewable. 

And you add to that what we’re 
spending on the war in Iraq, $10 to $12 
billion a month in Iraq. This is going 
to be a trillion dollar war, at the end of 
the day it’s going to cost us $3 trillion 
when you factor in the cost of dealing 
with a lot of the veterans who have 
come back, who we have an obligation 
to take care of in order to honor their 
service. If that money was spent focus-
ing on investments in alternative en-
ergy here in the United States 7 years 
ago, we would be so far down the path. 
We would have a green country. We 
would have green energy. We would 
have control of the lithium batteries 
that are being made. You would have 
plug-in cars. This all could have hap-
pened in the last 5 or 6 years. 

And so we need to get out of this 
mentality that somehow we’re stuck. 
And I think for public officials to tell 
us that somehow, when you only have 
4 percent of the world’s oil reserves, 
you can somehow drill your way out of 
this problem is misleading. And Boone 
Pickens said that, ‘‘They mislead the 
public.’’ This is what he said the other 
day when he was here, July 23, ‘‘They 
mislead the public.’’ The public thinks 
we can go and drill and they mislead it, 
and that we’re going to get $2 a gallon 
in gas. 

Let’s have an honest conversation 
about how we can prevent us from get-
ting into the same situation a decade 
from now, where you and I—maybe 
here, maybe not here—that we’re not 
having the same conversation. 

And we have an opportunity to do 
that now. Speaker PELOSI, we’ve put 
hundreds of millions of dollars into re-
search and development for these alter-
native energy sources, and some are 
starting to come online. But this 
should have been done 30 years ago, but 
especially 7 years ago. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. The gentleman is cor-
rect. We had an energy crisis 35 years 

ago where people had to wait in line for 
their gas, and depending on whether 
you had an even or odd number ending 
your license plate, you had to alternate 
days to even have the right to buy gas. 
And when that crisis subsided, this 
country, unfortunately, took a sigh of 
relief and said, well, I’m glad that’s 
over. Let’s keep doing it the way we’re 
doing it, let’s keep doing what we’re 
doing. And we are not going to let that 
happen again. 

We are not going to leave this for 
people like your niece, who was just 
born that you’re talking about. We are 
going to address the problem now. 
We’re going to take the steps, in a very 
long-term away, to be thoughtful, and 
take an approach that’s not going to 
continue our addiction to oil, that’s 
not going to continue our dependence 
on oil. We’re going to move forward in 
a way that’s going to move us away 
from oil and look at every possible 
source. 

Mr. Pickens, who you have the chart 
behind you, the gentleman from Ohio, 
he has his ideas on how to do that. And 
I don’t know if it’s going to be wind-
mills—which is what Mr. Pickens advo-
cates. I don’t know if it’s going to be 
hydrogen fuel cell or hybrid cars or 
solar or nuclear or clean burning coal 
or something we haven’t thought of, 
but let’s put everyone we have, all of 
our resources, the best and brightest, 
on the job. Let’s get it done. 

And the mission should be to get us 
off of oil. That’s where we want to go. 
That’s something we didn’t do 35 years 
ago and, unfortunately, we’re the 
worse off for it. It’s something we 
didn’t do 7 years ago when we had a na-
tional crisis where we could have made 
that step in the right direction, we 
didn’t do it. But we are here now, and 
we are not going to let the same mis-
takes be made this time that were 
made in the past. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And when you 
look at—and you mentioned it earlier— 
when you look at a lot of the situa-
tions that we have to deal with, that 
hopefully we can fix in time that my 
nieces and nephews don’t have to deal 
with, but the debt, just in the last few 
years, $3 trillion increase in the debt 
ceiling here to $10 trillion. So we’re 
borrowing this money because of the 
irresponsible tax cuts that the Bush 
administration passed when they got 
in, giving tax cuts primarily to the 
wealthiest people in the country who 
are making billions of dollars a year, 
benefiting from the system we have, 
and increasing the pressure with health 
care and energy costs on the middle 
class at the same time. And so these 
increases and the money that we’re 
borrowing is coming from China, is 
coming from Japan, is coming from 
OPEC countries. 

So when you think about the situa-
tion we’re in now and you’re paying $4 
at the pump because the Bush energy 
plan, the Bush/Cheney energy plan has 
been implemented, you’re paying $4 at 
the pump, and then you realize that 

your country is borrowing money for 
the war and the debt and the tax cuts 
that are going primarily to the top 1 
percent, and that money that you’re 
borrowing is coming from China and 
oil-producing countries—so they’re 
loaning you the money, and they’re 
getting interest, you’re paying them 
interest on it just like you would do to 
the bank—and the oil-producing coun-
tries are producing moringe oil and 
shipping more over here, so we have a 
$700 billion transfer of payments over 
to these oil producing countries. When 
you think about borrowing money from 
China, paying them interest on the 
money, and they take the interest that 
they make off the money you’re bor-
rowing and they invest that into basi-
cally state-run operations over there, 
whether it’s steel, or any other kind of 
manufacturer that they lure over with 
the money that they get from the 
Americans to build industrial parks, to 
build roads and bridges so that compa-
nies will move over there, to build 
Navy ships so that they can have a 
strong fleet in the Pacific, we’re fund-
ing all this because of the irresponsible 
practices. 

b 2045 

So we’re trying to dig ourselves out 
of this hole, and we’re still getting re-
sistance. Even to the tune of trying to 
put 70 million barrels of oil on the mar-
ket, we have trouble getting that 
passed because our Republican friends, 
Mr. Speaker, continue to prevent us 
from doing that. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. ALTMIRE. I will tell you what 

else is irresponsible. The gentleman 
from Ohio has a chart behind him that 
has quotes from T. Boone Pickens 
about the oil industry and advocates of 
this ANWR and offshore drilling, ‘‘Drill 
Here, Drill Now,’’ and we have talked 
about that, and he says, ‘‘They mislead 
the public.’’ That’s Mr. Pickens’ quote. 
That’s what’s irresponsible. It’s irre-
sponsible to put forward a policy that 
is specifically designed to score polit-
ical points; to, in a very cheap way, 
take advantage of the American peo-
ple’s exasperation with the fact that 
gas prices have skyrocketed out of con-
trol in recent months. 

So instead of trying to solve the 
problem, instead of joining us in voting 
today to release 70 million barrels of 
oil into the market immediately, in-
stead of joining us to force the oil com-
panies to use the nearly 90 million 
acres that are already permitted and 
leased and ready to go and force them 
to drill on it right now or we’re going 
to give that lease to somebody who 
will, instead of joining us in these ef-
forts, they oppose it, and we have been 
unable to pass them out of the House 
because of their opposition, when we 
have almost unanimously on our side 
supported it. That’s what is going on 
here, and that is why Mr. Pickens talks 
about the public being misled on this 
because when your slogan here is 
‘‘Drill Here, Drill Now’’ and the only 
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policy that you’re advocating for 
doesn’t create the first drop of oil for 
at least 10 years, there’s a disconnect 
there and you are misleading the pub-
lic. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And from my per-
spective, I certainly don’t want to put 
the philosophy that got us into the 
problem that we are in and reaffirm it 
and continue to go down that road. We 
only have 4 percent of the world’s oil 
reserves. What don’t you get about 
that picture, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. ALTMIRE. And we use 25 percent 
oil. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And we use 25 per-
cent. So we only have 4 percent and we 
use 25 percent, and we’re shipping $700 
billion a year to those countries that 
are sending their oil over here, and we 
can’t drill enough. Even if we open ev-
erything up, we still can’t get enough 
oil to solve the problem. It is simple 
math and it’s disingenuous, Mr. Speak-
er, to somehow mislead the American 
public, in the words of T. Boone Pick-
ens, who is an oilman from Texas who 
is saying the same thing. It is mis-
leading to say that we can drill our 
way out of this. 

There are 68 million acres that the 
oil companies now have, up to 90 mil-
lion. They’ve done the research as to 
where they wanted to purchase the 
lease. They think there is oil there. 
They know there’s oil there. Go and 
drill it and stop the political games of 
trying to say that somehow some of 
the American people are against it. Go 
ahead and drill. But that is not going 
to solve the problem. 

And I know in your district and I 
know the people that vote for me in my 
district want me to come down here to 
solve problems, not to mislead them 
and score political points. 

When I am eating at Vernon’s Res-
taurant about two blocks from me, the 
best Italian restaurant on the planet, 
Mr. Speaker, people want to know ex-
actly what we are going to do to solve 
the problem. And if you explain to 
them that we don’t have enough oil re-
serves to keep this train going, they’re 
smart enough to realize that they 
know how the movie ends, and it’s not 
pretty because now we’re 10 years from 
where we are today, gas is at $8 a gal-
lon, and we are more dependent on oil 
from the Middle East, and we have 
done nothing with wind and nuclear 
and biodiesel; so we are in a worse spot 
than we are today. 

Now, I would love to go to my friends 
who are at Vernon’s Restaurant and 
say, ‘‘If we just keep drilling, we’re 
going to be okay.’’ But that’s not the 
reality. Those aren’t the facts. And the 
facts have got to dictate what public 
policy is or we are not doing our job for 
the American people. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. And there may be 
some, Mr. RYAN, who are watching us 
today among our colleagues who would 
say, well, what are the facts? You’re 
giving your set of facts and figures. 
How do I know that what you’re saying 
is true? 

I would encourage any of our col-
leagues who are watching this to go to 
the Department of Energy’s Web site, 
pull up EIA, the Energy Information 
Administration, which is where all 
these figures that we talk about come 
from. That’s President Bush’s own De-
partment of Energy that is telling us 
what numbers we’re using today. 

And when you hear us talk about the 
68 million acres, we are talking about 
in the Continental United States, areas 
that are leased, ready to go. The oil 
companies have in an auction bought 
those leases. Clearly they think there’s 
oil there. They are paying rent on 
those leases right now for the right to 
keep that land. They would not do that 
if they didn’t think there is oil there. 
But our friends on the other side will 
still come one by one and parade up 
and say, well, there’s no oil there. 
Those are dry holes and there’s nothing 
there. They’re wrong, but let’s just let 
that go and say, okay, let’s talk about 
the 20 million acres in Alaska that we 
also talk about where there’s a similar, 
though not identical, circumstance 
where the Congress has approved the 
ability of the oil companies to lease 
and start drilling there. We’re not 
standing in the way. We have opened it 
up. The oil companies can drill there. 
It’s the Department of the Interior 
that has dragged their feet in getting 
these leases out. We want them to have 
the lease sales and the auctions to get 
the process going. It’s closer to 
Prudhoe Bay than ANWR; so the pipe-
line construction wouldn’t take as 
long, and it’s estimated that we could 
pull oil out of this area in 3 to 4 years 
instead of the 10 years it would take to 
pull it out of ANWR, which is a little 
bit further away. 

So what’s the point of all this? The 
point of all this is our friends on the 
other side will say the same thing: 
There’s no oil there. That’s not the 
fruitful area. It’s ANWR where the oil 
is, the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. 

Well, you might buy that argument 
except for fact what is the name of this 
territory that we’re talking about in 
Alaska? The name of the 20 million 
acres that we are talking about is the 
National Petroleum Reserve. Now, it 
would seem to me that if the name of 
the area is the ‘‘National Petroleum 
Reserve,’’ there’s probably some oil 
there. I think that’s a pretty safe 
guess. So you would have a pretty hard 
time saying that’s the reason why 
we’re not pulling oil out of the ground, 
because it’s not there, in the National 
Petroleum Reserve. 

So we brought to the floor last week 
a bill that said the Department of Inte-
rior is directed to hold the lease auc-
tions, to get the process going. The big 
oil companies are encouraged and, in 
fact, more than encouraged. They will 
either use the land for drilling or they 
will lose the right and we will give it to 
somebody who will. And we brought 
that bill to the floor. And as the gen-
tleman knows, what happened? All 
those same people who stand over on 

the other side and lecture us about the 
need to increase domestic supply, 
‘‘Drill Here, Drill Now,’’ they voted 
against it. Not all but most. The vast 
majority voted against it. Now, that 
seems pretty inconsistent to me. 

So what’s the motivation? Well, I’m 
not going to speculate on individual 
Members’ motivation. But if your 
mantra, if your cause celebre is ‘‘Drill 
Here, drill now, increase domestic pro-
duction, let’s get more oil on the mar-
ket,’’ and when the Congress brings to 
the floor a bill that does exactly that 
and sooner than the course of action 
that you advocate, I think you need to 
go home and explain to your constitu-
ents why you voted against that bill. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I agree. But it’s 
important for us to realize too that we 
are moving on the energy issues. We 
are trying to fix it, short term and long 
term. Short term by releasing the bar-
rels of oil out of the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve, have a short-term im-
pact, reduce the cost; and then long 
term, invest in these alternative en-
ergy sources with different kinds of 
cars and incentives and tax credits for 
renewables and all of these different 
policies that will help stimulate a lot 
of the renewable energy fields long 
term. 

We are also trying to do other things 
along public policy areas that will have 
an effect for families who are getting 
hurt today and getting squeezed be-
cause of energy and because of health 
care and because of tuition. 

One of the things I would like to talk 
about that we have been doing, fami-
lies want their kids to have a better 
life than they had, and they want their 
kids to move further on in life than 
they have. And the key in 2008 for that 
is an education. And what has hap-
pened just a week or so ago, one of the 
policies that we have implemented is 
reducing the cost of student loans. The 
cost of a student loan used to be 6.8 
percent, or the interest rate on a stu-
dent loan used to be about 6.8 percent 
last year. As of just a few days ago, 
this went down to 6 percent. And this is 
going to continue to go down over the 
course of the next few years to about 
3.4 percent for a student loan because 
when we got in, when the Democrats 
got in, and Speaker PELOSI has a major 
priority and a major emphasis on edu-
cation, this is where we put our re-
sources. This is where we made the in-
vestment. 

So for my friends, Mr. Speaker, who 
don’t seem to think there is a dif-
ference between the two parties, when 
you go to get a student loan and its .8 
percent less this year than it was last 
year, that’s because the Democrats are 
in and it was a priority for us to reduce 
the interest rate on a student loan. 
And when you go next year and it’s 
even lower and when you go the fol-
lowing year and I think by 2010 it’s 
down to 3.4 percent, the average stu-
dent loan is going to be reduced by 
about $4,400. So when you take the 
$4,400, you take the increase in the 
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minimum wage, you look at all of 
these different little policies that we 
have, they add up to where families 
and kids can have a better, more pros-
perous future than their parents had. 
But those are the kinds of investments 
that we’re making. And just today the 
minimum wage went up again because 
of what the Democrats have done. 

There’s a clear focus and a clear phi-
losophy of what we are trying to imple-
ment here, and that’s for middle class 
families to have success and for them 
to move forward and have their kids 
have more opportunity than they had. 
Whether it’s energy or health care or 
education, that’s where we are moving 
towards to make sure that we can ad-
vance that cause. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. I thank the gen-
tleman. That is something that we 
have worked on in this Congress and 
something that we have a great record 
of achievement is higher education. 
When you look at families struggling 
with the economy and look at the prob-
lems that we have with increased 
health care costs, certainly gas prices 
like we’re talking about, the cost of 
higher education is right there with 
the struggles that most middle class 
families or many middle class families 
in this country are facing. And this 
Congress took, in the very early days, 
a step, a very big step, to help families. 

We cut in half the interest rates on 
student loans from 6.8 percent to 3.4 
percent. And as the gentleman indi-
cates, that by itself is going to save the 
average student borrower in this coun-
try $4,400 over the lifetime of the loan. 

But we didn’t stop just there. We in-
creased Pell grants to their highest 
level in history, and we capped at 15 
percent of income the amount of dis-
cretionary income that the borrower 
after they graduate will be required to 
pay, which will help them minimize 
their debt, prevent them from getting 
overextended with their debt obliga-
tions when they’re not making a lot of 
money right from the start, and avoid 
some of the problems that we have seen 
in the credit market now where peo-
ple’s homes have been foreclosed be-
cause they got overextended. 

Those are real accomplishments on 
real issues that matter to the Amer-
ican people and matter to American 
families, and that’s something that we 
have to stand on when we talk about 
what this Congress has done 
proactively. 

We’re talking about gas prices, and 
something we didn’t even mention, 
which is a major reform, hadn’t been 
done in 30 years, we increased the aver-
age miles-per-gallon standards, the fuel 
efficiency standards, from 24 miles per 
gallon on average to 35 miles per gal-
lon. The first time it had been raised 
for American-made cars or cars sold in 
America in 30-plus years. So that’s an-
other real accomplishment of this Con-
gress. 

And we could go on. The gentleman 
talks about the minimum wage and 
others. So we are taking steps to help 

American families and people strug-
gling in this downturn economy. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And that’s the 
best thing from our vantage point: 
Prove to the American people as to 
what your beliefs are and how it’s 
going to affect their lives. And if you 
have a couple of jobs and you’re mak-
ing the minimum wage, you got a pay 
raise twice already in the last year, 
just over the last year. If you’re going 
to school, there is more grant money 
available for you to go get an edu-
cation. There is a lower interest rate 
on the loan that you’re going to take 
out or your parents may take out to 
send you to school. 

b 2100 

Those are significant investments 
that Democrats have made into the fu-
ture of our country so that middle- 
class people can be successful and take 
advantage of these tools. We can’t do it 
for anybody. But these are tools that 
average families will use and imple-
ment to move forward. 

Two of the things that we can’t for-
get, we have also passed the GI Bill out 
of the House which will say that if you 
served this country in Iraq or Afghani-
stan over the past 3 or 4 years that you 
will have all expenses paid to go to col-
lege. In Ohio, there is a policy now that 
the Governor has implemented that 
you can come to Ohio, any veteran 
around the country, can come to Ohio 
and have in-State tuition rates if 
you’re a veteran. 

And look at what we’ve done for vet-
erans’ health care. The largest invest-
ment in the 77-year history of the VA 
was made by the Democratic Congress 
when we got in here. A lot of us weren’t 
for the war. And I will be the first to 
say I wasn’t for it. But what we all are 
for is honoring the service of the vet-
erans who go over there and make the 
great sacrifice and the sacrifices that 
their family makes. So we have made 
that investment into the VA program 
so that the vets have the benefits that 
they need. And we’re honoring their 
service by making that investment. 

And if you look to the previous 7 
years or 6 years, what the President 
made, Mr. Speaker, and what the Re-
publican Congress made, it was $14 bil-
lion in corporate welfare to the oil 
companies. It was tax cuts to people 
who make millions and millions of dol-
lars a year. It was an energy policy 
that got us $4 a gallon gas. It was a 
health care policy that gets 15 or 20 
percent increase on your health care. A 
dramatic difference. And I’m proud to 
stand up here and talk a little bit 
about what we’ve done and what we’re 
going to continue to do, because I feel 
like we’re just getting started. And we 
have an election coming up now in No-
vember. And I think there is an oppor-
tunity for us to really move forward. 

So, I’m honored again to be with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. And Mr. 
Speaker, we’re going to wrap up. 
Again, congratulations to my brother 
and sister-in-law, they’re grandparents 

to Andrea. And we will yield back the 
balance of our time. 

f 

ENERGY IN AMERICA, NOW AND IN 
THE FUTURE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SPACE). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 18, 2007, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATTA) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the minority leader. 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, the Amer-
ican people are demanding action. And 
that action is about what they know 
more about than this Congress does. 
The American people want us to act, 
because they’re hurting at home, at 
the pump and at work. 

My district is the Fifth Congres-
sional District in Ohio. I have, accord-
ing to the National Manufacturers’ As-
sociation, a district that is number 
nine in manufacturing jobs across the 
entire Congress. And I represent the 
number one agricultural district in the 
State of Ohio. My district also has a 
great distinction in that we have I–75 
and the Ohio Turnpike intersecting in 
northern Wood County. And with that 
intersection, we have been told that we 
are within about 60 percent of the 
United States population in a good 
hard day’s drive. So we rely a lot on 
transportation. We rely a lot when it 
comes to having to have energy. And 
without that energy, we’re not going to 
be working. And without that energy, 
people are going to be saying that 
we’re paying so much for gasoline. We 
have to pay so much for home heating 
oil this winter, more for natural gas, 
more for when it comes to having to 
pay for groceries. And not because it’s 
the farmers’ fault, because those farm-
ers are out in those fields right now 
having to pay more for diesel. And the 
chemicals they put on their yard are 
petroleum based. The fertilizers are. 

So what we have to do is we have to 
get an energy policy. And we have to 
get it now. Our national security de-
pends on having a strong economy. And 
not only do we need a strong economy, 
but we want to make sure that the 
folks back home are saving some dol-
lars for their future to be able to make 
sure that their kids get a good college 
education that they can help them 
with. I have in my district a Whirlpool 
plant in Clyde, Ohio, which is the num-
ber one washing machine factory in the 
world where they produce over 5 mil-
lion washing machines a year. Twenty 
percent of those washing machines are 
exported. That helps balance our trade. 
We have to make sure we’re doing that. 

And right now, a lot of people are 
talking about what’s happening with 
all the energy. Well, the United States 
consumes between 21 to 24 percent of 
all the energy in the world. And with 
that, we were king of the hill for a long 
time. But the rest of the world is 
catching up. And they’re catching up 
fast. Look at this chart. Look at 2010. 
Right now the United States is ahead 
of the combination of India and China. 
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In 2015, those countries are passing us. 
And when you look at the chart, in 
2020, China alone is going to be con-
suming more energy than the United 
States. And when you look at the popu-
lations of those two countries and you 
look at the United States having about 
300 million people and those countries 
having 1.3 and 1.1 billion individuals, 
respectively, they are going to be con-
suming more. They want to consume 
more because they’re getting more of a 
middle class there. And that middle 
class is demanding more when it comes 
to the better things in life. And a lot of 
the folks, you will notice, in China are 
buying more and more automobiles. 
And with those automobiles, what are 
they doing? They’re consuming energy, 
especially on the petroleum-based site. 

So we have to have a policy. The 
American people are demanding it 
right now. It has to happen. And it 
can’t happen in this country if this 
country is importing 65 to 70 percent of 
its oil. Because with that, our balance 
of trade is out of whack. And how out 
of whack is it? If we just talk about 
our debt in this country being over $9 
trillion, and with that, who is buying 
our paper? Well, we’re having to rely 
more and more and more on foreign 
governments. In fact, $2.6 trillion is 
owned by foreign countries. And who is 
one of the largest holders of our paper? 
Well, it’s China with over $500 billion. 
And it keeps going up every month. 

And that is not any way to have an 
oil policy, an energy policy or a fiscal 
policy, when we’re having to rely on 
the rest of the world to take care of us. 
The United States has to take care of 
itself. And that is what we have to do. 
In fact, you know, we have to have a 
very balanced all-of-the-above type of a 
policy in this country because we have 
to have nuclear. 

We have to use clean coal tech-
nology. The United States has over 24 
percent of all the coal reserves in the 
world, 24 percent. It is estimated that 
in the world there is about 164 a year 
supply of coal. But the United States 
can get that going right now. But we’re 
not doing it. When you look at what 
has happened over in China, they’re in-
vesting in clean coal technology right 
now. India is the third largest con-
sumer of coal. But in this country, be-
cause of this Democratic Congress, 
we’re not using nuclear. We haven’t 
sited a new plant since 1977. And we’re 
not looking at clean coal technology. 
We’ve got to be doing it. 

But along with that, we need to have 
the alternatives, the supplementals. 
And what those are, of course, are 
wind, solar, ethanol, biodiesel and hy-
drogen. Those are the things we have 
to look at in the future. And not too 
long ago, just this past weekend, Lead-
er JOHN BOEHNER invited ten of the 
freshmen, I being one, to be able to go 
with him to Colorado to see the renew-
able energy lab. And then from there 
we went up to ANWR in Alaska. It was 
important that we were there, because 
it really demonstrated something. 

The United States is working on try-
ing to get away from fossil fuels and 
also other areas so that we can im-
prove our balance in trade and also 
make sure that we don’t have to be re-
lying on oil all the time. I was fas-
cinated because of all the things that 
we had out there. We were talking 
about wind, and we were talking about 
ethanol, hydrogen and solar. They are 
all occurring in my district, the Fifth 
Congressional District of Ohio. 

We already have a plant that is man-
ufacturing solar panels. Most of the 
solar panels right now are being ex-
ported to Germany. But we have an-
other plant that is going to be opening 
up. And they’re going to be manufac-
turing solar panels. And one of the 
things we noticed, if you go back 20, 25 
years ago, a lot of people didn’t like 
the idea of solar panels because the 
problem with them is you either had to 
put them on the side of your house or 
on top of your house. And a lot of peo-
ple didn’t think that looked good. But 
when you saw the technology that they 
are coming up with right now in a pri-
vate partnership with government and 
also private firms out there working 
together, one of the things you saw are 
the solar panels are now being inte-
grated into the roof itself. They are 
being integrated into the shingles. So 
you have to look very, very hard to see 
that you actually have solar power on 
your roof. 

Also, when we were looking at some 
of the hydrogen and the plug-in cars, 
it’s very, very interesting because we 
hear a lot of talk about what are we 
going to do about our fossil-fuel burn-
ing cars in this country? And they had 
two different cars out there that day. 
They had a plug-in, and they also had 
a hydrogen. 

Well, we’ve got a lot of development. 
And that is what this is. This is all re-
search out there. Are we there yet to 
be able to mass produce these? I don’t 
think so. Because in one case, with the 
hydrogen car that was sitting there, 
there was a small Mercedes. And I said, 
well, how much would this vehicle cost 
as it sits here today? And they said 
about $1 million. So we’re a long way 
from getting that to where we need to 
have it. 

But the thing is, we’ve got to look at 
those alternatives for the future. Be-
cause oil in this country is going to be 
king for the next 20 to 30 years. So we 
have to be prepared for the future. But 
we also have to meet our needs so we 
don’t fall behind the rest of the world. 
Because there is no there is no time to 
fall behind. 

They had a plug-in car that you plug 
in from your electrical outlets. And 
you get that thing charged up. But the 
problem with that vehicle is you can 
only go about 60 miles before you have 
to recharge. But there was an inter-
esting point. We talk about electric 
cars. And what people don’t want to 
talk about sometimes is this. Once you 
have that vehicle and you have to plug 
it in, don’t forget, you have got to have 

the power some place to be able to get 
that car generated again. So we have 
to make sure, in that case, that you 
have the nuclear and you have to have 
the coal out there to have what they 
call the base load capacity so we can 
make sure that can occur. A lot of peo-
ple are going to be investing in some of 
these vehicles until you get more mile-
age. You not only have to get to work 
and back but you have to plug your car 
back in. 

So those were things that I was im-
pressed with that they’re working on. 
But the really interesting thing is the 
hydrogen. The issue with the hydrogen 
vehicle is where are you going to get 
the hydrogen to fuel this vehicle? Well, 
they’re thinking about taking a wind 
turbine and, of course, usually with 
wind turbines you’re putting it into 
the grid with the electricity. But if you 
can divert that and put it into a sys-
tem where you can convert it to hydro-
gen. Then they are even thinking about 
taking that idea, what do you do with 
the hydrogen? How about having a hy-
drogen fueling station that you can fill 
up these hydrogen cars with? That is a 
really, really unique thing out there 
that they have. But I think it’s very, 
very important that we remember that 
we’re going to have to be doing these 
things. 

I have an ethanol plant in my dis-
trict about 35 or 40 miles from my 
home. They’re producing about 60 mil-
lion gallons of ethanol a year there. 
But it’s mainly corn based. What 
they’re looking at out there is what 
else can we use? They’re thinking 
about using switchgrass. They are 
looking at using not the product of the 
corn itself, but the stalks for different 
types of cellulosic type of material 
that they can put in there. So by doing 
that, they’re looking at different ways 
that they can produce ethanol. And 
they’re looking at, well, how can we 
get these across the country? Maybe if 
we can have 20 to 30 million gallons of 
these types of facilities around, and 
you have to have about 400 to help fuel 
a lot of the cars out there that are E– 
85. So things are happening out there 
that I think are very, very exciting. 
But we have to make sure that we’re 
doing everything at the same time to 
make sure we have the power to get to 
the next level. 

The interesting part of this trip was 
going up into ANWR in Alaska. And a 
lot of people say, ‘‘well, what is 
ANWR?’’ It’s the Arctic Refuge up 
there in the northeast part of the coun-
try in the far part of the State. It is 
huge. You’re talking about an area the 
size of South Carolina, 19 million acres. 
Of that, 17.5 acres are always going to 
be permanently set aside. 

b 2115 

So you are only talking about 1.5 
million acres that Congress 28 years 
ago said that is the area that you will 
only be able to explore and drill for oil 
in. But when we are talking about that 
1.5 million acres, that acreage, they are 
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only talking about looking at 2,000 
acres. What is 2,000 acres? It is a little 
over 3 square miles. Of an area the size 
of South Carolina, 3 square miles. They 
believe there is 10.3 billion barrels of 
oil there that is capable of being taken 
out. 

At this stage I would like to ask my 
colleague, the gentlewoman from Min-
nesota (Mrs. BACHMANN) to make some 
comments about ANWR and probably 
about Colorado. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Thank you, Con-
gressman LATTA. I appreciate your 
yielding to me for some comments. 

We had a thrill to go on this trip this 
past weekend. It was the American en-
ergy tour. Leader JOHN BOEHNER led 
that tour. We were so grateful that we 
were extended an invitation to join 
him. Representative LATTA was there, 
and I was there representing the people 
from the Sixth District. So here we 
are, knowing we have very little time 
left before Congress takes a break in 
August when we are back in our dis-
tricts, and we will be there for 5 weeks 
through Labor Day, we are here right 
now with a chance to talk to the Amer-
ican people. But more importantly, we 
have a chance to be here on the floor 
tonight and solve this energy issue. 

One thing that we learned on this en-
ergy tour is that the problem is not a 
lack of natural resources that are 
available here in the United States, it 
isn’t a lack of energy in the United 
States. The lack of energy is the iner-
tia in the United States Congress, the 
Democrat-controlled United States 
Congress. That’s where we lack energy. 

The one thing that we found on this 
tour is that the problem is Congress. 
The problem isn’t lack of resources. 
The problem isn’t degradation to our 
environment. The problem is the fact 
that Congress has literally locked up 
and made illegal access to American 
energy. 

Congressman LATTA referenced the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge area 
up in Alaska. I would like to speak 
about that, but before that, I would 
like to talk about the areas that are 
off-limits. I mentioned that Congress is 
the problem, and Congress can be the 
answer. Congress has made it virtually 
illegal to access American energy. 
Where? Well, the first place is up in 
Alaska where Congressman LATTA and 
I were, with fellow freshmen, and that 
is where there are over 10 billion bar-
rels of oil. 

I spoke with somebody who just read 
the recently released geological study 
which stated that there are over 90 bil-
lion barrels of oil in the Arctic region, 
and over 10 billion of which are in 
ANWR. This is a big story. 

Let me go back now to the ANWR 
map. As Congressman LATTA said, 
ANWR is all of 19 million acres and is 
the size of South Carolina. The size of 
the area that would be drilled upon is 
2,000 acres of that 19 million acres. In 
other words, if you think of a football 
field, think of putting a little postage 
stamp on a football field. That is the 

size of the area that would be drilled 
upon. 

Here is the Brooks Range up in 
northern Alaska. Here is the Arctic 
Ocean. You can’t get any farther north 
than this. The area that we were in, 
the 1002 area where we are looking at 
drilling, and also President Carter set 
aside this area specifically for the pur-
pose of drilling, this area is in direct 
proximity to the Trans-Alaskan Pipe-
line System. This is one of the modern 
marvels of human engineering. It real-
ly should be one of the seven wonders 
of the world. It is over 800 miles of 
pipeline. This is America’s energy life-
line. 

Do you know that the largest energy 
field in the United States is the 
Prudhoe Bay oil field that was discov-
ered? We have had a living laboratory 
over the last 31 years. We have had a 
demonstration project for 31 years in 
Prudhoe Bay showing you in an envi-
ronmentally safe and clean way, you 
can not only drill for oil but also trans-
port oil and get it down to the lower 48. 

One thing that Congressman LATTA 
and I learned when we were there is 
that 31 years ago when drilling began, 
the flow was 2.1 million barrels a day 
that traveled through this pipeline. 
Today that oil flow is down to 700,000 
barrels a day. And the reason for that 
is because no more oil fields have been 
opened for exploration. 

Well, what happens when we get 
down to 300,000 barrels a day flowing 
through this pipeline? The pipeline 
stops. It doesn’t work any more, and 
we are not able to get it back up on-
line. It hurts that pipeline and we can’t 
use it. 

This wonderful gift of a pipeline will 
be actually gone. You want to talk 
about use it or lose it, that’s the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline. We have to use it. 

Here is the great story, and here is 
the great answer, Mr. Speaker. The 
fact is in the 1002 area, the 2,000 acres 
in ANWR where we believe there is 
over 10 billion barrels of oil, this is just 
74 miles away from the pipeline. It’s 
the exact same terrain, completely fro-
zen ground. Nine months of the year it 
is under snow and ice, 3 months of the 
year complete darkness. All we do is 
we build 74 miles of pipeline, and we 
have access to over 10 billion barrels of 
oil. Overnight we increase American 
reserves by over 50 percent. That’s an 
answer, Congressman LATTA. 

Mr. LATTA. I think it is important 
to point out what has happened with 
wildlife in that area over the time that 
that pipeline was constructed and the 
drilling began. 

One of the caribou herds that we 
were told about actually has gone up 
six to sevenfold in numbers. It was also 
interesting the day when we got there, 
at Mile Marker Zero of the pipeline, 
that was the first place we saw wildlife 
on the whole trip. We had three caribou 
about 45 yards away walking toward us 
toward the pipeline. 

I think when we were up in the air 
surveying the area, not only of 

Prudhoe Bay but going over to the 
NPR-A area and then over to ANWR, 
the most wildlife we saw were in the 
area where the pipeline was, and the 
one large caribou herd. 

I think all of us want to make sure 
that we have environmentally sound 
drilling and exploration. People have 
to know when we are up there and 
those companies are out there looking 
for oil and getting ready, they are only 
out there on that tundra during the 
time it is frozen. There are no roads. 
There are no roads. There is one soli-
tary road heading north, but nothing 
else. Once you are up there and out 
there exploring, they have to do it 
quickly. They have to find it, and then 
come back the next year because they 
have to wait year after year to get in 
and out. 

But the oil is right there. The pipe-
line is less than 75 miles away from 
that 10.3 billion barrels of oil. They 
have also been able, the way they drill, 
as you mentioned being environ-
mentally friendly, the whole idea of 
having the smallest footprint that you 
would have to have to drill, when you 
are looking at that footprint, we are 
talking about how large of an area is it 
that you used to have until today, and 
having to have your drill set up. 

I happen to have some of the statis-
tics here. In 1970, the drill site had to 
be 20 acres to be able to cover 502 acres. 
From 1999 to the present, they only 
need 6 acres to cover an area of 32,000 
acres. That is pretty exciting. One site 
that they are looking at, it is going to 
cost $1.5 billion to get that going. And 
what that $1.5 billion is going to be 
able to do is they are going to be able 
to laterally drill down and go out 8 
miles without having to set foot any-
where to get to that oil. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. That is what is ab-
solutely amazing that we saw, is that 
no roads are built to get into ANWR to 
do the drilling. The roads that do go to 
put in the oil rig are ice roads. Those 
roads go in the dark of winter when it 
is freezing. Bulldozers build ice roads 
out to where the rig is going to be set. 
The oil rig is set, and as Congressman 
LATTA said, what formerly used to take 
20 acres of a pad site to put a drill 
down, now because of technological ad-
vances has been reduced down to 6 
acres of land. But if you look at under-
neath the earth with the directional 
drilling that is able to be accomplished 
now, literally we can go out 8 miles. 

It is absolutely phenomenal what we 
are able to accomplish now, what the 
oil industry is able to accomplish now, 
to be able to give us American energy 
independence. Let’s not forget what we 
are talking about, American energy 
independence. 

We are looking at $4 a gallon gasoline 
right now. 

This is incredible. This Chamber 
should be filled with Members of Con-
gress. Unfortunately, and I don’t know 
what the camera shows, but the Cham-
ber is completely empty. Except for 
you and I, Congressman LATTA, we are 
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the only Members of Congress, as well 
as the Speaker. No offense extended to 
the Speaker. There is no more impor-
tant issue right now for the American 
people. 

When we are at $4 a gallon gas, and 
when we have the capability of being at 
$2 a gallon gas, it is criminal to not 
allow the American people to be there. 

How do I know it is possible? We 
know from the seismic studies that 
have been done that there are over 10.5 
billion barrels in the ANWR region in 
very close proximity to the Trans-Alas-
ka Pipeline. 

Also, I sit on the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. Last week Ben 
Bernanke, the Federal Reserve chair-
man said to us regarding gas prices, he 
said that a 1 percent increase in supply 
could lower prices by as much as 10 
percent. 

Now what was the figure that we 
were told when drilling first started 
out in Prudhoe Bay, it was 2.1 million 
barrels per day. We are down to 700,000 
barrels a day. We are able to increase 
another 1.4 million barrels a day. 
That’s the capacity that we could in-
crease, well over a 1 percent increase. 

So instead of seeing prices fall by as 
much as 10 percent, we could be look-
ing at a price fall by as much as 20 per-
cent. Perhaps, Congressman LATTA, 
what we should do is talk about the 
timeline. There have been a lot of fal-
lacies stated, false information stating 
that there are 68 million acres of land 
that is being leased that is idle that 
the oil companies are currently not 
using under use-it-or-lose-it policies. 
That is a fact that we found out on this 
fact-finding mission, the fact that that 
is a completely false statement. It is 
an urban legend. 

There is not one acre of land, Mr. 
Speaker, that has been leased that is 
currently not in the production or ex-
ploration stage because Congress again 
is at fault here. It is not companies, it 
is not consumers that are consuming 
too much oil, it is Congress. Congress 
created 10 years of an artificial delay 
period in the permitting, and they cre-
ated in that 10-year period 11 different 
points of entries when nuisance law-
suits can be filed to stop the produc-
tion of oil. 

Do you remember the length of time 
that one lawsuit languished in the 9th 
Circuit Court of Appeals? 

Mr. LATTA. I believe the pipeline 
they said was stopped for at least 2 
years during the construction of the 
pipeline. So all of these things take 
time. That is one of the big things, and 
there are some urban legends out there 
about how long some of these things 
can take. 

Some people say it takes 10 years. 
Well, if we all remember, it was in 1995 
that President Clinton vetoed the leg-
islation on this drilling. If we hadn’t 
had that happen, we would have oil 
coming down that pipeline from ANWR 
today. And then we would be able to 
say to the rest of the world, look what 
is happening. And one of the things 

when we talk about oil and prices 
around the world, President Bush just 
this past week, I believe it was, said 
you know what, I am going to lift the 
ban on the executive side, but Congress 
also has to act. 

b 2130 

Because the world says hey, wait, is 
the United States getting serious about 
this, are they getting serious about 
really wanting to produce their own 
oil, getting away from that 65, 70 per-
cent that they are importing right now 
and say, you know what, maybe the 
United States is going to get serious, 
maybe they are going to start looking 
at that Outer Continental Shelf. Maybe 
they are going to start looking at more 
with drilling in Alaska. It’s important 
to note that we met with the Governor 
of Alaska. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. That’s right. 
Mr. LATTA. It’s important to know 

that she wants to keep her State pris-
tine and beautiful for the future gen-
erations of Alaskans. My wife’s one sis-
ter does live in Alaska, and you want 
to make sure you keep that State gor-
geous. But the Governor of Alaska said 
we have got to drill, we must drill. Not 
only does she believe it, but 80 percent 
of the Alaskans believe it. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Also the native 
Alaskans as well, the native Alaskans 
that live up in the little villages. There 
is one little village up in ANWR that 
has less than 300 people. The native 
Alaskans that live in that village that 
are subsistence people. They live off of 
whale, they eat the caribou that they 
hunt, they want the drilling to start as 
well. 

Why? Because they want to become 
greedy and wealthy? No, because they 
have seen, to their neighbors just to 
the immediate west of them in the 
Prudhoe Bay region, that this drilling 
that has occurred has been done in an 
environmentally safe and sensitive 
way. In fact, so much so, remember 
when we were going along up in 
Prudhoe Bay, we saw trucks, and we 
asked, what is that little plastic, it 
looks like a little plastic Barbie doll 
swimming pool that’s underneath the 
trucks. 

And we were told so strict are the en-
vironmental regulations in Alaska, the 
strictest environmental regulations in 
the entire country, they are so strict, 
that if a truck travels from point A to 
point B, as soon as the truck stops, the 
driver has to get out and take what’s 
called a duck pond or a diaper. He slips 
this underneath the truck so in case 
even 1 drop of oil comes out of a crank 
case, they are so careful, that they 
don’t want even one drop of oil to 
touch the tundra. That’s how careful 
they are. 

You don’t see industrial waste. You 
don’t see pools of oil. You don’t see 
refuse lying about. You don’t see exces-
sive humans walking around with the 
pipelines. You see a very tiny foot-
print, and that’s in the old area of oil 
drilling. With a new area of oil drilling, 

it is very difficult to even spot from 
the air a new pipeline, because a rig 
comes up out of the ground and a green 
house is literally, a little tiny casing, 
is put over that pipeline. There is very, 
very little impact on that region. 

As Congressman LATTA stated accu-
rately, we did not see wildlife. We were 
2 hours in the air flying over the Na-
tional Petroleum Reserve, flying over 
Prudhoe Bay and then flying over the 
ANWR region. In that 2-hour time 
span, we did not see wildlife over in the 
ANWR area. We were straining to find 
Dall sheep, straining to see musk ox, 
straining to see caribou, looking for 
wildlife. Where did we see the wildlife? 
Just as Congressman LATTA said, we 
saw it at mile marker zero, where the 
most activity was. 

You know, it’s interesting, caribou 
must be a lot like people. They like to 
be where the action is. We like to be 
where the action is. The caribou want-
ed to be where the action was. It was a 
great story. 

Mr. LATTA. Remember we got off at 
Endicott at the drilling station there. 
Do you remember what we were told 
immediately, what was the warning? 

Mrs. BACHMANN. The polar bear. We 
were told polar bears like to be around 
the buildings. For one thing they like 
to eat people. They are very aggressive 
creatures. We were told they had spot-
ted a polar bear that had gone under-
neath the buildings, because the build-
ings don’t have a regular foundation 
the way that houses do in the lower 48, 
because, again, it’s all permafrost. It is 
consistently frozen land up there. 

As a matter of fact, I am a hardy 
Minnesotan girl. Even as a hardy Min-
nesotan, this is the warmest time of 
the year. I took my down parka with 
me with Gore-Tex, and I was grateful 
that I had forgotten my mittens that I 
stuffed in my parka last winter. 

I put my mittens on, I had my woolly 
parka on. I had my socks on, and I was 
happy to have it. This was the warmest 
time of the year. 

You couldn’t find a more perfect 
piece of territory to drill upon. To 
think that we have this gift in a very 
compact area next to the pipeline 
that’s already built, and we can so 
quickly, if we would fast track all the 
permitting process, we could literally, 
within 3 years, have the oil pumping 
and in the pipeline down here in the 
lower 48, and we would increase Amer-
ican energy reserves by 50 percent. 
That’s a deal that I don’t know why we 
would turn it down. 

Mr. LATTA. You are absolutely cor-
rect. We have got to act now. On the 
environmental side, I have hunted my 
entire life. I have been outdoors my en-
tire life. One of the things, when I was 
in the Ohio legislature, I carried a lot 
of the bills from the Division of Wild-
life. I helped create the bald eagle li-
cense plate. I believe in making sure 
that we preserve our natural heritage. 
We want to make sure in Ohio that the 
eagle is on a comeback, from only hav-
ing four nests in 1979 to having about 
185 nests this year. 
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I am a firm believer of making sure. 

Not only did we hear about the polar 
bear when we got there, but when we 
were leaving, they said oh, we have got 
another report, we have got a brown 
bear out in the compound. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. I didn’t hear about 
that. Somebody should have told me 
about that. 

Mr. LATTA. Yes, the bears were out. 
I think it’s also important that people 
keep remembering there is a lot of mis-
information, there is a lot of misin-
formation that comes with photo-
graphs. 

You know, because just if you look at 
this, you talk about 1002 here on the 
far end of the chart here of the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge. That’s that 
1.5 million acres. We are only talking 
about 3 square miles way to the west, 
and that’s all it is. 

The other thing is, you know, I see 
photographs sometimes showing the 
refuge with trees, and the mountains 
having different types of trees on it. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Thank you for 
clarifying that, Congressman. 

Mr. LATTA. That might be on the 
south slope of the Brooks Range. But I 
tell you when we flew along that 
Brooks Range, and I took photographs, 
all I saw were granite mountains. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Oh, there were no 
trees up there. I worked for my uncle 
up in Alaska when I was in college. I 
was in the Aleutian chain, which is in 
the southern part of Alaska. There 
were no trees there. 

We were here north of the Arctic cir-
cle. We touched other little toes up 
here actually in the Arctic Ocean. 
There are no trees up there, the moun-
tain ranges that you see, as Congress-
man LATTA said, the Brooks Range, it 
is, it was all granite. There were no 
trees. 

But the area we were in was the 
coastal plain, the perfect area for drill-
ing. So we have the National Petro-
leum Reserve, Prudhoe Bay, the Arctic 
refuge, this has been a gift for our 
country. 

Remember, we cannot forget that 
this is a key to making America en-
ergy independent, not dependent upon 
OPEC for oil, not dependent on Huge 
Chavez for oil. We don’t want to con-
tinue to send all of our American dol-
lars and wealth overseas to make dic-
tators happy and rich. 

What do we need? What could we do? 
We could keep that money here. 

Do you remember when we talked 
about jobs? I know your area in Ohio 
has suffered terribly from job loss. 
There is job loss in the State of Michi-
gan. Many areas of the country right 
now are suffering with job loss. 

Do you know what we heard up here 
in Prudhoe Bay where the oil drilling is 
occurring, that workers make over six 
figures, over $100,000 a year. No one ac-
tually lives in Prudhoe Bay, they come 
in for 2 weeks at a time, and then they 
leave and they go home for 2 weeks at 
a time. They have health care benefits. 
They make over $100,000 a year. They 
work 2 weeks on, 2 weeks off. 

We were told that if we would open 
up this ANWR region for drilling, and 
if we would also be looking at Colorado 
to open that area up, we would be look-
ing at over 750,000 jobs, American jobs, 
where the American economy would be 
stimulated, Americans could be mak-
ing over $100,000 a year. 

Why in the world, why in the world 
would anyone possibly not want to 
open up for the American people, not 
only energy reserves that could bring 
the price of energy down to less than $2 
of a gallon of gas, but also to provide 
jobs. Wouldn’t people in Ohio, in the 
great State of Ohio, want jobs at over 
$100,000? 

Mr. LATTA. You are absolutely cor-
rect. You know, it’s mind boggling. 

As the gentlelady from Minnesota 
said, you know, there is so much that 
can occur up there. But you know the 
one thing that’s being left out of the 
debate sometimes is well we are hear-
ing you have got the National Petro-
leum Reserve over here, use it. Well, 
there is one thing about it, you have to 
have larger footprints over there. You 
have to have more exploring, because 
what we have gotten in ANWR, we 
know there is that. 

We know there is that 10.3 billion, 
probably more. Because as you know 
when they first started in the Prudhoe 
Bay area they thought it would be 9 
billion. It could actually, by the time 
it is all over, be 13 to 15 barrels. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Be 15, they have 
now taken out 12 billion. 

Mr. LATTA. So it could hit that. We 
can get that out. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. That doesn’t in-
clude the natural gas. Remember that 
was the other part of the equation. 

Mr. LATTA. What’s the Governor of 
Alaska saying about that natural gas? 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Well the Governor 
of Alaska says let’s tap into that nat-
ural gas. We have the oil pipeline 
that’s currently under way. But you 
can’t put natural gas into a crude oil 
pipeline. They need to build a natural- 
gas pipeline that would run fairly par-
allel. 

Every day, I believe it’s well over 1 
billion cubic feet of natural gas is ex-
tracted from the earth when the oil 
comes up. The great thing that the 
companies have been able to do is to 
take that natural gas and pump it back 
into the earth. The compression, I be-
lieve, from the natural gas, has forced 
more oil up. That’s part of the reason 
why we have seen so much more yield 
from the Prudhoe Bay. 

Without that advance in technology, 
we wouldn’t have the tremendous 
abundance that we have had. This is 
really sobering news. Again, remember, 
when Prudhoe Bay was first opened up 
31 years ago, it was the largest oil field 
in the United States. Oil fields don’t 
get larger, they only deplete. After 31 
years, it is still the largest oil field in 
the United States. 

Knowing that, we have adjacent to 
this field the Arctic refuge, or the 
ANWR region 1002 which, again, presi-

dent Jimmy Carter set aside specifi-
cally for the purpose of drilling for this 
oil and getting it back down for the 
American people, the American econ-
omy, and America’s national security. 
Because whoever controls fuel controls 
your freedom. 

If Hugo Chavez and Middle East dic-
tators and OPEC control America’s 
fuel, then Hugo Chavez and OPEC dic-
tators control America’s freedom. I 
know that you don’t want to have dic-
tators controlling America’s freedom. I 
don’t. I don’t want that for the people 
of Minnesota. 

Mr. LATTA. I also know in this coun-
try we are using over 20 million barrels 
of oil a day. What would that do to 
have another million plus be put in 
that pipeline per day to help the econ-
omy down in the lower 40? Look what 
it would do for the economy in Alaska. 
They get that check up in Alaska, I 
know my sister-in-law’s family gets 
that check for every person living in 
Alaska, what they get for that royalty 
up there. 

But when you look at the map again, 
as the gentlelady from Minnesota said, 
we are talking about an area, only 
about 75 miles, to be able to tap in 
from area 1002 to that pipeline and get 
it in, you are going to have to go much 
farther into that area of the NPRA to 
get over there and find it. Again, they 
don’t know if that’s going to be in 
smaller pockets, that means they will 
have to do exploration. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. A much larger 
footprint over here, a much larger en-
vironmental impact. The one thing we 
do know, the southern part of the pe-
troleum reserve, there is about 2 per-
cent of oil down there. About 2 percent 
of the area in the Southern part of the 
National Petroleum Reserve holds oil. 

So, again, the lie that we hear from 
other quarters state that, well, we just 
have land that’s idle, that the oil com-
panies aren’t exploring on. Well, would 
you explore somewhere where there is 
no oil? I mean, just think of that. 

Where do young boys go to look for 
chicks? They go where the chicks are. 
You know, you go where you can have 
your best yield. Oil companies go 
where they can find their best yield. 

Mr. LATTA. Again, we know where 
the 10.3 billion barrels are right now. 
Again, we don’t want to disturb that 
area any more than you have to. They 
would have to be driving all over that 
area to do the exploration. 

Why do it right now? Why? Because 
we have got the ANWR area. As you 
just said, back 28 years ago, Congress 
set that land aside, that top part of 
that 1.5 million acres. You know it bog-
gles my mind. We are fighting over 3 
square miles of land. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. A postage stamp 
on a football field. That’s what we are 
talking about. 

Mr. LATTA. Three square miles in 
the State of South Carolina, you 
couldn’t even find it if you had to, if 
you are looking at the size difference. 
It’s incredible that we have that prob-
lem going on there. 
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Mrs. BACHMANN. The other key 

point that we don’t want to fail to re-
member is that when we went on our 
American energy tour, the purpose was 
to talk to the American people about 
our all-of-the-above strategy, the fact 
that we believe in conservation. We 
need more conservation of energy in 
this country, and Congressman LATTA 
had talked about the wonderful new de-
signs at the National Renewable En-
ergy Laboratory where buildings can 
be designed to literally use zero en-
ergy. 

I know it’s hard to believe, but if you 
reorient the building, and if you use 
solar panels, there are amazing things 
that can be done now where buildings 
can actually get to the point of using 
zero energy. These are all techniques 
and great new breakthrough tech-
nologies that America can use to be-
come energy independent. 

Conservation is real. We can embrace 
conservation. We can also embrace re-
newable energy. The breakthroughs 
right now that are happening with 
wind energy are overwhelming. 

We also saw all of testing that is 
being done with solar energy. I was 
particularly intrigued by shingles that 
are on houses now, shingles that are 
actually solar collectors. 

b 2145 

All of this work is being done at the 
National Renewable Energy Labora-
tory. So renewables is one of the legs of 
our three-legged stool. Conservation is 
one of the legs on our three-legged 
stool. But we do not, a stool won’t 
stand up without that third leg. Right 
now the third leg that is the most key 
that we need to focus on, we have to 
focus on all three at the same time, an 
abundance of increase in American en-
ergy supply. And we have got it. We 
have oil in the Outer Continental 
Shelf, over 88 billion barrels. We have 
over 10 billion barrels in the ANWR re-
gion. We have about 2 trillion barrels 
worth of oil in the oil shale region, and 
we have nuclear. 

Mr. LATTA. And across the country 
where we can’t get to right now we 
have over 420 trillion cubic feet of nat-
ural gas. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. And that really is 
liquid gold. 

Mr. LATTA. And when you look at 
what we need and when people this 
winter are going to say, look at my en-
ergy bills. I have people telling me in 
my district right now that they are al-
ready, that people are not buying and 
filling up their tank this year already. 
They are ordering only half a tank be-
cause the cost is going to be the same 
as have gotten it at the full tank price 
last year. So people are going, how are 
we going to pay for this? 

Mrs. BACHMANN. And, Congressman 
LATTA, we all know that school is 
going on come up. Kids don’t like to 
talk about the fact that school is going 
to come because it is still July. But 
there was an article last week in Min-
nesota, I believe it was in the St. Paul 

Pioneer Press newspaper, and it said 
this. It said that parents are looking at 
ratcheting back, not buying 
backpacks, not buying back to school 
clothes, not buying new protractors, 
pencils, because they just feel that 
they can’t afford it, and, in fact, can’t 
afford it. 

Now there is something wrong, Mr. 
Speaker, when the American people 
feel so squeezed that they don’t feel 
they can buy their child a new back-
pack. This isn’t funny anymore. This is 
a very serious issue. 

And I will tell you what, in the State 
of Minnesota, you don’t have an option 
not to turn your furnace on come Octo-
ber. You just don’t have that option. 

Mr. LATTA. Well, I guarantee you in 
northwest Ohio Congresswoman that 
you have got to turn that furnace on 
because there are some winters it gets 
down real cold. It might not be quite as 
cold as in Minnesota, but I will guar-
antee we have had some 10 to 20 below 
days, and it is cold. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. When people open 
up their Excel energy bill—Excel 
serves both Minnesota and Colorado— 
when people open up their Excel bill 
and they see that the price of their 
electricity or natural gas has doubled 
or maybe tripled, I cannot imagine the 
ramifications to the economy. 

Mr. LATTA. What happens for all 
those companies that have converted 
their coal over to natural gas? 

Mrs. BACHMANN. And that is the 
new wave. Company after company has 
been forced to do that. 

Mr. LATTA. And think about Cali-
fornia. What are those people going to 
be facing? Every time they are going to 
be turning on a switch at their house 
they are going to be finding out they 
are going to be paying more and more 
and more because that natural gas is 
going up and up and up. But when you 
have, as you said, 420 trillion cubic feet 
in those areas that we are not allowed 
to go into now, or as you mention, that 
86 billion barrels of oil in areas we 
can’t go in, or as you mention, that oil 
shale, you know, all these things are 
out there, and as I mentioned a little 
bit earlier, we have the world’s largest 
coal supply that we could gasify. You 
could use it into a liquid. You could 
run automobiles off of it. But what are 
we doing? Absolutely nothing. And so I 
think that you are absolutely right. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Why is it, Con-
gressman LATTA, we are the only coun-
try in the world that has made it ille-
gal to access the answer to our prob-
lem, our own U.S. American energy 
supplies? Every day of the week we 
hear buy American, buy American. We 
are here saying buy American, buy 
American energy reserves. We have got 
them everywhere. Why aren’t we buy-
ing American energy reserves? 

But you know what really makes me 
mad? Congressman LATTA, when I hear 
people say that Democrats don’t have 
an energy plan. That makes me mad, 
because they have an energy plan and 
it is loud and clear and they stated it 

themselves just a week ago. Do you re-
member what it was? 

Mr. LATTA. You are going show that 
out that direction because I can re-
member it quite well. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Can you see it, 
Congressman LATTA? 

Mr. LATTA. I certainly can. 
Mrs. BACHMANN. What does it say? 
Mr. LATTA. It says Democrat energy 

plan, drive small cars and wait for the 
wind. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Now, is that going 
to work in northwestern Ohio? 

Mr. LATTA. Well, I will tell you 
what. When I have got people driving 50 
miles one way to work. We don’t have 
Metros. We don’t have trains. We don’t 
have taxis. They can chauffeur you 
around most of my district and we 
have got to have an automobile. So a 
person in my district now is saying, 
you know what? If I have got to drive 
500 miles back and forth all week long, 
can I afford to go to work? And then 
the companies then say, what happens 
if these people are going to say, well I 
can’t show up to work anymore, and 
then they don’t have that good quali-
fied worker anymore. Then the com-
pany says we have got to go someplace 
else. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. We have colleges 
in my State now that are revamping 
their schedules to cut off one more day 
of class time for kids. And we have 
local public schools, K through 12, that 
have decided they are going to cut off 
a school day because they need to re-
duce the energy consumption for 
school districts. Can you imagine that? 
The parents that have enough of a bur-
den with their own energy prices that 
are going up, now they may have little 
children that will be sitting at home 
all day. Mom has to go to work, Dad 
has to go to work. 

These kids are going to be sitting 
home all day. Think of that. Think of 
the implication when this is a problem 
that has been created by Congress. And 
it is all inertia here. Again, lack of en-
ergy in the United States Congress be-
cause unfortunately, the Democratic- 
controlled Congress has decided we are 
all supposed to put wind sails on top of 
our small cars and somehow that is 
going to get us to where we need to go 
for American energy independence. 

Not the people of the Sixth District 
of Minnesota, no way, no how. Because 
they are smarter than that there. The 
people in the Sixth District of Min-
nesota are pretty bright people, and 
they realize that we are a ‘‘can do’’ 
country, and it is time we do some 
‘‘can doing’’ around in place and in-
crease American energy reserves. 

Mr. LATTA. And I think it is abso-
lutely correct, Congresswoman, that 
we have got to remember that we have 
to have that balanced energy plan. We 
have to have that base load. We have 
got to make sure that we have that 
base load, that we have nuclear, that 
we have that clean coal that we can 
run our factories. Because the big prob-
lem that people forget sometimes is 
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the wind is not always blowing all the 
time. And when the wind is not always 
blowing all the time, those turbines 
aren’t going to be turning all the time. 

In my hometown where we have the 
only four wind turbines in the State of 
Ohio, the big problem could be, you 
know, when the wind stops, there is no 
power being generated. But you know 
when people think they drive about 
and I say, just out of curiosity, they 
will say oh, it is great that you have 
the wind turbines. And I think it is 
great that we have those wind tur-
bines. But the thing that I ask them is 
how much power do you think that 
supplies to the City of Bowling Green if 
that power is going into the city’s grid 
and not into just the general grid? And 
they say, oh they come up with these 
really high numbers. I say no; only 3 
percent from those four wind turbines. 
And they are big. 

So you have to have a lot. You know, 
the estimates are out there that you 
need 600 to 800 for a smaller coal gen-
erated plant. You need 1,250 to 1,700 
turbines, and that means people are 
going to have to say, if we are not 
going to go with the one direction and 
go with the turbines, we are going to 
have to be able to site these. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. And what are we 
supposed to do with the airline indus-
try? Put solar panels on the outside of 
airplanes and hope for the best, hope 
that a cloud doesn’t come, hope that 
the sun doesn’t go down? We have got 
to figure out some way to fly airplanes. 

I had employees from Northwest Air-
lines in my office because Northwest 
has to layoff—it is a great airline in 
Minnesota. And, Mr. Speaker, these 
Northwest employees told me 2,500 em-
ployees will be laid off, 2,500 employ-
ees. Think of what that is going to 
mean for the economy in the State of 
Minnesota. 

And then look at the airline an-
nouncement with United Airlines, with 
American Airlines, with Delta Airlines. 
We are, the United States Congress is 
personally responsible, I believe. Be-
cause of the negligent policies that this 
Congress has made to make it illegal to 
access American energy, they are re-
sponsible for spiking up the cost of en-
ergy so much that Congress, the Demo-
crat-controlled Congress is responsible 
for seeing these airline companies go 
belly up. 

2,500 employees losing their jobs in 
the State of Minnesota. Where is this 
going to end? 

If we don’t increase American energy 
supply, if we won’t build new refin-
eries, if we won’t find new natural gas 
to liquid, where are we going to go to 
fly our airplanes to keep our economy 
going? 

Mr. LATTA. Well, and the other 
question is, it is just not tourists that 
are on those airplanes. You have got a 
lot of people in business travel. And so 
that is going to hurt the American 
business community because people 
have got to get from Point A to Point 
B for business reasons, and if they 
can’t do it, then what happens? 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Pretty soon, Mr. 
LATTA, Members of Congress won’t be 
able to come to Washington, D.C. 
Maybe that is the only relief the Amer-
ican people are going to get. 

Mr. LATTA. Well, that might be 
true. They might be much happier to 
keep us at home than send us down 
here. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Perhaps that has 
something to do with Congress’ 9 per-
cent approval rating. 

Mr. LATTA. That might be that 
problem too. But we have got a situa-
tion in this country. But my philos-
ophy is this: You know, sometimes you 
have got to spell out what the prob-
lems are before you can solve them. 
And by saying, you know, these are the 
problems we have, this is how we can 
solve them. I think the American peo-
ple would say let’s do it. And when 
they get to that point, I think what we 
can begin to say is we have got to start 
expanding. We have got to make sure 
that we are doing everything we pos-
sibly can, across the board. You know, 
we are all for conservation. We are all 
for renewables. 

We are all for making sure that we 
have that base power that companies 
out there that use a lot of power, and 
when they turn those machines on in 
those factories, that they are going to 
run, that there won’t be brownouts and 
blackouts. They have got to have that 
capacity to keep those things running. 
And some machines, they have got to 
keep running hours a day, all the time. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Can you imagine a 
hospital, for instance? People that are 
in hospitals who require that 24-hour 
round the clock care, hospitals rou-
tinely have generators as back ups. But 
you know, generators have to run on 
something too. They need usually oil 
or they need some sort of a product 
that they run on. 

If we can’t produce more energy and 
also, if the electric grid, this is another 
very serious issue that we have seen 
brownouts and blackouts that have oc-
curred across the United States. 

We are not increasing transmission 
lines. We have taken—it is almost hard 
for me to believe how the United 
States Congress has taken a none of 
the above strategy. And the one thing 
that I saw on our American energy 
tour last weekend, Congressman 
LATTA, is that the House Republicans 
had embraced an all of the above. We 
want all energy from wherever it 
comes from, we want to site new trans-
mission lines, new pipelines, open up 
American energy production. We want 
all of the above. And all we have seen 
out of Congress is none of the above. 

Mr. LATTA. And again, the Amer-
ican people all know it. And when we 
have our tele-town halls, I think the 
other night when we did ours, we prob-
ably had 95 percent of all the calls 
dealt with one issue, energy. Energy, 
energy, because people are scared. 
They are worried about not only about 
turning on the switches at home, but 
they have got to pay for it. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Young people are 
scared. Old people are scared. Young 
married people are scared. Everybody 
knows. 

Mr. LATTA. I hate to admit it. I can 
remember when I started driving, gas 
was around 32 or 35 cents a gallon. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Congressman 
LATTA, what was gas when you and I 
took office? For me it was $2 and 
change. What has happened? Seventy- 
six percent increase just in the last 
year and a half. What happened? 

The signal was sent to the American 
people that absolutely nothing will be 
done. In fact, unfortunately, Speaker 
PELOSI said herself she has no inten-
tion to allow a vote to drill, no inten-
tion. Their intention is pretty clear. 
They are not going to drill. 

That is not what I heard from the Re-
publican conference. I heard the Repub-
lican conference say all of the above. 
Not only do we want to drill, we want 
wind, we want solar, we want bio fuels, 
we want renewables, we want to have a 
conservation. We want it all because 
America needs it all. 

Mr. LATTA. I think that we have got 
a lot to do in this country. You know, 
I was very glad when I was able to be 
on that mission to Colorado and up to 
ANWR because I think that it really 
shows us what we can do. We can go 
out and talk about it. We can talk 
about making sure that we are using 
those renewables, that we can go out 
there and talk about what would have 
the smallest footprint out there to pre-
serve that beautiful tundra up there. 
But again, I think the people, don’t be 
a lot of these photographs sometimes. 
You have got to see the actual photos 
of what this area looks like. And not 
that the tundra isn’t attractive, but it 
is not some of the things that it is por-
trayed to be. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Well, you can’t 
live on it. That is one thing that was 
clear to us. You can’t have a lot of 
human habitation. 

Mr. LATTA. You can’t walk across it 
without sinking through. So my view 
is that we want to do, as you said, and 
I said a little earlier, it is all of the 
above. We want to make sure that we 
have got a great energy policy, and en-
ergy that will get us past the oil. But 
it is going to take time. And you prob-
ably remember, you were standing 
right there when those discussions 
were being had, that we are not that 
close yet to get to those new renew-
ables that are out there. It is going to 
take time. 

But during that time, when 80 per-
cent of all of the goods that are deliv-
ered in the State of Ohio are delivered 
by truck, when you look at everything 
that we rely on for oil, we have got to 
have it. But if we put ourselves out of 
business before then, what good is it 
going do down the road to get us to the 
renewables because we have already 
lost. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. What good is it 
going to do, Congressman LATTA, if 
people don’t have jobs? Because com-
pany after company, this is no joke. 
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Companies are facing very severe com-
plications on their bottom line because 
they can’t afford the energy. They 
can’t do it. And buying a carbon credit 
isn’t going to solve this. We have got 
to have more real energy to power the 
real needs America needs to have. We 
never would have had the American 
prosperity that we enjoy today without 
affordable, accessible, reliable energy. 
Energy is a good thing. Oil, gas, coal, 
these aren’t evils. These have been 
building blocks that have given us this 
greater country that the world has ever 
known. To take away these energy 
building blocks is to take away free-
dom and to take away prosperity, to 
take away the greatness of our Nation. 

b 2200 
We need this not just for our genera-

tion. We need this for the next genera-
tion—for my five kids, for your kids. 
This is very important. What kind of a 
country are we going to hand off to our 
kids? Sorry. We’re turning the lights 
off. You’re on your own. 

Mr. LATTA. Absolutely. That’s what 
we’re going to do, and that’s why we’re 
going to keep working. We’re going to 
make sure that the American people 
hear what we believe has to be done. 
What I’m hearing from my constitu-
ents in the Fifth Congressional District 
of Ohio is why aren’t we drilling, and 
why aren’t we exploring. What hap-
pened to nuclear? What happened to 
coal? 

So these are the issues out there that 
folks in my district are concerned 
about. They’ve figured it out. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. You’re right. 
Mr. LATTA. They’ve figured it out. 
Mrs. BACHMANN. You’re right. 
Mr. LATTA. But I just want to thank 

you very much this evening, the gen-
tlewoman from Minnesota, for being 
here tonight, because I know of your 
passion on this whole subject. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Well, Congress-
man LATTA, thank you for being the 
leader here. Thank you for your leader-
ship. 

Mr. LATTA. I think it’s important 
that the American people know that 
we’re out there, that there is a solution 
to this problem. So I just want to 
thank you very much for all of your 
help. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Thank you for 
standing up for the little guy, Con-
gressman LATTA. That is what your 
voice has been tonight, that of the lit-
tle guy who wonders: Does anybody 
hear me? Does anyone see I’m suf-
fering? Congressman LATTA, you’ve 
done that tonight. Thank you for your 
leadership. 

Mr. LATTA. Well, thank you very 
much. 

f 

AMERICAN ENERGY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the honor to be recognized on 

the floor of the United States Congress. 
I also appreciate the presentation that 
has been delivered by the gentleman 
from Ohio and from the gentlelady of 
Minnesota, and I appreciate being able 
to listen to the presentation, knowing 
that they have been to ANWR just re-
cently, within the past week or so, and 
have seen some of the things that I had 
seen there several years ago. What 
they see today is much of what I saw 
then. 

It’s interesting that they flew across 
that coastal plain for 2 hours with ev-
erybody on the plane looking and look-
ing for wildlife, and they didn’t see 
any. I remember I did see some. I saw 
four musk oxen. I remember the pilots 
actually spotted them, and they an-
nounced back to the plane that they 
had seen four musk oxen, and they 
were quite excited that they had seen 
wildlife in the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge. This was the airplane crew who 
had flown that coastal plain over and 
over again. I was surprised at that ex-
citement. 

I wouldn’t have gotten that excited if 
I’d have looked down and had seen a 
deer. I might have if I’d seen a buffalo 
but not a deer. 

In any case, it’s quite a thing to see 
that the people who had made the trip 
to ANWR saw the things that I saw, 
confirmed the things that I confirmed, 
gave speeches here on the floor of Con-
gress tonight, and then let the rest of 
the world know that the things that 
I’ve been saying have been true all 
along, right down to ‘‘there are no 
trees up there, Mr. Speaker, not a sin-
gle tree.’’ 

I recall giving a speech at the Iowa 
State Fair where I made that state-
ment. The allegation was made in a 
very impolite way that that wasn’t 
true. So the newspaper that Iowa de-
pends upon decided they would go find 
a contrary view from mine when I said 
there were no trees in ANWR. They 
found a botanist—I believe he was at 
Iowa State University—who must have 
gone through and searched the Internet 
and found out that there is, at least al-
legedly, a tiny, little weed up there 
that grows about 10- to 12-feet high at 
the most, and it’s technically a tree. 
There’s not enough wood in that to 
make a toothpick, but it’s technically 
a tree. 

So, if they found a botanist who said 
there was a tree in ANWR—and sup-
posedly that’s a rebuttal—I’d just say: 
Who has seen one? I don’t think any-
body has seen one up there. We know 
that the Arctic Circle is the line north 
of which trees cannot grow. This is the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, a fro-
zen tundra coastal plain. When it has 
had any disturbance on the tundra, it 
has not been from the oil pipeline, and 
it has not been from the drillers in a 
significant way, but it happens some-
times when Native Americans get to 
moving around up there. They tell me 
they just drag it smooth, and in 5 to 6 
years, the tundra has all grown back 
where it was. I’ve seen it. I know what 

it looks like. What my eyes see con-
firms for my head and for my heart. 

So I think this point has been made 
very clear. I don’t know how a think-
ing, living, breathing American could 
listen to the dialogue that took place 
here in the last hour and conclude that 
we shouldn’t drill in ANWR. It is an 
ideal place for there to be oil. It’s an 
ideal place for us to extract oil, and we 
have the transmission system up there. 
I think we’d have to add another 74- 
mile pipeline. 

There is something on which I might 
have a little bit of a marginal—not dis-
agreement, but I’d just say here is the 
little way I see it differently from Mrs. 
BACHMANN’s statement, which is that, 
in 3 years, we’d have oil coming out of 
ANWR and coming down the pipeline. 
We did the entire North Slope and the 
entire Alaska pipeline and 600 miles of 
right-of-way. We drilled the wells, put 
it all together, built the industry up 
there, and had oil coming out of the 
pipeline in 3 years, from ’72 till ’75, 
marginally a little bit more than 36 
months, but still, within 3 calendar 
years, there was oil coming out of that 
pipeline. There was an 800-mile pipe-
line. There were 600 miles of right-of- 
way. Drill the wells. Pick up the collec-
tion. Get it to the terminal at Mile 
Post Zero where the caribou con-
gregate. That was in 3 years. 

So I believe this, that if America 
makes up its mind, we can do it, if we 
did a Manhattan Project and started to 
build an atom bomb after the begin-
ning of World War II and, to end the 
war, we’d had two ready and two 
dropped. We did that. President Ken-
nedy said—and I think the year was 
1963—we’re going to go to the Moon. In 
1969, we were on the Moon. 

How can a nation that has that tech-
nical ability, a nation of smart, indus-
trious people who have tamed every-
thing we’ve decided to tame and that 
we’ve always done in record time—has 
something happened to our soul? Has 
something happened to our spirit that 
we would capitulate to the Lilliputian 
ropes that tie down America’s great-
ness—the ropes of regulation? the ropes 
of environmental extremism? What’s 
wrong with our spirit that we would let 
people like this hold America back? 
They would shut our economy down. 

If somebody shuts down the valve at 
the Strait of Hormuz, that shuts off 
42.6 percent of the world’s export oil 
supply. Ahmadinejad has threatened to 
do just that, and he has also threatened 
to annihilate Israel, and he is deter-
mined to move forward in building nu-
clear weapons. He has said so even if 
the CIA in the NIE report some months 
ago said, no, we concluded back in 2003 
that they quit trying. Not true. 
They’re continually trying to enrich 
uranium. They are enriching uranium. 
They showed it to us on our own tele-
vision sets. They’re developing missiles 
to deliver a weapon. They showed us 
that on our television sets. 

Why would we argue with the Ira-
nians? Do we think they’re perpe-
trating some kind of hoax? 
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It didn’t work out so well for Saddam 

Hussein when he sought to perpetrate 
some kind of a hoax. They thought we 
were bluffing, and now we won’t take 
them at their word, and we will watch 
in this Congress as the San Francisco, 
Pelosi-led Congress shuts down every 
avenue of energy development that we 
can create? Well, every one except 
maybe they’re okay with wind as long 
as it isn’t out off of Nantucket. As long 
as TEDDY KENNEDY can’t see it from his 
yacht, we can have some wind energy. 
They aren’t so bad with geothermal be-
cause they don’t see it very much, and 
they don’t understand it as much as 
they see it. Then let’s see. There must 
be some other things—solar, wind, geo-
thermal. So we can have a little solar, 
too, but not if it means we’ve got to 
put solar panels out there across the 
desert, because that’s unsightly. 

So they worship the goddess, Mother 
Earth, and despise the idea of free mar-
ket capitalism. They shut down the 
economy. You know, I think they’re 
also aware that, as to the energy sup-
plies that we have, as soon as we drill 
a well and we get that well up to pro-
duction, that’s the maximum that that 
well is going to produce for a day, and 
then its production day by day tapers 
off. That’s the case with the energy as 
we develop it, so we constantly have to 
be out there exploring for new energy. 
That’s the point, I think, that maybe 
wasn’t made in the last hour that’s es-
sential for us in this hour. 

I see that my good friend from Cali-
fornia, Mr. ROYCE, has arrived on the 
floor, and he knows that I have offered 
an open invitation by my very presence 
here. I’d be so happy to yield so much 
time as he may consume to the astute 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. ROYCE. Well, perhaps I could en-
gage the gentleman from Iowa in a dis-
cussion here of the fact that I don’t 
think many were really paying atten-
tion in this country over the last few 
years, but today, 80 percent of oil re-
serves are owned by nationalized oil 
companies of foreign governments. We 
don’t think a lot about this, but if we 
reflect, we will remember that, in 
many cases, the property has been 
seized and that OPEC now controls 
these assets through cartels overseas. 
As a matter of fact, it controls about 80 
percent. 

In my view, I think Congress sort of 
shrugged off the testimony of our 
former CIA Director, who warned of 
the OPEC cartel spearheaded by Saudi 
Arabia, deliberately lowering produc-
tion levels in order to drive the price of 
oil up. Now, as it turns out, the price of 
oil they managed to drive up to $140 a 
barrel. In his view, this was a bid to si-
phon $10 trillion over the next 10 years 
from our economy here into the coffers 
of the OPEC members. 

So I wanted to just touch briefly on 
the national security component of 
this. I think Congress watched as the 
Chairman of the Federal Reserve Board 
explained that our supplies in oil are so 
tight in the United States today that a 
1 percent increase in supply could 
lower costs by 10 percent. Just 2 weeks 

ago, our Federal Reserve Chairman, 
Ben Bernanke, testified to that point. 

So what is the studied indifference as 
consumers and policymakers lay out 
the case for more supply? 

My concern is that the Democratic 
leadership has made a commitment to 
maintain the moratoriums against new 
drilling, new refineries, new nuclear 
power, the opportunity to extract oil 
from shale. Like my colleague from 
Iowa, I believe that market economics 
still have consequences and that the 
American Energy Act, which we have 
cosponsored which would lift these pro-
hibitions, would increase supply by 33 
percent. Now, if a 1 percent increase in 
supply drives down the price in the es-
timate of the Federal Reserve Chair-
man by 10 percent, what would a 33 per-
cent increase in supply do for the 
price? 

You know, a majority of the House of 
Representatives, I now believe, is feel-
ing enough heat back home that they 
would vote for increased supply, but 
the congressional leadership has 
blocked not only the American Energy 
Act, but the Democratic leadership has 
also blocked all other amendments 
that might lift any of the prohibitions 
from coming to the House floor. 

Well, under this American Energy 
Act that the gentleman from Iowa and 
I are supporting, we would open our 
deep water ocean resources. That 
would provide another 3 million barrels 
of oil per day to our domestic supply. 
Currently, we use 20 million barrels a 
day. Now, Cuba and Venezuela are al-
ready operating in these waters. It 
would open the Arctic coastal plain. 
That would provide an additional 1 mil-
lion barrels of oil a day. Now the Rus-
sian oil exploration is already oper-
ating in the Arctic today. It would de-
velop our Nation’s oil shale resources, 
providing an additional 2.5 million bar-
rels per day. Canada is developing its 
oil shale resources. 

It would cut the red tape that hinders 
the construction of new refineries. 
None have been built in the last 31 
years. It would extend the tax credit 
for alternative energy production, in-
cluding wind and solar and hydrogen, 
and it would eliminate barriers to the 
expansion of nuclear power production. 
As we know, France gets 80 percent of 
its energy from nuclear power. My 
State of California gets 121⁄2 percent. 

So, today, the OPEC cartel controls 
more than three-quarters of the world’s 
global oil reserves, and it severely re-
stricts both supply and access to its oil 
fields. This is one of the factors that 
helps cause this dramatic spike in the 
price of oil, which not only hits con-
sumers at the pump but which, frank-
ly, harms nearly every aspect of our 
economy, and the moratoriums here 
maintained by the Democratic leader-
ship, in my view, help drive up energy 
costs and risk further sinking this 
economy. 

This is the reason I’ve come to the 
floor, to make the case to have our col-
leagues bring this bill before the floor 
of the House of Representatives. 

b 2215 

I don’t know of a case where we have 
gone so long without an appropriations 
bill before this Congress. Article I, sec-
tion 9, clause 7 of the Constitution says 
that, ‘‘No money shall be drawn from 
the Treasury, but in Consequence of 
Appropriations made by Law.’’ 

Normally, we have the 13 appropria-
tions bills that come out of our com-
mittees that fund every government 
agency, but this is being held off. And 
one of the reasons why we are not hav-
ing these votes on the House floor is 
because of the concern that we might 
bring up these amendments. We might 
attach this Act to one of the appropria-
tions bills. 

And we’ve gone over 200 years on this 
House floor, and the House has never 
gone into the August recess without 
passing a single appropriations bill. In 
fact, the House has always passed at 
least one appropriations bill prior to 
July 9. 

And I am concerned that the Demo-
crat leadership is so insistent on block-
ing any votes to increase energy pro-
duction that they are rolling over until 
the end of the year all of the work that 
this Congress—and we will have one 
omnibus bill in which we cannot bring 
up any of these amendments to in-
crease energy production in the United 
States. 

I would ask if my colleague from the 
State of Iowa shares my concern. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from California, and I appre-
ciate you bringing this to the floor and 
laying it out with the clarity that you 
have. 

Supply and demand, as you’re speak-
ing, I’m thinking, let’s see, if there was 
32 percent more corn on the market— 
being from Iowa, I think in those 
terms—that might be, say, 41⁄2 billion 
bushels more corn on the market, 
maybe a little more than that. I’m 
pretty sure if we dump 41⁄2 billion bush-
els of corn supposedly that we found 
somewhere on the market, the price 
would go down. 

I was also thinking about Adam 
Smith when he wrote in his famous 
book ‘‘Wealth of Nations,’’ published in 
1776, how it was that the cost of every-
thing that we produce is the sum total 
of the capital and the labor required to 
produce whatever the commodity is. 
And he wrote about how the price of 
gold plummeted in Europe when the 
Spanish galleons returned from the 
New World loaded with gold. But he 
didn’t say because of supply and de-
mand strictly. He said it was because 
they had figured out how to take the 
price of labor out of the production of 
gold. They stole the gold, but the effect 
was the labor got cheap. 

Supply and demand works for gold, it 
works for corn, and it works for oil. It 
works for everything including labor. 
They’re all commodities. And some of 
the things that can affect that, of 
course, are the value of our dollar. I’d 
like to see that dollar shored up. 

When I look at these bushels—excuse 
me, I’m thinking like an Iowan—when 
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I look at these million barrels, 3 mil-
lion a day off the gulf as described by 
the gentleman from California, 1 mil-
lion a day out of the arctic region up 
there, 21⁄2 million in oil shale, those are 
really just for starters. We’ve always 
found more oil than we predicted was 
there, and it will be the case this time. 

On the subject matter of what it is 
that this Imperial Pelosi Congress 
won’t let us vote on, this is the produc-
tion chart for the United States of 
America for energy. And we need to, 
Mr. Speaker, talk about energy from 
the concept of total Btus of energy. We 
have to put it in one common measure-
ment. So, rather than gallons or cords 
of wood, whatever it might be, we put 
this into Btus and energy. 

This is all of the energy sources that 
we have here that we produce in the 
United States. And as we go around the 
edge here, I’ll start right in here. Hy-
droelectric power, nuclear. Coal, 321⁄2 
percent of our overall production is 
coal. Natural gas, 271⁄2 percent of our 
overall production is natural gas. Then 
you’ve got heavy petroleum, like as-
phalt and those kind of oils. Jet fuel, 
kerosene, diesel fuel’s in red, and gaso-
line in blue, biomass, and a lot of 
that’s wood. People are burning more 
wood today because of the cost of en-
ergy in pink. Then you get down to 
these tiny little slivers, biodiesel, nine- 
one hundredths of 1 percent. Ethanol 
fuel, .76 of 1 percent; solar, .11 of 1 per-
cent; wind, .44; geothermal, .49. This is 
it. 

Now, I would take you around this 
chart, and we’re going to find that the 
folks that, I will say, worship at the 
altar of Mother Earth object to nearly 
every kind of energy that we produce 
in the United States. They object to a 
lot of the biofuels because it is burning 
wood, and it puts carbon dioxide in the 
air. The biomass, they’ve objected to. 

Gasoline, we know the objection to 
that, and we have people in here that 
would rather have you ride your bicy-
cle and they think that if gas prices go 
to $4 or $5 or more a gallon, more peo-
ple will ride their bikes. 

Fewer will get in their car. That will 
save the environment, and they can 
save Mother Earth. That’s what they’re 
thinking. So we can’t develop anymore 
gasoline here in the United States or 
diesel fuel or jet fuel or heavy oils. 
That’s all in the same kind of hydro-
carbon, comes out of the same well, the 
crude oil well. That’s all verboten, ac-
cording to the Speaker’s team from 
San Francisco. 

And you get to natural gas. They 
have to drill wells to do that, and 
they’ve got us blocked offshore. 
They’ve got us blocked on non-national 
park public lands. Sometimes we can 
drill there, but we can’t get access, and 
we can’t lay pipelines, and we know 
that we can’t transport natural gas un-
less we can conduct it through a pipe-
line or turn it into liquefied natural 
gas. 

By the way, we had a vote on the 
floor today on a motion to recommit 

on a bill that would have opened up a 
bridge that’s blocking tankers that are 
coming into Massachusetts with lique-
fied natural gas. They blocked that. 
They don’t even want liquefied natural 
gas coming in up their little river, even 
though the Federal taxpayers pay for 
the bridge that’s already replaced the 
one that’s keeping the tankers from 
going underneath it. 

That tells you where they are with 
natural gas, and that’s Massachusetts 
mentality that teams up with some of 
that left coast mentality, not all of it 
by any means. 

And the coal, it’s almost to the point 
now—I happen to know of one expan-
sion of a coal-fired generation plant. 
There may be more. But the people 
that are putting these plants together 
say we can’t meet the regulations any-
more. They’re getting tighter and 
tighter. So coal-fired generating plants 
are pretty much off the table. 

You kind of see, and I’m going 
around here, off the table all the way 
around. Nuclear, no, off the table. 
They’re afraid of a Chernobyl, even 
though our technology doesn’t melt 
down that way. It actually cools, in-
stead of warms. So the greens are 
afraid of nuclear. 

Hydroelectric, boy, now there is a 
superclean, wonderful, natural resource 
that renews itself. It rains, water runs 
down the river, comes through the tur-
bine, spins it, generates electricity. 
What could be better than that? But a 
strong contingent of environmental ex-
tremists want to put all of our rivers 
back to where they were before because 
they don’t believe we should even 
think or attempt to improve upon 
Mother Nature. 

So I’ve gone all the way around here. 
Hydroelectric power, that was the 
piece there. And what’s left? 

When you add this all up, all of these 
things are forbidden by one entity or 
another. Even wind has resistance to it 
because people think that birds are 
going to fly into those windmills. And 
I can tell you, I can see 17 of them from 
my house. They have hundreds of them 
in my district. There aren’t piles of 
dead birds underneath there. It’s more 
dangerous to the birds when you drive 
your car down the road. They can at 
least see that windmill coming and 
they tend to avoid it. 

So I can only find three sources of 
energy that maybe, maybe we could ex-
pand, and that would be—by the way, 
ethanol, biodiesel, that’s food versus 
fuel, so there’s a resistance there. So 
we end up with wind, unless Teddy 
Kennedy can see it; geothermal, as 
long as you can’t see it; and what do 
they have, solar. 

Now, these tiny little pieces here, if 
you add up of our overall production, 
that’s .49, .44 and .11. Now I haven’t 
done that. That’s a little bit over 1 per-
cent of our overall energy production is 
what they’re going to let us expand to 
produce 100 percent of the energy that 
we can consume. 

And Mr. Speaker, we’re producing 
only 72 percent of the energy that 

we’re consuming. So this energy pie 
isn’t big enough. It’s only 72 percent 
big enough to provide the energy nec-
essary to fuel the United States and 
keep our economy going. 

By the way, just providing enough 
energy isn’t good enough. We can al-
ways buy enough energy until we go 
flat bloke. We have got to have enough 
energy that’s economical for our indus-
try to run, that’s economical for people 
to engage in travel and enjoy life and 
be able to exercise our freedoms. 

Mr. ROYCE. If the gentleman would 
yield, what would the gentleman think 
the consequence would be over the next 
10 years presuming that these morato-
riums are kept in place? We can’t do 
anything, presume for a moment, to 
address the issue that the Federal Re-
serve Chairman warned, that the sup-
ply of energy is so tight that a 1 per-
cent increase in supply would drop 
prices by 10 percent. Let’s say that 
things remain as they are, we don’t get 
any additional sources for production 
because of the moratoriums. What do 
you think the consequences would be of 
the transfer of $10 trillion out of this 
economy over the next 10 years into 
OPEC, into the members of the OPEC 
cartel? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Well, I think that 
we already see the heavy signs of those 
consequences, that when dictators be-
come rich, they also become bellig-
erent, and they begin to think that— 
well, actually, they’re measuring their 
power. It’s their economic power, and a 
lot of them run contrary to our values 
here in Western civilization. So we 
have more conflicts to face, and we’re 
going to have to do it with less re-
sources, and a Nation whose economy 
could no longer be thriving will have 
transferred our wealth overseas. 

Mr. ROYCE. If the gentleman will 
yield, I think it’s pretty clear at this 
point that high gas prices are hurting 
the pocketbook of families across this 
country. Family budgets are strained. 
And the bottom line is we are pushing 
for short- and long-term solutions to 
lower gas prices and to address our fu-
ture energy needs. 

We’re doing that with the American 
Energy Act, which is going to provide 
tax incentives for businesses and fami-
lies that purchase more fuel-efficient 
carts. It provides tax incentives to 
those that improve their energy effi-
ciency. It permanently extends the tax 
credit for alternative energy produc-
tion, including wind and solar and hy-
drogen. Barriers to the expansion of 
emission-free nuclear power production 
are eliminated in this piece of legisla-
tion. It spurs the development of alter-
native fuels. 

It’s a balanced piece of legislation, 
which gives us more energy, and frank-
ly, with gas prices increasing, it’s vital 
that we utilize our Nation’s vast en-
ergy supplies, and at the same time, we 
should continue to develop new, clean 
technology. And this would signifi-
cantly reduce our use of foreign oil. 
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That’s what this bill is intended to 

do, and doing so is an economic neces-
sity. It is vital to our national secu-
rity. So I encourage our lawmakers, 
our colleagues to join us in this effort 
to bring this important piece of legisla-
tion to the floor for a vote. 

And I appreciate the gentleman from 
Iowa yielding to me, and I appreciate 
also his explanation of energy produc-
tion and energy consumption here in 
the United States so that people can 
better understand just how tight the 
supply is and how great the need is for 
more energy production, to say noth-
ing of the jobs, by the way, that this 
would create here in this country if we 
allowed more production. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from California for coming to 
the floor and bringing this issue for-
ward, helping to frame it in the fashion 
that he has. 

And the segue gave me an oppor-
tunity to put up these two charts, and 
the chart that I just took down was the 
energy production chart. That was 72 
quadrillion Btus of energy. The inside 
circle is the energy production chart, 
72 quadrillion total energy production 
in the United States. The outside circle 
is the energy consumption in the 
United States. That’s 101.4 quadrillion 
Btus. 

Now, those numbers don’t mean a lot 
to anybody, I don’t think, until you 
just put it in perspective. We are pro-
ducing 72 percent of the energy that 
we’re consuming, and if we’re going to 
be energy independent, if we’re going 
to stop transferring American wealth 
overseas, as the gentleman from Cali-
fornia said, then we’ve got to produce 
as much energy as we consume. 

And I’m not stuck specifically on 
producing just as much gas as we burn 
or just as much diesel or just as much 
electricity in whichever fashion it is, 
but I’m insistent upon the idea that we 
go to full energy production, that if we 
produce enough Btus and natural gas 
to offset something we might use in 
coal, let the size of the proportion of 
these pie charts change a little bit de-
pending upon what’s most economical. 

But I do think natural gas needs to 
remain, as JOHN PETERSON of Pennsyl-
vania said, the mother’s milk of manu-
facturing and that it should not be the 
kind of energy that we’re using to ex-
pand our electrical generation. 

b 2230 

And natural gas is also the feedstock 
for 90 percent of our nitrogen fertilizer. 

And so there’s two essential uses. 
And we can’t turn over the nitrogen 
fertilizer production to places like 
Venezuela and Russia, but that’s where 
it’s going. We’ve almost lost the entire 
fertilizer industry in the United States 
because we haven’t acted to open up 
these energy supplies. We know that 
we have 420 trillion cubic feet of nat-
ural gas, and that’s known reserves. 
That’s known reserves, and we still 
can’t go offshore in many places and 
explore. 

So here’s our answer: It is, expand all 
of these forms of energy, every single 
one. And yes, we need to expand—even 
the energy that TEDDY KENNEDY ob-
jects to, let’s expand some wind and 
some geothermal and some solar. 
That’s the three that seem to be the 
least objectionable. But let’s do all the 
rest while we’re at it. 

And this green one right here, nu-
clear; when you think we haven’t built 
a nuclear plant since the mid-1970s, 
about 1975, there is a brand new one 
that’s under construction in South 
Carolina today—and boy we’re on a 
blitzkrieg to get that built—and it’s 
going to be going online in 2017. Can 
you imagine a nation that—we can put 
the erector set together a lot faster 
than that, we just can’t jump through 
all the regulatory hoops any faster 
than that. So the master switch gets 
thrown and the lights come on in 
South Carolina in 2017. And that is 
then the master manual for how to go 
through all of the regulatory and envi-
ronmental red tape to build the next 
one after that. 

And there was a vote in South Da-
kota, a public referendum to build a 
new refinery in Union County, South 
Dakota, Elk Point area, $10 billion in-
vestment. The referendum passed in 
favor of it, 59–41, so they said most of 
us think it’s okay to have a refinery in 
our back yard. That refinery is one 
that I think it has a very good chance 
of going, but even those who are driv-
ing this don’t have the answer to every 
question on how they jump through all 
of the regulatory hoops that have been 
created. 

So here’s an example: In 1970, when 
the oil companies wanted to go up to 
the North Slope of Alaska and open up 
Alaska for drilling, there was a court 
injunction that was slapped on them. 
That was a new thing then. I can re-
member being shocked that someone 
could come along and file a court case 
and shut down an entire region from 
development for energy. 

There used to be a thing called prop-
erty rights in America, constitutional 
property rights, and that would be a 
taking of the property. They went in 
there and acquired those leases with all 
good intent and above board, and they 
were shut down by an environmentalist 
lawsuit that went to court in 1970. In 
1972, the final litigation hurdle had 
been leaped and they began the con-
struction of the 600 miles of right-a- 
way and the 800 miles of pipelines and 
all the wells and collector tubes and 
the terminals on the Alaska Pipeline. 

It took 2 years. And in 1972, I was as-
tonished that anybody could hold up an 
operation like that for 2 years. And yet 
today, that seems like a blink of a 
litigative eye, 2 years. If we could re-
solve all the litigation that’s holding 
up energy in 2 years, in 4 years we 
could have the energy problem solved. 
And that’s because the trial lawyers, 
the environmentalists, the people that 
want to make their money off of litiga-
tion, the same kind of people that held 

up the Intelligence bill and put our Na-
tion at risk, those who see profit in 
squeezing it out of somebody else, 
that’s holding us up on energy, and the 
environmentalists. 

So now I add this up on production. 
All of these things are off the table by 
environmentalists: 

Can’t do biomass, that burns wood, 
puts greenhouse gas in the air. Can’t do 
motor gasoline, same reason. Can’t do 
diesel fuel. Can’t do jet fuel. None of 
the crude oil can we do because they’re 
afraid it contributes to global warm-
ing. And as we come on around the 
horn, kerosene fits in that same cat-
egory. Natural gas, I spoke to that. 
Coal, can’t build any more coal-fire 
plants, or if we do, we’ve got some new 
hoops to jump through that no one has 
jumped through before. 

You get to the nuclear, and the 
French are producing 78 percent of 
their electricity by nuclear, and we’re 
down here where our overall energy 
consumption is 8.29 percent. The per-
centage of our overall energy produc-
tion is 11.66 percent. But nuclear is also 
off the table. I spoke about hydro-
electric, off the table. 

So we get to add up geothermal and 
wind and solar. I add up those three 
things. And I happen to know that in 
our overall consumption, those three 
sources, geothermal, wind and solar, 
total .74 of 1 percent of our overall en-
ergy consumption. And if we’re going 
to be independent, we’re going to only 
expand those? What’s your answer? Do 
you have an answer? I don’t think so. I 
think you worship at the alter of moth-
er nature. 

And your default position is to al-
ways go back to pre Garden of Eden. I 
don’t think you can think beyond that. 
I’ll say this, that I know who created 
this Earth; God created this Earth. And 
he gave us dominion over it, and the 
animals and the plants in it to be used 
respectfully. And yes, we can improve 
upon mother nature, we’ve done it 
many times. That’s why we’re given 
the gift of the intellect and free will 
that we have. And we’re to be tested in 
this fashion. And I’m more than happy 
to rise to that occasion and be tested 
in this fashion. And this side of the 
aisle over there, you all think the de-
fault position is, go back to pre Garden 
of Eden, mother nature, whatever the 
random grab-bag thing it was that 
came out of Darwin’s ‘‘survival of the 
fittest’’ before man intervened as an 
intervening species, whatever that was, 
that’s the utopian version that you’re 
after because you have no other stand-
ard. We’ll, I just described the stand-
ard, look it up in Genesis. 

We can do this. We can produce all 
the energy that this country consumes 
by expanding all of these sources of en-
ergy from the production chart. 
Stretch it out to the outside limits of 
the consumption chart. We can do this, 
we must do this. And if we fail, the 
other people in the world—whom we 
are sending money to every day by the 
billions—will own us. And when they 
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own us, then they will tell us what to 
do and they will be our boss and our 
freedoms will be gone and diminished. 
And by the way, the people we’re send-
ing the money to for the most part 
don’t believe much in freedom. 

And we’re doing our best to encour-
age others to buy into the freedom 
model that we have. If we besmirch the 
freedom responsibility to make good 
decisions for the best long-term inter-
ests of the American people, we trail in 
the dust of golden hopes of the Found-
ing Fathers. 

So much has been said about energy 
tonight, Mr. Speaker, and that makes 
my point on energy. I may come back 
and reiterate it, but I’ll take up an-
other subject matter that has me sig-
nificantly concerned. And that is, that 
as we watch the Presidential race un-
fold, and we’re watching as one of the 
Presidential candidates does his photo- 
op stops around the Middle East and 
Europe, and as that Presidential can-
didate—and specifically the junior Sen-
ator from Illinois—has said that he ex-
pects to be in a leadership role for the 
next 10 years or so, he has already 
anointed himself as President. And so I 
would submit—and I don’t hear any-
body on the Democrat side say, wait a 
minute, calm down, that Presidential 
seal was a little bit of an overreach and 
the statement that you’re going to be 
in command for the next 10 years 
means that, even if you win the Presi-
dency this year and get re-elected 4 
years later, it’s still not 10 years. So 
perhaps you can amend the Constitu-
tion and make such a prediction. 
Maybe you’re such a marvel of nature 
you can do all of that, Mr. OBAMA. 

But even if you’re half of what you 
say, that makes you the leader of the 
Democrat Party in the United States 
of America. That means that the peo-
ple over here on this side of the aisle 
are seeking to accommodate the posi-
tions that you’ve taken, trying to 
make you look good as you run for the 
Presidency, applauding and supporting 
the globe trotting and the speech—that 
didn’t take place at the Brandenburg 
gate today—all of that adulation that 
goes on is surely affecting the agenda 
here on the floor of Congress. It has to 
be and it has to have been. 

For example, 40 different bills and 
resolutions brought to the floor of this 
House in the 110th Congress, all de-
signed to underfund, unfund, deploy 
our troops out of Iraq and undermine 
the spirit and the will of our own fight-
ing men and women, while they en-
courage our enemy. Forty bills and res-
olutions. All of those fit exactly with 
Obama’s foreign policy, ‘‘get out and 
get out now.’’ 

I’m a little amazed that he can argue 
that, when asked if the surge worked, 
he couldn’t agree that the surge 
worked. He said it was a hypothetical 
question. What’s hypothetical about 
sending 170,000 troops over into a com-
bat zone? What’s hypothetical about 
some of them that come back with a 
flag draped over their coffin? That’s 

not hypothetical, Senator OBAMA. 
That’s real life, it’s real death, it’s real 
families that gave their son or daugh-
ter, lost their husband or their wife for 
our freedom. And you can’t answer 
frivolously and flippantly that it’s a 
hypothetical question, did the surge 
work or didn’t it work? Obviously it 
worked. 

And to argue that you have four 
points out there that the rest of—the 
President and JOHN MCCAIN are coming 
around to, that they’re agreeing with 
you because you said we ought to get 
out of Iraq back in 2005—I think 2005 
was the year that he said my position 
on Iraq is identical with that of Presi-
dent Bush. So I’m not sure when the 
first time was he said I think we should 
get out, but I know it was when we 
were under combat stress and pressure 
and things weren’t going that well over 
there. And now I see him walking 
around the tarmac at Baghdad Inter-
national—where I’ve been five times 
and I’ll be again before this election 
cycle is over. And each time I’ve been 
there—hmm, I don’t know about that. I 
think maybe the first time I arrived 
there I didn’t wear a bullet-proof vest 
and I didn’t wear a helmet. I think I 
went in there in casual khakis because 
the threat wasn’t deemed to be as high 
as it turned out to be. The rest of the 
time I wore a bullet-proof vest and I 
wore a helmet. And I look there now, 
Senator OBAMA gets off of the plane or 
the helicopter, no bullet-proof vest, no 
helmet. Why is that? Senator, it’s be-
cause the surge worked. The surge 
worked, and it’s safe enough for you to 
walk around at Baghdad International 
in your shirt sleeves. 

A couple or 3 years ago, when I was 
walking around Baghdad International 
and I had security personnel standing 
between me and the line of fire, the 
other side of the concrete wall was the 
Mahdi militia, Muqtada-al Sadr’s mili-
tia. They were controlling the civilian 
side of the airport. And the military 
side, by some truce—we didn’t shoot 
each other much, I guess, through that 
concrete—held the other side. And 
today, the Mahdi militia is decimated 
and gone. Muqtada al-Sadr, the bane of 
peace in Iraq, has gone from doing 
something he’s not very good at. Now 
he’s studying. He’s no longer a general. 
When he loses his army, he goings off 
to be a scholar instead. And for him to 
get ramped back up again and ever be 
commanding a Mahdi militia looks 
pretty slim to the people I’m talking 
to. 

The reason, OBAMA, you can walk 
around on the tarmac at Baghdad 
International in shirt sleeves is be-
cause the surge worked. And the reason 
that we can pull some troops out of 
Iraq incrementally, as situations ad-
just on the ground, as they have been 
adjusting and continue to adjust on the 
ground, the reason is because the surge 
worked. And to take credit because 
some troops can come out of Iraq when 
you said ‘‘pull them all out now, right 
now,’’ and when you said, ‘‘I will, on 

my first day in office, order the imme-
diate withdrawal of the troops from 
Iraq,’’ the only condition, the only ca-
veat was, I’ll maintain a rear guard so 
they don’t get shot in the back as they 
run off and get on board the troop ship, 
that’s what’s going on. You can’t fool 
the American people in that. 

And you say that you want to send a 
couple of brigades to Afghanistan. Do 
it now, do it before the election. We 
can’t wait until January 20—pre-
suming, of course, that JOHN MCCAIN 
won’t make the right decision. He’s far 
more likely to make the right decision. 
And I actually think he’s actually 
more likely to be President today. But 
to argue that we should send troops 
from Iraq to Afghanistan immediately 
is an obscene contradiction to the sac-
rifice that’s been made by our military 
personnel that are there. 

It works like this; here’s how the 
logic in the rational world goes: If 
President Bush has the insight and the 
courage to empower General Petraeus, 
recognize his leadership, allow him the 
time to go back and write the counter- 
insurgency manual, appoint him to 
command the troops in Iraq for the 
purposes of initiating the surge, make 
sure General Petraeus comes here be-
fore this Congress, explains it to us, we 
appropriate the money—you didn’t 
have the nerve to shut the funding off 
because you didn’t want to say, well, 
absolutely no to the troops because the 
disgrace of shutting the funding off and 
watching 3 million people die in South-
east Asia in 1975 comes back to haunt. 

The President had the vision to ap-
point General Petraeus. He had the vi-
sion to buy into that vision. He made 
the tough order. He put the troops on 
the line. They went there. The surge 
worked. The political solution flowed 
behind it and with it and in anticipa-
tion of it because they knew that we 
were going to be there for a period of 
time and would give the Iraqis time to 
get themselves established. 

If the surge worked in Iraq, OBAMA, 
tell me why—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is reminded that his remarks 
should be referred to the Chair 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ac-
knowledge that statement as correct. 
And Mr. Speaker, I will direct my re-
marks to the Chair. I appreciate that. 

So Mr. Speaker, when I speak to you 
and echo this message across to the 
other Chamber, the idea that a surge 
didn’t work in Iraq but it allowed Pres-
idential candidates to walk around on 
the tarmac without a bullet-proof vest 
or a helmet, but it will work in Af-
ghanistan? 

b 2245 

That’s a rationale that doesn’t fit for 
the people in the Midwest. They know 
better. They’ve watched this. They 
stayed up to speed with what’s going 
on, and they will not be fooled. And I 
will not be fooled either. 

So what we have is we have a situa-
tion where the political climate in this 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:57 Jul 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00099 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JY7.170 H24JYPT1er
ow

e 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7160 July 24, 2008 
Chamber, Mr. Speaker, seeks to meld 
and shape itself to a presidential cam-
paign, to adopt those policies, to make 
it so it increases the odds that their 
candidate will be elected President. 

And part of this, Mr. Speaker, is un-
folding tomorrow morning in the House 
Judiciary Committee. I don’t know 
that this is published in the news 
media, but I know what I got in my Ju-
diciary Committee hearing notice here 
within the last hour. This is a notice 
that says that there is going to be, for 
the first time in this millennia, im-
peachment hearings in the United 
States House of Representatives in the 
Judiciary Committee, impeachment 
hearings to consider impeachment of 
the President of the United States and 
the Vice President of the United 
States, starting at 10 a.m. tomorrow 
morning in room 2141 of the Rayburn 
House Office Building. 

I can only conclude, Mr. Speaker, 
that the initiative for this has to be ap-
proved by the presidential candidate of 
the party that controls the Judiciary 
Committee and this Chamber. There’s 
no other conclusion that can be drawn. 
It is all politics all the time. There are 
no coincidences in politics. If a presi-
dential candidate didn’t want to have 
impeachment hearings going on, he’d 
make sure that they weren’t going on. 
If a Speaker of the House or a chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee was 
considering such an idea to hold im-
peachment hearings, they would surely 
run it across the powers that be within 
their party so there wasn’t a conflict 
that rose up to bite them. I have to be-
lieve, and I do believe, that this is with 
the full support and endorsement of the 
presidential candidate chosen by the 
party on the other side of the aisle. 

This is what we’re up against tomor-
row, Mr. Speaker. It’s going to be an 
interesting day. 

I was not in this Congress during the 
impeachment hearings of 1998, al-
though I was in this city. I came to 
this city to do a couple of conferences, 
and I picked up the Washington Post, 
and on about Page 4, there was a little 
clip in there that said impeachment 
hearings in the House Judiciary Com-
mittee, room 2141, open to the public, 
staring at 10 o’clock in the morning. I 
believe the dates were the 7th, 8th, and 
9th of December, 1998. I looked at that, 
and I concluded that these were histor-
ical times and that in spite of whatever 
the conferences were that I’d come out 
here to attend, attending the impeach-
ment hearings would be far more in-
structive, that I would then be part of 
history. 

Well, I observed those hearings for 3 
days in a row. I was sitting behind 
David Shippers when he delivered the 
summary of the prosecution. I happen 
to have a copy that was handed to me 
that day by the Judiciary Committee 
staff. I keep that in my file. It’s an his-
toric event. These events tomorrow 
will be historic too, although they are 
far from as serious as what was taking 
place in 1998 because in 1998 there was 

an impeachment in this House. This 
House voted to impeach the President 
of the United States, Mr. Speaker. 
They did so based on solid evidence, 
and they went over to the Senate to 
bring forth the prosecution. 

And I see things in this notice that 
goes this way: ‘‘Full Committee Hear-
ing, Executive Power and Its Constitu-
tional Limitations’’ being the subject, 
the subject being three resolutions in-
troduced by Congressman DENNIS 
KUCINICH and different resolutions to 
either impeach President Bush or Vice 
President CHENEY. It says that interest 
groups have advocated for the impeach-
ment of the President and the Vice 
President. Nobody’s talking about this 
where I live, but there are enough radi-
cals to bring this thing forward. 

We are going to hear from several 
Members of Congress, one, two, three, 
four Members of Congress tomorrow. 
We are going to hear from a former As-
sociate Deputy Attorney General from 
the Reagan administration. We are 
going to hear from the Mayor of Salt 
Lake City, Mr. Speaker, who has said 
publicly this: ‘‘This President has en-
gaged in such incredible abuses of 
power and breaches of trust with both 
Congress and the American people and 
misleading us into this tragic and un-
believable war, the violation of trea-
ties, other international law, our Con-
stitution, our own domestic laws, and 
then his role in heinous human rights 
abuses, I think all of that together 
calls for impeachment.’’ 

Well, I would reject all of those alle-
gations as having substance, and I 
don’t think that substance is going to 
come out tomorrow, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause this is a dog and pony show. This 
is a political exercise. 

Actually, I tried to get the chairman 
to yield to me the other day, and he de-
clined to do so, because I was watching 
the progression of these judicial public 
lynchings that have been taking place 
of Bush administration officials in the 
Judiciary Committee over the last 
month or better. We had David 
Addington, the Chief of Staff of the 
Vice President of the United States, 
brought before the Judiciary Com-
mittee under threat of subpoena. And 
he was told by one of the committee 
members, ‘‘I’m glad al Qaeda can see 
you now.’’ Brought before the public, a 
man who has been a private individual, 
and whipped up one side and down the 
other with verbal assaults, trying to 
find to trip him up so that he could go 
the same path as Scooter Libby, whom 
no one can still tell me what it was 
that Scooter Libby said or did that was 
wrong. All they know is that he’s been 
beaten up on so much, there must be 
something there. Well, Mr. Speaker, 
when it comes to the politics in this 
Chamber, I can tell you there doesn’t 
have to be anything there to be beaten 
up upon. 

But here’s what’s going to make it a 
problem for some of the members in 
the Judiciary Committee. They were 
on the committee in 1998, many of 

them. They are on record as to what 
they thought was an objective con-
stitutional means, reason for which a 
President should be impeached. They 
said such things as, and this is a quote, 
‘‘We are using the most powerful insti-
tutional tool available to this body, 
impeachment, in a highly partisan 
manner. Impeachment was designed to 
rid this Nation of traitors and ty-
rants.’’ That’s the chairman of the 
committee. 

Here’s another quote from a com-
mittee member. This is MAXINE WA-
TERS, California, who believes we 
should nationalize our oil industry, by 
the way, but, Mr. Speaker, here’s the 
quote: ‘‘How must our American sol-
diers feel to have their Commander in 
Chief under attack’’—this is of Presi-
dent Clinton during the impeachment 
hearings. ‘‘How must our American sol-
diers feel to have their Commander in 
Chief under attack while they are en-
gaged in battle? They have the right to 
feel betrayed and undermined. Today 
we are here in the People’s House de-
bating the partisan impeachment of 
the President of the United States of 
America while the Commander in Chief 
is managing a crisis and asking world 
leaders for support. This is indeed a Re-
publican coup d’etat.’’ Mr. Speaker, 
that’s MAXINE WATERS, 1998, during the 
impeachment of Bill Clinton. I wonder 
how she is going to conduct herself to-
morrow, if she is going to be consistent 
with her words then or if she’s going to 
contrive another argument manana. 

Here’s another quote from a current 
Judiciary Committee member speaking 
of the Clinton impeachment in 1998: 
‘‘We have been warned repeatedly that 
these allegations are nowhere near 
what is necessary to overturn a na-
tional election and to impeachment a 
President. Despite these cautionary 
flags, this committee has turned a deaf 
ear to hundreds of years of precedent 
and to the Constitution that has kept 
this country strong and unified.’’ 
That’s Congressman ROBERT C. SCOTT 
of Virginia, a Judiciary Committee 
member. 

Here’s a statement made by the cur-
rent Chair of the Immigration Sub-
committee back in 1998 of the Clinton 
impeachment: ‘‘The people’s will must 
not be overridden by those who claim 
to know better, by those who believe 
they know what is best for the Amer-
ican people,’’ ZOE LOFGREN. 

You get the idea, Mr. Speaker. Let 
me just do another one just to put 
some of this on the record, Mr. Speak-
er. Here’s another quote of the 1998 im-
peachment of President Bill Clinton, 
Judiciary Committee member and Con-
stitution Subcommittee Chair: ‘‘It’s an 
enormous responsibility and an ex-
traordinary power. It’s not one that 
should be exercised lightly. It certainly 
is not one which should be exercised in 
a manner which is or would be per-
ceived to be unfair or partisan.’’ 

Well, get ready for tomorrow, Mr. 
Speaker. I don’t expect it’s going to be 
fair, but I don’t think there is a single 
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pundit in America that could analyze 
it as anything except partisan. Not a 
witch hunt anymore. They’ve found 
their witch. They’re bringing impeach-
ment hearings before the House Judici-
ary Committee, all of that on the heels 
of the attempted public lynching of 
David Addington, the Chief of Staff of 
the Vice President of the United 
States; Doug Feith, the Deputy Under 
Secretary of Defense for Policy, also 
brought before the committee; and 
then behind that last week, former At-
torney General John Ashcroft, another 
attempt made at him yesterday or the 
day before. I guess it was the day be-
fore. We had Attorney General 
Mukasey. All of this before the com-
mittee, all of this under at least the 
implication that a subpoena can be 
issued, sometimes the actual vote and 
threat of a subpoena. I don’t know if a 
subpoena has been actually issued 
under any of these cases. But these are 
honorable men. They’ll come testify. 
They have got nothing to hide. But it’s 
a grueling thing to sit there and look 
at the Judiciary Committee panel and 
know that it’s exactly what, Mr. 
Speaker, JERRY NADLER said it should 
not be. He said, ‘‘It certainly is not one 
which should be exercised in a manner 
which is or would be perceived to be 
unfair or partisan.’’ 

Well, I am very convinced that JERRY 
NADLER thought that it was unfair and 
partisan in 1998. I don’t know that a 
majority of the American people think 
that, but today if you would walk down 
the streets of America, at least inside 
the coasts in America, and say, ‘‘What 
in the world would the Democrats want 
to impeach President Bush and Vice 
President CHENEY for?’’ I would be hard 
pressed to find constituents in my part 
of the country that could give me an 
informed answer. That means to me 
that it’s unfair and it’s partisan, and 
this entire exercise is about discred-
iting the Bush administration so that 
the landing zone is prepped for Election 
Day in November. That’s what I see. 

I don’t think there are coincidences 
in politics. I think it’s all real. And it 
is not a game. It is hardball. This is the 
hardest of hardball that’s unfolding 
here tomorrow. The unbelievable, the 
unanticipated, the breathtaking, the il-
logical, the major reach, the déja vu 
feeling with a different pair of figures 
in front of it. 

Mr. Speaker, I will take us back also 
to another little event when I had ex-
posure to some of the things going on 
by the hard left in America. 

March 18, 2003, just a few days before 
the liberation of Iraq began, there was 
an anti-war protest that took place out 
on the mall. Now, I had not been to one 
of those before. We don’t have them in 
my part of the country. But I thought 
I should take a look at this one. And so 
I put on my Redskins sweatshirt, an 
old one. I looked like a native, put a 
cap on, walked down there amongst the 
people that were getting ready for this 
march on the White House to protest 
the war that hadn’t begun. And as I 

was there and I watched a photog-
rapher wash the lens of his camera 
with an American flag he kept in his 
pocket for a rag, and he was pleased to 
do it, as I watched some of the 
countercultural signs be put up, I took 
a lot of pictures down there, many of 
which couldn’t be published and many 
of which you wouldn’t show your chil-
dren. There was a big stage. A big stage 
with big speakers up on it. And the or-
ators that came forward to stand be-
tween those large speakers were there 
to gin up the crowd so they got all 
wound up and then they could march 
off across the mall and march around 
the White House and go protest the war 
that hadn’t begun. And I did watch 
that entire march and that whole pro-
test, and that’s a longer speech than 
I’ve got time for tonight, Mr. Speaker. 
But I saw the chairman of the Judici-
ary Committee call for the impeach-
ment of President Bush before the op-
erations began. 

And now here we are, March 18, 2003, 
fast forward to July 24, and tomorrow 
will be July 25, 2008. Just a little over 
5 years later, we’re there. It’s hap-
pening. It’s coming before the Judici-
ary Committee tomorrow in room 2141, 
10 o’clock a.m. I think it will be a day 
that lives in infamy, a shameful day, a 
day when the American people wake up 
and realize there is a connection be-
tween a committee and the United 
States Congress seeking to impeach a 
President without cause during a time 
of war, during a time when our energy 
is tied up and trapped up and we’re 
looking at $4 gas, during a time when 
we have economic difficulties and there 
needs to be confidence in the American 
system and the American economy, 
during a time as we move up to a presi-
dential election. All of these things are 
affected. They are all wrapped up to-
gether. They all have to have, Mr. 
Speaker, the imprimatur of approval 
stamped on it by the man that wanted 
to give a speech at the Brandenburg 
Gate today. 
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It’s his agenda. It’s his motive. It’s 
them working with him. It’s his im-
peachment hearings. This all ties to-
gether. And I believe the American vot-
ers will hold the kind of people who 
pull these kind of moves accountable. 
And I’m going to see to it that at least 
the information is out. And I trust the 
wisdom of the American people. 

Join me tomorrow, Mr. Speaker. I 
will hold a chair for you. All of us will 
be looking in and see that at 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning, room 2141, the 
House Judiciary Committee, impeach-
ment hearings, President Bush, Vice 
President CHENEY, held tomorrow. 
They ensue at 10 in the morning. I will 
be there. Mr. Speaker, you be there. 
And let’s right this ship that is going 
off tacking so hard to the left. It’s 
going to sink if we don’t turn it 
around. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (at the request 
of Mr. HOYER) for July 22 and 23 on ac-
count of attending a funeral. 

Ms. HIRONO (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today from 12 p.m. to 1 p.m. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. SKELTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Mr. SARBANES, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. SUTTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. KAGEN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. BURTON of Indiana) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, July 31. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina for 5 

minutes, July 31. 
Mr. CULBERSON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CONAWAY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WELLER of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

July 29, 30 and 31. 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California 

for 5 minutes, today. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 1 minute p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until Monday, July 28, 2008, at 
11 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

7764. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s report entitled, 
‘‘Report to Congress on Head Start Moni-
toring for Fiscal Year 2006,’’ as required by 
Section 641(e) of the Head Start Act; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

7765. A letter from the Chief, Division of 
Coverage, Reporting and Disclosure, Office of 
Regulations and Interpretations, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s corrections to the final regulation 
providing relief from certain fiduciary re-
sponsibilities for fiduciaries of participant- 
directed individual account plans; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

7766. A letter from the Director, Human 
Resources, Greenlee, transmitting a notice 
provided pursuant to the Worker Adjustment 
and Retaining Notification Act; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 
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7767. A letter from the Director, Human 

Resources, Greenlee, transmitting a notice 
provided pursuant to the Worker Adjustment 
and Retaining Notification Act; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

7768. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the FY 2007 Performance Report to 
Congress for the Food and Drug Administra-
tion’s Office of Combination Products re-
quired by the Medical Device User Fee and 
Modernization Act of 2002; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

7769. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s annual report for FY 2007 on the 
implementation of the National Do Not Call 
Registry, pursuant to The Do Not Call Im-
plementation Act; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

7770. A letter from the Chair, Election As-
sistance Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s report regarding State govern-
ments’ expenditures of Help America Vote 
Act (HAVA) funds from December 31, 2007 
through September 30, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration. 

7771. A letter from the Acting Director Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Northern Rockfish, Pacific 
Ocean Perch, and Pelagic Shelf Rockfish for 
Catcher Vessels Participating in the Limited 
Access Rockfish Fishery in the Central Reg-
ulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket 
No. 071106671-8010-02] (RIN: 0648-XI37) re-
ceived July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

7772. A letter from the Administrator, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting notification that funding under 
Title V, subsection 503(b)(3) of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act, as amended, has exceeded $5 
million for the cost of response and recovery 
efforts for FEMA-3283-EM in the State of Illi-
nois, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5193; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7773. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Civil Works, Department of the Army, 
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report on projects, or seperable 
elements of projects, which have been au-
thorized, but for which no funds have been 
obligated, pursuant to 33 U.S.C. 579a Public 
Law 99-662, section 1001(b)(1)(2); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7774. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Army for Civil Works, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s fea-
sibility study undertaken to evaluate flood 
damage reduction opportunities for the May 
Branch, Fort Smith, Arkansas; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7775. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zones: An-
nual Events requiring safety zones in the 
Captain of the Port Detroit Zone [USCG- 
2008-0218] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 14, 
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

7776. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Temporary Safety 
Zone; Wreckage of the M/V NEW CARISSA, 
Pacific Ocean 3 Nautical Miles North of the 
Entrance to Coos Bay, Oregon. [Docket No. 
USCG-2008-0146] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 

July 14, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7777. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; San 
Diego Symphony Orchestra; San Diego, CA 
[Docket No. USCG-2008-0399] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received July 14, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7778. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: Central 
Massachusetts Swim Events [Docket No. 
USCG-2008-0421] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
July 14, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7779. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: Fourth 
of July Fireworks Event, Pagan River, 
Smithfield, VA [Docket No. USCG-2008-0472] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 14, 2008, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7780. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zones: Fire-
works displays in the Captain of the Port 
Puget Sound Zone. [Docket No. USCG-2008- 
0475] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 14, 2008, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7781. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; World 
War II Beach Invasion Re-enactment, Lake 
Michigan, St. Joseph, MI. [Docket No. 
USCG-2008-0483] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
July 14, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7782. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Temporary Safety 
Zone: Arlington Chamber of Commerce Fire-
works Display, Arlington, Oregon. [Docket 
No. USCG-2008-0487] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived July 14, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7783. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Erie 
Summer Festival of the Arts, Presque Isle 
Bay, Erie, PA [Docket No. USCG-2008-0490] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 14, 2008, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7784. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Sigma 
Financial Fireworks, Lake Huron, Mackinac 
Island, MI. [Docket No. USCG-2008-0491] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 14, 2008, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7785. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Shipping; Technical, 
Organizational, and Conforming Amend-
ments [USCG-2008-0394] (RIN: 1625-ZA18) re-
ceived July 10, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 

801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7786. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Pa-
tapsco River, Northwest and Inner Harbors, 
Baltimore, MD [Docket No. USCG-2008-0180] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 14, 2008, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7787. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; Pa-
tapsco River, Middle Branch, Baltimore, MD 
[Docket No. USCG-2008-0272] (RIN: 1625-AA87) 
received July 14, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7788. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; Wa-
ters Adjacent 10th Avenue Marine Terminal, 
San Diego, CA [Docket No. USCG-2008-0569] 
(RIN: 1625-AA87) received July 14, 2008, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7789. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Shipping, Technical, 
Organizational, and Conforming Amend-
ments [USCG-2008-0394] (RIN: 1625-ZA18) re-
ceived July 14, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7790. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulations; Mill Neck Creek, Oyster 
Bay, NY [Docket No. USCG-2008-0010] (RIN: 
1625-AA09) received July 10, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7791. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Regulated Naviga-
tion Area, Safety Zones, Security Zones, and 
Deepwater Port Facilities; Navigable Waters 
of the Boston Captain of the Port Zone 
[Docket No. USCG-2007-0087] (RIN 1625 RIN 
1625-AA00, 1625-AA11, and 1625-AA87) received 
July 10, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7792. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Implementation of 
Vessel Security Officer Training and Certifi-
cation Requirements — International Con-
vention on Standards of Training, Certifi-
cation and Watchkeeping for Seafarers, 1978, 
as amended. [Docket No. USCG-2008-0028] 
(RIN: 1625-AB26) received July 10, 2008, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7793. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Office of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the report 
entitled, ‘‘U.S. Department of Homeland Se-
curity Other Transaction Authority Report 
to Congress,’’ pursuant to Public Law 107-296, 
section 831(a)(1); to the Committee on Home-
land Security. 

7794. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Medicare Program; Special Enrollment Pe-
riod and Medicare Premium Changes [CMS- 
4129-F] (RIN: 0938-AO77) received June 27, 
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly 
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to the Committees on Ways and Means and 
Energy and Commerce. 

7795. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Medicare Program; Appeals of CMS or CMS 
Contractor Determinations When a Provider 
or Supplier Fails to Meet the Requirements 
for Medicare Billing Privileges [CMS-6003-F] 
(RIN: 0938-AI49) received June 27, 2008, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the 
Committees on Ways and Means and Energy 
and Commerce. 

7796. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Medicare and Medicaid Program; Hospital 
Conditions of Participation: Laboratory 
Services [CMS-3014-F] (RIN: 0938-AJ29) re-
ceived June 27, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the Committees on 
Ways and Means and Energy and Commerce. 

7797. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Medicare Program; Use of Repayment Plans 
[CMS-6032-F] (RIN: 0938-A027) received July 
24, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
jointly to the Committees on Ways and 
Means and Energy and Commerce. 

7798. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Office of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s views on S. 3061, the ‘‘William 
Wilberforce Trafficking Victims Protection 
Reauthorization Act of 2008’’; jointly to the 
Committees on Foreign Affairs, the Judici-
ary, and Energy and Commerce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 2780. A bill to 
amend section 8339 (p) of title 5, United 
States Code, to clarify the method for com-
puting certain annuities under the Civil 
Service Retirement System which are based 
on part-time service, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 110–770). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 6388. A bill to 
provide additional authorities to the Comp-
troller General of the United States, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
110–771). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. FILNER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 674. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to repeal the provision 
of law requiring termination of the Advisory 
Committee on Minority Veterans as of De-
cember 31, 2009 (Rept. 110–772). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. FILNER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 2192. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to establish an Ombuds-
man within the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs; with an amendment (Rept. 110–773). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. FILNER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 4255. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to provide assist-
ance to the Paralympic Program of the 
United States Olympic Committee, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
110–774). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas: Committee on 
Appropriations. H.R. 6599. A bill making ap-
propriations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2009, and for other purposes (Rept. 
110–775). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: Committee 
on Homeland Security. H.R. 4806. A bill to re-
quire the Secretary of Homeland Security to 
develop a strategy to prevent the over-classi-
fication of homeland security and other in-
formation and to promote the sharing of un-
classified homeland security and other infor-
mation, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 110–776). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: Committee 
on Homeland Security. H.R. 5983. A bill to 
amend the Homeland Security Act of 2002 to 
enhance the information security of the De-
partment of Homeland Security, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
110–777). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. LAMPSON: 
H.R. 6593. A bill to terminate prohibitions 

on leasing of areas of the Outer Continental 
Shelf and the Arctic National Wildlife Ref-
uge for exploration, development, and pro-
duction of oil and natural gas, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committees 
on Science and Technology, and Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mrs. MALONEY of New York (for 
herself, Mr. NADLER, Mr. FOSSELLA, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. TOWNS, and Mr. 
WEINER): 

H.R. 6594. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to extend and improve 
protections and services to individuals di-
rectly impacted by the terrorist attack in 
New York City on September 11, 2001, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on the Judiciary, and the Budget, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WALZ of Minnesota (for him-
self, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. EMANUEL, and 
Mr. HILL): 

H.R. 6595. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide middle class tax 
relief while closing tax loopholes, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MCNERNEY (for himself and 
Mr. SPACE): 

H.R. 6596. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Transportation to carry out a school bus 
emergency fuel grant program; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. NADLER, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, and Mr. MORAN of Virginia): 

H.R. 6597. A bill to require the collection of 
data on animal cruelty crimes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. 

JONES of North Carolina, Mr. MORAN 
of Virginia, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Mr. NADLER, and Ms. SUT-
TON): 

H.R. 6598. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit certain conduct re-
lating to the use of horses for human con-
sumption; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. DOGGETT (for himself, Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. HODES, 
Mr. HERGER, Mr. CAMP of Michigan, 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
WELLER, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. LINDER, 
Mr. STARK, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, 
Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. TAN-
NER, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. POMEROY, 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. BERKLEY, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. MEEK of Florida, 
Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. WAXMAN, 
Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. AL GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. ED-
WARDS of Texas, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
ORTIZ, and Mr. REYES): 

H.R. 6600. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to prohibit the inclusion of 
Social Security account numbers on Medi-
care cards; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 6601. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to simplify the deduction 
for business use of the home and to make 
other changes affecting small businesses; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCALISE: 
H.R. 6602. A bill to provide for the use of 

amended income tax returns to take into ac-
count receipt of certain hurricane-related 
casualty loss grants by disallowing pre-
viously taken casualty loss deductions; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POMEROY (for himself, Mr. 
TIBERI, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, and 
Mr. WALBERG): 

H.R. 6603. A bill to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act and the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to exempt certain employment as a 
member of a local governing board, commis-
sion, or committee from Social Security tax 
coverage; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota (for 
himself and Mr. ETHERIDGE): 

H.R. 6604. A bill to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act to bring greater transparency 
and accountability to commodity markets, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALLEN (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. BISHOP 
of New York, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. KILDEE, and Mr. 
MCGOVERN): 

H.R. 6605. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code to provide for a refundable tax 
credit for heating fuels and to create a grant 
program for States to provide individuals 
with loans to weatherize their homes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 
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By Mr. ANDREWS: 

H.R. 6606. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to impose requirements 
for the improvement of security camera and 
video surveillance systems at certain air-
ports, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 
H.R. 6607. A bill to amend title II of the So-

cial Security Act to provide monthly bene-
fits for certain uninsured children living 
without parents; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself and Mr. EHLERS): 

H.R. 6608. A bill to provide for the replace-
ment of lost income for employees of the 
House of Representatives who are members 
of a reserve component of the armed forces 
who are on active duty for a period of more 
than 30 days, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration, and in 
addition to the Committee on Standards of 
Official Conduct, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself 
and Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas): 

H.R. 6609. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for recovery re-
bates for certain pension recipients; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas: 
H.R. 6610. A bill to amend the Federal 

Rules of Evidence to address the waiver of 
the attorney-client privilege and the work 
product doctrine; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARNEY (for himself and Mr. 
GERLACH): 

H.R. 6611. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make the research credit 
permanent, increase expensing for small 
businesses, reduce corporate tax rates, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAZAYOUX (for himself, Mr. 
JEFFERSON, and Mr. CHILDERS): 

H.R. 6612. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase and make per-
manent the election to expense certain refin-
eries; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. LEE, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr. 
COHEN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
and Mr. COURTNEY): 

H.R. 6613. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to increase the number of 
dentists serving health professional shortage 
areas, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey (for 
himself, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
SULLIVAN, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. KING 
of Iowa, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. ISSA, Ms. 
FALLIN, Mr. CAMPBELL of California, 
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, and Mr. 
WESTMORELAND): 

H.R. 6614. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the limitation on 
the amount of foreign earned income exclud-
ible from gross income by citizens or resi-
dents of the United States living abroad, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOHMERT: 
H.R. 6615. A bill to provide for the trans-

port of the enemy combatants detained in 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba to Washington, D.C., 
where the United States Supreme Court will 
be able to more effectively micromanage the 
detainees by holding them on the Supreme 
Court grounds, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Armed Services, and in addi-

tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HOBSON (for himself, Mrs. 
JONES of Ohio, Mr. TURNER, Mr. 
TIBERI, Ms. SUTTON, and Ms. PRYCE of 
Ohio): 

H.R. 6616. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a study of the Colo-
nel Charles Young Home in Xenia, Ohio, and 
other associated locations to determine if 
those locations should be included as a unit 
of the National Park System, to include 
those locations if the Secretary concludes 
that they meet the criteria for inclusion, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. HONDA (for himself, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. CUELLAR, 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms. 
MATSUI, and Mr. BECERRA): 

H.R. 6617. A bill to strengthen commu-
nities through English literacy, civics, edu-
cation, and immigrant integration programs; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H.R. 6618. A bill to require complete dis-
plays of the retail price of transportation 
fuel; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. KUHL of New York: 
H.R. 6619. A bill to provide for a drug dis-

count program for individuals without pre-
scription drug coverage; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 
H.R. 6620. A bill to amend the Truth in 

Lending Act to limit the amount of the 
interchange fee imposed on the sale of motor 
vehicle fuel, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Ms. SOLIS: 
H.R. 6621. A bill to amend titles XIX and 

XXI of the Social Security Act to provide for 
the reinstatement of enrollment for medical 
assistance and child health assistance of cer-
tain youth who were enrolled for such assist-
ance immediately before becoming inmates 
of public institutions upon the release of 
such youth from such institutions; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. STUPAK: 
H.R. 6622. A bill to amend chapter 44 of 

title 18, United States Code, to increase the 
extent to which State law is used in deter-
mining whether a criminal conviction under 
State law is sufficient to deny a person the 
right to ship, transport, possess, or receive a 
firearm; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHITFIELD of Kentucky: 
H.R. 6623. A bill to waive sovereign immu-

nity and extend the otherwise applicable 
statute of limitations for certain actions 
under the USEC Privatization Act; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 6624. A bill to amend the Whaling Con-

vention Act so that it expressly applies to 

aboriginal subsistence whaling, and in par-
ticular, authorizes the Secretary of Com-
merce to set bowhead whale catch limits in 
the event that the IWC fails to adopt such 
limits; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH of Texas, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, and Mr. GOHMERT): 

H. Con. Res. 396. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the FBI on their 100th anniversary; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: 
H. Res. 1373. A resolution expressing sup-

port for the designation of National Marina 
Day to honor America’s marinas for their 
many contributions to their local commu-
nities and create awarness amongst citizens, 
policymakers, elected officials, and employ-
ees of the overall contributions of marinas to 
their well-being; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (for 
herself, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. INS-
LEE, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. DICKS, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, and Mr. BAIRD): 

H. Res. 1374. A resolution commemorating 
the 75th anniversary of the Grand Coulee 
Dam and recognizing its critical role in the 
national and economic security of the United 
States and the contributions of hydroelectric 
power to the reduction of greenhouse gas 
emissions; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mrs. BIGGERT (for herself and Mr. 
ISRAEL): 

H. Res. 1375. A resolution recognizing and 
supporting the goals and ideals of National 
Runaway Prevention Month; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (for him-
self, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. MEEK of 
Florida, Mr. WEXLER, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. MAHONEY 
of Florida, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. 
PUTNAM, and Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART 
of Florida): 

H. Res. 1376. A resolution commemorating 
the 80th anniversary of the Okeechobee Hur-
ricane of September 1928 and its associated 
tragic loss of life; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H. Res. 1377. A resolution recognizing the 
commencement of Ramadan, the Islamic 
holy month of fasting and spiritual renewal, 
and commending Muslims in the United 
States and throughout the world for their 
faith; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina: 
H. Res. 1378. A resolution amending the 

Rules of the House of Representatives to au-
thorize and direct the Speaker to issue rules 
permitting the display outside of the offices 
of Members, Delegates, and the Resident 
Commissioner in the House office buildings 
of tributes to members of the Armed Forces 
killed in United States engagements in Iraq 
or Afghanistan; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. COHEN, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. RUSH): 

H. Res. 1379. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Passport Month; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. ROSKAM (for himself and Mr. 
KIRK): 

H. Res. 1380. A resolution commending 
Federal and local law enforcement for their 
efforts to crack down on illegal immigration 
in the Chicagoland suburbs and calling on 
the Governor of the State of Illinois to im-
mediately implement employee verification 
technology to curb rising trends in illegal 
immigration in the State of Illinois; to the 
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Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

344. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the General Court of the State of New 
Hampshire, relative to Senate Concurrent 
Resolution No. 6 urging the federal govern-
ment to create a simplified process for short- 
term admissions to nursing homes for the 
purpose of respite care; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

345. Also, a memorial of the General As-
sembly of the State of Colorado, relative to 
House Joint Resolution No. 08-1009 sup-
porting for the United Nations Convention 
on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimi-
nation Against Women; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

346. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Michigan, relative to Senate Reso-
lution No. 194 memorializing the Congress of 
the United States to reauthorize transpor-
tation funding with appropriate recognition 
of the importance of the Great Lakes’ infra-
structure to the nation’s economy; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

347. Also, a memorial of the General As-
sembly of the State of Ohio, relative to 
House Resolution No. 100 memorializing the 
Congress of the United States to enact the 
Community Cancer Care Preservation Act of 
2007, to reform the Medicare reimbursement 
methodology for cancer drugs and their ad-
ministration; jointly to the Committees on 
Energy and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 154: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 211: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 303: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 579: Mr. UDALL of Colorado and Mr. 

LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 736: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 847: Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 1060: Mr. TERRY. 
H.R. 1142: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 1157: Mr. SCALISE, Mr. WITTMAN of 

Virginia, Mr. BERRY, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, and Mr. GRAVES. 

H.R. 1246: Mr. DICKS. 
H.R. 1363: Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. ROSS, Mr. HODES, 

Mr. PALLONE, and Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 1399: Mr. DREIER. 
H.R. 1552: Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 1589: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. 
H.R. 1590: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 1610: Mr. NUNES. 
H.R. 1655: Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. PE-

TERSON of Minnesota, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr. 
ENGEL, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. MILLER of North 
Carolina, Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
GONZALEZ, Mr. ROSS, Mr. WEINER, Mr. RA-
HALL, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. MCHUGH, and Mr. 
MCINTYRE. 

H.R. 1820: Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. ENGEL, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 1843: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 2014: Mr. ALTMIRE. 

H.R. 2020: Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 2123: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2216: Mr. FILNER, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. 

GONZALEZ, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. BRADY 
of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 2217: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 2266: Mr. SIRES and Mrs. MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 2279: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 2501: Mr. TANCREDO. 
H.R. 2833: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 2965: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. 
H.R. 3212: Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 3267: Mr. MOORE of Kansas and Mr. 

TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3282: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 3294: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. 
H.R. 3334: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 3622: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan and Mr. 

YOUNG of Florida. 
H.R. 3737: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 3961: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3979: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. SPACE. 
H.R. 4007: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 4054: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 
H.R. 4088: Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 4107: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 4138: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsyl-

vania and Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 4202: Ms. WOOLSEY and Ms. MCCOLLUM 

of Minnesota. 
H.R. 4450: Mr. MCNULTY. 
H.R. 4460: Mr. LAMBORN and Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 4544: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 

LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee, Mrs. SCHMIDT, 
Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. FOSSELLA, 
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. SMITH of Texas, 
Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. GRAVES. 

H.R. 4851: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 
Ms. WOOLSEY. 

H.R. 4930: Mrs. LOWEY and Mr. BUYER. 
H.R. 4987: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. 
H.R. 5032: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. 

WESTMORELAND, and Mr. SHIMKUS. 
H.R. 5176: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 5265: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. BOUCHER, Ms. 

SLAUGHTER, and Mr. HALL of New York. 
H.R. 5467: Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 5595: Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 

and Mr. CHANDLER. 
H.R. 5605: Mr. STUPAK. 
H.R. 5632: Ms. LEE, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Min-

nesota, Mr. WEXLER, and Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas. 

H.R. 5635: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 5660: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 5727: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 5728: Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
H.R. 5756: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 5761: Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 5766: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 5840: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. SCOTT of Geor-

gia, Mr. SHAYS, and Mr. MURPHY of Con-
necticut. 

H.R. 5852: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 5884: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 5892: Mr. LAMBORN and Mr. SPACE. 
H.R. 5924: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 5951: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 5954: Mr. KAGEN. 
H.R. 5979: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 6064: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 6078: Mr. CARSON and Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 6107: Mr. FLAKE. 
H.R. 6108: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. 
H.R. 6122: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 6133: Mr. BURTON of Indiana and Mr. 

STEARNS. 
H.R. 6172: Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado, and Mr. EVERETT. 
H.R. 6204: Mr. EHLERS. 
H.R. 6205: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 6209: Mr. STUPAK and Mr. REGULA. 
H.R. 6214: Mr. UPTON and Mr. WESTMORE-

LAND. 
H.R. 6217: Mr. SARBANES. 
H.R. 6259: Mr. BILBRAY. 
H.R. 6297: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Ms. BERK-

LEY. 

H.R. 6321: Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 6326: Mr. CUMMINGS and Ms. LORETTA 

SANCHEZ of California. 
H.R. 6330: Ms. LEE and Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 6334: Mr. KAGEN. 
H.R. 6353: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 6363: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia and Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 6371: Mr. ARCURI. 
H.R. 6375: Mr. MCNULTY. 
H.R. 6387: Mr. THORNBERRY. 
H.R. 6435: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 6439: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 6445: Mr. BUYER. 
H.R. 6453: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 

and Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 6458: Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 6463: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 6473: Mr. ARCURI. 
H.R. 6474: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 6478: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 6481: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 6486: Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 6489: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 

Mr. WU, and Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. 
H.R. 6495: Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. MARKEY, and 
Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 6496: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 6520: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Ms. 

LEE. 
H.R. 6525: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 6527: Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 

RADANOVICH, and Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 6529: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 6538: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 6539: Mr. BILBRAY and Mr. ADERHOLT. 
H.R. 6559: Mr. KUHL of New York, Mr. 

BARTLETT of Maryland, and Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 6566: Mr. WALBERG, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. 

CAMP of Michigan, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. SOUDER, 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. 
SIMPSON, and Mr. MCKEON. 

H.R. 6570: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. LIPINSKI, and 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 6577: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. MCCOTTER, 
Mr. UPTON, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Mr. ACKERMAN, and Mrs. MALONEY 
of New York. 

H.R. 6578: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. CAPPS, 
Mr. BARROW, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, 
Mr. SHAYS, Mr. HALL of New York, Mr. 
EMANUEL, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, and Mr. DOYLE. 

H.R. 6582: Mr. FATTAH and Mr. SIRES. 
H.J. Res. 79: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H. Con. Res. 253: Mr. CONAWAY and Mr. 

FORTENBERRY. 
H. Con. Res. 338: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois 

and Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. 
H. Con. Res. 341: Mr. LARSON of Con-

necticut, Mr. ENGEL, Mrs. BONO MACK, and 
Mr. WEXLER. 

H. Con. Res. 362: Mr. MURPHY of Con-
necticut, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
MCCARTHY of California, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
ELLSWORTH, and Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of 
California. 

H. Con. Res. 374: Mr. PENCE, Mr. BURTON of 
Indiana, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. TANCREDO, 
Mr. PAUL, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. INGLIS of 
South Carolina, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. ACKERMAN, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Ms. 
WATSON, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. WU, Mr. MILLER of 
North Carolina, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of 
California, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. COSTA, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. CARSON, and Mr. MCCAUL of 
Texas. 

H. Con. Res. 388: Mr. DREIER. 
H. Con. Res. 390: Mr. WITTMAN of Virginia. 
H. Con. Res. 393: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 

York, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, and Mr. MCINTYRE. 
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H. Res. 610: Mr. WAMP. 
H. Res. 620: Ms. TSONGAS. 
H. Res. 671: Mr. WOLF and Mr. CASTLE. 
H. Res. 758: Mr. TANCREDO. 
H. Res. 1064: Mr. HOEKSTRA and Mr. COHEN. 
H. Res. 1179: Mrs. BLACKBURN. 
H. Res. 1200: Mr. SMITH of Washington and 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. 
H. Res. 1228: Mr. LATTA. 
H. Res. 1266: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H. Res. 1288: Mr. GINGREY, Ms. BERKLEY, 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BERRY, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, and Ms. BALDWIN. 

H. Res. 1290: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H. Res. 1316: Mr. MANZULLO. 
H. Res. 1328: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania 

and Ms. BALDWIN. 
H. Res. 1332: Mr. STARK, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. 

BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. BOYD of 
Florida, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. 
NUNES, Mr. COSTA, MR. BARROW, Mr. MEEKS 
of New York, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. MELANCON, 
and Mr. HINOJOSA. 

H. Res. 1338: Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. MCNULTY, 
Mr. HONDA, Mr. COHEN, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. PRICE of North Caro-
lina, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H. Res. 1351: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, and Mr. COHEN. 

H. Res. 1352: Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. LAHOOD, 
Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. WAMP, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
WALSH of New York, Mr. HUNTER, and Mr. 
MURTHA. 

H. Res. 1357: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Ms. LEE, and Ms. WOOLSEY. 

H. Res. 1358: Mr. HOBSON, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. 
CARNEY, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Ms. FOXX, Mr. BACA, Mr. 
CONAWAY, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BARTLETT of 
Maryland, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. SMITH 
of New Jersey, Mr. BARROW, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 
SOUDER, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. ETHERIDGE, 
Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. JORDAN, and Mr. COBLE. 

H. Res. 1361: Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. BERKLEY, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, and Mr. GALLEGLY. 

H. Res. 1369: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. 
WATSON, Mr. WATT, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, 
Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. MEEKS of New 
York, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
KUCINICH, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 4789: Mr. WAMP. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
298. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 

the General Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
relative to a Resolution supporting a strong 
energy bill, including a renewable electricity 
standard; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XV, the fol-
lowing discharge petition was filed: 

Petition 14, July 24, 2008, by Mr. MARK R. 
SOUDER on House Resolution 1331, was 
signed by the following Members: Mark R. 
Souder, John R. ‘‘Randy’’ Kuhl, Jr., Lynn A. 
Westmoreland, Pete Sessions, John Camp-
bell, Ron Lewis, Kevin McCarthy, John Sul-
livan, Tom Feeney, Robert E. Latta, Mike 
Rogers (AL), Thaddeus G. McCotter, Donald 
A. Manzullo, Dan Burton, Terry Everett, 
David Davis, Jim Jordan, Cathy McMorris 
Rodgers, Thomas M. Reynolds, Stevan 
Pearce, Charles W. Boustany, Jr., Jim 
McCrery, Rodney Alexander, Henry E. 
Brown, Jr., Dennis R. Rehberg, Bill Sali, 

John A. Boehner, Dean Heller, Joe Wilson, 
Tim Walberg, Kenny Marchant, John T. Doo-
little, Bob Goodlatte, Charles W. Dent, John 
Linder, Candice S. Miller, Thelma D. Drake, 
Robert J. Wittman, Jeff Miller, Jo Bonner, 
Bob Inglis, Cliff Stearns, Ed Whitfield, Gus 
M. Bilirakis, Tim Murphy, Paul C. Broun, 
Nathan Deal, J. Gresham Barrett, Joe 
Knollenberg, Edward R. Royce, Jean 
Schmidt, Phil Gingrey, Doug Lamborn, Phil 
English, Virgil H. Goode, Jr., Michael T. 
McCaul, Bill Shuster, Ralph M. Hall, Jon C. 
Porter, Patrick T. McHenry, Steve Scalise, 
Randy Neugebauer, Jerry Lewis, Marsha 
Blackburn, John Kline, F. James Sensen-
brenner, Jr., Ken Calvert, Jeb Hensarling, 
Mary Bono Mack, Connie Mack, Tom 
Latham, Kay Granger, Sam Graves, Gary G. 
Miller, John R. Carter, Michael C. Burgess, 
W. Todd Akin, Adrian Smith, Jerry Moran, 
Trent Franks, Adam H. Putnam, Louie 
Gohmert, Mac Thornberry, John Abney 
Culberson, Harold Rogers, Steve Chabot, 
Tom Cole, Mary Fallin, Tom Price, John E. 
Peterson, John Shimkus, Sam Johnson, 
Dave Weldon, Spencer Bachus, John M. 
McHugh, David Dreier, Todd Russell Platts, 
Lamar Smith, Wally Herger, Zach Wamp, 
Steve King, Kevin Brady, John J. Duncan, 
Jr., Judy Biggert, Ted Poe, Walter B. Jones, 
Robin Hayes, Greg Walden, and Michele 
Bachmann. 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS— 
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS 

The following Members added their 
names to the following discharge peti-
tions: 

Petition 3 by Mr. PENCE on House Resolu-
tion 694: Ralph Regula. 

Petition 13 by Mrs. DRAKE on the bill H.R. 
2493: Jerry Lewis and Phil English. 
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Senate 
(Legislative day of Wednesday, July 23, 2008) 

The Senate met at 9:30 a.m., on the 
expiration of the recess, and was called 
to order by the Honorable KEN 
SALAZAR, a Senator from the State of 
Colorado. 

PRAYER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today’s 
opening prayer will be offered by guest 
Chaplain Rev. Willie C. Barnes from 
Macedonia Missionary Baptist Church 
in Eatonville, FL. 

The guest Chaplain offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 

Let us pray. 
O Lord our God, how excellent is thy 

Name in all the Earth. 
We come today to give You thanks 

for Your excellent greatness through-
out this country, the United States of 
America. We acknowledge You, O God, 
for Your wonderful attributes of om-
nipotence, omniscience, and omni-
presence. 

As we assemble in this august body, 
it is our prayer that You restore Your 
blessings upon the Commander in Chief 
of these United States, President 
George W. Bush. Give him wisdom to 
execute the many responsibilities he is 
confronted with for the sake and safety 
of this Nation. Bless his family with 
health and prosperity. 

Then, Lord, for this branch of Gov-
ernment, the Senate, it is our prayer 
that each Member of this great body 
may be gifted with the acumen to 
make decisions that will reflect the 
principles and morals of this great Na-
tion. For every dilemma, please pro-
vide the answer through these men and 
women You have ordained to satisfy 
the needs of the millions of people they 
represent. As this Senate debates the 
issues at hand, let every voice that de-
sires to be heard speak with clarity, 
with honesty, and profoundness in such 
a way that the democratic process of 
this Government be made with peace 
from every representative. 

We ask that You would bless the men 
and women of the armed services who 
serve this country so bravely. Bless 
their families and loved ones with com-
fort. 

We pray this day that Your guidance 
will revive, restore, and refresh in 
these arduous times; that the towns 
and cities and States of our country 
may give help and the hope so needed 
today. There is an answer, O God, from 
You. We need You for reasoning for 
families, for businesses, for schools, 
and faith-based institutions, that the 
future prosperity of the United States 
may be well even to the benefit of the 
needs of this world. 

Please forgive us for erroneous in-
fringements that have resulted in ill 
will toward our families and neighbors 
alike. Help us, dear God, to appreciate 
You for our daily necessities, and help 
us to realize that our sufficiency comes 
only through You. 

Now unto Him who is able to do ex-
ceedingly abundantly above all that we 
can ask or think, according to the 
power that worketh in us, unto Him be 
glory throughout the world without 
end. 

In the Name of God the father, God 
the son, Jesus Christ our Lord, and the 
Holy Spirit, we pray. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable KEN SALAZAR led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, July 24, 2008. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable KEN SALAZAR, a Sen-
ator from the State of Colorado, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. SALAZAR thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will resume 
consideration of the motion to proceed 
to S. 3186, the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program. 

I ask unanimous consent that fol-
lowing leader time, the time until 10:30 
be equally divided and controlled be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. As previously agreed to, 
the time from 10:30 until 5:30 will be 
equally divided and controlled by the 
leaders in 30-minute alternating 
blocks, with the majority controlling 
the first 30 minutes and the Repub-
licans controlling the next 30 minutes. 

As a reminder to all Senators, there 
will be a moment of silence at 3:40 p.m. 
today in remembrance of Officers Gib-
son and Chestnut. They were murdered 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7204 July 24, 2008 
10 years ago today in the Capitol. All 
Senators are encouraged to be on the 
floor for this moment of silence. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, it is my un-
derstanding and I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senator from Florida, 
Mr. NELSON, be recognized to make re-
marks regarding our guest Chaplain. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from Florida is recog-
nized. 

f 

WELCOMING THE GUEST 
CHAPLAIN 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, it has been some time, with great 
anticipation and joy, that I have ex-
tended an invitation for Rev. Willie C. 
Barnes of Eatonville, FL, to come and 
be with us as the guest Chaplain for 
the day. Reverend Barnes’s church in 
the historically Black town of 
Eatonville is a very large church. It is 
a church that ministers to the entire 
Orlando metropolitan area. They do it 
not only with the excellence and the 
soaring oratory of Reverend Barnes 
himself but with an outreach to the 
community, with projects to help the 
least of these, our brothers and sisters. 

It is with great appreciation and hu-
mility that I recognize the accomplish-
ments of that church and am so glad to 
have its pastor, a man who, with a 
twinkle in my eye, I call my pastor, 
come and be with us here in our Senate 
family today. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader. 

f 

ENERGY CRISIS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, it appears 
that our Republican colleagues think 
they finally found a way. They think, 
with Americans from coast to coast 
facing huge gas prices, up to $4.70 a gal-
lon in some places, they can score some 
easy political points off the energy cri-
sis. They say that all we need to do is 
open our coasts for oil companies to 
drill and gas prices will go down. I 
should say that is what they did say. 
Now they say that is not enough. They 
say the energy crisis is so important 
that the Senate should stay on the 
issue and do nothing else until this 
problem is solved. We all know actions 
speak louder than words, and the Re-
publican rhetoric has no basis in re-
ality. 

This is not the first time Democrats 
have tried to address energy. We have 
tried on many other occasions. We 
have worked to try to lower gas prices 
before this latest energy crisis hit. In 
fact, Democrats have proposed plans to 
lower gas prices six times in the past 
few weeks. Six times, Republicans have 
blocked us, just as they are blocking us 
now on the speculation legislation. 

What has happened over those weeks? 
Gas prices have broken one record after 
another. 

Democrats proposed legislation to ex-
tend tax credits for innovators who are 
researching and producing clean, re-
newable energy to decrease our con-
sumption of oil. Republicans said no. 
Democrats proposed legislation to roll 
back tax breaks on the oil companies— 
remember, last year they made $250 bil-
lion, oil companies that are making 
record profits while we pay record 
prices—and invest that money in re-
newable energy. But the Republicans 
said no. Democrats proposed a cap-and- 
trade system that would address global 
warming and provide billions of dollars 
of alternative energy and create hun-
dreds of thousands of jobs. Republicans 
said no. Democrats proposed legisla-
tion to protect consumers from price 
gouging of already record-high prices. 
Republicans, of course, said no, because 
this would have been an opportunity to 
have the oil companies pay back some 
of the obscene profits they are making. 
Democrats proposed a renewable elec-
tricity standard which would save con-
sumers billions of dollars through en-
ergy savings. Republicans said no. 
Democrats proposed legislation to go 
after OPEC for collusion and price fix-
ing. But the Republicans said no. 
Democrats proposed legislation that 
would curb the excessive speculation of 
Wall Street traders who artificially bid 
up the price we pay at the pump. Re-
publicans said no. Democrats proposed 
improvements to the LIHEAP program 
which helps senior citizens and the dis-
abled with assistance to pay the cost of 
heating and cooling their homes. Re-
publicans said no. Democrats even of-
fered the one thing they have been 
talking about: drilling. Let’s vote on 
drilling. But the Republicans said no. 
They didn’t take our offer, yet they 
claim it is the panacea for the prob-
lems facing America today. They said 
no. 

The game they seem to be playing is 
this: Make the American people think 
they are willing to grind the Senate to 
a halt to deal with gas prices. The 
American people obviously can see the 
record. 

Republicans are having trouble find-
ing out what they really want. Yester-
day, out of the blue, came a new one. 
After all these years, they decided they 
wanted to drill in ANWR again, even 
though their Presidential nominee, 
JOHN MCCAIN, has said no on the drill-
ing they have said they want to do. 
Maybe the one reason they have been a 
little hesitant is because their Presi-
dential nominee, JOHN MCCAIN, has 
said it is only psychological; it is not 
going to help anything. 

The American people can see the 
record. We have tried. Democrats have 
offered a comprehensive set of solu-
tions for the short- and long-term, and 
Republicans have offered nothing but 
talk. They have talked more about 
drilling. What they don’t say is that 
their drilling bill wouldn’t put a drop 

of oil in the marketplace for at least 12 
to 15 years. Even the Republican nomi-
nee for President, JOHN MCCAIN, has 
called the Republican drilling plan 
purely psychological. Democrats be-
lieve in increased domestic production 
through responsible drilling, but the 
American people deserve solutions a 
lot quicker than 12 to 15 years. 

If Republicans truly believe their 
drilling legislation would solve the 
problem, why would they say no to an 
offer to have a vote on it? It doesn’t 
add up. Or maybe it does add up. 

Fortunately, the American people 
are seeing clearly exactly what is going 
on. That is why a moderate columnist 
like David Broder today said that he 
has never seen a worse month for a 
Presidential candidate than what we 
have seen with JOHN MCCAIN this past 
month. 

It appears there is a lot of despera-
tion going on here. While the Repub-
licans keep talking—we have three fili-
busters going on as we speak—Demo-
crats are trying to address a critical 
problem the American people are fac-
ing every day. Republican strategists 
have called the disingenuous Repub-
lican strategy a Hail Mary for the fall 
elections. Perhaps a 2-year Republican 
strategy of nonstop delay, obstruction, 
and slow-walking has put them in such 
electoral peril that a Hail Mary is all 
they have left. Their strategy is bad for 
the American people. I have no doubt 
that the American people will see what 
they are trying to do and, come this 
November, will reject it. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

TENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
LOSS OF OFFICER CHESTNUT 
AND DETECTIVE GIBSON 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
you visit the U.S. Capitol through a 
certain entrance on the first floor of 
the East Front, you will see a plaque 
by the door. The plaque is in honor and 
remembrance of Capitol Police Officer 
Jacob Joseph Chestnut and Detective 
John Michael Gibson, where 10 years 
ago today they gave their lives in de-
fense of this Capitol. 

Their deaths remind us that, just as 
bravery was required from our Found-
ers who built the Capitol, the bravery 
of great men is required today to pro-
tect and keep it. The names of Chest-
nut and Gibson will forever be remem-
bered among American patriots. 

Officer Chestnut, or J.J. to his 
friends, was 58 and a father of five. An 
18-year veteran of the force, he was 
just months away from retirement. He 
was also an Air Force veteran of 20 
years who had served in Vietnam and 
Taiwan, where he met his wife. 

J.J. lovingly tended a vegetable gar-
den in the back yard of his house, and 
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neighbors often saw him practicing his 
golf swing in his front lawn. 

John Gibson also had 18 years of serv-
ice with the Capitol Police. A friend of 
his recalls that just a few days before 
the shooting, John told him he had 
never had to draw his weapon on the 
job. Forty-two years old, he had three 
children, and was a native of Massa-
chusetts. 

Friends recall John’s ardent love for 
his Boston sports teams—the Bruins, 
the Red Sox, and U Mass basketball. 

Officer Chestnut and Detective Gib-
son were the first Capitol Police offi-
cers to die in the line of duty. As we 
honor them today, we also honor the 
hundreds of brave men and women of 
that force who put their lives on the 
line to protect this House of democ-
racy. 

To the casual tourist, Capitol Police 
officers may just seem like friendly 
people who stand guard at the doors. 
But in truth, they are an elite, highly 
trained force charged with a critical 
mission. In moments of crisis, when 
not just lives but our very system of 
government is threatened, they stand 
ready at the front lines. 

We saw again on September 11, 2001, 
how the Capitol can be a target for ter-
ror. And we saw again the bravery of 
the Capitol Police, who rushed into the 
building to rescue others when most of 
us were busy rushing out. 

As my friend, the majority leader, a 
former Capitol Police officer himself; 
certainly know, police work is both an 
honorable job and a dangerous one. 

In fact, in the 10 years since the loss 
of Officer Chestnut and Detective Gib-
son, 24 peace officers in my home State 
of Kentucky have also been lost in the 
line of duty. If there is no objection, 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that their names be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

KENTUCKY PEACE OFFICERS KILLED IN THE 
LINE OF DUTY, JULY 24, 1998–JULY 24, 2008. 

Regina Woodward Nickles 
Joey Tremayne Vincent 
Jason Wayne Cammack 
William J. Collins Jr. 
Billy Ray Walls III 
Charles Brown Morgan Jr. 
Samuel Wilson Catron 
Howard Callis 
Ray B. Franklin 
Eddie Mundo Jr. 
Douglas Wayne Bryant 
Robert T. Hansel 
Steven Lloyd Hutchinson 
Larry Dale Cottingham 
Peter Alan Grignon 
Roger Dale Lynch 
Elmer Kiser 
David George Whitson 
Jonathan Kyle Leonard 
Ronnie K. Jones 
Garry Randy Lacy 
Randy Wells 
Anthony Sean Pursifull 
Joe E. Howard Sr. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. So today the U.S. 
Senate remembers J.J. Chestnut and 
John Gibson. We are grateful for their 

heroic sacrifice. And we say a prayer 
for their families, who we embrace as 
we would our own. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
STAFF SERGEANT DELMAR WHITE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise because a son of Kentucky who 
joined the Kentucky National Guard 
has been lost in service to his country. 
SSG Delmar White of Wallins, KY, was 
tragically killed on September 2, 2007, 
when an improvised explosive device 
detonated near his vehicle while he was 
on patrol in Iraq. He was 37 years old. 

Staff Sergeant White had been sta-
tioned in Iraq for less than a week. For 
his valor in uniform, he received nu-
merous medals, awards, and decora-
tions, including the Bronze Star Medal 
and the Purple Heart. 

For anyone who wonders how those 
who loved Staff Sergeant White will re-
member him, the words of his wife, 
Michele, leave no doubt. 

‘‘He went out a hero,’’ Michele says. 
‘‘He was a hero before he went to Iraq, 
in my book. . . . He was a fantastic 
person that everybody loved.’’ 

Born in Illinois, Delmar—or Dale, as 
his friends called him—was raised in 
Wallins, a small town in Harlan Coun-
ty, KY, in the southeastern corner of 
my State. He graduated from James A. 
Cawood High School there. He eventu-
ally moved to Lexington, KY, heart of 
the Bluegrass Country. 

In Lexington, Dale worked as a cor-
rections officer for the Lexington-Fay-
ette Urban County Government. He 
also worked at the University of Ken-
tucky, where he met Michele—the 
woman who would become his wife. 

There was an instant attraction be-
tween the two. Their first date was to 
a local carnival, where Dale showed off 
his athletic prowess for Michele by 
winning some stuffed animals. Or 
maybe he had his old training to 
thank—Dale was a former U.S. Marine 
of 4 years who had served in Desert 
Storm. 

Dale was proud of his service, and in 
1998, he chose to enlist again, this time 
with the Kentucky National Guard. 
But he didn’t do anything without first 
talking to Michele, by that time his 
wife. He was concerned she wouldn’t 
want him to go. He shouldn’t have 
been. 

‘‘You are military and always will 
be—do it,’’ Michele told him in sup-
port. 

One Labor Day weekend, Dale was in 
Cincinnati with the Guard, working 
crowd control for a local event. 
Michele tells us that an older man 
walked up to him and asked, ‘‘Why 
would you wear that uniform?’’ 

At that moment, a little boy ap-
proached Dale and stretched his hand 
up to him. The boy said, ‘‘Mr. Soldier, 
can I shake your hand?’’ 

After Dale shook the boy’s hand, he 
looked the man right in the eye and 
said, ‘‘That’s why.’’ 

Clearly, Dale was proud to serve his 
country, and confident in his mission. 

As Michele says, ‘‘He was military 100 
percent.’’ 

Of course, there was a lighter side to 
Dale. He loved the outdoors and the go- 
cart track, where he was so aggressive 
he was known as ‘‘the Competitor.’’ He 
liked a good video game, especially one 
that involved shooting at something 
and honing his target skills. 

Most of all, he was a devoted father 
to his two children, daughter Shelby 
and son Seth. He would plan special 
game nights for them and other chil-
dren. Dale had previously served as a 
youth minister, and he told Michele 
that was something he was interested 
in doing again. He also hoped to serve 
with a fire department in the future. 

Dale was deployed to Iraq in August 
of 2007 with Battery B, 2nd Battalion, 
138th Field Artillery, based out of Car-
lisle, KY. He left an impression on his 
commanding officer, CPT Robert S. 
Mattingly, among others. This is what 
Captain Mattingly had to say: 

There is a line that we are familiar 
with that says we will ‘‘cheerfully obey 
the orders.’’ That was Delmar White 
for certain. 

Captain Mattingly said: he was an ex-
cellent [non-commissioned officer], 
who led by example and never asked 
anything of his soldiers he wasn’t will-
ing to do himself. 

Captain Mattingly added: Delmar 
White was loved by everyone in the 
battery and will be terribly missed by 
all. 

Dale talked to Michele and his chil-
dren over the Internet the day before 
the bombing that took his life. Son 
Seth was so small all he could do was 
bang on the keyboard, but Dale would 
always write back, ‘‘hey buddy,’’ so 
Seth knew he was there. 

During the funeral procession to 
Dale’s burial in Camp Nelson, KY, 
Michele was overwhelmed at the people 
lining both sides of the street to pay 
their respects. Police cars and fire 
trucks stopped as police and firemen 
stood, solemnly saluting or with their 
hands on their hearts. 

At the service, bagpipes played 
‘‘Amazing Grace,’’ and there was a 21- 
gun salute. Three helicopters flew over-
head as the American flag that had 
covered Dale’s casket was folded and 
given to Michele. 

Mr. President our thoughts are with 
Staff Sergeant White’s family after his 
tragic loss. We are thinking of his wife, 
Michele; his daughter, Shelby; his son, 
Seth; his brothers, Robert and Doug; 
his sister, Tressa Fisher; his mother, 
Hazel White Blincoe; and many other 
beloved family members and friends. 
Dale was predeceased by his father, 
Perry White. 

Mr. President, this U.S. Senate rises 
as one today to salute Staff Sergeant 
White’s service, and to honor his sac-
rifice. The legacy he has left for his 
family, friends, neighbors, and a little 
boy in Cincinnati—who only remem-
bers him as ‘‘Mr. Soldier’’—will live on. 
And that is a legacy that his loved ones 
can cherish forever. 
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ENERGY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
when historians look back at the 110th 
Congress, they will say the most vex-
ing domestic issue we faced was a rapid 
and dramatic rise in the price of gas at 
the pump. As it stands today, they will 
have to conclude that the Democratic 
leaders ignored the problem by refusing 
to unlock the domestic energy re-
sources that were put off limits when 
gas and oil were cheap. 

If these historians do their home-
work, they will note the irony in all of 
this. They will note that these same 
Democrats were the ones who took the 
majority less than 2 years ago, prom-
ising to do something about gas prices 
that were a lot lower back then than 
they are today. 

I recently received a letter from a di-
alysis center in Kentucky. It was an 
urgent plea to do something about gas 
prices. The letter said some of the 
rural patients who have to go to this 
center for treatment three times a 
week are now foregoing their dialysis 
treatment because they cannot afford 
the gas to get there. This is the kind of 
crisis high gas prices is for low-income 
and sick people. 

After reading that, I have a simple 
question for our friends across the 
aisle: If you won’t act now, with dialy-
sis patients unable to get into town for 
treatment, when will you unlock the 
natural resources Americans have 
right under their own feet? What is it 
going to take? Clearly, this is a very 
serious problem for the American peo-
ple, and we have an obligation to ad-
dress it, and the time to do it is now. 
I am afraid the Democrats who run the 
Senate want it all to somehow go 
away. They have been going to great 
lengths to make sure it goes away. 
They are cancelling hearings when 
they are afraid the issue might come 
up, and they are muzzling their own 
Members, more than a dozen of whom 
favor a balanced solution that includes 
more domestic production and in-
creased conservation. They are telling 
them the same thing they are telling 
the American people: No, we can’t. 

The problem we face, as everyone 
knows, is that the demand for oil is ris-
ing faster than the supply, and the so-
lution, as everyone knows, is to in-
crease supply and lower demand. Yet 
this week, the Democratic leadership 
in Congress is saying: No, we can’t. 
They are saying: No, we can’t produce 
a single barrel of oil at home. 

Instead of increasing supply, they are 
trying to distract us with the same 
blame game they roll out whenever the 
demands of some special interest group 
conflict with the will of the people. 

This time they have turned their at-
tention on speculators. They say the 
reason gas prices have nearly doubled 
since the Democrats took over a year 
and a half ago is the speculators. 

Well, Republicans have no problem 
strengthening regulation of the futures 
markets. That is part of the bill that 44 
of us are sponsoring. But if Congress 

does not allow any new exploration, it 
is perfectly clear what the speculation 
about future prices will be: not good. 
The speculators are betting on scar-
city, and the majority is helping to 
prove them right. 

So here we are. After months of frus-
tration, Americans are hearing from 
the Democratic leaders that Congress 
is going to do one thing about the sin-
gle most vexing issue in America 
today. The Democratic leaders are tell-
ing the American people that the solu-
tion is to write up some new guidelines 
for energy traders, call it a day, and 
head home. And if we do not support 
this very timid solution, they will go 
back to the blame game again. They 
will say Republicans voted against low-
ering gas prices, when the fact is not a 
single person in America who does not 
sit behind a desk on the other side of 
the aisle thinks this particular specu-
lation provision will do anything to 
lower gas prices. 

Let’s be perfectly clear: A vote for 
this narrow bill alone is not a serious 
vote about high gas prices. It is an ab-
dication of our responsibilities as law-
makers. It is an insult to the American 
people who are demanding every single 
day that we do something to ease their 
pain at the pump. 

This is not a theoretical problem. 
This is not a looming problem. It is an 
urgent problem. It is an urgent prob-
lem with families who have to struggle 
to put food on the table or send their 
kids to school. It is an urgent problem 
for the dialysis patients in my State 
who can’t get treatment because they 
can’t afford to get to town to see the 
doctor. And Americans are hearing the 
Democratic leadership’s response, 
which is: No, we can’t. 

The ranking member of the Energy 
and Natural Resources Committee, my 
good friend from New Mexico, put it 
this way. He said that in his 37 years of 
service in the Senate, he has never seen 
a single bigger problem met with a 
smaller solution. The Senator from 
New Mexico said he had never seen a 
bigger problem met with a smaller so-
lution. 

I would put it this way: Americans 
are saying the house is on fire, and the 
Democratic leadership is showing up at 
the scene with squirt guns. 

Let’s put the scope of this bill in per-
spective. During last year’s energy de-
bate—a year ago—on the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act, 331 amend-
ments were proposed, 49 amendments 
were agreed to, and gas prices were 
$3.06 a gallon. Two years before that, 
during the debate on the Energy Policy 
Act, 235 amendments were proposed, 57 
amendments were agreed to, and gas 
was selling for $2.26 a gallon. 

With gas prices in some places at 
more than double what they were then 
and when Americans are clamoring for 
dramatic action and when it is clearly 
the No. 1 issue in the country, the 
Democratic majority wants us to tight-
en the leash on a few speculators and 
then head home and do nothing else 
until next year. 

To drive down gas prices, we could be 
opening the Outer Continental Shelf. 
Democratic leaders say: No, we can’t. 
To drive down gas prices, we could be 
lifting the ban on development of vast 
oil shale deposits in Western States 
that sit on three times the reserves of 
Saudi Arabia. The Democratic leaders 
say: No, we can’t. 

To drive down gas prices, we could be 
approving incentives for battery-pow-
ered electric cars and trucks. Demo-
cratic leaders say: No, we can’t. 

To drive down gas prices, we could be 
voting to open untapped American oil. 
Democratic leaders say: No, we can’t. 

To drive down gas prices, we could be 
voting for new clean nuclear tech-
nology, but Democratic leaders say: 
No, we can’t. 

To drive down gas prices, we could be 
approving new and promising coal-to- 
liquid technology. Again, Democratic 
leaders say: No, we can’t. 

When will the Democratic leadership 
listen to the 77 percent of Americans 
who want us to use our own domestic 
resources to drive down the price of gas 
and say: Yes, we can. When will they 
listen to more than a dozen of their 
own Members on the other side of the 
aisle who are saying: Yes, we can. 

Americans never imagined they 
would be paying these prices at the 
pump, but if the Democratic leadership 
has its way, Americans will be paying 
even more in the years to come. When 
that time comes and there is no one 
else to blame, they will look around 
and see that there is no one else around 
to blame but themselves. Then Ameri-
cans will know whom to blame, and I 
can tell my colleagues it will not be 
the speculators. 

Mr. President, I see my friend from 
Arizona on his feet, and I am won-
dering if he wishes to ask me a ques-
tion. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I wonder if 
my colleague would yield for two ques-
tions. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I would be happy 
to. 

Mr. KYL. I thank the Senator. Mr. 
President, I believe at least twice the 
majority leader has made a comment 
about my colleague from Arizona, JOHN 
MCCAIN, and I wanted to see if the Re-
publican leader’s understanding is the 
same as mine. 

The majority leader said: ‘‘McCain 
says drilling is only psychological and 
won’t make a difference.’’ 

I have checked the actual record of 
what Senator MCCAIN said. It was a dis-
cussion of offshore drilling, which Sen-
ator MCCAIN strongly supports on the 
Outer Continental Shelf, and the ques-
tion was whether there would be short- 
term relief. Here is precisely what Sen-
ator MCCAIN said in response: 

I don’t see an immediate relief, but I do see 
that exploitation of existing reserves that 
may exist—and in view of many experts that 
do exist off our coasts—is also a way that we 
need to provide relief. Even though it may 
take some years, the fact that we are ex-
ploiting those reserves would have psycho-
logical impact that I think is beneficial. 
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Now, I ask the leader: Is it correct, in 

your view, that what Senator MCCAIN 
was saying is that while the benefits of 
production would take some years to 
achieve, there could be an immediate 
psychological benefit simply from the 
decision that we were going to do this, 
such as the $20 reduction in the price of 
a barrel of oil following shortly after 
the President’s announcement that he 
was going to lift the moratorium on 
offshore drilling? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. My understanding 
of Senator MCCAIN’s position is the 
same as my good friend from Arizona. 
I believe he states correctly the posi-
tion of his senior colleague from Ari-
zona on this important issue of wheth-
er it would be useful for America—the 
third-largest oil producer in the world, 
sitting on vast reserves—to expand the 
usage of those reserves, particularly on 
the Outer Continental Shelf. 

Mr. KYL. Secondly, Mr. President, 
the second question. The Republican 
leader said a moment ago that specu-
lators were betting on scarcity and the 
majority is doing everything to prove 
them right. 

With respect to a decision to begin 
production off our shores on the Outer 
Continental Shelf, is it the Senator’s 
opinion that this would have a bene-
ficial effect on drawing down the price 
of futures in the oil market because 
the decision would be seen as a com-
mitment to produce more? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I would say to my 
friend from Arizona, my view on that is 
probably not as significant as others. 
For example, the famous oilman, T. 
Boone Pickens, who has been in town 
this week and who has met with Re-
publicans and Democrats, has made it 
quite clear that he thinks we ought to 
be doing all these things, both on the 
find-more side, which would certainly 
involve greater use of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf which is currently off-lim-
its. He thinks we ought to be doing all 
these things. I gather that most ex-
perts understand the law of supply and 
demand, and if you increase supply and 
diminish demand, you are working in 
tandem to get gas prices down. I think 
it makes elementary good sense that 
that is the only way we will be able to 
make progress on this issue. 

Mr. KYL. I thank the leader. 
f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

WARM IN WINTER AND COOL IN 
SUMMER ACT—MOTION TO PRO-
CEED 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
the motion to proceed to S. 3186 which 
the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 835, S. 

3186, a bill to provide funding for the Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance Program. 

Mr. DURBIN addressed the Chair. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
time until 10:30 a.m. shall be equally 
divided and controlled between the two 
leaders or their designees. 

The assistant majority leader is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I was 
going to ask unanimous consent to 
speak as in leader time on behalf of 
Senator REID, who is not here, fol-
lowing Senator MCCONNELL. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOMENICI. Reserving the right 
to object, I understand the remaining 
time until 10:30 is already allocated, 
half of it to the Democrats and half to 
us. From our side, I intend to claim our 
half, and I will use it when the time 
arises. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The time until 10:30 is equally di-
vided. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Does the Senator 
from Illinois desire to speak now? Is 
that what he is saying? I am glad to let 
that happen. 

Mr. DURBIN. Yes. I ask to be allo-
cated the Democratic time, and I am 
going to yield to the Senator from Mis-
souri to begin that. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator is correct. The as-
sistant majority leader. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, might I clar-
ify? There was no objection to the as-
sistant leader speaking as part of the 
Democratic time as it is now allocated; 
is that right? 

Mr. DURBIN. I would like to yield to 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
would like to ask, if I could, the minor-
ity whip one brief question before he 
leaves the Chamber. I notice you all 
were trying to clarify the position of 
our colleague from Arizona on drilling, 
and this is simply a yes or no question. 
Does Senator MCCAIN support drilling 
in ANWR? 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I am happy 
to respond. I was not only clarifying 
his position but ensuring people under-
stood what the majority leader said 
about his position was incorrect. Sen-
ator MCCAIN does not support drilling 
in ANWR, but he does support drilling 
off our coastal shores and the Outer 
Continental Shelf. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The assistant majority leader is 
recognized. 

f 

GAS PRICES 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the 
motto of the Republicans in the Senate 
is: Talk more, produce less. Do you 
know what we offered them this week? 
We said to the Republicans: Here is the 
opportunity of a lifetime. Do you have 
a position on speculation? Do you 
think it is an issue? If you do, put your 
proposal on the floor and we will put 
our proposal on the floor. We will have 
an equal vote requirement, equal de-

bate time. We will go at it and we will 
let the Senate decide. We are not going 
to write your version of the specula-
tion, you would not write ours, but you 
have every right to do that. The Re-
publican response was: No, we are not 
interested in that. We don’t think spec-
ulation is a problem. 

Well, they ought to meet with the 
CEOs of the major airlines. They ought 
to spend a minute talking to them 
about what they feel because they are 
paying the jet fuel costs and they are 
cutting back on service and they are 
cutting back on employment. That is 
the reality of what they face today. 
Speculation, manipulation is a major 
concern. We have a responsible ap-
proach to it. The Republicans refuse to 
offer an alternative. OK. That is their 
decision. 

Then we said to them: Why don’t you 
present your energy bill? The Repub-
lican leader came to the floor with a 
litany of things the Republicans be-
lieve in. For over a week we have said 
to them: Put it in a bill offered on the 
floor. They have said: No, no. We would 
rather come to the floor and complain, 
rather than come to the floor and de-
bate our approach. 

I listened to the Republican leader as 
he came to the floor, and it is very 
clear to me. They don’t want a debate 
and a vote. They want this issue to 
drag out forever and ever, amen. That 
is not what the American people want. 
They want us to tackle this thing, offer 
alternatives on the floor, debate them 
up or down, go forward. 

It troubles me when the Republican 
leader repeatedly says—incorrectly— 
that when it comes to energy, from the 
Democratic view, we want to deal with 
speculation and, in his words, ‘‘do 
nothing else.’’ He forgets the whole 
second part of this—the Energy bill we 
are proposing on the Democratic side 
and they are going to propose on the 
Republican side. We offered them that. 
They turned us down. 

I might also say there is no idea how 
many amendments the Republicans are 
going to offer. Two days ago, Senator 
KYL and I were on the floor, and he 
said there were 25 amendments. Sen-
ator SPECTER walked up and said: I 
have 2, so make that 27. Then Senator 
KYL said: Come to think of it, I have 
one too. We are up to 28. That was 2 
days ago. This is growing similar to 
bacteria in a petri dish as the Repub-
licans meet in their conference and 
dream up more amendments. That is 
good. It shows a creative mind at work, 
and it is a great exercise, but it isn’t 
what the American people are asking 
for. 

If you have a good set of ideas, offer 
them. You want to bring up more nu-
clear power, Senator DOMENICI? Put 
that in your package. You want to 
have more offshore drilling, put it in 
your package. You want to have coal 
to oil, put it in your package. If you 
believe in it, stand and fight for it. But 
they will not. They will not fight for it. 
They want to run. Run to the press and 
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explain that they are not being given 
enough time on the floor, if they could 
have a little more time, as days burn 
off the calendar as they stand and com-
plain. They can’t come up with a plan, 
and that is the unfortunate reality. 

Then, they quote T. Boone Pickens. 
Mr. Pickens, I am sure, is a gifted man. 
I have never met him. I have seen him 
on TV. He has spent a lot of money to 
make sure we all get to see him. They 
have misquoted him on the floor so 
often. I have watched that ad he is pay-
ing millions of dollars for America to 
see, and I do remember the part of the 
ad where he says: ‘‘We can’t drill our 
way out of this problem.’’ Mr. T. Boone 
Pickens said that. 

You don’t hear that from the Repub-
lican side. Their idea is we can drill our 
way out of this. They forget the re-
ality. Of all the oil in the world, if you 
look at the vast quantity, we have 3 
percent of it under our control—3 per-
cent. We use 25 percent of the oil. You 
can’t drill your way out of it. We know 
we are going to need exploration and 
production, but we know we need a lot 
more, including conservation, renew-
ables, sustainable energy sources. That 
is the reality of what we face. 

We have made this offer to them time 
and again. They will not accept it. 
They would rather come to the floor 
and complain. 

When you go through the list, you 
see first drilling offshore. Democrats 
support that. There are 34 million acres 
currently under lease to oil companies 
for drilling they are not using. Why 
don’t they start drilling there since 
they paid for this land? 

Oil shale. That is in our bill. Even 
though that is 15 years away, we want 
to take a look at oil shale as an oppor-
tunity. 

Incentives for batteries, of course we 
support that. There is no debate there. 

Untapped American oil. We think 
there is untapped American oil in Alas-
ka—23 million acres’ worth that the oil 
companies aren’t touching. They 
should go in there and take a look, 
drill for it, bring it forward. 

Nuclear energy. I don’t understand 
how Senator MCCONNELL could come to 
the floor and say we could bring gaso-
line prices down with more nuclear en-
ergy. Could you picture a car being 
powered by nuclear energy? I can’t. If 
he is talking about plug-in hybrids, he 
ought to clarify the example he is 
using. 

There are plenty of things we can do. 
It should have started with a good- 
faith offer which we made to the Re-
publicans and, frankly, they should 
have accepted. 

I yield the floor to the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. DOMENICI. He can’t yield the 
floor to the Senator. He either uses it 
or it is there made available for the Re-
publicans to use. He can’t yield to 
someone. 

Mrs. MCCASKILL addressed the 
Chair. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator can allocate time to 

another Senator based on the time al-
located to him. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I have 
no objection to her speaking. I under-
stand that the time is allocated specifi-
cally. Who has time? 

Mr. DURBIN. How much time re-
mains? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There is 3 minutes 45 seconds on 
the majority side, 12 minutes on the 
minority side. 

Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
will speak as in morning business, so I 
am happy to yield now to the Senator 
from New Mexico. I am happy to do 
that. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I understand there is 
3 minutes left for the Senator from Illi-
nois. 

Mr. DURBIN. I will use it after the 
Senator speaks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New Mexico is 
recognized. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I 
don’t know where to begin. So many 
things are being said by the other side. 
In particular, the Senator from Illinois 
spoke for 10 minutes, and it is impos-
sible for me to answer all of the fal-
sities he indicated to the American 
people in his remarks. 

I want to say that yesterday after-
noon I got word from the floor of the 
Senate that the American people are 
not going to be permitted to have a 
vote by the Senate on an amendment 
that would open the offshore lands 
owned by the American people, because 
the majority leader has seen fit to use 
a parliamentary process—and I know 
the people are confused and tired of us 
talking about parliamentary processes 
around here, but the truth is that Sen-
ators are also getting fed up with it. 
The majority leader comes along—and 
we all understand he has the right to 
be recognized—and, when he was recog-
nized, he offered amendments, so that 
yesterday evening, as I sat preparing 
for today, I was told to change your 
thoughts and your approach because 
you cannot offer any amendments. 
That is an undeniable fact. 

The majority leader has cloaked this 
bill in amendments and that is called 
‘‘filling up the tree.’’ I don’t know 
where such an interesting concept 
came from. If it were Christmas time, 
filling up the tree would seem like a 
nice event. When you are here trying 
to get the Senate to vote on whether a 
giant asset that belongs to the Amer-
ican people can be open for drilling, it 
is not a very good-sounding series of 
words. 

‘‘Filling up the tree’’ means that 
those who want to offer amendments, 
who want to let the Senate determine 
the future of that 85 percent of the off-
shore lands of America, cannot do so. 
Those Senators, on behalf of their peo-
ple—every Senator represents people 
and all of the people have an interest 
in the ownership of this land; it is a 
huge piece of land. It is very valuable 
in terms of crude oil and natural gas. 

Americans should probably have woken 
up this morning to go to breakfast and 
to read in the paper: United States 
Senate permits drilling in the offshores 
of continental America so the price of 
gasoline can come down. That is what 
they should have read in the news-
papers across the land. There is no 
question that more than 50 Senators— 
Democrats and Republicans—favor 
opening all of those lands to explo-
ration; that is, drilling, and to let the 
Governors of the States participate in 
that process so the States can share in 
the royalty. That is a very simple prop-
osition. That is the bill and that is the 
issue. 

Now we have been told, for their own 
reasons, the Democrats have said you 
cannot do that, we have filled the tree. 
You will come to us and prayerfully 
ask for permission to do anything on 
this bill. You will have to seek our per-
mission. So the Senator from Nevada 
can stand here and say you can do this 
or that, but the truth is, what he is 
saying is: If I want to let you do it, you 
can, because the rules of the Senate do 
not permit it. 

So we are unable to get a vote. That 
doesn’t mean we are going to quit. We 
are going to stay here on this floor. If, 
in fact, the majority leader tries to 
close off debate, he will lose, because 
we believe the biggest issue con-
fronting the American people, bar 
none, today is the price of oil. We 
think the biggest opportunity to lower 
the pressure and bring down gasoline 
prices at the pump and cause us to im-
port less is to open the offshore of the 
United States to drilling, plain and 
simple. 

The majority started this issue with 
a bill they put in, which is supposed to 
have something to do with the price of 
oil. It has to do with speculation. 

I send to the desk to be printed the 
statement of several prominent Ameri-
cans, all of whom say the problem is 
not speculation; the problem is supply 
and demand. To affect supply and de-
mand, you ought to be opening the 
offshores, which affects supply in a big 
way. I ask unanimous consent that this 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

‘‘It’s not speculation, it is supply and de-
mand. We don’t have excess capacity in the 
world anymore, and that’s what you’re see-
ing in oil prices.’’—Warren Buffett, Chair-
man & CEO, Berkshire Hathaway, 6/25/08 

‘‘There is little evidence that large invest-
ment flows into the futures market are caus-
ing an imbalance between supply and de-
mand, and are therefore contributing to high 
oil prices. . . . Blaming speculation is an 
easy solution which avoids taking the nec-
essary steps to improve supply-side access 
and investment or to implement measures to 
improve energy efficiency.’’—International 
Energy Agency, Medium-Term Oil Market 
Report, July 2008 

‘‘If financial speculation were pushing all 
prices above the level consistent with the 
fundamentals of supply and demand, we 
would expect inventories of crude oil and pe-
troleum products to increase as supply rose 
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and demand fell. But, in fact, available data 
on oil inventories shows notable declines 
over the past year.’’—Ben Bernanke, Chair-
man of the Federal Reserve, 7/15/2008 

‘‘There is speculation, but speculation, 
under most circumstances, is a positive 
thing. It provides liquidity and allows people 
to hedge their risks. And it provides price 
discovery. It can help allocate oil avail-
ability over time, depending on the pattern 
of futures prices and so on.’’—Ben Bernanke, 
Chairman of the Federal Reserve, 7/15/2008 

‘‘The rise in oil prices can be explained by 
basic economic factors, such as limited 
growth in supplies in recent years, a weak-
ening dollar, a global surge in energy de-
mand and a string of production disruptions 
in countries like Nigeria.’’—Daniel Yergin, 
Chairman, Cambridge Energy Research Asso-
ciates, 6/25/08 

‘‘The truth is that increased speculation in 
oil futures is not a cause of rising oil prices, 
but rather an effect of those prices, which 
have skyrocketed due to growth in global de-
mand, geopolitical instability, and con-
stricted supply in several producing coun-
tries.’’—John Chapman, Researcher at the 
American Enterprise Institute, 7/16/2008 

‘‘If Congress is literally going over the 
CFTC’s head and talking about imposing leg-
islation or making the CFTC exercise its 
emergency powers to limit excess specula-
tion when they don’t even know what that 
means. I don’t even know what excess specu-
lation means.’’—Michael Haigh, senior com-
modity analyst at Societe Generale Cor-
porate and Investment Banking and former 
associate chief economist with the CFTC, 6/ 
30/2008 

‘‘There’s no evidence of speculative influ-
ence. Speculators are not contributing to the 
demand for physical oil as they almost al-
ways roll positions prior to delivery.’’—Craig 
Pirrong, professor of finance at the Univer-
sity of Houston, member, CFTC energy mar-
kets advisory committee, 6/24/08 

‘‘On any given day, expectations determine 
the price; but the spot market also has to 
clear, and the way this happens is that ex-
cess supply must be added to physical 
stocks. Even with fairly inelastic supply and 
demand, any large speculative deviation 
from the ‘‘fundamental’’ price should show 
up in a noticeable increase in inventories.’’— 
Paul Krugman, New York Times columnist, 
6/28/08 

‘‘To date, the PWG has not found valid evi-
dence to suggest that high crude oil prices 
over the long term are a direct result of 
speculation or systematic market manipula-
tion by traders. Rather, prices appear to be 
reflecting tight global supplies and the grow-
ing world demand for oil, particularly in 
emerging economies. As a result, Congress 
should proceed cautiously before drastically 
changing the regulation of the energy mar-
kets.’’—President’s Working Group on Fi-
nancial Markets, Letter to Senator Saxby 
Chambliss, 7/21/2008 

‘‘The Task Force’s preliminary assessment 
is that current oil prices and the increase in 
oil prices between January 2003 and June 2008 
are largely due to fundamental supply and 
demand factors. During this same period, ac-
tivity on the crude oil futures market—as 
measured by the number of contracts out-
standing, trading activity, and the number 
of traders—has increased significantly. 
While these increases broadly coincided with 
the run-up in crude oil prices, the Task 
Force’s preliminary analysis to date does not 
support the proposition that speculative ac-
tivity has systematically driven changes in 
oil prices.’’—Interagency Task Force on 
Commodity Markets, Interim Report on 
Crude Oil, 7/22/2008 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I have 
been here for 36 years. I chose this year 

to leave. When an energy bill came 
forth on the floor and we were going to 
be able to amend it, I thought we were 
going to be able to talk about all of the 
issues, get together with the Demo-
crats and see how many would join us 
in a major piece of legislation, and I 
was rather excited. I thought the 
American people might be pleased with 
us again, because we were going to do 
something good. 

Do you know what. This 9-percent ap-
proval rating of the Senate is not there 
for no good cause. We are, today, add-
ing to that negative image when the 
American people try to understand 
what is going on. We were told—and we 
applauded when we heard it—that this 
great big piece of property we own—ev-
erything 3 miles out from the shoreline 
of America is owned by the people. 
There is oil and gas there. For some 
reason, we closed it down 27 years ago, 
and every year we put that morato-
rium on again. It is time to open that 
and say to the world that we don’t have 
a total solution, but we have a lot of 
oil and gas we ought to put into the 
mix and let our companies get to work 
on, trying to drill and see how it will 
affect the price of oil. 

Some people are saying, well, there 
are already a lot of oil and gas leases 
on the Outer Continental Shelf; why 
don’t we force those oil companies to 
do better at using it? Let me make 
that proposition clear. Eighty-five per-
cent of the offshore land is tied up in 
the moratorium and 15 percent is being 
used. That 15 percent that is being used 
is all subject to leases which say that 
if you don’t produce on time, you lose 
the lease. We don’t need any further 
management in that regard. It is al-
ready managed by a ‘‘use it or lose it’’ 
clause in every lease that anyone has 
on any of the lands that are currently 
on lease to American companies, or a 
consortia of American companies and 
others. So that is a joke when we talk 
about the fact that we will get more by 
rearranging that. We need to open the 
portions that are closed. We need a 
thorough debate on a number of 
amendments, and our leaders have said 
there are at least five or six of them. 
We don’t need a long period of time, 
but we need an open and free amend-
ment process that we could use. We 
could go to the other side and get some 
bipartisan things going. I believe there 
are many Democrats who want to join 
us. 

It serves the wishes of the majority 
leader to close off debate, because even 
Democrats cannot join in amendments 
to do anything now, because the tree is 
filled—and it is not with Christmas 
presents. It is filled with amendments 
so we cannot offer any more amend-
ments. In other words, we are dead in 
the water in trying to offer what Amer-
icans expected—amendments that will 
open the offshore to drilling. 

Mr. President, as I understand it, I 
have how much time, 3 minutes? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Yes. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I think Senators un-
derstand that this Senator from New 
Mexico, as part of the last 6 years 
while serving on the Energy Com-
mittee, has been party to producing 
three major energy bills that have all 
been good for the country. They all 
have ended up being bipartisan. They 
all required a lot of time on the floor. 
I could not come down here and put in 
an amendment and say it is done. It 
took some time. We wanted to use this 
time to thoroughly debate the appro-
priate options to opening the offshore 
for drilling. 

We thought Americans, who are 
watching the price of crude oil come 
down since the President lifted the Ex-
ecutive closures that existed, would 
like to see the job finished. We thought 
they would like to see it opened to-
tally, taking off all of the congres-
sional hangups, the congressional mor-
atorium. 

I think Americans deserve that. They 
deserve something positive. They are 
very worried. The economy is suffering 
because of the $700 billion a year that 
goes to foreign countries. It is taken 
from us for the crude oil we buy. While 
that foreign country grows, America 
dwindles. We get poorer; the world gets 
richer. I don’t know how much longer 
we can stand it. We didn’t want to 
stand it too much longer. We wanted to 
put in our offsets offshore and let them 
join in this war we are in, instead of 
letting us die by attrition as we send 
our money overseas. 

It doesn’t seem anybody in America 
should get confused. Democrats can 
make laundry lists of things that hap-
pened and put up a sign in the Senate 
saying we are the ones blocking this. 
How could we be blocking this when we 
are not in control? The majority leader 
stood up and locked this bill up with 
his amendments, so we cannot offer 
amendments without his approval. We 
don’t intend to do that. That is not the 
way to do business. 

The American people expect us to 
have debates and up-or-down votes on 
this issue, with every Senator express-
ing his or her will on what happens to 
this big asset. That is what we want. 

I thank the Chair. 
I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Missouri is rec-
ognized. 

Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
thank my friend from New Mexico. I 
know his service in this body is one 
that every American should admire. He 
is a good Senator for his State. He has 
been a warm and friendly senior Sen-
ator to this very junior Senator from 
Missouri. I appreciate his friendship 
very much. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator. I will not use her 
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time, I will use mine. It has been a 
pleasure since I first met the Senator. 
I don’t always remember all of the new 
names, but the Senator has the same 
name as one of my daughters. We have 
become friends. I admire the Senator 
from Missouri too, and say I do believe 
she is learning to be a Senator very 
fast. I am proud to be her friend. I 
thank her for her kind words. 

AUDIT REPORT 
Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President, 

yesterday there was an incredibly dark 
cloud that passed over Washington. I 
think the saddest thing about this very 
dark cloud is the fact that there wasn’t 
an immediate outcry from every corner 
of this building and every office in the 
Pentagon. One of the most frustrating 
things about Washington is the atten-
tion span of so many in Washington 
and the search for the headline that is 
the most sensational. So it is no won-
der that news about auditing doesn’t 
bust out. 

I come to the floor to try to empha-
size the crisis we are facing right now 
in terms of the Pentagon and auditing 
of taxpayer dollars. 

Let me briefly explain the two agen-
cies involved. One is the Defense Con-
tract Audit Agency. What is DCAA? 
That is part of the problem. Nobody 
knows what it is. Nobody knows what 
it does. DCAA is the auditing agency in 
the Department of Defense that is re-
sponsible for auditing the contractors. 
Think about that for a minute: 3,500 
people are employed by this Agency, 
and they are our eyes and ears into 
contractor practices at the Department 
of Defense. We are talking serious 
money here. We are talking about hun-
dreds and hundreds of billions—with a 
‘‘b’’—of dollars. 

One would think that if we have 3,500 
people working full time to audit the 
contractors, we should all feel good 
about that and, frankly, before yester-
day, I kind of felt good about it. As I 
learned about all of the auditors of the 
Department of Defense, I thought: I am 
glad we have an agency with the re-
sponsibility to get to the bottom of the 
prices that were charged by contrac-
tors, to get to the bottom of the money 
that comes out of our Treasury for con-
tractors—until yesterday. 

The other agency involved is the 
GAO. I know the initials ‘‘GAO’’ are 
thrown around all the time. Let me ex-
plain what GAO is. GAO is the Govern-
ment Accountability Office. They are 
what I would call the papa bear of audi-
tors in Government. They are the audi-
tors who look at all parts of Govern-
ment, many times in response to a re-
quest by Congress but many times in 
response to a hotline call they have 
gotten from people within Government. 

They start getting hotline calls 
about the practices at DCAA. This is 
enough to worry an auditing agency, 
that they are getting hotline calls on 
an auditing agency. This is enough to 
get their attention. So GAO started 
this audit of the Defense Contract 
Audit Agency based on complaints to 
their fraud hotline. 

Here is the allegation. Are you ready 
for this? Here is the allegation: that 
these audits were being changed with 
no factual basis at the direction of su-
pervisors, without evidence to support 
the changes, to help the contractors. 
This is a wildly sensational claim with-
in the world of auditing. This is the 
kind of claim that, frankly, most audi-
tors would probably not take seriously 
because it is so outrageous. But be-
cause there had been so many calls to 
the hotline, GAO went to work, over 
100 interviews, months and months of 
work, and yesterday they issued their 
report. 

They looked at 13 different audits 
named in the complaints and found 
that in every single audit, favorable 
findings for the contractors had no 
backup in the workpapers. What does 
that mean? If you are an auditor, your 
job is to find the facts. Everything you 
put in an audit has to be backed up by 
what are called workpapers. That 
means that anybody at any time could 
go in and find the factual evidence to 
support every line in the audit. That is 
part of Government auditing stand-
ards. 

What else did GAO find? You are not 
going to believe this. You are not going 
to believe how bad this is. They found 
that supervisors dropped findings and 
changed opinions without the evidence 
to support it. They found several in-
stances where auditors were threatened 
if they did not change their findings to 
support what the supervisors wanted 
and if they did not change their find-
ings to favor the contractors. GAO 
found this practice to be so pervasive 
at two of the three locations, they 
called it ‘‘a pattern of frequent man-
agement actions that served to intimi-
date auditors and create an abusive en-
vironment.’’ These auditors were in-
timidated by supervisors and made to 
tell them what they were telling GAO. 
So not only were the supervisors on the 
auditors to do findings favorable to the 
contractors, they got on them when 
they started talking to GAO. They in-
timidated them into telling them what 
they were telling the investigators, the 
auditors from GAO. Their supervisors 
made them feel their jobs were threat-
ened. 

At one location, auditors were some-
times given 20 days to finish an audit, 
and if it wasn’t enough time to do the 
audit work, they said: Just do it; just 
do it with what you have. 

Supervisors admitted to not review-
ing the workpapers. That doesn’t sound 
like a big deal, right? Who reviews 
workpapers? Let me tell you, in the 
world of auditing, it is a very big deal. 

This is how an audit works. The field 
auditors gather the papers, the factual 
information, and then it goes through 
a series of reviews and checks. It is ul-
timate quality control in an audit. It is 
unheard of for an audit to be issued 
without review up the line. That re-
view is how you cull the information 
that is incorrect and make sure every-
thing in that audit is factual and objec-
tive. 

Here is a very good example of how 
serious and systemic the problem is. 
DCAA actually agreed with a con-
tractor, one of the five largest contrac-
tors in the country, ahead of time what 
items would be reviewed for the audit. 
It is like giving a kid the answers to 
the test. There is no point in doing an 
audit if you tell the auditee ahead of 
time: OK, we are going to test you on 
this. 

Here is the amazing thing. Even with 
the inside information, the DCAA audi-
tors found the process to be inadequate 
with the contractor. Did they issue an 
unfavorable opinion? Oh, no, they 
didn’t issue an unfavorable opinion. In-
stead, the auditor was removed by a su-
pervisor. The new auditor was threat-
ened with personnel action if the audit 
was not changed to favor the con-
tractor. 

In every single one, all 13 audits that 
were reviewed, the GAO found that 
Government auditing standards were 
not followed. 

There is a book in auditing called the 
Yellow Book. It is the bible of auditing. 
It is the generally accepted Govern-
ment auditing standards, and every 
Government auditor is required to fol-
low these standards. Once again, audi-
tors have a lot of professional pride 
about the objectivity of their work and 
about the standards they follow. It 
would not be effective if you had audi-
tors who were auditing the government 
in Michigan and auditors who were au-
diting the government in San Fran-
cisco and auditors who were auditing 
the Pentagon all using different meth-
odology to do audits. So this standard 
is, in fact, revered within the Govern-
ment auditing world. 

Here is what is amazing. Thirteen au-
dits were looked at. Did one of them 
not meet standards? No. Did two of 
them not meet standards? No. Every 
single audit failed Government audit-
ing standards—13 of 13, 100 percent. 
This is mind-boggling, that we would 
have 3,500 people watching Defense De-
partment contractors in this country 
and every audit that was looked at was 
failed by Government auditing stand-
ards. Nine of the thirteen had audit 
opinions changed without documenta-
tion and without workpapers to sup-
port the charges. Three had evidence 
that showed the DCAA auditor trying 
to perform his or her job and his inde-
pendence impaired by his supervisors. 
Nine of the thirteen audits had conclu-
sions that were not supported by the 
work performed by the auditors. 

They got caught. They have gotten 
caught in what could be the biggest au-
diting scandal in the history of this 
town. And I am not exaggerating. I will 
guarantee you, as auditors around the 
country learn about this, they are 
going to have disbelief and raw anger 
that this agency has impugned the in-
tegrity of Government auditors every-
where by these kinds of irresponsible 
actions. 

By the way, auditors are very con-
servative with other auditors. Every 
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auditing agency has peer review. By 
the way, GAO has always passed all of 
its peer review without any problem. 
But I know when we were getting peer 
reviewed when I was the State auditor 
in Missouri, it was a very nervous time 
because auditors come into your office 
from all over the country and they 
pore through your work. They go 
through your workpapers. They check 
all of your reviews. They, in fact, as an 
objective third party, look and make 
sure you are doing objective profes-
sional government auditing work. They 
are very conservative because it is peer 
to peer, right? It is hard to criticize 
your peers. It is hard to call out an-
other auditor. That is why this is such 
a big deal. It is damning. This audit is 
damning of DCAA and the job it should 
be doing to protect Government tax-
payers from the incredible waste and 
inefficiency in the contracting of the 
Department of Defense. 

So when you get an audit, another 
part of the audit is you respond to the 
audit. The auditee gets an opportunity 
to speak in the audit. It is a very good 
thing because the auditee, if they firm-
ly believe the audit is not justified, has 
an ability to give their side of the 
story. It also allows the opportunity to 
make sure you are exchanging informa-
tion. So that response in the audit is 
also a part of Government auditing 
standards. 

Let me tell you, when they got this 
audit, it was a dark day for them, and 
they had a choice. DCAA had a choice. 
They could have come forward and 
said: We have a big problem here and 
we have to clean house, and announced 
they were firing people in all of these 
offices and that supervisors were being 
fired and that they were going to clean 
up their act. That was one choice they 
had, to admit they had been caught in 
this scandal and to admit they would 
make it better. But what did they do? 
What did DCAA do as a result of this 
incredible audit report? They ‘‘dis-
agreed’’ with the totality of the audit. 

Here is what is so insulting about 
them disagreeing with the totality of 
the audit. They have no evidence to 
back it up. They have nothing to re-
fute. The voluminous—this is not a 
small audit, this is page after page of 
documentation. They dispute the facts 
about the contractor being given prior 
notice that he would be audited in the 
above case even though there is clear 
evidence to support this conclusion in 
the DCAA workpapers. 

They said, believe it or not—wait 
until you hear this: 

They are currently operating at a satisfac-
tory level of compliance with Government 
auditing standards. 

Satisfactory? Thirteen out of thir-
teen failing Government standards, and 
that is satisfactory? How dare they. 
How dare they say that is satisfactory. 
They flatly stated they don’t believe 
any supervisors harassed or intimi-
dated staff or willfully removed find-
ings. The evidence is there. The fact 
they are denying the evidence is there 

shows the level of dysfunction in this 
auditing agency. They don’t seem to be 
too concerned about zero percent of 
these audits meeting Government 
standards. 

The Department of Defense has been 
on the high-risk list of this Govern-
ment for more than a decade. Scandal 
after scandal has rolled out of the De-
partment of Defense on contracting. 

I took a trip to Iraq on contract over-
sight, and with an auditor’s eye, meet-
ing with the people who oversee the 
contracts in Iraq. And I will tell you 
conservatively—and auditors are very 
conservative—conservatively, I think 
we have burned up more than $150 bil-
lion in pure contracting abuse. 

We have had hearings where weapon 
system after weapon system comes in 
100 percent more expensive, 3 or 4 years 
off time. And all this time we have 
been wasting hundreds and billions of 
dollars, the fox was in the chicken 
coop. The Defense Contracting Audit-
ing Agency has been indicted in the 
strongest terms by their peers at GAO. 

This situation demands hearings. 
And if somebody doesn’t lose their job 
at DCAA before nightfall, the problem 
is more serious than anybody in this 
Chamber can possibly imagine. Be-
cause they think they can sweat it out. 
They think we are not going to pay at-
tention. They think we are going to 
move on to the next headline, the next 
campaign stop. They think we are so 
worried about all the other problems 
that no one is going to notice this au-
diting agency has been disclosed and 
exposed as being fundamentally cor-
rupt in the way they issue audits. 

It calls into question every single 
audit done by this agency. And if we 
don’t take it seriously, if we don’t give 
it our attention, if we don’t demand 
that the fox get out of the chicken 
coop, and we start taking care of tax-
payer dollars, ultimately it is our na-
tional security. All of the needs we 
have for our men and women who fight 
for us, all the needs of our active mili-
tary, all the technology we need to 
stay secure and safe, all of it is so im-
portant to our Nation. Yet what we 
have found out in the last 24 hours is 
no one is paying attention to the way 
we are spending that money. It makes 
me sick to my stomach. 

I am angry. And I will tell you, this 
Senator is not going away on this 
issue. If I have to stand on this floor 
every day for the next 6 months, I will 
do it, to get someone fired at that 
agency and to get them to clean up 
their act. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

PRYOR). The Senator from Washington. 
ENERGY 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor this morning to talk about 
the fact that the Senate is going to 
have an opportunity to vote on cloture 
to move us to an important bill that 
will address the issue most of my con-
stituents in the State of Washington, 
as well as all those in the country, are 

facing, and that is the high price of 
gasoline today—$4.45 is what I paid last 
weekend when I went home to Wash-
ington State. This is having an impact 
on our families, on our communities, 
and on all of our businesses—on every-
one. 

It is important that we address this 
issue. The bill that is being offered, 
which we hope to get past cloture and 
filibuster from the other side, is not a 
silver bullet, but it is an attempt to 
get at what we believe is a funda-
mental part of the solution, and that is 
the manipulation of the oil marketers 
by a few greedy traders, thereby in-
creasing the cost you and I pay at the 
pump. We are not asking for a large en-
ergy bill, but we are saying it is impor-
tant that we address this issue in a way 
that will produce relief as quickly as 
possible in some way for our consumers 
as we head out a week from now for our 
August break. 

I have been listening to this debate, 
and I have to say I am fairly surprised 
by all of those who come to the floor 
and say: Wait, wait, wait, wait, wait. 
Unless we get to offer amendment after 
amendment after amendment on drill-
ing more, and drilling more, and drill-
ing more, then we are not going to 
allow the Senate to deal with the issue 
of speculation, which Members on both 
sides agree is critical that we address. 
I think it is important that we step 
back for a minute and go back in his-
tory and talk about energy and this 
Senate’s history over the last 8 years 
and this White House’s history over the 
last 8 years. 

Democrats understand there are 
short-term solutions for the crisis fac-
ing us, but we also need long-term so-
lutions because we believe, at the end 
of the day, that we have to decrease 
our dependence on oil. We have to de-
crease our dependence on oil, otherwise 
this Senate body, 10 years from now, 
will again be debating whether to open 
up more drilling. Meanwhile, we are all 
supposed to ride our bikes until we 
have more oil out there again, and then 
the next generation gets to debate oil 
again. We want to break this cycle. We 
want to get to long-term energy inde-
pendence. We want to create new alter-
natives for people. We want that new 
technology to be invested in so that 
consumers 10 years from now, and the 
next generation of Senators who are 
here and consumers out across the 
country, don’t have to listen to this de-
bate again. We can get there, but it is 
not easy. 

Eight years ago, this country elected 
two oilmen to the White House. No sur-
prise: Every energy debate since then 
has focused on how we can drill more 
for oil. Here we are today, a week be-
fore we leave for the August recess, and 
those on the other side want to take us 
right back to drilling again. Let me re-
mind our colleagues what Senators on 
this side of the aisle have been doing 
for some time. When we got the major-
ity a year and a half ago, we said: 
Okay, with the majority, we want to 
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begin making inroads on focusing on 
energy independence which, by the 
way, will reduce the cost to everybody 
as the consumption decreases. We 
looked at CAFE standards. We were 
successful, not in doing it quickly, but 
at least beginning to make progress on 
setting CAFE standards so our cars 
will be using less fuel. That is part of 
reducing the price of gas in the long 
term and our dependence on oil. 

We also looked at an energy tax 
package. In fact, we brought an energy 
tax package to the floor of the Senate 
that would create incentives for alter-
native energy. It costs a lot to develop 
new technology for energy. We said it 
is time for the Government to put its 
backing there and provide tax credits 
for these companies so they can do the 
research that is necessary to get that 
alternative technology out there. What 
did the other side do? Filibustered. 
Blocked it. And today, those investors 
are not out there investing in new 
technology. Democrats said we need to 
move this bill. It is part of our plan in 
the long run to reduce the price of oil 
to create those alternatives. We were 
blocked on the other side from doing 
that. 

A few months ago, Democrats said: It 
is important to look at how we can 
stop this increasing, spiraling cost as 
soon as possible. We put together an 
energy package, and one of the key 
components was focusing on the oil 
companies, who were reporting record 
profits at the time—and by the way, 
still are today—and we tried to repeal 
some of the oil companies’ tax breaks 
they currently get so that those costs 
would go back to consumers and reduce 
our prices. What happened? We brought 
the bill up, and it was blocked by the 
other side. Why? Because they wanted 
to focus on drilling more oil. 

We have tried many ways on this side 
to focus on the larger picture of energy 
and how we can reduce consumption, 
how we can get to energy independ-
ence, how we can focus on making sure 
those high gas prices that my constitu-
ents and others pay today—and by the 
way, when this administration took of-
fice 8 years ago, gas was $1.46 a gallon, 
but because of the energy bills that 
have been pushed by the other side 
that focus on drilling, it is now $4.45 a 
gallon in my home State. Yet here we 
are today, as we try to focus on specu-
lation in the markets, and what does 
the other side say? Oh no, we need to 
drill for more for oil. Well, that hasn’t 
worked in the past. We have already, 
several years ago, added an addi-
tional—and I see my colleague from Il-
linois here on the floor—I believe it 
was an additional 8 million acres to be 
leased in this country. We added that. 
Did it reduce the price of gas at the 
pump? 

Mr. DURBIN. Will the Senator, 
through the Chair, yield for a question? 

Mrs. MURRAY. I would be happy to 
yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Is it not only true that 
we have 68 million acres of land we 

have leased to the oil companies, which 
they are paying us money to lease in 
order to find oil and gas, but they are 
not doing anything with it—some 34 
million offshore, on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf and some 33 million on-
shore that they are now leasing? 

The Republican side of the aisle has 
become a one-trick pony—keep drill-
ing, keep drilling, keep drilling. We 
know if we decided today to drill on 
any acreage here, it would be 8 to 14 
years before we would see any oil com-
ing from it. So this notion not only 
flies in the face of the 68 million acres 
they currently have, but it doesn’t 
solve the problem. 

As the Senator from Washington 
said, it makes the problem worse be-
cause we don’t face the realities of 
what we need to do to have a national 
energy policy. 

Mrs. MURRAY. The Senator from Il-
linois is absolutely correct. Every time 
we have come out here to try to broad-
en the energy debate and to bring down 
the price of gasoline and get to energy 
independence, we have heard from the 
other side: Oh, no, there is only one an-
swer, and that is drill more. 

We have given them that. In fact, 
yes, the oil companies have 68 million 
acres of land today that can be drilled, 
but they are choosing not to. Why? Be-
cause if they increase the supply, the 
price is going to drop. So what good 
does it do for us to give them even 
more of our Federal lands, because 
their benefit is keeping the price high. 

Mr. DURBIN. If the Senator from 
Washington will yield for another ob-
servation, she noted that when we 
elected President Bush and Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY we brought two people in 
from the oil industry, and coinciden-
tally, during this two-term administra-
tion, profits of the oil companies in 
America have reached historic high 
levels at the expense of our economy 
and families. The Republicans, the 
President’s party, want to end this ad-
ministration by giving them the big-
gest farewell gift anyone could ever 
wish for in the oil industry—millions 
and millions more acres so that they 
can, at their pace and in their time, de-
cide to drill on. 

It would seem to me, if you are hon-
est about the oil companies and what 
they have done to this economy, this is 
the last thing we should be doing. We 
should be holding them accountable for 
the prices they charge, the profits they 
are reporting, and what they have done 
to the American economy. So I ask the 
Senator from Washington: The alter-
natives we have talked about over the 
years—fuel efficiency for cars, more ef-
ficiency in the appliances we use, the 
buildings we build, all of this is part of 
the big energy picture, is it not? It 
isn’t just about keeping oil companies 
happy. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Well, I say to the 
Senator from Illinois, he is absolutely 
correct. In fact, in the past few days, a 
headline from Reuters read: 
‘‘ConocoPhillips’ Earnings Rise With 
Record Oil Prices.’’ 

The oil companies are making a lot 
of money, so what is the other side’s 
answer to every energy debate we 
have? Give them more money. 

I say to my colleague from Illinois, I 
know he goes to the President’s State 
of the Union Addresses every January, 
as I do, and we sit in the House Cham-
ber and listen to what the President is 
presenting to us. I wonder if the Sen-
ator from Illinois remembers 21⁄2 years 
ago, the President’s third State of the 
Union, I believe it was—and I rose with 
excitement when I heard the President 
say this to us: 

Keeping America competitive requires af-
fordable energy. And here we have a serious 
problem: 

Now, this is the President of the 
United States in his State of the Union 
speech. 

America is addicted to oil, which is often 
imported from unstable parts of the world. 
The best way to break an addiction is 
through technology. 

These are not my words, but those of 
the President of the United States. Yet 
every time we have tried to bring a bill 
to the floor to break our addiction to 
oil, we are stopped because the other 
side wants to drill more oil. 

So I say to my colleague from Illi-
nois, does it feel to him as though we 
are trying to break our addiction to oil 
here? 

Mr. DURBIN. I would respond to the 
Senator from Washington, through the 
Chair, and say that I think America 
understands this. Sure, we are going to 
be drilling oil in America—we need to, 
for exploration and for production—but 
we know we only have 3 percent of the 
world’s supply of oil—3 percent—and 
we use 25 percent of the oil. So we can’t 
drill our way out of this. 

Whether it is T. Boone Pickens or 
some friend of mine in central Illinois, 
it is obvious: You have to look for 
other solutions, and those solutions 
mean the oil companies are not going 
to be the answer to every question. Un-
fortunately, the Republican side of the 
aisle, time and time and time again, all 
they have to suggest is drill more oil 
and make more money for the oil com-
panies. 

That isn’t the answer to America’s 
energy problem. If it were the answer, 
we would have seen, as the Senator 
said, gasoline prices coming down as 
we made more acreage available for 
drilling over the last several years. It 
has not happened. They have gone up 
dramatically. 

Mrs. MURRAY. The Senator from Il-
linois is absolutely correct. I have lis-
tened to this debate, and it is not just 
the debate today on speculation, about 
whether we should do that. It is wheth-
er we should bring energy tax credits, 
whether we should repeal oil company 
tax breaks and whether we can invest 
in alternative energy. Every time, the 
only answer we get from the other side 
is, no, we are not going to do that. We 
want to drill more. 

I would say to my colleague that 
drilling for oil is a false promise to the 
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American people that it will bring 
down their prices substantially as we 
head off to our August break. Even 
their own Presidential candidate has 
said drilling oil only brings psycho-
logical benefit. We don’t need any men-
tal health care. We need real reduc-
tions at the pump. Even President 
Bush’s own energy experts say drilling 
more oil will not produce a significant 
decrease in the price at the pump. 

As I truly believe and I think most 
people understand in this country, 
until we invest in long-term energy 
independence, all we are going to do is 
see the oil companies get more profits 
and our prices go up. The bill we are of-
fering today and hope to move to will 
begin to deal with that and that ad-
dresses the issue of speculation. I hope 
we move to that. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BROWN). The time of the majority has 
expired. 

The Senator from Wyoming is recog-
nized. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the extraordinary 
impact of rising gasoline prices, the ex-
traordinary impact it is having on all 
Americans, and the parliamentary 
games of those on the other side of the 
aisle. 

The airline industry, truckers, ranch-
ers, families who must travel to and 
from work and school, families going 
to buy groceries, all of them are experi-
encing dramatic increases in the cost 
of energy. These soaring gasoline 
prices offer a glimpse at the effect 
home heating costs will have on the 
American family budget this coming 
winter. 

Today’s energy crisis is focused on 
prices at the pump. But the Nation’s 
energy concerns stretch well beyond 
the pump. In the coming weeks and 
months, rising energy prices will be 
seen in the monthly bills for home 
heating, natural gas, electricity, and 
heating oil. In fact, this month, in 
Washington, DC, right here in this Cap-
itol Building, we are operating our own 
Senate offices under an electric brown-
out advisory. This is recent evidence 
that our electric grid is stressed. When 
it comes to energy, we need it all. 

We need to develop domestic supplies 
of oil and gas. We need to develop nu-
clear energy. We need to develop re-
newable energy, such as wind and 
solar. We need to develop America’s 
most affordable, secure, and abundant 
energy supply, and that is coal. In fact, 
coal to liquid offers great promise in 
reducing America’s reliance on foreign 
oil imports. 

We must also develop concerted poli-
cies to promote increased efficiencies, 
to promote increased conservation, and 
to reduce waste. In summary, we must 
find more and use less. 

On the subject of soaring gasoline 
prices, I must ask my colleagues: When 
is enough enough? When will this body 
be willing to address the underlying 
issue of both supply and demand. Many 

are calling for change. Few are offering 
meaningful solutions. Here are a few 
examples. 

Some on the other side of the aisle 
want to tax their way to lower oil 
prices. Increased taxes will result in 
higher prices and less oil and gas pro-
duction, not more. Taxes will stifle our 
economic security. Taxes will not en-
courage economic security. 

Many on the other side of the aisle 
think litigation is the way to bring 
down prices at the pump. The proposals 
I am cosponsoring choose innovation 
over litigation. 

Some on the other side of the aisle 
claim we can regulate our way to lower 
prices at the pump. They want to do it 
by penalizing oil and gas leaseholders. 
This approach shows very little under-
standing of the energy development 
process. This approach offers no help, 
no help at all with the bureaucratic 
maze and roadblocks to finding more 
energy. 

Some propose restrictions on price 
gouging by gas station owners, but 
those same individuals fail to show any 
actual evidence of price gouging. In 
fact, the margins for the gas station re-
tailers in this country are being 
squeezed. Rather than increased regu-
lation, I support proposals that invest 
in inspiration, in ingenuity, and in pro-
ductivity gains. I support technology 
gains that unleash the power of the pri-
vate sector to develop short- and long- 
term energy solutions. 

Some want to impose heavy-handed 
Government mandates to nationalize 
the speed limit. Some are suggesting 55 
miles an hour. I bring along a copy of 
a newspaper that hardly ever makes it 
to the streets of Wyoming. It is the 
New York Times, and this is this morn-
ing’s paper. While the people of Wyo-
ming do not read it, reporters from 
that paper actually went to Wyoming 
and covered Sheridan, WY. 

There are five wonderful colored pic-
tures of Wyoming and there is a nice 
map and it talks about Wyoming. On 
the front page of today’s New York 
Times, it talks about the Kerns family, 
a wonderful family in the Sheridan, 
WY, area. They were at a town meeting 
I recently had and they were talking 
about ranching. This summarizes it. 
When I hear people propose a 55-mile- 
an-hour limit, talk about ranch fami-
lies such as the Kerns—conservative, 
self-sufficient, and wanting mostly to 
be left alone. 

That is what it is all about in Wyo-
ming—conservative, self-sufficient, and 
wanting to be left alone. We do not 
need Washington telling us how to 
drive and how fast. We can make those 
decisions for ourselves. 

I have the belief in the ability of 
Americans to choose for themselves. I 
am confident the people of America, 
not Washington, will make the right 
decisions. History has proven that 
American’s self-reliance is an effective 
tool against rising energy prices. 

American families right now are con-
serving in record numbers. They are 

carpooling, they are cutting back on 
the miles they drive, and they are pur-
chasing more fuel-efficient vehicles. 
Statistics show that this year the year- 
over-year gasoline use is down roughly 
2 percent. It is the steepest drop in de-
mand in the last 17 years. American 
families are responding and they are 
responding without being told by the 
Federal Government to inflate their 
tires. Yes, that is what I heard yester-
day in an Energy Committee hearing 
from an official: It is time to inflate 
your tires. 

American families are conserving. 
They are doing so without far-reaching 
Government mandates. American fami-
lies are demanding and purchasing 
more fuel-efficient cars regardless of 
any timeline for energy efficiency 
standards Congress may impose. 

In fact, American families have done 
much more than simply conserve on 
energy in the past several months. 
Some have dealt with serious job 
losses. Many have struggled with hous-
ing deflation. We are all facing infla-
tion at the grocery store. 

You say: Is that happening every-
where? Wyoming has been in the news 
today. First, a front-page story in the 
New York Times and now a large story 
in the Wall Street Journal today; the 
headline: ‘‘Want to See Inflation’s 
Pressures? Try Wyoming, and Its $1.14 
Bagels.’’ 

There is a nice picture of a friend of 
mine, a bakery owner, Marsha Asbury, 
in Casper, and first it talks about this 
city. It talks about ‘‘this wind-raked 
city on the plains.’’ It tells you we are 
committed to renewable sources of en-
ergy because we have a lot of wind in 
Wyoming. But they talk about gasoline 
prices. 

Gasoline prices, too, have risen sharply as 
they have across the country. But it is the 
price of— 

Actually it is what Ms. Asbury puts 
into her bagels that is causing her the 
trouble because it is causing the infla-
tion. It says: 

Most of her ingredients are shipped in from 
nearby states. The prices have jumped dra-
matically this past year, as suppliers strug-
gle to recoup the high cost of trucking items 
to Wyoming. 

Heavy items have increased in price the 
most. The canned jalapenos and pumpkin 
that Ms. Asbury uses for her specialty ba-
gels; the canned apples, for strudel; the sugar 
and flour—all are up 35 percent in the past 
year. Butter and milk are up 25 percent. 

All because of the cost of energy and 
transportation fuels. 

As it says: 
Still, the rising cost at the pump hits hard, 

because Wyoming drivers put an awful lot of 
miles on their pickups and sport utility vehi-
cles as they traverse this sparsely populated 
state. 

Yes, American families have moved 
beyond simply conserving. Now many 
are sacrificing. Despite the resilient re-
sponse of the American people, there is 
still no meaningful action from this 
Congress to address the fundamental 
supply and demand for foreign oil. The 
Senate leadership on the other side of 
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the aisle will not allow a debate on 
bills that will actually increase Amer-
ican energy supplies. Each of the provi-
sions to increase American energy of-
fered by this side would be coupled 
with measures to improve conserva-
tion, to promote energy-efficient meas-
ures. 

To be very clear, I agree with some of 
the components of the speculation bill 
before us. In fact, several of these pro-
visions were included in legislation I 
have cosponsored. Yet, as a matter of 
principle, I believe the Senate must act 
on a set of solutions rather than pursue 
a piecemeal approach. It is not simply 
the soaring prices, but it is America’s 
reliance, America’s dependency on for-
eign imports. Congressional leadership 
is opposed to even debating increasing 
American exploration and production. 
With more American supply, there is a 
more secure energy future. 

We have seen the same old responses 
from the other side of the aisle. They 
approach the current energy crisis, 
such as nearly every other policy chal-
lenge, with more taxation, with more 
regulation, and with more litigation. 
Rural States such as Wyoming are es-
pecially hit hard by soaring prices. 
Mass transit is not an option. Prices 
are high and the hundreds and hun-
dreds of letters I received on this issue 
are a testament to the real pain. Wyo-
ming does contribute greatly to Amer-
ica’s energy needs. We are the largest 
producer of coal in the country; the 
largest producer of uranium; the sec-
ond largest source of onshore natural 
gas; and we have world-class wind re-
sources. 

The citizens of Wyoming get it. We 
have been involved in domestic energy 
production and transmission for dec-
ades. 

The other side of the aisle simply 
says no to domestic energy explo-
ration; no to American energy. Amer-
ica faces an energy crisis and an eco-
nomic crisis. Continuing to rely on in-
creasing amounts of foreign oil 
leverages our country’s future. It is 
time to focus on an American response: 
American energy efficiencies, Amer-
ican conservation, and, yes, American 
energy exploration. Our country de-
serves better and our children deserve 
better. 

The massive transfer of wealth that 
is happening every day, from our coun-
try to overseas, is putting our children 
and our grandchildren’s future at risk. 

When is enough enough? I am asking 
those opposing American development, 
how much transfer of wealth is 
enough? How many hundreds of billions 
of American dollars must we send to 
foreign nations to buy their oil? How 
much of our Nation’s great wealth 
must we transfer before it is acceptable 
to develop American resources? Is it 
$100 billion? Is it $200 billion? Is it $300 
billion? Apparently not. 

Some on the other side of the aisle do 
not want to allow American energy 
production through deep sea explo-
ration, through oil shale development, 

through streamlined permitting. Their 
so-called responses leave America more 
and more reliant on foreign countries 
to provide for America’s energy. We 
can do better and we can do so in an 
environmentally sensitive manner, as 
we have done for the 118 years we have 
been a State in Wyoming. 

There have been extraordinary tech-
nological developments in oil and gas 
exploration and development. Provi-
sions to address excess speculation 
must be coupled with added supply and 
added conservation. We must find more 
and use less. The rhetoric from the 
other side is all about change. I think 
those blocking American solutions to 
foreign energy dependence would do 
well to change their minds, change 
their policy prescriptions, and change 
their approach on energy policy; other-
wise, this Congress will only be leaving 
American families with change in their 
pockets at the end of each month. 

I believe Americans want meaningful 
solutions, not merely change. 

There is a difference. American en-
ergy is the most important issue facing 
the American people today. American 
families are sacrificing. At a minimum, 
at an absolute minimum, those same 
families deserve real action from this 
Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota is recognized. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I con-
gratulate my colleague from Wyoming 
for his comments. His State of Wyo-
ming and my State of South Dakota 
share a border. We have a lot of very 
similar ways of making a living. We 
share a commonality when it comes to 
the people we represent, their values. 
And he is exactly on point when he 
talks about the importance of energy 
to a State like Wyoming and a State 
like South Dakota and its impact on 
the economy and how families in our 
States are struggling and sacrificing 
with this extraordinary challenge that 
faces our Nation today, and that is the 
high cost of energy. 

I want to speak to that subject today 
as well because on Tuesday, July 22, 
the Interagency Task Force on Com-
modity Markets released its Interim 
Report on Crude Oil. I think it is im-
portant and it bears on the debate we 
are having in the Senate today because 
the primary purpose of the bill that is 
before us, as put forward by the Demo-
cratic leadership as a solution to en-
ergy, is to focus on the very narrow 
issue of speculation in the market-
place. 

Well, the task force is chaired by the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion and includes staff members from 
the Departments of Agriculture, En-
ergy, and the Treasury, the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve, the 
Federal Trade Commission, and the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission. 

Although its final report is not ex-
pected until September, I think the in-
terim report provides some valuable in-
sight on the energy markets and the 
record increase that we are seeing in 

oil prices. The report concludes that 
record oil prices are caused by the sim-
ple economic laws of supply and de-
mand. 

The report states: 
Current oil prices and the increase in oil 

prices between January of 2003 and June of 
2008 are largely due to fundamental supply 
and demand factors. 

The report describes that worldwide 
demand for petroleum has greatly in-
creased over recent years due to popu-
lation growth and rising incomes. 

Specifically, the report states: 
World economic activity has expanded to 

close to 5 percent per year since the year 
2004, marking the strongest performance in 
two decades. Between 2004 and 2007, global oil 
consumption grew by 3.9 percent, driven 
largely by rising demand in emerging mar-
kets that are both growing rapidly and shift-
ing toward oil-intensive activities. 

It continues to say: 
China, India, and the Middle East are 

among the fastest growing in the world; to-
gether they have accounted for nearly two- 
thirds of the rise in world oil consumption 
since 2004. 

The report also states: 
Since 2003, world oil consumption growth 

has averaged 1.8 percent per year, rep-
resenting an estimated 1 million barrels per 
day in 2008. 

On the supply side, on the other side 
of the equation, the report also details 
how the worldwide supply of oil is inad-
equate. Both non-OPEC and OPEC sup-
plies are failing to keep pace with in-
creasing demand. 

The report states: 
In the past 3 years, non-OPEC production 

growth has slowed to levels well below his-
torical averages, and world surplus capacity 
has fallen below historical norms. Prelimi-
nary inventory data also shows that the Or-
ganization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development (OECD) stocks have fallen 
below 1996–2002 levels. 

The report continues: 
World oil consumption growth has simply 

outpaced non-OPEC production growth every 
year since 2003. OPEC production is also fall-
ing behind. 

The report describes the failure to 
meet what they call the ‘‘call on 
OPEC,’’ which is the difference between 
global demand for oil and oil produced 
by non-OPEC countries. 

Since 2003, OPEC oil production has grown 
by only 2.4 million barrels per day while the 
‘‘call on OPEC’’ has increased by 4.4 million 
barrels per day. As a result, the world oil 
market balance has tightened significantly. 

Recently, the President’s Working 
Group on Financial Markets reinforced 
the Interagency Task Force’s conclu-
sion. This working group consists of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem, U.S. Security and Exchange Com-
mission, and the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission. 

In a recent letter to congressional 
leadership, the Working Group on Fi-
nancial Markets stated: 

Prices appear to be reflecting tight global 
supplies and the growing world demand for 
oil, particularly in emerging economies. 

The Interagency Task Force and the 
President’s Financial Working Group 
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have concluded what several Members 
of Congress and, I think, what the ma-
jority of the American people have 
known for a long time: we have a sup-
ply and demand problem. The solution 
to that problem is to find more energy, 
to produce more and to use less. 

Now, with regard to the supply solu-
tion, we have lots of solutions that are 
out there. We have talked about the 
North Slope of Alaska. We know there 
are about 10 billion barrels of oil on the 
North Slope of Alaska. We have had 
numerous votes since I have been in 
the Senate, and prior to that in my 
service in the House, on opening the 
North Slope of Alaska to more produc-
tion. Every time, it gets defeated by 
the opponents. 

In fact, in 1995, it was actually passed 
by Congress, and it was at the time ve-
toed by President Clinton. If it had not 
been vetoed back then, we would have 
an additional 1 million barrels of oil in 
the United States each and every sin-
gle day. 

Ironically, we hear the same argu-
ments against that today that we 
heard back then: that it will take 5 to 
10 years to develop it. Well, that is ex-
actly the argument that was used in 
the debate 10 years ago. If we had acted 
then, now, 10 years later, we would 
have that extra 1 million barrels of oil 
a day available to us, which is the 
equivalent of about what we get from 
Venezuela. 

The Outer Continental Shelf is home 
to about 18 billion barrels of oil, and 
that, too, is off-limits. Some of the 
Outer Continental Shelf data is almost 
30 years old. There are estimates that 
there are 86 billion barrels of undis-
covered reserves that exist right off 
our very own coasts. 

Oil shale—there are estimates of 2 
trillion barrels of oil shale that is cur-
rently off-limits; 800 billion barrels of 
that, of the U.S. oil shale, could be eco-
nomically recoverable. 

Now, Saudi Arabia has the world’s 
largest proven reserves of oil in the 
world; that is, 263 billion barrels. The 
next largest is Iran with 133 billion bar-
rels, followed by Iraq with 115 billion 
barrels. Kuwait and Venezuela bring up 
the next, with 100 billion and 77 billion 
barrels, respectively. 

But the point very simply is that 
Utah, Wyoming, and Colorado may 
have more oil than Saudi Arabia, Iran, 
Iraq, Kuwait, and Venezuela combined. 
Right now, U.S. energy companies are 
ready to invest billions of dollars in de-
veloping this domestic research. They 
are not asking for Government fund-
ing. They are not asking for Federal fi-
nancing. They are not asking for envi-
ronmental exemptions or any kind of 
special treatment. 

All they are asking for is for the U.S. 
Government to govern. They simply 
want consistent regulation that will 
allow them to move forward with their 
research. Unfortunately, this Congress 
has said no—no to ANWR, no to the 
Outer Continental Shelf, no to oil 
shale, no to coal to liquid, no to nu-

clear, no to all of the things that could 
lessen our dependence on foreign 
sources of energy. 

Meanwhile, I think the American 
family is asking, why? Why will Con-
gress not work to lower gas prices? 
Why is Congress standing in the way of 
American ingenuity? Why is Congress 
limiting access to our resources while 
we send, Americans send, $1.6 billion 
each and every single day outside the 
United States for imported oil to petro 
dictators around the world, where we 
are propping up and enriching people in 
places such as Iran and Venezuela who 
have nothing but hostile intentions to-
ward our country? 

Well, it is past time for Congress to 
act on a supply solution. It is time for 
us to deal with this issue of our supply, 
and it is also important that we deal 
with the issue of demand because, as I 
mentioned earlier, when you are talk-
ing about impacting supply and de-
mand, you can do one of two things. 
You can affect supply by increasing do-
mestic production or you can affect the 
demand side by using less energy. I 
think the solution consists of both, but 
neither are getting a vote in the Sen-
ate. 

Congress must invest in advanced 
technology, batteries and hydrogen 
fuel cells. Those are new technologies 
that we have to support, and we need 
to continue to invest in renewable 
fuels. There has not been a bigger advo-
cate in the Senate than I am of renew-
able energy. It is already reducing do-
mestic demand for traditional petro-
leum by about 130,000 gallons per day. 

We also need to address America’s 
fleet of vehicles. Last year, Congress 
raised the vehicle efficiency standards 
by 40 percent to 35 miles per gallon for 
cars and light trucks. I think we can 
and we must do more. We should ex-
tend the tax credits for fuel-efficient 
hybrid vehicles. 

I believe Congress should create a 
new tax credit for next-generation 
electric plug-in hybrid vehicles which 
can go 20 to 40 miles before using an in-
ternal combustion engine. 

In addition to tax credits, Congress 
should require the production of flex- 
fuel vehicles. This week, a tripartisan 
group of Senators, led by Senator 
BROWNBACK, introduced a bill that 
would dramatically change our trans-
portation sector. Senators BROWNBACK, 
LIEBERMAN, SALAZAR, COLLINS, and I 
have introduced the Open Fuel Stand-
ard Act, which essentially requires 
that starting in 2012, 50 percent of new 
vehicles be flex-fuel vehicles that are 
warranted to operate on gasoline, on 
ethanol, on methanol, or on biodiesel. 

This requirement increases 10 per-
cent each year until 2015 when 80 per-
cent of new vehicles would be required 
to operate on renewable fuel. 

We will never break OPEC’s monop-
oly over our fuel supply without enact-
ing bold policies. And the one I just 
mentioned is an example of such a pol-
icy. That bill would give consumers a 
choice at the pump and give all con-

sumers the option of purchasing cheap-
er, homegrown fuel such as ethanol and 
biodiesel when it comes to addressing 
their energy needs. 

But the fact is, as I noted in the 
study that I cited, we cannot solve 
America’s energy problem by simply 
dealing with a narrow solution, a 
minimalist solution such as that which 
has been put on the floor by the Demo-
cratic leadership in the Senate. What 
they have attempted to do is to block 
the consideration of amendments that 
would address those other issues that I 
think are so important to this debate. 
There is not anything in this bill that 
was put forward by the Democratic 
leadership that reduces the dangerous 
dependence that we have on foreign en-
ergy. Now 60 percent of our energy is 
coming from outside the United States. 
There is not one thing in this bill that 
affects that. 

They can talk about lawsuits. They 
can talk about taxing oil companies. 
You can talk about regulating, further 
regulating the commodities markets. I 
am all for some of the things that are 
being proposed with regard to specula-
tion and the commodities market. I, 
frankly, think there are things in the 
bill that are good. 

But the bottom line is, it does noth-
ing. It does nothing to affect the funda-
mental rule of supply and demand, 
which, as I just noted, is what is driv-
ing energy prices higher in this coun-
try. And if we try to do something in 
the Senate or in Congress to address 
energy in this country and the tremen-
dous economic impact it is having on 
American families and businesses with-
out going at this fundamental basic 
issue of increasing our domestic supply 
or domestic production and reducing 
our demand, we will not have done any-
thing meaningful for the American 
people to address the issue that is im-
pacting their pocketbooks more than 
anything else today; and that is, the 
high price of gasoline. 

If you are serious about getting the 
commodities futures market to reflect 
or to bring down the futures price for 
energy stocks and all this trading that 
is going on, the way to do that is to 
send a clear, unequivocal signal to the 
energy markets that America is seri-
ous, that American ingenuity and hard 
work and our entrepreneurship in this 
country—that we are serious about in-
creasing the domestic supply of energy 
that we have, about increasing domes-
tic production because the market will 
interpret that. 

The market looks down the road and 
says: OK, in the future, what is the 
price of oil going to be based upon the 
current supply of oil and the current 
demand? 

If we are serious about increasing 
supply and reducing demand, the mar-
ket will reflect that. We will see lower 
prices per barrel of oil, per gallon of 
gasoline, and some relief for hard- 
working American families and small 
businesses taking on tremendous water 
in their personal households and in the 
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needs they have to meet for families 
because they are spending all their 
money, literally, to fill their cars with 
gasoline and to pay for the high cost of 
energy. It is affecting literally every 
sector of the economy. 

South Dakota, as my colleague from 
Wyoming spoke to earlier, is a vastly 
rural State and sparsely populated, 
heavily dependent upon transportation. 
The energy issue impacts in a dramatic 
way our ability to grow our economy 
and create jobs. I hope the debate 
today will include more than only a 
narrow issue and will get to the funda-
mental issue of supply and demand, 
that we can have an open debate in 
which we may offer amendments so 
this issue will be addressed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I believe our side 
now has the next half hour. I yield my-
self 20 minutes and 10 minutes to the 
Senator from New Mexico, Mr. BINGA-
MAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I request the Chair 
to alert me when I am halfway 
through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will be notified. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak on two issues, both pending 
before us, both vitally important to the 
economy. One is energy, one is hous-
ing. 

We all know the pain Americans ex-
perience. We all know the price of gas-
oline. In New York, people are already 
anticipating, with fear in their hearts, 
the price of home heating oil to heat 
their homes in winter. Everywhere else 
the costs of energy are driving prices 
higher, creating a middle-class squeeze. 

We had a hearing at the Joint Eco-
nomic Committee yesterday. Elizabeth 
Warren, a professor at Harvard, out-
lined that squeeze. The average middle- 
class person is hurting. They have built 
up a good life for themselves. Now they 
are hurting because, on the one hand, 
their income is not going up—produc-
tivity is but income is not—and at the 
same time their costs are going much 
higher than the rate of inflation. So 
they are caught in a vise—income de-
clining, prices increasing. 

This Friday night, there will be mil-
lions of Americans who, after dinner, 
husband and wife, will be sitting 
around the table talking about the 
things they care about, their children 
and their futures, their health. But 
probably the No. 1 topic will be, how 
the heck are we going to pay the bills. 

Democrats are here to try and fi-
nally, after 71⁄2 years of being domi-
nated on the energy debate by oil, oil 
companies, oilmen in the White House, 
change the debate. The other side has a 
simple solution. It gets modified every 
couple of years, but it is basically the 
same. Do what big oil wants. When the 
price is low, give them subsidies. When 
the price is high, make sure they don’t 
pay much in taxes. All throughout, 

focus our energy economy on oil, be-
cause that is what the big oil compa-
nies want. 

Rex Tillerson, the head of 
ExxonMobil, came before the Judiciary 
Committee a year and a half ago and 
said: ExxonMobil does not believe in 
alternative energy. I guess if I were 
ExxonMobil, I wouldn’t either. Because 
as demand goes up and supply stays 
relatively flat, the price goes up and 
the profits go up. I have been asking, 
what do the big oil companies do with 
their profits. A huge percentage goes 
not into new exploration. They say 
they want to explore, but a majority of 
the money, in some cases, and a plu-
rality, in most, goes to buying back 
their stock to raise the share price for 
themselves and their shareholders. 
This idea that oil companies are eager 
to explore is belied when we look at 
their financial statements. They are 
buying back their stock. It doesn’t cre-
ate one drop of oil. For the limited 
number of people who have ExxonMobil 
stock, that is a godsend. For the rest of 
us, it squeezes us even more. Chevron 
does it. BP does it. They all do it, with 
billions and billions of dollars. I believe 
last year ExxonMobil took $29 billion 
to buy back their stock. 

I challenge my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle, if they are so 
eager for exploration, why aren’t they 
putting that $29 billion into explo-
ration? But they are not. Again, we 
have the answer from the other side: 
Big oil today, big oil forever. 

The American people know we are 
not going to drill our way out of this 
crisis. Even if the oil companies want-
ed to—and statistics show they do 
not—we don’t have enough oil to pre-
vent the price from going up, because 
demand worldwide is dramatically in-
creasing, in China, in India, in the Mid-
dle East. The number of new cars in 
China and India in a short while will 
exceed the total number of cars in 
America, in 10 years, 15 years. Imagine 
that, new cars in China and India com-
peting with us to buy gasoline. Obvi-
ously, the price will go up. 

When our majority leader repeats 
over and over that we have 3 percent of 
the reserves and 25 percent of the con-
sumption, there is no way to reduce 
prices significantly in the long term 
other than to get off our dependency on 
oil. So drilling is not the answer. Yes, 
in certain places, it may help. We are 
not opposed to that. I proudly went to 
the Republican majority, got Demo-
crats to vote for drilling in the gulf. 
But it is not going to solve our prob-
lem. It will ameliorate it a tiny little 
bit in certain places, if you drill in the 
gulf and places near refineries. 

The answer is to ween our depend-
ence from foreign oil and tell OPEC 
and Chavez in Venezuela and Iran to 
take a hike because we don’t need 
them anymore. They can’t have their 
hands around our necks any longer— 
economically, politically, or geographi-
cally. 

The good news is, we can do that. We 
can do that on both sides of supply and 

demand. That is what we Democrats 
are attempting to do. We are attempt-
ing to help get an electric car. Electric 
cars, no gasoline, will ride as smoothly 
and as well but much more cheaply 
than our present cars. They are not 
these little golf carts you drive around. 
You can have a big SUV with a battery 
that goes 250, 300 miles, same as a tank 
of gasoline, and drives with the same 
speed and the same power and the same 
torque. We are not too many years 
away from that, if we help create the 
battery. They have the battery. It just 
has to be mass produced. We need some 
research to get that done in a cheap 
enough way so that the price of cars 
stays the same while the price of fuel-
ing the cars goes down. 

Senator BINGAMAN will be here short-
ly. He put one of my proposals in the 
Democratic proposal for housing con-
servation when you build. Forty per-
cent of our energy is consumed not 
driving cars but cooling and heating 
homes, air conditioning and heating. If 
we were to adapt conservation meas-
ures, that could dramatically drop. One 
State has done it, California. Califor-
nia’s energy consumption is lower than 
just about any other State, even 
though they are a car culture. Why? 
Because in 1978, under Governor Jerry 
Brown, whom many regarded as ‘‘Gov-
ernor Moonbeam,’’ this was an excel-
lent idea that has proven successful; 
they put conservation in building 
standards for homes and offices. Now, 
in terms of buildings, their per capita 
consumption of energy is about what 
Denmark’s is. Why don’t we do it na-
tionwide? 

Then there is alternative energy. 
There was an op-ed in the Washington 
Post by an oilman, someone I know 
named Jim Tisch, who said that now it 
is profitable to do wind power, solar 
power and other kinds of power and 
take our dependency off oil and gas. 

We can both increase supply and de-
crease demand, reduce the price, if we 
embark now on a program of change. 
When we have tried to do this, our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
have said no. Why? The big oil compa-
nies don’t like it. Some of the big utili-
ties don’t like it. The big special inter-
ests don’t like it. But they are doing 
great. It is the average middle-class 
person who needs the help. 

The equation is simple. I will put it 
in stark terms, but I think it has to be 
put that way: Republicans, big oil, the 
past; Democrats, alternatives, the fu-
ture. Let me repeat that. Republicans, 
big oil and the past; Democrats, alter-
natives and the future. Every Amer-
ican knows which side we want to be 
on. 

I am sorry they have decided not to 
accept Majority Leader REID’s gen-
erous offer and take their proposal and 
our proposal and debate them. We will 
do that any day of the week. I am sure 
Senator OBAMA is eager to debate Sen-
ator MCCAIN, who is following in the 
big oil footsteps of George Bush and 
DICK CHENEY. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator has 10 minutes remaining. 
Mr. SCHUMER. I thank the Chair. 
I am sure he is eager to have that de-

bate. When you ask people in polling, 
should we drill, they say sure. Then 
when you ask, can we drill our way of 
the problem, they know we can’t. We 
are going to continue to push. I hope 
and pray we don’t have to wait for the 
next President to do this. I would like 
to see it done now, because we have 
waited 7 years. We have had bills on 
the floor in the past: bills to raise mile-
age standards of cars, stopped by the 
auto companies; bills for alternative 
fuels, stopped by the oil companies; 
bills to make sure utilities are more ef-
ficient, stopped by the utilities. When 
the price was low, no one paid much at-
tention. But now we are all paying the 
awful price. Let us change once and for 
all. There are short-term solutions, 
whether with the SPR or tamping down 
speculation. But the only long-term, 
real answer is to reduce our dependence 
on oil, move to alternatives and con-
serve more, consume more efficiently. I 
hope my colleagues will do that. I hope 
we will look forward to the future and 
not delay the future any longer and not 
look back at the past. 

HOUSING 
The other bill that is before us now 

and upon which we will vote shortly is 
the housing bill. I urge my colleagues 
to support it. Unlike the energy issue, 
I think we do have broad bipartisan 
support. I was delighted to hear yester-
day that the President changed his 
view and will now support the bill 
Chairman DODD and Congressman 
FRANK have put together. I am very 
glad of that. It is a good bill. I have 
had some significant input into it, for 
which I thank both of them. 

Housing is at the nub of the reces-
sion. Housing prices go down and peo-
ple don’t have the money to do other 
things. That hurts. Homes are fore-
closed upon and neighborhoods suffer. 
Even if you keep your home and even if 
your housing price is flat, mortgage 
rates go up. Since so many people have 
adjustable rate mortgages, that hurts 
us as well. But housing has been the 
bull’s-eye of the economic crisis. For 
too long, Washington has twiddled its 
thumbs, despite the efforts of those on 
our side who want to do something and 
who have smart, rational, and targeted 
plans. But now finally, because the cri-
sis is screaming at us, the President 
has agreed to support our legislation, 
and many on the other side, hopefully, 
will vote for it, as they did last week. 

The housing bill has many important 
components. It has a plan that will set 
a floor for some home prices. It is not 
a panacea, but it will help reduce the 
decline in home prices in many places, 
which is desperately needed, and re-
duce the rate of foreclosure for several 
hundred thousand homes, which is also 
desperately needed. I would have liked 
to have seen that part of the bill be 
stronger. I would have liked to have 
seen the bankruptcy provisions put in 

there which would have been a club and 
made them work a little better. They 
are not there, but this is still good. 

We also have in the proposal CDBG 
money. We held a hearing of the Joint 
Economic Committee where, from the 
community in Slavik Village, people 
testified how empty and vacant homes 
were killing their neighborhood. I don’t 
know what entity Slavik Village is in, 
what town, whether it is Cleveland or 
somewhere else, but no local commu-
nity has the ability to deal with all 
these foreclosed homes. The only enti-
ty that can is the Federal Government. 

The CDBG money, which, thank God, 
now the President has dropped his op-
position to, will buy up those homes 
and prevent the market from getting 
worse and communities from deterio-
rating. Because when you have an 
abandoned house and some vandals 
come in and pull out the plumbing and 
electricity, and then it becomes a 
haven for drug dealers and criminals, it 
ruins the whole neighborhood. The per-
son living down the street, who has 
paid his or her mortgage and does not 
even have a mortgage anymore, suffers 
as well. 

So this CDBG money, as well as the 
whole program we are putting to-
gether, is not simply aimed at those 
who cannot pay their mortgages. It is 
actually aimed at the millions of 
homeowners who are hurt because even 
though they pay their mortgages, and 
even though they may have finished 
paying their entire mortgage, their 
home prices decline because there are 
foreclosures in the community. 

Then there is the part about Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac. I think this is 
necessary. It is unfortunate we are at 
this stage but necessary. Fannie and 
Freddie are at the center of our hous-
ing market, and the housing market is 
at the center of our declining economy. 
If you are simply going to say: Well, let 
Fannie and Freddie fail, let’s learn the 
moral hazard, you are hurting tens of 
millions of innocent people along the 
way as you teach that lesson. That is 
why I do not think we should do it. 

Do we need tougher regulation for 
Fannie and Freddie? Yes. And in the 
bill is a much strengthened regulator. I 
supported that from the get-go. But to 
allow Fannie and Freddie to deterio-
rate, and deteriorate as dramatically 
as they might have without a possible 
Government backstop, would do far 
more damage than the Government 
backstop itself. The odds are, we will 
never have to use it. And when you add 
to that the odds that we will use it but 
it will not cost all that much, they are 
overwhelming. But the alternative, the 
risk of looking into the abyss and let-
ting the economy roll down—because if 
Fannie and Freddie were to go under, 
Lord knows what would happen in this 
economy—is not worth it. 

I have spoken at length to Secretary 
Paulson and Chairman Bernanke, both 
appointees of the President, and they 
believe this is desperately needed. I 
was surprised so few of our House col-

leagues voted for this proposal. 
Ideologs do not usually solve problems. 
They have a narrow way of looking at 
things. So if you say Government is al-
ways the answer, you are going to mess 
things up. But just as equally, if you 
say Government is never the answer, 
you will mess things up as badly. We 
have a whole lot of people, at least in 
the House, who said: Don’t get the Gov-
ernment involved at all. Let people suf-
fer. That is for their overall good. 

It reminds me of the old days when 
the Adam Smith theory said: Well, let 
anyone sell any medicine they want, 
and if it is a bad medicine, and you die 
from it, your family will learn from it 
and you won’t buy it again. It is an aw-
fully harsh view of the world, and not 
a view most Americans agree with. 

In a somewhat less serious but seri-
ous note, this is the same thing with 
housing. If you let the housing market 
go in the tank, so much suffering will 
occur that the risk is not worth it. So 
this is a good package. Is it what we 
would have done? No. Is it what Mr. 
PAULson would have done on his own? 
No. But it is a fair and workable com-
promise, and unlike the Energy bill, it 
is a place where we can all come to-
gether and do something for the good 
of the economy. 

I also do want to mention there is 
more money for mortgage counselors. 
The Senator from Washington, you, I 
say to the Presiding Officer, the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania, and I have 
been working hard to get more mort-
gage counselors in the bill, and there is 
$180 million more for that, as well as 
$10 billion in mortgage revenue bond 
authority, which will help States and 
localities to develop refinancing pro-
grams—very important in my State. It 
is something the Presiding Officer has 
supported, and I am glad it is in the 
bill. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, on en-
ergy, let’s look forward to the future. 
Let’s hope some of our colleagues will 
join us and not cling to the answer: oil 
today, more oil tomorrow. We do not 
have it, given the increase in demand. 

On housing, let us move this bill for-
ward quickly. Both are vital to the fu-
ture prosperity of our country, and 
both ought to become law without fur-
ther delay. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico is recognized. 
ENERGY 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I be-
lieve I have 10 minutes reserved to 
speak in relation to energy legislation. 

The first point I want to make is that 
the legislation the majority leader, 
Senator REID, brought to the Senate 
floor addresses one of the three aspects 
of the problem we face with high gas 
prices. I think all of us recognize there 
are three main factors that are result-
ing in high gas prices. 

One is the problem with the func-
tioning of our oil and gas markets, and 
specifically the problem of speculation 
and excessive investment in these com-
modities. That is something Senator 
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REID has proposed to deal with in the 
legislation he brought to the floor, and 
we are going to have a cloture vote on 
that legislation, I believe, tomorrow. I 
hope Senators will vote for cloture. 

I also hope we can add to it some 
amendments. There is one amendment 
I am filing today at noon, along with 
Senator REID and other Democratic 
Senators, that tries to address the 
other two factors that we know and all 
recognize impact the price of gas; that 
is, the supply: the supply of oil and, of 
course, a reduction in demand; how do 
we reduce the need to buy so much gas-
oline? This amendment talks about 
supply and demand, primarily. 

Let me briefly summarize what this 
amendment will try to do. 

First, it promotes diligent develop-
ment of existing leases. As we have had 
many debates here on the Senate floor, 
I think most people are aware there is 
a lot of the Federal land that is cur-
rently leased. The question is, how do 
we get more of it in a producing state? 
How do we encourage the companies 
that have those leases to move ahead 
more quickly? 

What we do is we authorize the Sec-
retary to take several steps to encour-
age more diligent development. We au-
thorize the Secretary to shorten lease 
terms where appropriate to increase 
rental fees in later years where appro-
priate, and generally to do a better job 
than we fear has been done in connec-
tion with encouraging rapid develop-
ment of these leases. 

Second, we are suggesting that areas 
that have not been leased but that 
could be leased should be looked at 
and, where possible, leasing should 
occur. 

Let me put up a chart in the Cham-
ber that makes the point. I know there 
has been a lot of talk about how the 
current moratoria on drilling in this 
country is locking up 80-some-odd per-
cent of all of our opportunity for drill-
ing. Those are not the facts, as I under-
stand them. 

As I understand it, there is 33 percent 
of the Outer Continental Shelf that is 
subject to a moratorium that there-
fore, by law, is not available for leas-
ing. 

There is 67 percent of the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf that is available for 
leasing. What we are saying is, in that 
area where we have not yet leased—we 
have leased some of that, but there are 
other parts of it, substantial parts that 
have not been leased—let’s do several 
things to try to do more leasing. 

First, we suggest that the Secretary 
go ahead and reoffer portions of this 
181 lease sale area. The first lease sale 
in the 181 area occurred in March. 
There were about 300,000 acres that 
were not bid on by companies. We 
think those should be offered again 
sometime in the near future. That is 
one of the provisions in this legisla-
tion. 

We call for a doubling of the number 
of lease sales in the Gulf of Mexico. 
Two-thirds of the Gulf of Mexico is not 

subject to moratoria, and we think in 
the areas that are not subject to mora-
toria we ought to have more frequent 
lease sales. 

Third, in areas offshore Alaska, we 
think, again, that the Secretary ought 
to look and see if additional leasing 
can occur. 

Let me put up another chart in the 
Chamber. 

The current schedule for leasing car-
ries us through 2012. This is the sched-
ule of the Department of the Interior. 
They have 16 additional lease sales 
scheduled from now until the end of 
2012, some of those offshore Alaska, 
some of those in the Gulf of Mexico. 
What we are saying is, let’s look and 
see if there are other lease sales that 
we could have in the Outer Continental 
Shelf between now and 2012 to accel-
erate this. 

We also propose there be an annual 
lease sale in the National Petroleum 
Reserve-Alaska. That is not in the 
Outer Continental Shelf. That is on-
shore. But there is a very substantial 
area there, and a very substantial re-
source, as best we can determine. 

On the Roan Plateau leasing in Colo-
rado, again we are proposing that 55,000 
acres in that area be leased. This is es-
timated to contain 9 trillion cubic feet 
of natural gas. 

We are also proposing that Renew-
able Energy Pilot Project Offices be es-
tablished to help facilitate use of pub-
lic lands for renewable energy re-
sources. I am talking about wind 
farms, I am talking about solar, con-
centrating solar powerplants that are 
beginning to be built in the Southwest. 

Then, on the demand reduction side, 
we also have a series of proposals in 
this amendment that I think are meri-
torious. 

One is a provision that has been 
passed through the Senate several 
times calling for an interagency task 
force in the administration to develop 
an action plan to save 2.5 million bar-
rels of oil by 2016, to save 7 million bar-
rels of oil by 2026, and 10 million bar-
rels of oil by 2030—per day in each case. 

We are proposing to expand the effort 
at the Federal, State, and local levels 
to promote telework and telecom-
muting. 

We are proposing to increase support 
for public transit—transport systems. 
Many of those systems, because of the 
high price of fuel, have cut back rather 
than being able to expand their capac-
ity. 

We are proposing a fuel economy in-
dicator device be required on all vehi-
cles that are sold in the country begin-
ning in 2012. We believe that would help 
to focus people’s minds on the fact 
they are using substantial amounts of 
fuel and encourage smart driving hab-
its to reduce fuel consumption. 

We have a proposal for an Advanced 
Technology Vehicles Manufacturing 
Incentive Program. This would provide 
help to the automobile manufacturing 
companies, but also to component com-
panies, including those that are mak-

ing batteries so they can get on with 
the construction of the plants needed 
and the modernization of the plants 
needed in that regard. 

As far as advanced batteries are con-
cerned, we believe we should have an 
interagency task force that develops a 
roadmap for advanced battery develop-
ment. 

We have a proposal with regard to 
tire efficiency labeling, since we are 
told by experts that tire efficiency la-
beling is one of the areas that would 
improve vehicle fuel efficiency. 

We have a proposal to require more 
energy efficient building codes 
throughout the country. Again, we be-
lieve that would be a step in the right 
direction. 

And, of course, we also have some 
provisions that the administration has 
asked for with regard to the manage-
ment of our own royalty on Federal 
leases. They have recommended that 
we repeal the mandatory Deep Water 
and Deep Gas Royalty Relief Act for 
Outer Continental Shelf leases in the 
Gulf of Mexico. We are suggesting that 
should be done as part of this amend-
ment, and various other royalty man-
agement reforms that have also been 
recommended by the administration. 

To sum up, what we are trying to do 
in the amendment is, we are trying to 
add to the bill responsible provisions 
that would help us address the other 
two factors, in addition to speculation 
and in addition to problems with addi-
tional investment in commodity mar-
kets that we think are impacting the 
price of gas. Taken together—the pro-
posal Senator REID has made that is 
going to be voted on tomorrow and 
these provisions related to supply and 
related to demand reduction—taken to-
gether, we believe we would be taking 
a positive step on behalf of the Amer-
ican people to begin to moderate the 
price of gas at the pump. 

I hope the amendment receives 
strong support. I hope we have the op-
portunity to offer it. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have a summary of the amend-
ment I have been talking about printed 
in the RECORD following my statement. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
SECTION-BY-SECTION SUMMARY OF THE DEMO-

CRATIC AMENDMENT TO THE SPECULATION 
BILL 
Amends S. 3268 to add at the end of the bill 

the following: 
TITLE II—OIL SUPPLY AND MANAGEMENT 

Subtitle A—Diligent Development of Federal 
Oil and Gas Leases 

Sec. 201.—Diligent Development of Federal 
Oil and Gas Leases.—Clarifies the require-
ment of existing law that all federal oil and 
gas leases require the lease holder to dili-
gently develop in order to ensure timely pro-
duction. Requires the Secretary to issue reg-
ulations that set forth the requirements and 
benchmarks for oil and gas development that 
will ensure diligent development and produc-
tion from the lease during the initial lease 
term (to the maximum extent practicable). 
Lessees are required to submit a diligent de-
velopment plan to the Secretary. 
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Sec. 202.—Diligent Development in the Na-

tional Petroleum Reserve-Alaska.—Provides 
that leases shall be for a primary term of not 
less than 8 and not more than 10 years with 
a 5-year extension if drilling is taking place 
and so long thereafter as production is oc-
curring. The Secretary must seek to maxi-
mize the timely production of oil and gas in 
setting the lease term for new leases. Re-
peals the provisions of the Energy Policy Act 
of 2005 that allowed lessees to renew their 
leases for up to 30 years. Sets the royalty 
rate at not less than $3.00 per acre and re-
quires the Secretary to increase the royalty 
by not less than $1.00 per acre per year for 
new leases. 

Sec. 203.—Length of Lease Terms.—Pro-
vides that new federal onshore oil and gas 
leases issued pursuant to the Mineral Leas-
ing Act shall be for a primary term of not 
less than 5 years and not more than 10 years. 
The Secretary must seek to maximize the 
timely production of oil and gas in setting 
the lease term. 

Sec. 204.—Rentals.—Sets rentals for non-
producing Federal onshore oil and gas leases 
issued after the date of enactment at $1.50 
per acre and requires the Secretary to in-
crease the rental by not less than $1.00 per 
acre per year. Requires the Secretary to set 
rentals for OCS leases at a rate determined 
by the Secretary to maximize the timely 
production of oil and gas and to increase the 
rents annually. The rents may be set at a 
rate that takes into account differences in 
development conditions. 

Subtitle B—Acceleration of Leasing of Off-
shore Areas Not Subject to Moratoria 

Sec. 211. Offshore Oil and Gas Leasing in 
Portion of the 181 Area Authorized to be 
Leased Under the Gulf of Mexico Energy Se-
curity Act.—Provides that the Secretary 
should offer for lease within 1 year after the 
date of enactment that portion of the 181 
Area offered for lease in March 2008 pursuant 
to the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act 
but not leased. 

Sec. 212. Acceleration of Lease Sales in 
Western and Central Gulf of Mexico.—Pro-
vides that the Secretary conduct an OCS 
lease sale every 6 months in the Western and 
Central Gulf of Mexico. Allows the Secretary 
to conduct sales less frequently if the Sec-
retary determines it is not practicable to 
conduct the lease sale every 6 months and 
provides a report to Congress describing the 
reasons for holding the sales less frequently 
and certifying that holding the sales less fre-
quently will not adversely affect production. 

Sec. 213. Lease Sales for Areas Offshore 
Alaska.—Not later than 1 year after the date 
of enactment, the Secretary shall conduct a 
survey of oil and gas industry interest in oil 
and gas leasing and development in planning 
areas offshore Alaska that are not included 
in the 5-Year Plan for 2007–2012. In any such 
planning area where there is a high level of 
interest, the Secretary shall evaluate the oil 
and gas potential of the area, the environ-
mental and natural values of the area, and 
the importance of the area for subsistence 
use. The Secretary shall provide a report to 
Congress within 2 years after the date of en-
actment containing the results of the survey 
and the evaluation. If the Secretary con-
cludes that leasing should be pursued further 
in the planning area, the report shall de-
scribe the additional steps required by law 
and the timeframe for conducting a lease 
sale. The Secretary shall consult with the 
Governor of Alaska and provide an oppor-
tunity for public comment in preparing the 
report. The section does not modify any en-
vironmental or other law applicable to leas-
ing and development on the OCS. 

Subtitle C—Acceleration of Leasing and De-
velopment in the National Petroleum Re-
serve in Alaska. 

Sec. 221. Acceleration of Lease Sales for 
National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska.— 
Provides that the Secretary accelerate envi-
ronmentally responsible competitive leasing 
in the NPR-A to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, and conduct at least 1 lease sale each 
year. The Secretary shall comply with all 
applicable environmental laws. 

Subtitle D—Strategic Petroleum Reserve 

Sec. 231. Definitions. 
Sec. 232. Modernization of the Strategic 

Petroleum Reserve.—Directs the Secretary 
to exchange 70 million barrels of light crude 
oil held in the SPR for 70 million barrels of 
heavy crude oil. The sale of light crude is to 
be completed within 180 days of enactment. 
The purchase of heavy oil is to begin more 
than 365 days after enactment, but within 5 
years of enactment. The net proceeds gen-
erated by the exchange are to be dispersed to 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
to carry out the low-income home energy as-
sistance program established under the Low- 
Income Home Energy Assistance Act of 1981. 

Sec. 233. Deferrals.—Encourages the Sec-
retary to use his existing authority to grant 
any request to defer a scheduled delivery of 
petroleum to the SPR, if the deferral will re-
sult in a reduced cost for the oil acquisition, 
or increase the volume of oil delivered to the 
SPR. 

Subtitle E—Resource Estimates 

Sec. 241. Resource Estimates.—Requires 
Secretary of the Interior to collect and an-
nually report to Congress information re-
garding resource estimates and federal acre-
age under oil and gas lease and available for 
leasing. 

Subtitle F—Sense of Senate on Alaska Nat-
ural Gas Pipeline 

Sec. 251. Sense of Senate on Alaska Nat-
ural Gas Pipeline.—Encourages all parties to 
work together to allow the Alaska Natural 
Gas Pipeline to move forward and to nego-
tiate a project labor agreement. 

Subtitle G—Roan Plateau Oil and Gas Leas-
ing 

Sec. 261. Short title. 
Sec. 262. Findings and purpose.—Calls for 

the balanced development of energy re-
sources on the Roan Plateau in a manner 
that minimizes environmental impact while 
increasing leasing revenues. 

Sec. 263. Definitions. 
Sec. 264. Special Protection Areas.—Des-

ignates certain special protection areas and 
requires the Secretary of the Interior to 
manage them in a manner that prevents ir-
reparable damage. 

Sec. 265. Phased Mineral Leasing.—Author-
izes the Secretary to issue mineral leases, 
except for the exploration or development of 
oil shale, within the Roan Plateau Planning 
Area. Provides for phased development of the 
Planning Area by prohibiting the Secretary 
from issuing mineral leases within more 
than one phased development area at a time. 

Sec. 266. Selection of Subsequent Leasing 
Areas.—Provides for the selection of subse-
quent phased development areas once at 
least 90 percent of the recoverable natural 
gas has been recovered from previously se-
lected areas and 99 percent of the ground dis-
turbed in each previously selected area has 
been reclaimed. 

Sec. 267. Federal Unitization Agree-
ments.—Requires each lessee within the 
Planning Area to enter into a unitization 
agreement. 

Sec. 268. Record of Decision.—Preserves 
the June 2007 and March 2008 records of deci-
sion. 

Sec. 269. Conforming Amendments.—Makes 
leasing of Oil Shale Reserves 1 and 3 discre-
tionary rather than mandatory and provides 
that leasing receipts will be deposited in the 
Treasury for use in accordance with the Min-
eral Leasing Act. 

Subtitle H—Export of Refined Petroleum 
Products 

Sec. 271. Export of Refined Petroleum 
Products.—Requires the President to report 
to Congress if net petroleum product exports 
to any country outside of North America ex-
ceed 1 percent of the total United States con-
sumption of refined products for more than 7 
days. 

TITLE III—OIL DEMAND REDUCTION 

Subtitle A—Oil Savings 

Sec. 301. Findings.—Finds that dependence 
on foreign oil is one of the gravest threats to 
the national security and economy, and that 
the United States needs to wean itself from 
its addiction to oil. 

Sec. 302. Policy on Reducing Oil Depend-
ence.—Establishes the policy to reduce our 
dependence on oil. 

Sec. 303. Oil Savings Plan.—Establishes an 
interagency task force to publish an action 
plan to reduce oil consumption by—2.5 mil-
lion barrels per day during 2016; 7 million 
barrels per day during 2026; and 10 million 
barrels per day during 2030. 

Subtitle B—Telework 

Part I—Sec. 306. Incentive Programs for 
Reducing Petroleum Consumption.—Re-
quires each federal agency to promote incen-
tive programs to encourage federal employ-
ees and contractors to reduce petroleum 
usage through telecommuting, public tran-
sit, carpooling, and bicycling. Directs the 
Secretary of Energy to make grants to state 
and local governments to pay half the cost of 
carrying out state and local incentive pro-
grams to reduce petroleum usage. Authorizes 
the Secretary to pay the entire cost of local 
government incentive programs serving 
rural areas. 

Part II—Telework Enhancement.—Re-
quires the head of each executive federal 
agency to establish a telework policy and to 
provide an interactive telework training pro-
gram for eligible employees. Requires the Of-
fice of Personnel Management to submit an 
annual report on telework programs. Ex-
tends the authority for travel expenses test 
programs. 

Subtitle C—Public Transportation 

Sec. 331. Energy Efficient Transit Grant 
Program.—Directs the Secretary of Trans-
portation to establish a program for making 
grants to public transportation agencies to 
assist in reducing energy consumption or 
greenhouse gas emissions of their public 
transportation systems. 

Sec. 332. Transit-Oriented Development 
Corridors Grant Program.—Directs the Sec-
retary of Transportation to establish a pro-
gram for making grants to public transpor-
tation agencies, metropolitan planning orga-
nizations, and other State or local govern-
ment authorities to support planning and de-
sign of Transit-Oriented Development Cor-
ridors. 

Sec. 333. Enhanced Transit Options.—Au-
thorizes the Secretary of Transportation to 
make transit enhancement grants to public 
transit agencies to expedite construction of 
new transit projects, address maintenance 
backlogs, purchase rolling stock or buses, 
and continue or expand service to accommo-
date increased ridership. 

Subtitle D—Sec. 336. Fuel Consumption In-
dicator Devices.—Requires the Secretary of 
Transportation to require, by model year 
2012, that cars and light trucks be equipped 
with onboard electronic devices that provide 
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real-time and cumulative fuel economy data 
and signals drivers when inadequate tire 
pressure may be affecting fuel economy. 

Subtitle E—Sec. 341. Vehicle-to-Grid Dem-
onstration Program.—Directs the Secretary 
of Energy to carry out a demonstration pro-
gram on integrating plug-in hybrids into the 
electricity grid. 

Subtitle F—Sec. 346. Advanced Technology 
Vehicles Manufacturing Incentive Pro-
gram.—Amends section 136 of the Energy 
Independence and Security Act of 2007 by di-
recting the Secretary of the Treasury to 
transfer to the Secretary of Energy, without 
further appropriation, $200 million for each 
fiscal year from fiscal year 2009 through 2013 
to pay for the cost of loans to automobile 
manufacturers and component suppliers for 
reequipping, expanding, or establishing man-
ufacturing facilities in the United States to 
produce advanced technology vehicles and 
components. 
Subtitle G—Advanced Batteries 

Sec. 351. Definition of Advanced Battery. 
Sec. 352. Advanced Battery Research and 

Development.—Directs the Secretary of En-
ergy to expand and accelerate research and 
development efforts for advanced batteries 
and doubles the authorization levels in the 
energy competitiveness storage programs es-
tablished under section 641 of the Energy 
Independence and Security Act of 2007. 

Sec. 353. Advanced Battery Manufacturing 
and Technology Roadmap.—Directs the Di-
rector of the Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy (in coordination with the Sec-
retaries of Energy, Defense, and Commerce 
and the heads of other appropriate federal 
agencies) to develop a multiyear roadmap to 
develop advanced battery technologies and 
sustain domestic advanced battery manufac-
turing capabilities and supply chain. 

Sec. 354. Sense of the Senate on Purchase 
of Plug-in Electric Drive Vehicles.—Ex-
presses the Sense of the Senate that the Fed-
eral Government should increase the pur-
chase of plug-in electric drive vehicles. 

Subtitle H—Sec. 361. National Energy Effi-
cient Driver Education Program.—Directs 
the Secretary of Transportation to develop 
and promote educational materials on opti-
mizing fuel economy through driving and 
maintenance practices. 

Subtitle I—Sec. 366. Oil and Gas Reserves 
Reporting Requirements.—Expresses the 
sense of the Senate that the Securities and 
Exchange Commission should accelerate the 
rulemaking process on oil and gas reserves 
reporting. 

Subtitle J—Sec. 371. Tire Efficiency Con-
sumer Information.—Accelerates from De-
cember 19, 2009 to March 19, 2009, the dead-
line for the Secretary of Transportation to 
publish rules establishing a consumer infor-
mation program on the effect of tires on 
automobile fuel efficiency, safety, and dura-
bility. 

Subtitle K—Sec. 376. Petroleum Use Reduc-
tion Technology Deployment.—Authorizes 
$50 million for each of 5 years for grants to 
local Clean Cities participants to promote 
the adoption and use of reduction tech-
nologies and practices. 

Subtitle L—Sec. 381. Energy Efficient 
Building Codes.—Directs the Secretary of 
Energy to update national model building 
energy codes and standards at least every 3 
years to achieve overall energy savings for 
commercial and residential buildings of at 
least 30 percent by 2015 and 50 percent by 
2022. 

Subtitle M—Sec. 386. Renewable Energy 
Pilot Project Offices.—Directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to designate one Bureau of 
Land Management field office in Arizona, 
California, New Mexico, Nevada, and Mon-
tana to serve as a Renewable Energy Pilot 
Project Office. 

TITLE IV—ROYALTY REFORMS 
Subtitle A—Royalty Relief Repeal. 

Sec. 401. Repeals mandatory deep water 
and deep gas royalty relief for Outer Conti-
nental Shelf leases in the Gulf of Mexico. 
Subtitle B—Royalty Reforms. 

Sec. 411. Definitions. Makes conforming 
amendments to definitions contained in 
FOGRMA. 

Sec. 412. Liability for Royalty Payments. 
Makes both lessees and their payor/designees 
liable for royalty payments, amending exist-
ing provisions that have made it difficult for 
the Secretary to collect royalties from all 
responsible parties. 

Sec. 413. Interest. Eliminates the require-
ment that the Federal government pay inter-
est on royalty over-payments submitted by 
industry. 

Sec. 414. Obligation Period. Amends exist-
ing law to start the seven-year statute of 
limitations at the time any adjustment to 
royalty payments is made by responsible 
parties rather than when the payor submits 
its initial royalty report. 

Sec. 415. Tolling Agreements and Sub-
poenas. Makes changes related to FOGRMA’s 
existing tolling and subpoena provisions, to 
conform with section 412. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky is recognized. 

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I wish 
to speak on the bill. 

We are in an energy crisis. Don’t let 
a 10 percent drop in oil prices fool you. 
We are in for a long battle with energy 
costs and America will need to step up 
if we want to keep driving our cars, fly-
ing our jets, and fueling our economy. 

But this bill before us today isn’t 
about lowering prices. it is about find-
ing someone to blame so Americans 
don’t blame the Democrats for failing 
to act in Congress. 

Democrats need a scapegoat because 
under their watch America has become 
more addicted to oil than ever and gas 
prices have more than doubled. They 
don’t want to solve your problems. 
They don’t want to face the environ-
mental lobbyists who don’t care how 
much Americans pay for energy as long 
as it doesn’t come from oil and coal. 
They want to find someone to blame. 
They have blamed oil companies, Re-
publicans, the Middle East, and the 
military. Today it is energy specu-
lators. 

I say the time for scapegoats and pol-
itics is over. Americans don’t want ex-
cuses or even someone to blame— 
Americans want solutions. 

They want to be able to afford to 
drive their truck to work every day. 
They don’t want to worry about turn-
ing on the air conditioner or how much 
it is going to cost to heat their homes 
this winter. 

Back home in my State of Kentucky 
I have seen how much these prices are 
hurting families. I know many people 
who moved farther out into the sub-
urbs to get a bigger yard and more for 
their real estate investment. Now 
those same people are stuck using $4.50 
gasoline for their workday commute. 
Another community in eastern Ken-
tucky is fighting to keep local bus 
service running to their senior center. 

Many older Americans rely on bus 
and shuttle services to get out of their 

homes and are being cut off from their 
community services because of high 
prices. There are even places that have 
gone to a four-day school week to cut 
back on the cost of busing students. 

These people want solutions for en-
ergy prices, not more politics. 

The best way to address high prices 
is to get more fuel on the market. 
America has domestic energy resources 
that we only need to open up. 

I have supported bills and amend-
ments that would expand offshore drill-
ing, start coal-to-liquid fuel produc-
tion, encourage alternative sources of 
jet fuel, expand cellulosic biomass 
fuels, and many other issues. Facing 
these issues is what Congress should be 
working on. 

For example, I think one part of our 
solution should be more offshore drill-
ing. More domestic oil means less we 
have to buy from the Middle East, 
lower transportation costs, a more sta-
ble supply, and therefore lower prices. 
So why have the Democrats in Con-
gress stopped us from acting on this 
one issue? 

If it is because of the environment, I 
say we will make sure any new drilling 
is the cleanest and safest in the world. 
If it is because we are not sure what to 
do with the Federal revenue, I am 
ready to discuss it and develop a com-
promise. What is the problem with let-
ting individual States choose whether 
or not to drill offshore? Even if it takes 
a decade to get to full production, we 
have to start somewhere. 

Congress should at least have the de-
bate and vote on the issue. But every 
time we try to address even one energy 
production issue, we are stopped in our 
tracks and blocked from offering 
amendments. 

I am tired of watching this Demo-
crat-led Congress do nothing. The en-
ergy crisis has gone on long enough. 
We can talk all day about who to 
blame and make up excuses, but that 
won’t bring down energy prices. 

Instead, we find ourselves discussing 
another bill that tries to blame some-
one rather than address the problems 
of domestic production and supply. 

The other side is selling you a bill of 
goods when they say this legislation 
would impact energy prices. I hear 
they have a great deal for you on a 
bridge in Brooklyn too. 

This bill will undermine legitimate 
hedging activities and threatens the li-
quidity of the commodities market-
place. Futures markets make it pos-
sible to buy and sell things at a specific 
price and date in the future. These 
markets allow participants to offset 
risk of price changes to those willing 
to take risks. 

This legislation would also make us 
citizens subject to foreign rules and 
regulations related to energy trading. 
Understanding U.S. laws will not be 
enough, as energy traders will be re-
quired to consult with foreign boards of 
trade and will be subject to the regula-
tions made by foreign governments. 

This bill would also encourage trad-
ers to use foreign markets that do not 
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have as many regulations and take 
American jobs and business activity 
with them. But my principal concern 
with this bill is that it asks a Federal 
regulator, the CFTC, to wade into the 
marketplace and make a determina-
tion of what is and what is not legiti-
mate trading activity. 

Let me explain how this works. How 
many Americans stock up on an item 
when they see a good sale at the gro-
cery store? I know I do. Or maybe some 
people wait to buy in bulk with buy 
one get one free coupons. 

While we don’t resell our groceries to 
someone else, this simple act of timing 
our purchases or varying how much 
and when we buy is similar to what 
traders do in the commodities markets. 

Now imagine the Government used 
this same legislation to regulate gro-
cery shopping that has been proposed 
for the energy markets. It would mean 
the Government would keep track of 
all your purchases and determine 
whether you were a legitimate or non 
legitimate grocery shopper. Do you 
want the government penalizing you if 
they feel you are overbuying a certain 
product? 

Buy too many hot dogs in 1 month 
and the Government could impose lim-
its on your purchases or keep you out 
of grocery stores altogether. 

While this legislation isn’t going to 
regulate grocery stores, this bill is the 
beginning of more government regula-
tions that will limit your options. 
Maybe next Congress will regulate the 
precious metals market and determine 
that buying gold jewelry is a non le-
gitimate purchase, penalizing Ameri-
cans who want to buy jewelry. Or will 
the government say that collecting 
shotguns is a non legitimate purchase 
that increases the cost of shotguns, al-
lowing it to limit sales to gun collec-
tors? 

Allowing the Government to over 
regulate any market is a recipe for dis-
aster that puts Americans’ freedom at 
risk. 

In America, we are proud of our open 
markets and lack of government inter-
ference. We need the already estab-
lished rules to stop illegal activities 
such as price manipulation and cor-
nering markets, but we do not need 
new regulations that prohibit normal 
market activities, such as buying and 
selling commodities as an investment 
or as a price hedge. 

I will support efforts to make the 
markets as transparent as possible. In-
formation allows traders to most effi-
ciently allocate resources and make 
sure prices actually reflect supply and 
demand. But I find it unreasonable to 
on the one hand say the market needs 
to be more transparent so it can work 
efficiently, and then on the other man-
date new requirements and regulations 
that will clog the market and prevent 
it from working normally. 

The bottom line is that this legisla-
tion will not bring down energy prices. 

However, there is something Con-
gress and America can do about 

prices—we can produce more of own en-
ergy. I strongly believe that America 
should use every resource it has to 
produce energy. Our dependence on 
Middle Eastern oil is worse than sim-
ply paying too much at the pump; it is 
a threat to national security. Every 
gallon of fuel we make from biomass, 
domestic oil and gas, and coal is a gal-
lon of fuel we don’t have to buy from 
the Middle East. It is just that simple. 

We need a Manhattan Project for en-
ergy in America. 

The greatest minds we have should 
be working on ways to produce alter-
native fuel, capture and use carbon 
emissions, produce clean electricity, 
and improve oil and gas production. 

We should agree to take politics out 
of clean energy and ensure that govern-
ment programs are technology and 
feedstock neutral. Too often I see tax 
incentives and programs that pick and 
choose what technology or process 
America should use. 

To support all these alternative tech-
nologies, we need to change the way 
government spends money. 

I think we should pick performance- 
based goals—like zero emission alter-
natives to oil—and let the marketplace 
decide the most efficient way to 
achieve it. If you can produce an envi-
ronmentally sound transportation fuel, 
we should not care whether it comes 
from coal or switch grass. 

If you can produce a megawatt of 
clean energy, we should not care if it 
comes from waste heat on a paper mill 
or from underground geothermal. By 
opening up our options, we will get 
more for the Government dollar and 
America will see results faster.  

I believe the most important alter-
native fuel technology is coal-to-liq-
uids. We are sitting on a huge coal re-
serve that we can turn into diesel for 
our trucks and aviation fuel for our 
planes. And our military can no longer 
rely on imported oil from the Middle 
East. The Air Force has tested this 
fuel, and it burns cooler and cleaner 
than conventional fuel. It has less pol-
lution as well. And I know that with 
the right government incentives and 
carbon capture technology, we can 
make coal-to-liquid fuel with less 
greenhouse gases than oil-based fuels. 

Kentucky coal can help bring down 
the price of oil, provide a secure fuel 
for our military, reduce pollution, and 
create jobs. 

While new domestic production will 
go a long way to bring down prices, we 
should also think about conservation 
efforts. There are the simple things 
like turning off lights we don’t use and 
more important measures like the in-
creased fuel economy standards Con-
gress passed. But there are other ways 
to reduce fuel use using technology. 
For example, we have a company in 
Kentucky that produces retrofit kits to 
reduce diesel fuel use while trucks are 
idling. 

The answer to America’s energy 
problems is more domestic production, 
clean technologies, and conservation. 

We have the resources and know-how 
to make clean energy, but for the last 
few decades our government regula-
tions have held us back. We should not 
find more ways to over regulate our 
markets—we should vote now to open 
up domestic production and pursue 
promising alternative fuel technologies 
that will actually bring down the 
prices of oil and gas at the pump for 
the American people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). The Senator from Florida 
is recognized. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, 
no issue at the present time is hitting 
Americans any harder than the high 
price of gasoline at the pump. Amer-
ican families are hurting. 

For a variety of reasons, we are pay-
ing more for a gallon of gas and more 
to heat and cool our homes than ever 
before. There are a number of factors 
contributing to rising energy costs, 
such as a weak dollar and an incredible 
surge in demand from the developing 
world. 

It is not entirely clear what the mag-
nitude of the role is that speculators 
might be playing in this situation. For 
certain, speculation is not the major 
contributing factor for $4-a-gallon gas. 
Even so, we have a responsibility to en-
sure that speculators aren’t doing 
something illegal or profiting at tax-
payers’ expense. 

That is why I have joined 43 of my 
colleagues in introducing the Gas Price 
Reduction Act, which will put more 
cops on the beat at the CFTC to ensure 
there is no foul play occurring between 
those participating in the oil futures 
market and those investing in the oil 
market itself. This regulatory body 
needs more help so they can be more 
effective at their job and give the 
American people the kind of assurance 
and transparency they should have 
about the work of this trading environ-
ment. 

This act also commissions a study to 
better examine and understand the in-
fluence these speculators have on the 
cost of oil. 

We have heard much lately con-
cerning speculators and what they may 
or may not be doing to influence the 
price of gas. 

On July 21, Treasury Secretary 
Henry Paulson, Fed Chairman Ben 
Bernanke, SEC Chairman Chris Cox, 
and the Chairman of the CFTC stated 
in a signed letter: 

To date, the President’s Working Group 
has not found valid evidence to suggest that 
high crude prices over the long term are a di-
rect result of the speculation or systemic 
manipulation by traders. 

That is a pretty strong statement 
coming from the people we trust in 
overseeing major parts of our econ-
omy—the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Chairman of the Fed, Chairman of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
and Chairman of the Commodities Fu-
tures Trading Commission. 

While I believe speculators are an 
area of concern, the bigger problem 
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stems from simple economics and the 
law of supply and demand. Our efforts 
should be focused on getting right to 
the heart of the matter by working to 
increase our Nation’s energy supplies 
and reducing our demand. It is not 
enough to do one or just the other; we 
must do both. According to the Inter-
national Energy Agency, global de-
mand is 86 million barrels of oil per day 
and global supply is about 85.5 million 
barrels per day. 

While Congress’s record in increasing 
energy supplies has been scant as of 
late, we have made progress in recent 
years. 

In 2006, I helped negotiate, with Sen-
ator NELSON, the opening of 8.3 million 
acres in the eastern Gulf of Mexico. 
This area is estimated to contain 5.8 
trillion cubic feet of natural gas and 
1.25 billion barrels of oil, and it is cur-
rently open and available for explo-
ration. This area was denied until 2006. 
It is now open and available for explo-
ration. 

The Gas Price Reduction Act honors 
the compromise that was reached in 
2006, protecting Florida’s gulf coast, 
while empowering other States to ex-
plore for oil and gas if it is supported 
by the Governors and State legislature. 

I believe increasing our Nation’s do-
mestic energy supply is perhaps the 
most critical component to lowering 
gas prices, and to overlook it would be 
grossly unwise. In addition to increas-
ing our Nation’s domestic supplies, I 
also believe we should have access to 
affordable alternatives. 

Currently, Americans are paying a 
premium on Brazilian ethanol because 
we have a 50-cent-a-gallon tariff on 
Brazilian ethanol. If we mean what we 
say about offering cleaner, renewable 
alternatives to gasoline, I propose we 
eliminate this tariff. I plan to intro-
duce an amendment that does just 
that. 

The amendment I am proposing 
would repeal the 54-cent-a-gallon tariff 
on foreign ethanol that was extended 
for 2 years—December 31, 2010—under 
the recently passed 2008 farm bill. 

The 2008 farm bill also extended the 
blenders credit for ethanol producers 
for 45 cents a gallon, which creates a 
trade barrier of 9 cents per gallon. Eth-
anol producers can also receive a small 
blenders tax credit of 10 cents a gallon 
if they produce less than 60 million gal-
lons of ethanol per year. 

My amendment helps to stop these 
protectionist policies and offers alter-
natives to hard-working Americans 
who are paying too much for gas. 

On the other side of the equation, 
more must be done to reduce demand 
and promote conservation. 

This Congress took a significant step 
by mandating CAFE energy standards 
in the Energy bill we passed in 2007, 
which was the largest increase in fuel 
economy standards in nearly 30 years. 
According to the Department of Trans-
portation, these new fuel standards 
will save over 55 billion gallons of fuel 
and save American motorists more 
than $100 billion over time. 

But that is not enough. These stand-
ards will go a long way in helping to 
increase fuel economy, but more must 
be done to foster the market for effi-
cient energy alternatives and other 
breakthrough technologies. 

One of the more promising tech-
nologies in this area is advanced bat-
teries for plug-in hybrids. The Gas 
Price Reduction Act contains $500 mil-
lion in research and development for 
advancements in plug-in technology 
and $250 million in direct loans for 
manufacturers who retool factories to 
produce plug-in batteries. It will help 
to make batteries in many of the cur-
rent hybrids more affordable and 
longer lasting. 

In the long term, I envision a market 
where renewable fuels are viable and 
available and drivers will have afford-
able alternatives to fossil fuels such as 
gasoline. My State of Florida has been 
a leader in helping to make this vision 
a reality. The State recently created 
the Florida Energy Systems Consor-
tium, which brings together research-
ers and resources from State univer-
sities to develop renewable energies. 

The University of Central Florida—a 
member of the consortium—recently 
announced it is receiving $8.75 million 
in grants to focus on how technology 
can make new and existing construc-
tion projects more energy efficient. In 
addition, with the help of $20 million 
from the State of Florida, the Univer-
sity of Florida is currently building the 
State’s first biorefinery, which could 
produce clean cellulosic ethanol to 
power our cars. 

As we continue to discuss the ongo-
ing energy crisis, I urge my colleagues 
to consider the consequences of failing 
to offer viable solutions to the Amer-
ican people as they grow increasingly 
worried over dwindling energy supplies 
in America. Now is not the time for the 
politics of energy. It is not the time for 
us to look for one-upsmanship in the 
political game. It is time for us to act 
on a problem that is hurting American 
families throughout the State of Flor-
ida and throughout the United States. 

We need to address this problem. We 
need to put us on a track of finding 
more and using less—a track that, 
where possible, is environmentally 
safe, where we can produce more do-
mestic energy, while at the same time 
turning loose the energies of this Na-
tion, the technology, to look for future 
opportunities for different blends of 
fuels, different types of automobiles, 
and other ways we can improve the ef-
ficiency of our fleet so that we can in-
crease the opportunity for the Amer-
ican people to live in a world that is 
cleaner and in which they can afford to 
drive their kids to school and go to 
work. When we have alternative fuels 
available, they may not have to be to-
tally dependent upon fossil fuels or im-
ported oil. 

I believe this is imperative, and it is 
an issue of national security propor-
tions. We cannot continue to transfer 
our wealth overseas. We are transfer-

ring, year after year, $750 billion to 
countries that are not particularly our 
friends. Some of them, in fact, would 
be considered hostile to us. Nonethe-
less, we purchase oil from them be-
cause of our necessity; our need is too 
great. 

The fact is, we know there is plenty 
of political opportunity on both sides 
of the aisle on this issue. The American 
people are focused on this, and the 
American people are saying: Please do 
something about this. Hear our cry for 
help. 

I say that this is the time for bipar-
tisan cooperation, for us to come to-
gether, Republicans and Democrats, 
put partisan interests aside, put Amer-
ican interests first, and look for ways 
to cooperate, work together, and do 
what is doable, do what can be done. 

On five occasions, I have voted to 
open ANWR to oil exploration. Wheth-
er that is acceptable or not, let’s come 
together and decide. I would be pre-
pared to support that once again. If 
that is a deal-breaker, let’s not go 
there. Let’s look for those common- 
ground areas where we can agree and 
move forward with a comprehensive en-
ergy plan. 

Let’s not say we have done our job by 
simply looking at speculation as a 
scapegoat. We can deal with that and 
add transparency to it, but that is not 
an answer in and of itself. 

We have to have a comprehensive ap-
proach that tackles the issue of supply, 
that tackles the issue of demand, 
where we have more oil available, 
where the supply is increased from do-
mestic production, American produc-
tion on America’s lands and shores, 
and where we can also reduce our con-
sumption, utilize less. That will make 
America a safer place. Then we can go 
home for this August break and face 
our citizens and let them know we did 
a job they sent us here to do; not to 
play politics but to get the job done for 
the American people. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I was 
in the House of Representatives for 14 
years and have been in the Senate for 
a year and a half, as has the Presiding 
Officer. During that time, all of us 
have noticed when there is a spike in 
oil prices, as there has been obviously 
intermittently for decades in this 
country, we can always ascribe a spike 
in oil prices to one of several factors: 
either a major fire in a refinery or 
there might have been an outage on a 
pipeline somewhere in our country. It 
might have come from something such 
as Hurricane Katrina, some major nat-
ural disaster in our country that 
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caused a disruption of oil supplies, or it 
may have come from an international 
incident where there would be, again, a 
disruption in oil getting to our coun-
try, some major international incident. 
So it has either been a refinery fire, 
pipeline outage, a Katrina-type dis-
aster or some interruption in foreign 
oil supplies coming to this country. 

That is what it used to be. The huge 
increase in oil prices, the fact that 
since George Bush and DICK CHENEY 
came to the White House, two oilmen 
in the White House, oil has gone from 
$30 a barrel to quadruple that number, 
that gasoline prices have gone from 
roughly, I believe, no more than a cou-
ple dollars a gallon—less than that 
back then—to about double that now, 
that has been for different reasons. It 
is pretty clear, because there has not 
been a major outage of a pipeline, a re-
finery fire or a disruption because of a 
natural disaster or because of a foreign 
international incident, that something 
else has happened. That is why Senator 
REID’s legislation is on the floor today 
because we know part of the reason for 
prices doing what they have done is 
certainly there has been more demand 
from China and India, but that does 
not account for the doubling and tri-
pling of prices when, in fact, so much 
of this is about the issues of gaming 
the system by the oil industry, wheth-
er it is price fixing in some sort of way 
that the Justice Department should go 
after or mostly what this bill is about, 
speculation. 

It is clear that kind of hanky-panky 
has gone on in the oil market. You 
don’t have to look very far to figure 
that out, that it is not just a question 
of supply and demand. 

The other factor compounding this— 
even though I hear my friends on the 
Republican side of the aisle talk about 
we need to do more drilling, and I am 
fine with that. But the fact is there are 
68 million acres out there—21⁄2 times 
the size of my State, the State of Ohio, 
21⁄2 times the number of acres of the 
State of Ohio—there are 68 million 
acres on which the oil companies have 
leases. Yet they are not drilling in 
most of those 68 million acres. If they 
are committed to producing more oil 
to bring prices down, they would begin 
drilling in far more of those acres than 
they talk about drilling in. 

So why should we, again, in this in-
stitution, the Senate, and as I saw for 
years in the House, buckle to the oil 
industry? Why should big oil always 
have its way here? Why should Wall 
Street always have its way here? That 
is why Senator REID’s bill on specula-
tion is so important, empowering the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion, empowering the Justice Depart-
ment to go after the oil industry on 
price gouging. 

It is clear we need a more aggressive 
Federal Government, a more aggressive 
administration. Again, we have had 
two oilmen in the White House. Look 
what happened in these 8 years to oil 
prices. 

I beseech my colleagues to support 
Senator REID’s speculation bill, and I 
beseech the President to be more ag-
gressive with his Justice Department 
to go after the oil companies that are 
price gouging and to empower the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission 
to go after Wall Street on some of this 
speculation. It is pretty clear that is 
the biggest reason for these price in-
creases, and it is important the Federal 
Government get behind efforts to do all 
we can to rein in the cost of oil for 
truckers, for motorists, people who are 
getting squeezed and hurt so badly by 
these increasing oil prices. 

I yield the floor. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DODD. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

HOUSING AND ECONOMIC RECOVERY ACT OF 2008 
Mr. DODD. Madam President, I rise 

this afternoon to share with my col-
leagues the good news: that we are 
about to pass, I believe, after many 
weeks and months, numerous votes on 
countless amendments on the floor of 
this body, as well as efforts in the 
other Chamber, the Housing and Eco-
nomic Recovery Act of 2008. 

I am going to share some thoughts on 
where this is and what is included in 
this bill that passed the House yester-
day and is pending as one of the mat-
ters that will be considered in the next 
24 to 48 hours by this Chamber. 

My first expression of gratitude goes 
to the majority leader, his staff, and 
others, along with the minority lead-
er’s staff, particularly those on the 
floor who have been very patient. 

In the case of the majority leader, he 
has been far more patient but tremen-
dously supportive of this effort. This 
has taken a long time and has gone 
through a lot of different processes 
over the last number of months to get 
to the point where we are today: on the 
brink of passing the most sweeping 
housing legislation in more than a gen-
eration, that will particularly focus on 
trying to keep people in their homes. 

There are literally thousands every 
day who face the prospect of fore-
closure. This legislation will not pro-
tect everyone, but it will make a dif-
ference in the case of thousands, as 
well as many of the provisions which I 
will address in a minute or so. But I 
begin by expressing my gratitude to 
those who made it possible for us to get 
to this point. 

Again, the majority leader and his 
staff played a critical role. Senator 
SHELBY of Alabama, former chairman 
of the Banking Committee, today the 
ranking Republican of that com-
mittee—we would never have been able 
to succeed at what we achieved with-
out him and his staff and the work he 
has done on the committee. We were 

able to mark up this bill several weeks 
ago and bring it to the floor of the Sen-
ate on a vote of 19 to 2, and that was 
because of the work of Senator SHELBY 
and others, along with, of course, the 
wonderful staff I have as part of the 
Democratic majority of that com-
mittee and as chairman of the com-
mittee. They worked well together. 
They spent countless hours. Last week-
end alone, they were up until 2 o’clock, 
3:30 in the morning trying to iron out 
details with ourselves and with the 
leaders in the House of Representa-
tives. There are a lot of people who can 
claim credit for helping us get to this 
point. I wish to recognize them and I 
will continuously over the coming days 
as we move beyond this legislation. 

But it is very important to know 
that people who never get a chance to 
speak in this Chamber but who put in 
the countless hours, the staff who work 
on these bills, work in our respective 
offices, work for the committees, do 
tremendous work on behalf of the 
American people. I, for one, am very 
grateful to all who made such a dif-
ference in bringing us to the point of 
stepping up and doing something about 
this economic crisis, which at its 
heart, of course, is the housing crisis, 
and behind all that is the foreclosure 
crisis. 

I wish to share some views on what 
the bill does and why this moment is 
important beyond the specifics of this 
bill. 

In my view, we should have and could 
have acted months ago on this legisla-
tion. Regrettably, there are still one or 
two Senators who are doing everything 
and anything they can to block this bi-
partisan legislation from going for-
ward, delaying the kind of relief Amer-
ican homeowners, and so many others, 
desperately need to get our economy 
moving in the right direction. 

Yesterday, the President of the 
United States agreed to sign this legis-
lation. That was a reversal. Only a few 
days earlier they announced they 
would veto the bill. But yesterday they 
made the announcement they are going 
to accept this legislation and they are 
going to sign it into law. 

Let me say how grateful I am to the 
President of the United States. We are 
of different political parties. We have 
different views on many issues. But I 
thank him. It takes a big person to rec-
ognize a mistake, in this case announc-
ing a veto and then changing your 
mind and saying, in fact, this legisla-
tion deserves passage. I appreciate 
President Bush’s willingness to come 
to that point of view and to make that 
announcement and to virtually, I hope, 
guarantee the adoption of this legisla-
tion and to begin working to make a 
difference in people’s lives. 

As many of my colleagues know, we 
are in the midst of the most serious 
economic crisis to face our Nation in 
many years. Certainly, the American 
people live it every day. They don’t 
need to read the data; they live the 
data, whether they are losing their 
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jobs, losing their homes, watching the 
value of their stocks, their pensions, 
their 401(k)s. All are worth less today 
than they were even a few weeks ago. 
So the American people do not need a 
tutorial on whether things are tough 
out there. They are living it and their 
families are and they want to know 
whether their Government is doing 
anything about it to make a difference. 

Income is stagnant, and for many 
people it is falling at precisely the 
time Americans are experiencing in-
creasing costs in their daily lives. The 
source of wealth creation in this coun-
try has been damaged badly. Housing, 
which is a source of great wealth cre-
ation for many people, is losing value. 
Stocks, we know, have lost value. 
Bonds are losing value. These are the 
items upon which many Americans, 
through mutual funds and other vehi-
cles, are able to increase their wealth, 
increase their security, prepare for 
their retirement, assist their children 
to achieve a higher education and to 
lead decent lives with a degree of hap-
piness and hope that Americans ought 
to expect, living in this great country 
of ours. But all these items have been 
badly damaged over the last number of 
weeks and compound that loss of 
wealth creation with the fact that gas-
oline prices are going up, food costs are 
going up, health care costs are going 
up, and the cost of an education is 
going up. At the very time the source 
of wealth creation is going down, the 
cost of living is rising. 

Unemployment numbers are also 
worrisome. In the month of May, we 
saw a one-half of 1 percent increase in 
unemployment. That is the largest sin-
gle monthly increase in unemployment 
in 22 years in our Nation. 

The root cause of all this—again, you 
don’t need to know all this because you 
have been feeling it—the root cause of 
all this is the virtual collapse of the 
housing market that, in my view, did 
not have to happen. This did not have 
to occur. This is not a natural disaster. 
It is not a hurricane or a cyclone or a 
snowstorm. This is a problem that was 
created because the people responsible 
for being the cops over these institu-
tions were not doing their job. As a re-
sult, we are in the mess we are in 
today. 

I do not want to oversimplify it, but 
virtually that is what happened. The 
collapse was caused by what the Sec-
retary of the Treasury has described as 
‘‘bad lending practices’’ that were at 
best ignored and, in crucial respects, 
knowingly tolerated, if not encouraged, 
by Government officials over the last 
number of years. As a result, every sin-
gle day in this country, Madam Presi-
dent, 8,000 to 9,000 of our fellow coun-
trymen are entering into foreclosure. 
Home prices nationwide have dropped 
by the largest and most precipitous 
amounts since the Great Depression 
back in the 1930s. Tens of millions of 
Americans have watched their retire-
ment savings, their pension funds, and 
the value of their homes fall by alarm-
ing amounts. 

Madam President, I want to remind 
my colleagues that this legislation has 
proven time and time again to enjoy 
strong bipartisan support. Again, with-
out the work of my partner in all of 
this, Senator SHELBY, we wouldn’t have 
arrived at that remarkable result. But 
my colleagues who have been with us 
on all of this, those who have added 
their ideas to this legislation, who 
have brought thoughtful proposals and 
added comments as well as specific 
ideas, deserve a great deal of credit for 
this as well. 

Shortly before we left for our July 
recess, this piece of legislation passed 
this Chamber by a vote of 79 to 16. Yes-
terday, in the House, the bill received a 
bipartisan vote of 272 to 152. It is time 
to take up this bill one last time and 
send it to the President for his signa-
ture. 

Let me review for my colleagues, if I 
may, exactly what it is we are working 
so hard to achieve. The bill we are 
about to adopt, and that we have 
worked on for weeks and months, has a 
number of key elements, all of which 
have been supported by the strong bi-
partisan votes in this body. First, we 
have the HOPE for Homeowners Act, 
which we are told will help somewhere 
between 400,000 to in excess of 500,000 
Americans keep their homes and avoid 
going into foreclosure. 

My hope, Madam President, is that 
number will actually be larger than 
that. That is a low estimate but cer-
tainly an important one. These fami-
lies were simply seeking the American 
dream of home ownership. Sadly, in 
case after case after case, they were led 
astray. They were steered into mort-
gages they couldn’t afford, and the peo-
ple who steered them into those mort-
gages knew it because they were going 
to make their money quickly, and then 
they were going to sell the mortgage, 
move on, and never be accountable. In 
my view, these people should be going 
to prison for what they did. 

I know people say that is a harsh 
conclusion, but to knowingly lure 
someone into a financial arrangement 
you know they could never afford, and 
to know full well they would end up de-
faulting on or falling behind, to me, 
that behavior is reprehensible and peo-
ple ought to be held accountable. I am 
speaking of those who knowingly en-
gaged in a practice that caused so 
much harm in our country. These are 
cases where often the mortgage bro-
kers and loan officers pretended to be 
trusted financial advisers but were ex-
actly the opposite. They had no inten-
tion and were doing nothing when it 
came to advising and providing help to 
these borrowers at all. 

In fact, we now know, according to 
the Wall Street Journal, over 60 per-
cent of the people who were talked into 
subprime loans actually could have 
qualified for a conventional mortgage 
at far lower cost to them than what a 
subprime mortgage cost. Sixty percent 
of these people were lured into that 
category by people who knew they had 

an opportunity to qualify for some-
thing that would have cost them far 
less than they ended up paying. 

Anyway, this part of our HOPE for 
Homeowners Act is a voluntary pro-
gram that will help save these homes 
by forcing the lenders who chose to 
participate to take some losses. These 
are not bailouts. The borrowers will 
have to pledge at least 50 percent of all 
new equity and future appreciation in 
order to get the benefit of a new re-
duced mortgage at a fixed rate that 
they can afford to pay. So the lender 
takes a haircut. They are not going to 
get what they thought they were going 
to get, but they are not going to get 
zero; and the borrower gets to stay in 
his or her home. They are going to end 
up paying that insurance and also con-
tributing a part of the equity that will 
increase over the years to compensate 
for this program. 

There are many protections built 
into this program. Only homeowners 
will qualify; no speculators, only home-
owners. No investors or speculators 
will be allowed to participate. Bor-
rowers will have to show they cannot 
afford their current mortgages, and all 
loans will be underwritten at a level 
the borrower can afford to pay. New 
loans will be at 30-year fixed rate mort-
gages. 

All of this is done at no cost to the 
taxpayer. In fact, over the next 10 
years, the Congressional Budget Office 
tells us that the program will actually 
raise some $250 million for the Treas-
ury of the United States. This provi-
sion, combined with the government- 
sponsored enterprises—Fannie Mae, 
Freddie Mac, the home loan banks— 
regulatory reform of this bill, passed 
the Banking Committee 19 to 2, as I 
mentioned earlier. 

Now, let me put to rest, if I can, an 
issue that has been raised. I have just 
described what this will do for that 
borrower who is with that very dis-
tressed mortgage. I can hear someone 
out there listening to these remarks 
and saying: Well, Senator, I live next 
door, and I have a mortgage I would 
like to get reduced as well. Now, I am 
not at risk of losing my home because 
I have my job and, frankly, I got a 
mortgage at a time when my broker 
and my banker worked out an arrange-
ment that I could afford to pay. But 
why is that neighbor of mine getting 
this deal and I am not? Is that fair? 

That is a good question. Let me say 
to you, as a borrower, first of all, I 
want to keep that borrower, if I can, in 
a home. If you are in a similar prob-
lem, we want to do what we can to help 
you. But you don’t want that neighbor 
of yours to go into foreclosure. If your 
neighbor goes into foreclosure, then 
the value of your home that day begins 
to decline dramatically. The last thing 
any neighbors want on a block is fore-
closed properties. So for every 8,000 or 
9,000 people who go into foreclosure 
today, as they will, there are 16,000 
people who live next door to that fore-
closed property. And when the value of 
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properties go down in a neighborhood, 
crime rates go up, and it just spirals 
further and further down. 

So I hear what you are saying. But if 
you think carefully about how this ac-
tually helps you as well, by keeping 
that homeowner in that house, keeping 
up the value of your property, then ev-
eryone benefits. So to those out there 
who wonder why everyone is not going 
to get a new mortgage at a rate they 
can afford, the value of this program is 
to try to put a tourniquet, if you will, 
on the hemorrhaging that is going on. 
There are 1.5 million people who have 
lost their homes in the last year. It is 
predicted by some—Credit Suisse being 
one—that one out of every eight 
homes, if we don’t act, will end up in 
foreclosure in the next 5 years. Obvi-
ously, that is an intolerable situation 
in our country. 

So this legislation is designed to pro-
vide hope not only for the homeowners 
but hope for the neighborhoods and 
communities being so adversely af-
fected by this present problem. We des-
perately need this legislation. And as I 
have said repeatedly, every day we 
wait, some 8,000 to 9,000 foreclosures 
are filed. In fact, the delays we have 
suffered over the last number of days 
have caused an awful lot of people 
whom we might have been able to help 
to find themselves without a home. 

Remember, these aren’t just num-
bers. I have been citing numbers to 
you—a million and a half, 8,000 to 9,000, 
and how this program would work. But 
for every one of these numbers there is 
a family. Just imagine tonight that 
you had to go home and tell your hus-
band or your wife or your children: We 
are no longer going to live here. We 
can’t afford to stay here. This has been 
our home, but we have to find some 
other place to live. I don’t know of 
anyone who would like to come home 
carrying that message because some-
one lured them into a mortgage know-
ing full well they could never afford to 
pay the fully indexed price. 

These numbers don’t speak about the 
human tragedy and the cost beyond the 
financial implications. So the impor-
tance of this legislation goes to the 
heart of who we are as a people, that 
sense of optimism and confidence. That 
fulfillment of a dream—of owning a 
home and raising a family, living in a 
quiet, safe neighborhood—for many 
people is no longer going to be there 
because these foreclosures are occur-
ring at such a rapid rate around our 
country. 

In late June of this year, Census re-
ported that the home ownership rate, 
after reaching an all-time high in 2005, 
has fallen to a little over 67 percent, 
the sharpest annual decline in 20 years. 
According to the New York Times, mi-
norities, who are disproportionately 
likely to get subprime loans, are suf-
fering especially badly. That is why 
this legislation is widely supported by 
community and civil rights groups, fi-
nancial institutions, and others. They 
see a generation of wealth being lost as 
a result of this foreclosure crisis. 

The Senate expressed its strong bi-
partisan support of the HOPE for 
Homeowners Act when it defeated an 
amendment that was offered to strip 
out this program entirely. To the cred-
it of my colleagues, Democrats and Re-
publicans, we voted 69 to 21 to keep 
this program a part of this bill. 

I want to make people understand 
something. There is no miracle here. I 
am not suggesting to you that this is 
going to work perfectly. It is our best 
judgment that this voluntary program 
could make a difference, and my hope 
is it will. 

The second part of the bill, Madam 
President, includes the FHA Mod-
ernization Act. This passed early in 
April of this year as part of the Fore-
closure Prevention Act by a vote of 84 
to 12. The provisions in the current bill 
are identical to that legislation that I 
authored earlier this year, with the ex-
ception that the loan limits have been 
increased in high-cost areas to a max-
imum of $625,000. 

As the administration has repeatedly 
said, the modernization of the Federal 
Housing Administration will put it in a 
better position to keep future bor-
rowers away from abusive subprime 
loans. 

Thirdly, this legislation creates a 
strong, effective, world-class regulator 
for the housing government-sponsored 
enterprises—Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac, 
and the Federal Home Loan Banks. 
These entities have kept the housing 
and conforming mortgage markets 
going while other capital markets have 
literally frozen. We need to make sure 
these crucial market players are appro-
priately capitalized, well regulated, 
and properly supervised so the Amer-
ican people can continue to depend on 
them to ensure that affordable mort-
gages will always be available. Recent 
losses at Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac 
speak to the urgency of this need, and 
the legislation before us accomplishes 
that goal. 

In addition to the government-spon-
sored enterprise portion of this bill, we 
have created a new permanent afford-
able housing fund that will help fi-
nance the construction and preserva-
tion of affordable homes and apart-
ments across this Nation. Again, the 
need for this is growing, especially as 
the foreclosure crisis is pushing more 
and more families into rental housing. 
Again, the Senate spoke forcefully in 
support of this program when an 
amendment was offered by a Senator in 
this body to strike that entire pro-
gram. My colleagues, again Democrats 
and Republicans, voted 77 to 11 to keep 
this permanent affordable housing pro-
gram. 

The bill also includes $3.9 billion for 
community development block grant 
funds to help communities across the 
Nation revitalize neighborhoods that 
have been devastated by foreclosures. 
This provision has strong support from 
the Nation’s mayors, community 
groups, religious organizations, hous-
ing groups, and civil rights organiza-

tions as well. Unfortunately, we can’t 
stop every foreclosure, but these funds 
will help our communities deal with 
the fallout of this terrible problem and 
help stabilize and renew our hardest 
hit communities. 

There are important sections of the 
legislation that help our Nation’s vet-
erans find and keep housing and pro-
vide them with housing counseling. We 
increase housing counseling money in 
this bill so we can help people avoid 
the scourge and trauma of losing their 
homes to foreclosure. 

There are a number of important tax 
provisions, and I want to commend my 
friend and colleague from Montana, 
MAX BAUCUS, and Senator GRASSLEY of 
Iowa. The Finance Committee did a 
terrific job with this bill. They got rid 
of some onerous, and I think wrong, 
tax provisions that had been adopted 
earlier and included some wonderful 
provisions to help first-time home buy-
ers, as well as to provide some assist-
ance in the area of encouraging addi-
tional investments in our housing 
areas. 

So I want to commend MAX BAUCUS 
and CHUCK GRASSLEY and members of 
the Finance Committee for the addi-
tions they have added to this bill that 
are going to make a significant dif-
ference. 

Finally, the legislation includes im-
portant standby authority, which was 
requested by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Hank Paulson. He worked all 
weekend, two weekends ago, with var-
ious other people to do what they could 
to figure out how not to lose the major 
investments in our government-spon-
sored enterprises, and he came up with 
this idea of standby authority. Now, it 
is unprecedented the authority he is 
asking for, but Hank Paulson im-
presses me as someone who has 
thought about this. He has spent a life-
time in the private sector and knows 
and understands these issues pretty 
well. And I know for a fact that he 
reached out to a lot of other people in 
the country as well, not of his own po-
litical persuasion but people he re-
spects, and listened to them as they 
crafted this standby authority. 

My colleagues have raised some very 
good questions about it. We had a long, 
almost 5-hour hearing on the Banking 
Committee last week where Hank 
Paulson and Ben Bernanke, the chair-
man of the Federal Reserve, and Chris-
topher Cox of the SEC, sat there for 41⁄2 
hours and answered questions from 22 
members of the Banking Committee 
about this proposal. And there are le-
gitimate issues about it. 

I see my friend from New Mexico 
here, the former chairman of the Budg-
et Committee, and we asked questions 
that he would have asked in that com-
mittee, and I think we answered them 
as well as we could. 

But I think Hank Paulson has it 
about right. This authority is going to 
be critical if we are going to encourage 
people to stay involved in this criti-
cally important area of liquidity to the 
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housing market. So I know my col-
leagues are concerned about this 18- 
month proposal, and that is how long it 
will last, but we will watch it care-
fully. Any authority that he would 
seek would be subject, of course, to the 
debt ceiling limit, which the Congress 
can impose at any point to slow this 
down. But the idea that the authority 
is there will give us, I think, the need-
ed security that many global inves-
tors—and I want to point out they are 
global investors these institutions need 
in order to stabilize them at a critical 
time when there are significant jitters 
about whether these institutions can 
survive. 

So, Madam President, this provision 
is one that was added by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, added by the adminis-
tration, but Senator SHELBY and I be-
lieved it was worthy of inclusion in 
this bill, and that is why we included 
it. 

In short, this is a good, balanced bill. 
In many ways it is almost landmark 
legislation. It has taken a long time to 
get here and unfortunately it took 
some bad news for us to build the sup-
port this bill needed. But we are where 
we are. 

This bill is going to make a dif-
ference almost immediately. In fact, 
we are seeing a difference already in 
the markets around the country—and 
around the world, for that matter. This 
bill has very broad support, including 
from the Conference of Mayors, the 
League of Cities, the Mortgage Insur-
ance Companies of America, the Lead-
ership Conference on Civil Rights, the 
Mortgage Bankers Association of 
America, the Consumer Federation of 
America, the National Association of 
Homebuilders, NAACP, ACORN, the Fi-
nancial Services Roundtable, and nu-
merous other business, consumer, and 
civil rights organizations. In fact, I ask 
unanimous consent that a long list of 
these organizations be printed in the 
RECORD for my colleagues. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

American Financial Services Association; 
National Governors Association; U.S. Con-
ference of Mayors; Mayors Newsom (San 
Fran), Menino (Boston), Daley (Chicago); Na-
tional Assoc of Counties; National Assoc of 
Local Housing Finance Agencies; National 
Assoc for County Community and Economic 
Development; National Community Develop-
ment Association; National Council of State 
Housing Agencies; Manufactured Housing In-
stitute; National Housing Trust Fund; Mort-
gage Insurance Companies of America and 
National Assoc of Mortgage Brokers. 

National Association of Realtors; AARP; 
FM Policy Focus; NAACP; Mortgage Bank-
ers Association; Conference of State Bank 
Supervisors; ACORN; Homeownership Pres-
ervation Foundation; Mission of Peace Na-
tional Corp; Mon Valley Initiative; National 
Council of La Raza; National NeighborWorks 
Association and Council of State Community 
Development Agencies. 

Mr. DODD. Madam President, I point 
this out because, as my colleagues will 
tell you, oftentimes we have one group 
of people for something and not an-

other. But when you get the Financial 
Services Roundtable, the NAACP, the 
Consumer Federation of America, the 
League of Cities—you get some idea of 
what we have been able to put to-
gether, Senator SHELBY and I have, 
with this bill. 

Is this a bill RICHARD SHELBY would 
write on his own? No. Is this one I 
would write on my own? Absolutely 
not. We do not do business like that 
here. There are 100 of us here, and we 
try to work together to fashion ideas 
that make sense, and that is what we 
have done with this critically impor-
tant legislation. 

I thank Senator SHELBY. I thank my 
colleagues, my Democratic colleagues 
on the Banking Committee—JACK 
REED, CHUCK SCHUMER, TIM JOHNSON, a 
long list of people who made a signifi-
cant contribution to this bill. I thank 
my Republican colleagues on the com-
mittee as well; 8 out of 10 of my Repub-
lican colleagues on that committee 
have supported this effort and stayed 
with us through this long, arduous 
process, a process that did not have to 
last this long and should not have to 
last this long over the next several 
days. We could pass this bill in the 
next hour and send it to the President 
for his signature this afternoon. That 
is the kind of news I think the world is 
waiting for, both at home and around 
the globe—that the American Con-
gress, Democrats and Republicans, con-
trary to the opinion people have of us, 
can actually sit down and work to-
gether and produce something for the 
American people. 

That is what we have done with this 
bill. I thank my colleagues for it and I 
urge the adoption of this legislation 
when the moment occurs. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 
Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that during the 
30-minute block of time for our side 5 
minutes be allocated to me, 121⁄2 to 
Senator VITTER, and 121⁄2 to Senator 
ENZI. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, 
let me first ask that I be permitted to 
use 1 minute upfront that is not allo-
cated to my 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I say to my good 
friend before he leaves the floor how 
good it is to see you in action again. I 
think you probably feel you are back 
being a Senator. Remember the days 
when we, together, passed that one 
piece of legislation where we overrode 
the veto of President Clinton, when 
you were the chairman of the Demo-
cratic Party and we had a bill going 
here? It was the right bill; class action. 
Do you remember that one? It started 
us moving where that whole process 
was cleaned up. I regret to say, with 
the lawyers we were fighting with in 
our committees, one of them ended up 

in jail, I noticed recently. That was the 
fate he had. I saw that coming as he 
was conducting his law practice in the 
days we were investigating class action 
litigation. 

I wanted to say what a pleasure it 
was then. I know from what you are 
saying that you have had a lot of op-
portunity to debate, share ideas, work 
with other Senators, and I think that 
is what makes the Senate great. I com-
pliment you for it. 

Mr. DODD. I thank the Senator very 
much. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, it 
is obvious I just finished telling the 
good Senator how we work together to 
make good laws when we have impor-
tant issues. I also want to say, in the 
year 2005 we passed an Energy Policy 
Act. The Senate took 19 rollcall votes 
on amendments and agreed to 57 of 
them. Last year on the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act we took 16 
rollcall votes on amendments and 
agreed to 49. 

We can look back further, if you 
would like to, to the successful legisla-
tion on the Clean Air Act of 1990. I was 
here. I was working on it. The Senate 
acted upon 131 amendments and took 
well over 3 weeks here on the floor of 
the Senate. 

Let me say to my fellow Senators, 
that is not what is happening today. 
Today an issue just as important, as I 
view it, as important as any of the leg-
islation I talked about—any legislation 
that my good friend from Connecticut 
talked about here on the floor, any leg-
islation that we have considered in the 
field of energy—is before us today dur-
ing a critical time, a time more crit-
ical than at any other time we were 
considering energy legislation that I 
have alluded to, and a couple of other 
times that are similar. 

What did we do then? We had time 
for important legislation and we must 
have time for this, for the one who is 
saying: What are you going to do to the 
offshore inventories of American oil 
and gas that are locked up that we can-
not use and have not used for 20 to 27 
years and now they are there, ready to 
help the American people? The price of 
gasoline must come down and that is 
one way to do it. We have to open the 
reserves that belong to the people. 

It is interesting the distinguished 
Senator from Connecticut could talk 
about working together and how that 
has taken place in this important hous-
ing bill. It is important that we under-
stand how we did the previous Energy 
bills. But here today, let it be known 
that bill which the American people 
have been wanting us to vote on, want-
ing us to do something about—that is 
to open up these reserves that belong 
to the people and see how much that 
might affect the price of gasoline—we 
cannot get a vote unless we do what 
the majority leader wants us to do. One 
person, the majority leader, decides 
whether we can have an amendment, 
what it will say, what it will be about. 

It is completely different than the 
way we have discussed here for the last 
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5 minutes, the way legislation takes 
place here in the Senate. Remember 
what has happened in this bill. You can 
throw away all the words and look at 
where are we today. 

There is a bill pending that the 
Democratic leader brought to the floor 
on the subject matter of whether there 
is speculation going on that affects the 
price of crude oil in a bad way, with 
bad conduct on the part of those who 
are participating. He brought a bill 
down to cure that. We have been told 
that is a small part of the problem. But 
the big part of the problem is supply 
and demand. We, the Republicans— 
joined by some Democrats, I am sure, if 
we ever had a chance to do it—are ad-
dressing the issue of supply and de-
mand. That is the big issue. That is the 
issue that might indeed make some 
Americans smile instead of being so 
worried about their future because of 
the price of gasoline and what it is 
doing to them and to the American 
economy. We must have the right to 
freely amend that bill until we come to 
a consensus. That is how we get things 
done. But, remember, plain and simple, 
no matter what is said, we cannot do 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. DOMENICI. That is because the 
majority leader has precluded us proce-
durally from doing anything other 
than what he wants, what he will let us 
do. We cannot act the way the Senate 
should act on important issues. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 
Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I too 

rise to talk about the single most im-
portant issue, bar none, facing Amer-
ican families—gasoline prices, energy. 
Again let me restate the obvious. This 
is the single most important issue fac-
ing all Louisiana families I represent, 
facing American families across the 
country. In that context, for families 
who struggle every week, particularly 
when they go to the gas station to fill 
up, particularly as they try to take 
family vacations in the summers or 
they struggle with their basic needs of 
commuting to work—those folks in ag, 
or transportation, doubly hit with die-
sel costs—we need to act, not talk but 
act in a meaningful way on this issue. 

Let me first congratulate the major-
ity leader. He has finally allowed a bill 
on the floor which at least touches on 
this issue. He has a bill before the Sen-
ate right now, the issue on the floor, 
that deals with speculation in energy, 
particularly oil and gas. That is an 
issue we should address head on and I 
applaud that. 

But there is a big problem with how 
he has gone about running the Senate 
in this instance; that is, he has not al-
lowed any meaningful amendment to 
that bill so that we can have an open 
debate and open amendment process 
about gasoline and energy. 

Again, I am happy to look at the 
speculation issue and act on the specu-

lation issue. I support provisions that 
do that. But I do not know a single 
American who thinks that is nearly 
enough, that it addresses the bulk of 
the issue, that we should not move on 
to other crucial issues revolving 
around supply and demand. 

Like virtually every Member of this 
body, I have introduced significant 
amendments that go to the heart of the 
matter, that impact supply and de-
mand, that try to make us use less, 
bring down demand, conserve more, 
have greater fuel efficiency standards, 
new technology. But that would also 
have us find more right here at home. 
We have those resources here. Yet be-
cause of the ground rules laid down by 
the distinguished majority leader, we 
are not being allowed to call up any of 
those amendments, have that open de-
bate, consider my ideas or the ideas of 
the 99 other Senators on both sides of 
the aisle. I urge the majority leader to 
abandon that approach and to get back 
to the best traditions of the Senate— 
open debate and an open amendment 
process. Specifically, in that vein: 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate consider S. 3268 in the following 
manner: that the bill be subject to en-
ergy-related amendments only and 
that amendments be considered in an 
alternating manner between the two 
sides of the aisle. I further ask unani-
mous consent that the bill remaining 
be the pending business to the exclu-
sion of all other business other than 
privileged matters or items agreed to 
jointly by the two leaders. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
first seven amendments to be offered 
on the Republican side of the aisle by 
either the Republican leader or his des-
ignee be the following: an Outer Conti-
nental Shelf amendment, including a 
conservation provision; an oil shale 
amendment, including a conservation 
provision; an Alaska energy production 
amendment, including a conservation 
provision; the Gas Price Reduction 
Act, which has 44 cosponsors, myself 
included; a clean nuclear energy 
amendment; a coal-to-liquid fuel 
amendment, including a conservation 
provision; and a LIHEAP amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In my 
capacity as Senator, I object. 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I am 
obviously not surprised, but I continue 
to be disappointed. Gasoline prices— 
energy—are the single greatest chal-
lenge facing every Louisiana family. I 
know they are the greatest challenge 
facing Missouri families and families 
all across this country. Yet we are not 
acting on what most concerns folks 
about our collective future, our eco-
nomic future, the future for our fami-
lies. We must act. 

The American people have a lot of 
sound common sense and they know 
there is no single answer, there is no 
silver bullet, there is not one thing 
that does everything, there is not one 
thing that can stabilize and imme-
diately lower gasoline prices. 

They know we need to do a number of 
things. Most of the American people, 

like me, are perfectly willing to look 
at speculation and act on that issue. I 
support provisions to do that. But the 
American people also want to look at 
supply and demand. They want to de-
crease demand through conservation, 
through greater efficiency, through 
new technology, but they also want to 
increase supply, including finding more 
energy right here at home. 

That includes a lot of oil and gas re-
sources we have right here at home 
that we need for the short term and 
medium term. We need to do a number 
of these different things. 

As I mentioned, I have introduced 
seven specific amendments. My amend-
ments do a number of different things, 
both on the demand side and on the 
supply side, because we need to act on 
both sides of the equation. But, again, 
the ground rules the majority leader 
has established shut all that out so far. 
I certainly hope he reconsiders and 
changes those ground rules. 

Those ground rules are offensive, 
quite frankly, to the traditions of the 
Senate. I came from the House. When I 
did, I heard the Senate was fundamen-
tally different from the House; that the 
Senate was about open debate and open 
amendments and not controlled with 
limited debate and limited amend-
ments such as the House. 

Well, I found out the Senate, under 
this leadership, is different from the 
House. In the House we had a handful 
of amendments on every bill. In the 
Senate, we are even denied that. That 
is not the tradition of the Senate, and 
it is not how we have acted in the Sen-
ate on energy legislation in the recent 
past. 

The last two times we considered en-
ergy legislation were in 2007 and in 
2O05. In 2007, when the price at the 
pump, by the way, was about $3 a gal-
lon, we spent 3 whole weeks on the bill, 
on the issue on the floor of the Senate, 
3 weeks, nothing but that. 

We had rollcall votes on 16 amend-
ments. We had 22 rollcall votes total. 
We adopted a total of 49 amendments 
because several of those amendments 
were accepted without a vote. There 
were a total of 331 amendments pro-
posed. That is when gas was $3 a gallon. 

A little further back, 2005, we also 
considered energy. By the way, at that 
time, gas was $2.26 a gallon. We spent 2 
whole weeks on the Senate floor, 2 en-
tire weeks focused on nothing other 
than that, even though the price was 
almost $2 per gallon less than it is now. 

We had 19 rollcall votes on amend-
ments; 23 total rollcall votes on the 
bill. We adopted 57 amendments and 235 
were proposed. That is serious legis-
lating on a serious issue. 

Yet has energy gotten less serious 
since then or more? Well, you can 
track that with the price at the pump. 
It has gone from $2.26 during that first 
debate, to $3.06 during the second de-
bate, to $4, at least, now. The issue is 
more important than ever and merits 
our attention more than ever and mer-
its a serious response more than ever. 
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That means real time on the floor 

and—more than time obviously—the 
ability to have an open amendment 
process and to consider serious, sub-
stantive legislative proposals. 

Again, I have seven amendments of-
fered. They attack both the demand 
side, to lower demand, and also the 
supply side, to increase supply, includ-
ing in the short and medium term. 

We need to attack both sides of the 
equation. We need to do both those 
things. But, fundamentally, we need to 
act. The American people are sick and 
tired of our never acting on issues that 
are important to their lives, never tak-
ing up what hits them in the pocket-
book, what their families are con-
cerned about, what threatens their fu-
ture. 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST S. 3248 
So we need to act. So in that vein, I 

again urge us to act. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate consider S. 
3248, in the following manner: that the 
bill be subject to energy-related 
amendments only; that amendments be 
considered in an alternating fair man-
ner between the two sides of the aisle. 

I ask further unanimous consent that 
the bill remain the pending business, to 
the exclusion of all other business 
other than privileged matters or items 
agreed to jointly by the two leaders. 

I ask further unanimous consent that 
the first seven amendments to be of-
fered on the Republican side of the 
aisle by either the Republican leader or 
his designee be the following: 

An Outer Continental Shelf amend-
ment, including a conservation provi-
sion; an oil shale amendment, includ-
ing a conservation provision; an Alaska 
energy production amendment, includ-
ing a conservation provision; the Gas 
Price Reduction Act, which has 44 co-
sponsors, including myself; a clean nu-
clear energy amendment; a coal-to-liq-
uid fuel amendment, including a con-
servation provision; and a LIHEAP 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In my 
capacity as a Senator, I object. 

The Senator’s time has expired. 
Mr. VITTER. I ask unanimous con-

sent for an additional 30 seconds. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. VITTER. Again, I am very dis-

appointed—not surprised, very dis-
appointed. The American people want 
action. The American people deserve 
action on what is the single greatest 
threat and issue in their lives right 
now. 

I urge all of us to come together, not 
as Democrats or Republicans but as 
Americans, to act. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wyoming. 
Mr. ENZI. Madam President, I am 

disappointed to be here and to have to 
give this speech today. I am dis-
appointed because I am, once again, on 
the Senate floor discussing the fact 
that the majority leader has decided to 
use the Senate parliamentary tactic to 

stop members from offering amend-
ments and to close off debate. 

We are going to spend until tomor-
row morning or whatever time tomor-
row we decide to have another vote on 
another cloture motion doing nothing. 
While we can raise issues, we cannot 
get any votes on any issues. This is all 
valuable time that we could be voting 
on issues for the American people, 
issues that would actually solve some 
of the gas price problems I hear about 
all over Wyoming and all over the 
country. It is the No. 1 concern in this 
country right now. 

The majority leader has a rain delay 
that has put a halt to this match, but 
this game will get played. We will de-
bate alternative energy, finding more 
oil on American soil, deep sea explo-
ration, nuclear energy, oil shale. You 
cannot stop us forever because the 
American people have told us the most 
important issue on their mind is the 
issue of energy. 

The majority leader has told the 
world’s most deliberative body we can-
not have a real debate about this issue. 
But the American people are telling 
him something else. Hopefully, soon he 
will listen. It is no wonder Congress 
has an approval rating that is less than 
10 percent. 

Rather than working on the issues 
that are important to our constituents, 
we continue to play ‘‘gotcha’’ politics. 
It is not getting us anywhere. It is cer-
tainly not improving our Nation’s en-
ergy situation. This brand of nonlegis-
lating that the majority continues to 
peddle is not making a gallon of gas 
cheaper. 

When will the leaders let us put real 
proposals on the table? This body will 
take some and this body will leave 
some, but we should be taking action. 
What we have now is not action, it is 
acting, acting in the dramatic sense. 
We evidently think that if we can place 
blame on speculators and get a vote on 
that and be done, we can check that 
box off and say that we took care of en-
ergy for America. Americans are 
smarter than that. 

The majority leader is preventing a 
vote on an amendment that would in-
crease production on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf. We cannot vote on an 
amendment that will allow for more 
production of diesel fuel from our Na-
tion’s most abundant energy source, 
coal. We cannot vote on extending the 
wind production tax credit. We cannot 
vote on extending tax credits for solar 
energy. 

The majority leader has said we need 
to get an agreement on amendments. 
Our side has agreed we need to work on 
energy amendments because this is an 
energy debate. We have been willing to 
put aside all the other kinds of amend-
ments. But, no, that is not enough. We 
want to be able to read each of them 
and decide whether they are meri-
torious before they are put on the 
table. 

I am not sure why that is the case. It 
does not match up with our historical 

energy debates or, for that matter, any 
of our debates. 

The Senate considered the Energy 
Independence and Security Act last 
year. At that time, gas was $3.06 a gal-
lon. I talked a little bit about that bill 
because I called it the anti-energy bill 
and said there was not anything in that 
that was going to bring down the price 
of gas. Obviously, I was right. The 
price is up another dollar from that. 
But even on that one, there were 331 
amendments that were filed. Of those, 
49 amendments were agreed to, and 16 
amendments received rollcall votes. 

The Senate considered the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005, that is the previous 
bill to the anti-energy bill. Gas was 
$2.26 a gallon then. There were 235 
amendments that were filed and, of 
those, 57 amendments were agreed to 
and 19 amendments received rollcall 
votes. 

The crisis is even greater now. So 
there ought to be amendments being 
debated, considered. We should not 
have the parliamentary tactic that 
keeps us from doing amendments. 

Anytime a bill comes in here, and it 
is a take-it-or-leave-it proposition, this 
body leaves it. So if you want to get 
something done, want to be able to 
check off the box, we need to be able to 
do some amendments. 

Now, not only were both those bills 
fully amendable but both received sig-
nificant floor consideration. We spent 
15 days on the floor on one of them and 
10 days on the other. Why? Because 
they are serious issues that deserve se-
rious debate. We wanted to make sure 
ideas from both sides were considered. 

As I recall, both sides lost some. But 
that is how it works. I have an amend-
ment that relates to State mineral roy-
alties. That amendment would encour-
age States to allow for energy produc-
tion on their land by giving them their 
fair share of mineral royalties. We are 
not going to get to consider that. 
There are a number of other amend-
ments that I would support relating to 
energy development on the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf in the States that want 
energy production and only those 
States that want it. 

I would support an amendment to im-
prove our Nation’s energy situation by 
accelerating the development of coal- 
to-liquid fuels. That could be coal to 
diesel and coal to jet fuel. Those are 
the most expensive fuels in the United 
States right now. Those are the ones 
that have some great potential for de-
creased costs using our most abundant 
energy source. 

We have more Btu’s in coal—in fact, 
we have more Btu’s in the clean coal in 
northeastern Wyoming than Saudi Ara-
bia has in oil. It is an old technique 
from World War II, from converting 
that to, say, diesel, and also to convert 
it to jet fuel. Our military needs jet 
fuel. It can be done from coal. 

Unfortunately, the majority leader 
has stopped me from doing so by using 
parliamentarian tactics to cut off the 
debate. He has also stopped me from 
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voting against a number of bad ideas I 
am sure we would see. I will not have 
a chance to vote against lowering the 
speed limit to 55 miles an hour. Why is 
that a bad idea? It actually led to high-
er traffic fatalities. 

When we were talking about elimi-
nating the 55-mile-speed limit, the ar-
gument was, if we do that, the number 
of fatalities in the United States would 
go up. Well, we raised the speed limit. 
We went back to where it was before. 

Do you know what. Traffic fatalities 
went down. In Wyoming, the reason 
they went down is we eliminated a lot 
of those single-car accidents from driv-
ing the huge distances across our State 
at very slow speeds. 

My dad traveled on the road. He said: 
At 55 miles an hour, you could watch a 
flower come up, grow, bloom, and with-
er before you got by it. So he started 
reading while he drove. But it kept him 
awake. So he did not have one of those 
single-car accidents where you roll 
your car. 

Now, believe it or not, I agree with 
the majority party on some steps we 
could make to help this country be 
more energy independent. Wind tax 
credits are one example. By restricting 
Senators’ participation, stopping them 
from representing those who put them 
in office is not going to get us any fur-
ther than an empty gas tank, and that 
is what this bill in its current form is. 

The bill before us blames speculators 
for our energy situation. It might be 
worth taking a moment to discuss ex-
actly what speculators do. We have 
turned that into a cuss word. Oil specu-
lation is two people or companies or or-
ganizations guessing what the price 
will be in the months to come. One of 
those entities thinks the price will be 
higher in the months to come, and so 
they buy the commodity now. Another 
entity thinks the price will be lower, so 
they sell the commodity now. The one 
who is right will make money; the one 
who is wrong will not. You can’t have 
this kind of a transaction without two 
people who believe the exact opposite. 
Both are speculators. Both think they 
can make money based on their knowl-
edge of the world and the gas supply at 
the current time. 

What kind of entities do this? An air-
line might think the price of oil will be 
higher in the months to come, and, to 
stabilize their fuel costs, they will pur-
chase oil futures for the next couple of 
months. If the prices go up, they will 
have stabilized their fuel costs and 
saved money. If they go down, of 
course, it will cost them what they bid 
it at, and they will lose money com-
pared to what they could have gotten 
it for. But in order for them to have 
that market, there has to be somebody 
willing to bet against them, willing to 
say: Yes, I think the price is going to 
go down, and I am going to make that 
differential. Those are speculators. 
Without the speculator part of the 
deal, the airline doesn’t have a deal. 
The airline cannot lock in a price for 
what they are willing to pay to make 

sure they will know in the future what 
their costs are going to be. That is 
speculation. 

The market is a place where you an-
ticipate what the cost will be in the 
months to come so that you can have 
certainty for what you are going to 
pay. Sometimes you guess right and 
you are paying below market value. 
Sometimes your guess is wrong, and 
you end up paying more than market 
value. What is commonly ignored in 
the debate about oil speculators is that 
for every dollar made, a dollar is lost 
by someone who would be called a spec-
ulator but without whom the market 
doesn’t work. 

Oil is not the only commodity that is 
traded. We speculate on the price of 
wheat, pork bellies, gold and silver, 
cattle—a number of other things. Spec-
ulation allows producers and con-
sumers of these products the oppor-
tunity to manage the risk they have on 
buying and selling products that don’t 
have a set price. This helps prevent 
wild fluctuations of price each and 
every day. That keeps major market 
failures from happening. 

Earlier this week, I spoke about how 
the majority leader’s energy specula-
tion bill could have significant unin-
tended consequences for institutional 
investors accessing commodities, fu-
tures, and capital markets. Today, 
America’s largest pension funds wrote 
to me stating their concern. 

The American Benefits Council 
wrote: 

The Council is very concerned that the se-
rious implications of S. 3268 on retirement 
plan participants have not been sufficiently 
evaluated. We are concerned that legislation 
relating to energy policy could unintention-
ally harm the long-term security of Amer-
ican workers and families. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
letter printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

AMERICAN BENEFITS COUNCIL, 
July 24, 2008. 

Re: Adverse Retirement Plan Implications of 
Energy Speculation Legislation (S. 3268) 

Hon. EDWARD M. KENNEDY, 
Chairman, Committee on Health, Education, 

Labor and Pensions, U.S. Senate, Wash-
ington, DC. 

Hon. MICHAEL B. ENZI, 
Ranking Minority Member, Committee on 

Health, Education, Labor and Pensions, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

Hon. MAX BAUCUS, 
Chairman, Committee on Finance, U.S. Senate, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, 
Ranking Minority Member, Committee on Fi-

nance, U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMEN KENNEDY AND BAUCUS AND 

RANKING MEMBERS ENZI AND GRASSLEY: I am 
writing today on behalf of the American 
Benefits Council to express concerns about 
the implications of S. 3268, the Stop Exces-
sive Energy Speculation Act of 2008, on em-
ployer-sponsored retirement plans and the 
tens of millions of American workers and re-
tirees who rely on these plans for their re-
tirement security. The American Benefits 
Council (the ‘‘Council’’) is a public policy or-
ganization representing principally Fortune 

500 companies and other organizations that 
assist employers of all sizes in providing ben-
efits to employees. Collectively, the Coun-
cil’s members either sponsor directly or pro-
vide services to retirement and health plans 
that cover more than 100 million Americans. 

The Council is very concerned that the se-
rious implications of S. 3268 on retirement 
plans and retirement plan participants have 
not been sufficiently evaluated. We are con-
cerned that legislation relating to energy 
policy could unintentionally harm the long- 
term financial security of American workers 
and families. 

Employer-sponsored retirement plans are 
long-term investors that invest in a wide 
range of asset classes in order to diversify 
plan investments and minimize the risk of 
large losses, both of which are central to em-
ployers’ fiduciary obligations to act pru-
dently and solely in the interest of plan par-
ticipants. As you know, fiduciaries are sub-
ject to extremely demanding legal obliga-
tions under the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act (ERISA) but have flexi-
bility to select the investments that will 
allow them to carry out their mission of pro-
viding retirement benefits to employees. 
Commodities are one of the broad range of 
asset classes upon which fiduciaries rely. 
Specifically, commodities serve as a modest 
but important element of the investments 
held by employer-sponsored defined benefit 
pensions because commodity returns are 
uncorrelated with stocks and bonds and be-
cause they provide an important hedge 
against inflation. For the same reasons, 
commodities are used in many of the diversi-
fied ‘‘single fund’’ solutions (lifecycle funds, 
target retirement date funds) that have been 
developed to simplify investing for the tens 
of millions of Americans participating in de-
fined contribution plans such as 401(k)s. 
These single fund solutions, which policy-
makers have encouraged through legislation 
and regulation, make investing easier while 
giving workers access to professionally man-
aged, diversified portfolios. 

The restrictions imposed on commodities 
investing under S. 3268 would greatly restrict 
the ability of employer-sponsored defined 
benefit and defined contribution plans to use 
this important asset class. The result will be 
less ability to diversify investments, manage 
investment volatility and be a buffer against 
inflation. Unfortunately, it is the employees 
and retirees who depend on employer retire-
ment plans for their income in retirement 
who will ultimately suffer. We hope, with 
this in mind, that the implications for re-
tirement plans and plan participants will be 
examined more fully before S. 3268 is consid-
ered further. 

We sincerely appreciate your consideration 
of our views on this important matter. 
Please let us know if we can provide addi-
tional information or address any questions 
you may have. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES A. KLEIN, 

President. 

Mr. ENZI. I also ask unanimous con-
sent to have an article on statistics on 
the 55-mile-an-hour speed limit printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Wall Street Journal, July 24, 2008] 

THE INSANITY OF DRIVE-55 LAWS 
(By Stephen Moore) 

It didn’t seem possible that politicians 
could think up a sillier energy proposal than 
Barack Obama’s windfall profits tax on oil 
companies, but Republican Sen. John Warner 
of Virginia has done just that. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7230 July 24, 2008 
Earlier this month, Mr. Warner suggested 

a return to the federal 55-mile-per-hour speed 
limit on America’s highways, as a way to 
save on national gasoline consumption. ‘‘I 
drive over 55 miles an hour, . . . sometimes 
65,’’ he said on the Senate floor. ‘‘But I am 
willing to give up whatever advantage to me 
to drive at those speeds with the fervent 
hope that modest sacrifice on my part will 
help those people across this land . . . deal-
ing with this financial crisis.’’ 

Meanwhile, environmental groups across 
the country are also pushing a lower na-
tional speed limit to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. The notion here is that if people 
simply lift the pedal off the metal on the 
highways, they will help avert an environ-
mental apocalypse. 

Mr. Warner may be willing to drive slower 
to save gas. The vast majority of Americans 
surely are not. The original 55 mph speed- 
limit law, enacted in October 1974 after the 
OPEC oil embargo as a way to save energy, 
was probably the most despised and univer-
sally disobeyed law in America since Prohi-
bition. In wide-open western states, driving 
at 70 mph or even 80 mph on miles upon 
miles of straight, flat, uncongested freeways 
is regarded as a God-given right. In the 1970s 
and ’80s, the federal speed limit was a daily 
reminder of the intrusiveness of nanny-state 
regulation. 

States were bullied into complying. If they 
didn’t, they risked losing federal highway 
money—which came from the gas taxes paid 
in part by their own residents. The law— 
‘‘double nickel,’’ as it was called—was so 
hated in Montana that the state legislature 
passed a law capping speeding tickets at $5. 
In Wyoming, the highway patrol told speed-
ers to hold on to the tickets they issued be-
cause they were good for the whole day. 

In 1995, the newly ascendant Republican 
Congress repealed the 55 mph limit. Most 
states acted quickly to allow speeds of up to 
65 mph or even 75 mph on their interstates, 
and for good reason. As an energy saving pol-
icy, the double nickel was a bust. The Na-
tional Motorists Association reports that 
about 95% of American drivers regularly ex-
ceeded the federal speed limit. Does it make 
sense to resurrect a law that 19 out of every 
20 Americans disobeyed? 

In the first few years when the law was 
strictly enforced, according to the Congres-
sional Research Service, gasoline consump-
tion was reduced by about 167,000 barrels a 
day. But over time the law was increasingly 
ignored, and average speeds on the highway 
fell by only a few miles per hour. The Na-
tional Research Council estimated in 1984 
that Americans spent one billion additional 
hours a year in their cars because of the 
speed limit law. 

Mr. Warner repeats the myth that a lower 
federal speed limit will increase traffic safe-
ty. Back in 1995, Naderite groups argued that 
repealing the 55 mph limit would lead to 
‘‘6,400 more deaths and millions more inju-
ries’’ each year. In reality, National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration data re-
veal that in the decade after speed limits 
went up (1995-2005), traffic fatalities fell by 
17%, injuries by 33%, and crashes by 38%. 
That’s especially significant because in 1995 
far fewer drivers were gabbing on their cell 
phones or text messaging while driving. 

In a study for the Cato Institute in 1999, I 
compared the fatality rates in states that 
raised their speed limits to 70 mph or more 
(mostly in the South or West) with those 
that didn’t (mostly in the Northeast). There 
was little difference in safety. Of the 31 
states that raised their speed limits to 70 
mph or more, only two (the Dakotas) experi-
enced a slight increase in highway deaths. 
The evidence is overwhelming that traffic 
safety is based less on how fast the traffic is 

going than on the variability in speeds that 
people are driving. The granny who drives 20 
mph below the pace of traffic on the freeway 
is often as much a safety menace as the 20- 
year-old hot rodder. 

Retail gasoline stores report that Ameri-
cans have already reduced their gas pur-
chases by about 5% this year—presumably by 
driving less and buying more fuel-efficient 
cars. At $4.59 a gallon, motorists don’t need 
to be lectured by politicians on the financial 
savings from cutting back. Those who want 
to stretch their dollars can drive 55 mph on 
their own (though they are well advised to 
stay in the right lane). 

But many liberal and green do-gooders 
want the double nickel precisely because 
they want to force everyone to share in the 
sacrifice required. As an egalitarian friend 
once told me, he loves traffic jams because 
they are the ultimate form of democracy. 

To the left, fairness means we all suffer 
equally together. In light of this alleged 
moral imperative, it doesn’t matter if a 
lower speed limit means Americans would 
spend two billion extra hours on the road, or 
that, according to the Labor Department, as-
suming a $15 per hour average wage means 
the speed limit could cost the economy be-
tween $20 billion and $30 billion a year in lost 
output. 

Calls for a 55 mph speed limit—and for that 
matter most other government energy con-
servation plans, such as urging people to ride 
a bus or a bicycle rather than driving a car— 
reflect a mindset that oil and gasoline are 
more valuable than human time. 

But America is not running out of energy. 
We have potentially hundreds of years of oil 
and natural gas and coal supplies in America 
alone, if Congress would only let us drill for 
it. What is in short supply—the only truly fi-
nite resource, as the late economist Julian 
Simon taught us—is the time each of us 
spends on this earth. And most of us don’t 
want to spend it sitting longer than we have 
to in traffic. 

Mr. ENZI. I also have heard from 
other pension fund and institutional 
investor representatives that the provi-
sions in the majority leader’s bill have 
not been sufficiently vetted. Rather 
than pass a flawed bill on energy specu-
lation, we should wait until we read 
the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission’s and the Interagency Task 
Force on Commodity Markets’ report 
due out later this year. This issue is 
too important for us to act without all 
of the facts. 

Few serious economists believe that 
this bill will do anything substantial to 
decrease energy prices. Warren Buffett, 
the Nation’s wealthiest Democrat, 
doesn’t think that it will make a dif-
ference. Neither does oilman T. Boone 
Pickens. Even the Federal Reserve 
Chairman, Ben Bernanke, believes that 
this bill will have little impact on the 
price of gasoline. And yet we are still 
prohibited from offering amendments. 
We are still prohibited from voting on 
amendments that will have a real im-
pact on the price of gasoline. 

It is unfortunate that the debate is 
turning out this way, because I agree 
that there should be more trans-
parency in the market. That is why I 
am the cosponsor of a bill that allows 
for more oversight by the Commodities 
Futures Trading Commission. But in 
addition to that, the bill does some-
thing more. The Gas Price Reduction 

Act includes a provision to open up 
coastal waters in States where they 
want energy production. It ends the 
ban on the development of promising 
oil shale in Wyoming, Colorado, and 
Utah. At the same time it encourages 
increases in supply, it promotes the de-
velopment of better technology so that 
we use less energy. 

We should have the opportunity to 
vote on these proposals. We should 
have the opportunity to have a real de-
bate on energy. Instead, we are going 
wrap up this debate and begin playing 
the blame game. It is disappointing 
that the Senate is working this way, 
and I hope we can stop playing politics 
and have a real debate in the near fu-
ture. This issue is too important for 
the Senate to ignore. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Montana. 

Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to call on the Senate to pass 
commonsense legislation to lower gas 
prices. This week, possibly even today, 
the Senate will vote on legislation that 
would create more oversight on the fi-
nancial markets that are helping to 
drive up the cost of oil. I hope my col-
leagues will join me in voting to pass 
it. It is the first step toward energy 
independence but certainly not the 
last. 

In my State of Montana, folks are 
hurting. The average price of a gallon 
of gas is about $4.20. Diesel now costs 
on average $4.67 a gallon in the Big Sky 
State. My constituents need and de-
serve effective action from their na-
tional leaders to provide them with re-
lief from this energy crisis. 

Across Montana, desperate times are 
producing desperate measures. Driving 
to go to work or between cities is not 
a choice; it is a necessity. Snow is on 
the ground for a good part of the year. 
You need wheels to get around. Folks 
are paying with credit cards at the 
pump or getting second or third jobs to 
get by. They are canceling vacations, 
driving less, and buying smaller cars. 
But that is not enough. 

The Senate must provide relief at the 
pump, and there is no silver bullet. It 
is going to take a few commonsense 
ideas and a lot of hard work to diver-
sify our portfolio. I support a three- 
pronged plan: Crack down on energy 
speculators manipulating the market-
place for a quick buck; produce more 
fuel by drilling for oil where it makes 
sense and invest in renewable energy 
for the long term; also, encourage en-
ergy conservation—that is the low- 
hanging fruit—for long-term energy 
sustainability. 

The Senate will soon vote on a com-
monsense plan to crack down on oil 
market speculators and hedgers who 
break the rules. We have seen these 
guys before with Enron and the hous-
ing bust, folks on Wall Street who ma-
nipulate the market and give them-
selves raises while gas prices are chok-
ing regular folks. It is time to put a 
stop to this unfair manipulation. 

Let me be clear about two points. 
First, not all speculation is bad. Well- 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7231 July 24, 2008 
regulated speculation can help markets 
set a fair price for a commodity. Unfor-
tunately, under this administration, 
speculation and hedging have gotten 
way out of hand, driving up the price of 
oil to record heights and squeezing the 
American consumer as never before. 
When the price of oil skyrocketed this 
summer, it was not because of a sudden 
increase in demand, nor because OPEC 
suddenly decided to pump less. It was 
because of trading on Wall Street by 
folks who never intended to own a bar-
rel of oil. 

We owe to it every family struggling 
to meet rising gas bills, every farmer 
filling up his tractor, every trucker 
buying fuel to move product to make 
sure this trading is fair and on the 
level. Folks in Montana don’t have a 
problem with anyone making a buck, 
but we do believe in the American 
dream. We will not put up with folks 
who game the system. 

I call on my Senate colleagues, 
Democrats and Republicans alike, to 
join together and pass the Stop Exces-
sive Energy Speculation Act. This bill 
will strengthen the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission to crack 
down on Wall Street speculators in the 
oil market. More watchdogs, more 
transparency will stop people from 
gaming the system and artificially and 
unnecessarily driving up prices at the 
pump. We need this bill. 

When it comes to getting control of 
high gas prices, this is only the begin-
ning. Beyond speculation, we need to 
drill for oil in places that make sense 
right here in America, and production 
of renewable fuels must go hand in 
hand with drilling for more oil. 

One of the places it makes sense to 
drill for oil is in the Bakken Formation 
in eastern Montana and North Dakota. 
The Bakken field is a place we will 
hear about again and again. New tech-
nology is allowing smaller producers to 
extract more oil. There is more than 4 
billion barrels of oil in the Bakken 
field. It is hard work, but these are 
good jobs, and the salaries are good 
too. And they are right here at home. 
All you need is a strong back, a cattle 
stand, a good work ethic, and a clean 
record, and you can find jobs that start 
for as much as $25 an hour. 

The Bakken field isn’t the only place 
where drilling makes sense. Last week, 
the Interior Department finally opened 
2 million acres in the Alaska National 
Petroleum Reserve, and it is about 
time. It is all part of the puzzle to free 
America from the grip of foreign oil 
and lower the price of gas at the pump. 

However, anybody who tells you we 
can drill our way out of this problem is 
not shooting straight. Congress has 
been debating whether to extend tax 
credits for wind, solar, and other re-
newable energy sources, and we ought 
to stop extending the production tax 
credit on an annual basis. A long-term 
extension of these tax credits will real-
ly make a difference. 

Over the long haul, we know we can-
not simply drill our way out of this 

problem. We must invest in conserva-
tion and sustainable energy such as 
biofuels. It is all part of the puzzle to 
free America from the grip of foreign 
oil and lower prices of gas at the pump. 

Earlier this summer, Congress passed 
the farm bill over the President’s veto. 
That bill included hundreds of millions 
of dollars for advanced biofuels. The 
farm bill also contained a provision I 
was able to offer to encourage the pro-
duction of camelina. Camelina is a crop 
that can be grown in Montana and 
other places and can be processed into 
biodiesel to run tractors, combines, 
farm equipment, and diesel engines. 
The byproduct of camelina makes a nu-
tritious feed for livestock. Camelina 
truly is a win-win solution for renew-
able energy. We need to encourage 
more of these commonsense answers to 
our energy crisis. 

Finally, conservation must play a 
significant role in solving our Nation’s 
energy crisis. If we are ever going to 
free America from the grip of foreign 
oil, we must find real ways for con-
sumers to use less fuel. 

Last year, Congress increased auto 
fuel-efficiency standards for the first 
time in a generation. But it took 20 
years of fighting, and eventually a 
Democratic Congress got it passed. 
Those new standards will save about 1.1 
million barrels of oil a day by 2020, or 
about as much as produced by the 
State of Texas. 

One hundred years ago, the Model T 
got 25 miles per gallon. Now a car gets 
28 miles per gallon. Since that time, we 
have split the atom, sent a man to the 
Moon, developed computers, and 
mapped out the human genome. Yet we 
get the same fuel efficiency? Come on. 
That is not right. Conservation is the 
easiest and cheapest thing we can do to 
keep energy costs down. 

Part of the energy tax package will 
help homeowners and businesses make 
those savings themselves. A partisan 
majority of the Senate supports this 
bill, but a small minority keeps us 
from getting it done. 

The State of Montana recently an-
nounced an initiative to help citizens 
increase insulation in preparation for 
next winter’s high heating bills. 

These are all steps in the right direc-
tion, but we have more work to do to 
reduce energy consumption. The 
United States is the single largest con-
sumer of energy in the world. We can-
not continue on this unsustainable 
path. To do so would forfeit our na-
tional security to countries such as 
Russia, Venezuela, Nigeria, and Saudi 
Arabia. That would be a tragic legacy 
to leave to our children. We need a 
comprehensive approach to bring down 
the price of gas and address this energy 
crisis in the long term. We need to 
crack down on speculation and greedy 
hedging to manipulate the oil markets. 
We need to increase production of fos-
sil fuels where it makes sense and de-
velop renewables for the long haul, and 
we need innovative solutions to reduce 
our overall energy consumption. 

Some people think the economic 
pressure on the middle class is all in 
their heads. We know better. Folks in 
Montana know this energy crisis is real 
and it is bad. The Senate must act now 
to pass constructive legislation to 
bring down the price of energy at the 
pump. It all starts with passage of the 
Stop Excessive Energy Speculation 
Act. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-

dent, as the Senate debates a bill that 
will stop out-of-control speculation in 
the energy commodity markets, I 
would like to make a brief statement 
on this legislation and why it is essen-
tial that we act on it. 

For weeks now, the Senate has heard 
testimony from experts, even oil execu-
tives, who attribute the shocking in-
crease in oil prices to the influence of 
oil speculators. 

Here are a few examples: 
The [oil] fundamentals are no problem. 

They are the same as they were when oil was 
selling for $60 a barrel, which is in itself 
quite a unique phenomenon. 

That was from Jeroen van der Veer, 
Chief Executive Officer, Royal Dutch 
Shell, Washington Post Apr. 11, 2008. 

$100 oil isn’t justified by the physical de-
mand in the market. It has to be speculation 
on the futures market that is fueling this. 

That was from Clarence Cazalot Jr., 
Chief Executive Officer, Marathon Oil, 
October 2007. 

The price of oil should be about $50–$55 per 
barrel. 

That is from Stephen Simon, Exxon 
Mobil Senior Vice President, Senate 
Judiciary Committee April 1, 2008. 

What has happened in our markets? 
Clearly, we are not suffering from a 
supply and demand problem. Some-
thing else is happening. 

In 2000, about 37 percent of the oil fu-
tures market was comprised of specu-
lators who include investment compa-
nies and investment banks as well as 
institutional investors, like pension 
funds. Eight years ago, 63 percent of 
the oil futures market was represented 
by companies that were hedging the 
price of oil because they need oil to 
function, for example, the airlines. 

How has the market changed in the 
past 8 years? Seventy-one percent of 
the oil futures market is in the hands 
of speculators who rarely take control 
of the oil they are bidding on, and only 
29 percent represent companies that 
use it for the purpose that most of us 
would agree it should be intended. 

So we know speculation is growing 
when it comes to oil, and we know the 
transactions have gone up 600 percent 
in the last 8 or 10 years. 

What allowed this to happen? The in-
famous ‘‘Enron Loophole,’’ which was 
slipped into must-pass legislation in 
late December of 2000. 

This loophole allowed energy futures 
to be traded without Federal oversight. 
Various investigations of the Enron 
collapse have pointed to this loophole 
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as crucial to Enron’s manipulation of 
the California energy market which 
provoked an energy crisis in the State 
in 2000 and 2001. 

Last month, with passage of the farm 
bill, the Congress finally succeeded in 
bringing a measure of oversight and 
transparency to this market, requiring 
the Commodities Future Trading Com-
mission, CFTC, to review all contracts 
to determine which ones should be reg-
ulated as though traded on a major 
public exchange. 

While this was a step in the right di-
rection, and the result of much 
thoughtful discussion and debate, the 
farm bill provision can be improved 
upon and strengthened. That is why I 
introduced a bill to shut down the un-
regulated oil futures markets created 
by the now-infamous ‘‘Enron loop-
hole.’’ It also removes energy from the 
list of exempt commodities; requires 
energy to be traded on a regulated 
market; and creates a new definition of 
what constitutes an energy com-
modity. 

Senator REID has introduced a lead-
ership bill that reins in speculation by 
imposing position limits ensure that 
legitimate speculation doesn’t get out 
of hand. It is a more complicated ap-
proach that leaves the door open for 
unregulated trading, but if it is done 
right, the approach taken by Senator 
REID can get us where we need to be. 
And I am interested in working with 
Senator REID to ensure that his bill 
gets at the problem. 

I believe that some small but signifi-
cant changes can significantly improve 
the bill. If our approach to dealing with 
excessive speculation is to impose spec-
ulation limits, then we must ensure 
that those limits actually operate as 
limits, not as loopholes. 

U.S. speculators should not be able to 
circumvent speculation limits by trad-
ing on foreign exchanges, by setting up 
a subsidiary that would not be subject 
to the limits, or by trading both on and 
off regulated exchanges without aggre-
gating the number of contracts so they 
count against the overall speculation 
limit set by the CFTC. 

If we pass a bill that allows specu-
lators to evade these limits, the bill’s 
promise will remain unfulfilled, and we 
will have the worst of all worlds—a bill 
that purports to tamp down on specula-
tion but fails to do so, and a bill that 
lets those who would dismiss the effect 
of excessive speculation on the price of 
oil say ‘‘I told you so.’’ 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle, the editorial page of the Wall 
Street Journal and Wall Street fin-
anciers, call the effort to shut down ex-
cessive speculation misguided and say 
that the spiking price of the barrel of 
oil is just the market telling us that 
demand exceeds supply. 

But ask yourself whether this makes 
sense. When the Saudis agreed to in-
crease production, there was no drop in 
the price of oil. But the price of oil 
keeps spiraling, and while there is no 
evidence of dramatically increased de-

mand, there is plenty of evidence that 
speculative money is pouring into the 
energy futures market. 

The airlines, which hedge against in-
creases in the price of jet fuel by par-
ticipating in the energy futures mar-
ket, are suffering. They are the legiti-
mate hedgers who actually use the fu-
tures, and they are calling on us to 
take action against excessive specula-
tion. 

Meantime, the oil companies loudly 
will be claiming they need to drill in 
new areas off the coasts of Florida and 
California. They have a well financed 
campaign that says: Drill here; drill 
now; pay less. This is cruelly mis-
leading and deceitful. Drilling every-
thing we have in the waters below our 
coasts will do nothing to lower the 
price of gas. 

If we open all our shores and give 
away billions in tourism, fishing, and 
all the economies of all the coastal 
States to boost oil production, the first 
drop of oil wouldn’t be seen until the 
year 2017, and oil production would 
peak in the year 2030. 

What could we get in the year 2030? 
We would get 200,000 barrels a day. 

To put that number another way, as 
expressed by my colleague, Senator 
MENENDEZ yesterday, ‘‘the amount of 
gas we could get from offshore drilling 
is equivalent to a few tablespoons per 
car per day.’’ 

It is simply wrong to think that 
opening offshore drilling will lower gas 
prices. 

Yet the public relations machine of 
big oil continues to churn out false-
hoods. They insist they are trying to 
find new oil that might help bring 
down gas prices, but the money they 
spend on exploration is nothing com-
pared with what they spend on stock 
buybacks and dividends. 

This is good news for shareholders 
but offers no help to drivers to offset 
the high cost of fuel. 

Yesterday the Associated Press re-
ported the 5 biggest international oil 
companies plowed about 55 percent of 
the cash they made from their busi-
nesses into stock buybacks and divi-
dends last year, up from 30 percent in 
2000 and just 1 percent in 1993, accord-
ing to Rice University’s James A. 
Baker III Institute for Public Policy. 

The percentage they spend to find 
new deposits of fossil fuels has re-
mained flat for years, in the mid-single 
digits. 

In the first 3 months of this year, 
ExxonMobil Corp., the world’s biggest 
publicly traded oil company, shelled 
out $8.8 billion on stock buybacks 
alone, compared with $5.5 billion on ex-
ploration and other capital projects. 

ConocoPhillips has already told in-
vestors that its stock buybacks for 
April to June of this year will come to 
about $2.5 billion, 9 times what it spent 
on exploration. 

This leads me to the conclusion of 
one oil expert who said, ‘‘If you’re not 
spending your money finding and de-
veloping new oil, then there’s no new 
oil.’’ 

Senator REID has introduced a lead-
ership bill that will rein in speculation. 
Over and over, the Congress has heard 
testimony that the question of supply 
and demand is not what is causing oil 
to be up at $130 a barrel, as I referred 
to earlier, statements by oil company 
executives that the price of a barrel of 
oil would be much less, given the nor-
mal vagaries of the market of supply 
and demand, even though there is a lot 
of demand out there in the world mar-
ket. But as Senator REID pointed out, 
in the underlying bill that is before the 
Senate, it is the speculators, unregu-
lated after the law was changed to de-
regulate the markets, where there are 
no controls on how much oil they can 
buy on futures contracts or whether 
they have to use that oil, who continue 
to speculate and drive up the price. 
That is what this underlying bill is try-
ing to address. They should not be able 
to circumvent speculation limits by 
trading, for example, on foreign ex-
changes if those oil contracts are for 
America. 

I see my colleague from Pennsyl-
vania is here, and I want him to have 
the time to which he is entitled. 

What is confronting us is an effort to 
get us off focusing on the problem with 
this mindless statement that is out 
there, put out by the oil companies— 
look at who is sponsoring the adver-
tisements on TV and in the news-
papers; it is the only companies—and it 
is that statement: Drill here, drill now, 
pay less. 

Now, if we are going to solve this 
problem, we have to do a bunch of 
things. But just drilling is not going to 
solve it because if you do just that, it 
is going to be years and years before 
the fruits of that effort come in. In 
fact, it has been said over and over, 
there are 68 million acres under lease 
that have not been drilled. There are 
plenty more acres out in the Gulf of 
Mexico, without getting close to Flor-
ida, without getting over the line into 
the military mission area, where the 
largest testing and training area of the 
U.S. military in the world is, off the 
coast of Florida in the Gulf of Mexico. 
There is plenty. So we ought to drill. 

But at the same time, let’s go after 
what is causing these prices to go 
through the roof. Speculation is a big 
part of it. If you want to get down to 
it, let’s strengthen the U.S. dollar 
against the world’s other currencies, 
by getting our fiscal house in order and 
starting to balance the Federal budget. 
That would help a lot too. 

So it is an extremely complicated 
issue that a simple slogan is not going 
to solve. That is what this debate is 
trying to bring into focus. The Amer-
ican people can see through the sim-
plified slogans of ‘‘drill here, drill 
now.’’ We need to get to a real solu-
tion. 

Mr. President, I see my colleague 
from Pennsylvania is in the Chamber, 
and I wish to yield the floor so we can 
hear from him. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
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Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I thank 

the Senator from Florida for making 
the important points he made on the 
question of energy and how difficult 
this challenge is for the country and 
that the sloganeering will not do it. He 
made a very compelling argument 
about that, which we need to hear in 
the Senate. 

I wish to talk today for a few mo-
ments about the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program, known by 
the acronym LIHEAP—L-I-H-E-A-P. 

For those who follow the Senate and 
watch or listen, you know we use a lot 
of acronyms. I know they can get a lit-
tle tiresome. But this particular acro-
nym stands for a program that works. 
There is no debate about that. There is 
no question about whether this pro-
gram works. It has worked for years. It 
has support in both parties—not 
enough support, I don’t think, on the 
other side of the aisle. I will get to that 
in a moment. 

But when we talk about that acro-
nym LIHEAP, the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program, we are 
talking about a program which this 
winter can literally mean—and will lit-
erally mean—life or death for some 
Americans. There is no drama and 
overstatement in that whatsoever be-
cause unless we do the right thing on 
LIHEAP this year, people are going to 
freeze to death. It is as simple as that. 

I commend a lot of my colleagues: 
Senator SANDERS has been a stalwart 
on this issue, who has spoken on the 
floor and been a leading advocate; Sen-
ator JACK REED of Rhode Island, and so 
many other colleagues from the North-
east-Midwest coalition who have 
fought for increased energy assistance 
funding every year. 

I am proud to be a cosponsor of the 
bill. It has a very simple title but very 
important: Warm in Winter and Cool in 
Summer Act. That is what the act is. 
The bill meets a critical and funda-
mental need by providing an additional 
$2.53 billion in Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program assistance for 
this fiscal year. 

It raises the funding to the fully au-
thorized level of $5.1 billion. For Penn-
sylvania, that means that if this bill is 
passed, our State will get an addi-
tional—an additional—$210 million. If 
there is ever a time the people of our 
State will need it, it will be this win-
ter. Similar to a lot of States in the 
Northeast, we have long winters. We 
have a lot of vulnerable people: the sec-
ond highest population over the age of 
65, a very large rural population that 
will be adversely impacted if we do not 
get help and extra money for LIHEAP. 

We have in our State home energy 
assistance grants that help vulnerable 
people, the needy. Almost 33.5 percent 
of the grants help older citizens. Al-
most 30 percent of the grants help dis-
abled Pennsylvanians. And 18.5 percent 
of the grants help young children. 

These are people who need the help 
the most. They are vulnerable in the 
cold months that are just around the 

corner for all of America and for Penn-
sylvania. These are the people who 
made up the 1,000 who died of hypo-
thermia in their homes between 1999 
and 2002—1,000 people dying of hypo-
thermia in just about 3 to 4 years. All 
of those deaths—every one of them— 
was preventable. LIHEAP is the cor-
nerstone to providing assistance that 
keeps people healthy and safe. 

LIHEAP is widely recognized as ef-
fective and successful, which is why 
the bill we are considering, and that I 
am a cosponsor of, is cosponsored by 49 
Senators in total from both sides of the 
aisle. We still have some problems, 
which we will talk about later. 

The bill is necessary because 
LIHEAP has been chronically under-
funded—historically, at a rate of less 
than half the amount authorized. 

For people out there who watch our 
discussions, we know it is easy to au-
thorize. It is harder to make sure you 
appropriate what you authorize. This is 
one of those examples where the au-
thorization looked real good, but the 
appropriation does not meet the au-
thorization part of our legislation. 

So the need has never been greater. 
We have all talked a lot about the 
struggle of working families who are 
forced to choose between the need for 
heat and the need to eat. But the situa-
tion has gotten much worse. This is not 
news to people who are living through 
this and struggling in the nightmare of 
foreclosure, the difficulty with watch-
ing wages flatten out, even as you are 
working harder, and your food prices 
are going up, your gasoline prices are 
going up, college tuition is going up, 
health care payments are going up. I 
could add more to that. Families are 
being forced to choose between heating 
and air-conditioning, food, medicine, 
gasoline, and mortgage payments—all 
those difficult choices that our fami-
lies are making. 

Today, 15.6 million American fami-
lies are at least 30 days behind on pay-
ing their utility bills. In Pennsylvania, 
terminations of home utility services 
are up over 51 percent. 

According to a USA Today article, 
one of our energy companies in Penn-
sylvania has disconnected 168 percent 
more—168 percent more—homes than 
at this time last year. 

So we have a major challenge in our 
State. The good news is that in Penn-
sylvania we have had over 400,000 fami-
lies—households, I should say, in Penn-
sylvania—that have received assistance 
from LIHEAP this year. But that is 
less than half of the 800,000 that are eli-
gible. There are 800,000 households in 
our State that are eligible. So we are 
happy LIHEAP has done such a good 
job of helping 400,000 households, but 
we have a doubling of that to 800,000 
that are, in fact, eligible. 

For those receiving assistance in 
Pennsylvania, the average grant was 
$239, and it covered much less than a 
quarter of their need. So when people 
hear these big numbers, they will say: 
Oh, my goodness, the Federal Govern-

ment wants to increase the Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram by $2.5 billion. That sounds like a 
lot of money, doesn’t it? Spread that 
out person by person. When it comes 
down to Pennsylvania, we are talking 
about assistance, at last count—this 
number is a few years old, but it is not 
much higher than this—of $239. So if 
we increase it by several billion nation-
ally, that means individual Pennsylva-
nians will get some help, but they are 
not going to be getting hundreds and 
hundreds of dollars more. They are 
going to be getting more than that $239 
or $250 or $260 in help. So it is not a lot 
when it comes to that person. But it 
means a lot to that individual person 
and their family. 

Here is the scenario: In the dark of 
night, in the cold of winter, I do not 
want to have a Pennsylvanian or an 
American in their home freezing to 
death because a couple people in Wash-
ington did not think that $2.53 billion 
was the right way to spend money— 
when we have an administration which 
sent a budget here for 2009 which had 
$51 billion in tax cuts for people mak-
ing over $1 million and up. So for any-
one listening, if you are a millionaire, 
a multimillionaire or a billionaire or 
beyond that, this administration sent 
us a budget this year that gave that 
tiny sliver of America a $51 billion tax 
break. 

Don’t tell me we cannot afford a lit-
tle bit of an increase for low-income 
home energy assistance, especially 
when older citizens are faced with 
the—‘‘squeeze’’ does not even begin to 
describe it—vice grip on their head, the 
nightmare of trying to pay for gasoline 
and food and oil in their tank, lit-
erally, to heat their homes. So we can 
afford this. Ten times over we can af-
ford it. 

I wish to conclude. When we have the 
situation of an older citizen or a young 
child who is living in a home that is 
not heated, or living without adequate 
nutrition, that child, as well as that 
older citizen, is harmed. The rate of 
growth and development are jeopard-
ized. A child is sicker, they miss more 
school, and they do not do as well in 
class. A large percentage of LIHEAP 
energy assistance goes to not only 
older citizens but those with a dis-
ability. This is important because 
someone who is frail is more likely to 
be impacted by exposure if they are un-
able to pay to heat or cool their home. 

So I hope we pass this legislation be-
fore we leave in August. Why should we 
wait? No one needs to have a crystal 
ball to know that in the cold months 
ahead of us, a lot of vulnerable people 
are going to be put at risk. So this is 
our chance to do something—not just 
to talk about it but to do something— 
that will provide immediate assistance 
to the most vulnerable in our society. 

So I ask my colleagues to support the 
Warm in Winter and Cool in Summer 
Act, which will help our families. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor and suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, might I 
inquire of the Chair: It is my under-
standing now that the Republicans will 
have 30 minutes; is that correct? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. INHOFE. All right. Mr. Presi-
dent, I am going to go ahead and take 
the first 15 minutes. Then, it is my un-
derstanding that the Senator from 
Georgia, Mr. CHAMBLISS, wants 5 min-
utes, and Senator CRAIG wants 10 min-
utes after that. I would like to lock 
that in with a UC. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

ENERGY 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I would 

like to draw the Senate’s attention to 
an editorial in today’s Wall Street 
Journal and particularly the first sen-
tence. It says: 

Nancy Pelosi, Harry Reid, and other liberal 
leaders on Capitol Hill are gripped by cold- 
sweat terror. If they permit a vote on off-
shore drilling, they know they will lose. . . . 

The editorial goes on to point out 
what the Democrats’ plan of action is 
for this problem: to cut off debate. We 
have been in session this week. We 
have held one vote. We are considering 
a bill relating to energy, but the Demo-
crats are not allowing us to offer any 
amendments to find new sources of en-
ergy, when the editorial points out 
that at least 65 percent of America’s 
recoverable oil and 40 percent of Amer-
ica’s natural gas is under moratorium. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that at the end of my remarks the 
editorial be printed in its entirety in 
the RECORD. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. INHOFE. What they are talking 

about are those areas where we have 
huge supplies that we can access, ex-
cept we cannot do it because there are 
moratoria, such as exists right now in 
terms of the Rocky Mountain oil shale, 
with 2 trillion barrels; the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf, for which 85 percent of 
the Outer Continental Shelf is under an 
order that the Democrats have on 
there, so we are not able to explore, to 
produce, to drill in those areas. You 
hear the argument quite often that 
there are 68 million acres that could be 
explored right now and they are not 
doing it. They are not doing it for one 
reason, and that is because there is no 
oil there. 

Throughout this week I have heard a 
number of my Democratic colleagues 
come to the floor and express their sup-

port for increased drilling. Apparently, 
this has all been some kind of mis-
understanding. I have taken their con-
sistent votes against increasing domes-
tic production as being against new 
drilling. If we all agreed that new do-
mestic production is part of what we 
need to do, then let’s get on with some 
votes and get them underway. 

My Web site is epw.senate.gov. EPW 
stands for Environment and Public 
Works. What I have done is gone back 
and gotten all of the votes we have had 
that would cause us—allow us to ex-
pand our supply in America in areas 
such as this. Right now on party lines 
they have been killed—killed by the 
Democratic Party. This is a problem. 
Somehow, the Democrats are trying to 
convince the American people that sup-
ply and demand is not alive and well in 
America. It is interesting that the 
other day in the newspaper, it was ei-
ther an op-ed piece or it might have 
been on the editorial page of the Wash-
ington Post, they said even Congress is 
not going to be able to repeal the law 
of supply and demand. 

The American people understand the 
need for new domestic production. Re-
cent polling has shown 67 percent of 
the American people now support off-
shore drilling with only 18 percent op-
posed. Sixty-four percent believe that 
if offshore drilling is allowed, gas 
prices will go down. Well, that is a nat-
ural conclusion you can come to. 

Another poll found that 81 percent of 
Americans support greater use of do-
mestic energy sources. Both papers in 
my home State of Oklahoma have 
weighed in on this issue with recent 
editorials. The Tulsa World and the 
Oklahoman have weighed in, pointing 
to how new production can be done in 
an environmental manner. The Tulsa 
World wrote: 

President George W. Bush made the cor-
rect decision when he lifted the White 
House’s 18-year ban on offshore drilling . . . 
No one wants the environment damaged. 
This work could be done safely. It could be 
done over the long term only if Congress had 
the good sense to act. 

The Oklahoman wrote—this is in 
Oklahoma City: 

Democrats reacted to President Bush’s lift-
ing of an executive ban on offshore drilling 
by vowing to keep in place congressional 
prohibitions dating to the 1980s. The debate 
over energy policy just keeps getting better 
and better. For years the Democratic Party 
has blocked efforts to significantly increase 
production of America’s sources of offshore 
oil and natural gas, citing potential dangers 
to beaches in California and Florida and dis-
missing any new oil finds as too far in the fu-
ture to help U.S. energy needs. Both argu-
ments have less persuasive steam with the 
current oil prices. Certainly, if drilling off-
shore had gotten underway a decade ago or 
more—instead of being stymied—Americans 
know it would be online now and helping to 
absorb some of the current price increase. 

This is the interesting thing about it. 
We know what is happening in Prudhoe 
Bay. We know what the reserves are in 
ANWR. We know we have a pipeline. If 
we had a pipeline filled and if the 
President—at that time Bill Clinton— 

had not vetoed the bill that would have 
allowed us to go into ANWR. 

New domestic production should hap-
pen and can be done in an environ-
mentally appropriate way. No country 
on Earth has exploration technology as 
advanced and environmentally sound 
as ours. I have to say also that we are 
the only country—I can’t think of an-
other country, and I hope if someone 
has the name of a country that would 
be an exception—there is not another 
country in the world that doesn’t ex-
ploit their own resources. Certainly, 
these resources alone are enough to 
make us totally independent of any 
foreign importation of oil and the 
prices would come down. 

I have highlighted some of the 
amounts of domestic reserves pre-
viously, but I think it is important to 
continue to point to the amount of re-
serves in the United States. There they 
are, right there, and we have actually 
enumerated them for the purposes of 
the RECORD. 

The potential energy development 
from the Rocky Mountain oil shale is 
truly massive with reports estimating 
up to 2 trillion barrels, but once again, 
Democrats are blocking development. 
The Consolidated Appropriations Act 
last year established a 1-year morato-
rium on the necessary funding to com-
plete the final regulations for commer-
cial leasing of oil shale. 

Look at the size of this. We are talk-
ing about not 10 billion barrels we 
would find in ANWR, not 14 billion bar-
rels as we see on the Outer Continental 
Shelf, but 2 trillion barrels. Without 
congressional action, a 1-year delay 
could end up lasting much longer and, 
like the Outer Continental Shelf appro-
priations moratorium, continue year 
after year. 

The RAND Corporation estimates 
that as many as 1.1 trillion barrels are 
recoverable and at prices as low as $35 
to $48 a barrel within the first 12 years 
of commercial scale production. At 
current rates of consumption, 1.1 tril-
lion barrels equals more than 145 years 
of domestic supply. This number would 
nearly double assuming the Depart-
ment of Energy’s estimate of nearly 2 
trillion potentially recoverable barrels. 
Finally, development is ongoing in the 
Canadian oil sands where proven re-
serves are about 179 billion barrels. We 
need to continue to do that. Right now, 
they are in jeopardy. Congressman 
WAXMAN has put on a prohibition in 
the Department of Defense using oil 
from those oil sands. If anyone were 
tempted to try to expand that so that 
no one else in the country could use it, 
that would be devastating. So that ef-
fort could be underway as we speak. 

In an effort to hide their true record 
of blocking access to America’s own re-
sources, the Democrats are engaged in 
a campaign of shifting blame, claiming 
there are 68 million acres in America 
where oil and gas companies have the 
right to drill but are not drilling. Some 
44 percent of the leases that have been 
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issued are already producing oil and 
gas, and energy companies are in the 
process of exploring the remaining 
leases to determine the energy poten-
tial of those lands. Unfortunately, 
when you get out there and you explore 
and you try to determine how much po-
tential production is there, there are 
some places in the United States and 
anywhere in the world where there 
simply isn’t any oil. This is the prob-
lem they have. We need to open the 
other 85 percent that currently we are 
unable to access to allow us to go after 
it. Again, we are talking about some 14 
billion barrels that are out there. 

We are presently considering a bill to 
impose new rules on speculating, 
claiming that speculators have been 
driving the price of oil to record highs. 
Even if speculators are having a nega-
tive effect on the price of fuels, I am 
concerned that the wrong congres-
sional action could actually exacerbate 
the problem. Rhetoric on the impact of 
speculators simply lays the ground-
work to once again implement price 
controls. Looking back to the 1970s, we 
now know that price controls lead to 
shortages, rationing, and long lines at 
gas stations. Over the last few days, 
the name of Boone Pickens has been in-
voked many times. When asked what 
he thought about the speculation, he 
recently said that: 

Speculation doesn’t have anything to do 
with it. You have 85 million barrels of oil 
available in the world and the demand is at 
86.4. I don’t think that guy over in China 
paying $140 for oil is blaming Wall Street 
speculators for what is happening to him. 
Everybody tries to place the blame. And the 
blame is our own lack of leadership over the 
last 40 years on energy. 

Now, I have a list of quotes I am 
going to actually, if there is a little bit 
of time—I don’t have time to read 
them, but a list of quotes from people 
who are the knowledgeable people in 
this country such as Walter Williams, 
the economist for George Mason Uni-
versity: 

Congressional attacks on speculation do 
not alter the oil market’s fundamental de-
mand and supply conditions. What would 
lower the long-term price of oil is for Con-
gress to permit exploration for the estimated 
billions upon billions of barrels. 

The International Energy Agency 
says that: 

Blaming speculation is an easy solution 
which avoids taking the necessary steps to 
improve supply-side access and investment. 

So I ask unanimous consent that this 
list of economists be listed, along with 
their statements concerning specula-
tion, at the conclusion of my remarks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(See exhibit 2.) 
Mr. INHOFE. Republicans have con-

sistently tried to do something about 
the high prices. One of the things that 
people don’t think about is if we had 
all of the production, all of the crude 
oil, we would still have to refine it to 
use it. We have a real refinery crisis in 
this country. Right now we are looking 

at a situation where we would not be 
able to refine it with the refining capa-
bility we have. 

I introduced 3 years ago the Gas 
Price Act which is something that 
would work very well. It actually took 
these closed military installations that 
were BRAC closed—Base Realignment 
and Closing Commission-closed instal-
lations—and allowed the surrounding 
communities to apply for EDA grants 
so they would be able to attract refin-
eries. This would be a good idea be-
cause for one thing, those closed bases, 
you would not have to actually have a 
cleanup to playground standards, so 
the Federal Government has saved a 
lot of money by doing this. I don’t 
think there is any justification in the 
world for people to oppose such an ef-
fort. 

I have also introduced my Drive 
America On Natural Gas Act. This is 
something that is very significant, be-
cause this is something that is part of 
T. Boone Pickens’ ideas. Let’s keep in 
mind Boone Pickens said we need to 
drill everywhere. We have to drill and 
we have to keep on drilling, but we also 
need to explore all kinds of renewables. 
His idea is to release some of the nat-
ural gas so we can use it for com-
pressed natural gas. The price today in 
my State of Oklahoma for compressed 
natural gas is 90 cents a gallon. Ninety 
cents a gallon. In some places it is as 
high as $2. Nonetheless, it does show 
that it is out there. 

There are certain obstacles to being 
able to do what needs to be done in al-
lowing the conversions. One is we have 
to effect the regulations of the EPA 
and the other one is we have to give 
the same benefit to natural gas as we 
do to other renewables. If we were able 
to do that, it would open it up very 
rapidly. In fact, yesterday, the Repub-
lican leader offered a unanimous con-
sent request that seven Republican en-
ergy amendments be considered in 
order for consideration in this legisla-
tion, and this was one of those. 

I don’t want to take up more time 
right now because I want to yield 5 
minutes to the Senator from Georgia, 
but I will only say this: You can stand 
on the floor and say over and over and 
over to the American people that sup-
ply and demand doesn’t work; you can 
say that Democrats are not opposed to 
increasing the supply. Yet if you go to 
the Web site I suggested— 
epw.senate.gov—we have looked at 
every vote that has taken place since 
the middle 1990s, and in every case, 
every time we tried to increase the 
supply of petroleum products for Amer-
ica, whether it is drilling on the Outer 
Continental Shelf, ANWR, Rocky 
Mountain oil shales, or preserving Ca-
nadian oil sands, the Democrats, to the 
very last one, have voted against it. 

We have to increase supply. We have 
to keep saying it. People understand it. 
Even some people with basic edu-
cations know that supply and demand 
is alive and well in America. It is just 
that we have too much demand and not 
enough supply. We have to open it. 

I yield the floor. 
EXHIBIT 1 

[From the Wall Street Journal, July 24, 2008] 
DEMOCRATS AGAINST DRILLING 

Nancy Pelosi, Harry Reid and other liberal 
leaders on Capitol Hill are gripped by cold- 
sweat terror. If they permit a vote on off-
shore drilling, they know they will lose when 
Blue Dogs and oil-patch Democrats defect to 
the GOP position of increasing domestic en-
ergy production. So the last failsafe is to 
shut down Congress. 

Majority Leader Reid has decided that de-
liberation is too taxing for ‘‘the world’s 
greatest deliberative body.’’ This week he 
cut off serious energy amendments to his 
antispeculation bill. Then Senate Appropria-
tions baron Robert Byrd abruptly canceled a 
bill markup planned for today where Repub-
licans intended to press the issue. Mr. Byrd’s 
counterpart in the House, David Obey, is en-
forcing a similar lockdown. Speaker Pelosi 
says she won’t allow even a debate before 
Congress’s August recess begins in eight 
days. 

She and Mr. Reid are cornered by sub-
stance. The upward pressure on oil prices is 
caused by rising world-wide consumption and 
limited growth in supplies. Yet at least 65% 
of America’s undiscovered, recoverable oil, 
and 40% of its natural gas, is hostage to the 
Congressional drilling moratorium. 

The Democratic leadership is trying to 
smother any awareness of their responsi-
bility for high prices. They are also trying to 
quash a revolt among Democrats who realize 
that the country is still dependent on fossil 
fuels, no matter how loudly quasimystical 
environmentalists like Al Gore claim other-
wise. 

EXHIBIT 2 
DEMS CITE SPECULATION STATS THAT DON’T 

MATCH THE FACTS 
Sen. Harry Reid (D–NV): ‘‘Academics, 

economists say that the costs of oil is 20% to 
50% speculation.’’ (Sen. Harry Reid, Re-
marks on the Senate Floor, 07/22/08 

‘‘ACADEMICS AND ECONOMISTS’’ ACTUALLY SAY 
‘‘IT’S NOT SPECULATION, IT IS SUPPLY AND 
DEMAND’’ 

Warren Buffett: ‘‘It’s not speculation, it is 
supply and demand. . . . We don’t have ex-
cess capacity in the world anymore, and 
that’s what you’re seeing in oil prices.’’ 
(Warren Buffett, Chairman & CEO, Berkshire 
Hathaway, 6/25/08) 

Walter Lukken, Chairman of the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission: ‘‘We 
haven’t evidence that speculators are broad-
ly driving these prices.’’ (‘‘Hitting Rock: 
Dems Oblivious on Oil,’’ Union Leader, 7/13/ 
08) 

Chairman Ben Bernanke: ‘‘If financial 
speculation were pushing all prices above the 
level consistent with the fundamentals of 
supply and demand, we would expect inven-
tories of crude oil and petroleum products to 
increase as supply rose and demand fell. But, 
in fact, available data on oil inventories 
shows notable declines over the past year.’’ 
(Ben Bernanke, Chairman of the Federal Re-
serve, 7/15/2008) 

Craig Pirrong, Member of the CFTC En-
ergy Markets Advisory Committee: ‘‘There’s 
no evidence of speculative influence. Specu-
lators are not contributing to the demand 
for physical oil as they almost always roll 
positions prior to delivery.’’ (Craig Pirrong, 
Professor of Finance at the University Of 
Houston, Member, CFTC Energy Markets 
Advisory Committee, 6/24/08) 

Walter Williams, Economist George Mason 
University: ‘‘Congressional attacks on specu-
lation do not alter the oil market’s funda-
mental demand and supply conditions. What 
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would lower the long-term price of oil is for 
Congress to permit exploration for the esti-
mated billions upon billions of barrels of oil 
domestically available, not to mention the 
estimated trillion-plus barrels of shale oil in 
Wyoming, Colorado and Utah.’’ (Williams, 
Walter E. ‘‘Scapegoating Speculators.’’ The 
Washington Times 9 July 2008.) http:// 
www.washingtontimes.com/news/2008/jul/10/ 
scapegoating-speculators/ 

Paul Krugman, New York Times Col-
umnist: ‘‘On any given day, expectations de-
termine the price; but the spot market also 
has to clear, and the way this happens is 
that excess supply must be added to physical 
stocks. Even with fairly inelastic supply and 
demand, any large speculative deviation 
from the ‘‘fundamental’’ price should show 
up in a noticeable increase in inventories.’’ 
(Paul Krugman, New York Times columnist, 
6/28/08) 

International Energy Agency: ‘‘There is 
little evidence that large investment flows 
into the futures market are causing an im-
balance between supply and demand, and are 
therefore contributing to high oil prices . . . 
Blaming speculation is an easy solution 
which avoids taking the necessary steps to 
improve supply-side access and investment 
or to implement measures to improve energy 
efficiency.’’ (International Energy Agency, 
Medium-Term Oil Market Report, July 2008) 

Daniel Yergin, Chairman of Cambridge En-
ergy Research Associates: ‘‘When an issue is 
this hot, it would be so much easier if there 
was a single reason to blame . . . But calling 
it speculation is way too simplistic.’’ (Daniel 
Yergin, Chairman, Cambridge Energy Re-
search Associates) 

John Chapman, American Enterprise Insti-
tute: ‘‘The truth is that increased specula-
tion in oil futures is not a cause of rising oil 
prices, but rather an effect of those prices, 
which have skyrocketed due to growth in 
global demand, geopolitical instability, and 
constricted supply in several producing 
countries. (John Chapman, Researcher at the 
American Enterprise Institute, 7/16/08) 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Georgia is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague from Oklahoma for 
yielding me part of his time. He cer-
tainly makes a very convincing case. 

I rise to discuss the actions taken 
today by the Commodity Futures Trad-
ing Commission to combat manipula-
tion in the futures market specifically 
relating to energy activity. At 11 
o’clock this morning, the Acting Chair-
man of the Commodity Futures Trad-
ing Commission at a news conference 
announced that it was bringing an ac-
tion against a hedge fund for manipu-
lating and attempting to manipulate 
the crude oil, heating oil, and gasoline 
markets. 

This proves that the CFTC is policing 
the market for suspicious activity. 
They are not sitting back and allowing 
traders to run wild, as some in Con-
gress have suggested. 

While this particular case is specific 
to manipulation, it only makes sense 
that the surveillance efforts used to 
identify this activity are also providing 
much needed additional data to the 
Commissioners for ongoing monitoring 
efforts to detect excessive specula-
tion—the subject of much debate on 
the Senate floor. Unfortunately, some 
have even confused these two terms. I 

want to clarify this. Manipulation is il-
legal, while speculation is a normal oc-
currence in all of our futures markets. 
That said, the Commission has recog-
nized that more information is nec-
essary to ensure that speculation has 
not become excessive. I happen to 
agree with them. We do need more in-
formation in order to make an accu-
rate assessment of the situation. 

There have been many assertions 
made in the Senate not based on fac-
tual information. It is never a good 
idea to propose a solution for market 
conditions without carefully analyzing 
all of the facts. An uninformed solu-
tion, no matter how well-intentioned it 
is, can easily result in unintended 
counterproductive outcomes. 

Many in this body have accused 
CFTC of timidly utilizing their regu-
latory enforcement authorities or only 
utilizing these authorities after ex-
treme prompting from Congress. To the 
contrary, this particular civil enforce-
ment action that was filed today in the 
U.S. District Court for the Southern 
District of New York was uncovered as 
part of an investigation initiated by 
the CFTC for offenses that took place 
in March 2007—long before some began 
blaming CFTC for the $4 gasoline. 

Working proactively with the New 
York Mercantile Exchange, or NYMEX, 
the CFTC was able to uncover wrong-
doing and ensure that violators of the 
Commodity Exchange Act are identi-
fied and brought to justice. 

This particular case took place over 
an 11-day period. The New York Mer-
cantile Exchange—as they have the au-
thority to do and the information to 
carry out that authority—saw exactly 
what was happening in the early part 
of what was happening, and they fol-
lowed it and immediately shut this 
hedge fund operator down. So this 11- 
day period in March 2007 occurred over 
a year ago. The ongoing investigation 
has taken a year to get it to where it 
is ready for prosecution. 

Fortunately, the CFTC has been able 
to fulfill its regulatory oversight re-
sponsibilities in spite of being horribly 
underfunded. Today’s announcement 
affirms the dedication and hard work 
exhibited by the CFTC. 

Furthermore, we should not continue 
to hold up the confirmation of those— 
both Democrat and Republican—whom 
the President has nominated to carry 
out this very important regulatory 
task. The American people would be 
much better served with a fully seated 
Commission, a Senate-confirmed 
Chairman, and more regulatory over-
sight staff than by the baseless allega-
tions made by some. If we are truly in-
terested in a fully functioning regu-
latory body, let’s provide the agency 
with these tools rather than wrongly 
condemning them for lack of enforce-
ment. 

I will close by simply saying that 
during the process of the passage of the 
recent farm bill, which passed over-
whelmingly in this body, we took ac-
tion relative to market regulation by 

closing the so-called Enron loophole, 
which allowed for some sales on the 
market to take place without the abil-
ity on the part of the regulators to get 
all of the information relative to those 
particular trades. In addition to allow-
ing the market regulators to get the 
information, we also increased the pen-
alty for a manipulation—just like the 
CFTC has filed this suit on today— 
from $100,000 per incident to $1 million 
per incident. 

So we are in the process of giving the 
CFTC the tools it needs. We need to 
continue down that road. Let’s don’t 
destroy the markets. Here we are see-
ing a good example of how the tools in 
the hands of the regulators are being 
used in the appropriate way. When 
someone tries to take advantage of a 
system, the CFTC, as well as NYMEX, 
CME—all of the boards of trade—has 
the ability to stop this type of manipu-
lation and prosecute wrongdoing. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Idaho is recog-
nized. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, for the 
last 36 hours now, we in the Senate 
have been attempting to move forward 
on substantive policy that would 
produce more oil and bring it into our 
systems to offset and, hopefully, lower 
the price our consumers are paying at 
the pump. But nothing has happened. 
It is interesting, the majority leader 
says we don’t have time to do it, and 
yet we have been here 36 hours doing 
nothing but talking when amendments 
could have been offered that might 
have been substantive as it relates to 
taking down the Federal moratorium 
that exists over many of these prop-
erties where we know there are known 
oil reserves. 

I find it fascinating that this morn-
ing in the Wall Street Journal, an edi-
torial speaks about Speaker PELOSI of 
the House and HARRY REID, our major-
ity leader, and other liberal leaders on 
Capitol Hill being ‘‘gripped by cold- 
sweat terror. If they permit a vote on 
offshore drilling, they know they will 
lose when Blue Dogs [Democrats that 
are more conservative over in the 
House] and oil-patch Democrats defect 
to the [Republican] position of increas-
ing domestic energy production.’’ 

What would be wrong with that? It 
would be an admission on the part of 
Democratic leaders that their position 
of the last 20 years to deny increased 
production, all in the name of environ-
ment and conservation, hasn’t worked. 
They simply cannot let that dirty lit-
tle secret out. Except there is one real 
problem: The American people are be-
ginning to figure out that it didn’t 
work. Why have we gone from 30 per-
cent dependency in 1980 to 70 percent 
dependency today on someone other 
than a U.S. producer, something other 
than a U.S. reserve? The reason is be-
cause we quit producing. 

The debate today, while it is em-
bodied in S. 3268, called a speculation 
bill, is really about production. Repub-
licans have simply said: Allow us to 
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amend that. Allow us to bring to the 
floor amendments that would, by po-
tential of opportunity, produce in-
creased production. 

I wish to talk about one of those 
amendments that deal with offshore 
drilling. 

Several years ago, I introduced a 
term that is now being used by many, 
called the ‘‘no zone.’’ By that, I simply 
meant that of these areas around the 
coast, shown on this map here of the 
United States, where we have geo-
graphical authority—meaning our ter-
ritorial water—in which we are denied 
the right to go and explore because of 
a political decision, because of policy 
made out of politics, not substance, we 
believe that within those areas there 
are literally billions of barrels of oil. 
We don’t know that for sure. We only 
know that, based on old geological sur-
veys, there is a great potential. We do 
know that where we were allowed to 
drill down in the gulf, that is where a 
majority of our current oil supplies are 
coming from, even in the deep water. 
But on the coast of California, Oregon, 
and Washington, and off the coast of 
Florida, the Carolinas, Georgia, North 
Carolina, and Virginia, it is: No, heck 
no. The politics won’t let us go there. 
So we would like to offer a few of those 
amendments. We would like to change 
the character of the ‘‘no zone.’’ 

Let me tell you about an amendment 
I would offer if I were given the chance 
to come to the floor on this bill and 
offer an amendment for full debate. We 
think it is a constructive amendment. 
It is an amendment we would call the 
Domestic Offshore Energy Security Act 
of 2008. It would take all of this yellow 
area on the map and allow it to go out 
to bid for the purpose of production. 

Just a year and a half ago, the Con-
gress—when gas was at $2-plus a gal-
lon—decided we would let this little 
piece go into exploration and develop-
ment. It was called lease sale 181. We 
debated it for weeks, negotiated for 
weeks. Finally, we brought all of us to-
gether to agree. Well, we believe there 
is a substantial amount of product out 
there. We don’t know for sure, but the 
leases are going forward. It is believed 
that there are 1.2 trillion cubic feet of 
gas and maybe between 185 million and 
200 million barrels of oil. The advan-
tage of this sale is that it is very close 
to all of the known refineries and the 
infrastructure that can bring it to the 
market very quickly. 

My amendment would bring this 
whole area into play, where there lit-
erally could be billions of barrels of oil 
and multitrillions of cubic feet of gas. 
But the answer is no. The Democrat 
leader says: No, can’t do that, won’t do 
that; politically, we are not going to go 
there. The American consumer is ask-
ing: Why? In fact, I am told that the 
polls in Florida, by a majority, are say-
ing: Drill it. Do it right, do it respon-
sibly, do it cleanly, but drill it. We 
want the royalties that would come to 
the State of Florida that would pay for 
our education, but more importantly, 

we want to bring down the price of gas 
because it is really breaking the family 
budget. 

What happened when the President 
announced a few weeks ago he would 
lift an Executive order on a morato-
rium, when the market began to show 
that this year the American consumer 
was consuming less than last year be-
cause of prices? Oil prices began to fall, 
from the high of $140 a barrel down to, 
today, about $122 or $123 a barrel—near-
ly a $20 drop per barrel—on the reality 
that the marketplace was working, de-
mand was going down. 

If you keep allowing demand to slide 
but you work on bringing up produc-
tion, you bring the price down. You 
save the American family’s budget. But 
here on the floor of the Senate, it is: 
Oh, no, we can’t go there. The leader of 
the majority party will not admit that 
his policy—their policy over the last 20 
years of denying production has now 
brought this crisis on. That is exactly 
what the editorial of the Wall Street 
Journal basically said. 

Why not let the debate go forward? 
Why not allow amendments to be of-
fered by anyone, for that matter? Why 
not allow those debates to go forward? 

There is another interesting article 
from this morning. I ask unanimous 
consent to have the Wall Street Jour-
nal editorial and this U.S. Geological 
Survey Report printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

DEMOCRATS AGAINST DRILLING 
Nancy Pelosi, Harry Reid and other liberal 

leaders on Capitol Hill are gripped by cold- 
sweat terror. If they permit a vote on off-
shore drilling, they know they will lose when 
Blue Dogs and oil-patch Democrats defect to 
the GOP position of increasing domestic en-
ergy production. So the last failsafe is to 
shut down Congress. 

Majority Leader Reid has decided that de-
liberation is too taxing for ‘‘the world’s 
greatest deliberative body.’’ This week he 
cut off serious energy amendments to his 
anti-speculation bill. Then Senate Appro-
priations baron Robert Byrd abruptly can-
celed a bill markup planned for today where 
Republicans intended to press the issue. Mr. 
Byrd’s counterpart in the House, David Obey, 
is enforcing a similar lockdown. Speaker 
Pelosi says she won’t allow even a debate be-
fore Congress’s August recess begins in eight 
days. 

She and Mr. Reid are cornered by sub-
stance. The upward pressure on oil prices is 
caused by rising world-wide consumption and 
limited growth in supplies. Yet at least 65% 
of America’s undiscovered, recoverable oil, 
and 40% of its natural gas, is hostage to the 
Congressional drilling moratorium. 

The Democratic leadership is trying to 
smother any awareness of their responsi-
bility for high prices. They are also trying to 
quash a revolt among Democrats who realize 
that the country is still dependent on fossil 
fuels, no matter how loudly quasi-mystical 
environmentalists like Al Gore claim other-
wise. 

90 BILLION BARRELS OF OIL AND 1,670 TRILLION 
CUBIC FEET OF NATURAL GAS ASSESSED IN 
THE ARCTIC 
The area north of the Arctic Circle has an 

estimated 90 billion barrels of undiscovered, 

technically recoverable oil, 1,670 trillion 
cubic feet of technically recoverable natural 
gas, and 44 billion barrels of technically re-
coverable natural gas liquids in 25 geologi-
cally defined areas thought to have potential 
for petroleum. 

The U.S. Geological Survey assessment re-
leased today is the first publicly available 
petroleum resource estimate of the entire 
area north of the Arctic Circle. 

These resources account for about 22 per-
cent of the undiscovered, technically recov-
erable resources in the world. The Arctic ac-
counts for about 13 percent of the undis-
covered oil, 30 percent of the undiscovered 
natural gas, and 20 percent of the undis-
covered natural gas liquids in the world. 
About 84 percent of the estimated resources 
are expected to occur offshore. 

‘‘Before we can make decisions about our 
future use of oil and gas and related deci-
sions about protecting endangered species, 
native communities and the health of our 
planet, we need to know what’s out there,’’ 
said USGS Director Mark Myers. ‘‘With this 
assessment, we’re providing the same infor-
mation to everyone in the world so that the 
global community can make those difficult 
decisions.’’ 

Of the estimated totals, more than half of 
the undiscovered oil resources are estimated 
to occur in just three geologic provinces— 
Arctic Alaska, the Amerasia Basin, and the 
East Greenland Rift Basins. On an oil- 
equivalency basis, undiscovered natural gas 
is estimated to be three times more abun-
dant than oil in the Arctic. More than 70 per-
cent of the undiscovered natural gas is esti-
mated to occur in three provinces—the West 
Siberian Basin, the East Barents Basins, and 
Arctic Alaska. 

The USGS Circum-Arctic Resource Ap-
praisal is part of a project to assess the glob-
al petroleum basins using standardized and 
consistent methodology and protocol. This 
approach allows for an area’s petroleum po-
tential to be compared to other petroleum 
basins in the world. The USGS worked with 
a number of international organizations to 
conduct the geologic analyses of these Artic 
provinces. 

Technically recoverable resources are 
those producible using currently available 
technology and industry practices. For the 
purposes of this study, the USGS did not 
consider economic factors such as the effects 
of permanent sea ice or oceanic water depth 
in its assessment of undiscovered oil and gas 
resources. The USGS is the only provider of 
publicly available estimates of undiscovered, 
technically recoverable oil and gas re-
sources. 

Exploration for petroleum has already re-
sulted in the discovery of more than 400 oil 
and gas fields north of the Arctic Circle. 
These fields account for approximately 40 
billion barrels of oil, more than 1,100 trillion 
cubic feet of gas, and 8.5 billion barrels of 
natural gas liquids. Nevertheless, the Arctic, 
especially offshore, is essentially unexplored 
with respect to petroleum. 

Mr. CRAIG. Here is the headline: ‘‘90 
Billion Barrels of Oil and 1,670 Trillion 
Cubic Feet of Natural Gas Accessed in 
the Arctic.’’ That is called ANWR, 
folks, and other areas in the Arctic. 
Once again, it is politically off limits. 
The oil is there, but the law says you 
cannot go there. 

It is really quite that simple. Who 
are lawmakers? We are. We are the pol-
icymakers. Why aren’t we on the floor 
today debating the amendments? Why 
aren’t we offering those amendments in 
a responsible fashion? Why don’t we 
deal with what the American public 
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needs at this moment; that is, to see 
their Congress being responsive to 
their greatest problem, the single 
greatest problem at this time, which is 
the price of oil and the price of gas at 
the pump. It will create greater prob-
lems if we don’t deal with it quickly. It 
is permeating the economy and shoving 
up the price of nearly everything we 
touch. Energy is the underlying force 
of this economy. If energy prices con-
tinue to go higher, the economy itself 
is weakened. Why isn’t the Congress 
and the leadership of the Senate mov-
ing forward? Why are we stalled out 
and wringing our hands and saying 
there is no time? There is no time to 
fix the American family’s budget. 
There is only time to divert our atten-
tion to terms like ‘‘speculation.’’ 

Let me tell you, here is the bill. Here 
is S. 1368. There is not one drop of oil 
in it. See that. Not one drop of oil is in 
this legislation. But in the amendment 
I would offer, there could be millions, 
if not billions, of barrels of oil and tril-
lions of cubic feet of gas. That is the 
reality of what we are talking about. 

Why, why, why, Mr. Leader, are you 
denying the Senate, the greatest delib-
erative body in the world, the right to 
offer these amendments and vote on 
them? We are stalled out because of the 
leadership. We are stalled out and told 
we cannot go there. I don’t think the 
American public in any way under-
stands the politics of this one. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CRAIG. Politics is quite simple: 
If you for 20 years were wrong and the 
market now shows it, how can you 
admit you were wrong? That is the 
issue at hand. 

Mr. Leader, it is time you admitted 
it and we got on with the business of 
becoming once again a great and pro-
ductive nation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEL-

SON of Nebraska). The Senator from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I have 
listened for the past 20 minutes or so to 
the narrative on the floor of the Sen-
ate. My colleague from Idaho and I 
have introduced legislation last year 
dealing with expanding production in 
the Eastern Gulf of Mexico and in 
Cuban waters. We do not disagree on 
the issue of whether we should expand 
production in this region. In fact, we 
agree on that issue. But I have heard 
several of my colleagues come to the 
floor to create false choices this after-
noon, and I want to talk about those 
false choices. 

We are witnessing a time when it is 
very hard for people to figure out how 
to scrape enough money together to 
put $70 worth of gas in their tank when 
it is near ‘‘e’’ on the gauge. It is fas-
cinating and very disappointing to me 
how it’s possible to fill your farm tank 
in order to harvest your crop, how an 
airliner is going to be able to afford 
fuel, or how is a family going to be able 
to afford enough money to put gas in 

their tank to go to work. These deci-
sions are being made at a time when we 
face oil prices bouncing between $120 
and $140 a barrel and gasoline at $4, 
$4.50 a gallon. When that ought to in-
voke and spark cooperation on the 
floor of the Senate, there is none. 

My colleagues come to the floor of 
the Senate and say: Let’s open up the 
entire Outer Continental Shelf. The 
Energy Information Administration 
carried out an assessment that shows 
what production would look like with-
out lifting the moratorium and with 
lifting the moratorium. What it shows 
is that we get some extra production in 
the year 2020. I understand talking 
about next week, next decade. What is 
the impact going to be to families, to 
truckers, to farmers, to airlines, and 
others if someone comes out here and 
says: You know what, we have a real 
serious problem right now, but here is 
a solution for 2020. 

Sign me up for the solution in the 
long term, although I might have a dif-
ferent approach to it. I hope by 2020 we 
are not quite as addicted to oil, par-
ticularly foreign oil from the Saudis, 
the Kuwaitis, Iraqis, or Venezuelans. 
Maybe we can shed the some of that 
addiction in 10 years. Maybe that 
ought to be our strategy. Maybe we 
ought to do game changing. The way to 
do away with our addiction is not to do 
more of the same so that we are still 
addicted. That makes precious little 
sense to me. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask the 
Senator from North Dakota to yield. 

Mr. DORGAN. I will be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. DURBIN. I wish to ask him a 
question because he has been a leader 
in the Senate on the question of specu-
lation. I want to say that many of our 
Republican colleagues have come to 
the floor over the last several days say-
ing virtually speculation is not the 
problem, not speculation. I know the 
Senator from North Dakota has ample 
evidence and many experts behind his 
position. He and I have joined with the 
leadership in coming up with an ap-
proach which will try to dampen the 
fires of speculation which may be driv-
ing up oil prices and creating volatility 
not reflected in the market. 

I want to make sure the Senator 
from North Dakota is aware of what 
happened today with the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission. They 
have charged an oil trading firm with 
manipulating oil prices, the first com-
plaint to be announced since regulators 
began a new investigation into wrong-
doing. 

The CFTC accused Optiver Holding, 
two of its subsidiaries, and three em-
ployees with manipulation and at-
tempted manipulation of crude oil, 
heating oil, and gasoline futures of the 
New York Mercantile Exchange, which 
is a regulated exchange, I might add. 

‘‘Optiver traders amassed large trading po-
sitions, then conducted trades in such a way 
to bully and hammer the markets,’’ CFTC 
Acting Chairman Walter Lukken said at a 

press conference. ‘‘These charges go to the 
heart of the CFTC’s core mission of detect-
ing and rooting out illegal manipulation of 
the markets.’’ 

I say to the Senator from North Da-
kota that his leadership on this issue 
and coming to the floor repeatedly to 
tell us about the possibility this was 
occurring I think has sparked this 
commission to come to life, at least 
today in terms of making these 
charges. 

I am going to leave this story with 
the Senator because I want him to be 
able to put it in the RECORD every time 
our Republican colleagues come to the 
floor and say speculation is not an 
issue. It is enough of an issue that 
there was a civil action filed today 
against a company for hammering and 
bullying the market. 

I know this is not in the nature of a 
question, but I wish to ask the Senator 
if he feels this action by the CFTC is 
an indication of what he has been say-
ing over the last several months. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, it ap-
pears a Federal agency has arisen from 
the dead. Good for the CFTC. I have 
been talking a long while about the 
CFTC being dead from the neck up. 
This is, after all, the regulatory agency 
that is supposed to wear the striped 
shirts, blow the whistle, and call the 
fouls. 

This apparently is manipulation of 
the market. We are talking about ma-
nipulation. Good for them, if they have 
risen from the dead, if they are taking 
action against someone manipulating 
the marketplace. 

The acting CFTC Chairman, whom 
the Senator from Illinois described, 
spent the last seven months saying 
there is no problem with the market-
place, it is working fine. The doubling 
of the price of oil and gas in the past 12 
to 14 months has been because of sup-
ply and demand, he says. About a 
month ago, the acting Chairman had 
an epiphany. He must have had a good 
night’s sleep, woke up from his dream 
saying: OK, I have been saying supply 
and demand justifies the doubling in 
price, but, in fact, we have been doing 
an investigation for seven months. 

So which is it? Here is what it is. In 
the year 2000, 37 percent of the trades 
in the oil futures market were specula-
tion trades, having nothing to do with 
hedging a physical product between 
consumers and producers; 37 percent of 
the trades by speculators. Today 71 
percent of the trades are by specu-
lators. They don’t have any interest in 
buying oil, taking delivery of oil, car-
rying a 5-gallon can of oil, or putting a 
quart of oil in their car. They don’t 
have the foggiest interest in oil. They 
have interest in buying and selling con-
tracts and making big profits. They 
have taken over this marketplace and 
broken the market. 

The proposition on the floor of the 
Senate is to try to wring out this ex-
cessive, relentless speculation in this 
market. My colleagues come to the 
floor of the Senate, and they have de-
veloped another narrative of more 
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drilling because they don’t want to 
tackle this issue of speculation. I said 
before, 47 Members of the Senate in the 
minority have all indicated, in one 
form or another, that speculation is a 
problem. If you believe that, help us 
get this bill to the President. Yet, they 
come to the floor of the Senate and say 
we need more drilling. 

As I described in the year 2020, we 
will have more to bring on more sup-
ply. I don’t disagree with that point. 
Let’s talk about it; offer some amend-
ments. In fact, the majority leader has 
offered to the minority to bring your 
amendment to the floor. We will have a 
vote on it. 

But what about next month? What 
about 6 months from now? How about 
let’s do some things that are game 
changing in this country? How about 
the next decade? Between now and 
then, let’s work to change the game. 

I said two days ago that, in the 1960s, 
John F. Kennedy did not say: I would 
like to have us try to go to the Moon. 
I think we should think about going to 
the Moon. I think we should make an 
effort to go to the Moon. He didn’t say 
that. He said by the end of the decade, 
we are going to put a man on the Moon, 
and we did just that. 

The plan of all of those who have 
come to the floor of the Senate dimin-
ishing this legislation, degrading this 
legislation, saying we shouldn’t deal 
with speculation and getting this mar-
ket right. We shouldn’t spend time on 
that. Let’s instead focus on drilling. If 
that is the only thing they focus on, 
then that is what I call a yesterday for-
ever strategy. If you want to wake up 
10 years from now and keep the same 
position, good for you. I don’t. 

I think what we ought to do is this: 
Let’s at least address something that 
has broken the marketplace and has 
doubled the price of oil and gas in the 
last year, something that experts have 
come to the Congress to testify about 
and some have said up to 40 percent of 
the current price of oil is not and can-
not be justified by the fundamentals of 
supply and demand. It is because specu-
lators have taken over this market-
place. 

Don’t take it from me. Take it from 
the CEO of Royal Dutch Shell. Here is 
what he said in April: 

The [oil] fundamentals are no problem. 
They are the same as they were when oil was 
selling for $60 a barrel. 

If that is the case, what is the prob-
lem? The problem is, as I described in 
the chart, this market has been taken 
over by the speculators. 

My colleague comes and says: 
NYMEX and ICE, describes all that is 
going on, what an aggressive regulator 
we have. You know what, this regu-
lator has been sending out no action 
letters. Isn’t that a wonderful thing to 
perfectly describe a regulatory agency 
that wants to take no action for any-
thing? It said: Let me be willfully blind 
and not see what is happening. By the 
way, because of these no action letters, 
I can’t see what is happening in the 

over-the-counter market, the inter-
continental exchange, and all of the 
unregulated trades because I have de-
cided I don’t want to see it. Then let 
me go to the Congress and testify, and 
with a straight face—I am sure sup-
pressing a grin—at least with a 
straight face say, I don’t see anything 
that represents anything other than 
supply and demand. 

My question to them was: I under-
stand you don’t see that. Is it the case 
you see very little because you have 
chosen, through no action letters and 
other limitations, to decide you don’t 
want to see it all? 

We brought a bill to the floor of the 
Senate that says we have a lot of prob-
lems. First and foremost, let’s set this 
market straight, putting pressure 
downward and preserving the oil fu-
tures market for that which was in-
tended in 1936. It was for the hedging of 
a physical product between consumers 
and producers. That is what it was for. 
It has now been taken over by the car-
nival of greed. Speculators control 
these markets, have driven up the price 
despite the fact there has been no 
change in the fundamentals. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle say drill. I have had a bill in 
for a year and a half to say drill more 
in the eastern Gulf of Mexico and allow 
U.S. companies to produce in Cuban 
waters. I am also one of the four Sen-
ators who opened up lease 181 in the 
Gulf of Mexico for drilling. I support 
that. I am fine with drilling. But if 
drilling is your only answer, boy, that, 
in my judgment, is a pretty pathetic 
future. Here is what Boone Pickens 
says. Boone Pickens and I have dis-
agreed on a lot of things, but he came 
to Congress this week: 

I’ve been an oil man all my life, but this is 
one emergency we can’t drill our way out of. 
But if we can create a new renewable energy 
network, we can break our addiction to for-
eign oil. 

Think of this. What if between now 
and 2020, if we start now we can actu-
ally have a new barrel of oil by 2020, 
and you say to somebody down the 
block: Cheer up, things are going to be 
better in 12 years—that is one position 
to take, I guess. 

What if the other position is as Mr. 
Pickens suggests? What if we did this: 
We are going to produce oil. We want 
to be less dependent, however, on the 
Saudis, Kuwaitis, Venezuela, and so on, 
because if we didn’t get their oil for 
some reason, we would be flat on our 
back as an economy. This makes our 
country vulnerable. We have to be less 
dependent on them. We are going to 
use oil we produce. 

How about if we decide to do some-
thing dramatically different? How 
about in the wind belt from Texas to 
North Dakota where we produce a mas-
sive quantity of wind and have the ca-
pability of taking the energy from the 
wind and producing electricity? And 
how about in the Sun Belt where we 
move dramatically to solar energy and 
create a superhighway of transmission 

lines to be able to move that energy all 
around this country? How about if we 
do that for a decade and then say: You 
know what, all that natural gas we are 
using for coal-fired generating plants, 
we can displace a fair amount of that 
with wind and solar and a super-
highway of transmission lines, and we 
can dramatically change America’s en-
ergy future. 

We need more conservation and en-
ergy efficiency and dramatic increases 
in renewables. There are so many ex-
citing things we can do to change 
America’s future. Yet, my colleagues 
come to the floor of the Senate for a 
different pursue. They plant their flag, 
and say: We want our future to be the 
same as our past, and every 10 or 15 
years, they will be content to come 
here and say: Yes, we have an urgent 
problem and what we ought to do is 
more of the same. That is not a future 
that makes much sense to us. 

Again, coming back to this issue, we 
are saying with this legislation on the 
floor of the Senate requires that we do 
first things first. We should do a lot of 
things, we agree with that. Senator 
BINGAMAN is introducing a bill I fully 
support as a cosponsor. It deals with a 
whole range of other issues with which 
we have to deal. First things first. At 
least let’s address this issue of excess 
speculation that has broken the com-
modity futures market for oil. 

To my colleagues who say, you know 
what, this is all about drilling, I say to 
them: Come to the floor of the Senate 
and tell me what has happened in the 
last year, what has happened in supply 
and demand that justifies a doubling of 
the price of oil. They will not come and 
cannot come because they don’t have 
an answer to that. 

I can give them a partial answer. If 
anything would have been expected to 
happen to the price of oil and gas, it 
should have gone down because we 
have driven nearly 6 billion fewer miles 
in America than we did in the previous 
6 months. So we are using less energy 
and less gasoline. So one would expect, 
if you are using less, you would put 
some downward pressure on prices. But 
that is not the case. Prices go up like 
a Roman candle, double in a year. 

The only conceivable reason given us 
is by the experts who don’t have a vest-
ed interest in this issue of the oil fu-
tures markets, and they say that the 
market is now broken. Fidel Gheit has 
been an Oppenheimer analyst for 30, 35 
years—the top energy analyst for 
Oppenheimer—and he says: Look, this 
is like a casino, open 24/7, like a high-
way with no speed limit, he said, and 
no cops, and everybody is going 120 
miles an hour. 

Is that really what we are willing to 
allow an oil futures market to be, if it 
drives up the cost of oil and gas, dou-
bles it in a year, and imposes this kind 
of burden and financial penalty on 
every American family and every 
American business; imposes this kind 
of burden on some of our major indus-
tries, such as airlines and trucking 
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companies and farmers and others? 
That is a back breaker. Are we really 
willing to stand on the floor of the Sen-
ate and say: Yeah, that is OK. It is OK. 
Let’s do something that will increase 
the production of a barrel of oil in 2020. 

That seems to me to be a false choice 
that we are being offered. I think it 
was Will Rogers who once said: 

It is not what he knows that bothers me, 
it’s what he says he knows for sure that just 
ain’t so. 

I think about that as I hear this de-
bate on the floor of the Senate; all this 
assertiveness about one answer. Do 
something now so we have more oil in 
2020. What about tomorrow, next week, 
or next month? What do you want to do 
about that? What about a market that 
is broken; do you ever care about fixing 
it? What about the fact that invest-
ment banks and hedge funds have 
marched right directly into the oil fu-
tures market? 

The Wall Street Journal writes about 
investment banks that are actually 
purchasing oil storage so they can pur-
chase oil and keep it off the market. 
Pension funds—CalPERS and others— 
are moving money into the oil futures 
market as if it is just another share of 
stock. That is just pure speculation. 
That massive quantity of money flood-
ing into this market has dramatically 
changed the market. 

Now, I have had a lot of people come 
and see me about these issues because 
some are very upset with what we are 
trying to do. They like the speculation 
in the marketplace because a lot of 
people made a lot of money by specu-
lating in this marketplace. I think this 
marketplace needs to exist. You have 
to have a market that represents a 
place for legitimate hedging of a phys-
ical product. But when the market is 
broken, you also have to have a regu-
lator with the strength, the capability, 
and the willingness to stand up and do 
what is necessary to fix it. 

The current regulator at the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission 
has not done that, has not dem-
onstrated a willingness to do that, and 
it seems to me Congress must. Our leg-
islation does a couple of things. It says 
to the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission: You determine who is 
trading out there and distinguish be-
tween them. Those who are engaged in 
legitimate hedging of a physical prod-
uct between consumers and producers, 
that is fine. That is what the market 
was created for. All others are pure 
speculators, and we establish strong 
position limits on those speculators to 
try to shut down that speculation, that 
excess speculation in the marketplace. 
Relatively simple. But it does cause a 
firestorm of protest by those who are 
making a lot of money having broken 
this marketplace. 

I suppose there is room—I shouldn’t 
say I suppose. There is room for dis-
agreement. I respect those who dis-
agree. But it seems to me that this 
country will pay a very high price if we 
don’t understand the need to cooper-

ate. There is no Republican or Demo-
crat label on the fuel gauge on a car. 
There is just ‘‘full’’ and ‘‘empty.’’ And 
all too often these days it is empty be-
cause of what has happened to prices. I 
think the American people expect and 
demand we do something that address-
es these issues. 

The first step—the first step and 
most important step, in my judgment— 
is to set this market straight and to 
distinguish between excess speculation 
and legitimate hedging and establish 
position limits in order to put down-
ward pressure on gas and oil prices. We 
are told by some very distinguished 
people who have testified before our 
committees that we could see as much 
as a 40-percent decrease in the price of 
oil and gas just by wringing the oil 
speculators out of the futures market. 

If we did that, it would be a good 
thing, a good thing for our country. 
Then, yes, we have much yet to do. I 
don’t disagree at all with that, and 
some of it is drilling. But as I said be-
fore, if our future is just to continue 
down that road, without understanding 
the need for a game-changing, moon- 
shot plan to make us less dependent on 
the Saudis, less dependent on foreign 
oil, this country will have missed an 
enormous opportunity and put its fu-
ture in jeopardy. 

I remain hopeful. It is now Thursday, 
and we have been largely at parade rest 
most of the week. The minority has re-
quired us, in effect, to spend 30 hours 
postcloture—30 hours postcloture— 
doing nothing, which makes precious 
little sense. I think the country senses 
some emergency here, but some of my 
colleagues in Congress sense no such 
emergency. So we spend 30 hours large-
ly doing nothing, and then we will 
come to a cloture vote to shut off de-
bate to see if we can perhaps get to a 
vote to end this relentless speculation. 

My hope is we will have sufficient 
votes to do that. 

Mr. President, how much time have I 
consumed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has used 21 minutes. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I be-
lieve a couple of my colleagues are 
coming, so I will reserve the remainder 
of my time. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD for 
Senator DURBIN a story that he de-
scribed on the floor titled ‘‘Traders Ma-
nipulated Oil Prices.’’ 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

TRADERS MANIPULATED OIL PRICES—U.S. 
(By Steve Hargreaves) 

NEW YORK (CNNMoney.com)—The govern-
ment charged an oil trading firm Thursday 
with manipulating oil prices in the first 
complaint to be announced since the regu-
lators began a new investigation into 
wrongdoings in the energy markets. 

The Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion accused Optiver Holding, two of its sub-
sidiaries and three employees with manipu-
lation and attempted manipulation of crude 
oil, heating oil and gasoline futures on the 
New York Mercantile Exchange. 

‘‘Optiver traders amassed large trading po-
sitions, then conducted trades in such a way 
to bully and hammer the markets,’’ CFTC 
Acting Chairman Walt Lukken said at a 
press conference. ‘‘These charges go to the 
heart of the CFTC’s core mission of detect-
ing and rooting out illegal manipulation of 
the markets.’’ 

In May, under the backdrop of record oil 
prices and calls from legislators to crack 
down on speculative oil trading and market 
manipulation, the CFTC announced a wide- 
ranging probe into oil price manipulation. 
The agency says it has dozens of investiga-
tions ongoing. 

The complaint filed Thursday names 
Bastiaan van Kempen, chief executive; Chris-
topher Dowson, a head trader; and Randal 
Meijer, head of trading at an Optiver sub-
sidiary. 

The CFTC said the firm attempted to 
‘‘bang the close’’ by amassing large positions 
just before markets closed—forcing prices 
up—then selling them quickly to drive prices 
down and pocketing the difference. 

The alleged manipulation was attempted 19 
times on 11 days in March 2007, the agency 
said. In at least five of those 19 times, trad-
ers succeeded in driving prices higher twice 
and lower three times, according to the 
CFTC. 

Calls to Optiver seeking comment were not 
answered, and an email was not immediately 
returned. 

CFTC stressed that the price changes were 
small and the manipulation was isolated, 
and that the investigation has nothing to do 
with the recent heat the agency has taken on 
Capitol Hill over rising oil prices. 

TRADERS IN THE SPOTLIGHT 
CFTC has repeatedly said that speculators 

are not to blame for rising oil prices, and 
any cases of price manipulation—such as the 
one brought Thursday—have only a small, if 
any, effect on oil prices. 

The CFTC is the government’s main regu-
lator of commodity markets. Its officials 
have been hauled before Congress and asked 
repeatedly whether manipulation or exces-
sive speculation is playing a role in record 
oil prices. 

Repeatedly, CFTC experts have said they 
have found no evidence that speculators—in-
vestors who do not ultimately use crude oil— 
are to blame for the rising prices. They say 
trading information shows no correlation be-
tween investment activity and price swings. 

Others, such as the International Energy 
Agency, have also said speculators are not to 
blame. They’ve pointed to other non-traded 
commodities that have risen in price even 
faster than oil, and to the fact that there is 
no evidence of a bubble, such as excess oil 
sitting around in storage. 

Still, the correlation of a four-fold increase 
of investment money into oil futures and a 
four-fold increase in oil prices since 2004 has 
not gone unnoticed. Many lawmakers, con-
sumer rights advocates and even some oil in-
dustry analysts say speculation is at least 
partly to blame. 

Against that backdrop, the CFTC has been 
ordered to investigate the matter more thor-
oughly and dozens of investigations are un-
derway. The agency may soon be given a big-
ger staff and wider powers under bills being 
debated in Congress. 

Over the years, the CFTC has found iso-
lated incidents of price manipulation—when 
an oil producer controls products to influ-
ence prices—or other cases of wrongdoing. 
Since 2002, the agency has charged 66 defend-
ants with energy market violations. 

In a recent case, BP settled a suit that al-
leged the company tried to corner the pro-
pane market to inflate prices in 2003 and 
2004. BP agreed to pay a $303 million settle-
ment. 
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But overall, most experts say the incidents 

are so scattered, and the energy market so 
large, that it’s unlikely a single trader or 
group of traders can have substantial sway 
over prices. 

Correction: An earlier version of the story 
said indictments have been brought against 
the company and some of its employees. The 
charges are civil, not criminal. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor, and I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

U.S. TROOPS DYING OF ELECTROCUTION 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I be-

lieve the majority leader is coming 
over, but I would like to speak until he 
arrives, at which point I will continue 
later. 

Mr. President, we had a hearing yes-
terday before the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee that I had requested. 
That followed a hearing that I had con-
ducted on the Democratic policy com-
mittee, the 17th hearing I have con-
ducted and chaired, looking into the 
issue of contractor irregularities and 
waste, fraud, and abuse involving con-
tractors with respect to the war in 
Iraq. 

I want to talk just for a moment 
about what is happening with respect 
to these contractors. 

We are shoveling money out the door. 
Three-quarters of $1 trillion has been 
spent, and much of it ends up in the 
pockets of contractors, and much of 
the work by contractors not only 
fleeces the American taxpayer, but it 
represents, I think, the greatest waste, 
fraud, and abuse in the history of this 
country. I think it is also the case that 
it endangers the lives of American sol-
diers. 

So what I would like to do for a mo-
ment is to describe the hearing that I 
held recently and show a photograph of 
Cheryl Harris and her son, SSG Ryan 
Maseth. 

Ryan Maseth was an Army Ranger 
and a Green Beret. He was killed in 
Iraq. He wasn’t killed by an insurgent 
or killed by enemy fire. He was killed 
because he was electrocuted while he 
was taking a shower at the Army base. 
He was electrocuted while taking a 
shower. 

It turns out the contractor that 
wired that particular area didn’t know 
how to wire and didn’t properly attach 
ground wires. So when this Army 
Ranger reached up and touched a pipe, 
he was electrocuted and died. 

The Army initially told Cheryl they 
thought perhaps her son had taken an 
electrical appliance into the shower 
and, therefore, was electrocuted. Not 
true. It is not true. Halliburton—or 
Kellogg, Brown & Root, its former sub-
sidiary—had been given the contract 
for wiring these facilities at Army 

bases and were hiring, among others, 
third-country nationals who had very 
little electrical experience. Two people 
who were electricians and working 
there in Iraq and Afghanistan for Kel-
logg, Brown & Root came and testified 
and said the work done by KBR was the 
most shoddy, unbelievably sloppy 
work. 

Thirteen people have been electro-
cuted in Iraq as a result of these kinds 
of things. So I don’t understand the re-
cent order by the Defense Contract 
Management Agency, and announced 
by General Petraeus, that the Pen-
tagon is going to have the same con-
tractor that caused some of these prob-
lems—the contractor that has in a 
number of instances failed to fix faulty 
wiring—do a comprehensive review of 
these problems throughout U.S. mili-
tary installations in Iraq. It makes 
precious little sense to me that would 
be the case. 

This is Larraine McGee. Her son was 
killed as well. Larraine McGee’s son 
was killed while power washing a 
humvee. He was killed not by an enemy 
combatant but power washing a 
humvee vehicle. Again, improper wir-
ing and grounding meant this soldier 
was electrocuted. 

How do these things go unfixed? 
What kind of work is done by contrac-
tors, and who cares about all this? We 
had testimony from Debbie Crawford, 
who was an electrician who worked for 
the contractor in Iraq. She described 
work by people who were not qualified. 
She described KBR supervisors who 
said: Well, this is not the United 
States. There is no OSHA here. 

Mr. Jeffrey Bliss, an electrician for 
KBR, said there was pervasive careless-
ness and disregard for quality elec-
trical work at Kellogg, Brown & Root. 

Again, I say to you that we are told, 
with the news of all of these problems, 
with 13 people, 11 of them soldiers, 
being electrocuted in Iraq because of 
shoddy wiring by contractors, the Pen-
tagon has asked the same contractor to 
go out and review the work. It is near-
ly unbelievable to me. 

Mr. President, there are so many 
problems in Iraq contracting that I am 
going to try to come tomorrow and 
talk about the 17 hearings I have held 
and how much money the American 
taxpayers have been charged for such 
shoddy work. It is not just fleecing the 
American taxpayers, it is also injuring 
American soldiers when we have con-
tractors not doing the job for which 
they were contracted to do. 

Again, this is a photograph of 
Larraine McGee, who is Sergeant Ever-
ett’s mother, and Sergeant Everett, as 
I indicated, was electrocuted as a re-
sult of improper grounding. Ms. McGee 
learned from a newspaper that 10 other 
soldiers were electrocuted in Iraq due 
to faulty electrical grounding and 
faulty wiring. So she came to Congress 
pleading for help, pleading that some-
body do something. She said: 

Anger has now taken over my grief. I plead 
with you to do something to bring an end to 

this unnecessary cause of death to our sol-
diers. They should not have to worry about 
stepping into a shower or using a power 
washer in the safety of an established base. 

As I indicated, the Pentagon ordered 
there be a comprehensive inspection of 
electrical installations at the Army 
bases in Iraq, but it hired the same 
company to do the inspections, the 
same company who had hired two elec-
tricians who came to this Congress to 
say the electrical work was unbeliev-
ably shoddy and done, in some cases, 
by people who didn’t have the foggiest 
idea what they were doing. 

I sent a letter to General Petraeus 
last Friday, signed by Senators CASEY, 
CANTWELL, KLOBUCHAR, and WHITE-
HOUSE, urging him to replace KBR in 
these inspections. The inspections 
should be done by objective, qualified 
electricians. KBR has shown itself to 
be incapable of fixing electrical haz-
ards that had been known for years. It 
is an insult to the memory of these sol-
diers that KBR has now been assigned 
to conduct the inspections. 

There is more to this story. I will, to-
morrow, visit about a wider range of 
these issues. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska is recognized. 
(The remarks of Mr. STEVENS per-

taining to the introduction of S. 3333 
are located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR). The Senator from Ten-
nessee is recognized. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent to enter into 
a colloquy with my Republican col-
leagues for the remaining 30 minutes of 
our time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
if you have been watching television 
lately, you have seen Boone Pickens. 
In the Democratic caucus, you have 
seen Boone Pickens. In the Republican 
caucus, you have seen Boone Pickens. 
Boone Pickens has said a lot of things, 
but the thing he says that I think most 
of us agree with here is that we are in 
the midst of the greatest transfer of 
wealth in our country’s history as we 
pay for foreign oil and that we do not 
need talk, we need action. 

In these next few minutes, what we 
hope to do on the Republican side of 
the aisle is make absolutely clear what 
we are trying to achieve over the week-
end and during this week. 

What we see is that $4 gasoline prices 
are the single biggest problem facing 
our country. What we know is that 
what the people of this country want 
us to do is to take up this issue, give it 
our best ideas, vote on it, and come up 
with a substantial result that increases 
the supply of new energy and reduces 
the demand for energy, which is the 
way you change the price of energy. 
That should be simple enough to do, 
but the fact is that the Democratic 
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leader has had us all tied up in par-
liamentary knots since last Friday. We 
could have been doing this every single 
day since last Friday. 

Just to give an idea of what we have 
in mind, we have a real solution in 
mind: conservation; deep-sea explo-
ration; removing the moratorium on 
oil shale so that, in an environ-
mentally safe way, we can proceed with 
that; Alaskan energy production; clean 
nuclear power; military coal-to-liquid 
transportation fuels; home heating oil 
assistance. That is just the beginning 
of the kind of debate we ought to be 
having. We could have been having it 
since Friday. 

I see my friend from Georgia in the 
Chamber. He has been a leader in nu-
clear power. I ask the Senator from 
Georgia, isn’t clean nuclear power es-
sential to any supply of new American 
energy? 

Mr. ISAKSON. I thank the Senator 
from Tennessee. It absolutely is essen-
tial. The Senator and I share a com-
mon border between the States of 
Georgia and Tennessee, and along that 
border, Tennessee Valley operates. 
They are a big producer of efficient, in-
expensive, reliable electric energy pro-
duced by nuclear power. 

In the United States of America 
today, 19 percent of our electricity is 
generated by nuclear, 81 percent by 
coal, gas, and a sliver by hydro. That 19 
percent that is nuclear does two 
things: No. 1, it is reliable, and No. 2, it 
emits zero carbon. Carbon reduction is 
in the best interests of our climate. It 
is also in the best interests geopoliti-
cally of the United States of America, 
by reducing our dependence on foreign 
imported oil. 

I have offered an amendment to this 
bill, which has been filed, which is a 
new nuclear title, which reenergizes 
the nuclear energy business in the 
United States, which has basically 
been dormant since the mid-1970s while 
other countries around the world have 
embraced nuclear energy as the solu-
tion to their fossil fuel problem in 
terms of energy production and electric 
production. Look at the nation of 
France. Eighty-seven percent of their 
electricity is generated by nuclear. 
They have developed a reprocessing 
MOX facility that reduces their waste 
by 90 percent. So they have almost 
eliminated the waste problem, and 
they almost have total reliability on 
nuclear energy. 

There is no silver bullet in this chal-
lenge of reducing gas prices and reduc-
ing our dependence on foreign oil, but 
there are a lot of bullets we have in our 
arsenal if we are only willing to put 
them in the chamber. Nuclear is one of 
them. 

One of the great things Senator AL-
EXANDER advocated so much is the 
plug-in car that we know is coming. 
You can plug it in at night, recharge it, 
and the next day drive it and use it. At 
night, we are generating a lot of elec-
tric power that goes to waste because 
everybody is asleep and activity is 

slow. If you plug your car in at night, 
you are making good, efficient use of 
the electricity you are generating and 
wasting, and you are reducing totally, 
because you use electricity, depend-
ence on oil. 

I say to the distinguished Senator 
from Tennessee, nuclear energy is a 
piece of the puzzle—and this is a puz-
zle. I happen to know the answer to the 
puzzle. It is all the resources the 
United States has at its disposal to re-
duce its importing of foreign oil, in-
crease our conservation, and 
incentivize production of the energy we 
know we have within our own capacity 
and within our own boundaries. I thank 
the Senator for recognizing nuclear. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen-
ator from Georgia for his leadership on 
nuclear power. If we care about global 
warming in any respect, there is no 
way to deal with that in a generation 
without nuclear power, which is free of 
carbon, free of mercury, free of nitro-
gen, and free of sulfur. It is the best 
way we have to move ahead with that, 
and we should, in this debate, be think-
ing of ways to make it possible for this 
country to be building five or six new 
nuclear plants a year, producing more 
American energy. 

The Senator from Georgia spoke 
about a plug-in electric car. I know 
when I first started speaking of that, 
some of my friends in Tennessee 
thought I had been out in the Sun too 
long. But I found out the Senator from 
Utah was way ahead of me. In fact, an 
important part of the Republican pro-
posal—and I know on the Democratic 
side there are many who agree with 
this—is to make it commonplace in 
America for us to reduce the amount of 
oil we use by using electric cars and 
trucks that plug in. 

As I move to the Senator from Utah, 
I hasten to add—I sat here last night 
listening to the Democratic leader 
characterize the Republican proposal 
as only drilling. I know the Democratic 
leader has a lot of responsibilities, and 
he may not have had time to read our 
proposal carefully. An important part 
of our proposal is to make it common-
place for Americans to drive plug-in 
cars and trucks, thereby reducing the 
amount of oil we use. That is the de-
mand side of the equation. The dif-
ference between us and the Democratic 
leader is we understand that the law of 
supply and demand has both supply and 
demand. 

I wonder if the Senator from Utah 
does not believe that plug-in electric 
cars and trucks are an important way 
to reduce our use of oil? 

Mr. HATCH. I thank my colleague 
and thank him for his leadership in 
this matter. 

Back to the nuclear thing, I drove a 
hydrogen vehicle not too long ago. If 
we had these nuclear powerplants, we 
would have enough hydrogen. We could 
do it. The problem is we only have 9 
million tons and we need 150 million 
tons just to start it. 

But having raised the hybrid and 
plug-in hybrid issue, let me say Ameri-

cans are looking to Congress to address 
our current energy crisis, and we 
should be pursuing every reasonable 
option to reducing our addiction to for-
eign oil. 

The distinguished Senator from Ten-
nessee may be aware that I was the 
sponsor of the CLEAR Act, which was 
signed into law as part of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 and as part of the 
transportation bill which passed the 
same year. 

The CLEAR Act has been providing 
tax credits to consumers who purchase 
alternative fuel and advanced tech-
nology vehicles, including battery elec-
tric and hybrid cars. It has also been 
providing incentives for new alter-
native fuel stations and for the use of 
alternative fuels in vehicles. 

Our transportation sector is 97 per-
cent dependent on oil. I am all for oil. 
We certainly need more of it, but we 
also must find ways to diversify our 
transportation fuels. 

I have heard some argue we must 
promote solar, wind, and geothermal as 
an answer to high gas prices. Well, ob-
viously, cars and trucks don’t run on 
electricity. It is going to take us a lit-
tle while to get there. 

But what if we changed that? 
Why not use plug-ins to apply hydro-

electric, solar, wind, geothermal, and 
nuclear to our transportation sector? 
Talk about adding diversity to our 
transportation fuels. 

Immediately after the CLEAR Act 
was signed into law, I began working 
on legislation to promote plug-in hy-
brid vehicles. It was a bipartisan effort, 
and I received strong and early assist-
ance from Senators MARIA CANTWELL 
and BARACK OBAMA, of all persons. We 
introduced S. 1617, the FREEDOM Act, 
which would provide four strong tax in-
centives promoting plug-in hybrid ve-
hicle purchases, and also the U.S. man-
ufacture of these vehicles and their 
technologies. 

I am pleased that the plug-in hybrid 
idea has remained bipartisan. I know 
that portions of the FREEDOM Act 
have been included in both the Repub-
lican and Democrat energy extenders 
bills. 

I believe we will see the day when the 
electric grid becomes a significant new 
alternative transportation fuel. We 
should keep in mind that our electric 
grid is a domestic resource. You won’t 
see our President flying to the Middle 
East begging the Saudis to send us 
more electrons. We can do it right 
here. 

Electrons are not only domestic, but 
they are much cheaper and much 
cleaner than gasoline. 

Best of all, the United States is well 
positioned to be the world leader in the 
development of plug-in hybrid vehicles. 
We have already seen the California- 
based Tesla Motors plug-in electric ve-
hicle. Raser Technologies based in 
Utah, has developed a very powerful 
and efficient AC induction motor, and 
A123 Systems, based in Massachusetts, 
has developed a very advanced lithium 
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ion battery that has been configured 
specifically for electric-drive vehicles. 

Also, General Motors will soon offer 
a plug-in hybrid Saturn vehicle, and 
that will be followed by the plug-in hy-
brid Volt. The Volt will be one of the 
most exciting vehicle innovations of 
our lifetimes. It will allow the average 
commuter to drive to work and back 
without using one drop of oil. Our 
friends on the other side will be de-
lighted. The problem is we cannot do it 
right now. We have to have something 
to power our trucks, planes, trains, and 
cars. The volt will run entirely on elec-
tricity for up to 40 miles. For longer 
trips that exceed the range of the bat-
tery, the vehicle will switch into a very 
efficient hybrid vehicle. The U.S. is 
truly on the cutting-edge of technology 
in developing commercial, electron 
powered vehicles. 

Mr. President, I am aware that my 
good friend Senator ALEXANDER has 
also shown a great deal of leadership in 
promoting plug-in hybrids. And I would 
ask him if it isn’t true that our Nation 
is in position to lead the world on the 
potential of shifting some of our trans-
portation needs over to the electric 
grid? Perhaps we are not quite willing 
to lead it because it takes time to get 
that accomplished? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen-
ator from Utah for his leadership. Be-
fore I answer his question, I wish to 
emphasize our point here. What we are 
hoping to do is to show that, on the Re-
publican side—and we believe there are 
many Democrats who feel this way 
too—we believe the solution to high 
gasoline prices is finding more Amer-
ican energy and using less. We are will-
ing to do both. The Democratic leader 
is not willing to find more, for some 
reason. 

But on Senator HATCH’s point, the 
most promising opportunity I believe 
for using less oil in the near term is 
the plug-in hybrid car and truck by a 
confluence of two things: One is all the 
car companies you talked about who 
are about to produce the car. I can add 
to that Nissan, at the dedication of its 
new North American headquarters in 
Nashville this week, announced it in-
tends to market a plug-in pure electric 
vehicle that will go 100 miles with a 
charge in 2010 for fleets and for individ-
uals in 2012. 

One may say: Well, where are you 
going to get all this electricity? We 
have plenty of electricity at night. In 
our region in Tennessee, the Tennessee 
Valley Authority has the equivalent of 
seven or eight nuclear powerplants of 
unused electricity at night, which 
could be used for plug-in cars and 
trucks. 

So I think there will be a great many 
people in Tennessee and in Utah and 
across this country who very quickly 
will be plugging in at night in a wall 
socket and filling up, so to speak, for a 
dollar or two, instead of filing up for 
$80 at the gasoline pump. 

Mr. HATCH. Can I mention to my 
colleague this little company, Raser 

Technologies in Utah, now has devel-
oped an electric motor, not very large, 
that has more thrust, more—I do not 
know what to call it, but more actual 
energy than the gas combustion en-
gines. 

They are about to put one of those 
motors on a pickup truck that will get, 
according to them, around 120 miles 
per gallon of gas. We can get there, but 
it is going to take us a number of years 
to get there. 

In the immediate future, we have to 
find more oil so we quit sending $700 
billion or more every year—and that is 
going to go up every year—overseas 
that does not do us very much good. 
Because that is all gone once it is gone. 
We should keep that money here so we 
can do all the things we need to do for 
the American people. 

I cannot, for the life of me, under-
stand why the other side will not get 
together with us and help us to put all 
these elements together and recognize 
it is going to take oil to get us over the 
next few years to where these wonder-
ful things can explode. They are do-
able. We can do them now, except we 
cannot manufacture them fast enough 
or get the manufacturing lines up in a 
short period of time. 

But if we can, it will be amazing. I 
remember when I got into the hybrid 
car business in the CLEAR Act. We 
found that hybrid cars could be driven 
on HOV–2 lanes during the rush hour. 
Automatically, they sold out. We knew 
just on that one little incentive, so we 
put incentives in to develop hybrid cars 
in the CLEAR Act, we have them in 
the Freedom Act as well, plus incen-
tives for all kinds of other things. 
Frankly, they have worked amazingly 
well. But in the interim time, we are 
going to have to have oil. I hope we can 
find more and use less through these 
other mechanisms. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I see the majority 
leader, who I think has some remarks 
to make. We would be glad to suspend 
the colloquy if he would like to do that 
now. 

CAPITOL POLICE OFFICERS JOHN GIBSON AND 
JACOB CHESTNUT 

Mr. REID. Madam President, some 
may know that when I attended George 
Washington Law School many years 
ago, I worked full time on the swing— 
or night shift—as a Capitol police offi-
cer. 

My service as a Capitol policeman 
was not one where I did anything cou-
rageous or notable. 

But even then, before the heightened 
awareness to threat we have today, we 
police officers knew if the call came to 
sacrifice to protect this U.S. Capitol, 
our jobs meant answering the call. 

Ten years ago, two officers did just 
that. 

Special Agent John Gibson and Offi-
cer Jacob Chestnut were stationed near 
the east entrance on the House side, 
mere steps from where we stand. 

When a gunman attempted to bypass 
metal detectors, Officer Chestnut an-
swered the call of duty and blocked his 
path. 

The gunman shot Officer Chestnut 
point blank. 

Hearing shots, Special Agent Gibson 
also answered the call of duty. 

He warned nearby staffers to seek 
cover and confronted the attacker. 
They exchanged fire. 

Despite valiant efforts to keep both 
heroes alive, including efforts by my 
predecessor, Senator Frist, Special 
Agent Gibson and Officer Chestnut died 
from their wounds. 

I knew Agent Gibson. During a con-
gressional retreat to Virginia, he came 
to care for my wife when she became ill 
during the night. I remember how he 
ran to her side. I will never forget how 
kind and gentle he was with her. 

I knew Officer Chestnut only by face 
and in shared greetings whenever we 
passed each other. 

But I do know he was a veteran of the 
Vietnam war, had given 18 years of 
service to the Capitol Police, and 
heartbreakingly, was just months away 
from a hard-earned retirement. 

We are honored to have Agent Gib-
son’s wife Lyn and their children, 
Kristen, Jack, and Danny; Officer 
Chestnut’s wife Wen-Ling and their 
children, Will and Karen; and their 
many cherished friends and family. 

We hope that it has been some com-
fort to you—the ones they loved most— 
to know that in the 10 years since that 
terrible day, some measure of you bur-
den has come to rest upon all of our 
shoulders. 

So today we plant a tree in the name 
and memory of John Gibson and Jacob 
Chestnut. 

The tree is small now, but every day 
it will grow taller, stronger, and broad-
er. Its roots will grasp ever deeper for 
the American soil that lies below, the 
American soil that both men defended 
so heroically. 

As this tree takes root and grows and 
flourishes, it will remind us always of 
these two brave men. 

And though it will shed its leaves in 
the fall, it will always bloom when 
spring arrives again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
I thank the majority leader for his 
comments. The Republican Leader 
would want me to say, he speaks for all 
of us in expressing the respect for the 
families of the two fallen men and our 
appreciation to the service of all the 
Capitol police officers today. We will 
have an opportunity, within a few min-
utes, to honor the fallen men. 

Mr. HATCH was saying, the Senator 
from Utah, we have impressive ways to 
use less oil. But we also have impor-
tant ways to find more oil. One of 
those ways would be to use technology 
to turn coal into aviation fuel; a prov-
en technology which is available, 
which in the past has had some chal-
lenges, but there are some new tech-
niques. One of the Senators who is a 
leading advocate of coal-to-liquid tech-
nology understands it well, the Senator 
from Wyoming. I ask the Senator from 
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Wyoming: Would it not be important 
for our national security to at least 
take steps toward turning coal into liq-
uid aviation fuel? 

Mr. BARRASSO. Most certainly it 
would be very important to turn that 
coal into liquid fuel for aviation. If you 
take a look at this morning’s Politico, 
an issue of the Pentagon, the Depart-
ment of Defense is the Nation’s biggest 
oil consumer, burning 395,000 barrels 
per day, about as much as the country 
of Greece. 

The Air Force’s thirsty planes burn 
more than half the fuel supplied for the 
entire U.S. military. It did receive $1.5 
billion in new relief from Congress for 
fuel and still has $400 million left to go. 

When you look at that and say: What 
else could we do to help lower that 
cost, not just for the consumer who 
fills their tank at home but also for 
your military, it is converting coal to 
liquid. The technology is there. People 
ask: Is there enough coal and how 
would you do it? 

There is an incredibly abundant sup-
ply of coal in this Nation. To me, coal 
is the most available, affordable, reli-
able, and secure source of energy we 
have in this Nation. Wyoming is the 
No. 1 coal producer in the United 
States. There is enough coal in Wyo-
ming alone to help our Nation for cen-
turies, for hundreds of years. Coal is 
there and the technology is there. 

Right now under the law, the mili-
tary is not allowed to make a contract 
long term to put that coal into liquid. 
But the technology is there. We have 
an exciting company in Wyoming, near 
Medicine Bow, building a plant to do 
this, to convert the coal to liquid. But 
it is not only Wyoming 

As the Presiding Officer knows, and 
the Senator from Tennessee knows, 
there is coal all around the United 
States—coal in West Virginia, coal in 
Kentucky, coal in Pennsylvania, coal 
in Illinois, coal in Wyoming, coal in 
Montana. Everyplace we need energy 
we have coal. 

Some folks are saying: What about 
the carbon dioxide? But the technology 
is there to get the carbon dioxide, to 
sequester it, and actually to use it for 
more oil development. 

You take an old burned-out oil well 
where there is not a lot of oil coming 
out. There is a way to inject the carbon 
dioxide and get out more oil. So it is 
not only good because you can use the 
coal for the liquids, you can also use 
this carbon dioxide to get even more 
oil. By that, you are certainly finding 
more, with something we have here. 

To me, this is so much about becom-
ing, as a nation, energy self-sufficient. 
The only way we can do that is to rely 
on American sources of energy. We are 
sending hundreds of millions of dollars 
overseas to people who are not our 
friends—hundreds of billions of dollars. 

This is America’s treasure going 
overseas. Why? Because we are not en-
ergy self-sufficient. But with all the 
coal resources we have all across this 
country, and the technology, we can 

today start converting the coal to liq-
uids to be used for aviation, to be used 
for our military. The No. 1 user is our 
military in terms of the largest user of 
our energy. 

It seems to me, to the Senator from 
Tennessee, that when we have this dis-
cussion—and I hear Senator ISAKSON 
talking about nuclear, finding more en-
ergy that way, I hear Senator HATCH 
talking about the cars and using less 
energy that way—this is one more way 
in this whole portfolio of different 
ways to use energy as we find more and 
use less. 

Because the American people are 
going to continue to use all the energy, 
we need all the sources of energy. That 
is the way we can keep down the price 
at the pump for people all across our 
country. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen-
ator from Wyoming for his leadership. 
As he speaks, it reminds me of how 
much I wish, instead of our being in a 
parliamentary position where all we 
can do is talk, the Democratic leader 
would put us in a parliamentary posi-
tion where we can act. I mean, we are 
prepared to act. We have offered an 
amendment that has a series of sugges-
tions about how to find more American 
energy and use less. 

We may not be right in every case. 
But I believe the American people ex-
pect us, expect us to take up these 
issues and debate them and use them, 
whether it is plug-in electric cars, to 
use less oil, or, for example, I see the 
Senator from Alaska is here, whether 
it is using more of Alaskan energy. 

Every time we talk about more 
American energy, we must think about 
Alaska because so much energy is 
there. I wonder if the Senator would 
not agree, that there is not one way, 
but a whole series of ways we might 
change the law to improve our coun-
try’s security, improve our supply of 
oil and gas by using Alaskan energy? 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Madam President, 
I am pleased to respond to the question 
from the senior Senator from Ten-
nessee. 

Alaska is blessed in its abundance of 
resources, whether it be oil or natural 
gas, coal, to the timber, to the fish-
eries, we are absolutely blessed. When 
it comes to those fossilized fuels, the 
abundance is extraordinary. 

Oftentimes people think we are mak-
ing up the numbers because they are as 
substantial as they are. We have the 
potential in the State of Alaska right 
now, between our onshore assets and 
our known offshore reserves, when it 
comes to oil, of an additional 65 billion 
barrels of oil coming from the State of 
Alaska. 

There is 390 trillion cubic feet of nat-
ural gas from the onshore reserves and, 
from what we know, from the offshore. 
Yesterday there were new numbers re-
leased from the USGS on the potential 
for oil and gas in the Arctic region. 
This was a survey of the entire Arctic, 
not only Alaska’s resources. Of those 
resources, they indicated, in terms of 

oil, it is about 90 billion barrels coming 
out of the Arctic. Of that 90, a full 
third would be in the area in the wa-
ters off of the State of Alaska, so about 
30 billion barrels of oil in terms of re-
source there. What we are talking 
about, in terms of the potential for 
Alaska to contribute in a meaningful 
manner with increased production, is 
nothing short of dramatic. When we 
talk about ANWR specifically—and 
there has been great debate about 
whether we should open ANWR—keep 
in mind, we are not allowed to explore. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. If I may let the 
Senator know, we have about 3 min-
utes remaining and I need 1 of those to 
make a unanimous consent request. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I could go on all 
day talking about Alaska’s resources. 
What I wish to leave Members with is 
the knowledge that as a mean esti-
mate, we are looking at 10.6 billion bar-
rels of oil out of ANWR. This is not in-
significant. We have been providing 
about close to 20 percent of the Na-
tion’s oil for the past 30 years from 
Prudhoe Bay. We would like the oppor-
tunity to continue. We know we have 
the resource. We have the opportunity. 
We have the technology, the smarts, 
the know-how to make it happen and 
do it right while protecting the envi-
ronment. 

I thank the Senator for his questions 
and recognizing that Alaska has a 
great deal to offer us as a nation when 
it comes to energy independence. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
our hope today is to show the Senate 
that we are ready for full debate on 
finding more American energy and 
using less. That is what we should be 
doing. We have our proposals and 
would welcome debate and amendment 
on others. 

I now ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate consider the pending energy 
speculation measure in the following 
manner: that the bill be subject to en-
ergy-related amendments only; pro-
vided further, that the amendments be 
considered in an alternating manner 
between the two sides of the aisle; I 
further ask consent that the bill re-
main the pending business to the exclu-
sion of all other business, other than 
privileged matters or items that are 
agreed to jointly by the two leaders; I 
further ask consent that the first seven 
amendments to be offered on this side 
of the aisle by the Republican leader or 
his designee be the following: Outer 
Continental Shelf exploration plus con-
servation; oil shale plus conservation; 
Alaska energy production plus con-
servation; the Gas Price Reduction 
Act, which includes plug-in electric 
cars and trucks; clean nuclear energy; 
coal-to-liquid fuel plus conservation; 
and an amendment involving LIHEAP. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LEVIN. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 

is there time remaining? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 

no remaining time. 
The Senator from Michigan. 
Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, yes-

terday the minority leader suggested 
an analysis of the staff of my Perma-
nent Subcommittee on Investigations 
ran counter to the legislation which 
has been offered by the majority lead-
er, the Stop Excessive Energy Specula-
tion Act. In particular, the minority 
leader cited a statement in the staff 
analysis that ‘‘there is no credible evi-
dence that simply amending the [Com-
modity Exchange Act] to regulate en-
ergy commodities as if they were agri-
cultural commodities will lead to lower 
energy prices.’’ 

The minority leader was in error. 
The energy speculation act offered by 
the majority leader does not ‘‘regulate 
energy commodities as if they were ag-
ricultural commodities.’’ The proposal 
to do that was offered by a law pro-
fessor at the University of Maryland 
but is not contained in the majority 
leader’s bill. Rather, the energy specu-
lation act, which the majority leader 
did introduce and which is before us, 
contains a number of other broader 
measures aimed at controlling and lim-
iting excessive speculation in the en-
ergy markets. 

First, the energy speculation act 
would close the London loophole so 
that traders in the United States would 
no longer be able to avoid limits on 
speculation that apply to trading on 
U.S. exchanges by routing their trades 
on to foreign exchanges through a U.S.- 
located trading terminal or computer. 
The energy speculation act would also 
close what is often called the ‘‘swaps 
loophole’’ so that traders in the United 
States would not be able to avoid over-
sight and Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission authority by trading in 
over-the-counter markets because it 
would require the CFTC to be provided 
with the information about large 
trades, and it authorizes the CFTC, if 
appropriate, to order traders to reduce 
their holdings in the over-the-counter 
market in order to prevent excessive 
speculation or price manipulation. 

The bill would also give the CFTC 
more resources to oversee the energy 
markets in that it would require the 
CFTC to obtain and publish better data 
on speculative trading in the futures 
markets. 

Finally, the findings and rec-
ommendations of the subcommittee 
staff reports on energy prices give 
strong support to the core premise of 
the energy speculation act, that specu-
lation has played a significant role in 
high energy prices. 

In June 2006, the PSI issued a report, 
‘‘The Role of Market Speculation in 
Rising Oil and Gas Prices: A Need to 
Put a Cop on the Beat,’’ finding that 
the traditional forces of supply and de-
mand didn’t account for sustained 
price increases and price volatility in 
the oil and gasoline markets. The re-
port concluded that in 2006, a growing 
number of trades of contracts for fu-

ture delivery of oil occurred without 
regulatory oversight and found that 
market speculation had contributed to 
rising oil and gasoline prices, perhaps 
accounting for $20 out of a then-priced 
$70 barrel of oil, in other words; specu-
lation contributed from 25 percent to 30 
percent of the prices. 

So the work and reports of the Per-
manent Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions provides solid support for the leg-
islation offered by the majority leader. 
The subcommittee’s work dem-
onstrates the significant role played by 
speculation in high energy prices and 
the need to adopt measures to control 
that speculation. 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE TO HONOR 
OFFICER CHESTNUT AND DETEC-
TIVE GIBSON 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 
under a previous order, at 3:40, we will 
observe a moment of silence. At the 
conclusion of that moment of silence, 
Members are encouraged to exit the 
Chamber and proceed to the tree plant-
ing on the east front of the Capitol. 
Staff from the Sergeant at Arms office 
will be at the door exiting the Chamber 
near the Republican cloakroom to di-
rect Members. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-

sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Under the previous order, the Senate 
will now observe a moment of silence 
in memory of Detective John Gibson 
and Officer Jacob Chestnut who lost 
their lives on July 24, 1998. 

(Moment of silence.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, July 

24 always brings a sense of sadness to 
the Capitol and a sense of gratitude. 
We feel sadness over the loss of Officer 
J.J. Chestnut and Detective John Gib-
son who died 10 years ago today on 
their posts doing jobs they loved in 
this great American building. We also 
feel a deep sense of gratitude to Officer 
Chestnut and Detective Gibson for 
their service and sacrifice and to the 
men and women of the U.S. Capitol Po-
lice Department who continue to stand 
guard every day to protect this Capitol 
and all who work and visit here. Be-
cause of their dedication and profes-
sionalism, the doors of the people’s 
House have remained open, as they 
should be, and our Nation owes them a 
debt of gratitude. 

Officer Jacob Joseph Chestnut— 
‘‘J.J.’’ to all his friends—and Detective 
John Michael Gibson were good men, 
good police officers, husbands and fa-
thers, who both gave 18 years of distin-

guished service to the U.S. Capitol Po-
lice department. 

For J.J. Chestnut, this was a second 
career, after 20 years in the Air Force, 
including two tours in Vietnam. 

He greeted everyone—Congress Mem-
bers and visitors—with the same warm 
smile. He treated everyone with dig-
nity. After he died, we learned that he 
used to take clothes to a political ac-
tivist, whom many called ‘‘homeless,’’ 
who kept a daily vigil near the door 
where Officer Chestnut was posted— 
just feet from where he died. He loved 
his work, his friends, his vegetable gar-
den—and most of all, his family. 

John Gibson was a transplanted New 
Englander who loved hockey, the Bos-
ton Bruins, the Red Sox and, most of 
all, his wife and their three teenage 
children. 

They died at their posts in the Cap-
itol, at the hands of a deranged man 
with a gun and a history of serious 
mental illness. 

They lie today with other American 
heroes in Arlington National Ceme-
tery. 

Their deaths have left an indelible 
mark on those of us who work in this 
great symbol of our democracy. 

Just now, as we observed a moment 
of silence in this chamber, the Speaker 
of the House and the majority and mi-
nority leaders of both the House and 
Senate—Democrats and Republicans— 
observed a moment of silence at the 
Memorial Door of the Capitol. 

The leaders will lay a wreath at the 
bronze plaque that bears the names and 
likenesses of Officer Chestnut and De-
tective Gibson. 

Then, together, they will walk out-
side and help plant a tree on the 
grounds of the U.S. Capitol to honor 
these two fallen heroes. It is a Valley 
Forge American Elm—a strong, sturdy, 
quintessentially American tree. In the 
years to come, it will grow tall and 
shelter visitors from the sun, just as 
J.J. Chestnut and John Gibson shel-
tered visitors from harm. 

In addition to their plaque and their 
new tree, there are other, more per-
sonal reminders of Officer Chestnut 
and Detective Gibson in this Capitol. 

When John Gibson died, a woman 
who had taught both of his son’s in 
grade school wrote the boys a letter in 
which she said their father had died a 
brave man and his legacy would always 
be a part of them. Jack and Danny 
were teenagers then. 

Today, Danny Gibson works for the 
Senate Sergeant at Arms. 

Officer Jack Gibson is 2-year veteran 
of the U.S. Capitol Police Department. 

Officer Chestnut’s son-in-law, Officer 
Jason Culpepper, is also a U.S. Capitol 
Police officer. 

That says a great deal about the 
dedication of these two families to pub-
lic service and safety. 

To these fine men—to Wendy Chest-
nut and Lyn Gibson, and all of the 
Chestnut and Gibson children and fam-
ily members, and to their friends and 
colleagues—we offer our condolences 
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and respect on this sad 10-year mile-
stone. 

Madam President, so Members may 
join in the planting of the tree on the 
Capitol grounds, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

WARM IN WINTER AND COOL IN 
SUMMER ACT—MOTION TO PRO-
CEED—Continued 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, all 
of us recognize there are very strong 
differences of opinion in Congress 
about how to resolve the major energy 
crisis facing working families through-
out our country. I have my views on 
this issue, and other Members have dif-
ferent points of view, and that is the 
way it is. 

I am happy to report, however, that 
there is an increasing unanimity of un-
derstanding around one very important 
fact regarding this energy crisis; that 
is, if we do not dramatically increase 
funding for the highly successful Low- 
Income Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram, usually known as LIHEAP, sen-
ior citizens on fixed incomes, the dis-
abled, and working families with chil-
dren are in serious danger of either 
freezing to death this coming winter or 
perhaps dying of heat stroke this sum-
mer because they are unable to pay 
their home energy bills. We cannot 
allow that to happen. 

I am happy to announce, in a 
tripartisan effort, that more and more 
Senators understand that reality and 
are prepared to work together to pro-
tect our citizens. S. 3186, the Warm in 
Winter and Cool in Summer Act, the 
LIHEAP legislation that I recently in-
troduced, now has 53 cosponsors—53 co-
sponsors—38 Democrats, 13 Repub-
licans, and 2 Independents. I thank all 
of those cosponsors for their support. I 
am absolutely confident that as soon 
as this bill gets on the Senate floor, 
not only do we have the 50 votes, I am 
quite confident we are going to have 60 
votes and perhaps more. 

I also thank majority leader HARRY 
REID for filing a cloture motion last 
night on the motion to proceed to this 
very important legislation. Senator 
REID understands, as I think most of us 
do, that it is absolutely essential for 
the health and well-being of millions of 
our citizens that this bill be passed, 
and passed as soon as possible. My hope 
is that after passage in the Senate, we 
can get it over to the House before the 
August break and see it pass in that 
body as well. That may be overly opti-
mistic, but that is what I would like to 
see. 

Let me say a few words about why 
this bill needs to be passed. 

At a time when home energy bills are 
soaring, this legislation would nearly 
double the funding for LIHEAP in fis-
cal year 2008, taking it from a little 
more than $2.5 billion to $5.1 billion—a 
total increase of $2.53 billion. This is, 
in fact, what Congress has authorized 
for LIHEAP. 

Let me say a few words about why we 
need to significantly increase funding 
for LIHEAP. 

In 2007, 5.8 million Americans—pri-
marily senior citizens, working fami-
lies with kids, and people with disabil-
ities—utilized this program. These are 
the most vulnerable people in our 
country. Unfortunately, these 5.8 mil-
lion Americans are only 16 percent—16 
percent—of the people who are eligible 
for the program. The vast majority of 
the people who are eligible cannot get 
into the program because we lack the 
funds to help them. Madam President, 
94 percent of the participants in the 
LIHEAP program were elderly, dis-
abled, or had a child in the family 
under 18. 

From fiscal year 2003 to fiscal year 
2008, the cost of the average heating oil 
bill has increased by over 93 percent— 
almost doubled. The estimated in-
crease in an average natural gas bill 
during that same period has gone up by 
about 50 percent. Unfortunately, 
LIHEAP funding has lagged far behind 
these outrageously high increases in 
energy costs. In fact, we are spending 
23 percent less on LIHEAP today than 
we did 2 years ago, and after adjusting 
for inflation, we spent more on 
LIHEAP 20 years ago than we are 
spending right now. 

Let’s be very clear. What we are talk-
ing about now is a life-and-death situa-
tion. Many people do not understand 
this, but more people have died in our 
country from the extreme heat and ex-
treme cold since 1998 than all natural 
disasters in this country combined, in-
cluding floods, fires, hurricanes, and 
tornadoes. 

According to the Centers for Disease 
Control, over 1,000 Americans from 
across the country died from hypo-
thermia in their own homes just be-
tween 1999 and 2002. Those are the lat-
est figures we have available. In other 
words, they froze to death because they 
could not afford to adequately heat 
their homes. How many of these deaths 
were preventable? All of them were, ac-
cording to the CDC. We will probably 
not know for several years how many 
Americans died last winter because 
they could not afford to heat their 
homes, but clearly one death is too 
many. 

I understand this country is strug-
gling with an emergency situation in 
terms of flooding in the Midwest and 
wildfires in California, but there is an-
other emergency which must be dealt 
with now while we also deal with those 
emergencies. 

At a time when the costs of home 
heating fuels and electricity are soar-
ing and when the economy is in de-
cline, millions of Americans are find-

ing it harder and harder to stay warm 
in the winter or stay cool in the sum-
mer. 

In my State of Vermont and through-
out New England and the Northeast, 
people are extremely worried that they 
will not have enough money to afford 
the price of heating oil next winter. A 
newspaper in my State, the Stowe Re-
porter, recently editorialized that the 
lack of affordable heating oil could 
turn into New England’s version of 
Hurricane Katrina next winter. We 
cannot allow that to happen. 

I want all of my colleagues to under-
stand that the home energy crisis that 
is being faced throughout the northern 
part of our country is something that 
is very imminent and is something 
that people are very concerned about. 
But this program, LIHEAP, is not just 
a program for cold-weather States; it is 
also a program for hot-weather States 
so that the elderly, the sick, and the 
frail in hot-weather States can afford 
to pay soaring electric bills to provide 
the air-conditioning they need. In 
other words, this program is not just a 
life-and-death program for the north-
ern tier of our country; it is vitally im-
portant for the South and Southwest 
and for people who are struggling to 
pay for the skyrocketing price of elec-
tricity which has tripled in some parts 
of the country. What we are concerned 
about there is that if you are 90 years 
of age and you are sick and you cannot 
afford skyrocketing electric bills and 
your electricity gets turned off, you 
are in serious trouble. 

According to the National Energy 
Assistance Directors’ Association, a 
recordbreaking 15.6 million American 
families, or nearly 15 percent of all 
households, are at least 30 days over-
due in paying their utility bills. This is 
a crisis situation and a situation in 
which LIHEAP can be of significant 
help. 

To demonstrate how important 
LIHEAP is right now for Southern 
States dealing with a major heat wave, 
let me give you a few examples of what 
I am referring to. This is hard to be-
lieve, but it is true. Over the past dec-
ade, the last 10 years, more than 400 
people have died of heat exposure in 
the State of Arizona, including 31 in 
July of 2005 alone. All of these deaths 
could have been prevented if the people 
affected had air-conditioning. Without 
increased support from the Federal 
Government, Arizona will be out of 
LIHEAP funding before the end of this 
month. 

Let me quote from a letter I received 
on July 15—last week—from Phil Gor-
don, the mayor of Phoenix, AZ. This is 
what he writes: 

I am writing to express my support for the 
Warm in Winter and Cool in Summer Act. 
Currently Arizona can only provide assist-
ance to 6 percent— 

Six percent— 
of eligible LIHEAP households. . . . To make 
matters worse, Phoenix continues to experi-
ence extreme heat. In the past month alone, 
we have had 15 days with temperatures at or 
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above 110 degrees. This extreme heat is espe-
cially hard on the very young, the elderly 
and disabled who are on fixed incomes and 
can no longer afford to cool their homes. . . . 
Arizona Public Service— 

That is the electric company there— 
reported that there was a 36% increase in the 
number of households having difficulty in 
paying utility bills and an increase of 11,000 
families being disconnected compared to a 
year ago. 

Imagine not having electricity, and 
day after day the temperature is 110 de-
grees. And imagine if you are 90 years 
of age. Imagine if you are sick. 

Rising energy and housing costs are plac-
ing enormous strains on low-income house-
holds across Arizona. 

So writes Mayor Phil Gordon of 
Phoenix, AZ. 

Madam President, it is not just Ari-
zona. Due to a lack of LIHEAP funding, 
the State of Texas only provides air- 
conditioning assistance to about 4 per-
cent of those who qualify. 

Let me quote from a letter I received 
on July 15 from Shawnee Bayer from 
the Community Action Committee in 
Victoria, TX. She writes: 

The temperatures in our area have been 100 
to 110 degrees for 16 consecutive days. I fear 
it is going to be very tragic at the current 
pace we are going with so little LIHEAP 
funding available. . . . There are so many 
who need our assistance, like the elderly 
lady in her 80’s who recently almost died due 
to kidney failure; now she doesn’t want to 
use her air conditioner because she is afraid 
she won’t be able to pay the bill. . . . 

That should not be taking place here 
in the United States of America. This 
is in Victoria, TX. 

I received an e-mail from DeAndra 
Baker from the Community Action 
Agency in Giddings, TX, who writes: 

We have a gentleman who is 78 years old 
and on a fixed income of $770.00 a month. . . . 
Due to the extremely high temperatures he 
is unable to afford to keep his home cool. His 
doctor provided a statement that he must 
have his air conditioner turned on at a min-
imum of 80 degrees to avoid congestive heart 
failure and he is not even able to afford that 
much. Sadly, he will not continue to run his 
A/C or fans and will be at serious risk unless 
LIHEAP funding is increased soon. 

That is what is going on in the State 
of Texas. 

Without additional support from the 
Federal Government, the State of 
Georgia will not be able to offer any 
LIHEAP assistance whatsoever to its 
residents this summer. Currently, 
Georgia has a waiting list of 28,000 peo-
ple hoping to receive some relief from 
the hot weather this summer. 

Let me quote from a letter I received 
from the executive director of the 
Community Action Agency in Gaines-
ville, GA, Janice Riley. She writes: 

One family that came in after we ran out 
of LIHEAP funds was the Jones family. . . . 
Mr. Jones, came to our office requesting as-
sistance with his electric bill. He has a wife 
and five children. . . . They got behind with 
all their bills when he was injured on the job 
six months ago. . . . Their daughter is para-
lyzed from the neck down from a fall she had 
at six months of age. I wish we could help 
them. Another participant that did not re-
ceive LIHEAP funds and is now facing dis-

connection or homelessness is Ms. O’Brien, a 
33 year old, single parent with 5 children be-
tween the ages of 7–16, and a newborn grand-
child which she has taken in. . . . Her power 
was turned off last week because she was un-
able to pay it. . . . Her need for assistance is 
based on the high costs of living, not from 
her lack of work ethic and heroic efforts to 
maintain her household. 

In addition, unless this legislation is 
signed into law soon, the State of Ken-
tucky will not be able to keep any of 
its residents cool this summer through 
the LIHEAP program. 

According to the executive director 
of the Community Action Agency in 
Kentucky, Kip Bowmar: 

February of 2008 marked the first time in 
the program’s history that all 120 Counties 
in Kentucky ran out of LIHEAP funds forc-
ing us to close our doors as fuel prices were 
soaring and people needed help. 

In Florida, Hilda Frazier, the State 
director of the LIHEAP program, has 
estimated they will serve 26,000 fewer 
households this year because of the re-
duction of available LIHEAP funding 
and the rising cost of energy. 

Moving on to California, Joan 
Graham, the deputy director of the 
Community Action Agency in Sac-
ramento, CA, recently wrote that: 

Every day we are turning away at least 50 
families who qualify for LIHEAP because we 
lack resources. Energy bills have increased 
30 percent over last year, yet our funding has 
not increased. In 2006, there were 29 heat-re-
lated deaths in Sacramento County. One sen-
ior who passed away due to extreme heat was 
afraid to turn on his air-conditioner because 
he knew he would be unable to pay the elec-
tric bill. We know there are more like him 
out there at present. 

Why is LIHEAP so important in the 
South in the summertime? From 1999 
to 2003, over 3,400 deaths in this coun-
try were due to excessive heat. All of 
these deaths were preventable, and air- 
conditioning is the best way to prevent 
those deaths, according to CDC. 

I relate the problems associated with 
high heat and lack of LIHEAP funding 
not because that is necessarily an issue 
in my State. In our State of Vermont, 
in the northern tier of this country, 
the fear obviously is that when winter 
comes and weather becomes 20 below 
zero, we are going to have many fami-
lies who are going to go cold. Some 
may freeze, some may be forced to va-
cate their homes and move in with 
other relatives and friends. That is 
what our fear is. Again, this is not just 
a fear of northern States, this is a con-
cern that impacts every State in this 
country, whether you are in the North 
or whether you are in the South. It is 
imperative that we move on this issue 
and it is imperative that we move as 
quickly as possible. 

So once again, I am delighted that in 
the midst of all of the differences of 
opinion we are hearing on energy pol-
icy in general, there has been a coming 
together around the issue of LIHEAP. 
We now have 52 cosponsors, including 
13 Republicans. When this bill comes to 
the floor—and it will come to the floor 
soon; we are going to pass it—I am 
quite confident we are going to get at 

least 60 votes, if we need that, and 
maybe a lot more than that. My hope 
is that we move it on to the House to 
get it passed there as soon as possible 
and we get this desperately needed 
funding out into the States. This is an 
issue we are making some progress on 
and I look forward to the support of all 
of my colleagues. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Hampshire is recog-
nized. 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, I 
wish to pick up on what the Senator 
from Vermont is saying because I feel 
very strongly that we do need to move 
forward with additional funding for 
LIHEAP, the Low-Income Energy As-
sistance Program. In fact, I have of-
fered an amendment to this—or I have 
filed it. I haven’t offered it, because no 
amendments have been allowed by the 
majority party, but I have filed an 
amendment to the Energy bill, which is 
the logical place that we should put 
the LIHEAP language, which would do 
three things. It would double the 
amount of funding for low-income en-
ergy assistance, increasing it by $2.5 
billion, which is the essence of the bill 
of the Senator from Vermont, which is 
exactly what we need to take care of 
the increased prices for energy accord-
ing to the Energy Office in New Hamp-
shire. 

Secondly, it would add $25 million to 
the weatherization program. I think 
weatherization makes a lot of sense be-
cause it takes homes which lose a lot 
of their energy through lack of ade-
quate windows or adequate insulation 
and helps those homes, especially low- 
income individuals. Further, it does 
something else which is important. 
LIHEAP is directed to low-income peo-
ple, but middle-income families today, 
with the cost of energy doubling and 
tripling, have a serious problem. Folks 
who are working for a living but are 
still on a fairly tight budget or a fixed 
income are going to get hit hard this 
winter when their energy bills double 
and triple. So this bill sets up a tax 
credit dealing with the first $1,000 for 
an individual who is purchasing energy 
at fairly moderate income levels, so it 
doesn’t benefit high-income individ-
uals, and allows people, to the extent 
they buy oil to heat their home, to 
take that tax credit to assist them in 
the effort of reducing the cost of that 
oil. 

All of this is paid for. My bill is en-
tirely paid for. I think that is also a 
critical element because what we are 
talking about here is buying a 
consumable product for today—oil to 
heat your home—and then, unfortu-
nately, if you don’t pay for it, you are 
passing the bill for that oil on to our 
children and our grandchildren by add-
ing to the debt of the United States, 
and that is not fair. Our children and 
our grandchildren are going to have 
their own tough time heating their 
homes; they don’t need to have the 
debt that is included in paying for that 
program. 
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So my bill is entirely paid for by 

eliminating a tax—what I consider to 
be an inappropriate tax break for basi-
cally large, integrated oil companies 
known as section 199. This tax break 
was not directed at those companies 
originally when it was passed—and it 
should be—but it is being taken advan-
tage of, and it is certainly not needed 
when oil is selling at $120 or $130 a bar-
rel, and the incentives to produce oil 
are significant enough by the cost of 
the marketplace. 

I feel very strongly—and I think this 
is an important point to make—that 
we need to have a comprehensive ap-
proach relative to people who are going 
to be impacted this winter, and it 
needs to be a paid-for approach, and 
that is why I made this suggestion. 

I also feel strongly that if the major-
ity leader calls up the bill which he 
filed, which is the bill from Senator 
SANDERS, in an attempt basically to 
take down the Energy bill so that we 
are not going to debate it any longer, 
that is not the right approach. Because 
the real way you get to the issue of en-
ergy and the cost of energy for low-in-
come people in New Hampshire this 
winter—or for moderate income people 
in New Hampshire this winter—is to re-
duce the overall cost of energy, to 
bring the price of energy down. How do 
you do that? You produce more and 
you consume less. 

We on our side of the aisle have a se-
ries of ideas as to how you should 
produce more. Use the oil that is in the 
Outer Continental Shelf, drill in the 
Outer Continental Shelf. Use shale oil. 
We have 2 trillion barrels of shale oil 
sitting there—more reserves than in all 
of Saudi Arabia and many of the Mid-
dle Eastern countries combined. Use 
those resources. Bring them on the 
market. Take away the impediments 
which we as a Congress—the Demo-
cratic Congress specifically—have put 
in the way of using Outer Continental 
Shelf oil. 

There is language which has passed 
this Congress which was put in by the 
Democratic Congress that says you 
can’t drill in the Outer Continental 
Shelf. There is language which says 
you can’t use oil shale from Wyoming, 
Colorado, and Utah—this huge reserve 
of energy. That language should be re-
moved so that those sources of oil can 
be used. 

Once you show the world we are will-
ing to bring on line as a nation addi-
tional production from our resources, 
that will reduce the price of energy, be-
cause these prices which we are seeing 
today are speculative prices based on 
what they expect to occur in the fu-
ture, and they expect demand to go up, 
but supply to stay stable—to not go up. 
Well, if we prove we are willing to 
bring more supply on line, and we are 
willing to use other sources such as nu-
clear power to reduce our reliance on 
oil, that will cause these prices to 
come down. That is the most signifi-
cant thing we can do. If we could bring 
the price of a barrel of oil down to $100, 

even, that would dramatically take 
pressure off of people buying home 
heating oil this winter in New Hamp-
shire. 

So this bill we are debating right 
now, this energy bill, has to be com-
pleted before we move on to Senator 
SANDERS’ bill. In the debate of this bill, 
we should take up the LIHEAP amend-
ment which will be offered, I suspect, 
from our side of the aisle—probably by 
Senator SUNUNU or myself. At the same 
time, we should take up these other 
ideas of expanding the use of our re-
serves as a nation on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf, in the shale oil reserves, 
using nuclear power. 

We should be expanding these re-
serves. Why? Because that will cause 
the price of oil to come down. In addi-
tion, the secondary benefit of this, of 
course, is that we won’t be buying en-
ergy from people who don’t like us. We 
won’t be buying as much energy from 
Venezuela if we are producing Amer-
ican oil. We won’t be buying energy 
from Iran if we are producing more 
American oil. 

So clearly this is what we should do. 
We should produce more and we should 
consume less. At the same time, we 
should be promoting—and there will be 
an amendment from our side of the 
aisle on this bill—promoting the use of 
electric cars and development of elec-
tric batteries, promoting more con-
servation ideas, promoting more re-
newable ideas. These are initiatives 
which need to be pursued. More impor-
tantly, they need to be discussed and a 
genuine bill needs to come out of this 
Congress. A bill such as the majority 
leader has presented—or the Demo-
cratic side has presented—which deals 
only with one small sliver of the prob-
lem, which is the potential for specula-
tion, does nothing to increase supply 
and it does nothing to increase con-
servation, the two things we need to do 
in order to get the price of oil down. 

The simple fact is this bill should be 
available and open to amendment. In 
an attempt by the majority leader to 
basically sidetrack this bill, to throw 
it in the ditch, so we can’t go forward 
with amendments which deal with ad-
dressing drilling on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf, which deal with bringing 
on more shale oil, which deal with nu-
clear power, which deal with more con-
servation—I am not going to vote for 
something that tries to accomplish 
that. I am going to vote to try to make 
sure we come out of this debate with a 
comprehensive policy, something that 
drives this country toward creating 
more supply that is American-created 
while at the same time using less. 

Madam President, how much time do 
I have remaining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has used 8 minutes and there is 22 
minutes left. 

Mr. GREGG. I believe I have 10 min-
utes. If the Chair would advise me 
when I have completed 10 minutes, I 
would appreciate it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I will do 
that. 

HOUSING 
Mr. GREGG. On another topic, we are 

going to take up tomorrow hopefully 
the housing bill. This is an extraor-
dinarily important piece of legislation. 
It is a big leap for those of us who are 
fiscal conservatives to say the Govern-
ment should step into this arena as ag-
gressively as this bill suggests we do 
but, unfortunately, it is a necessary 
step. It accomplishes two things which 
are absolutely critical in the present 
context of our economy. 

Today there are a lot of people losing 
their homes through foreclosure as a 
result of taking part in what was 
known as the subprime lending process 
and having their ARMs reset, their 
mortgage rates reset. This bill sets up 
a process where people who live in 
their primary residence who have the 
wherewithal, the ability, to pay a rea-
sonable mortgage can restructure that 
mortgage so they can afford it and so 
they don’t lose their home, and so 
there isn’t a foreclosure. That is very 
important. It is important not only to 
those individuals, but it is important 
to the marketplace to start some activ-
ity in the marketplace in the area of 
mortgage lending and home sales. 

Secondly, and equally important, 
this bill addresses the fundamental 
strength of our financial institutions. 
We have some financial institutions in 
this country which are a bit unstable— 
unstable. We need to make sure they 
are stable. Why? Because these institu-
tions, such as Freddie Mac and Fannie 
Mae, are essentially at the center of 
the strength, whether we like it or not, 
of our banking industry. We need to set 
up a process so the marketplace knows 
these institutions, specifically Freddie 
Mac and Fannie Mae, are going to sur-
vive and are going to be stable and are 
going to be able to have the capital and 
the wherewithal to continue to lend 
and to continue to have the market, to 
turn over mortgages so you can have 
liquidity in the lending markets. This 
is critical. 

Some will argue it may be expensive. 
My argument is if we don’t take this 
step, we know it will be expensive. We 
know from the FDIC—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has used 10 minutes. 

Mr. GREGG. Insurance that we will 
incur—as a result of bank failures that 
we will be paying a massive price. So 
although I don’t like the idea from a 
concept as a matter of practice, this is 
something we are simply going to have 
to do in order to assure the fiscal sol-
vency and resilience of our credit mar-
kets. 

Madam President, I appreciate the 
courtesy of the Chair and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama is recognized. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 
thank Senator GREGG for his insights 
on housing and other matters. With re-
gard to the potential LIHEAP legisla-
tion, I respect the fact that he desires 
it to be paid for and for it not to be one 
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more addition to the public debt. How-
ever, as a Senator who has believed for 
the last 12 years I have been here that 
this Nation needed to produce more oil 
and gas at home, I have been frustrated 
so often by my colleagues—frequently 
from the Northeast, I have to say—who 
have opposed oil production offshore, 
have opposed oil production in Alaska, 
have opposed coal to liquid, have op-
posed shale oil production and other 
avenues of production. The junior Sen-
ator from Vermont, my colleague on 
the Energy Committee, declared that 
we needed more geothermal, we needed 
more wind and solar, we needed renew-
able energy forms, which I certainly 
support in every way possible. 

Yet it is odd to me that those very 
same persons now walk blithely into 
the Senate and want the taxpayers of 
America to subsidize the Northeast so 
they can buy more dirty fuel oil to 
heat their homes with—the people who 
objected to the production of oil and 
gas year after year. I have to say that. 
I know people in the Northeast are 
hurting. People all over the country 
are hurting. The little county where I 
grew up in Alabama, according to the 
New York Times and a national survey, 
found that they spend a larger percent-
age of their income on gasoline than 
any other county in America because 
incomes are low in the rural areas and 
they have to drive a long distance to 
work. Those were the primary factors 
cited. That makes sense to me. Are we 
going to subsidize people in Wilcox 
County? Who gets subsidized? 

What we need, without any doubt, 
colleagues, is an energy policy that 
will bring down these prices. We need 
an energy policy that makes sense— 
not subsidizing the dirtiest oil of all, 
burning heating oil in individual 
homes. We ought to be thinking about 
things that could actually work, such 
as cleaner natural gas, making those 
pipelines available throughout the 
country, instead of blocking every at-
tempt to expand a pipeline. Or maybe 
we could expand nuclear power in the 
Northeast and other places in the coun-
try so more of our homes could be con-
verted to clean electricity, produced by 
nuclear power, which produces not one 
drop of global warming gases or atmos-
pheric pollution. 

I have to say I am disappointed that 
the majority leader has decided he did 
not have time—I believe those were his 
words—to deal with energy. Therefore, 
he filled the tree, using a parliamen-
tary procedure that means we would go 
home a week earlier than we expected 
to go home and not stay in session next 
week and talk about energy and the 
things the American people care about. 
They care about energy and the econ-
omy. The economy is adversely af-
fected by high energy costs. That is 
what we need to be doing right now. 

I think this idea, that the majority 
leader can fill the tree and control the 
amendments so we are not able to 
enter into a debate about how to con-
front the energy crisis this Nation is 

experiencing, is a very extraordinary 
departure from our classical history. 

In 2005 and 2006, we had an energy de-
bate and passed an important energy 
bill. The Republicans had the majority 
at that time. I believe there were 15 
days of debate, 20 or 30 amendments 
were offered, and many more were ac-
cepted without a full vote. 

Then, last year, the Democratic ma-
jority allowed an energy debate that 
improved our CAFÉ standards, and it 
passed overwhelmingly. I voted for 
that. I think it was 10 full days of de-
bate and many votes were cast on 
amendments. At this time, quite a 
number of amendments were accepted. 

Why would we not do that now when 
we are facing an even more severe cri-
sis? That is my question. So I note to 
my colleagues that energy prices are 
having a very real impact on the lives 
of our constituents. 

According to AAA, the average price 
of regular unleaded gasoline was $4.03 
this morning. As a result, the typical 
American family, with two cars, is pay-
ing approximately—we have calculated 
this out, according to average miles 
driven—paying $1,260 more this year 
for the same number of gallons of gaso-
line they were purchasing last year. 
That amounts to a $105-per-month in-
crease in expenditures for each family. 
Remember, people have paid taxes, 
they have had Social Security with-
held, they have paid their insurance, 
their house payment, and all their 
basic expenses. You only have a certain 
amount of money. The American peo-
ple are unhappy because they are pay-
ing an extra $105 per month for the 
same amount of gasoline they were 
purchasing before. When they realize 
that a big reason for that is because of 
a systematic action by Congress to 
block production of clean American en-
ergy, I think they are going to be un-
happy with us. In fact, they are already 
unhappy with us. The popularity of 
Congress is at an alltime low. I think, 
on this energy question, we deserve the 
criticism. I have to say I have pro-
moted more production for years. I 
have warned against this problem. 

As a result of our policies, we are 
now importing over 60 percent of our 
fuel. That amounts to $500 billion to 
$700 billion in American wealth which 
has been transferred out of this coun-
try to foreign nations. They are using 
it like Venezuela is right now, with 
Chavez in Russia closing a $2 billion 
arms deal. He is basically doing that 
with our money, with the high price of 
oil. He is off shopping to buy weapons 
and—hopefully, he will not—possibly 
use them to destabilize South America, 
since he sees himself as following in 
the steps of Fidel Castro, his hero. 
That is not a good thing. 

I have offered legislation that would 
open an area in the Gulf of Mexico on 
Alabama’s side of the Alabama-Florida 
line, called the stovepipe, that has 
large amounts of oil and gas in it. It is 
in shallower water, so the wells can be 
drilled in a fashion that they can sit on 

the bottom. With the deep drilling we 
are doing today, you have to have a 
ship. The waters are so deep, they can-
not anchor the ship. It has to sit in 
place by GPS and have propellers all 
around it to hold it steady, so it 
doesn’t move, and the drilling can go 
on. This would be much cheaper and 
much quicker to bring onboard. 

I have offered legislation that would 
require the Department of Energy to 
examine the subsidies and incentives 
we have created and to see which ones 
are working. This legislation would 
also have the Department of Energy 
work on a recommendation of how to 
utilize our subsidies, incentives, and 
prohibitions in a way that effectively 
maximizes our energy capacity in this 
country, making us less dependent 
upon foreign oil. 

I believe strongly we need more effi-
ciency. We need to use less energy. We 
need to have a breakthrough. I believe 
we will. In my home State, I believe we 
are going to see, within the next few 
months, a breakthrough on the conver-
sion of cellulose to biodiesel or eth-
anol, and that could be a big help to us. 
It will certainly be more productive 
than that ethanol we are getting from 
corn today. 

I see my colleague, the distinguished 
Senator from Arizona. I wish to say 
more, but I will conclude by saying 
that I believe we need to act. Our sol-
diers in Iraq work 7 days a week, 12- to 
15-hour days. Their lives are at risk. 
The majority leader said we don’t have 
time, that we need to recess a week 
earlier than we projected, and we can-
not possibly spend more time during 
August—we need to be home on re-
cess—dealing with the No. 1 issue fac-
ing the American people in this coun-
try. 

I believe that is the wrong policy. I 
think we need to say so. I believe there 
are large numbers of Democratic Mem-
bers of this Congress who will support 
more production that is safe and care-
fully done, that will help us deal with 
the crisis we are facing, but we cannot 
make progress, unless we are able to 
vote and debate. That is being denied 
at this time. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona is recognized. 
Mr. KYL. Madam President, I asso-

ciate myself with the remarks of my 
colleague from Alabama a moment 
ago. I will speak to the reliance of the 
United States on other countries 
around the world for too much of our 
petroleum and natural gas supplies and 
what that does to the United States to 
make us dependent, to cost us more 
money, to reduce our flexibility and 
actions around the world, and also the 
point that every time they want to rat-
tle their sabers to create instability in 
the world, what that does to the mar-
kets is to reflect that instability in 
higher prices. So these very countries 
that we would like not to make so 
much money off their oil supplies, if 
they want to make more, all they have 
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to do is create a little trouble in the 
world, and it raises the price because 
the markets go higher for a while. I 
will talk about that in a moment. 

I have reflected on a comment a 
friend of mine made some time ago. I 
don’t mean disrespect to my friends on 
the other side. But he said: You know, 
Democrats have three approaches to 
every problem: Taxation, litigation, 
and regulation. 

Sometimes we like to laugh about 
that because it is, unfortunately, too 
true. But I thought how does this apply 
to energy. Sure enough, it does. They, 
of course, tried taxation and failed, 
trying to raise taxes on oil companies, 
under the notion it would never be re-
flected in consumer prices we pay. But 
that is exactly what would happen. 
They tried litigation against OPEC. 
There is no way you can sue the OPEC 
countries. We ought to produce more of 
what we have, not tell them they have 
to produce more. They are pretty 
strained, in terms of where they are in 
production right now, in any event, 
and we are not, as the King of Saudi 
Arabia reminded President Bush not 
too long ago. 

Then, the third thing has to do with 
regulation. It is the bill that is pending 
before us right now. This is the Demo-
cratic approach: Let’s regulate the peo-
ple who buy and sell the contracts for 
oil and natural gas and the like. Of 
course, we already have regulators—it 
is called the CFTC—and today we have 
some news that demonstrates that this 
body is doing its job and can do its job. 
To the extent that there is illegal ma-
nipulation in the market, the CFTC 
can stop it. They announced that, after 
a year of investigation, they had 
stopped a company that was allegedly 
illegally manipulating the market, and 
they are going to take legal action 
against them. The Department of Jus-
tice may be looking at it from a crimi-
nal aspect, as well. 

Both Democrats and Republicans 
have agreed that one of the things we 
need to do is ensure that the CFTC has 
all the money it needs and the per-
sonnel it needs to continue to do the 
job we have given it to do, to make 
sure people are not abusing the proc-
ess. That is the good part of regulation. 
The bad part would be to begin defin-
ing—as the Democratic legislation 
does—who good traders are and who 
bad traders are and not let the bad 
traders trade—something that was de-
bunked yesterday in an interagency 
study concluded by the CFTC, which 
concluded that speculation wasn’t the 
problem; that the reason for the price 
increases at the pump is the law of sup-
ply and demand—not enough supply for 
the demand that exists out there. 

Today, another diversion was cre-
ated. I wish to reiterate this. It in-
volves a friend of mine, my colleague, 
JOHN MCCAIN. He was grossly mis-
quoted this morning by Senator REID 
and others, who have tried to suggest 
he is not for offshore drilling. I think 
everybody knows JOHN MCCAIN sup-

ports more offshore drilling. As a mat-
ter of fact, on this chart, I will quote 
one of many things I could refer to 
from his Web site. I have a great deal 
of information in which he makes it 
clear he is for more offshore produc-
tion. 

Among other things, in June, he said 
this: 

Opponents of domestic production cling to 
their position, even as the price of foreign oil 
has doubled, and doubled again . . . every 
year, we are sending hundreds of billions of 
dollars out of the country for oil imports, 
much of it from OPEC, while trillions of dol-
lars of oil reserves in America go unused. 

He has also said the current Federal 
moratorium on drilling on the Outer 
Continental Shelf stands in the way of 
energy exploration and production. 
JOHN MCCAIN believes it is time for the 
Federal Government to lift these re-
strictions and put our own reserves to 
use, and on and on. 

He obviously supports offshore pro-
duction. So why did some of my col-
leagues take a quotation of his, leave 
part of it out, and try to create the im-
pression that he did not support it and 
he did not think it would do any good? 
He was responding to a question earlier 
about whether more of this offshore 
production would produce immediate 
results. All he did was to tell the truth. 
Here is what he said: 

I don’t see an immediate relief, but I do see 
that exploitation of existing reserves, that 
may exist, and that—in view of many ex-
perts—that do exist off our coasts, is also a 
way that we need to provide relief, even 
though it may take some years. The fact 
that we are exploiting those reserves would 
have a psychological impact that I think is 
beneficial. 

I totally agree with him. My col-
leagues read this to suggest that he be-
lieves offshore production would have 
no benefit except a psychological ben-
efit. As we can see, that is not what he 
said. But his point is also valid—‘‘is 
also a way we need to provide relief,’’ 
it will provide a psychological boost to 
the markets just as, in fact, President 
Bush’s lifting of the moratorium a 
week or so ago on some offshore drill-
ing caused prices to drop. Many ana-
lysts believe the drop of about $25 per 
barrel was much because of the Presi-
dent’s announcement and the fact that 
Congress was taking up this subject 
with the idea that perhaps we would 
actually get something done. 

What the speculators are doing is 
simply placing a bet into the future 
that there is either going to be enough 
oil to meet demand or there is not. If 
there is not, then they are betting the 
price will go up. 

What Senator MCCAIN is saying is the 
mere fact we would pass legislation 
saying we are going to produce more 
oil offshore would immediately have 
the impact on the markets to bring the 
prices down because they would know 
in the future we would have enough 
supply to meet our demands. JOHN 
MCCAIN was exactly correct on this, 
and I think it serves no purpose to mis-
quote him and suggest otherwise. 

I also note that in the House of Rep-
resentatives today, legislation was de-
feated, as it was last week, by the 
Democratic majority there that is very 
similar to, if not identical to, legisla-
tion that was introduced by Democrats 
in the Senate. 

For example, last week the House of 
Representatives defeated a provision 
that says where leases have been let to 
oil producers, if they do not drill on 
those leases after a period of time, then 
the leases come back to the Federal 
Government. 

As you probably know, that is al-
ready the law. The bottom line is you 
get primarily 10-year leases. Some are 
shorter. You cannot obviously imme-
diately go out and drill on every one of 
several hundred thousand acres, but 
what you do is try to figure out where 
it is most likely you are going to get 
oil and you start drilling there first 
and keep going until you drill in all the 
areas where you think there is poten-
tial. It is obviously not going to be on 
every acre. Whatever you haven’t done 
in 10 years goes back to the Govern-
ment. That bill failed because it is al-
ready law. 

Today another bill failed that is to 
drain the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 
This is our national security reserve of 
oil, in case of an emergency, for our 
military primarily. We need reserve so 
the tanks can drive, planes can fly, and 
the ships can sail. You don’t want to 
reduce that to affect very briefly the 
price of gas in the country. They would 
reduce it by 10 percent. What would 
that do in terms of the oil supply in 
the country? It would reduce the oil 
supply by 31⁄2 days—31⁄2 days. If it drove 
the prices down at all, which I doubt 
would happen, it would be very tem-
porary because everybody would know 
it is not a permanent solution. So it is 
no wonder that failed in the House. 
Again, to the extent that is part of the 
Democratic bill, it is obviously not a 
solution to the problem. 

I mentioned I would talk briefly 
about what Senator SESSIONS was talk-
ing about, and that is the unintended 
consequences of not producing our own 
energy, even though we have it in our 
country, and relying on other countries 
to do it instead. 

More than 60 percent of every dollar 
spent at the pump—I filled up my tank 
last week, and it cost me over $70, and 
my tank wasn’t even empty when I 
filled it. More than 60 cents out of 
every dollar I paid went to a foreign 
country. We could keep that money in 
the United States if we produced our 
own energy. 

I conclude by saying we can do our-
selves a whole lot of good to take ad-
vantage of the resources that exist 
right here in the United States of 
America, reduce the cost of gasoline at 
the pump, and ensure our future energy 
security. 

I hope during the course of the next 
several days we will have an oppor-
tunity to do that as we debate this im-
portant legislation. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington is recognized. 
Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 

came to the floor yesterday to talk 
about how our Nation must move for-
ward on a new energy future and ex-
plain how even if we drilled off all our 
coastlines it would still meet only 1 
percent of our future oil needs. Instead 
we should be moving toward a renew-
able energy future and new energy 
technologies that could actually re-
duce our dependence on foreign oil by 
over half. 

But today I come to the floor to talk 
about the proper policing of oil mar-
kets because we are in a crisis that is 
literally bankrupting families and 
businesses and even threatening entire 
industries. 

Now, I don’t often agree with Presi-
dent George Bush, but I have to say in 
his latest economic analysis, I actually 
agree with him, because I think it ex-
plains part of the reason why we are in 
a crisis today. 

That is right, the President said that 
‘‘Wall Street got drunk.’’ That is right, 
the President acknowledged that some-
thing was wrong with Wall Street and 
that ‘‘Wall Street got drunk.’’ 

Now, I don’t know if the President 
meant to say that publically, but it got 
captured on the Internet. I don’t know 
if he plans to keep saying that or all 
the intentions he has about trying to 
sober up Wall Street. But I know elabo-
rating on the President’s point, White 
House press secretary Dana Perino ex-
plained: 

Well, you know, I actually haven’t spoken 
to him about this, but I imagine what he 
meant, as I have heard him describe it before 
in both public and private, was that Wall 
Street let themselves get carried away and 
that they did not understand the risks that 
the newfangled financial instruments would 
pose to markets. 

That is what she said. 
I don’t know why the Bush adminis-

tration and the regulatory team that 
they put in place wasn’t doing some-
thing about this situation. We do know 
the administration supported deregula-
tion of the financial markets. 

And to me, the issue is that while 
Wall Street was getting drunk, it’s 
really America and the American mid-
dle class that is feeling the hangover. 

Today the Federal Reserve is strug-
gling to contain what is almost one of 
the most severe credit crises since the 
Great Depression, and American fami-
lies and businesses are paying dearly 
for the poor decisions and inactions of 
this administration. 

During the past decade, the financial 
economy seems to have repeated some 
of the excesses our country has gone 
through before. So I wonder when we 
are going to learn the lessons of his-
tory and make sure that we in Con-
gress do our job and that regulatory 
agencies do theirs. 

In many ways, today’s situation is a 
repeat of the 1920s when too much bor-
rowing to underwrite too many specu-
lative bets using too much of other 

people’s money set up an the entire 
economy up for a crash. 

Well, in 1999, Congress repealed key 
parts of the Glass-Steagall Act of 1933. 
It allowed banks to operate any kind of 
financial businesses they desired. And 
it set up a situation where they had 
multiple conflicts of interest. And sev-
eral economists and analysts have 
cited the repeal of this Act as contrib-
uting to the 2007 subprime mortgage 
crisis. In fact, Robert Kuttner, co-
founder and co-editor of the American 
Prospect magazine wrote in September 
2007: 

Hedge funds, private equity companies, and 
the subprime mortgage industries have two 
big things in common. First, each represents 
financial middlemen unproductively extract-
ing wealth from the real economy. Second, 
each exploits loopholes in what remains a fi-
nancial regulation. 

Then, in 2000 we also deregulated a 
new and volatile financial derivative 
that is at the heart of today’s housing 
credit crisis—credit default swaps. As 
White House press secretary Dana 
Perino would describe it, these new-
fangled financial instruments that 
posed a risk to the market actually 
grew into a $62 trillion industry. 

And Warren Buffett has called these 
credit-swaps financial weapons of mass 
destruction. So the proliferation of 
these newfangled financial instruments 
has resulted in huge profits and losses 
without any physical goods changing 
hands. 

So now, I come to the floor asking 
my colleagues when are we going to 
learn the lessons of the past? When are 
we going to realize that the the 1929 
stock market crash has the same root 
cause as the recent housing bubble? 
Both were financed by dangerously, 
highly leveraged borrowing, and after 
the crash many banks failed causing a 
ripple effect that devastated our Na-
tion’s economy. Well, after the 1929 
crash, Congress stepped up and changed 
the banking laws to eliminate some of 
the abuses that had led to the crash. 

That is right, only after the crisis did 
Congress act. What I want to know is 
whether we are going to learn that 
vital lesson and legislate consumer 
protections in advance, or only after a 
bubble bursts. 

The savings and loan crisis of the 
1980s and 1990s when 747 savings and 
loan associations went under provides 
a similar lesson. Like before, much of 
the mess can be traced back to deregu-
lation of the savings and loans which 
gave them many of the capabilities of 
banks, but failed to bring them under 
the same regulations as banks. Con-
gress eliminated regulations designed 
to prevent lending excesses and mini-
mize failures. 

Deregulation allowed lending in a 
distant loan markets on the promise of 
higher returns, and it also allowed as-
sociations to participate in speculative 
construction activities with builders 
and developers who had little or no fi-
nancial stake in the projects. 

The ultimate cost of this crisis is es-
timated to have totaled around $160 

billion, with U.S. taxpayers bailing out 
the institutions to the tune of $125 bil-
lion. This, of course, added to our def-
icit of the early 1990s. 

So I ask my colleagues: When are we 
going to learn this lesson? 

As George Soros wrote in his book 
documenting the credit crisis: 

At the end of World War II, the financial 
industry—banks, brokers, other financial in-
stitutions—played a very different role in 
the economy than they do today. Banks and 
markets were strictly regulated . . . 

Unfortunately, today’s banking and 
credit crisis teaches us we have failed 
again to learn the hard lessons. We 
have failed to see that oversight and 
transparency are always critical, and 
when Congress makes reforms, they 
cannot disregard these important fun-
damentals. 

The only encouraging news I have 
seen lately is that Treasury Secretary 
Paulson is now working to increase 
regulation over investment banks, 
hedge funds, and other financial insti-
tutions. 

I could go on and on for my col-
leagues on my own personal experience 
with the western energy crisis that 
happened in electricity in 2000 and 2001. 
We saw that during the electricity de-
regulation experience which started in 
the mid 1990s, people argued that elec-
tricity was just another commodity. 
But it is really a very vital element to 
our economy. Many experts cautioned 
that electricity was too vital a part of 
our economy and way of life to let 
these markets go without the trans-
parency and oversight that is essential. 

We all know the rest of the story. We 
saw that deregulation set the table for 
some of Enron’s spectacular manipula-
tion schemes of 2000 and 2001 among 
other bad actors, which all told caused 
more than $35 billion in economic loss 
and over 589,000 jobs were lost because 
of this crisis. 

Again, only after the crisis was over, 
Congress stepped in and gave the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission 
and now the FTC more regulatory au-
thority on energy markets. But again, 
Congress is doing its job after the fact. 

So I ask my colleagues: When are we 
going to learn? When are we going to 
quit deregulating these critical mar-
kets without much thought to the 
transparency and oversight that is 
critical for markets to operate and 
function correctly? When are we going 
to learn that when we give Wall Street 
an inch, as the President says, Wall 
Street gets drunk? 

We are here today. We are here today 
to talk about the oil futures market 
and hopefully enact some meaningful 
legislation. But the real reason we are 
here is that we deregulated the energy 
futures market in 2000, which helped 
spark today’s price bubble that is driv-
ing our markets to no longer be based 
on supply-and-demand fundamentals. 
In one fell swoop, this deregulation did 
a number of things that enabled to-
day’s perfect storm to brew. 

We let newfangled financial instru-
ments—called credit default swaps—go 
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unregulated and made it too easy to 
use bad debt to finance home mort-
gages. We also let newfangled crude oil 
trading—called energy swaps—go un-
regulated and essentially allow Wall 
Street to trade without any trans-
parency. And we allowed electronic 
trading of energy commodities to 
emerge as a new form of trading. In a 
nutshell, we let Wall Street rewrite the 
rule book for all the traditional ex-
changes, like as NYMEX and the Chi-
cago Merc, which were previously sub-
ject to considerable CFTC oversight. 

The consequences of allowing these 
energy speculators to move into this 
market, as my colleagues on the floor 
have said, in spades, shows it is similar 
to a casino game, instead of playing in 
the legitimate trading market. And the 
consequences are the American people 
paying hand over fist for our lack of 
regulatory oversight. 

Why are we talking about the futures 
market? Because it should be a key 
price discovery method to establish the 
true price based on supply and demand. 
As the Government Accountability Of-
fice has said: 

The prices for energy commodities in the 
futures and in the spot or physical markets 
are closely linked because they are influ-
enced by the same market fundamentals in 
the long run. 

That is right, the prices for the en-
ergy commodities in the futures and in 
the spot or physical markets are close-
ly linked because they are influenced 
by the same market fundamentals in 
the long run. So why is that so impor-
tant? Well, it is important because the 
facts are clear: Speculation, and exces-
sive speculation, have driven up oil 
prices over 100 percent in a year, and 
energy market experts are telling us 
the price should be more like $60 a bar-
rel. 

So people are questioning why the fu-
tures market is so high, driving the 
price people pay at the pump today. 
Well, as Ed Wallace, with the Dallas 
Star Telegram, said: 

Record high prices without record low oil 
inventories, analysts saying that so much 
money flows into the oil commodities that it 
gives the impression of shortages, when in 
fact no shortage exists. 

So that is to say that when you have 
record-high prices without the record- 
low inventories, and I note we haven’t 
had a supply disruption, so much 
money flows into the oil commodities 
it gives the impression of a shortage 
when, in fact, a shortage doesn’t actu-
ally exist. 

Now, I learned this phenomenon the 
hard way because that’s how Enron 
manipulated the electricity markets 
coming up with various names for 
these various schemes—Darth Vader, 
Get Shorty—where Enron created the 
perception in the futures market that 
there was somehow not enough supply 
and then went in the physical market 
and signed people up for contracts at 
exorbitant rates. Thank God, through 
the hard work of people in my office, a 
little utility in Washington state actu-

ally recovered a tape of a trader talk-
ing to one of the individuals from 
Enron doing a contract and actually 
saying on the phone: No, this isn’t true 
about the future price, but go ahead 
and tell your buyer it is so they will 
sign this contract. 

So now we are seeing the same thing 
happening again. To quote again from 
the Dallas Star Telegram, in an article 
called ‘‘ICE ICE BABY’’: 

Investors know that if they invest huge 
amounts in the commodities futures, they 
can create a shortage on paper, driving 
prices up just like an actual shortage. 

That is right, investors know they 
can invest huge amounts in commod-
ities futures and they can create a 
shortage on paper and drive up the 
price just like an actual shortage. So, 
yes, we are concerned. 

In fact, that article goes on further, 
speaking about the Intercontinental 
Exchange, better known as ICE—that 
this ICE platform has been a big prob-
lem because we have allowed it to oper-
ate in the dark without the same regu-
lator oversight as other exchanges. Ed 
Wallace is also quoted in that article 
as saying: 

What kept traders from cornering the mar-
ket in the past where the government’s anti- 
manipulation rules. 

He is talking about what kept bad ac-
tors in check in the past, but once we 
deregulated in 2000, they didn’t have 
the same tools in place to keep the ma-
nipulation from happening. So we are 
here today, on the floor now, talking 
about whether we are going to move 
ahead on a speculation bill to deal with 
this problem. 

Compounding this problem is that we 
have a CFTC and an administration 
that is watching out more for Wall 
Street than for Main Street. It is up to 
us to make sure we are going to pass 
legislation that puts transparency and 
tough rules in place to make sure the 
markets work for consumers and that 
both the future price and physical price 
of oil today are truly based on supply 
and demand. 

Americans may be surprised to learn 
that our oil futures markets were fur-
ther deregulated—besides this 2000 Act. 
I am talking about a CFTC decision 
made by staff behind closed doors who 
decided to take no action against a 
London-based trading exchange that 
actually trades U.S. oil products. As 
my colleague from Maryland likes to 
call it, the London loophole. It is like 
driving on a U.S. highway but only ap-
plying the same speed limits as the 
German Autobahn. 

It is abundantly clear to me that the 
CFTC is doing everything it can to con-
tinue to operate this way without 
thinking about its job, which is to pro-
tect the American consumers from oil 
price manipulation. So that’s why I am 
making no secret of the fact that I am 
holding up the renomination of CFTC 
commissioners. And I am holding up 
new appointments to the CFTC until 
Congress gets to the bottom of this and 
we can get Commissioners who are 
going to enforce the law on the books. 

Hardworking Americans are counting 
on us and are suffering in this crisis. 
Congress is their last resort as an over-
sight agency to make sure there are 
functioning markets and not the ma-
nipulation of supply based on the fact 
that we have created dark markets 
without proper oversight. But don’t 
just listen to me on this subject about 
the CFTC. Listen to what other people 
have said about our CFTC, our Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission. 
Others have been critical as well. In 
fact, William Engdahl, who is an expert 
and an author on oil markets, wrote in 
May of this year: 

The CFTC seems to have deliberately 
walked away from their mandated oversight 
responsibilities in the world’s most impor-
tant traded commodity—oil. 

So there is one expert who doesn’t 
think the CFTC is doing its job. An-
other expert, Steven Briese, who is a 
futures market analyst and author of 
the ‘‘Commitments of Traders Bible,’’ 
which is a futures market trade publi-
cation, wrote in May of this year as 
well: 

Congress has provided the CFTC the power 
to control this unlimited speculation—the 
law is very specific about establishing posi-
tion limits. The problem is they have abdi-
cated this role. 

He is talking about the ‘‘behind the 
closed door’’ situation where the CFTC 
said: We are not going to enforce the 
laws we have on the books. 

We have heard from other people, 
Mark Cooper, of the Consumer Federa-
tion of America, recently testifying be-
fore Congress, because the Consumer 
Federation of America focuses on pro-
tecting consumers. He had something 
to say about the CFTC’s poor perform-
ance. In fact, he said the CFTC’s poor 
performance is ‘‘the regulatory equiva-
lent to FEMA’s response to Hurricane 
Katrina.’’ 

What he is basically saying is they 
dropped the ball, at least at the begin-
ning of this crisis, and have not re-
sponded. 

So there are other people who have 
said things, like the trucking industry. 
They have a big stake in making sure 
the markets function properly. They 
say: ‘‘There’s oversight that’s lacking 
or not taking place—so the private 
market is taking advantage of that.’’ 

So, Madam President, I am not the 
only person. I know The Washington 
Post has also talked about this. They 
said, in an article: ‘‘The CFTC has ex-
empted these firms from rules that 
limit speculative buying, a prerogative 
traditionally reserved for airlines and 
trucking companies that needed to 
lock in future fuel costs.’’ 

So it is clear the CFTC has abdicated 
its authority and responsibility. It has 
abdicated its authority and responsi-
bility, and we have been trying to 
clean this up and to push forward on 
important efforts in this regard. 

Madam President, I would like at 
this time to reference for the record a 
document prepared by Professor Mi-
chael Greenberger that responds to in-
formation from the Senate Permanent 
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Subcommittee on Investigations. I 
know the SPI staff analysis of Pro-
fessor Greenberger’s recent testimony 
before Congress on this topic has been 
discussed on the floor, and I would like 
to make my colleagues aware of his re-
buttal to that PSI staff report. 

Now, I am sure many of my col-
leagues probably didn’t realize I was 
going to come and talk so much about 
the history of Congress deregulating 
markets, the crises that have ensued— 
billions of dollars paid by taxpayers— 
and Congress finally coming in and 
doing its job and making sure over-
sight agencies are performing their 
proper role and responsibility. But I 
thought it was important context so 
that we do not repeat the same mis-
takes. 

Some of my colleagues today talked 
about the CFTC’s recent investigation 
that uncovered oil market manipula-
tion, which underscores the point. The 
CFTC could only take action against 
traders that are using exchanges regu-
lated under their purview. What we 
need to ask is: what are we going to do 
about the dark markets, the markets 
that operate within the United States 
with U.S.-traded products that have 
been given an exemption and loophole 
in oil futures that we are not regu-
lating and are probably also causing 
the problem? We want to know what 
they are doing about that. 

So what is the American consumer 
saying about this? I know my col-
leagues have been saying a lot about 
Americans and what their preferences 
are. But it is clear to me that the 
American public wants us to act. In 
fact, 80 percent of the American public 
believes that oil commodities specula-
tion and manipulation of the oil mar-
kets are taking place. That is right. 
They want Congress to act. Eighty per-
cent of Americans polled said they be-
lieve oil commodities speculators are 
manipulating the price of oil. So Amer-
icans are very concerned. 

Two-thirds of Americans believe we 
should pass legislation that creates 
new regulations governing all oil spec-
ulators. They want us to put back in 
place the rules we had before we threw 
them out in 2000. So two-thirds of 
Americans polled believe we should 
pass legislation that creates the nec-
essary regulations, and that is what we 
need to be doing today. 

I wish to make sure I am clear to my 
colleagues. We have done a great serv-
ice by having an open debate on these 
issues. And just this week, experts said 
the Senate action is one of the reasons 
prices have fallen $20 below where they 
were, because we have had this discus-
sion what a more regulated market-
place should look like. But I want to 
make sure my colleagues are clear that 
we need to pass legislation that really 
will crack down on excessive specula-
tion. We cannot have a study bill, we 
cannot punt this to the future. We have 
to pass a bill that really addresses all 
areas of potential for excessive specu-
lation. We need a bill that has aggre-

gate speculation limits across all ex-
changes. It has to be transparent, and 
it has to be enforced on all markets. 

We cannot have a bill on the Senate 
floor that has all the right words in it 
but none of the important words in the 
proper places. That is what I am going 
to continue to fight for. I am going to 
continue to fight to make sure we put 
real teeth back into the law, to make 
sure the American consumer is pro-
tected from the manipulation of oil 
markets in the future. 

We can give the CFTC the tools it 
needs, and we must insist that it use 
them, but we will have to do our job 
here and pass this important legisla-
tion. Wall Street may be drunk, but it 
is America that is suffering the hang-
over, and we must help them recover. 
We need a new, tough law on the books, 
and it is imperative that we learn from 
the past mistakes of Congress in their 
attempt to lighten the load on some of 
these financial institutions with tools, 
only to find it wreaking havoc with 
housing oil speculation bubbles that is 
causing our country great distress. I 
hope we get this right in the next cou-
ple of days, and I am going to continue 
to fight until we do. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. 

WHITEHOUSE). The Senator from Iowa is 
recognized. 

FISCAL POLICY 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, in a 

little over 3 months, Americans will 
make a very important choice on the 
future direction of the country. We will 
go to the polls, we will select a new 
President. Americans will also vote on 
roughly one-third of the Senate and all 
the Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

According to public opinion polls, 
economic issues will be among the 
most important matters voters will 
consider when they go to the voting 
booth in November. 

Everybody knows that the Federal 
Government affects economic issues, 
and we do it through Federal fiscal pol-
icy. How we deal with Federal fiscal 
policy can be viewed as two sides of a 
ledger: On one side is tax policy, and on 
the other side is spending policy. The 
choices about how we as a nation want 
to balance each side of the ledger will 
have very important consequences and 
implications on our economic future. 

Most economists agree that high 
taxes dampen economic growth. Too 
much spending, just like too much tax-
ation, can also dampen economic 
growth. As elected representatives of 
the American people, we have an obli-
gation, as the Constitution directs us, 
to spend those tax dollars for the com-
mon defense and also for the general 
welfare of the Nation. We all have a 
stake in a growing economy, and we 
will all suffer from a shrinking econ-
omy. 

As ranking Republican on the tax- 
writing Senate Finance Committee, I 
believe it is my obligation to explain 
the choices and the consequences of 

those fiscal policy choices; therefore, I 
wish to focus on tax policy as it relates 
to the choices Americans will face this 
fall. 

In all of the discussion about vague 
notions of change and vague notions of 
hope, there are some substantive issues 
Americans will be facing in the fall. 
The big question will be how much is 
the Federal Government going to take 
out of the American taxpayers’ pocket-
books. We will need to evaluate before 
the election what we are being told on 
the campaign trail—not just what we 
are told, compare it with what is likely 
to occur starting at high noon, Janu-
ary 20, 2009. 

I think from history we have some 
pretty good indicators that tell us 
what will happen based upon the 
choices of the American people in the 
next election. To do that, we must look 
at our current tax burden. Then we 
need to take a look at what Senators 
MCCAIN and OBAMA are telling us about 
how they will change the tax burden. 
Finally, we have to consider the ability 
of each candidate to deliver on prom-
ises. Each taxpayer is going to have to 
make choices, choices about what 
these candidates will do on tax issues 
once they get into that position of 
power. Every American taxpayer and 
every American family budget will be 
impacted by the new President and the 
agenda of the Congress. Elections have 
consequences. 

Today, I wish to consider future tax 
policy and do it in the context of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD over the last 3 
decades. 

First, I want to compare the actions 
of Congress on tax hikes and tax cuts 
in relation to each party’s hold on the 
White House and do it from the con-
gressional as well as the White House 
basis. As a baseline, I will show a 
scorecard of tax hikes and tax cuts for 
each 4-year Presidential term since 
1981. 

I have a chart here. The chart shows 
three things. They start, as I said, with 
the year 1981. As you will note, the 
years are divided into Presidential 
terms, so we start with President Rea-
gan’s first term and work our way 
through to the present, which is the 
last year of President George W. Bush’s 
second term. You see the bottom lines 
across there, the ones that have red 
and blue, and the years there for the 
Presidential terms. 

Right above the line for the Presi-
dential terms, we have a thick line. It 
is a three-part line. The line shows rel-
ative power of Democrats and Repub-
licans. The top third of the line, if red, 
shows Republicans holding the White 
House. The middle third of the line 
shows who held the Senate majority 
for a certain period. If red, then Repub-
licans held the Senate; if blue, the 
Democrats held the Senate. Then the 
bottom line, that is in regard to the 
House majority. Like the other two 
lines, if red, it means the Republicans 
held the majority; if blue, it means 
Democrats were in charge of the other 
body. 
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If you move up the chart, there is a 

running total of how much on a yearly 
average that particular Congress and 
President agreed to raise or reduce 
taxes. The lines going up or down are 
in regard to the tax raises or tax de-
creases. This data is not mine; it was 
drawn from the Treasury Office of Tax 
Analysis report that was released—the 
most recent one in 2006. The amounts 
are derived from the nonpartisan Joint 
Committee on Taxation revenue esti-
mates of each of the enacted bills Con-
gress passed during that 26-year period 
of time. 

Let’s take a further look at the chart 
so you get some specifics. 

President Reagan made tax relief a 
cornerstone of his successful 1980 cam-
paign. His election helped Republicans 
attain a narrow majority for the first 
time in over a generation. The House, 
of course, remained in Democratic 
hands. 

In 1981, President Reagan proposed 
and Congress agreed to a large tax cut. 
So you have it. The first green line 
goes there. On average, if fully imple-
mented, it meant that you would have 
a tax cut of almost $111 billion per 
year. Over time, the Democratic House 
pushed for and President Reagan reluc-
tantly agreed to some smaller tax in-
creases, and they are the second line 
where the tax increases come down to-
ward the zero line there. 

For the 1984 campaign, President 
Reagan made revenue-neutral tax re-
form a central part of his campaign for 
reelection. Republicans held a majority 
in the Senate for that election, and 
President Reagan had built a case for 
reform. Republicans in the Senate and 
Democrats in the House agreed, and 
the chart reveals tax reform for 1986 of 
a small amount, as you can see there, 
but still tax reform. It is significant, I 
would say. 

But in 1986, Republicans lost control 
of the Senate. I happen to remember 
that because I was on the Finance 
Committee for my first 6 years in the 
Senate. We didn’t have enough Repub-
lican seats after that, I didn’t have 
enough seniority, and so I lost my seat 
on the Finance Committee. 

Congressional Democrats insisted on 
and obtained, after their success in 
that election, a tax increase in 1987. 
You can see that tax increase there for 
1987. 

In 1988, as you recall, President 
Bush’s father, George H.W. Bush cam-
paigned, in 1988, and included a pledge 
not to raise taxes. President George 
H.W. Bush won that election, but con-
gressional Democrats solidified their 
majorities, and, as a part of a deficit- 
reduction package, President George 
H.W. Bush forgot about his campaign 
promise and agreed to a tax increase. 
And here it is. You can see the big tax 
increase—in 1989–1990, it was. Shortly 
after that tax increase went into ef-
fect—there are consequences of policy 
made here in Congress—the American 
economy went into recession that year. 

Then you get to the 1992 campaign. 
Bill Clinton, in response to the reces-

sion, campaigned on a middle-income 
tax cut and tax increases on higher in-
come taxpayers. President Clinton was 
elected, and Congress Democrats re-
tained a very comfortable majority in 
the House and Senate, as you can see 
by the blue lines there, during those 
years. 

In 1993, less than a year later, on the 
force of the Democratic votes alone, 
the largest tax increase of modern era 
was enacted. There you can see it very 
definitely, a big tax increase at that 
period of time. You will note it is at 
the highest point on the tax increase 
part of the chart. 

Republicans claimed majorities in 
the House and Senate in the 1994 elec-
tion. 

President Clinton agreed to a rev-
enue-neutral small business tax relief 
package in 1996. During that campaign, 
President Clinton campaigned once 
again on middle-income tax relief. 
President Clinton was reelected, Re-
publicans increased their majority in 
the Senate, and we retained a majority 
in the House. 

In 1997, congressional Republicans 
and President Clinton agreed to a sig-
nificant tax relief package. It was the 
first tax relief law since the President 
Reagan administration, and it aver-
aged about $13 billion a year. There 
you can see it in the year of 1997. 

George W. Bush campaigned on a 
broad-based tax relief plan for 2000, or 
in the 2000 campaign. He was elected 
then, obviously. The parties split the 
Senate 50–50, with Republicans in con-
trol because of Vice President CHE-
NEY’s tie-breaking vote for organiza-
tion. Republicans held their House ma-
jority. 

In 2001, President Bush and Congress 
agreed on the largest comprehensive 
tax relief package since President 
Reagan. Here it is, as you can see, the 
big tax reduction of 2001, averaging 
about $82 billion per year. 

As things happen around here, I was 
chairman of that committee for only 
about 5 months because Senator Jef-
fords switched from being a Republican 
to a Democrat, and in the wake of 9/11, 
corporate scandals, and other events, 
President Bush, a Republican House, 
and a Democratic Senate agreed on an 
economic stimulus package that aver-
aged about $12 billion a year. 

Republicans regained the Senate ma-
jority in 2002. So in 2003, President 
Bush and the Republican Congress con-
tinued to significantly reduce the over-
all tax burden. 

So here you can see in the 2003 and 
2004 tax bills a combined about another 
$82 billion a year reduction in taxes. If 
you look at President George W. Bush’s 
first term, enacted legislation totaled 
roughly $174 billion per year, on aver-
age. Republicans held the House for all 
of that term. Republicans held the Sen-
ate for most but not all of that term. 

In 2004, President Bush campaigned 
for reelection by emphasizing the per-
manence of the lower tax burdens se-
cured during his first term. Repub-

licans increased their House and Sen-
ate majorities. 

So in 2006, President Bush and the 
Republican Congress extended the tax 
relief in the first term through the 
year 2010. It is shown here. It averages 
about $22 billion per year. In 2006, the 
situation now, as a result of that elec-
tion, Democrats gained majorities in 
both the House and Senate. 

Despite the opposition of the Demo-
cratic leadership in the House and Sen-
ate, Congress passed and President 
Bush signed an ‘‘unoffset’’ alternative 
minimum tax. That legislation aver-
aged $13 billion in tax relief. 

This year Congress and the President 
agreed to $34 billion in temporary eco-
nomic stimulus. At present, the Demo-
cratic Congress and President Bush are 
in a stalemate on an AMT patch exten-
sion and other expiring tax relief mat-
ters. The reason for the stalemate is 
the House and Senate Democratic lead-
ership’s opposition to passing these 
bills ‘‘unoffset.’’ 

I want to use one chart to sum up to-
day’s discussion. This chart shows a 
tax thermometer. We have got it up 
there. The heat side is the tax increase 
side. This chart shows the relationship 
between party control of Congress, 
Presidency, and tax hikes or tax relief. 

If Republicans control the Presidency 
and Congress, then lowering the tax 
burden, which is a tentative Repub-
lican philosophy, is virtually certain to 
be put in place. So you can point to 
that point in the chart there that dem-
onstrates having both a Republican 
President and a Republican Congress is 
a certainty to have a lower tax burden 
for the American people. 

If Democrats control both the Presi-
dency and the Congress, then an in-
crease in the tax burden is certain to 
occur. That is what history of the last 
25 years shows. So it is a virtual cer-
tainty, regardless of campaign rhetoric 
to the contrary. 

If the parties split control of the 
Presidency and the Congress, the 
record is, as you might expect, mixed, 
though generally against tax relief. 

So if you look at the median picture 
there, you see that we have about three 
decades of history backing this up. I 
would encourage everyone to take a 
look at this thermometer chart. When 
folks go to the voting booth on Novem-
ber 4, they will need to consider the 
probability of a change in fiscal policy. 
They will need to consider the poten-
tial change to their family budget, 
from higher or lower taxes, because 
elections have consequences. They will 
have to also think about the broader 
economic effects of higher or lower tax 
burdens on business or investment, be-
cause tax policies by the Congress of 
the United States do have con-
sequences, some ways good, some ways 
bad. My view is, higher taxes are bad 
for the economy. 

That change could be dramatic if the 
vote is for one party to control the 
House, the Senate, and the Presidency. 
There would be consequences then, 
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lower taxes if that is House and Senate 
Republicans, Republican President; 
House and Senate Democratic, Demo-
cratic President, higher taxes. 

In my next discussion, which will not 
be today, I will follow up this one with 
a detailed examination of what hap-
pens in the last bit of history most like 
the present. I am referring to the 1992 
campaign and the legislative record 
that followed in 1993. 

The reason I do that is I think I see 
the same thing evolving in this cam-
paign. We ought to learn from history, 
and the voters need to take that into 
consideration before November 4. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Carolina is recognized. 
Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for 15 min-
utes as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I com-
mend Senator GRASSLEY for focusing 
again on the importance of lower taxes 
and promoting a better economy and 
higher standard of living in America. 

It is disturbing, as we talk about en-
ergy and high gas prices, to hear from 
our Democratic colleagues in the 
House that they are actually consid-
ering raising taxes on gasoline 10 cents 
or more per gallon at a time when it is 
already a crushing cost to Americans 
on energy. 

The energy debate has been very 
helpful. I think for years Americans 
have known, at least many Americans, 
that the Democratic Party has blocked 
the development of energy supplies, 
America’s own energy supplies, from 
the time of Jimmy Carter stopping nu-
clear generation to President Clinton 
vetoing the legislation that would have 
opened some oil reserves in Alaska, to 
constant votes by our Democratic col-
leagues to stop the opening of oil and 
natural gas which is plentiful in Amer-
ica. 

Americans do not trust Congress to 
fix this because they know it is the in-
action by Congress that has caused the 
gas prices, and we see that the Demo-
cratic leadership is going to do every-
thing they can to keep amendments 
and an open and honest debate about 
real energy development in America 
from happening. 

HOUSING 
The same thing has happened on an-

other bill that is going to be inter-
jected into this energy debate, this 
massive housing bill, this massive 
mortgage bailout that is going to come 
back to the Senate floor for a vote. 
This is another situation where the 
American people know that the mort-
gage crisis, the foreclosure crisis, the 
problems with Freddie Mac and Fannie 
Mae are caused by incompetence and 
gross negligence by this Congress and 
past administrations. 

We suspect, and there is every evi-
dence, that part of that negligence has 
come from the ability of Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac to spend hundreds of 
millions of dollars to lobby Members of 
Congress and other watchdog groups to 

keep them from focusing on the re-
forms that were needed. 

When this housing bill comes back, I 
have proposed one amendment. I asked 
for one amendment in this process, 
that if the American taxpayers put 
their money on the line to back these 
private companies, that these private 
companies should no longer be able to 
spend millions of dollars lobbying 
Members of Congress to keep them 
from implementing the reforms that 
are so important. 

Last night I made an offer to the ma-
jority leader. I suggested we could have 
one vote under a time agreement to 
allow my amendment to prohibit lob-
bying and political donations from 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. We could 
have been done with the bill last night. 
If the majority leader tabled the 
amendment, the bill would have been 
passed and sent to the President last 
night. But I do not think he wanted his 
Members to have to vote on that. 

If the amendment had been adopted, 
the bill would have been immediately 
sent to the House, passed and sent to 
the President, probably today. The 
only thing that prevented this from 
happening was the objection of the ma-
jority leader last night, because the 
majority leader was intent on blocking 
this amendment to prohibit Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac from lobbying. 

The bill will likely pass the Senate 
on Saturday and will not reach the 
President until next week. So the argu-
ment that my one amendment is slow-
ing this down is not true. Let me state 
again one more time, to be clear. This 
Senator was prepared to vote on the 
housing bill last night. I do not support 
the bill. I do not think it should be-
come law. I simply wanted one amend-
ment. 

My constituents sent me here to 
Washington to clean up this place. 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac have 
spent hundreds of millions of dollars 
over the past decade to block common-
sense reform, which could have been 
prevented. We could have prevented the 
debacle that we are faced with now if 
Congress had not been blind to the 
problem. But because the leader was 
intent on filibustering my amendment, 
blocking me from doing what my con-
stituents sent me here to do, the hous-
ing bill will be delayed until next 
week. This is fine with me, because 
there is a lot wrong with the bill. But 
the decision to delay the bill was made 
by the majority leader and him alone. 

I wish to offer one more opportunity 
here for the majority to expedite the 
housing bill and to give me the one 
vote on this amendment and then we 
can proceed to a final vote. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 3221 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent that when the Senate resumes the 
consideration of the housing bill, the 
pending Reid amendment be withdrawn 
and the only amendment in order be a 
DeMint amendment which I will send 
to the desk. This is a measure to ad-
dress lobbying by Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Ms. STABENOW. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, the ma-

jority clearly will not permit this or 
any other amendment on the bill. He 
says he does not want anything to 
delay it. As I have already pointed out, 
however, I think his own obstruction is 
delaying the bill. 

I wish to make one more proposal. I 
will explain it, and if the majority is 
willing, then I will read the technical 
language. But I am very willing to 
offer a unanimous consent request to 
move immediately to a final vote on 
the housing bill, and then once the en-
ergy debate is completed, that my 
amendment, then in bill form, be al-
lowed a straight-up vote in the Senate. 

This may be several weeks from now. 
But if the concern by the majority is 
that my amendment would slow the 
bill down, they should certainly agree 
that if we can move to housing and 
pass it straight up, and finish the en-
ergy debate, whatever time that is fin-
ished, then we could have a simple vote 
at the scheduling of the majority lead-
er to vote on this lobbying amendment. 

I would be glad to put this in unani-
mous consent form if the majority is 
interested in entertaining this. If I 
could get some indication from the 
speaker or the leader over there. Would 
you be interested in that unanimous 
consent request? 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, in 
response to my colleague, I would indi-
cate that on behalf of the majority, if 
that were offered I would object. 

Mr. DEMINT. I thank the Senator. 
Clearly there is no need to continue to 
try to get this housing bill expedited. 
It is clear my Democratic colleagues 
do not support this reform, and appar-
ently they are going to do everything 
they can to protect their relationship 
with these Government entities. 

The majority leader suggested yes-
terday that he would be happy to join 
me in sending a letter to these two en-
tities, Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae, to 
request that they be more transparent 
in their lobbying. Well, I am not inter-
ested in sending a letter to the man-
agement of Fannie Mae and Freddie 
Mac. That would be as effective as 
sending a letter, which has been sug-
gested by my Democratic colleague, to 
Saudi Arabia demanding lower gas 
prices. I am not interested in trans-
parency in their lobbying or political 
donations. The lobbying contracts need 
to be terminated and their PACs 
should be disbanded. 

The majority leader disagrees. In 
fact, his staff sent out a blast e-mail to 
their lobbyist friends asking for help in 
defeating my amendment. 

I want to protect taxpayers and end 
the culture of corruption in Wash-
ington, but I am afraid in this case, the 
majority clearly does not want to join 
me. 

All I am requesting is one amend-
ment on a 694-page bill that spends 
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anywhere from $25 billion to hundreds 
of billions of dollars of taxpayer money 
to bail out two companies, Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac. 

I believe my amendment is essential 
to considering the way Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac have spread their wealth 
around Washington for years to buy 
Government influence and to cover up 
their problems. The housing legislation 
that will be before us authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to use tax-
payer money to rescue Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac, but it does not include an 
immediate end to their lobbying and 
political activities. 

If American taxpayers are forced to 
bail out or buy out Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac, their lobbying and polit-
ical activities should stop. Our Nation 
has a longstanding tradition of pre-
venting American tax dollars from 
being used for lobbying and for solic-
iting and making campaign contribu-
tions. There is no doubt that this hous-
ing legislation crosses that line. Under 
current law, the Department of Treas-
ury cannot retain high-powered lobby-
ists or make political contributions to 
candidates. This rule should apply to 
Fannie and Freddie. There may have 
been some doubt as to whether a gov-
ernment guarantee existed for Fannie 
and Freddie before, but now with this 
legislation, that guarantee is made 
very explicit. They are, in effect, gov-
ernment entities and should be treated 
as such. 

The Politico newspaper recently re-
ported on how Senators and Congress-
men are benefiting politically from 
propping up these two mortgage giants. 
The article said: 

If you want to know how Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac have survived scandal and cri-
sis, consider this: Over the past decade, they 
have spent nearly $200 million on lobbying 
and campaign contributions. But the polit-
ical tentacles of the mortgage giants extend 
far beyond their checkbooks. The two gov-
ernment-chartered companies run a highly 
sophisticated lobbying operation with deep- 
pocketed lobbyists in Washington and scores 
of local Fannie- and Freddie-sponsored 
homeowner groups ready to pressure law-
makers back home. 

One thing that should get our col-
leagues’ attention, this chart is a copy 
of an invitation by Freddie Mac and 
Fannie Mae and other groups for a big 
party at the Democratic National Con-
vention. There is one very similar to 
this for the Republicans. They will con-
tinue to lavish entertainment on those 
of us in Congress until we stop it. 

National Public Radio reported that 
in the first 3 months of the year alone, 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac spent a 
combined total of $3.5 million on lob-
bying and hired 42 outside firms. 

According to the Center for Respon-
sive Politics, Fannie Mae and Freddie 
Mac have been such prolific donors to 
political parties, candidates, and PACs 
that they are the No. 1 and No. 3 top 
contributors in the mortgage industry 
and rank in the top 100 political donors 
of all time. 

May I inquire as to how much time I 
have remaining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has about 3 minutes remaining. 

Mr. DEMINT. I thank the Chair. I can 
see I have more to say than I have time 
to say it. 

Let me close by encouraging my col-
leagues. There is no need for this issue 
to be partisan. Clearly, if we are going 
to put hard-working taxpayer dollars 
behind our bailout of Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac, we should not allow them 
to continue to throw millions of dollars 
around for political activities. It just 
makes good common sense. 

On a bill that is this large and this 
important and that probably not one 
Senator has read even half of, the op-
portunity to have at least one amend-
ment and a limited time for debate 
seems to be a small request. Unfortu-
nately, the majority is not going to 
give us any amendments, and appar-
ently they are going to turn a blind eye 
to this obvious problem on which the 
Wall Street Journal and news media all 
over the country have been focusing. 
The American people know about it. I 
think they would trust the Senate 
much more to make the proper reforms 
for housing and mortgages and Fannie 
and Freddie Mac if they could see that 
we were eliminating a conflict of inter-
est that has clearly existed for a num-
ber of years. 

I thank the Presiding Officer and en-
courage my colleagues to ask the ma-
jority leader to reconsider and give us 
the opportunity to have a vote on this 
one amendment, and then we could 
speed the housing bill through. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, let 

me indicate my strong support for the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program and the motion to proceed 
under which we are currently working. 
I hope we will have a strong vote. We 
know regardless of the debate we are 
having on solutions or causes for how 
we got here, seniors, families, those we 
represent are being affected by this 
every single day. 

Making sure that LIHEAP is in-
creased and that we have support for 
families in paying their heating bills is 
absolutely critical. I very much appre-
ciate our majority leader making this 
a top priority and Senator SANDERS for 
his advocacy. I look forward to what I 
hope will be a strong bipartisan vote in 
support of improving and strength-
ening LIHEAP. 

I want to speak further today about 
the reality of what is happening for 
families, businesses all across America, 
certainly in my great home State of 
Michigan. Since President Bush and 
Vice President CHENEY, two oilmen, 
two people from the oil industry, took 
office, gas prices have nearly tripled. 
Oil prices have gone up four times 
higher than before the current admin-
istration came into office. The average 
family is spending a record 6 percent of 
their income, and counting, paying for 
gas to get to work, to get the kids to 

childcare, to try and maybe take a lit-
tle vacation up north in beautiful 
northern Michigan or Rhode Island. I 
can’t leave out beautiful Rhode Island, 
the State of our Presiding Officer. 

But the reality is, families are mak-
ing incredibly tough choices. At the 
same time, energy prices certainly are 
taking a toll on the economy. We are 
seeing the level of unemployment 
going up. People are losing their jobs 
or are underemployed or are working 
three jobs, trying to get to work, pay-
ing more for gas. It is outrageous. I go 
home every weekend, and it is amaz-
ing. It makes you want to scream as 
you stand at the pump and the price 
goes $50, $60, $70, $80, to fill up a gas 
tank. It is unbelievable. Families are 
trying to figure out what to do about 
it. 

Unemployment rises, and we have 
now 12 States with unemployment 
rates over 6 percent. My State has an 
unemployment rate of 8.5 percent, 45 
out of 50 States have seen job loss and 
unemployment numbers going up. 

One of the challenges, if we are going 
to talk about what to do about this, is 
we need to be talking about how we got 
here. How did we get here? We have had 
8 years and two oilmen leading us in 
the White House, and it is not, unfortu-
nately, a surprise, based on their agen-
da, that we have ended up with $4 and 
higher per gallon of gasoline. That is 
the shorthand way of talking about 
what has been happening. 

For the folks they represent, for the 
folks who met with the Vice President 
to put together his energy policy, what 
has been happening for them, while 
families are seeing their wages go 
down, if they have a job at all, every 
cost they have going up—what has 
been happening to them? The total 
combined net profits of the big five oil 
companies since this President took of-
fice are upwards of $556 billion. That is 
net profits. ExxonMobil alone has had, 
since this President took office, $185 
billion in profits. 

One could say, well, businesses want 
to be profitable. I want them to be 
profitable, and I am working hard to 
make sure our manufacturers who, by 
the way, pay a lot of these costs and 
are impacted by gas prices when it 
comes to what is happening in the 
economy, I want them to be profitable 
as well. This is not about whether com-
panies should be profitable. This is 
about the fact that we have had an en-
ergy policy put forward by two oilmen 
in the White House that has focused on 
supporting an industry and their back-
ers, their supporters, that has now cre-
ated a crisis in America, a crisis in the 
economy. 

To add insult to injury, it is one 
thing if there are profits and they are 
put back into creating more oil and gas 
exploration, alternative energy explo-
ration, if this was reinvested to 
strengthen America, the folks who are 
helping to subsidize this, taxpayer 
money. The folks I represent who have 
lost their jobs, they are subsidizing 
this right now because of tax policy. 
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To add insult to injury, are they put-

ting this back into the economy to 
make us energy independent? No. The 
oil companies have spent $188 billion in 
stock buybacks over the last 5 years, 
instead of investing in increasing sup-
ply at home or in supporting a man 
who has now become very well known 
to everyone, T. Boone Pickens, an 
oilman his whole life, who is now in-
vesting in alternative energy. Instead 
of going in that direction because they 
care about America, the American peo-
ple, American businesses, American 
economy—no, that is not what is hap-
pening. That is what adds such insult 
to injury about what is happening to 
the people of Michigan and around the 
country. It is the fact that people are 
taking this and having stock buybacks 
or adding another corporate jet or put-
ting it into their pockets as opposed to 
investing in America and the ability 
for us to have energy independence. 

Then, on top of that, with what is 
being drilled for—and we know we are 
in a global market. We understand 
that. We are in a global economy where 
commodities move around the world. 
But it is important to know that when 
our colleagues put forward the oil 
agenda of drill, drill, drill, let’s keep 
doing what we have always done and 
hope maybe something will change, 
maybe we will get out of the hole we 
are in if we just keep digging—when 
they talk about that, they are not ac-
knowledging the fact that a record 1.6 
million barrels a day from U.S. refin-
eries, 1.6 million barrels a day in re-
fined petroleum products were exported 
in the first 4 months of this year, up 33 
percent. 

So we are paying more. We are being 
told the problem is we are not drilling 
more, and then 33 percent more of the 
oil drilled in America leaves America. 
Why? We are in a global marketplace. 
It goes to the highest bidder. We under-
stand that. We understand the fact 
that China is using more, the fact that 
the weak dollar impacts that and oil 
speculation, the whole question of en-
ergy speculation which, again, I appre-
ciate Senator REID and all the leader-
ship of my colleagues—Senator DUR-
BIN, Senator DORGAN, so many people— 
who have been focused on this as a 
piece of the problem, but we are being 
told: Use the old solution over and over 
and over, knowing that we don’t even 
know if that oil is going to stay here. 

I have supported drilling in the gulf. 
I have supported efforts to add to our 
domestic supply. But this is not the 
way we are going to create energy 
independence by only focusing on that. 
According to the Department of En-
ergy, shipments this February topped 
1.8 million barrels a day, shipments 
outside the country, the highest for the 
first time in any given month. 

We are being told that we should do 
the same old thing, add to it, but do 
the same old strategy, and somehow we 
will get a different result. I suggest 
that the same old strategy, first of all, 
has achieved great results for friends of 

the administration, for friends of my 
colleagues, the Republican leadership 
that has been fighting for the oil agen-
da of this country. It has achieved a 
goal but not a goal for the American 
people. This is a question of who you 
are fighting for, whose side you are on. 

These folks are doing well. We know 
whose side the current administration 
and those who support the administra-
tion are on. Unfortunately, it is not the 
side of the folks in Michigan who are 
worrying about whether they can buy 
enough gas to get to work. 

We have, in fact, a formula the Pre-
siding Officer is very well aware of: 8 
years divided by 2 oilmen in the White 
House has gotten us this result: $4 and 
counting. 

So what has been the energy plan of 
the administration that has gotten us 
to this situation? Well, for one thing, 
we have seen a free ride for the oil 
companies. In January 2006, the New 
York Times reported that the Bush ad-
ministration was allowing oil and gas 
companies to forego royalty pay-
ments—so they were not having to pay 
their royalty payments they should be 
paying—on oil and gas leases in Fed-
eral waters in the Gulf of Mexico. This 
decision by the Department of Interior 
could cost American taxpayers more 
than $60 billion. 

So to go back again to another 
chart—they are not paying oil and gas 
leases, which costs American taxpayers 
up to $60 billion. I wonder how much of 
these profits came from that decision. I 
wonder how much. 

We all know that the administration 
and, unfortunately, those who support 
the administration’s policy, Repub-
lican colleagues, have joined in sup-
porting an effort to block the elimi-
nation of taxpayer subsidies to the oil 
industry so we can take those precious 
dollars, hard-earned dollars of people 
working every single day, money that 
has been going to subsidize the oil com-
panies—we wanted to move that over 
to real energy independence, to focus 
on the priorities of the American peo-
ple, American families, American busi-
nesses that are having to pay for all 
this. We tried to move over $12.5 billion 
that would be used for real energy 
independence, for incentives for solar 
and wind and, yes, our new hybrid and 
plug-in vehicles that are coming in the 
next couple years that, frankly, pro-
vide a much quicker opportunity for us 
to be able to get to energy independ-
ence than what we are talking about 
here in terms of a long-term drilling 
strategy. 

We have an opportunity to take pre-
cious taxpayer money and move it over 
to invest in the future, to invest in the 
American people and in the future, 
rather than in the past and the oil 
companies. We lost that by one vote, 
not because we did not have enough to 
pass it, not that we did not have 51 
votes, but unfortunately the Bush ad-
ministration and the Senate Repub-
lican leadership blocked it, filibustered 
it: Let’s filibuster. Let’s make sure 

nothing happens to this. So there was a 
filibuster that then we were not able to 
overcome because we were missing one 
vote. 

So the solution that has come for-
ward by this administration, the solu-
tion that has come over the last 8 
years of the leadership in the White 
House—the two oilmen in the White 
House—has been simply to have one so-
lution, which is to continue drilling 
even if, in fact, that oil does not stay 
in the United States. So between 2001 
and 2007, the Bush administration 
issued leases on over 26 million acres of 
onshore public lands. There are already 
44 million acres, as we know, of on-
shore Federal lands under lease, but 31 
million acres of those are currently not 
being drilled upon. There are 2,200 pro-
ducing leases on the Outer Continental 
Shelf and 6,300 nonproducing leases at 
this time. 

So that has been the strategy. That 
has been the strategy that has gotten 
us to this—okaying more and more 
land and not even using it. And in the 
first 4 months of this year, when we 
were drilling for domestic production— 
because we are in a global economy—33 
percent more of that went out into the 
global marketplace. 

Let me say there is a better way. In 
addition to supporting the energy spec-
ulation bill that is in front of us and in 
addition to supporting efforts, as I 
have done before, to have a responsible 
drilling policy in this country, there is 
a quicker way to get to where we want 
to go, and it is one that creates jobs, 
jobs right now. 

I am so appreciative of the fact that, 
through our budget resolution in the 
Senate, our Democratic majority put 
jobs as No. 1 and green-collar jobs in 
support of manufacturing and retooling 
our auto industry at the top of the list. 
I am grateful for our leader’s support, 
Senator REID, and Senator DORGAN, 
who has been such a leader on these 
issues, chairing the Energy and Water 
Subcommittee in Appropriations. I am 
very grateful for his support. But here 
is what we could be doing. 

Oil exploration and drilling will take 
7 to 10 years to bring new supplies to 
market. Some people say longer. But 
there are technologies we can bring to 
market in the next 2 years—in the next 
2 years—for advanced technology vehi-
cles. The more we invest in tech-
nologies such as advanced battery 
technologies, the quicker we are going 
to find relief at the pump. That is the 
way we are going to do it, not by re-
warding the oil companies more but by 
investing in our own energy independ-
ence, with innovation, American inge-
nuity, hard work that allows us to not 
only create jobs but create a future for 
us here in terms of energy independ-
ence and lowering costs. 

The facts are simple. Advanced vehi-
cles that run with new batteries are 
much cheaper to drive than conven-
tional automobiles, and we need to be 
moving to them as quickly as possible. 
Currently, the average cost to run a ve-
hicle is 16 cents per mile—16 cents per 
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mile—on the roads. But the cost to run 
a plug-in hybrid car with advanced 
lithium-ion batteries is only 3 or 4 
cents a mile—a 75-percent reduction. 
Not only does this save energy, but, as 
I said before, it creates jobs. This tech-
nology is right around the corner. 

Frankly, there is a huge competition 
going on in the world today to see who 
is going to get to that plug-in battery, 
that lithium-ion battery that is light-
weight enough, small enough, with the 
technologies that will allow it to be 
mass-produced on the assembly lines so 
thousands can be produced a day. The 
prototypes are there. We have probably 
all driven them. We have prototypes 
for a variety of different vehicles. The 
question is not the prototype; the ques-
tion is being able to get something 
mass-produced so it is in the realm of 
price where consumers can afford to 
buy it and it can be produced in the 
volumes we need. We are really in a 
race right now to do that. 

I am grateful there is support from 
our Senate Democratic leadership to 
invest in advanced battery research, 
R&D, the next generation, to provide 
low-interest credit to retool our plants, 
to keep the jobs here in America, and 
to provide consumer tax credits for 
plug-ins and hybrids to make sure the 
price is affordable. All of those things 
are in legislation right now. They are 
before us in the tax package. They are 
before us in Senator BINGAMAN’s 
amendment, if he has the opportunity 
to offer it, as it relates to the Energy 
bills. They are in our appropriations. 
They are right now in front of us, and 
we have the ability to act on this and 
quickly be able to move us to the next 
generation of vehicles that go from a 
cost of 16 cents per mile on the road 
down to 3 or 4 cents—much faster than 
what is being talked about in terms of 
drilling. 

Germany has announced the Great 
Battery Alliance, which will invest 
over $650 million in advanced lithium- 
ion batteries for German vehicles. The 
German automobile companies are re-
ceiving the support of the German Gov-
ernment to be able to be the first ones 
that are able to get to where we need 
to be in terms of the new battery tech-
nology. 

South Korea, by 2010, will have spent 
$700 million on advanced batteries and 
developing hybrid vehicles. 

China has invested over $100 million 
in battery research and development. 

Over the next 5 years, Japan will 
spend $230 million on advanced battery 
research. It is spending $278 million a 
year on hydrogen research for zero- 
emission fuel-cell vehicles. 

We are in a race. We are in a race as 
it relates to technology. We have the 
engineers. We have the scientists. We 
have the skilled workforce here in 
America to do this. We have not had an 
administration or a willingness by our 
Republican colleagues to join with us 
to be able to partner in the invest-
ments that need to be made in the 
automotive industry of the future. 

That is just a reality. I believe it was 
last year when I looked at the Presi-
dent’s budget and it was something 
like $22 million he was suggesting for 
advanced battery technology research. 
Unfortunately, they just don’t get it 
about what is going on around us. 

If we want to see prices go down and 
have energy independence and be able 
to move to the future for our country, 
frankly, that is the fastest way to do 
it. I am very proud our Democratic ma-
jority understands that. 

We know there is no silver bullet on 
any of this. But I can tell you what I 
also know: a game show approach to 
battery technology research is not the 
answer. Frankly, both the Republican 
alternative as well as the candidate 
who we understand will be the Repub-
lican nominee for President have put 
forward the idea of a prize at the end of 
the line, a prize for whoever can create 
the new advanced battery technology 
research. 

Well, Mr. President, we do not need a 
prize. We do not need motivation. We 
do not need the motivation to get 
there. We need the capital to get there. 
We need the investment. We need the 
partnering. We need the priority of in-
vesting in this innovation to get there. 
The prize is going to be real easy. Who-
ever gets there first, they are going to 
get a big enough prize without us in 
terms of the marketplace. 

The question is, How do we invest up 
front? What is it that Germany knows, 
Japan knows, South Korea knows, 
China knows that we do not know 
about this, when they are all racing to 
put hundreds of millions of dollars into 
this technology? It is very unfortunate 
that the approach that has been 
taken—primarily in the Republican al-
ternative; not completely but pri-
marily; and certainly by the Repub-
lican nominee—is to treat our economy 
and certainly the industry that I care 
deeply about somehow as a game show, 
and I find that really appalling. 

As I conclude, as indicated before, 
there is no silver bullet to stop the out-
rageous price increases at the pump. 
We know that. We have to pass our leg-
islation dealing with energy specula-
tion. I hope we will be able to proceed 
to do that. We all understand that a re-
sponsible drilling policy is part of this. 
We have, frankly, supported that and 
made those acres available. But we also 
know—we also know—if we want Amer-
ica to be energy independent, we have 
to invest in the future. 

We have seen this chart before, but I 
am going to show it again because we 
have a lifelong oilman now running ads 
on television who is so concerned about 
what is happening in our country and 
this constant policy that has not been 
working that he has been presenting, 
through commercials, a message that 
we should be paying attention to: 

I’ve been an oilman all my life, but this is 
one emergency we can’t drill our way out of. 
. . . 

‘‘We can’t drill our way out of.’’ 

. . . But if we create a new RENEWABLE en-
ergy network, we can break our addiction to 
foreign oil. 

There are some folks who are making 
a lot of money by ignoring this strat-
egy, there is no question about it. 
There has been an energy strategy in 
place that has worked for the oil com-
panies. I understand that when some-
body comes out of a particular indus-
try, their focus is on that industry. I 
understand that. But the reality is, we 
have gone too long—too long—with a 
strategy: 8 years of a Republican strat-
egy, with two oilmen at the head of 
this, creating $4-per-gallon gasoline. 
That is the simple explanation for how 
we got where we are. We have to stop 
digging. We have to stop doing more 
and more of the same and hoping some-
how we are going to get a different re-
sult. We need a new strategy: Energy 
independence, investing in American 
ingenuity, investing in a strategy for 
the future, and, most importantly, 
what we need is to put the American 
people first. That has not happened for 
the last 8 years. It is time to make it 
happen. That is what our energy pro-
posals are all about. That is what we 
are fighting for, and we are going to 
continue to fight for that until we 
make it happen. 

The American people have had 
enough, and I don’t blame them. I have 
had enough too. It is time for a change, 
and we are going to work very hard to 
get that change. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Senator MENENDEZ be the 
next speaker following the remarks of 
Senator SNOWE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Maine is recog-

nized. 
Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, today I 

rise in strong support of the Warm In 
Winter and Cool In Summer Act as the 
lead Republican cosponsor, along with 
52 of my colleagues on both sides of the 
political aisle. 

I first thank the Senator from 
Vermont, Senator SANDERS, for his 
tireless leadership on this vital issue of 
heating and cooling assistance and for 
his steadfast vigilance throughout the 
last few months in pressing for this de-
bate on energy assistance when there is 
not a moment to waste in preparing for 
what could be the worst winter in a 
generation, given the historic cost of 
energy today. At a time when sky-
rocketing energy prices are at the fore-
front of our national agenda—when 
heating oil prices have increased from 
about $2.77 per gallon a year ago in my 
home State of Maine to a staggering 
$4.81 cents a gallon today, and when 
electricity has risen 3.6 percent in the 
last 12 months, and gas prices have 
jumped from $3.05 a gallon to $4.05 in 
the last year—as we know, it should 
come as no surprise that countless 
American families are faced with 
choices that, frankly, no family should 
have to make. Indeed, as a direct result 
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of spiraling energy costs, 70 percent of 
low-income Americans are buying less 
at the grocery store, 31 percent are 
purchasing less medicine, and 19 per-
cent say they have changed plans for 
the education of their children. Even 
now, in the midst of July, in truth, 
Americans—and certainly Mainers 
across my home State—are wondering 
how exactly they will pay for the fun-
damental necessity of heating their 
homes this coming winter, just as 
many others cannot afford the costs for 
critical cooling during these dan-
gerously hot summer months in so 
many States. In fact, in South Caro-
lina, electricity services have been sus-
pended to 39,000 homes that are falling 
behind on their bills, leaving these in-
dividuals with no assistance to allevi-
ate the stifling heat. In Arizona there 
has been a 40-percent spike in shutoffs 
for residential electricity users. The 
bottom line is this issue knows no 
boundaries regionally or politically. 

The reality is the stunning effects of 
these astronomical energy costs are 
not a regional problem, they are a na-
tional problem requiring national at-
tention and a national solution. In 
fact, as I think about it, with the Low- 
Income Heating Assistance Program 
pending before the Senate—at least the 
motion to proceed; and I hope we will 
proceed, Mr. President and Members of 
this body, because I think we ought to 
be translating words into action—I 
think there is no better place to start 
than on this very crucial and vital pro-
gram. In fact, if I recall, it was back in 
1979 and 1980 when we first had the de-
bate on whether to create this program 
called the Low-Income Fuel Assistance 
Program, and it was my first term in 
the House of Representatives. I, along 
with the late Speaker O’Neill, testified 
before the then House Appropriations 
Committee to create such a program. 
It was born out of the energy crisis 
that was engulfing our Nation at that 
time when we had gas lines here in the 
District of Columbia and across this 
country. 

It was interesting to think that at 
that time, in the midst of an energy 
crisis, that previously—6 years pre-
viously or 7 years previously—we had 
another energy crisis and, unfortu-
nately, didn’t learn from that event. 
Out of that crisis in 1979 and 1980, we 
created the Low-Income Fuel Assist-
ance Program in order to give low-in-
come families the ability to heat their 
homes and to cool their homes in other 
parts of the country. That is how this 
program was created. So I think this 
program was created as a result of a 
crisis—as a result of the failure of this 
country to create and enact a com-
prehensive energy plan. I think too 
today, 30 years later, we are in the 
same circumstance, regrettably and 
tragically, and the people who rely on 
this program should not be the victims 
of our inability, or our unwillingness, 
to address the energy problem. That is 
what we should come to terms with 
here in the Senate, that we should pro-

ceed to consider this legislation and 
have it become law. I think absolutely 
it is our responsibility and obligation 
to give peace of mind to our constitu-
ency as they are despairing about the 
oncoming winter and how they are 
going to meet the costs of home heat-
ing oil that is now close to $5 per gal-
lon. 

I think we do have an obligation to 
continue to support this social safety 
net that is so essential. It is a matter 
of life and death, and I don’t think 
they should be the victims of our polit-
ical failure or our failure to address a 
comprehensive energy policy. That 
should happen. No doubt it should. 
Frankly, I hope we can reconcile our 
rhetoric here on the floor of the Senate 
with legislative action that becomes 
law that has an actual, direct impact 
on people’s daily lives. They deserve 
that. They deserve for us to take ac-
tion. Irrespective of the time or place 
we are in, in the Senate—whether or 
not it is a political year—we ought to 
reconcile our differences to do what is 
right for America on this mighty chal-
lenge that is facing so many across this 
country, including my constituency. 

Here we are in the third energy crisis 
of recent times, and we see that the 
program was at least designed to mini-
mize the burden for the least fortunate 
for years and has provided a level of 
funding. However, as you can see, with 
the historically high home heating oil 
prices you see over time, and yet, even 
though we have provided funding for 
low-income fuel assistance basically on 
a consistent basis, it never addressed 
the gap between the level of funding 
and the costs for home heating oil. So 
we are seeing, as you can see in the re-
cent times, in the recent months, what 
has happened to the cost of home heat-
ing oil. Yet at the same time the level 
of funding for low-income fuel assist-
ance has leveled off. 

That is why we need the legislation 
that is pending before the Senate. My 
colleague Senator SANDERS is abso-
lutely right, we need to double this 
funding. I thank the chairman of the 
Budget Committee as well for doubling 
the authorization. I appreciate his 
leadership on this question because we 
are in very different times, and that is 
the reason why we need to increase the 
level of support for this valuable pro-
gram. 

This program is for the most vulner-
able. We are talking about income lim-
its of $17,680 for an individual, and the 
average individual recipient earns 
around $13,000 per year. Think about it. 
The assistance we are providing is for 
those who have income eligibility of 
somewhere between $17,000 and $13,000 
on an individual basis. That is who we 
are talking about when it comes to the 
income eligibility standards for low-in-
come fuel assistance—$13,000 for an in-
dividual and as high as $17,000, and for 
a family of four the limit is $36,000. In 
Maine, in terms of the projected costs 
for paying for a household for home 
heating oil during the course of a win-

ter, based on today’s prices, is close to 
$5,000, just to keep warm this winter— 
$5,000. So if the eligibility standards 
are $33,000—$36,000 for a family of four, 
and for an individual it is anywhere 
from $13,000 to $17,000, it costs $5,000 to 
heat one’s home or residence for a win-
ter. These are hard-working individuals 
and families who, quite frankly, were 
in desperate need of assistance back in 
2006 when we witnessed the first major 
increase in home heating oil. So we 
were able to provide additional funding 
at that time of $1 billion for a total of 
$3.1 billion. At that point, again, it was 
a crisis that, given the sharp hike, New 
Englanders were paying about $2.39 per 
gallon. Well, fast forward 2 years to 
today and you will see, based on our 
charts we have provided, that oil costs 
$4.81. That is a 75-percent increase in 
only 2 years—75 percent. 

So we augmented the funding back in 
2006 up to $3.1 billion when home heat-
ing oil was $2.39. Today, it is at $4.81, 
and of course we are in July, so we 
have no idea in terms of what we can 
anticipate or expect for home heating 
oil costs when it comes to winter. So a 
75-percent increase as we know it 
today. So when winter actually arrives, 
New England could spend, under to-
day’s prices, more than $19 billion on 
home heating oil—$19 billion on home 
heating oil alone. That is a staggering 
price increase compared to back in 2006 
when it was approximately $9 billion. 
That gives us a dimension of the esca-
lation of the problem as we face it 
today and still not knowing what we 
can expect when winter approaches. 

As we see on this other chart I have 
presented, here is the cost of home 
heating oil, and as we have seen, it has 
increased 147 percent since 2004. So ba-
sically, in the last 31⁄2 years, we have 
seen an increase in home heating oil of 
147 percent. Yet when you look at the 
wage increase, it has only been 17.1 per-
cent. So you see that the cost of home 
heating oil in Maine has outpaced 
wages by 174 percent. Prices are now 
well ensconced in the stratosphere, 
with the legitimate fears that the sky 
may not, in fact, be the limit. It is a 
huge disparity when you see how little 
wages have grown over the last 31⁄2 
years and what has happened with a 
basic commodity such as home heating 
oil having increased 147 percent. 

Yet given all of these alarming num-
bers, what has happened to the level of 
low-income fuel assistance? It has ac-
tually dropped. It has actually declined 
to $2.5 billion from the $3.1 billion that 
we provided and that I sought, very ac-
tively, back in 2006, when the prices 
had spiked. So we were able to aug-
ment, as I said, that funding by an ad-
ditional billion dollars to reach $3.1 bil-
lion, but unfortunately, the funding for 
low-income fuel assistance fell back to 
$2.5 billion. So it obviously doesn’t 
make sense. We are actually regressing 
in terms of a level of funding at a time 
when home heating oil is actually sky-
rocketing and we don’t know where the 
boundaries are, we don’t know where 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7260 July 24, 2008 
the limitations are. As I said, the sky 
could be the limit, given what the un-
known presents for the future with re-
spect to home heating oil. 

In testimony before the Senate Com-
mittee on Small Business that Senator 
KERRY and I convened last month to 
discuss the dimensions involving small 
businesses and home heating oil and 
what the impact would be in our re-
gion, I had an individual from my 
State—her name is Jennifer Brooks— 
who is the community relations man-
ager at Penquis Community Action 
Program. They are on the front lines of 
providing critical services to Maine in 
multiple counties during these difficult 
times. 

Last year, the community action 
program provided fuel assistance to 
more than 9,000 Maine households. The 
average benefit received by each house-
hold was $736. In order to qualify for 
low-income fuel assistance this upcom-
ing heating season, a family of four 
must earn less than $31,800. So under 
the best case scenario, if a household 
does qualify for LIHEAP and benefits 
remain constant, a household on aver-
age can expect to receive 158 gallons of 
oil for the season, which isn’t even 
enough to fill a 250-gallon tank one 
time. 

We know it takes, on average, to get 
through a Maine winter, 850 gallons of 
heating oil—850 to 1,000 gallons—and it 
costs $4.81, which we know is the price 
today. When you look at what is avail-
able in the low-income fuel assistance 
program, if we fail to take action and 
increase funding, as this legislation 
would prescribe, to $5.1 billion, our 
lowest income families will receive a 
mere 19 percent of their home heating 
oil costs through this program—the 
lowest in the program’s history. 

Now, it is unbelievable to think peo-
ple can anticipate this winter facing, 
at the minimum, spending close to 
$5,000 for home heating oil. Yet given 
the dimensions of this program, we will 
only be able to provide support for 19 
percent of the entire cost for the entire 
winter. As you can see from the pre-
vious support of this program, the per-
centages have declined over the years. 
Over the last 25 years, the average 
Maine low-income fuel assistance re-
cipient received assistance that pro-
vided 41 percent of their heating oil 
costs. Last year, that started eroding, 
and it declined from $3.1 billion to $2.5 
billion. For the nearly 50,000 Maine 
households that received benefits, they 
were only provided 35 percent of the en-
tire cost for the season. 

At today’s prices, if we fail to in-
crease or double the funding of the low- 
income fuel assistance program to $5.1 
billion, then we can only provide 19 
percent of the entire cost of winter for 
home heating oil. Obviously, I think 
that speaks volumes, in terms of the 
dimension of the problem we are facing 
and what families are facing in my 
State, in New England, and across the 
country. Whether you are living in a 
cold- or hot-weather region, you de-

pend on this program either for air- 
conditioning or heating during the win-
ter. It is a basic social safety net pro-
gram. 

I think it is absolutely incumbent 
upon us to do everything we can to 
double funding for this program and to 
do it now and provide the assurances, 
instead of the rhetoric about what we 
will do sometime down the road. I 
think we do have a responsibility, indi-
vidually and collectively, to make the 
process work in the Senate and in the 
Congress, with the President, to do 
what is right for this country, for these 
families who are agonizing over the an-
ticipation of what next winter will 
bring in terms of costs. Here, with this 
program, we are talking about the low-
est of incomes. When it comes to 
$13,000, $17,000 for a family of four, or 
even $31,000 or $33,000, we need to help 
these families and these individuals, 
without question. 

As my constituent Jennifer Brooks 
said in her testimony before the Small 
Business Committee: 

If the average person on fuel assistance 
makes about $14,000 a year and the benefit 
only pays for 158 gallons of oil, I don’t know 
how they come up with any more money . . . 
they can’t, with the cost of food and the cost 
of gas and everything else. There is no 
money left over to pay even in the summer 
months . . . there is talk [of having] ‘‘warm-
ing places’’ so people can shut their furnaces 
down real low during the day and go to li-
braries and stay warm during the day . . . we 
are in a crisis. 

Last year, I heard many stories. 
After we were expecting $2.50 to $2.70 a 
gallon for home heating oil, I heard 
stories of desperation then. One TV 
station, channel 13, in Portland, ME, 
decided they would initiate a program 
where they would provide a few hun-
dred gallons of heating oil to four fami-
lies requiring assistance. They were 
asked to submit e-mails or letters if 
they believe they qualified for this as-
sistance. They received an astounding 
response, with more than 2,000 re-
quests. 

Again, there is no doubt as to the 
magnitude of the problem. That was 
for last winter. One hesitates to think 
about what we can expect for this win-
ter, when prices have increased by 
more than $2 since last winter. Here we 
are in July. So we must step up to our 
responsibilities in this crisis and fully 
fund the low-income fuel assistance 
program at the $5.1 billion. That is the 
least we can do. It is not that it will 
address all the problems or fulfill the 
needs for all those individuals who rely 
on this program, but certainly it will 
be a very important step forward. We 
must do it now. We should be proactive 
and preemptive and prescriptive in our 
measures, not reactive, and not wait 
until after the August recess and con-
tinue to dither and talk but fail to 
take action. 

We have a responsibility to provide 
assurances to those people we rep-
resent in this country, to take the 
strong measures, and to take those ac-
tions that are so vital and instru-

mental to providing peace of mind dur-
ing these very difficult times when 
people are facing these mighty chal-
lenges. 

There are many ways to debate this 
energy problem. Certainly, we should 
have a comprehensive energy solution, 
no doubt. I don’t think we should place 
the burden on those individuals who 
rely on this program, who are con-
cerned—deeply concerned—and an-
guishing about the future because of 
our failure to reconcile our differences 
to reach out across the political aisle. 
I question as to why we cannot do it. I 
don’t think we should live in an all-or- 
nothing world because that is not the 
world our constituents live in. These 
issues are not mutually exclusive. It is 
not that we cannot do one because we 
were haven’t done the other. How 
about starting someplace? We can start 
with this program, which was born be-
cause of an energy crisis 30 years ago. 
We are in a similar circumstance 
today. 

These people should not bear the 
brunt of our political failures or un-
willingness or inability to resolve these 
differences. 

I think the Senate should not be a 
roadblock to results but a pathway to 
hope. What I see here today, regret-
tably, is, again, my way or the high-
way. Here, at a time when we are deal-
ing with monumental challenges con-
fronting this Nation—and they are af-
fecting our country simultaneously. 
Look at our economy and the job pic-
ture, the housing, energy, and we are in 
a war in Iraq and in Afghanistan and 
we continue to dither, to remain in-
tractable, intransigent about achieving 
results. Truly, it is not in keeping with 
the legacy of this institution, which 
has done so much throughout our his-
tory. 

That is why Senator NELSON, from 
Nebraska, and I sent a letter to the 
President, along with 14 other col-
leagues, asking the President for a bi-
partisan summit. After all, we think 
these times demand it. The President 
should convene a national energy sum-
mit, bringing together the congres-
sional leadership, on a bipartisan basis, 
and other Members of the House and 
Senate from the committees of juris-
diction, environmental leaders, indus-
try leaders and scientists, to sit around 
a table to see what we can do for the 
good of this country now. 

It is immaterial that we are in an 
election year, that we are 7 months 
away from the election. The American 
people deserve to have us honor our ob-
ligations as elected officials. After all, 
there was an election in 2006, as I re-
call. We promised our constituents we 
would work on the problems facing this 
country. Here we are today with an 
abysmal 14 percent approval rating. I 
don’t know, that may be the lowest ap-
proval rating in the history of Gallup 
Polls. 

We all bear a responsibility, individ-
ually and collectively. We should care 
how Americans feel about this institu-
tion and what can we do every day to 
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make it better. Some days, I wonder if 
we wake up and say: Well, this is going 
to be another ‘‘can’t do’’ day. We are 
not going to achieve anything for the 
people. We are going to see if we can 
continue to be a roadblock to results 
and action. We are going to do every-
thing we can to be a barrier to solu-
tions. We will wait for the next elec-
tion or next year or maybe some other 
time. 

Yet people are suffering. They are 
losing their jobs. They are wondering 
how to heat their homes next winter. 
They are losing their homes. This is a 
time for us to step up to the plate and 
demonstrate to the American people 
that we can do it. Frankly, we are ex-
periencing a crisis in confidence in 
America, in a variety of institutions, 
not the least of which is Congress. Peo-
ple are not only despairing about their 
individual situations, they are also de-
spairing about the inability of elected 
officials in our political institutions to 
address these problems. It is not so 
much that America has these prob-
lems, it is the question of our inability 
to address them and to reach across 
the political aisle. 

I hope we can find a way to extricate 
ourselves from this confrontational 
morass and not constantly engage in 
all-or-nothing politics and scoring po-
litical points, making it all about the 
election, and not live up to the expec-
tations the people rightfully have of 
their elected officials and political in-
stitutions to address the mighty chal-
lenges confronting this Nation. 

Without question, we can and we 
must have answers to this national 
emergency. That is why I thought it 
would be an important step forward if 
the President convened an emergency 
energy summit. There are short-term 
and long-term solutions. There are 
many pieces to the energy pie. The 
low-income energy assistance program 
is a critical aspect of that in terms of 
mitigating the impact on the most vul-
nerable in our society. We have an obli-
gation, at a very minimum, to address 
that for these individuals. It is not 
their burden and it should not be; they 
should not have the responsibility of 
our failure to address the energy prob-
lem. That is why we need to double the 
funding for this critical program. 

Yes, we should pass legislation with 
respect to speculation. It is something 
most of us agree on. Why can’t we do 
it? There are other aspects to energy 
policy we have failed to address. Every-
body is agreeing we should extend the 
tax credit for renewables. So why 
haven’t we done that? It should have 
been part of the stimulus package—and 
it was, to a point. But, regrettably, 
again, there were those who opposed it. 
Yet it could have very well been stimu-
lative to this economy. It would have 
created up to 100,000 jobs. In Maine, we 
get $1.5 billion for wind projects, but 
we didn’t extend the tax credits for re-
newables beyond this year. Why 
couldn’t we do it? Everybody talks 
about it. Yet we failed to address that 

problem. We keep postponing, defer-
ring, delaying, and denying that the 
problem exists. Yet this is something 
that could be readily accomplished. 

My constituents are looking into al-
ternatives; for example, wood pellet 
stoves or other energy-efficient means 
of heating our homes. Yet the tax cred-
its for those have expired. They expired 
at the end of last year. So they cannot 
even resort to that as an alternative 
because, regrettably, we have not ex-
tended that tax credit. 

The question is, Why? Why are we at 
an impasse on those issues upon which 
we agree? I think that is the most star-
tling dimension to the problems facing 
this country—that in the Senate, 
where we should be taking and adopt-
ing the can-do approach, why can’t we 
do the right thing and address this en-
ergy crisis? We all agree extending tax 
credits for renewables is something we 
should do. So why aren’t we doing it? 
Because individuals or companies or 
entities aren’t going to make invest-
ments in renewables if they don’t have 
the assurance of tax credits. That is 
abundantly clear. They have no way of 
knowing how long or whether they are 
going to be extended. They are not 
going to put themselves on the line fi-
nancially without the certainty of 
knowing they will be extended. 

Why are we not doing that? It will 
create jobs and, certainly, we need job 
creation in America, at a time when 
unemployment is rising at high levels. 

We should be concerned about cre-
ating jobs, and that is one dimension. 
We should be concerned about creating 
alternatives, creating incentives, in-
spiring innovation, entrepreneurial 
spirit. We should do all of that and 
more, and we hesitate and fail to take 
action on issues on which we agree, 
which is truly dismaying and dis-
concerting, most certainly to the 
American people who depend on us to 
take those measures and those steps 
that can begin to resolve effectively 
the problems that are at hand. 

We can do all of these things. We are 
certainly capable of doing them, unless 
we are stuck in the status quo and the 
gridlock that constantly is where we 
try to score the political points time 
and time again to no avail. 

I hope we can proceed and take ac-
tion on this very basic social safety net 
program for the most vulnerable in our 
society and demonstrate that we do 
have the opportunity, these rare mo-
ments, to reach across the political 
aisle and proceed to double the funding 
for this program at this moment in 
time because, certainly, it is one pro-
gram that is of immense value to the 
people of my State and throughout this 
country, and it is certainly at the very 
least, at the minimal, what we should 
be able to accomplish. 

I hope we can do more. I hope we can 
find the political wherewithal to search 
within ourselves to reach across the 
political aisle so the monkey wrenches 
don’t continue to grind down the delib-
erative process with polarization and 

partisanship that yields no achieve-
ments, no accomplishments, no oppor-
tunity, and provides no hope for the 
people we represent. 

The American people deserve more 
than what they are receiving today. 
Frankly, I cannot believe that we 
would adjourn for the August recess 
without addressing the energy crisis— 
this program, speculation, and much 
more. The American people do deserve 
to have a comprehensive approach. 
They do deserve to have their elected 
officials stay here as long as it takes, 
as much time as it requires for bold ac-
tion that will be so essential and can 
measure it with the problems we are 
facing in this country today. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 

wish to start off by saying how much I 
agree with my distinguished colleague 
from Maine. I think the LIHEAP pro-
gram is one that is essential. There is 
a real possibility if we do not deal with 
the LIHEAP program, fellow Ameri-
cans across the landscape of this coun-
try will find themselves in the cold, lit-
erally and figuratively, and they will 
be in such a situation where they will 
have to make desperate choices in 
their lives. 

So this is something, among other 
things, on which we should be reaching 
across the aisle. As one Democratic 
Senator, I want the Senator from 
Maine to know that we are absolutely 
in agreement with her, and we believe 
this is essential to move forward. 

I appreciate her comments about 
coming to common ground and com-
mon cause on those things on which, in 
fact, we can agree. There is much, at 
least from listening to the speeches on 
the Senate floor, that, in fact, we sup-
posedly can agree on. We see there are 
elements of the Republican package 
that deal with market speculation. 
That is the essence of the underlying 
bill we are debating. Let’s come to-
gether on that. Let’s come together on 
the renewable energy tax credit ex-
tenders, something that we began, that 
existed, and we need to extend if we 
want to get the marketplace not de-
pending on oil, whether it be foreign or 
domestic. Let’s agree on that. That is 
apparently something we can agree on 
from speeches I heard. We should come 
together in that respect. 

I heard conservation about using 
less. We agree on that issue. Let’s come 
together on that. I agree with the Sen-
ator from Maine that while there may 
be differences, there are a lot of ele-
ments together that we do agree on, 
and if we can begin to move on those 
elements, maybe we could come to a 
point in which we could move forward 
on other items as well. 

But why not allow those things that 
ultimately can make a difference in 
the short term and in the long term for 
our collective constituents? When you 
are cold, it doesn’t have a Republican 
or Democratic label to it. When you 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00059 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7262 July 24, 2008 
have to make a choice between a gallon 
of gas or putting a gallon of milk on 
the table, it doesn’t have a Democratic 
or Republican label on it. 

I agree with the Senator from Maine. 
I am glad to have been on the floor to 
listen to her. She is a voice of reason, 
and I appreciate where she stands on 
these issues, and I agree with her. 
Hopefully, we can move in that direc-
tion. 

COASTAL DRILLING 
Mr. President, I have come to the 

floor various times over the last couple 
of weeks to discuss opening our coast-
line to drilling. This is part of one of 
the marvelous beaches in New Jersey. 
You have to get off the New Jersey 
Turnpike to understand. 

I had some colleagues say: Why are 
you so fixated on this drilling issue? 
Isn’t your State one big refining place? 
They obviously never got off the New 
Jersey Turnpike. 

If you get off the New Jersey Turn-
pike, you will see one of the most in-
credible parts of the United States 
coastline where not only millions of 
New Jerseyans go, which they consider 
a birthright, but people from through-
out the region. Canadians come down 
and contribute to our economy because 
they want to go to the New Jersey 
shore. 

The Presiding Officer, the distin-
guished senior Senator from Florida, 
understands what that Florida coast-
line means to his State and his econ-
omy. That is why he has been such a 
vigorous voice on the floor of the Sen-
ate. 

Ever since I have been having to 
come down to the floor, ever since we 
have had these two oilmen in the White 
House, the Presidential candidate they 
support, and many on the other side of 
the aisle—not all but many on the 
other side of the aisle—have begun a 
very hard sell to the American people 
over an absurd notion that opening our 
coastlines to drilling will ever lower 
gas prices. They have grabbed on to a 
source of fear and frustration among 
American families, and there is no 
question that there is frustration and 
pain for our American families. But 
they are using that frustration and 
pain to pull a fast one on the American 
people. 

Exploitation of pain at the pump to 
grab more land to build up stock 
prices, that is what this is all about. 
They are using it to sell a plan that in 
reality will bring absolutely zero relief 
to Americans but instead represents 
one last great big handout to oil com-
panies that are already making astro-
nomically staggering profits. 

We just saw the beginning of that pa-
rade with ConocoPhillips, an incredible 
increase in profits. On one hand, you 
have American families who are get-
ting absolutely slammed by high gas 
prices. On the other hand, you have oil 
companies counting their money, sit-
ting on 68 million acres of public land 
that are not being put to use and focus-
ing way more on taking that money 

and using it on stock buybacks that ul-
timately drive up the value of their 
shares than exploration or innovation. 

It is not because I say that. Listen to 
what the President of the American 
Petroleum Institute said when he was 
asked: Why can’t you create more pro-
duction? 

He said: We don’t have the infra-
structure and the rigs and the drills 
and all the pipeline and everything 
that is necessary to create more pro-
duction. He didn’t say why. One of the 
reasons is they haven’t been investing 
the money to do that. 

So all the suggestions to lift the mor-
atoria and tomorrow out sprouts oil 
and, therefore, gasoline and prices 
plunge is simply not true. They cannot 
even pursue the 68 million acres, the 
extra area in the gulf, the extra area 
off the Outer Continental Shelf in Alas-
ka that is not subject to any moratoria 
right now. They cannot even do that 
and haven’t done it. What an incredible 
falsehood perpetuated on the American 
people. But I believe the American peo-
ple know better. 

If we listen to these proposals, you 
would think—I have seen some of my 
colleagues shake the legislation and 
say: There is no oil in here. Guess 
what. There is no oil in their proposals 
either. That is really laughable. 

Who do our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle choose to help? The oil 
companies have more money than the 
eye can see, and you don’t even hear 
them talk about the oil companies. 
They never invoke their name unless it 
is to say: Oh, we need to give them 
more. We need to do more for them. We 
need to do everything for them. The 
average American wishes they were in 
the role of the oil companies—record 
profits, huge amounts of money. Let’s 
give them more. Let’s give them more. 

We never hear from our Republican 
friends talking about the oil companies 
having any responsibility—I am not 
saying the responsibility, any responsi-
bility—for some of our lack of produc-
tion. I have just heard one too many 
speeches that are apologies for the oil 
companies. Multibillion profits—I am 
not going to be an apologist for the oil 
companies. 

As we try to pass legislation to crack 
down on greedy oil speculation which 
could lower gas prices quicker than 
anything, they just say no, even 
though they include it as part of their 
proposals. 

Back at home, people who are hear-
ing these debates say: They keep talk-
ing about speculation. I know what 
speculation generally means. 

What does it mean in the context to 
the average person? What it means is 
traders buy huge quantities of oil on-
line, many times intentionally inflat-
ing prices. They then turn around and 
sell those very orders to other traders 
at even higher prices. These traders 
never intend to use the oil. This is not 
a purchase of oil because they are 
going to ultimately use it in distribu-
tion in the country and make sure peo-

ple have, for example, home heating oil 
or they are going to refine it and have 
gasoline. No, they use these constant 
trades bidding up the price so they can 
ultimately cash in. 

But who gets stuck with the bill 
every time we have to pay to fill our 
tanks and heat our homes? It is the 
American consumer. 

We Democrats want to do something 
about it. For those who keep saying— 
even though it is part of their plan— 
oh, no, this is really not a problem, let 
me read to you from an article that ap-
peared today, July 25, in the New York 
Times: 

Firm said to manipulate oil market. Com-
modity regulators in Washington have ac-
cused a Dutch trading company of making 
roughly a million dollars in illegal profits by 
manipulating the prices of crude oil, heating 
oil— 

What we are going to be using this 
winter— 
and gasoline— 

Over what period of time? 
over an 11 day period of time. 

One million dollars in 11 days in ille-
gal profits. Oh, it is not a problem; 
speculation is not a problem. 

In audio tapes uncovered in their inves-
tigation, regulators said one defendant de-
scribed the scheme as an effort to ‘‘bully the 
market’’— 

Bully the market— 
by making a large number of trades at or 
near the end of the trading day to move clos-
ing prices. 

But this is a marketplace that can-
not be bullied. Therefore, we don’t need 
to do anything about the speculative 
nature and unbridled speculation. Well, 
guess what. One million dollars in 11 
days, with their own voices saying that 
this is an effort to ‘‘bully the market.’’ 
Moreover, unlike many manipulation 
cases, this one accuses the defendants 
of actually succeeding in moving prices 
that were used as benchmarks for con-
sumer markets—actually moving the 
benchmarks that are used for consumer 
markets, in essence, saying not only is 
it our intention to bully the market, 
but the regulators are saying yes, and 
they did bully the markets. They did 
bully the markets. 

Now, the complaint that was filed in 
the Federal District Court in Manhat-
tan says at least two of those attempts 
resulted in, guess what, higher prices 
for gasoline and crude oil. But our Re-
publican friends say: Oh, no, market 
manipulation and speculation isn’t a 
problem. But here is only one example, 
and this has been a reluctant regulator 
to pursue this. When they have heard 
the speeches on the floor and they have 
heard this going on for some time now, 
all of a sudden we grab one of these 
companies, 11 days, $1 million, bullying 
the market and doing it successfully. 

That is why we need the legislation 
Senator REID and the Democratic ma-
jority brought to the floor and that 
others only talk about, saying it is 
part of our package. Well, join us. Join 
us before more market speculation 
takes place. 
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What are Democrats trying to do 

about it? We are trying to add 100 new 
cops on the beat to the commission 
that oversees these traders. We are try-
ing to create greater transparency, for 
the first time requiring—for the first 
time—detailed reporting of previously 
undisclosed trades. And oversight— 
stopping speculators from inflating oil 
prices by playing domestic and foreign 
markets off of each other. 

We had testimony before the Con-
gress, sworn testimony, as a matter of 
fact—and it is not often we have sworn 
testimony—from oil company execu-
tives. They were challenged as to why 
we are having these high prices. You 
tell us, in fact, it is the demand and 
the supply side. We said we have heard 
a lot of talk about supply and demand, 
and that largely over the last 2 years 
they have traced each other pretty 
closely together. Well then, what is the 
issue? And what is their response, 
these very oil company executives? 
Their response is: market speculation. 
But no, we don’t have to go after that. 
It is not one of the most important 
issues, something that can be done 
now. So they say no. 

I have to hand it to my colleagues for 
their political talent, to take an issue 
so vital to the daily lives of Americans 
and convince them they want to do 
something about it with a proposal 
that is more about oil company stock 
prices than gas prices. That is quite a 
feat, if you can pull it off. That is tal-
ent. But here is the problem. The facts 
always come out, and the facts ulti-
mately always win. 

It has been tremendously important 
to me, as a Senator from New Jersey, 
to come down here and give the facts 
about coastline drilling. It is not just 
the facts about drilling and gas prices, 
although that is how they initially 
make their plan popular, it is also the 
facts about oil spills, which they say 
are virtually impossible with today’s 
drilling technology, virtually impos-
sible. 

That is exactly what they told us 
about the tanker industry that carries 
the oil. We don’t have any rigs that I 
know of in the country, along the 
coastal waters of the United States, 
where there is drilling, that either 
don’t have a pipeline system or don’t 
ultimately have a vessel. And we were 
told: Don’t worry about our tanker sys-
tem. In fact, it is impossible to have 
any spills. 

This is what happened with that im-
possibility. Workers there are cleaning 
up after the Exxon Valdez oil spill in 
Prince William Sound—a lot of oil 
there, obviously, a huge disaster. So if 
we could say that, and if it were true, 
that would surely be nice for the east-
ern and western coastlines of the 
United States. If it were true, in fact, 
that it is virtually impossible to have 
no spills, that surely would be nice for 
the $200 billion that our coasts gen-
erate each and every year in fishing 
and tourism revenues—$200 billion. And 
it surely would be nice if it were true 

for my home State of New Jersey and 
the millions of people who end up on 
the Jersey shore each summer and the 
half a million jobs in the State of New 
Jersey supported by the economy there 
between recreation, tourism, and the 
commercial and recreational fisher-
men. 

It surely would be nice if an oil spill 
off the coast of Virginia didn’t have the 
potential to affect the coastline from 
South Carolina up to New York. That 
surely would be nice, if it were true. 
But the facts always come out, and at 
the end of the day, the facts always 
win. 

Earlier this month, the distinguished 
minority leader made this statement, 
echoed by several of his colleagues as 
part of their hard sell to the American 
people: ‘‘Not a drop of oil was spilled 
during Katrina.’’ Not a drop of oil. 
Well, that surely would be nice, if it 
were true. But the fact is, we can see 
here from this U.S. Coast Guard photo 
that was published in the Washington 
Post on July 14 of 2008 what was hap-
pening with this spill and how they 
were trying to burn the spill up in 
order to try to deal with the disaster. 
Oh, but not a drop of oil was spilled 
during Katrina. I guess this picture 
must be a fabrication of the Coast 
Guard. 

Last month Senator MCCAIN said: 
‘‘Not even Hurricanes Katrina and Rita 
could cause significant spillage.’’ Well, 
the same picture from the U.S. Coast 
Guard. That surely would be nice, if it 
were true. Last time I checked, 7.7 mil-
lion gallons of oil is pretty significant, 
pretty significant. 

And then in the last 24 hours, there 
was a stroke of poetic justice. Senator 
MCCAIN was ready to fly out to an oil 
platform in the Gulf of Mexico to stage 
a photo opportunity. He was ready to 
show how safe it is to drill for and 
transport oil these days. Nothing to 
worry about. Unfortunately, he should 
have known better, because the facts 
always come out, and the facts always 
win. Just as he was set to do this yes-
terday, there was an accident on the 
Mississippi near New Orleans in which 
a freighter rammed a barge and spilled 
419,000 gallons of fuel oil. Next thing 
you know, the McCain photo-op was 
postponed. It seems they realized it is 
hard to make the case that oil drilling 
and oil transportation is completely 
safe when there are 419,000 gallons of 
oil floating around and washing up on 
the shore nearby. 

Of course, now his representatives 
are saying it was postponed because of 
the hurricane that hit the southern tip 
of Texas yesterday that this event was 
cancelled. I thought: Well, that might 
be a legitimate reason. But then I 
checked the National Weather Service 
forecast. And what did the National 
Weather Service’s detailed forecast 
say, which I have right here—satellite 
images? 

The National Weather Service made 
the following forecast today for the 
Louisiana gulf coast: Partly cloudy. 

Scattered thunderstorms, mainly in 
the afternoon. Highs in the lower 90s. 
Southeast winds 5 to 10 miles per hour. 
Chance of thunderstorms, 30 percent. 

I think the Presiding Officer has a 
pretty good sense that this is pretty 
tame weather conditions for this time 
of the year—certainly not hurricane 
weather. 

So if you look up ‘‘irony’’ in the dic-
tionary, I think you will find possibly 
that it might describe cancelling an oil 
drilling photo-op because a massive 
nearby oil spill took place. Having to 
cancel your big oil drilling photo-op 
because of a massive oil spill is like 
cancelling a crime safety photo-op be-
cause the house next door got robbed. 
In selling this absurd coastline drilling 
plan to the American people, Senator 
MCCAIN and others have time and time 
again pointed to advanced technology 
that would supposedly eliminate the 
threat of massive oil spills. Well, this 
is the oil fire after Katrina. As he can 
now personally attest to, even with the 
most modern technology, we can’t pre-
vent massive oil spills such as the one 
currently devastating the Mississippi, 
just as we couldn’t prevent a 7.7 mil-
lion gallon oil spill after Hurricanes 
Katrina and Rita. And that is the type 
of straight talk we need about oil drill-
ing and the type of talk the American 
people need to hear and that they de-
serve. 

As to the claim that coastline drill-
ing will lower gas prices, we know it 
simply won’t. That is clear when we re-
alize there are millions of acres al-
ready subject to oil exploration that 
aren’t being pursued. In fact, the 
American Petroleum Institute presi-
dent says: Well, we don’t have the in-
frastructure and the rigs and the drills 
to pursue it. We can’t do that over-
night. 

We know we have reduced 800,000 bar-
rels a day in demand because of high 
gas prices. The Saudis have produced 
500,000 barrels a day in extra produc-
tion—a 1.3 million barrel a day shift in 
barrels of oil—and yet gas prices have 
done what? They have gone up. We 
opened the gulf—181—and gas prices 
have gone up. 

So if 1.3 million barrels in either re-
duced demand or increased production 
haven’t done anything about gas 
prices, imagine the very large sum of 
200,000 barrels in the year 2030 at this 
risk. If 1.3 million barrels can’t do it, 
how does 200,000 do it, and yet accept 
this risk? Accept this risk to this envi-
ronment and to the $200 billion that is 
generated by the coasts of the east and 
west. 

And, by the way, that 200,000 would 
mean that every State would have to 
agree, assuming we would give States 
an option, and we have already heard 
the Governor of California say: No way. 
They are one of the biggest parts of the 
coastline. I doubt you will get Oregon 
and Washington in that respect. We 
have heard some of their distinguished 
colleagues say that is not going to hap-
pen. New Jersey won’t do it. So by the 
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time you are finished, you are nowhere 
near even the 200,000. 

Now, what is it we can do? Well, I 
agree with the comments of the distin-
guished Senator from Maine, who said: 
Let’s do what is possible and what we 
agree to. And what is possible and what 
we agree to is very significant. 

The Republicans say they are for a 
renewable energy source, and are pro-
viding the tax credits that existed and 
expired and should be brought back to 
life. They say they are for that. Well, 
they have said ‘‘no’’ twice, though. 
Twice we have brought that forward, 
and twice they have said ‘‘no.’’ 

The fact is that passing the tax cred-
it extenders would create the incen-
tives that are necessary to move us in 
a direction in which oil is not the 
issue, and risking the coastlines and 
the $200 billion economy is not the 
issue, and where we could do things in 
a tighter timeframe and better time-
frame than the year 2030. That would 
move us toward renewable energy 
sources, such as wind, solar, biomass, 
and cellulosic ethanol, plug-in hybrids, 
which are critical. All of these things 
would move us in a direction long be-
fore 2030, which is when all of this pro-
duction would take place, if it takes 
place. 

We supposedly agree on moving for-
ward on that, but our Republican 
friends have said ‘‘no’’ twice. Repub-
licans say that speculation is part of 
their package. I talked about that ear-
lier. We saw already one company 
being pursued—$1 million, 11 days, bul-
lying the market and succeeding in 
doing it. Well, it is time to move on 
speculation. Yet that is the very es-
sence of the underlying bill. We can’t 
seem to get them to agree on that. 
Most of the speeches I have been hear-
ing is that they pooh-pooh speculation. 
When it made a difference in oil and 
gas prices, as that case suggests, I 
would simply say that is certainly not 
anything to be pooh-poohed. It is real 
and it is consequential, and even the 
testimony of the oil company execu-
tives says it could produce anywhere 
up to $50 per barrel more. 

Republicans say that conservation is 
part of their package. We agree. So 
why not join us in that respect as well, 
with the conservation proposals we 
have put forward? 

There are three very significant 
areas: renewable energy tax credits, 
speculation, conservation. Let’s move 
forward. But instead, what we have is a 
series of noes. Then we have 18 amend-
ments filed by Republicans, all to do 
what? To open the coastline of our 
country, which, as I have already dis-
cussed, will not achieve anything. But 
do you need 18 different amendments 
even to pursue what you think is an ap-
propriate energy policy to open the 
coastline to drilling, to risk the con-
sequences of this? OK, the majority 
leader said: Go ahead, we will give you 
an amendment. But you cannot take 
yes for an answer. We have to have 18 
different amendments to do virtually 
the same thing. 

You can repeat a big lie over and 
over. We have seen that in the history 
of the world, that you can take some-
thing that is not quite true, repeat it 
over and over, and try to give it the 
life it otherwise does not deserve—try 
to make it true. But saying it over and 
over doesn’t make it true, saying over 
and over that drilling is the panacea, 
the solution to bring down gas prices. 

The way I hear it, I hear: Pass the 
legislation, have the President sign it, 
tomorrow oil sprouts up, gas gets 
made, prices go down. I give a lot more 
credit to the American people than 
that. 

The truth, crushed down to the floor, 
springs back up. The truth is that, in 
fact, we have the wherewithal to move 
our country in a much different direc-
tion. It is the can-do spirit of America. 
It is the pioneer spirit of America. It is 
the spirit that gets going—the tough 
get going when the going gets tough. 
That is the spirit we have. That is the 
spirit we should pursue. That is the re-
newable energy from tax credits. That 
is the conservation. That is stopping 
the speculation in the marketplace. 
That is ensuring that, in fact, we move 
to necessary renewable energy sources. 
That makes for a great America, a new 
economy—and do something about 
global warming all at the same time 
that we deal with the challenges of gas 
prices in the short term and liberate 
ourselves in the long term. That is 
what the debate is all about. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I will be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. The Senator 
has given an excellent exposition and 
debunking of a number of these myths. 
As to his recitation debunking the 
statements made by a number of Sen-
ators on this floor that there was no 
oilspill in the Gulf of Mexico after Hur-
ricane Katrina and Hurricane Rita, I 
want to ask the Senator whether he 
had seen this particular report from 
the White House, ‘‘The Federal Re-
sponse to Hurricane Katrina, Lessons 
Learned,’’ February of 2006, after 
Katrina, in August of 2005. 

I want to find out whether the Sen-
ator had seen this report: 

In fact, Hurricane Katrina caused at least 
10 oil spills releasing the same quantity of 
oil as some of the worst oil spills in U.S. his-
tory. Louisiana reported at least six major 
spills of over 100,000 gallons and four medium 
spills of over 10,000 gallons. All told, more 
than 7.4 million gallons poured into the Gulf 
Coast region’s waterways, over two-thirds of 
the amount that spilled out during Amer-
ica’s worst oil disaster, the rupturing of the 
Exxon Valdez tanker off the Alaskan coast 
in 1989. 

That is the end of the quote from the 
very report on Katrina from the White 
House. Has the Senator seen that re-
port? 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I have. I appreciate 
the distinguished Senator from Florida 
pointing it out. The words are powerful 
because there it is not a Member of the 
Senate saying this, not a Democrat 

saying this. This is the official report. 
I have used the pictures because a pic-
ture speaks better than a thousand 
words, and you cannot deny it as you 
cannot deny the report. The fact is 
that we had massive oilspills after 
Katrina and Rita. 

This is a Coast Guard picture. That is 
the reality. The fact is, we were told 
we have the most highly techno-
logically advanced—it is impossible to 
have any spills as a result of tankers. 

The Exxon Valdez. 
It simply is not true to suggest that 

there was not. How is it that it has 
been quoted here— 

Not even Hurricanes Katrina and Rita 
could cause significant spillage . . . 

At least that says ‘‘significant spill-
age.’’ 

Not a drop of oil was spilled during Katrina 
. . . 

It is pretty tough to say that not a 
drop of oil was spilled during Katrina. 
This is why we have to be so cautious 
about risking the coastlines, the econ-
omy, the environment, when it will not 
produce a drop of oil for over a decade, 
it will not do anything about gas prices 
now or in the future, but can create an 
enormous consequence. 

We need to be honest with the Amer-
ican people, and I hope this oppor-
tunity to get to the floor and talk 
about some of the facts and show some 
of the photos from the Coast Guard 
will make it very clear. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SANDERS). The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania is recognized. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, this is 
an unusual day in the Senate. I have 
been in this body for a while. I have 
never seen the floor so crowded. I have 
sought, since early morning, to find a 
little floor time and have waited more 
than an hour at the present time, past 
the time I was scheduled to speak. I am 
glad to listen. 

I am beginning, on my consideration 
of the pending legislation, the energy 
speculation bill, to note what is hap-
pening on the Senate floor. There has 
been a lot of talk, a lot of talk in the 
Senate for the last 4 days, and really 
no action—only one vote on Tuesday 
morning on a procedural matter to in-
voke cloture to proceed to the consid-
eration of the bill. What has happened? 
We have been talking a great deal but 
not considering anything which would 
advance an energy policy for the 
United States. 

We are engaged in a process which is 
a little difficult to understand, but I 
think it is important for the American 
people to know what is happening. A 
procedure has been utilized recently— 
the past couple of decades—where the 
majority leader exercises his rights as 
leader to take a procedural step which 
precludes anybody from offering 
amendments to the bill. 

This is an opportunity. The Senate 
Chamber is empty, which it is fre-
quently, certainly past 7 o’clock on a 
Thursday evening, but it is very hard 
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to convey this information so that peo-
ple would understand why no action is 
being taken in the Senate. There is no 
doubt that it is a do-nothing Senate 
and has been for some time as a result 
of political gridlock. That is why the 
ratings of the Senate have plummeted. 

We have a situation which really 
started to percolate back in 1992, and it 
has been a practice of both Democrats 
and Republicans. Customarily—really 
invariably—when there is political 
blame in this body, it is attributable to 
both political parties. You can divide it 
right down the center aisle, and it is 
evenly split. But this procedure to pre-
clude amendments is of fairly recent 
origin. 

In the 101st Congress of 1989 to 1990, 
where Senator Mitchell was the leader, 
he did not use this procedure on any 
occasion. But by the 103rd Congress, 
1993 to 1994, Senator Mitchell employed 
it on nine occasions. Then it was 
picked up in the Republican tenure of 
Senator Lott in the 106th Congress, in 
1999 to 2000, when Senator Lott used it 
nine times. Then, in the 109th Con-
gress, 2005 to 2006, Senator Frist, the 
majority leader, used it nine times. In 
this Congress, the 110th, 2007 and partly 
through 2008, Senator REID has used it 
13 times. 

What does this mean so that it can be 
understood by the American people 
who have such a vital interest in hav-
ing the Senate function? Let me illus-
trate it with a bill on climate change 
which was called up in June of this 
year. 

As soon as the bill was called up, 
Senator REID exercised his rights as 
leader to get first recognition. In the 
Senate, Senators are recognized in 
terms of who first seeks recognition, 
but in case of a tie it goes to the lead-
er. He then offers an amendment and 
then another amendment so that pro-
cedurally no other of the 99 Senators 
can offer any amendment. 

The global warming bill was a very 
important bill. There has been a de-
mand to deal with this issue which 
poses great threats to our environ-
ment. There was legislation pending, 
legislation which Senator BINGAMAN 
and I had introduced, the Bingaman- 
Specter bill, legislation introduced by 
Senator LIEBERMAN and Senator WAR-
NER on a very complex subject. 

Early in the week of June 2, I came 
to the floor and spoke about some 
amendments which I wanted to offer. I 
wanted to offer an amendment on emis-
sion caps. I wanted to offer another 
amendment on cost-containment safe-
ty valve—a price cap. I wanted to offer 
a third amendment on energy-intensive 
manufacturing competitiveness and a 
fourth amendment on steel process gas 
emissions. Of course, that was only one 
Senator, at the beginning of what I 
wanted to have considered. But I was 
foreclosed from offering any of those 
amendments by the procedure which 
Senator REID used to fill the tree. 

Then Senator REID moved for what is 
called cloture; that means to cut off 

debate in order to proceed to final pas-
sage of the bill. 

I wanted to consider the global 
warming issue, but I certainly was not 
about to agree to cutting off debate 
and proceeding to final passage before I 
or others had had an opportunity to 
offer amendments. 

Now, what happens as a result? The 
result is that Republicans complain 
about what Senator REID has done on 
precluding amendments, and Senator 
REID complains about it being another 
Republican filibuster in response to the 
Republican’s inability to offer amend-
ments. 

So there is finger-pointing. That is 
what we are really good at these days. 
And the American people do not under-
stand anything except that nothing is 
being done. Now, we have had consider-
ation this week on a bill called the en-
ergy speculation bill. We all wonder 
why the cost of oil has gone through 
the roof, causing gasoline prices of 
more than $4 a gallon. 

There is no doubt about the anguish 
and difficulties that the American peo-
ple are suffering as a result of these 
costs, of these prices. And there is con-
cern about the speculators who may be 
involved. Maybe they are. There are 
some indicators that part of the prob-
lem is caused by speculation. 

Well, we haven’t dealt with the issue 
in a logical, factual way; that is, for 
Senators to come to the floor and ad-
dress the substance of the bill which is 
pending or offer amendments to modify 
the bill which is pending. 

Now, Senator REID, the majority 
leader, has followed the same course of 
action. He has filed cloture. We are 
going to have a cloture vote tomorrow. 
It takes 60 votes for cloture to cut off 
debate. It will not happen. When the 
motion for cloture fails, Senator REID 
is going to go to his podium over there, 
and he is going to blast the Repub-
licans for shutting down the bill at a 
time when the American people need 
relief, at a time when the American 
people need a decision as to what the 
speculators are doing. 

I want to offer an amendment on 
bringing OPEC within our antitrust 
laws; something that I have been push-
ing for years. Right now, the OPEC 
combine has an exemption under our 
antitrust laws. The OPEC nations get 
into a room, they decide how much the 
production is going to be, they limit 
supply, and the price of oil goes up. 

They have what is called sovereign 
immunity. Well, they ought not to 
have it. The Congress of the United 
States has the authority to change 
that. We can bring them within our 
antitrust laws so that the Attorney 
General can take action against them. 

They are subject to jurisdiction in 
the United States because they do busi-
ness here, and they have a lot of assets 
here. If we brought OPEC within our 
antitrust laws, you would see a change 
in their policy. They have argued for a 
long time—Saudi Arabia—that they 
cannot have any greater production. 

But about a month ago, when there 
were some signs of change in our con-
sumption of oil, some fear that their 
preeminent position in their monopoly 
was in some jeopardy, somehow they 
increased their production. 

If they increase their production, if 
the supply goes up, prices will come 
down—the inexorable law of supply and 
demand, one of the few laws that 
works. 

So here we are, with an enormously 
serious problem with what is hap-
pening with the issue of oil prices and 
gasoline prices, and here we have a bill 
on the floor which addresses an issue of 
grave concern to the American people, 
and my hands are tied. My hands are 
tied with 99 other Senators because 
procedurally we are blocked. 

Then the next move is going to be to 
invoke cloture. It is not going to be in-
voked. Debate is not going to be cut 
off; 60 votes will not be received. Then 
the majority leader will remove the 
bill from the floor, and he is going to 
blame Republicans for obstructing, and 
the American people are not going to 
have any opportunity to understand 
what went on, except for the few who 
were watching on C–SPAN. 

I made this speech during the consid-
eration of the global warming bill. 
There was not a word in the news-
papers about it. Why? Well, it is too 
complicated. It is too arcane. It is too 
‘‘inside the beltway.’’ But until the 
American people understand it and 
send a message to Washington that 
they are not going to tolerate it, we 
are going to have to continue to have 
this gridlock. 

When the shoe was on the other foot 
and Republicans controlled the Senate, 
during the time when Senator Frist 
was the majority leader, he invoked 
this procedure on nine occasions. Sen-
ator REID and the Democrats were very 
unhappy about it, as well as Senator 
DURBIN and Senator DODD. 

This is what Senator DODD had to say 
about it: 

This chamber historically is the place 
where debate occurs. 

And what Senator DODD is referring 
to is that the Senate, unlike the House 
of Representatives, Senators have been 
able to offer any amendment on any 
subject at any time. And that is one of 
the great beauties about the Senate be-
cause any one of us can bring up an 
issue and call the attention of the 
American people to it, and with suffi-
cient public backing, sufficient news-
paper coverage, radio, TV, a little 
broader than C–SPAN2, there can be 
some action. But that has been fore-
closed. 

Senator DODD was very emphatic 
about it back on May 11, 2006, when the 
Republican leader, Senator First, had 
filled the tree. Senator DODD had this 
to say: 

To basically lock out any amendments 
that might be offered to this proposal runs 
contrary to the very essence of this body. 
When the amendment tree has been entirely 
filled— 
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He called it filling the tree when the 

procedure is used— 
when the amendment tree has been entirely 
filled, obviously we are dealing with a proc-
ess that ought not to be. The Senate ought 
to be a place where we can offer amend-
ments, have healthy debate over a reason-
able time, and then come to closure on the 
subject matter. 

Well, what did Senator REID have to 
say about this subject on March 2, 2006, 
when we were debating the PATRIOT 
Act? Senator REID said: 

Do not fill the tree. That is a bad way, in 
my opinion, to run this Senate. 

What did Senator REID have to say 
about the subject on February 28, 2006, 
on the PATRIOT Act reauthorization, 
speaking about filling the tree. 

This is a very bad practice. It runs against 
the basic nature of the Senate. The hallmark 
of the Senate is free speech and open debate. 

What did Senator DURBIN have to say 
about it, the assistant majority leader 
for the Democrats, on May 11, 2006, 
when the Republican majority leader 
had filled the tree and precluded 
amendments? 

The Republican majority brings a bill to 
the Senate, fills the tree so no amendments 
can be offered, and then files cloture which 
stops debate; we cannot offer amendments. 

So Senator DURBIN outlines it as I 
did: The Republican majority leader 
fills the tree and then files cloture. 
Well, cloture was not adopted, and then 
these important issues are not consid-
ered and the American people wonder 
what is going on. 

Well, I have taken a little longer to 
explain the subject, but it is very hard 
to get it across. I am going to keep try-
ing. I have acted within the Senate to 
try to get the rule changed. A year and 
a half ago, I filed a rule amendment to 
try to get the rule changed. On Feb-
ruary 15, 2007, I introduced S. Res. 83, 
and so far, I have not been able to get 
an answer from the chairman of the 
Rules Committee about what action 
she intends to take. 

I might say to my colleague from 
Washington that I have been waiting 
an hour. I have limited time. But I am 
always a little wary when I see a col-
league waiting. But there are some 
other subjects I want to talk about, so 
I want to give you some advance no-
tice. 

May the record show that Senator 
MURRAY has graciously given me a 
hand signal, sort of like the Patriots 
used in the Jets game, a hand signal, 
understanding that I am going to talk 
a little more. I will try to be brief, but 
there are some subjects I do want to 
address. 

IRAN 
I am very encouraged by what the ad-

ministration has done as noted in the 
Washington Post within the past few 
days. The President has sent his first 
high-level emissary to sit down with 
Iran and has agreed for the first time 
to set a time horizon for withdrawing 
troops from Iraq and has authorized 
the Secretary of State, Condoleezza 
Rice, to join the North Korean dip-

lomats at the Six Party talks about 
ending that country’s nuclear weapons 
program. 

I would urge the President, in the 
course of these talks, to exercise flexi-
bility in the dealings with Iran. There 
is no doubt that on the international 
scene the possibility of Iran developing 
a nuclear weapon is the most serious 
international threat there is in the 
world today. No doubt about that. It is 
intolerable for Iran to have a nuclear 
weapon when its President talks about 
wiping Israel off the face of the Earth. 
And when Iran flouts international law 
by supporting international terrorists, 
no doubt about the threat that would 
pose. 

It has been my urging of the adminis-
tration that the United States not im-
pose a precondition on the talks. The 
object of the talks is to stop Iran from 
continuing to process nuclear weapons 
and to abandon their effort to get nu-
clear weapons. They should stop their 
activities on processing uranium. 

It seems to me where the object of 
the talks is to stop Iran from proc-
essing nuclear materials, that ought 
not to be a precondition of the talks. It 
is very difficult to go to a sovereign na-
tion, it seems to me, and say: Before 
we begin the talks, we want you to 
have a freeze on processing nuclear ma-
terials, which is the object of our talks. 

We have to approach anybody in any 
situation with a certain amount of dig-
nity, with a certain amount of under-
standing about the other person’s posi-
tion, if we are to find some way to 
solve the problem. The administration 
talks about a freeze for freeze, but the 
freezes are very different. The freeze 
demanded by Iran is for them to stop a 
process which they have been engaged 
in, which they have asserted they have 
a right to as a sovereign nation. We 
don’t like what they are doing. If they 
become a sufficient threat under the 
U.N. charter, article 51, there are cir-
cumstances where the threat is suffi-
ciently imminent to take preemptive 
action. We all hope we never get to 
that stage. But until you have that sit-
uation, they are a sovereign nation, 
and they are engaging in activities 
which sovereign nations do. 

The freeze we are offering is a freeze 
to not impose sanctions to take nega-
tive action against Iran. It is the pro-
jection of the six powers, led by the 
United States, that we have sugges-
tions to make to Iran on a package of 
economic, political, a variety of incen-
tives to stop Iran from processing nu-
clear material. It seems to me the best 
way to get on with it is to start to dis-
cuss with Iran what we have to offer 
specifically, to see if what we have to 
offer will be sufficient on the talks or 
to engage in the discussions and in the 
negotiations. We do know that not-
withstanding the grave difficulties in 
dealing with North Korea, that when 
the United States was willing to en-
gage in bilateral talks with North 
Korea, we made some progress. We 
thought the North Korean leadership 

was impossible, but we were able to 
work through it. 

Similarly, in dealing with Libya and 
Qadhafi, we were able to work out an 
arrangement where Libya, Qadhafi, 
stopped the development of nuclear 
weapons. Qadhafi is the greatest ter-
rorist in the history of the world; with 
very heavy competition, the greatest 
terrorist in the history of the world. He 
blew up Pan Am 103. It was proved that 
he did it. He made reparations to the 
passengers. He blew up a discotheque in 
Germany, killed American soldiers. 
Yet through discussions, through talks, 
he has been brought back into the so- 
called family of nations. Libya has a 
seat on the Security Council. It is hard 
for me, frankly, to understand how we 
have gone that far with Libya, but that 
goes to show how far we can go. 

As these talks proceed, it would be 
my hope the United States would show 
flexibility. When the Secretary of 
State talks about their having 2 weeks 
to respond, I don’t think that is the 
way negotiators deal in putting on 
time limits. Iran responded, appar-
ently, according to the media reports, 
with a long written statement which 
was not understandable. But they have 
quite a number of points which they 
want to make. I have had the oppor-
tunity, and have discussed this on the 
Senate floor at some length, of having 
a number of discussions with the cur-
rent Iranian Ambassador to the U.N. 
and the previous two Ambassadors. 
There are people from Iran whom you 
can talk to in a sensible way. But a de-
mand on a precondition that they stop 
processing nuclear material, which is 
the object of the talks, seems to me to 
be totally counterproductive. 

I have raised these issues at some 
considerable length over the course of 
the past year and a half, going back to 
an appropriations hearing on February 
27, 2007, when Secretary of State Rice 
was before the committee, posing the 
issue with her as to why the pre-
condition. I had an extensive discus-
sion with her, similarly, with Sec-
retary of Defense Gates, in hearings be-
fore the Department of Defense Appro-
priations Subcommittee. It is worth 
noting that when Secretary of Defense 
Gates was on the Commission evalu-
ating United States-Iranian relations, 
he was a party to recommending dis-
cussions with Iran. These discussions, 
these lines of questioning and re-
sponses are lengthy. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
full text of the statement be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT OF SENATOR ARLEN SPECTER, 
U.S.–IRANIAN RELATIONS 

Mr. President. I have sought recognition to 
compliment President Bush and Secretary 
Rice on their initiative to dispatch Under-
secretary of State for Political Affairs Wil-
liam Burns to meet directly with Iranian of-
ficials this past weekend in Geneva, Switzer-
land. 

On Saturday, July 19, Secretary Burns 
joined representatives of Russia, China, the 
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United Kingdom, France, Germany and the 
European Union in negotiations with Iran’s 
chief negotiator, Saeed Jalili, over Iran’s nu-
clear program. This was one of the highest 
level meetings between a representative of 
the U.S. and Iran since the American Em-
bassy was seized in Tehran in 1979, and rep-
resents the highest level of American en-
gagement with Tehran during the Bush ad-
ministration’s tenure. 

The meeting followed a June 12, 2008 letter 
from Secretary Rice, European Union foreign 
minister Javier Solana, and the foreign min-
isters of China, France, Germany, Russia, 
and the United Kingdom to Iranian Foreign 
Minister Manuchehr Mottaki outlining a 
new set of incentives to encourage Iran to 
stop enriching uranium. The letter proposed 
that the six world powers ‘‘will refrain from 
any new action in the Security Council,’’ 
while Iran ‘‘will refrain from any new nu-
clear activity, including the installation of 
any new centrifuges.’’ The formula was 
called ‘‘freeze-for-freeze.’’ The letter and ac-
companying proposal was notable in that it 
concentrated on incentives rather than pro-
posing new punitive measures. 

I spoke with Secretary Burns this week 
who briefed me on the meeting. While I will 
not detail our conversation, I commended 
Secretary Burns for his efforts. 

The Administration has long held they 
would not sit down with the Iranians prior to 
them agreeing to suspend their nuclear ac-
tivities. The meeting this weekend at Gene-
va’s City Hall represents a welcomed flexi-
bility in that policy—a flexibility I strongly 
support and hope will continue. 

I have consistently, both publically and 
privately, urged President Bush, Secretary 
Rice and Secretary Gates, for the U.S. to 
have direct talks with the Iranians without 
preconditions. 

During the May 20, 2008 hearing before the 
Defense Appropriations Subcommittee, I 
made the following statement: ‘‘I would like 
to focus on the future and most specifically 
on Iran and on the critical issue of talks 
with Iran and whether talking with Iran is 
really feasible. We have seen our talks with 
North Korea bear fruition. We have seen the 
talks with Libya—Qadhafi—bear fruition. 
Qadhafi, arguably the worst terrorist in the 
history of the world in a very tough competi-
tion with Pan Am 103 and the bombing of the 
Berlin discotheque, and yet he has given up 
his nuclear weapons.’’ I further stated, ‘‘We 
have seen the president’s comment about ap-
peasement of terrorists, but if we do not 
have dialogue with Iran, at least in one 
man’s opinion, we’re missing a great oppor-
tunity to avoid a future conflict.’’ 

This hearing afforded me the opportunity 
to engage Secretary Gates on the matter. It 
is important to note that Secretary Gates, 
prior to his tenure at the Department of De-
fense, co-chaired a Council on Foreign Rela-
tions task force which concluded, ‘‘it is in 
the interests of the United States to engage 
selectively with Iran to promote regional 
stability, dissuade Iran from pursuing nu-
clear weapons, preserve reliable energy sup-
plies, reduce the threat of terror, and address 
the ‘democracy deficit’ that pervades the 
Middle East as a whole.’’ When asked about 
dialogue and Iran in a questionnaire sub-
mitted by members of the Armed Services 
Committee, Secretary Gates responded that, 
‘‘no option that could potentially benefit 
U.S. policy should be off the table’’ and 
noted that ‘‘in the worst days of the cold war 
the U.S. maintained a dialogue with the So-
viet Union and China.’’ 

Picking up on Secretary Gates’ comments 
about the Soviet Union, I discussed the ap-
plicability to Iran: 

‘‘Secretary Gates, we have seen that Presi-
dent Reagan identified the Soviet Union as 

the ‘evil empire’ and shortly thereafter en-
gaged in direct bilateral negotiations and 
very, very successfully. As noted before, we 
have seen President Bush authorize bilateral 
talks with North Korea, as well as multilat-
eral talks, which produced results. As noted 
with Libya, on Gadhafi, the talks have pro-
duced very positive results. I note that there 
have been three rounds of bilateral talks 
where United States Ambassador Crocker 
has had direct contact with Iranian Ambas-
sador Qomi. So we are not really saying, in 
practice, that we will not talk to them. The 
question is to what extent will we talk? I’m 
very much encouraged, Mr. Secretary, by the 
statement you made on May 14th of this year 
that, ‘‘We need to figure out a way to de-
velop some leverage and then sit down and 
talk with them. If there is to be a discussion 
then they need something too. We can’t go 
to a discussion and be completely the de-
mander with them not feeling that they need 
anything from us.’’ 

Continuing with Secretary Gates, I said, 
‘‘Now the position taken by the Secretary of 
State has been ‘we won’t talk to Iran unless, 
as a precondition, they stop enriching Ura-
nium.’ It seems to me that it is unrealistic 
to try to have discussions but to say to the 
opposite party, ‘as a precondition to discus-
sions we want the principal concession that 
we’re after.’ Do you think it made sense to 
insist on a concession like stopping enrich-
ing Uranium, which is what our ultimate ob-
jective is, before we even sit down and talk 
to them on a broader range of issues?’’ 

I further questioned, ‘‘Isn’t it sensible to 
engage in discussion with somebody to try to 
find out what it is they are after? We sit 
apart from them and we speculate. We have 
all of these learned op-ed pieces and speeches 
made and we’re searching for leverage. But 
wouldn’t it make sense to talk to the Ira-
nians and try to find out what they need as 
at least one step on the process? We only 
have one government to deal with. Let me 
put it to you very bluntly, Mr. Secretary: is 
President Bush correct when he says that it 
is appeasement to talk to Iran?’’ 

Secretary Gates responded, ‘‘Well, I don’t 
know—I don’t know exactly what the presi-
dent said. I believe he said it was appease-
ment to talk to terrorists, to negotiate with 
terrorists . . .’’ 

I interjected, ‘‘He said in his May 15 ad-
dress to the members of the Knesset he said, 
‘some seem to believe that we should nego-
tiate with terrorists and radicals.’ He does 
not say specifically Iran, but I think the in-
ference is unmistakable in light of the entire 
policy of the administration.’’ 

I concluded by telling Secretary Gates, 
‘‘I’ve had an opportunity to talk to the 
President about it directly, and I believe he 
needs to hear more from people like you 
than people like me, but from both of us and 
that it’s not appeasement and that the anal-
ogy to Neville Chamberlain is wrong. We’ve 
only got one government to deal with there, 
and they were receptive in 2003. I’ve had a 
chance to talk to the last three Iranian am-
bassadors to the U.N. and I think there is an 
opportunity for dialogue. I think we have to 
be a little courageous about it and take a 
chance because the alternatives are very, 
very, very bleak.’’ 

A month prior to my engagement with 
Secretary Gates, I posed a similar question 
to Secretary Rice during the April 9, 2008 
Foreign Operations Subcommittee hearing: 

I told Secretary Rice, ‘‘I want to visit with 
you a couple of subjects that you and I have 
talked about extensively both on and off the 
record, and that is the Iranian issue and 
later the Syrian issue. We have talked about 
the initiative of 2003, which has been con-
firmed by a number of people in the adminis-
tration, on Iran’s effort to initiate bilateral 

talks with the United States. And I have dis-
cussed this with you urging you to do so. We 
all know that among the many pressing 
problems the United States faces, none is 
more important than our relation with Iran 
and the threat of Iran getting a nuclear 
weapon. And the multilateral talks and the 
sanctions in the United Nations are very, 
very important. But I would again take up 
and urge the bilateral talks. You were suc-
cessful on the bilateral talks with North 
Korea in structuring an agreement. There 
had to be multilateral talks with China in-
volved and Japan and South Korea and other 
nations. But Madam Secretary, in the wan-
ing days of the administration, in light of 
the intensity of the problems, why not use 
the approach taken in North Korea and en-
gage Iran in bilateral talks to try to find 
some way of coming together with them on 
the critical issue of their building a nuclear 
weapon?’’ 

Secretary Rice responded, ‘‘Senator, I 
think we’ve made clear that we don’t have a 
problem with the idea of talking to the Ira-
nians. I said at one point in a recent speech 
that we don’t have any permanent enemies, 
so we don’t—’’ 

I told Secretary Rice I was referring to dia-
logue, ‘‘but without preconditions.’’ 

Secretary Rice replied, ‘‘But I think the 
problem of doing this, and we do talk with 
North Korea bilaterally but, of course, in the 
context of a six-party framework, and we 
have a six-party framework really for Iran. 
The reason that the precondition is there— 
and it’s not just an American precondition, 
it is one that the Europeans set well before 
we entered this six-party arrangement some 
two years ago—it’s to not allow the Iranians 
to continue to improve their capabilities 
while using negotiations as a cover. They 
have only one thing to do, which is to sus-
pend their enrichment and reprocessing ef-
forts, and then everybody will talk to them. 
And I’ve been clear that we’re prepared to 
talk to them about anything, not just about 
their nuclear.’’ 

I followed up with Secretary Rice, ‘‘They 
don’t need talks to have a cover to proceed 
with whatever it is they’re doing. They’re 
proceeding with that now. I’ve had some ex-
perience. I haven’t been secretary of State 
and I haven’t been in the State Department, 
but I’ve been on this committee—sub-
committee for 28 years and chaired the Intel-
ligence Committee, talked to many foreign 
leaders, and frankly, I think it’s insulting to 
go to another person or another country and 
say we’re not going to talk to you unless you 
agree to something in advance. What we 
want them to do is stop enriching uranium. 
That’s the object of the talks. How can we 
insist on their agreeing to the object that we 
want as a precondition to having the talks?’’ 

Secretary Rice replied, ‘‘Well, Senator, 
we’ve not told them that we—the talks 
would be in fact about how to get Iran civil 
nuclear energy and a whole host of other 
trade and political benefits, by the way, be-
cause the package that the six parties have 
put forward is actually very favorable to 
Iran. But they do need to stop—suspend until 
those talks can begin and those talks can 
have some substance. They need to stop 
doing what they’re doing, because to allow 
them to just continue to do it, to say well, 
we’re in negotiations while they continue to 
do it, I think sends the wrong signal to them 
and frankly would erode our ability to con-
tinue the kind of efforts at sanctions that 
we’re also engaged in.’’ 

On February 27, 2007, I questioned Sec-
retary Rice when she appeared before the Ap-
propriations Committee. I stated that, ‘‘It 
would be my hope, as you know from our 
correspondence in the past and our discus-
sion, that there would be more intense one 
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on one negotiations with the Iranians. . . . 
And the most famous illustration is Presi-
dent Nixon going to China—used really as an 
example. If that can be done, that’s the way 
to do it.’’ While Undersecretary Burns’ re-
cent meeting is not of the same magnitude, 
it still represents a step in the right direc-
tion and perhaps is the initial building block 
or stepping stone to enhanced bilateral dis-
cussions. 

Perhaps one of the best opportunities to 
engage in serious dialogue with Iran came 
during 2003. Press reports have suggested the 
existence a document that was passed to the 
United States through the Swiss Ambassador 
to Iran and later rejected by the Administra-
tion. The document laid out issues for the 
U.S. and Iran to discuss and parameters for 
dialogue. 

Knowledge of the memorandum existed in 
the State Department and the National Se-
curity Council. However, according to Mi-
chael Hirsh of the Washington Post, the 
memorandum ‘‘was ignored.’’ 

During my May 20, 2008 questioning of Sec-
retary Gates, he appeared to allude to the 
fact that the U.S. may have missed an oppor-
tunity following the 2003 memorandum. I 
asked Secretary Gates, ‘‘Mr. Secretary, we 
had leverage in 2003 when we were successful 
in Afghanistan and Iraq, and the record is 
pretty clear that we wasted an opportunity 
to respond to their initiatives.’’ Secretary 
Gates stated, ‘‘I think it was one of the 
things [Khatami’s tenure as President] that 
created perhaps an opportunity that may or 
may not have been lost in 2003 and 2004.’’ 

While I believe it is clear that an oppor-
tunity to engage Iran was lost in 2003, I agree 
with Secretary Gates that we need to find 
ways to generate leverage in dealing with 
Iran and need to continue to work on a reso-
lution. One proposal which I find promising 
is the Russian proposal to enrich uranium 
for Iran’s civil nuclear program. It would 
provide Tehran with the nuclear power it 
claims is the sole intention of its nuclear 
program, but would prevent Iran from turn-
ing the lowly enriched uranium needed for 
civil nuclear reactors to the highly enriched 
uranium needed for nuclear weapons. 

During the April 9, 2008 Foreign Operations 
Subcommittee hearing I raised this issue 
with Secretary Rice, ‘‘Let me move to an-
other subject, and that is President Putin’s 
proposal to have the Russians enrich their 
uranium. . . . To what extent has the Putin 
proposal been pressed? In a sense, if we join 
with Putin and they refuse what is really a 
good offer to have somebody else enrich 
their uranium so they have it for peaceful 
purposes, but there is a check on using it for 
military purposes—why hasn’t that 
worked?’’ 

Secretary Rice responded, ‘‘Well, we are 
fully supportive of it, and the president just 
told President Putin that again at 
Shchuchye, that he is fully supportive of the 
Russian proposal. And in fact, not only did 
President Putin himself put that proposal to 
the Iranians when he was in Tehran, his for-
eign minister went back within a few days 
and put the same proposition to the Ira-
nians, which makes people suspicious, Sen-
ator, that this is not about civil nuclear 
power but rather about the development of 
the capabilities for a nuclear weapon . . . 
Not only did we support the Russians in 
making their offer, but when the Russians 
decided to go ahead and shift the fuel for 
Bushehr saying to the Iranians now that 
we’ve shipped the fuel, you certainly have no 
reason to enrich, we supported that effort 
too. So I think this really speaks to the in-
tentions of the Iranians.’’ 

I concurred with Secretary Rice, but urged 
her to press this idea at the highest levels: 
‘‘My suggestion would be to try to elevate it. 

It’s been in the media and the press a little, 
but not very much. So if we could elevate 
that, I think you’d really put Iran on the 
spot that they deserve to be on.’’ Secretary 
Rice responded favorably to the suggestion: 
‘‘It’s a very good idea, Senator. We’ll try to 
do that.’’ 

I have engaged senior Administration offi-
cials in meetings, phone conversations and 
via letters on the Iranian issue. On January 
14, 2007, I met Secretary Rice in her office 
and urged her to undertake an aggressive 
diplomatic initiative in the Middle East and 
to engage all regional actors including Iran. 
One month later during her February 27, 2007 
testimony before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, she announced an initiative to 
enhance regional engagement. When I spoke 
to Secretary Rice via phone on August 14, 
2007, she indicated there had been no signifi-
cant movement on this front. After learning 
of the lackluster progress, I wrote to Sec-
retary Rice that, ‘‘The U.S. should be willing 
to engage in dialogue with those whom we 
consider to be our enemies in order to ad-
vance our goals of peace and security. As I 
have expressed to you in the past, I believe 
that talks with people—even our most ar-
dent adversaries—hold the potential to yield 
positive results.’’ 

On September 10, 2007, I wrote a six page 
letter to Secretary Rice in which I noted, 
‘‘Terrorism, military nuclear capabilities, 
energy security, and the Israeli-Palestinian 
dilemma are all major issues confronting the 
U.S. and indeed the world. These challenges 
cannot be confronted without engaging Iran 
. . .’’ 

In a March 28, 2007 letter to Secretary 
Rice, I wrote ‘‘In my view, a renewed focus 
on dialogue with North Korea and recent 
participation of the U.S. in an international 
conference attended by Iran and Syria, hold 
open the possibility of easing the tensions 
that exist in our relationship with those 
countries through diplomacy. . . . On a care-
fully selective basis, I believe dialogue 
should be pursued with our adversaries.’’ 

On August 1, 2007, I stated on the Senate 
floor, ‘‘While we can’t be sure that dialogue 
will succeed, we can be sure that without 
dialogue there will be failure.’’ 

As the clock runs out on this administra-
tion, I urge it to push for resolution of this 
matter through direct, bilateral, uncondi-
tional negotiations with Tehran. The recent 
talks in Geneva were significant, but I con-
tinue to believe that bilateral negotiations 
may aid in resolving this issue of tremen-
dous importance. 

I yield the floor. 
SYRIA-ISRAELI NEGOTIATIONS 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, there 
is one further subject I wish to discuss. 
This will be not relatively brief, but 
brief. That is a discussion which is 
pending between Syria and Israel with 
Turkey acting as an intermediary. It 
would be my hope and suggestion to 
the President that he extend the flexi-
bility which he is now showing as to 
Iran and North Korea and Iraq to assist 
in the Israeli-Syrian negotiations. The 
United States was instrumental in ne-
gotiations back in 1995, when Prime 
Minister Rabin almost came to terms 
with Syria on the Golan Heights. It is 
a very difficult subject that I don’t be-
lieve anybody should tell Israel or sug-
gest to Israel or in any way pressure 
Israel as to what to do about the Golan 
Heights. It is a decision Israel has to 
make for itself on their security. But it 
is a different world than it was in 1967, 
when Israel took the Golan Heights. 

Now we have a world of rockets, and 
security matters are entirely different. 

Again, the United States participated 
extensively in the Syrian-Israeli talks 
in the year 2000. I have made many 
trips to Syria since 1984. I got to know 
President Hafez al-Asad and traveled to 
the Middle East extensively and rec-
ommended to a number of Israeli 
Prime Ministers the desirability of my 
view—at least in one man’s opinion—to 
have the negotiations. Right now there 
is a unique opportunity which could 
impact on Lebanon. Syria is opening 
an embassy in Lebanon, treating Leb-
anon as a sovereign nation which is 
quite a shift. Syria has enormous influ-
ence on Hezbollah. It is a very complex 
subject in Lebanon, with Hezbollah 
having significant power in the govern-
ment, a veto in their Parliament. Syria 
has considerable influence with Hamas. 
If the circumstances were right, there 
is a great opportunity to separate 
Syria from Iran, a great opportunity to 
get some assistance with Syria on 
some major problems. It is unknowable 
whether that can happen. But I do be-
lieve dialog is the way. It would be my 
hope the President would show he still 
has muscle. He is going to be in the 
White House for 6 months. What he has 
done with respect to North Korea and 
Iran and Iraq shows he is not taking 
his last 6 months with a view that 
there are things he can accomplish. I 
refer to an extensive article I have 
written on this subject which summa-
rizes a good many of my activities and 
views in the Washington Quarterly for 
2006–2007. 

I thank my colleague from Wash-
ington for her patience, if, in fact, she 
has been patient. It is always difficult 
with Senators having the right to 
speak. But it took me more than an 
hour to get the floor after waiting 
most of the day. As usual, Senator 
MURRAY is gracious and nodding in the 
affirmative. I thank her and the Chair. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington. 
Mrs. MURRAY. I assure my colleague 

from Pennsylvania, I was listening 
carefully to his comments. He has trav-
eled worldwide, and I am certainly in-
terested in his viewpoints. I hope I 
didn’t make him feel rushed at all, and 
I appreciate what he had to say. 

HOUSING 
Mr. President, this week, tens of 

thousands of homeowners traveled here 
to the Nation’s Capital, and lined up 
for hours—and even days—in hopes of 
taking advantage of a mortgage coun-
seling workshop through the Neighbor-
hood Assistance Corporation of Amer-
ica. 

These homeowners came from as far 
away as Boston or Miami—all because 
they are struggling to hold onto their 
homes, and they need help with their 
mortgages. Many others are now steps 
away from foreclosure because they 
have seen their mortgage rates rise out 
of control, or because their mortgage 
now exceeds the value of their home 
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because property values have plum-
meted. 

Now, while many of the homeowners 
who came to DC this week were able to 
get help, there are millions more 
across this country in the same posi-
tion who are still in need of assistance. 
Nearly 8,500 families file for foreclosure 
each day. And as many as 2 million 
homeowners could lose their homes 
this year. Fortunately, we will have a 
bill before us soon that will enable the 
Federal Government to lend a helping 
hand to many of those families. 

The housing package that passed the 
House on Wednesday includes a variety 
of provisions that would restore sta-
bility to the housing market, provide 
assistance to communities hurt by this 
crisis, and help prevent thousands of 
foreclosures. We have considered much 
of this package before, but it has been 
blocked by Republicans who have pre-
ferred to drag their feet than to ad-
dress this crisis. We now have another 
chance, and I have come to the floor 
today to urge my colleagues to support 
this legislation and get help into the 
hands of the homeowners and commu-
nities that need it. 

Those of us who go home each week-
end to talk to their constituents know 
how worried our families are about the 
economy—and about whether some-
thing will happen to threaten their 
ability to keep their homes. 

It is hard to overstate how serious 
the housing crisis has become. There 
are communities across this country 
where people are literally abandoning 
their homes because they can’t afford 
their mortgages, and they can’t find a 
willing buyer. As I said, as many as 2 
million families could lose their homes 
to foreclosure this year. And reports 
estimate the number of families facing 
foreclosure is higher than at any time 
since the Great Depression. 

At the beginning of this crisis, many 
of those people were subprime bor-
rowers who received adjustable-rate 
loans or who were the victims of loan 
scams. But as home values have 
dropped across the country, the prob-
lem has spread. Families with strong 
credit, who received fixed-rate mort-
gages, have seen their homes drop in 
value by tens or hundreds of thousands 
of dollars over the past couple of years. 
Their mortgages are now under water, 
and thousands of them are at risk for 
foreclosure too. 

This is a problem even in regions 
that have been relatively healthy, like 
my home state of Washington—where 
more and more people tell me they are 
worried that they will be stuck with 
homes they can’t afford. 

The housing legislation that we will 
consider soon may be one of the most 
important steps we take this year to 
help our faltering economy because it 
addresses the root of the problem—the 
housing crisis. So I want to take the 
next couple of moments to talk about 
three of the main provisions of this bill 
to explain why we must act now. 

First, the bill provides $180 million to 
give counseling agencies the resources 

to reach out and help struggling home-
owners. Counseling is one of the most 
cost-effective tools we have to help 
families who are on the verge of fore-
closure. Counselors can help families 
negotiate with their lenders, readjust 
their payments, or learn how to budget 
their expenses better. 

And it is incredibly important that 
we provide the resources now so that 
we can help families before they reach 
the crisis point. 

Earlier this year, I had the oppor-
tunity to meet a single mother from 
Ohio who had fallen on hard times, 
which in turn led her to fall behind on 
her mortgage. Luckily she was able to 
talk to a counselor, and she and her 
children were able to stay in their 
home. She explained that when she got 
behind, she was overwhelmed. She told 
me she didn’t know what to do. She 
said, ‘‘This isn’t something they teach 
you in school.’’ 

This bill would help more families 
like hers get help. Despite the numbers 
who traveled to Washington, DC for 
help this week, far too many home-
owners still don’t know they have op-
tions when they get behind on their 
mortgages. 

I fought alongside Senators MIKUL-
SKI, SCHUMER, and BROWN to include 
this counseling funding back when this 
bill was first debated in April. It comes 
on top of a $180 million initiative that 
my ranking member, Senator BOND, 
and I included in the 2008 Transpor-
tation-Housing Appropriations Act. 
And I want to thank Chairman DODD 
and Ranking Member SHELBY for help-
ing to protect the funding in the most 
recent package. 

Next, the bill makes some important 
changes to help modernize the Federal 
Housing Administration and enable it 
to help more homeowners refinance 
their mortgages. First, it raises the 
loan limit to take into account the in-
crease in home prices over the last sev-
eral years. This is very important be-
cause in many communities, home 
prices are higher than the current loan 
limits, meaning FHA mortgages aren’t 
an option. 

It also provides $300 billion to enable 
the FHA to back loans and help as 
many as 400,000 homeowners at risk of 
foreclosure get more affordable—and 
less risky—mortgages. These changes 
will help stabilize the housing market 
and encourage more mortgage holders 
to give borrowers a more affordable 
loan that will enable them to keep 
their homes. 

Now, while I support these measures, 
I want to add—as chairman of the 
Transportation and Housing Appropria-
tions Subcommittee—that this bill is 
also putting a lot of new responsibility 
into the hands of the FHA. That agen-
cy currently has close to 300 vacancies 
and it has the money to fill them. Un-
fortunately, it has been burdened by 
the painfully slow hiring processes at 
HUD. 

It is my understanding that FHA 
Commissioner Montgomery, and our 

new HUD Secretary, Steve Preston, are 
determined to reverse this hiring 
record and get more people on board 
soon. I certainly hope they succeed. 
But I also recognize that as we head 
into the new fiscal year, we may need 
to take measures to boost the salary 
and expense funds provided to the FHA 
as well as get money to the agency to 
improve its computing capabilities. I 
intend to address those needs when the 
Appropriations Committee marks up 
the next Supplemental Appropriations 
bill in September. 

Finally, I want to caution my col-
leagues on the Banking Committee 
that we will all need to continually 
monitor the lending activity and the 
funding balance of the FHA’s existing 
mutual mortgage insurance account as 
well as the new homeownership preser-
vation entity fund established in this 
bill. None of us wants to saddle tax-
payers with unnecessary risk as we try 
to help homeowners. This bill estab-
lishes a new board that will face the 
daunting challenge of deciding which 
homeowners can and can’t be helped 
under this new program. 

But Congress will also need to do its 
part to monitor the fiscal health of 
both the new and old FHA accounts to 
ensure that the taxpayer isn’t guaran-
teeing loans that have no hope of being 
repaid. The whole hope of this legisla-
tion is about calming the housing mar-
kets and using the FHA guarantee to 
entice mortgage holders to give bor-
rowers a better break—an affordable 
loan that will keep them in their home. 
But we must ensure that taxpayers 
don’t end up holding the bill for 
unsalvageable loans. 

Finally, the bill would take impor-
tant steps to strengthen Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac by establishing a new 
regulator. It also provides temporary 
authority to allow the Treasury De-
partment to take action when needed 
to keep them stable. Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac are the foundation of our 
system to finance homeownership in 
the U.S., and it is absolutely critical 
that we take decisive action to help 
quickly restore confidence in them. 

We started work on this bill in Feb-
ruary because Democrats wanted to get 
help into the hands of homeowners who 
need it. But despite the desperation 
people feel in communities across this 
country, some Republicans have pre-
ferred up to this point to stall and 
block this bill. Now, I was very happy 
to see President Bush finally drop his 
opposition this week. And I hope my 
Republican colleagues will help us get 
this bill to his desk as quickly as pos-
sible. 

Especially when it comes to helping 
people keep their homes, timing is ev-
erything. A family that gets access to 
housing counseling before they start 
missing mortgage payments can still 
save their home. And I hope we will fi-
nally be able to make that possible for 
thousands more families in need. 

I hope when we finally get this bill 
out of here, we will be able to make it 
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possible for more families to feel se-
cure in this country again. 

Mr. President, I thank the Presiding 
Officer and look forward to the vote to-
morrow morning. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JEROME HOLTZMAN 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a remarkable 
and legendary Illinoisan, Jerome 
Holtzman. Mr. Holtzman was a pioneer 
of baseball writing and renowned for 
his numerous accomplishments. He 
passed away on July 19 at the age of 81. 

The first official historian of Major 
League Baseball, Holtzman wrote 
about the game, but truly he cared 
about the people. He was known for 
spending time with umpires before 
games and was able to bring genera-
tions of fans together through his col-
umns. 

Jerome Holtzman was a true Amer-
ican success story. In 1943, at the 
youthful age of 17, he started his news-
paper career as a copy boy for the Chi-
cago Times. After 2 years in the U.S. 
Marine Corps during World War II, he 
covered high school sports at the 
Times and Sun-Times. 

He started at the bottom, but he im-
pressed many along the way. Holtzman 
stayed on as a baseball beat writer and 
columnist at the Chicago Sun-Times 
for 30 years. It was at the Sun-Times 
where Holtzman met his wife Marilyn 
Ryan. With their five children, they 
lived in Evanston—in a home fre-
quented by baseball fans and Jerome 
Holtzman fans. He spent the last 10 
years of his career writing for the Chi-
cago Tribune. 

One of the most distinguished honors 
Holtzman achieved over his remark-
able career was the induction into the 
writers’ wing of the Baseball Hall of 
Fame in 1989. His colleagues knew him 
as ‘‘the Dean,’’ a nickname given to 
him by fellow Hall of Famer Billy Wil-
liams. The nickname reflects his stat-
ure as a baseball-writing ‘‘lifer’’ and 
his loyal dedication to the game. 

Among his accomplishments was the 
creation of the save. Holtzman’s save 
rule became an official Major League 
Baseball statistic that acknowledges 
effective relief pitching. Acknowl-

edging his profound influence, former 
Sun-Times columnist Bill Gleason 
stated, ‘‘The reality is, he revolution-
ized baseball.’’ 

In addition to his columns, Holtzman 
was the author of six books, including 
a classic titled ‘‘No Cheering in the 
Press Box.’’ Many columnists consid-
ered his book required reading and a 
foundation to baseball writing. Cubs 
Chairman Crane Kenney remembered 
Holtzman as ‘‘an accomplished writer 
who earned respect from both his read-
ers and from those whom he covered.’’ 

Jerome Holtzman will be remem-
bered as a great friend and mentor. 
Chicago and baseball fans across the 
Nation have lost a celebrated sports-
writer and icon, but future generations 
will continue to remember his great 
legacy and influential contributions to 
the game. 

f 

CAPTURE OF RADOVAN KARADZIC 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 

sought recognition today to commend 
Serbian authorities for apprehending 
former Republika Srpska president 
Radovan Karadzic. Earlier this month 
we marked the 13th anniversary of the 
genocide at Srebrenica. The arrest this 
week of Radovan Karadzic, in connec-
tion with that crime, shows that it is 
never too late to seek justice for the 
terrible crimes committed during the 
1992–95 war in Bosnia. Over a decade 
after being indicted for genocide, 
crimes against humanity, and war 
crimes by the International Criminal 
Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia, 
ICTY, at The Hague, Radovan Karadzic 
was arrested on Monday, July 21, out-
side Belgrade. 

Radovan Karadzic’s arrest represents 
a significant breakthrough for inter-
national jurisprudence. Serge 
Brammertz, prosecutor of the war 
crimes tribunal in The Hague, said, 
‘‘This is a very important day for the 
victims who have waited for this arrest 
for over a decade.’’ ‘‘It is also an im-
portant day for international justice 
because it clearly demonstrates that 
nobody is beyond the reach of the law 
and that sooner or later all fugitives 
will be brought to justice.’’ 

Richard Holbrooke, who brokered the 
Dayton Accords in 1995 which ended 
the war in Bosnia, said, ‘‘This is a his-
toric event.’’ ‘‘Of the three most evil 
men of the Balkans, Milosevic, 
Karadzic and Mladic, I thought 
Karadzic was the worst. The reason was 
that Karadzic was a real racist be-
liever. Karadzic really enjoyed order-
ing the killing of Muslims. . . . 

Richard Dicker, director of Human 
Rights Watch’s International Justice 
Program, said, ‘‘Radovan Karadzic per-
sonified impunity for more than a dec-
ade, but his efforts to run the clock on 
justice have failed.’’ ‘‘This arrest offers 
hope to the victims of the horrific 
crimes that occurred here. We welcome 
this long-overdue arrest and look for-
ward to his fair trial in The Hague.’’ 

I commend the Serbian Government 
for the resolve it has demonstrated in 

arresting Mr. Karadzic. I think it is 
vital that Mr. Karadzic be transferred 
to The Hague in due course, and that 
the search for Republika Srpska mili-
tary commander General Ratko Mladic 
continue. It is vital that the inter-
national community, including the 
United States, continue to support ef-
forts to bring justice for these crimes, 
not just in The Hague, but also at the 
local level in Bosnia, where lack of re-
sources and other obstacles mean that 
many victims continue to wait for jus-
tice for the crimes committed against 
them. To that end, local war crimes 
trials for thousands of other suspected 
perpetrators from the Bosnia atrocities 
must receive support to overcome the 
challenges they face in order to seal 
any remaining impunity gaps in Bos-
nia. 

To echo a statement I made on the 
Senate floor on February 11, 1998, it is 
my sense that if the war crimes tri-
bunal at The Hague is successful, if we 
can bring the rule of law into the inter-
national arena, we may have the most 
important institutional change in 
international relations of the past cen-
tury. 

f 

ADVANCING AMERICA’S 
PRIORITIES ACT 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. Presdient, earlier 
this week, I joined the majority leader 
in the introduction of S. 3297, the Ad-
vancing America’s Priorities Act. The 
majority leader selected 35 legislative 
items from the jurisdiction of seven 
Senate committees, including eight 
bills from that of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, for this effort. These are 
all measures with bipartisan support 
and, we believe, the support of a strong 
bipartisan majority of the Senate. I 
have moved several through the Judici-
ary Committee, and several have al-
ready passed the House. All have the 
support of all Democratic Senators, 
and all were cleared for unanimous 
Senate passage, but each has been 
stalled on the Senate floor by Repub-
lican objection. 

One key bill included in this package 
is the Emmett Till Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crime Act. I thank Senator 
DODD and Congressman LEWIS for their 
tireless work on this bill over the last 
4 years. It will strengthen the ability 
of the Federal Government to inves-
tigate and prosecute unsolved murders 
from the civil rights era. It would cre-
ate new cold case units in the Justice 
Department and FBI dedicated to in-
vestigating and prosecuting unsolved 
cases involving violations of criminal 
civil rights statutes which resulted in 
death and occurred before January 1, 
1970. The Senate legislation was intro-
duced on February 8, 2007. I was proud 
to cosponsor Senator DODD’s bill. The 
Judiciary Committee reported it by 
unanimous consent as amended on 
June 20, 2007, more than a year ago. 
The House legislation passed the House 
on June 20, 2007, more than a year ago, 
by a vote of 422 to 2. Its Republican co-
sponsors include Senator COCHRAN, 
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Senator HATCH, Senator ALEXANDER, 
and Senator CORNYN. 

Yesterday I had the privilege of 
meeting Emmett Till’s cousin, Simeon 
Wright, who was with him that terrible 
night. The brutal killing of Emmett 
Till galvanized this Nation. I want to 
acknowledge Mr. Wright’s courage and 
his commitment to fight for justice for 
all these years. 

The primary purpose of the Till bill 
is to track down those whose violent 
acts during a period of national tur-
moil remain unpunished. By passing 
this legislation, we honor Emmett Till 
and all those who sacrificed their lives 
advancing civil rights. It is disgraceful 
that it has taken us so long to take 
this basic step to pursue justice too 
long delayed. It is incredible to me 
that some continue to obstruct these 
efforts. It reminds me of those who so 
adamantly opposed a national holiday 
to recognize the contributions of Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr., and the 
progress this country has made toward 
equal justice. 

Another important piece of legisla-
tion in this bill is the reauthorization 
of the Runaway and Homeless Youth 
Act. Many Vermonters have told me 
how much that act is needed to help 
young people in Vermont and around 
the country. I held a hearing in Rut-
land this year on crime in small cities 
and towns, which emphasized the need 
for programs to help young people in 
difficult circumstances, and held an-
other here in Washington on this meas-
ure before the Judiciary Committee re-
ported it in April. The companion 
House bill passed in June. 

In addition, the eight Judiciary Com-
mittee related bills include several 
concerning child pornography, exploi-
tation and drugs. The Effective Child 
Pornography Prosecution Act passed 
the House 409 to 0 last November; the 
Enhancing the Effective Prosecution of 
Child Pornography provision passed 
the House 416 to 0 last November; the 
PROTECT Our Children Act passed the 
House 415 to 2 last November; the Drug 
Endangered Children Act passed the 
House last September 389 to 4. All of 
these bills have been cleared by all 
Democratic Senators. 

Thus, the Judiciary Committee com-
ponents in S. 3297 are all measures that 
should have passed the Senate long 
ago. Two of the eight have Republican 
Senators as their lead sponsors. Others 
have Republican cosponsors. 

People are rightly worried about 
keeping their communities safe and 
protecting their children. The Judici-
ary Committee has worked throughout 
this Congress to advance these prior-
ities of Americans. Sadly, these impor-
tant efforts have been obstructed by 
Republican objections. I hope that all 
Senators will join together tomorrow 
to pass S. 3297 without further delay. 

The bill we will consider tomorrow 
contains eight Judiciary Committee- 
related pieces. There were selected 
from many more bills that have been 
reported favorably by the Senate Judi-

ciary Committee and that have passed 
the House. All these bills have the sup-
port of every Democratic Senator, and 
it is Republican objections, usually 
anonymous objections, that are keep-
ing them from passing. 

Let me mention some of the others: 
S. 879, No Oil Producing and Export-

ing Cartels Act of 2007—this bill would 
make it illegal for any foreign state or 
any instrumentality or agent of a for-
eign state to act collectively with an-
other foreign state to limit the produc-
tion, set the price, or take any other 
action to restrain trade of oil, natural 
gas, or any petroleum product. The ac-
tions of OPEC to limit production of 
oil, natural gas, and other petroleum 
products result in higher prices of 
crude oil and, thus, gasoline in the 
United States. These actions are hav-
ing a harmful effect on American con-
sumers. This legislation will make 
clear that the actions of nations and 
their agents to limit supply and fix 
prices of oil, natural gas, and other pe-
troleum products to affect the U.S. 
market violates U.S. antitrust law, and 
it will authorize the Attorney General 
to enforce antitrust law against such 
nations and prevent technical legal 
doctrines such as sovereign immunity 
and act of state from preventing ac-
tions for redress. 

S. 368, COPS Improvements Act of 
2007—this bill would reauthorize and 
improve the Department of Justice’s 
Office of Community Oriented Policing 
Services, COPS. Since 1994, the pro-
grams created by the COPS initiative 
have helped drive down crime rates. 
The COPS Program would restore vital 
programs that have been cut at a time 
when our law enforcement officers need 
it most. S. 368 would authorize $600 
million to hire officers to engage in 
community policing, intelligence gath-
ering and antiterror initiatives, and to 
serve as school resource officers. It 
would authorize $350 million per year 
for technology grants and $200 million 
per year to help local district attor-
neys hire community prosecutors. 
Also, it would establish the COPS of-
fice as an entity within the Depart-
ment of Justice to carry out these 
functions and activities under the 
COPS Program in order to eliminate 
duplication of efforts. 

S. 119/H.R. 400, War Profiteering Pre-
vention Act of 2007—this legislation 
would strengthen the tools available to 
Federal law enforcement to combat 
contracting fraud during times of war, 
military action, or relief or reconstruc-
tion activities. It would also extend 
extraterritorial jurisdiction in an at-
tempt to reach fraudulent conduct 
wherever it occurs. The bill would cre-
ate a new criminal fraud offense in 
title 18 of the U.S. Code to prohibit 
fraudulent acts involving the provision 
of goods or services in connection with 
a war, military action, or relief or re-
construction activities. 

S. 185, Habeas Corpus Restoration 
Act of 2007—this bill would repeal pro-
visions of the Military Commissions 

Act of 2006 that eliminated the juris-
diction of any court to hear or consider 
applications for a writ of habeas corpus 
filed by aliens who have been deter-
mined by the United States to have 
been properly detained as enemy com-
batants. Passage of this bill would re-
store the basic and essential right to 
challenge arbitrary detention by the 
Government to noncitizens, including 
the 12 million lawful permanent resi-
dents currently in this country, who 
under current law may be held forever 
with no recourse to challenge their de-
tention in court. This legislation will 
contribute to renewed global respect 
for American values and the rule of 
law. 

S. 2511, a bill to amend the grant pro-
gram for law enforcement armor vests 
to provide for a waiver of or reduction 
in the matching funds requirement in 
the case of fiscal hardship—this bill 
would amend the Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to au-
thorize the Director of the Bureau of 
Justice Assistance to waive, in whole 
or in part, matching fund requirements 
applicable to the grant program for the 
purchase of armor vests for law en-
forcement officers. 

S. 2344, Internet Safety Education 
Act of 2007—this bill would create a 
competitive grant program for eligible 
organizations to carry out free, age-ap-
propriate programs that promote Inter-
net safety for children. This would give 
educators and parents the tools nec-
essary to teach proper online inter-
actions and promote safe Internet 
usage to their students and children in 
an age-appropriate manner. 

H.R. 3095, to amend the Adam Walsh 
Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006 
to modify a deadline relating to a cer-
tain election by Indian tribes—this bi-
partisan bill would provide Indian 
tribes a 1-year extension in which to 
decide how to comply with the require-
ments of the Adam Walsh Child Protec-
tion and Safety Act of 2006. The Adam 
Walsh Act enacted new requirements 
for States and Indian tribes to main-
tain sex offender registration informa-
tion, post such information on the 
Internet, and share such information 
among States and other Indian tribes. 
The Justice Department proposed de-
tailed regulations for States and Indian 
tribes to comply with the Adam Walsh 
Act, but those regulations are not yet 
final. The Indian tribes cannot make 
an informed decision on how to comply 
with the act until those regulations are 
final. This 1-year extension would give 
Indian tribes sufficient time to make 
appropriate choices. 

S. 267/H.R. 545, Native American 
Methamphetamine Enforcement and 
Treatment Act—this bill would ensure 
that Indian tribes are able to apply for 
grant programs authorized by the Com-
bat Methamphetamine Epidemic Act. 
When Congress passed the Combat 
Methamphetamine Epidemic Act, 
tribes were unintentionally left out as 
eligible applicants in some of these 
programs. This bill would clarify that 
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territories and Indian communities are 
eligible to receive the resources they 
need to fight methamphetamine use. 

S. 877, Controlling the Abuse of Pre-
scriptions Act of 2007—this bill seeks to 
crack down on performance-enhancing 
drugs by putting human growth hor-
mone on the same list of controlled 
substances as anabolic steroids. 
Classifying human growth hormone, 
HGH, as a schedule III controlled sub-
stance would subject the drug to more 
Government regulation and stiffer pen-
alties for illegal distribution. 

S. 1027, PACT Act—this bill would 
help combat cigarette trafficking by 
updating existing antitrafficking laws 
and introducing new tools to combat il-
legal remote sales, such as those con-
ducted over the Internet. The legisla-
tion closes loopholes in current to-
bacco trafficking laws, enhances pen-
alties for violations, and provides law 
enforcement with new tools to combat 
the innovative new methods being used 
by cigarette traffickers to distribute 
their products. By strengthening crimi-
nal laws governing cigarette traf-
ficking and empowering Federal, State, 
and local law enforcement with the 
powers to investigate and prosecute 
the cigarette traffickers of the 21st 
century, the PACT Act can help dis-
rupt terrorist groups and other orga-
nized criminal enterprises. 

S. 627, Safe Babies Act of 2007—this 
bill would amend the Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 
to require the Office of Juvenile Jus-
tice and Delinquency Prevention to 
award a grant to a national early child-
hood development organization to es-
tablish a National Court Teams Re-
source Center. The goals of the Center 
would be to promote the well-being of 
maltreated infants and toddlers and 
their families, help prevent the recur-
rence of abuse and neglect of children, 
and promote timely reunification of 
families. 

H.R. 5569, to extend for 5 years the 
EB–5 Regional Center Pilot Program, 
and for other purposes—this bill would 
extend the EB–5 Regional Center Pro-
gram for 5 years. This program allows 
entrepreneurs from around the country 
to apply for Regional Center designa-
tion with the U.S. Citizenship and Im-
migration Services, which in turn al-
lows project managers to attract for-
eign investment to discrete projects 
within specified geographic areas, 
many of which are rural areas in need 
of economic stimulation. Over the 
years, this program has resulted in for-
eign capital investment of billions of 
dollars and the creation of thousands 
of jobs in American communities. This 
important program is set to expire on 
September 30, 2008, and its reauthoriza-
tion is critical for the many Americans 
who depend upon this program to make 
positive economic changes to their 
communities. 

S. 442, John R. Justice Prosecutors 
and Defenders Incentive Act of 2007— 
this bill would establish a student loan 
repayment program for qualified attor-

neys who agree to remain employed for 
at least 3 years in certain public sector 
employment. This targeted student 
loan repayment assistance program 
will bolster the ranks of attorneys in 
the criminal justice system, enhancing 
the quality of that system and the 
public’s confidence in it. 

S. 3296, to extend the authority of the 
U.S. Supreme Court Police to protect 
court officials off the Supreme Court 
grounds and change the title of the Ad-
ministrative Assistant to the Chief 
Justice—this bill would extend for 5 
years the authority of the U.S. Su-
preme Court Police to protect Supreme 
Court Justices when they leave the Su-
preme Court grounds. In January of 
this year, the Court Security Improve-
ment Act was signed into law to au-
thorize additional resources to protect 
Federal judges, personnel, and court-
houses. This additional legislation 
would extend the authority of the U.S. 
Supreme Court Police to protect the 
Supreme Court Justices on and off 
Court grounds. It would also change 
the title of the Chief Justice’s senior 
advisor from ‘‘Administrative Assist-
ant’’ to ‘‘Counselor.’’ 

S. 3106, a bill to amend chapter 13 of 
title 17, United States Code, relating to 
the vessel hull design protection, to 
clarify the definitions of a hull and a 
deck—this bill would give the Depart-
ment of Defense full assurance that 
Government and defense designs will 
not be subject to unwarranted restric-
tions. In 1998, Congress passed the Ves-
sel Hull Design Protection Act to rec-
ognize the significant time, effort, and 
innovation that figure into ship design. 
Recent action in the courts has made it 
clear that in order to be effective, this 
law needs to be clarified and refined. 
This bill does exactly that by clari-
fying the definition of ‘‘hull’’ and 
‘‘deck,’’ to ensure that the intellectual 
property rights of vessel hull designers 
would be protected. 

H.R. 6344, Responsive Government 
Act of 2008—this bill would provide the 
Federal courts and the Director of the 
Patent and Trademark Office, PTO, 
with needed emergency authority to 
delay judicial proceedings or statutory 
deadlines in the event of a natural dis-
aster or other emergency situation 
which makes it impractical for parties, 
including the United States, to comply 
with certain filing conditions or to pro-
tect the rights and privileges of people 
affected by certain emergencies or a 
major disaster. We have recently ob-
served how the ravages of natural dis-
asters disrupt the lives of our fellow 
citizens, which can impede the ability 
to comply with strict statutory dead-
lines. Thus the Responsive Government 
Act provides critical flexibility to the 
courts and the PTO to help ameliorate 
the practical difficulties caused by 
these emergency situations. 

S. 621, Wartime Treatment Study 
Act—this bill would establish two fact-
finding commissions to supplement the 
work done in the 1980s by the Commis-
sion on Wartime Relocation and In-

ternment of Civilians, which studied 
the treatment of Japanese Americans 
during World War II. The act would 
create one commission to review the 
U.S. Government’s treatment of Ger-
man Americans, Italian Americans, 
and European Latin Americans during 
World War II, and another commission 
to review the U.S. Government’s treat-
ment of Jewish refugees fleeing Nazi 
persecution during World War II. 

S. 2942, a bill to authorize funding for 
the National Advocacy Center—this 
bill would authorize the National Dis-
trict Attorneys Association to use the 
National Advocacy Center in Columbia, 
SC, for a national training program to 
improve the professional skills of State 
and local prosecutors and to enhance 
the ability of Federal, State, and local 
prosecutors to work together. 

I hope that those Republican Sen-
ators who are holding up these meas-
ures will work with me by coming for-
ward and letting me know what it is in 
the bill that they find objectionable. 
That way, we might be able to work 
something out to accommodate them. 
But when they object anonymously and 
do not come forward to work with us, 
it seems they are only interested in ob-
struction. 

f 

NOMINATION OF JAMES A. 
WILLIAMS 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today I rise to express my opposition 
to the nomination of Mr. James A. Wil-
liams to be the Administrator of the 
General Services Administration, GSA. 
My concerns are based on my inves-
tigation of a dubious GSA contract 
with Sun Microsystems. In 2006 and 
2007, my oversight staff conducted a 
thorough inquiry into the GSA Mul-
tiple Award Schedule contract with 
Sun Microsystems for computer prod-
ucts and services. GSA inspector gen-
eral, IG, auditors had alerted GSA’s 
top management of alleged fraud on 
this contract as early as 2005. 

In 2006, Mr. Williams became the 
Commissioner of the GSA Federal Ac-
quisition Service, FAS. His office was 
directly responsible for this question-
able contract with Sun Microsystems. 
He and Administrator Doan were 
alterted to the alleged fraud and the 
referral of the matter to the Depart-
ment of Justice, DOJ. 

I previously made the findings of my 
inquiry known in a floor statement on 
October 17, 2007. 

In a nutshell, all the evidence devel-
oped in my oversight investigation ap-
pears to indicate that top-level GSA 
management, including Administrator 
Doan and FAS Commissioner Williams, 
may have improperly interfered in the 
ongoing contract negotiations with 
Sun Microsystems in May–September 
2006; and Administrator Doan and Mr. 
Williams pressured the GSA con-
tracting officer to approve the new Sun 
contract even though they both knew 
that the IG had detected alleged fraud 
on the existing Sun contract and had 
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referred the matter to the DOJ for pos-
sible prosecution/litigation. This case 
is now pending in Federal court. 

The facts appear to show Mr. Wil-
liams, as FAS Commissioner, failed to 
act in the best interest of the Amer-
ican taxpayer. He had the opportunity 
to put an end to or bring into compli-
ance a contract that was allegedly 
fraudulent, but in the end he could not 
do it. Instead, he sided with former Ad-
ministrator Doan by taking steps to re-
move the GSA contracting officer. 
When the final contract was signed 
with Sun Microsystems by a newly ap-
pointed contracting officer, he chose to 
look the other way. He didn’t even try 
to have the IG audit or examine the 
terms of the proposed contract. At the 
very least, this was a very poor man-
agement decision by Mr. Williams. It 
was a deplorable error in judgment 
that he probably regrets today. 

We need a strong leader at GSA. The 
responsibilities of GSA Administrator 
require an individual who will stand up 
to anyone to protect the financial in-
terests of hard-working American tax-
payers. Although I agree he is well 
qualified and a devoted civil servant, I 
don’t believe Mr. Williams has the bu-
reaucratic and intestinal fortitude to 
make the tough decisions at GSA when 
it matters. 

Reports of alleged fraud on the Sun 
contract surfaced on his watch. He 
knew about the alleged fraud. The tax-
payers may have been cheated out of 
tens of millions of dollars. As FAS 
Commissioner, he was the top GSA of-
ficial responsible for making the tough 
calls, and he chose not to protect the 
taxpayers. He made the wrong choice. 
He is now accountable for that deci-
sion. Because he failed to protect the 
taxpayers at a crucial moment, we 
should not elevate Mr. Williams to 
high office. 

For all these reasons, I oppose his 
nomination to be GSA Administrator. 

Mr. Williams’s nomination is now be-
fore the Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs Committee. On July 
22, I wrote to the chairman, Senator 
LIEBERMAN, laying out the reasons be-
hind my opposition to this nomination. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
that letter printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, 

Washington, DC, July 22, 2008. 
Hon. JOSEPH I. LIEBERMAN, 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security 

and Governmental Affairs, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR LIEBERMAN, I am writing to 
express opposition to the nomination of Mr. 
Jim Williams to be the Administrator of the 
General Services Administration (GSA). 

My opposition to Mr. Williams’ nomina-
tion is rooted in an in-depth oversight inves-
tigation conducted by my staff in 2006–2007. 
This investigation focused on the re-negotia-
tion of a Multiple Award Schedule contract 
with Sun Microsystems, Inc. for computer 
products and services. The contract was ini-
tially awarded to the company in 1999. Sales 
on this contract totaled $268,987,689.00. 

The results of this investigation were pre-
sented in three separate reports in October 
2007. These reports were provided to your 
committee, Administrator Doan, the House 
Oversight Committee, the White House Chief 
of Staff, and GSA Inspector General (IG). In 
addition, there was a follow-up report issued 
by the U.S. Postal Service in May 2008. None 
of these reports have been released to the 
public. However, on October 17, 2007, I spoke 
about the findings in these reports in very 
general terms on the floor of the Senate. My 
remarks appear on pages S12952–12954 of the 
Congressional Record. 

At the time of my investigation, Mr. Wil-
liams was the Commissioner of GSA’s Fed-
eral Acquisition Service (FAS). 

In a nutshell, all the evidence developed in 
my oversight investigation appears to indi-
cate that: 1) top-level GSA management, in-
cluding Administrator Doan and FAS Com-
missioner Williams, may have improperly 
interfered in the ongoing contract negotia-
tions with Sun Microsystems in May-Sep-
tember 2006; and 2) Administrator Doan and 
Mr. Williams pressured the GSA contracting 
officer to approve the new Sun contract even 
though they both knew that the IG had de-
tected alleged fraud on existing Sun contract 
and had referred the matter to the Depart-
ment of Justice (DOJ) for possible prosecu-
tion/litigation. 

The IG auditors first blew the whistle on 
alleged fraud on the Sun contract in 2005—at 
least a year before Mr. Williams became FAS 
Commissioner. 

The GSA IG auditors had the Sun contract 
under a microscope for several years. They 
had uncovered extensive contract violations, 
including potential civil and criminal fraud. 
These problems were first reported to GSA 
acquisition management in February 2005. 
The IG auditors briefed DOJ on the alleged 
fraud on April 20, 2006. In April 2007, DOJ 
charged Sun in a False Claims Act suit. That 
case is now pending in the Arkansas Federal 
Court District (Norman Rille and Neal Rob-
erts vs Sun Microsystems, Inc.). 

The GSA IT Acquisition Center staff was 
briefed on these issues on May 2, 2006. FAS 
Commissioner Williams ‘‘grilled’’ the IG 
auditors about the alleged fraud and DOJ re-
ferral during the contract ‘‘Impasse’’ brief-
ing on August 14, 2006. On August 29, 2006, 
Administrator Doan was briefed by the IG 
audit team on the decision to refer the Sun 
contract to DOJ for possible prosecution/liti-
gation. Mr. Williams and Ms. Doan discussed 
the alleged fraud on the Sun contract on sev-
eral different occasions in August 2006. 

Despite the red warning flags raised by the 
IG auditors, according to my findings, Ad-
ministrator Doan and Mr. Williams pres-
sured the GSA contracting officer to sign the 
contract. When that person refused to sign 
the contract, they had the contracting offi-
cer removed and replaced under duress. 

The record shows that Mr. Williams played 
a key role in the removal of the contracting 
officer as follows: 

A high-level meeting—known as the ‘‘Bal-
timore Conference Call’’—was held on Au-
gust 31, 2006. All the key players partici-
pated, including Commissioner Williams. Ac-
cording to interviews with a number of par-
ticipants, Mr. Williams made it very clear 
that the Sun contract was of ‘‘strategic im-
portance’’ in Administrator Doan’s view, and 
it had to be awarded. Still, the contracting 
officer refused to back down in the face of 
mounting pressure from the very top. He had 
dug in his heels and refused to sign what he 
considered a bad contract. During inter-
views, the contracting officer told my staff 
that he thought the price reduction clause, 
discounts, and maintenance deals offered by 
Sun were ‘‘essentially worthless,’’ and he 
said he was equally concerned about the al-

leged fraud referral to DOJ. Mr. Williams 
then asked the contracting officer if he 
wished to step down, and the contracting of-
ficer accepted the offer. 

Under standard GSA procedures, con-
tracting officers make the final decision on 
whether or not to sign a contract. They have 
‘‘Go No Go’’ authority. No other person is 
authorized to preempt or otherwise interfere 
with that authority. So when the con-
tracting officer said ‘‘No’’ on the Sun con-
tract, why didn’t that mean ‘‘No’’? Why 
didn’t the story end there? 

One of Mr. Williams’ directors suggested 
that the ‘‘Impasse’’ in the negotiations was 
caused by the intimidation of the con-
tracting officer by IG auditors. On Sep-
tember 5, 2006, in response to that complaint, 
Mr. Williams lodged a quasi-formal com-
plaint with the IG, alleging that the IG audi-
tors had made threatening statements to 
GSA contracting officers. 

Mr. Williams’ complaint of IG auditor in-
timidation came just five days after the con-
tracting officer was removed and four days 
before the new contract was signed. Mr. Wil-
liams also passed these allegations to Ad-
ministrator Doan. 

Mr. Williams’ allegations of IG auditor in-
timidation were examined in detail by the 
GSA IG, by my staff, and by the U.S. Postal 
Service IG. There is not one shred of evi-
dence to support those allegations. They ap-
pear to have been bogus allegations. A senior 
official in the IG’s office suggested that Mr. 
Williams’ allegations regarding IG auditor 
intimidation were ‘‘a smokescreen for things 
going on in the agency itself.’’ 

After forcing the contracting officer to 
step down, GSA management appointed a 
new one. It took her just nine days to nego-
tiate a final deal with Sun. In interviews, the 
new contracting officer claimed that she did 
not need to talk to the IG auditors who had 
years of knowledge on the contract. She said 
that she could solve the impasse in the nego-
tiations by listening to the contractor. Many 
of the provisions she accepted were ones 
steadfastly opposed by the previous con-
tracting officer—the very same terms that 
led to the so-called ‘‘impasse’’ and the re-
moval of the previous contracting officer. 
She even admitted during questioning that 
she did not fully understand key provisions 
in the contract she signed. She admitted 
making ‘‘big oversights’’ in some of the con-
tract terms. I found these revelations very 
disturbing. They raised questions about the 
motives behind her appointment. She later 
received a $1,400 cash award for signing off 
on the Sun contract. 

Following my staff’s interview of the new 
contracting officer, I had grave concerns 
about the new contract. Was Sun continuing 
to cheat on government discounts mandated 
by the price reduction clause—as feared by 
the IG auditors? I thought I would be remiss 
in not asking more questions. Consequently, 
on June 5, 2007, I asked the IG to conduct an 
audit of the new contract. Since Sun claimed 
it was such a ‘‘good deal for America,’’ I felt 
sure the company would rush to cooperate. 
How wrong I was! For three months straight, 
Sun stonewalled and procrastinated. Sun 
withheld information. Sun fought the audit 
tooth and nail every step of the way. They 
even lashed out at the GSA IG. Then sud-
denly and unexpectedly, on September 13, 
2008, Sun canceled the contract. What hap-
pened? Why would Sun cancel a contract it 
had fought so hard to get? Was Sun trying to 
avoid the audit? Did Sun have something to 
hide? Something about this just does not 
smell right. 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Williams was the Com-
missioner of GSA’s Federal Acquisition 
Service at the time of the Sun/GSA contract 
debacle. That made him the top dog over-
seeing and managing the procurement of 
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computer equipment and services for the 
whole government. The Sun Microsystems 
contract was being re-negotiated right under 
his nose. He was the top official accountable 
for that contract. When he was informed in 
August 2006 by IG auditors about the alleged 
fraud on the Sun contract and the DOJ refer-
ral decision, he should have brought the Sun 
contract negotiations to a screeching halt. 
He should have called for a comprehensive, 
independent review and/or audit and assess-
ment of Sun’s corrective action plan. He 
should have carefully weighed the gravity of 
the fraud allegations before proceeding any 
further. 

Mr. Chairman, instead of heeding all the 
IG’s warning signals, Mr. Williams pushed 
the throttle to the firewall at Administrator 
Doan’s direction. The record shows pressure 
was put on the contracting officer to sign a 
potentially bad contract. When the con-
tracting officer refused to bend under pres-
sure, Mr. Williams involved himself directly 
in the contracting process. He participated 
in the decision to remove that contracting 
officer from the Sun contract negotiations. 
His actions eliminated the last standing bar-
rier to contract approval. In doing these 
things, he may have improperly interfered in 
the contracting process and hurt the tax-
payers. 

The alleged contract violations and alleged 
fraud on the Sun contract, which supposedly 
occurred over a long period of time, may 
have wasted tens of millions of dollars in 
taxpayer money. Mr. Chairman, there must 
be more accountability in the government 
contracting process. Elevating those who 
have been detrimental to this process would 
certainly be anti-accountability and anti- 
taxpayer. That would clearly send the wrong 
message to the whole contracting commu-
nity. 

For these reasons, I intend to oppose the 
nomination of Mr. Williams to be the next 
Administrator at GSA, and would expect 
your Committee to do so, too. 

Your careful consideration of my concerns 
would be appreciated. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, 

Ranking Member. 

f 

CYPRUS 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, on 

July 20, 1974, Turkey invaded Cyprus. 
Thirty four years later, Turkish troops 
continue to occupy 37 percent of the 
land on Cyprus. During the occupation, 
some 180,000 Cypriots became refugees 
and over 5,000 Cypriots were murdered. 

The European Court of Human 
Rights recently found Turkey guilty of 
violating the European Convention on 
Human Rights. Notably, 26 year-old 
Solomos Solomou, was killed on Au-
gust, 14, 1996 after being shot three 
times by Turkish snipers while trying 
to climb a pole in order to remove a 
Turkish flag from its mast. The killing 
happened after the funeral of his cous-
in, Tassos Isaak, who was himself beat-
en to death on August 11, 1996 by a 
Turkish mob while taking part in an 
anti-occupation demonstration. 

On March 12th of this year, I sent a 
congratulatory letter to the newly 
elected Cypriot President Christofias. 
In addition to a new President in the 
Republic of Cyprus, his election rep-
resents a new direction for the Repub-
lic of Cyprus. I commend President 
Christofias for the intensification of ef-

forts to reach a just, viable, and func-
tional solution to the Cyprus problem. 
I believe this is a unique time to cap-
italize on the commitment made to 
find a solution and I am optimistic 
that the working groups and technical 
committees will prepare the necessary 
groundwork for full-fledged negotia-
tion. However, I also believe that any 
solution that will reunite the island, 
its people, its institutions and its econ-
omy and must come from the Cypriots 
themselves. 

On September 25, 2007, I introduced S. 
Res. 331, which calls on the United 
States Government to initiate a new 
effort to help Turkey understand the 
benefits that will accrue to it as a re-
sult of ending its military occupation 
of Cyprus. In addition, the resolution 
urges the Government of Turkey to im-
mediately begin the withdrawal of its 
military occupation forces. Ultimately, 
it is on their shoulders to prove their 
good will and I hope they do so prompt-
ly. 

As Cypriot-Americans join with Cyp-
riots from throughout the world to 
help to rebuild their homeland, and as 
they seek to secure an economically 
prosperous state free of illegal occupa-
tion, I will stand by them. I will work 
to ensure that the Turkish occupation 
comes to an end. 

This week, we remember those who 
perished on Cyprus, and honor those 
who survived and who continue to live 
under Turkish occupation. We have not 
forgotten and our thoughts and prayers 
are with them and their families. 

Remembering together the events of 
July 20, 1974 in solidarity gives rev-
erence to historical events we cannot 
afford to forget as we move forward to 
a peaceful, just solution and a hopeful 
tomorrow. 

f 

REMEMBERING SENATOR JESSE 
HELMS 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. Presdient, today 
we remember and celebrate the life of 
the great Senator from North Carolina, 
Jesse Helms. 

Senator Helms dedicated much of his 
life to serving his country and the peo-
ple of North Carolina. He developed a 
lasting legacy as a man who held to his 
convictions and championed the causes 
he believed in so deeply. 

He began his career in the U.S. Navy 
during World War II, where he was as-
signed as a recruiter. After the war, he 
became involved in North Carolina pol-
itics and campaigned for Senator Willis 
Smith, later serving on his staff. Sen-
ator Helms continued to establish him-
self, working as a political commen-
tator for local Raleigh newspapers and 
radio stations. In 1957, Senator Helms 
was elected to the Raleigh city council, 
where he served with the same convic-
tion that he would later bring to the 
Senate. 

He was first elected to the Senate in 
1972 and was reelected four more times, 
making him the longest serving U.S. 
Senator in North Carolina history. He 

quickly became known for his unfail-
ing dedication to uphold traditional 
American values and protect freedom. 
He said, ‘‘The challenge is always be-
fore us. Whenever we lose sight of the 
principles that mattered to our found-
ers we run into trouble.’’ 

During his tenure in the Senate, 
Helms served on the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee and was chair-
man from 1995 to 2001. Under his leader-
ship, the committee played a powerful 
role in setting U.S. foreign policy. 

Senator Helms will be greatly missed 
and remembered as one of the most in-
fluential Senators of his time. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DON MITCHELL 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, last week 
marked the end of a distinguished and 
honorable career in Government serv-
ice for one of the most widely respected 
professional staff members on the Sen-
ate Select Committee on Intelligence. 
Today, I wish to pay tribute to this 
gentleman—Mr. Don Mitchell. 

For over 24 years, Don Mitchell de-
voted his life to public service. Re-
markably, except for a 2-year period 
when he served as the Director of Intel-
ligence Programs for the National Se-
curity Council, 22 of those years were 
spent here in the Senate, first as a na-
tional security legislative assistant for 
Senator John Glenn and then as a pro-
fessional staff member for the Intel-
ligence Committee. Senator Glenn 
knew a good thing when he saw it, so in 
1989, he asked Don to move to the In-
telligence Committee staff. As they 
say, the rest is history . 

In a world where politics often seems 
to define who we are and with whom we 
associate, Don transcended those bar-
riers. He earned the respect of Members 
and colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle. His work ethic—often evidenced 
by long days and late nights—was ad-
mired by all. It comes as no surprise 
that Don’s reputation is well known 
not only here in the Senate but 
throughout the intelligence commu-
nity with whom he worked so closely 
through the years. During my tenure 
on the Intelligence Committee, and in 
particular since becoming the vice 
chairman, I have benefited from Don’s 
expertise and seasoned judgment in 
analyzing some of our most sensitive 
national security programs. We have 
been fortunate to have him for so many 
years. 

We all know that the demands of 
working here in Congress often take 
the greatest toll on those who support 
us and sustain us in life—our families. 
For selflessly giving Don to us for so 
many years, his wife Grace, son Logan, 
and daughter Ella deserve our grati-
tude. We thank them for their sac-
rifices through these many years. 

Ensuring our great Nation’s security 
is a high calling and one of tremendous 
responsibility. Through his service to 
the Intelligence Committee, the Sen-
ate, and the United States of America, 
Don Mitchell has answered this call 
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with characteristic professionalism, in-
tegrity, and perseverance. We wish him 
the very best in his future pursuits. 
May God bless him and his family. 

f 

‘‘PLANET’S’’ WORK AT ARLINGTON 
NATIONAL CEMETERY 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, this week 
marked the 11th anniversary of the 
Professional Landcare Network’s ‘‘Re-
newal and Remembrance’’ event. Each 
year for more than a decade, hundreds 
of lawn care, landscape and tree care 
specialists from the Professional 
Landcare Network, PLANET, donate 
their time and expertise to refurbish 
the grounds of Arlington National 
Cemetery. 

Arlington National Cemetery is one 
of the most hallowed places in all of 
America. President Lincoln established 
the grounds at Arlington as a military 
cemetery in 1864. By the end of the 
Civil War, Arlington housed 16,000 
graves. It now serves as the final rest-
ing place for over 300,000 of our Na-
tion’s most distinguished service per-
sonnel and public officials, including 
hundreds of distinguished North Caro-
linians. Veterans from all of the Na-
tion’s wars are interred at Arlington, 
from the American Revolution through 
the present wars in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. The gravesites of these men and 
women span an area of 624 acres. 

The beauty and simple elegance of 
Arlington’s grounds is renowned 
throughout the world, drawing hun-
dreds of thousands of visitors, mourn-
ers, and tourists every year. The work 
that goes into maintaining Arlington 
is a reflection of the honor and rev-
erence that America has for our vet-
erans and leaders. The members of 
PLANET share in this reverence. 
Through their work at Arlington each 
year, they have demonstrated a special 
level of commitment to the memory of 
our countrymen who have made some 
of the greatest sacrifices. 

Many PLANET members who volun-
teered their time and expertise this 
past week have a personal connection 
to Arlington, either through relatives 
or friends who are buried there or 
through their own military service. 
But whether or not they have a family 
or service connection to the cemetery, 
all of the volunteers care deeply about 
maintaining Arlington as a place of 
dignity and respect in recognition of 
those who have served the public good 
and those who have made the ultimate 
sacrifice. 

Their work does not go unnoticed by 
the family members of those who are 
buried at Arlington, nor does it go un-
noticed by the membership of the U.S. 
Senate. I applaud the generosity of the 
PLANET members who devoted their 
work to honor our Nation’s 
servicemembers. 

f 

IDAHOANS SPEAK OUT ON HIGH 
ENERGY PRICES 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, in mid- 
June, I asked Idahoans to share with 

me how high energy prices are affect-
ing their lives, and they responded by 
the hundreds. The stories, numbering 
over 1,000, are heartbreaking and 
touching. To respect their efforts, I am 
submitting every e-mail sent to me 
through energylprices@crapo.senate 
.gov to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
This is not an issue that will be easily 
resolved, but it is one that deserves im-
mediate and serious attention, and Ida-
hoans deserve to be heard. Their sto-
ries not only detail their struggles to 
meet everyday expenses, but also have 
suggestions and recommendations as to 
what Congress can do now to tackle 
this problem and find solutions that 
last beyond today. I ask unanimous 
consent that today’s letters be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Not affected much yet. But then we oper-
ate on a CASH basis around here, so we are 
not drowning in credit card debt while the 
cost of gas and food skyrockets. Do not drive 
45 miles to Sandpoint just to shop anymore. 

DOROTHY. 

I want to thank you for keeping us in-
formed of what is going on from your point 
of view. I, myself, am very disappointed in 
the lack of positive actions that affect the 
‘‘people’’ of this great nation with regards to 
fuel. We have been listening to lots of talk 
and promises for years since the shot across 
the bow by foreign oil in the seventies. We 
are the father of nuclear power and seem to 
be last in the world to take advantage of it. 
Let us get with the program. There are far 
too many environmental laws that do not 
allow us to develop as we should. Let us look 
at these laws or, better yet, suspend all envi-
ronmental considerations during this emer-
gency until the economy and prices get back 
to normal. Let us start tomorrow and take 
advantage of our own resources in this coun-
try and get away from foreign oil, we can do 
it and do it fast. Let private industry do 
what they are capable of and let the govern-
ment get out of the way other than to re-
move regulations that stop progress. There 
are too many regulations on the books now 
and, in many cases, they contradict each 
other. 

[Some examples:] hydrogen fuel cells for 
housing and transportation, and solar energy 
for heating water and electricity. Every new 
house built in this nation should be required 
from now on to use solar and wind power as 
much as possible and be capable of upgrade 
as new technologies come on line. The power 
grid as we now know it is in big trouble, so 
let us start getting off of it. Do not even 
think about getting rid of hydroelectric 
power from our dams. We should be adding 
more as we should to supply the growing de-
mands and not buckle under to a handful of 
tree huggers as was the case in Boise County 
on the Payette River a few years ago. 

I think your estimate of $200 a month for 
fuel is real conservative; in many cases, it is 
double that. I have watched mushroom soup 
go from $.32 a can to $1.50+, and that is to-
tally unacceptable. To me, making fuel out 
of our food supply is a little crazy. Let us not 
get carried away with the biofuel stuff until 
we know more about it. As I understand eth-
anol, it is not good for the environment and 
it takes more fuel to make it than it will 
produce. Petroleum and corn are the main 
ingredients in many, many, many everyday 
items I do not think most Americans are 
aware of; we can do better. 

I have been personally hit by this fuel and 
food crisis as I just retired from my state job 
to be able to visit my grandkids and rel-
atives and peruse our family tree and to get 
a break. I joined the U.S. Navy in 1963 when 
I was seventeen and have been going like hell 
ever since. I was medically retired from the 
US Navy with a medical discharge and VA 
disability. I am now one of the folks on a 
fixed income, and these prices did not appear 
on the horizon when the plans to retire were 
made. I am not sure how this will affect the 
big picture, but I do know I cannot travel as 
I had planned, and that is sad for the whole 
family. I have folks from Wisconsin to all 
the states in the Northwest to California. I 
did a short trip to Winnemucca, Nevada, 
from Boise, Idaho, for a softball game my 
granddaughter was in; round trip gas was 
$225 for my camper; it used to be $50. Where 
will it stop? I thank you for your letter and 
please put pressure on whoever is in the way 
to immediate progress to get out of the way. 
Remember the Manhattan Project and the 
first moon shot; it CAN be done. 

HAL, Boise. 

My husband is a logger and, because of the 
high price of gas, he has been off from work 
for six months. I wish every Congressman 
had to live on the same amount of money a 
week that we have tried to live on $300. We 
only go into town once every 8 to 10 days, 
and when we do go to town, we never go any-
where that is not on our list. Last month it 
cost us over $100 just to go into town four 
times. It [seems that Congress doesn’t have] 
regard for the working man’s life. [Perhaps] 
they should [try living the same way] we do 
and I am sure their outlook on our future 
would be different. We need to drill for oil in 
our own country and then do not let the gas 
companies sell the oil to other countries. It 
is time for a change and please let the 
change start soon. 

RUBY. 

I do not like the high gas prices, but what 
I detest is that, for years, it seems that 
many have preferred to posture and bicker 
about drilling/not drilling for oil, expanding/ 
limiting refinery growth, paying lip service 
to yet-to-be-available alternative energy 
sources, and demonizing the oil companies 
rather than making adult, farsighted deci-
sions about our energy needs and creating a 
responsible policy to meet our needs. 

The same actions that could have—and 
should have—been taken 10, 15, 20 years ago 
to put us in a better place today are still 
being proposed today and ignored again, 
often by the same people who made the 
faulty decisions about them originally. It is 
something that wouldn’t be tolerated in the 
private sector, where leadership would have 
been fired long ago for such incompetence. 
Congress needs to put the energy needs and 
associated security aspects of our country 
first and take prompt, forceful action or 
have the decency to get out of the way for 
someone who will. 

If we are not currently knowledgeable 
enough or committed enough to quickly de-
velop a full-blown, workable energy policy, 
here’s a temporary policy until we do: 

Drilling may not be the answer, but it is 
what we need to do while we discover or de-
velop the answer. 

Spread the word, Senator, and leave behind 
the short-term thinking of the past! 

GREGORY. 

The fuel prices are totally out of control. 
My husband and I run a charter fishing busi-
ness, which means we have to use hundreds 
of gallons of fuel every day. The most dis-
appointing part of the whole process is that 
the government could change things in a 
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heartbeat. I am tired of hearing that car 
manufacturers have until 2015 to come up 
with vehicles which will be improved to give 
around 35 miles per gallon. That is the way 
the government tries to ‘‘ease’’ the citizens’ 
concerns of skyrocketing fuel prices and 
allay fears of global warming. Right now, as 
I type this, there is a solution to the prob-
lem, an almost immediate solution, and I 
know there is not only one of them out 
there. One gentleman in Idaho has invented 
a carburetor which can be used on any type 
of vehicle and will increase fuel efficiency to 
around 70 miles to the gallon. So why, I ask 
with tears in my eyes, does the government 
not take a stand and mass produce the car-
buretors? Is not that a novel idea. . . . . 
imagine what effect that would have on the 
demand for fuel and therefore the quantity 
of fuel we would need to purchase from price 
gougers? The USA can put people on the 
moon but coming up with fuel efficient 
transportation is just way beyond their 
scope of capabilities. Why not take a stand 
and insist on an immediate improvement in 
fuel efficiency standards? That would at 
least be a start. Maybe it wouldn’t solve our 
demand for fuel but it might cut the demand 
in half. What about this story below—that 
explains how the government manipulates 
the public—it is a joke: 

Ron Brandt: 90 MPG Carburetor—Ron 
Brandt is the inventor of the perm-mag 
motor. He is of retirement age. When he was 
a young man, he invented a 90-mpg carbu-
retor. He was paid a visit by a man from 
Standard Oil, another man, and two men 
wearing U.S. Marshal uniforms. They told 
him that if he ever made another carburetor, 
they would kill him, his wife, and two young 
children. He was quickly persuaded that his 
life wasn’t worth a ‘‘damn’’ carburetor. He 
happened to think to memorize the badge 
numbers of the two U.S. Marshals, and so 
had an attorney in Washington, DC check 
with the U.S. Marshal’s office. They had no 
record of the two badge numbers. 

RENE. 

I normally go to Colorado to get my grand-
children for the summer; however, this year 
I have had to put it off for a while. Because 
my parents are both in their late 80s and my 
mother had cancer last year, I go to Florida 
every year around Thanksgiving. Having to 
save more for airline tickets means I do not 
have money for the local trips I normally 
take during the summer. I have even had to 
curtail my fishing. I have had to stop or go 
less often to my various camping spots. We 
generally have a family get together, but we 
are not this year because of the expense 
some would experience in traveling here. In 
short, we are traveling less, going less dis-
tance when we do travel and spending less at 
hotels and restaurants, but we are seeing 
less of our extended family. 

SHEILA. 

I am not surprised by the ‘‘high’’ prices for 
fuel. Most of Europe has paid these prices for 
years; when I was in Germany in the mid-80s 
the price was about $4/gallon. We have kept 
the fuel prices artificially low here in the 
U.S. for various reasons. This has led to 
waste (Hummers, Escalades, etc.) and dis-
incentive for change/improvements in our 
fuel/transportation situation. I am happy to 
see the prices climb, as this will force con-
servation, alternative energy types and im-
provements in fuel mileage, etc. We declared 
that this situation would never occur again 
in the early 70s with the OPEC slowdown on 
oil production—seems that our collective 
memories are rather short. 

GUSTAF, Moscow. 

All of my family is being hit very hard by 
the gas prices. I do not understand why any-

one would stand against us drilling oil on 
our own land and/or working towards any 
type of energy that would make us self-suffi-
cient against our enemies. I am ready to 
drill here in the U.S. Please support us. An-
other question: why, if we are spending bil-
lions of dollars supporting and rebuilding 
IRAQ, are we not getting some of their oil? 

CINDI. 

As soon as the price of fossil fuels, and the 
electorate’s reaction to it, drives the polit-
ical will in Washington and the rest of the 
world’s capitals to get serious about making 
policy that threatens to bring about the con-
version of our energy paradigm to self-re-
newing, non polluting, less profitable energy 
sources, which are available, simple, plenti-
ful and inexhaustible, look for oil to drop to 
$30 and gasoline prices to drop back below $2/ 
gallon. Through long experience, those who 
put profits above the health and well-being 
of future generations have learned how to 
milk the most possible money out of the 
market without killing the milk cow. The 
reason [some have] always been opposed to 
the REAL emphasis on self-renewing energy 
technologies that is needed to help those 
burgeoning industries get a level playing 
field with the fossil fuels powerhouses is that 
they are [financially connected to the oil, 
gas and coal industries. Recent presidential 
administrations have not set an example, re-
gardless of the party affiliation of the presi-
dent.] And THAT, Senator, is why you now 
have a special email address for remarks 
about fossil fuel prices. Thanks for your con-
cern. Wish it had come many years earlier! 

WILLIAM, Tetonia. 

Thank you for your email information on 
your stand on the economy and its ever- 
increasing price increases. 

I am a business owner and self employed. I 
care for two adult handicapped women and I 
am a co-partner in our painting business 
with my husband. We know that the increase 
of one major product strongly affects all 
products and services, specifically oil and 
electricity. I grew up in Alaska, and lived 
there for 18 years, especially at the time the 
Alaska Pipeline was put in place. My hus-
band worked in the oil fields of Wyoming in 
the early 1980s. We have personally seen the 
expansion and development of natural re-
sources. We now reside in Eastern Idaho. We 
have seen the increased use of wind towers to 
generate wind electricity. Knowing the days 
of wind compared to the days of no wind in 
Eastern Idaho, we appreciate the justifica-
tion of tapping this source of energy. 

I have seen inventions that create more ec-
onomical use of the gasoline powered vehi-
cles, and then the invention is halted, or 
made to disappear, because it gets people too 
good gas mileage. Hydro engines are an ex-
ample, and gasoline engines that get 50 or 
more miles to the gallon. I witnessed the 
electrical price increases every year for the 
last 15 years. While the average citizen just 
has to sit by and take it, I think it is crimi-
nal how those who govern the sources of 
electricity and oil consider their resources a 
priceless commodity, and are encouraged to 
increase the price of them at a drop of a sug-
gestion. It is interesting how we create the 
need and dependency for electricity and oil, 
only to have created a destructive power to 
control the price and supply of the need. 

Sometimes I consider the foresight of our 
forefathers recognizing the impact that 
greed and pride which puts one’s value above 
another, how this concept seems to be the 
ever-increasing normal opinion of control-
ling business, and how they can take advan-
tage of those who contribute to their wealth. 
I believe the answers are already there, the 
solutions of resource and need have already 

been developed, but the pride of those who 
control outweighs the circumstance of finan-
cial availability for the everyday person. 

It is great to acknowledge that gas prices 
went ridiculously high, but the reasons for 
them are at best made to protect those who 
imposed the increases. I am constantly re-
minded of the gas shortage of the late 1970s. 
People lined up, only being allowed to pur-
chase a few dollars of gas to get to work. The 
biggest pretense for the reasoning power be-
hind this was to increase gas prices; there 
was NO shortage then, there is NO shortage 
now. Those who have seen and know the 
process of control understand how a little in-
formation is necessary, but the full puzzle 
pieces kept from being put in place can cre-
ate loopholes and safety nets for those in the 
controlling power of supply and demand. The 
public of America does not know the amount 
of capped off and reserved oil wells drilled 20, 
30 or more years ago, here in America. We, as 
a public, are not informed as to the actual 
amount of oil that truly goes out of Alaska. 
One could surmise to the extent, because of 
the ‘dividend’ cash given to its residents for 
over 20 years now. 

America’s, Idaho citizens see what is really 
going on; we have just been conditioned to 
have the feeling we have no power or say in 
how it goes in our favor. We have been 
taught by the public system that govern-
ment and its process are left to elected offi-
cials; that supply and demand concepts are 
in the control of those with the most mate-
rial wealth and power. 

If our elected officials really want to help 
make a difference, then say what needs to be 
done and the process to make it happen. The 
power of wealth may be strong, but the 
power of numbers may overturn that philos-
ophy one day. History repeats itself often. 
America became America because a re-
pressed people sought to be free of ‘‘tyr-
anny.’’ It is a process of greed and power 
that creates tyranny, and so the process will 
continue until the greed and power of those 
who impose it on others cease. 

I appreciate your time in hearing my 
thoughts on the matter. 

Sincerely, 
ANNETTE. 

We are on fixed income (retired). Our an-
nual income is about $50,000. All our vehicles 
are debt-free, but they are 1999 models. Our 
car gets 31 mpg, and the pickup gets 16 mpg. 
We cannot afford to buy new more energy-ef-
ficient vehicles, so if the auto industry sud-
denly produces a car that gets 40 mpg, we 
cannot afford to buy it. 

We have family in Denver and Alaska. We 
had planned to travel to both places periodi-
cally, but cannot due to the energy prices. 

We do not have a choice to buy our gas at 
a reduction in that all the stations in our 
town are basically at the same rate per gal-
lon (price fixing??). 

Our house cost and household energy costs 
are rather stable at this time so the excess 
funds needed for gas/diesel has to be taken 
from our grocery bill and optional health 
care elections that we may need. 

The rhetoric about how Congress is going 
to fix matters—it is not as simple as waving 
a magic wand. Nothing I have heard thus far 
is immediate unless our Middle East 
‘‘friends’’ decide to be compassionate toward 
a country that has volunteered to free them 
from the enslaving control of dictators. 

We need immediate relief . . . not plati-
tudes about ‘‘plans on the horizon.’’ Unfortu-
nately, no one has made long range energy 
plans and now we are paying for it. 

Congress has succumbed to the environ-
mentalists and has forgotten ‘‘Joe Average 
Citizen.’’ This is my opinion, but neverthe-
less is true. 

ROBERT, Idaho Falls. 
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ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO HERBERT R. FISCHER 
∑ Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to ask my colleagues to join 
me in recognizing Herb Fischer as he 
retires from a long and distinguished 
career in education. His service and 
commitment to California’s school-
children, and to his community, have 
provided an example for us all. 

Dr. Fischer received his under-
graduate degree in business adminis-
tration from California Polytechnic 
San Luis Obispo. He later earned his 
teaching credential, master’s degree, 
and doctorate from the University of 
California, Riverside. Dr. Fischer 
served his 38-year career in education 
in San Bernardino County, beginning 
as a classroom teacher. He later served 
as a principal and district adminis-
trator in the San Bernardino City Uni-
fied School District, where he re-
mained for 22 years. One of his chief ac-
complishments was his administrative 
support for San Bernardino City 
Unified’s Desegregation and Integra-
tion Magnet School Program. This has 
been a model in providing quality pro-
grams for all students and offers par-
ents and students more educational 
choices. Dr. Fischer also served as su-
perintendent of the Colton Joint Uni-
fied School District for 7 years. There 
he directed a staff of over 2,500 employ-
ees. In 1998 Dr. Fischer was elected to 
serve as County Superintendent, where 
he oversees the programs and oper-
ations of the County Superintendent of 
Schools Office, which has an annual op-
erating budget of $250 million. 

Under Dr. Fischer’s leadership, the 
County Superintendent of Schools Of-
fice has prioritized services to support 
school districts’ efforts to improve stu-
dent performance and accountability. 
This has included closing achievement 
and access gaps for underperforming 
schools and underrepresented students, 
improving postsecondary education 
and career readiness, and ensuring safe 
school campuses. 

Among other accomplishments dur-
ing Dr. Fischer’s tenure, the County 
Superintendent of Schools Office lead a 
county-wide emphasis to improve stu-
dent performance collectively with dis-
trict superintendents, resulting in in-
creased scores on the State Academic 
Performance Index for 7 consecutive 
years. He also was responsible for the 
construction of the county’s first per-
manent school site, the Dorothy Gib-
son County High School in Ontario, 
and six additional schools to improve 
housing for the 6,000-plus special and 
alternate education students served by 
the county. Dr. Fischer also estab-
lished three regional councils to pro-
vide seamless education, and close ac-
cess and achievement gaps for stu-
dents, and launched the Alliance for 
Education initiative that has over 1,500 
business, labor, community, and faith- 
based partners working with public 
schools to improve the college, career, 
and labor readiness of students. 

For his outstanding leadership and 
contributions to education and the 
community, Dr. Fischer has been rec-
ognized by many organizations. He was 
awarded the University of California, 
Riverside Alumni Association’s pres-
tigious Alumni Public Service Award 
for his service to the public sector. He 
has been recognized by the Rialto/Fon-
tana Chapter of the NAACP, the Victor 
Valley African American, and Inland 
Empire Hispanic Chambers of Com-
merce for building collaborative rela-
tionships to benefit the education of all 
students throughout San Bernardino 
County. Most recently, the Mount 
Baldy Chapter of the Building Industry 
Association recognized Dr. Fischer for 
his leadership in developing partner-
ships with business leaders. 

Throughout his long career in edu-
cation and public service, Dr. Herbert 
R. Fischer has consistently provided 
for stronger communities and higher 
educational attainment, and he has 
provided a model of exemplary service 
to us all. I am pleased to ask my col-
leagues to join me in congratulating 
him on his retirement.∑ 

f 

PRAISE FOR THANKSUSA AND 
TENNESSEE SONGWRITERS 

∑ Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, today I 
praise the efforts of ThanksUSA and 
two of Tennessee’s outstanding song-
writers, Leslie Satcher and Monty 
Holmes. This weekend, these parties 
will join together to perform a charity 
concert for our country’s Armed 
Forces. 

ThanksUSA is a nonpartisan chari-
table endeavor to encourage Americans 
of all ages to ‘‘thank’’ the men and 
women of the United States Armed 
Forces by providing academic scholar-
ships for their children and spouses. 
ThanksUSA offers two interconnected 
programs: the national treasure hunt 
and the military family scholarship 
program. The treasure hunt raises 
awareness and money for the scholar-
ship program. 

This weekend’s charity concert 
would not be possible without the tal-
ent and performances of Ms. Leslie 
Satcher and Mr. Monty Holmes. In the 
traditional Tennessee spirit, Ms. 
Satcher and Mr. Holmes have volun-
teered to perform their own country 
music hits to entertain the attendees. 

With dreams of making it big in 
country music, Satcher moved to Nash-
ville to put her song writing skills to 
the test. After a church friend encour-
aged her to show her work to Larry 
Strickland and Naomi Judd, Satcher’s 
career in country music officially 
began, and her dreams became a re-
ality. Leslie is no stranger to charity 
concerts as she is frequently found on 
stage performing for benefits with 
other country music celebrities. 

Another gifted songwriter and per-
former, Monty Holmes, will join 
Satcher in the evening’s benefit con-
cert. At a young age, country music 
was instilled in Monty Holmes. With a 

grandfather who played the fiddle, gui-
tar and piano, Monty grew up with a 
love of music. As a young adult, 
Holmes moved to Nashville and quick-
ly gained a reputation for both his 
voice and his words. Writing songs for 
some of country music’s greatest art-
ists, Holmes quickly earned a promi-
nent place in country music. 

It is a privilege to serve in the Sen-
ate on behalf of Tennesseans such as 
Leslie Satcher and Monty Holmes, who 
personify the voluntarism and patriot-
ism of Tennessee. Leslie and Monty 
have shared many stories, memories, 
and inspirations through the mouth-
piece of country music. I thank them 
and ThanksUSA for their efforts. I can-
not think of a more valuable way to ex-
press our gratitude for our troops than 
with the gift of education.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JUDY GORMAN 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, today 
I wish to offer my heartfelt congratula-
tions to a South Dakotan who has been 
very committed to the educational 
well-being of the young people in my 
State. 

For the past 6 years, Judy Gorman 
has served as executive director of the 
Department of Defense program, 
STARBASE. Exclusively designed for 
young adults, STARBASE provides 
science, math, technology and engi-
neering skills through hands-on experi-
ence in aviation and space-related 
fields. She has served as an effective li-
aison with schools, military, commu-
nity, and business leaders and has 
worked tirelessly to develop a superb 
curriculum in the community of the 
Black Hills. 

In early August, Judy will retire 
from the program she has worked so 
hard to promote and foster. While exec-
utive director she has overseen 191 
STARBASE classes of over 4,800 stu-
dents, 2 manufacturing classes of 35 
students, and 5 ‘‘Feel the Power’’ grad-
uate classes. Her dedication to the 
STARBASE program was grounded in a 
23-year career as an elementary coun-
selor, special educator, and fourth 
grade teacher in the Rapid City Area 
Schools and Meade School District. 
She also has served as the adminis-
trator for Project Achieve, a summer 
youth program for at-risk teens in the 
Rapid City area. For many years she 
supported and guided her husband, 
Mike Gorman, in his excellent leader-
ship as the Adjutant General of the 
South Dakota National Guard. 

I commend Judy for her years of 
great stewardship with the STARBASE 
program. I had the privilege of touring 
the facilities a few years ago, wit-
nessing first-hand the importance of 
the program and commitment Judy 
brings to her students. There are few 
better rewards for an educator than 
witnessing countless students expand-
ing their horizons, applying science, 
math, and engineering in aviation and 
space-related fields of study. You may 
expect this from high school, college, 
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or graduate students, but Judy has 
been able to ‘‘plant the seeds of learn-
ing’’ in the minds of fourth graders. 
Those seeds will undoubtedly result in 
a bright future as these youngsters 
grow up to pursue their dreams and 
goals. Many will look fondly to Judy’s 
great guidance and tutorship. 

On the occasion of her retirement, I 
want to wish Judy all the best. I want 
to thank her for her tireless work and 
dedication to the STARBASE program 
and her commitment to the youth of 
South Dakota. The legacy of her work 
will rest in the minds of these young 
people, for which I thank her for her 
service on behalf of all South Dako-
tans, and wish her well in her retire-
ment.∑ 

f 

HONORING COUNCILMAN KEVIN 
KINGSTON 

∑ Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I wish to 
acknowledge Councilman Kevin King-
ston, Sr. of Slidell for his dedicated 
service to the State of Louisiana. I 
would like to take a few moments to 
remark on his accomplishments. 

Mr. Kingston was born in Bay St. 
Louis, Mississippi, but resided in Sli-
dell since 1979. His nickname was 
‘‘Kingfish,’’ and he was truly a man of 
the people. He owned Kingfish Seafood 
Market on Pontchartrain Drive and 
also ran Lil’ Ray’s Seafood Restaurant 
for 18 years until the 1990s. Mr. King-
ston had gusto for life and food; how-
ever, it was his service on the City 
Council that gave him his greatest 
pleasure. He was elected in 1998 in Dis-
trict D representing west-northwest 
Slidell and in 2006 was elected to serve 
as Councilman-at-Large representing 
the entire city. In the past year, he 
took a special interest in helping a 
handful of residents replace their 
storm-damaged mobile homes. His 
measure, which passed on the council’s 
third try in almost 2 years, amended a 
section in the city’s zoning code that 
prohibited people from placing new 
trailers in the city even if the old ones 
were destroyed by an act of God. A pop-
ular public servant and caregiver, he 
would often pay people’s water and 
light bills, gestures that displayed his 
big heart and kind spirit. 

Kevin Kingston passed away Thurs-
day, July 3, after a long battle with 
liver disease that included a liver 
transplant in 2003. He is survived by 
not only family members but also the 
grateful city of Slidell and council who 
have lost a great man and great leader. 
Mr. Kingston opened his heart to ev-
eryone he came in contact with and his 
generosity and friendship will be deep-
ly missed. 

Thus, today, I honor a fellow 
Louisianan, Kevin Kingston, Sr., and 
thank him and his family for his dedi-
cated service to our State and Nation.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages from the President of the 

United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Williams, one of his 
secretaries. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
As in executive session the Presiding 

Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and withdrawals which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 
At 11:16 a.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has agreed to 
the following concurrent resolution, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 364. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the Significance of National Carib-
bean-American Heritage Month. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 214(a) of the Help 
America Vote Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 
15344), the Minority Leader reappoints 
the following member to the Election 
Assistance Commission Board of Advi-
sors: Mr. Thomas A. Fuentes of Lake 
Forest, California. 

At 2:39 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 6532. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to restore the Highway 
Trust Fund balance. 

H. R. 6545. An act to require the Director of 
National Intelligence to conduct a national 
intelligence assessment on national security 
and energy security Issues. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con-
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 395. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the printing of an additional num-
ber of copies of the 23rd edition of the pocket 
version of the United States Constitution. 

At 7:25 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 5501) to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
to provide assistance to foreign coun-
tries to combat HIV/AIDS, tuber-
culosis, and malaria, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 
The following bills were read the first 

and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 5235. An act to establish the Ronald 
Reagan Centennial Commission; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

H.R. 6532. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to restore the Highway 
Trust Fund balance; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

H.R. 6545. An act to require the Director of 
National Intelligence to conduct a national 
intelligence assessment on national security 
and energy security issues; to the Committee 
on Intelligence. 

The following concurrent resolution 
was read, and referred as indicated: 

H. Con. Res. 364. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the Significance of National Carib-
bean-American Heritage Month; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 3335. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring 
provisions, and for other purposes. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. AKAKA, from the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute and an amendment to 
the title: 

S. 2617. A bill to increase, effective as of 
December 1, 2008, the rates of compensation 
for veterans with service-connected disabil-
ities and the rates of dependency and indem-
nity compensation for the survivors of cer-
tain disabled veterans (Rept. No. 110-430). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. GREGG (for himself and Mr. 
SUNUNU): 

S. 3323. A bill to provide weatherization 
and home heating assistance to low income 
households, and to provide a heating oil tax 
credit for middle income households; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself and 
Mr. COLEMAN): 

S. 3324. A bill to provide leadership regard-
ing science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics education programs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Mr. SPEC-
TER, Mr. BAYH, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, and Mr. CORNYN): 

S. 3325. A bill to enhance remedies for vio-
lations of intellectual property laws, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. DURBIN: 
S. 3326. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 

Education to award grants to local education 
agencies to improve college access; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KERRY (for himself and Mr. 
GRASSLEY): 

S. 3327. A bill to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to improve the State plan 
amendment option for providing home and 
community-based services under the Med-
icaid program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN): 

S. 3328. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to provide for a one-year 
extension of other transaction authority; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. SALAZAR: 
S. 3329. A bill to amend the Energy Em-

ployees Occupational Illness Compensation 
Program Act of 2000 to expand the category 
of individuals eligible for compensation, to 
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improve the procedures for providing com-
pensation, and to improve transparency, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. SMITH): 

S. 3330. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the deduction for 
domestic production activities for film and 
television productions, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S. 3331. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to require that the pay-
ment of the manufacturers’ excise tax on 
recreational equipment be paid quarterly; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BAYH (for himself and Mr. 
LUGAR): 

S. 3332. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to provide comprehensive 
health care to children of Vietnam veterans 
born with Spina Bifida, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI): 

S. 3333. A bill to amend the Whaling Con-
vention Act so that it expressly applies to 
aboriginal subsistence whaling, and in par-
ticular, authorizes the Secretary of Com-
merce to set bowhead whale catch limits in 
the event that the IWC fails to adopt such 
limits; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mrs. CLINTON: 
S. 3334. A bill to strengthen communities 

through English literacy, civic education, 
and immigrant integration programs; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr. 
REID): 

S. 3335. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring 
provisions, and for other purposes; read the 
first time. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. AL-
EXANDER, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. 
BOND, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. BURR, 
Mr. BYRD, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CASEY, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. COBURN, Mr. 
COCHRAN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. DEMINT, 
Mr. DODD, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms. 
LANDRIEU, Mr. LEVIN, Mrs. LINCOLN, 
Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. MCCAIN, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. MI-
KULSKI, Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr. 
OBAMA, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SPECTER, 
Mr. VITTER, Mr. WARNER, and Mr. 
WICKER): 

S. Res. 622. A resolution designating the 
week beginning September 7, 2008, as ‘‘Na-
tional Historically Black Colleges and Uni-
versities Week’’; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO): 

S. Res. 623. A resolution recognizing the 
importance of the role of the Lander Trail in 
the settlement of the American West on the 
150th anniversary of the Lander Trail; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 439 
At the request of Mr. REID, the name 

of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
439, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit certain retired 
members of the uniformed services who 
have a service-connected disability to 
receive both disability compensation 
from the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs for their disability and either re-
tired pay by reason of their years of 
military service or Combat-Related 
Special Compensation. 

S. 535 
At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 

of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
535, a bill to establish an Unsolved 
Crimes Section in the Civil Rights Di-
vision of the Department of Justice, 
and an Unsolved Civil Rights Crime In-
vestigative Office in the Civil Rights 
Unit of the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation, and for other purposes. 

S. 573 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
573, a bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and the Public 
Health Service Act to improve the pre-
vention, diagnosis, and treatment of 
heart disease, stroke, and other cardio-
vascular diseases in women. 

S. 604 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 

the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. REED) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 604, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to limit increases 
in the certain costs of health care serv-
ices under the health care programs of 
the Department of Defense, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 638 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 

names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) and the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 638, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide for collegiate housing and infra-
structure grants. 

S. 785 
At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 

of the Senator from Maine (Ms. SNOWE) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 785, a 
bill to amend title 4 of the United 
States Code to limit the extent to 
which States may tax the compensa-
tion earned by nonresident telecom-
muters. 

S. 803 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 803, a bill to repeal a provision 
enacted to end Federal matching of 
State spending of child support incen-
tive payments. 

S. 999 
At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) was added as a cospon-

sor of S. 999, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to improve stroke 
prevention, diagnosis, treatment, and 
rehabilitation. 

S. 1512 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1512, a bill to amend part E of title 
IV of the Social Security Act to expand 
Federal eligibility for children in fos-
ter care who have attained age 18. 

S. 1638 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
AKAKA) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1638, a bill to adjust the salaries of Fed-
eral justices and judges, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1942 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1942, a bill to amend part 
D of title V of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 to pro-
vide grants for the renovation of 
schools. 

S. 2140 
At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) and the Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2140, a bill to award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to Francis 
Collins, in recognition of his out-
standing contributions and leadership 
in the fields of medicine and genetics. 

S. 2270 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2270, a bill to include health centers 
in the list of entities eligible for mort-
gage insurance under the National 
Housing Act. 

S. 2369 
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2369, a bill to amend title 35, 
United States Code, to provide that 
certain tax planning inventions are not 
patentable, and for other purposes. 

S. 2433 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2433, a bill to require the President to 
develop and implement a comprehen-
sive strategy to further the United 
States foreign policy objective of pro-
moting the reduction of global poverty, 
the elimination of extreme global pov-
erty, and the achievement of the Mil-
lennium Development Goal of reducing 
by one-half the proportion of people 
worldwide, between 1990 and 2015, who 
live on less than $1 per day. 

At the request of Mr. WEBB, his name 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 2433, 
supra. 

S. 2668 
At the request of Mr. ENSIGN, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mrs. 
HUTCHISON) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2668, a bill to amend the Internal 
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Revenue Code of 1986 to remove cell 
phones from listed property under sec-
tion 280F. 

S. 2681 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) and the Senator from 
Nebraska (Mr. NELSON) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2681, a bill to require 
the issuance of medals to recognize the 
dedication and valor of Native Amer-
ican code talkers. 

S. 2720 
At the request of Mr. BYRD, his name 

was added as a cosponsor of S. 2720, a 
bill to withhold Federal financial as-
sistance from each country that denies 
or unreasonably delays the acceptance 
of nationals of such country who have 
been ordered removed from the United 
States and to prohibit the issuance of 
visas to nationals of such country. 

S. 2908 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2908, a bill to 
amend title II of the Social Security 
Act to prohibit the display of Social 
Security account numbers on Medicare 
cards. 

S. 3070 
At the request of Mr. SESSIONS, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3070, a bill to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to mint 
coins in commemoration of the centen-
nial of the Boy Scouts of America, and 
for other proposes. 

S. 3080 
At the request of Mr. MARTINEZ, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3080, a bill to ensure parity between the 
temporary duty imposed on ethanol 
and tax credits provided on ethanol. 

S. 3114 
At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3114, a bill to provide safeguards 
against faulty asylum procedures, to 
improve conditions of detention for de-
tainees, and for other purposes. 

S. 3142 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3142, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to enhance public health 
activities related to stillbirth and sud-
den unexpected infant death. 

S. 3186 
At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 

names of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY), the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SPECTER), the Senator from 
California (Mrs. BOXER), the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR), the Sen-
ator from South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) 
and the Senator from Arkansas (Mrs. 
LINCOLN) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 3186, a bill to provide funding for the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program. 

S. 3287 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 

(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3287, a bill to amend the 
Truth in Lending Act to establish a na-
tional usury rate for consumer credit 
transactions. 

S. 3291 

At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3291, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat certain in-
come and gains relating to fuels as 
qualifying income for publicly traded 
partnerships. 

S. 3310 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) and the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. HARKIN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 3310, a bill to provide 
benefits under the Post-Development/ 
Mobilization Respite Absence program 
for certain periods before the imple-
mentation of the program. 

S. 3311 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3311, a bill to amend 
the Public Health Service Act to im-
prove mental and behavioral health 
services on college campuses. 

S.J. RES. 44 

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Maine 
(Ms. COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S.J. Res. 44, a joint resolution pro-
viding for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the rule set forth as re-
quirements contained in the August 17, 
2007, letter to State Health Officials 
from the Director of the Center for 
Medicaid and State Operations in the 
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Serv-
ices and the State Health Official Let-
ter 08–003, dated May 7, 2008, from such 
Center. 

S. CON. RES. 93 

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Con. Res. 93, a concurrent resolution 
supporting the goals and ideals of ‘‘Na-
tional Sudden Cardiac Arrest Aware-
ness Month’’. 

S. RES. 502 

At the request of Mr. ALLARD, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. SALAZAR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 502, a resolution com-
memorating the 25th anniversary of 
the Space Foundation. 

S. RES. 618 

At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 618, a resolution recog-
nizing the tenth anniversary of the 
bombings of the United States embas-
sies in Nairobi, Kenya and Dar es Sa-
laam, Tanzania, and memorializing the 
citizens of the United States, Kenya, 
and Tanzania whose lives were claimed 
as a result of the al Qaeda led terrorist 
attacks. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4979 

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida, the names of the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY), the Sen-
ator from New Mexico (Mr. DOMENICI), 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) 
and the Senator from Colorado (Mr. 
SALAZAR) were added as cosponsors of 
amendment No. 4979 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 3001, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2009 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5105 

At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 5105 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 3268, a bill 
to amend the Commodity Exchange 
Act, to prevent excessive price specula-
tion with respect to energy commod-
ities, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5108 

At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. DOMENICI) was added as a 
cosponsor of amendment No. 5108 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 3268, a bill 
to amend the Commodity Exchange 
Act, to prevent excessive price specula-
tion with respect to energy commod-
ities, and for other purposes. 

At the request of Mr. SUNUNU, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 5108 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 3268, supra. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Mr. 
SPECTER, Mr. BAYH, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, and 
Mr. CORNYN): 

S. 3325. A bill to enhance remedies for 
violations of intellectual property 
laws, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, before I 
was a Senator, I was a prosecutor, as 
the Chittenden County State’s Attor-
ney for 8 years, I prosecuted all vari-
eties of crime in Vermont. I know first 
hand how important it is for criminal 
investigators, and the lawyers who 
prosecute those cases, to have a full ar-
senal of legal tools to ensure that jus-
tice is done. I also know how important 
the intellectual property industries are 
to our economy, and to our position as 
a global leader. In Vermont, 
Hubbardton Forge makes beautiful, 
trademarked lamps. The Vermont 
Teddy Bear Company relies heavily on 
its patented products. Likewise, SB 
Electronics needs patents for its film 
capacitor products. Burton’s 
snowboards and logo are protected by 
trademarks and patents. 

While Vermont is closest to my 
heart, every state in the Nation has 
such companies, and every community 
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in the United States is home to cre-
ative and productive people. Intellec-
tual property—copyrights, patents, and 
trademarks—is critical to our fiscal 
health and to our continuing domi-
nance of the world economy. This valu-
able property is also terribly vulner-
able; by its very nature, it is subject to 
numerous types of thievery and mis-
appropriation. The Internet has 
brought great and positive change to 
all our lives, but it is also an unparal-
leled tool for piracy. The increasing 
inter-connectedness of the globe, and 
the efficiencies of sharing information 
quickly and accurately between con-
tinents, has made foreign piracy and 
counterfeiting operations profitable in 
numerous countries. Americans suffer 
when their intellectual property is sto-
len, they suffer when those counterfeit 
goods displace sales of the legitimate 
products, and they suffer when coun-
terfeit products actually harm them, 
as is sometimes the case with fake 
pharmaceuticals and faulty electrical 
products. 

The time has come to bolster the 
Federal effort to protect this most val-
uable and vulnerable property, to give 
law enforcement the resources and the 
tools it needs to combat piracy and 
counterfeiting, and to make sure that 
the many agencies that deal with intel-
lectual property enforcement have the 
opportunity and the incentive to talk 
with each other, to coordinate their ef-
forts, and to achieve the maximum ef-
fects for their efforts. The Enforcement 
of Intellectual Property Rights Act of 
2008 does just that. 

First, it gives the Department of Jus-
tice the ability to bring civil actions 
against anyone whose conduct con-
stitutes criminal copyright infringe-
ment. Many times, a criminal sanction 
is simply too severe for the harm done. 
This provision, the concept of which 
has passed the Senate on three sepa-
rate occasions as the PIRATE Act, 
gives the Department of Justice an 
extra tool. 

Second, the bill enhances civil intel-
lectual property rights law by elimi-
nating unnecessary burdens to insti-
tuting a suit; improving remedies; and 
applying the copyright and trademark 
laws not only to imported goods, but 
also to exported and transshipped 
items. 

Third, the bill improves and har-
monizes the forfeiture provisions in 
copyright and counterfeiting cases. 

Fourth, the bill addresses concerns 
that the current governmental struc-
ture to coordinate intellectual prop-
erty rights enforcement among agen-
cies and departments is impeding the 
Government from reaching its full po-
tential. It creates a Coordinator within 
the Executive Office of the President 
to chair an inter-agency committee 
that will produce a Joint Strategic 
Plan to combat piracy and counter-
feiting. 

Finally, the bill will increase the re-
sources available to Federal, state and 
local law enforcement. 

We are not addressing theoretical 
concerns with this bill, nor are we 
making grandiose policy proclama-
tions. We are synthesizing the real- 
world experiences of our many con-
stituents who develop and monetize in-
tellectual property—the individuals 
and companies that turn their creative 
and innovative efforts into jobs, goods, 
and services—with the daily frustra-
tions of law enforcement agents who 
lack the laws, and the resources, to 
vindicate those property rights. 

I was once a prosecutor. I am now a 
Senator. But I have always been a fan 
of movies. My cameo in the latest Bat-
man movie, The Dark Knight, was 
priceless to me, but we can put real 
numbers on the value of that produc-
tion to the economy. The Dark Knight 
shot for 65 days in Chicago, pouring al-
most $36 million into the local econ-
omy. Seventeen million dollars went to 
nearly 800 local vendors that were crit-
ical to the production of the movie. 
For example, one local lumber supplier 
employing 40 people played a central 
role in the set construction that helped 
transform Chicago into the mythical 
‘‘Gotham City.’’ In order to fulfill the 
production needs of the film, the lum-
ber company worked closely with 15 
other Illinois-based companies. Those 
15 suppliers employed an additional 350 
workers. 

All of that value is threatened by pi-
racy. Just in the movie industry, pi-
racy costs 140,000 U.S. jobs and $5.5 bil-
lion in wages each year. Piracy costs 
cities, towns and states an estimated 
$837 million in additional tax revenue 
each year. The movie industry alone 
produces $30.2 billion each year in rev-
enue for 160,000 vendors all across the 
Nation, and 85 percent of those vendors 
employ 10 people or fewer. 

This is a well balanced bill, drawn 
from numerous conversations with all 
manner of interested parties. It brings 
together the best of numerous pro-
posals, including important legislation 
I introduced earlier this year with Sen-
ator CORNYN. His support on intellec-
tual property matters is critical to our 
success moving forward. I thank him, 
and all the cosponsors of this legisla-
tion for their efforts and support. This 
bill will improve the enforcement of 
our Nation’s intellectual property 
laws, bolster our intellectual property- 
based economy, and protect American 
jobs. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3325 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Enforcement of Intellectual Property 
Rights Act of 2008’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Reference. 
Sec. 3. Definition. 
TITLE I—AUTHORIZATION OF CIVIL 

COPYRIGHT ENFORCEMENT BY ATTOR-
NEY GENERAL 

Sec. 101. Civil penalties for certain viola-
tions. 

TITLE II—ENHANCEMENTS TO CIVIL 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS 

Sec. 201. Registration of claim. 
Sec. 202. Civil remedies for infringement. 
Sec. 203. Treble damages in counterfeiting 

cases. 
Sec. 204. Statutory damages in counter-

feiting cases. 
Sec. 205. Transshipment and exportation of 

goods bearing infringing marks. 
Sec. 206. Importation, transshipment, and 

exportation. 
TITLE III—ENHANCEMENTS TO CRIMI-

NAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS 
Sec. 301. Criminal copyright infringement. 
Sec. 302. Trafficking in counterfeit labels, il-

licit labels, or counterfeit docu-
mentation or packaging for 
works that can be copyrighted. 

Sec. 303. Unauthorized fixation. 
Sec. 304. Unauthorized recording of motion 

pictures. 
Sec. 305. Trafficking in counterfeit goods or 

services. 
Sec. 306. Forfeiture, destruction, and res-

titution. 
Sec. 307. Forfeiture under Economic Espio-

nage Act. 
Sec. 308. Technical and conforming amend-

ments. 
TITLE IV—COORDINATION AND STRA-

TEGIC PLANNING OF FEDERAL EFFORT 
AGAINST COUNTERFEITING AND PI-
RACY 

Sec. 401. Intellectual property enforcement 
coordinator. 

Sec. 402. Definition. 
Sec. 403. Joint strategic plan. 
Sec. 404. Reporting. 
Sec. 405. Savings and repeals. 
Sec. 406. Authorization of appropriations. 

TITLE V—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
PROGRAMS 

Sec. 501. Local law enforcement grants. 
Sec. 502. Improved investigative and foren-

sic resources for enforcement of 
laws related to intellectual 
property crimes. 

Sec. 503. Additional funding for resources to 
investigate and prosecute 
criminal activity involving 
computers. 

Sec. 504. International intellectual property 
law enforcement coordinators. 

Sec. 505. Annual reports. 
Sec. 506. Authorization of appropriations. 
SEC. 2. REFERENCE. 

Any reference in this Act to the ‘‘Trade-
mark Act of 1946’’ refers to the Act entitled 
‘‘An Act to provide for the registration of 
trademarks used in commerce, to carry out 
the provisions of certain international con-
ventions, and for other purposes’’, approved 
July 5, 1946 (15 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.). 
SEC. 3. DEFINITION. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘United States per-
son’’ means— 

(1) any United States resident or national, 
(2) any domestic concern (including any 

permanent domestic establishment of any 
foreign concern), and 

(3) any foreign subsidiary or affiliate (in-
cluding any permanent foreign establish-
ment) of any domestic concern that is con-
trolled in fact by such domestic concern, 
except that such term does not include an in-
dividual who resides outside the United 
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States and is employed by an individual or 
entity other than an individual or entity de-
scribed in paragraph (1), (2), or (3). 
TITLE I—AUTHORIZATION OF CIVIL COPY-

RIGHT ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY 
GENERAL 

SEC. 101. CIVIL PENALTIES FOR CERTAIN VIOLA-
TIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 5 of title 17, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 506 the following: 
‘‘SEC. 506a. CIVIL PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS 

OF SECTION 506. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In lieu of a criminal ac-

tion under section 506, the Attorney General 
may commence a civil action in the appro-
priate United States district court against 
any person who engages in conduct consti-
tuting an offense under section 506. Upon 
proof of such conduct by a preponderance of 
the evidence, such person shall be subject to 
a civil penalty under section 504 which shall 
be in an amount equal to the amount which 
would be awarded under section 3663(a)(1)(B) 
of title 18 and restitution to the copyright 
owner aggrieved by the conduct. 

‘‘(b) OTHER REMEDIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Imposition of a civil pen-

alty under this section does not preclude any 
other criminal or civil statutory, injunctive, 
common law, or administrative remedy, 
which is available by law to the United 
States or any other person. 

‘‘(2) OFFSET.—Any restitution received by 
a copyright owner as a result of a civil ac-
tion brought under this section shall be off-
set against any award of damages in a subse-
quent copyright infringement civil action by 
that copyright owner for the conduct that 
gave rise to the civil action brought under 
this section.’’. 

(b) DAMAGES AND PROFITS.—Section 504 of 
title 17, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the first sentence— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘, or the Attorney General 

in a civil action,’’ after ‘‘The copyright 
owner’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘him or her’’ and inserting 
‘‘the copyright owner’’; and 

(B) in the second sentence by inserting ‘‘, 
or the Attorney General in a civil action,’’ 
after ‘‘the copyright owner’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, or the 

Attorney General in a civil action,’’ after 
‘‘the copyright owner’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, or the 
Attorney General in a civil action,’’ after 
‘‘the copyright owner’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 5 of 
title 17, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
506 the following: 
‘‘Sec. 506a. Civil penalties for violations of 

section 506.’’. 
TITLE II—ENHANCEMENTS TO CIVIL 

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS 
SEC. 201. REGISTRATION OF CLAIM. 

(a) LIMITATION TO CIVIL ACTIONS; HARMLESS 
ERROR.—Section 411 of title 17, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
‘‘CIVIL’’ before ‘‘INFRINGEMENT’’; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘no 

action’’ and inserting ‘‘no civil action’’; and 
(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘an 

action’’ and inserting ‘‘a civil action’’; 
(3) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-

section (c); 
(4) in subsection (c), as so redesignated by 

paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘506 and sections 
509 and’’ and inserting ‘‘505 and section’’; and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b)(1) A certificate of registration satis-
fies the requirements of this section and sec-
tion 412, regardless of whether the certificate 
contains any inaccurate information, un-
less— 

‘‘(A) the inaccurate information was in-
cluded on the application for copyright reg-
istration with knowledge that it was inac-
curate; and 

‘‘(B) the inaccurate information, if known, 
would have caused the Register of Copy-
rights to refuse registration. 

‘‘(2) In any case in which inaccurate infor-
mation described under paragraph (1) is al-
leged, the court shall request the Register of 
Copyrights to advise the court whether the 
inaccurate information, if known, would 
have caused the Register of Copyrights to 
refuse registration.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) Section 412 of title 17, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘411(b)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘411(c)’’. 

(2) The item relating to section 411 in the 
table of sections for chapter 4 of title 17, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘Sec. 411. Registration and civil infringe-

ment actions.’’. 
SEC. 202. CIVIL REMEDIES FOR INFRINGEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 503(a) of title 17, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and of all plates’’ and in-
serting ‘‘, of all plates’’; and 

(2) by striking the period and inserting ‘‘, 
and of records documenting the manufac-
ture, sale, or receipt of things involved in 
such violation. The court shall enter, if ap-
propriate, a protective order with respect to 
discovery of any records that have been 
seized. The protective order shall provide for 
appropriate procedures to ensure that con-
fidential information contained in such 
records is not improperly disclosed to any 
party.’’. 

(b) PROTECTIVE ORDERS FOR SEIZED 
RECORDS.—Section 34(d)(1)(A) of the Trade-
mark Act (15 U.S.C. 1116(d)(1)(A)) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: ‘‘The 
court shall enter, if appropriate, a protective 
order with respect to discovery of any 
records that have been seized. The protective 
order shall provide for appropriate proce-
dures to ensure that confidential informa-
tion contained in such records is not improp-
erly disclosed to any party.’’. 
SEC. 203. TREBLE DAMAGES IN COUNTERFEITING 

CASES. 
Section 35(b) of the Trademark Act of 1946 

(15 U.S.C. 1117(b)) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(b) In assessing damages under subsection 
(a) for any violation of section 32(1)(a) of this 
Act or section 220506 of title 36, United 
States Code, in a case involving use of a 
counterfeit mark or designation (as defined 
in section 34(d) of this Act), the court shall, 
unless the court finds extenuating cir-
cumstances, enter judgment for three times 
such profits or damages, whichever amount 
is greater, together with a reasonable attor-
ney’s fee, if the violation consists of— 

‘‘(1) intentionally using a mark or designa-
tion, knowing such mark or designation is a 
counterfeit mark (as defined in section 34(d) 
of this Act), in connection with the sale, of-
fering for sale, or distribution of goods or 
services; or 

‘‘(2) providing goods or services necessary 
to the commission of a violation specified in 
paragraph (1), with the intent that the re-
cipient of the goods or services would put the 
goods or services to use in committing the 
violation. 
In such a case, the court may award prejudg-
ment interest on such amount at an annual 

interest rate established under section 
6621(a)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, beginning on the date of the service of 
the claimant’s pleadings setting forth the 
claim for such entry of judgment and ending 
on the date such entry is made, or for such 
shorter time as the court considers appro-
priate.’’. 
SEC. 204. STATUTORY DAMAGES IN COUNTER-

FEITING CASES. 
Section 35(c) of the Trademark Act of 1946 

(15 U.S.C. 1117) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘$500’’ and inserting 

‘‘$1,000’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘$200,000’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$1,000,000’’ 

and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000’’. 
SEC. 205. TRANSSHIPMENT AND EXPORTATION 

OF GOODS BEARING INFRINGING 
MARKS. 

Title VII of the Trademark Act of 1946 (15 
U.S.C. 1124) is amended— 

(1) in the title heading, by inserting after 
‘‘IMPORTATION’’ the following: ‘‘TRANS-
SHIPMENT, OR EXPORTATION’’; and 

(2) in section 42— 
(A) by striking ‘‘imported’’; and 
(B) by inserting after ‘‘customhouse of the 

United States’’ the following: ‘‘, nor shall 
any such article be transshipped through or 
exported from the United States’’. 
SEC. 206. IMPORTATION, TRANSSHIPMENT, AND 

EXPORTATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The heading for chapter 6 

of title 17, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘CHAPTER 6—MANUFACTURING REQUIRE-

MENTS, IMPORTATION, TRANS-
SHIPMENT, AND EXPORTATION’’. 
(b) AMENDMENT ON EXPORTATION.—Section 

602(a) of title 17, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(3) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), respec-
tively, and moving such subparagraphs 2 ems 
to the right; 

(2) by striking ‘‘(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) IN-
FRINGING IMPORTATION, TRANSSHIPMENT, OR 
EXPORTATION.— 

‘‘(1) IMPORTATION.—’’; 
(3) by striking ‘‘This subsection does not 

apply to—’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(2) IMPORTATION, TRANSHIPMENT, OR EX-

PORTATION OF INFRINGING ITEMS.—Importa-
tion into the United States, transshipment 
through the United States, or exportation 
from the United States, without the author-
ity of the owner of copyright under this 
title, of copies or phonorecords, the making 
of which either constituted an infringement 
of copyright or would have constituted an in-
fringement of copyright if this title had been 
applicable, is an infringement of the exclu-
sive right to distribute copies or 
phonorecords under section 106, actionable 
under sections 501 and 506. 

‘‘(3) EXCEPTIONS.—This subsection does not 
apply to—’’; 

(4) in paragraph (3)(A) (as redesignated by 
this subsection) by inserting ‘‘or expor-
tation’’ after ‘‘importation’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (3)(B) (as redesignated by 
this subsection)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘importation, for the pri-
vate use of the importer’’ and inserting ‘‘im-
portation or exportation, for the private use 
of the importer or exporter’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or departing from the 
United States’’ after ‘‘United States’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section 
602 of title 17, United States Code, is further 
amended— 

(A) in the section heading, by inserting 
‘‘OR EXPORTATION’’ after ‘‘IMPORTA-
TION’’; and 

(B) in subsection (b)— 
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(i) by striking ‘‘(b) In a case’’ and inserting 

‘‘(b) IMPORT PROHIBITION.—In a case’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘the United States Cus-

toms Service’’ and inserting ‘‘United States 
Customs and Border Protection’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘the Customs Service’’ and 
inserting ‘‘United States Customs and Bor-
der Protection’’. 

(2) Section 601(b)(2) of title 17, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the 
United States Customs Service’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘United States Customs and Border Pro-
tection’’. 

(3) The item relating to chapter 6 in the 
table of chapters for title 17, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘6. MANUFACTURING REQUIREMENTS, 
IMPORTATION, AND EXPORTATION ........ 601’’. 

TITLE III—ENHANCEMENTS TO CRIMINAL 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS 

SEC. 301. CRIMINAL COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT. 
(a) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION; RESTITU-

TION.—Section 506(b) of title 17, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) FORFEITURE, DESTRUCTION, AND RES-
TITUTION.—Forfeiture, destruction, and res-
titution relating to this section shall be sub-
ject to section 2323 of title 18, to the extent 
provided in that section, in addition to any 
other similar remedies provided by law.’’. 

(b) SEIZURES AND FORFEITURES.— 
(1) REPEAL.—Section 509 of title 17, United 

States Code, is repealed. 
(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-

MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 5 of 
title 17, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the item relating to section 509. 
SEC. 302. TRAFFICKING IN COUNTERFEIT LA-

BELS, ILLICIT LABELS, OR COUN-
TERFEIT DOCUMENTATION OR 
PACKAGING FOR WORKS THAT CAN 
BE COPYRIGHTED. 

Section 2318 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 

through (G) as clauses (i) through (vii), re-
spectively; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 
and 

(C) by striking ‘‘Whoever’’ and inserting 
‘‘(1) Whoever’’; 

(2) by amending subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(d) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION OF 
PROPERTY; RESTITUTION.—Forfeiture, de-
struction, and restitution relating to this 
section shall be subject to section 2323, to 
the extent provided in that section, in addi-
tion to any other similar remedies provided 
by law.’’; and 

(3) by striking subsection (e) and redesig-
nating subsection (f) as subsection (e). 
SEC. 303. UNAUTHORIZED FIXATION. 

(a) Section 2319A(b) of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION OF 
PROPERTY; RESTITUTION.—Forfeiture, de-
struction, and restitution relating to this 
section shall be subject to section 2323, to 
the extent provided in that section, in addi-
tion to any other similar remedies provided 
by law.’’. 

(b) Section 2319A(c) of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by striking the sec-
ond sentence and inserting: ‘‘The Secretary 
of Homeland Security shall issue regulations 
by which any performer may, upon payment 
of a specified fee, be entitled to notification 
by United States Customs and Border Pro-
tection of the importation of copies or 
phonorecords that appear to consist of unau-
thorized fixations of the sounds or sounds 
and images of a live musical performance.’’. 
SEC. 304. UNAUTHORIZED RECORDING OF MO-

TION PICTURES. 
Section 2319B(b) of title 18, United States 

Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION OF 
PROPERTY; RESTITUTION.—Forfeiture, de-
struction, and restitution relating to this 
section shall be subject to section 2323, to 
the extent provided in that section, in addi-
tion to any other similar remedies provided 
by law.’’. 
SEC. 305. TRAFFICKING IN COUNTERFEIT GOODS 

OR SERVICES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2320 of title 18, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘WHOEVER’’ and inserting 

‘‘OFFENSE.—’’ 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Whoever;’’; 
(B) by moving the remaining text 2 ems to 

the right; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) SERIOUS BODILY HARM OR DEATH.— 
‘‘(A) SERIOUS BODILY HARM.—If the offender 

knowingly or recklessly causes or attempts 
to cause serious bodily injury from conduct 
in violation of paragraph (1), the penalty 
shall be a fine under this title or imprison-
ment for not more than 20 years, or both. 

‘‘(B) DEATH.—If the offender knowingly or 
recklessly causes or attempts to cause death 
from conduct in violation of paragraph (1), 
the penalty shall be a fine under this title or 
imprisonment for any term of years or for 
life, or both.’’. 

(b) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION OF PROP-
ERTY; RESTITUTION.—Section 2320(b) of title 
18, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(b) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION OF 
PROPERTY; RESTITUTION.—Forfeiture, de-
struction, and restitution relating to this 
section shall be subject to section 2323, to 
the extent provided in that section, in addi-
tion to any other similar remedies provided 
by law.’’. 
SEC. 306. FORFEITURE, DESTRUCTION, AND RES-

TITUTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 113 of title 18, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 2323. FORFEITURE, DESTRUCTION, AND 

RESTITUTION. 
‘‘(a) CIVIL FORFEITURE.— 
‘‘(1) PROPERTY SUBJECT TO FORFEITURE.— 

The following property is subject to for-
feiture to the United States Government: 

‘‘(A) Any article, the making or trafficking 
of which is, prohibited under section 506 or 
1204 of title 17, or section 2318, 2319, 2319A, 
2319B, or 2320, or chapter 90, of this title. 

‘‘(B) Any property used, or intended to be 
used, in any manner or part to commit or fa-
cilitate the commission of an offense re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A), except that 
property is subject to forfeiture under this 
subparagraph only if the United States Gov-
ernment establishes that there was a sub-
stantial connection between the property 
and the violation of an offense referred to in 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) Any property constituting or derived 
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of the commission of an of-
fense referred to in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(2) PROCEDURES.—The provisions of chap-
ter 46 relating to civil forfeitures shall ex-
tend to any seizure or civil forfeiture under 
this section. At the conclusion of the for-
feiture proceedings, unless otherwise re-
quested by an agency of the United States, 
the court shall order that any property for-
feited under paragraph (1) be destroyed, or 
otherwise disposed of according to law. 

‘‘(b) CRIMINAL FORFEITURE.— 
‘‘(1) PROPERTY SUBJECT TO FORFEITURE.— 

The court, in imposing sentence on a person 
convicted of an offense under section 506 or 
1204 of title 17, or section 2318, 2319, 2319A, 
2319B, or 2320, or chapter 90, of this title, 
shall order, in addition to any other sentence 

imposed, that the person forfeit to the 
United States Government any property sub-
ject to forfeiture under subsection (a) for 
that offense. 

‘‘(2) PROCEDURES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The forfeiture of prop-

erty under paragraph (1), including any sei-
zure and disposition of the property and any 
related judicial or administrative pro-
ceeding, shall be governed by the procedures 
set forth in section 413 of the Comprehensive 
Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 
1970 (21 U.S.C. 853), other than subsection (d) 
of that section. 

‘‘(B) DESTRUCTION.—At the conclusion of 
the forfeiture proceedings, the court, unless 
otherwise requested by an agency of the 
United States shall order that any— 

‘‘(i) forfeited article or component of an ar-
ticle bearing or consisting of a counterfeit 
mark be destroyed or otherwise disposed of 
according to law; and 

‘‘(ii) infringing items or other property de-
scribed in subsection (a)(1)(A) and forfeited 
under paragraph (1) of this subsection be de-
stroyed or otherwise disposed of according to 
law. 

‘‘(c) RESTITUTION.—When a person is con-
victed of an offense under section 506 or 1204 
of title 17 or section 2318, 2319, 2319A, 2319B, 
or 2320, or chapter 90, of this title, the court, 
pursuant to sections 3556, 3663A, and 3664 of 
this title, shall order the person to pay res-
titution to any victim of the offense as an of-
fense against property referred to in section 
3663A(c)(1)(A)(ii) of this title.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 113 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
‘‘Sec. 2323. Forfeiture, destruction, and res-

titution.’’. 
SEC. 307. FORFEITURE UNDER ECONOMIC ESPIO-

NAGE ACT. 
Section 1834 of title 18, United States Code, 

is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1834. CRIMINAL FORFEITURE. 

‘‘Forfeiture, destruction, and restitution 
relating to this chapter shall be subject to 
section 2323, to the extent provided in that 
section, in addition to any other similar 
remedies provided by law.’’. 
SEC. 308. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-

MENTS. 
(a) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 17, UNITED 

STATES CODE.— 
(1) Section 109 (b)(4) of title 17, United 

States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘505, 
and 509’’ and inserting ‘‘and 505’’. 

(2) Section 111 of title 17, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(A) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘and 509’’; 
(B) in subsection (c)— 
(i) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and 509’’; 
(ii) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘sections 

509 and 510’’ and inserting ‘‘section 510’’; and 
(iii) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘and sec-

tion 509’’; and 
(C) in subsection (e)— 
(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sections 

509 and 510’’ and inserting ‘‘section 510’’; and 
(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and 509’’. 
(3) Section 115(c) of title 17, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(A) in paragraph (3)(G)(i), by striking ‘‘and 

509’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘and 509’’. 
(4) Section 119(a) of title 17, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(A) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘sections 

509 and 510’’ and inserting ‘‘section 510’’; 
(B) in paragraph (7)(A), by striking ‘‘and 

509’’; 
(C) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘and 509’’; 

and 
(D) in paragraph (13), by striking ‘‘and 

509’’. 
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(5) Section 122 of title 17, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(A) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘and 509’’; 
(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘sections 

509 and 510’’ and inserting ‘‘section 510’’; and 
(C) in subsection (f)(1), by striking ‘‘and 

509’’. 
(6) Section 411(b) of title 17, United States 

Code, is amended by striking ‘‘sections 509 
and 510’’ and inserting ‘‘section 510’’. 

(b) OTHER AMENDMENTS.—Section 
596(c)(2)(c) of the Tariff Act of 1950 (19 U.S.C. 
1595a(c)(2)(c)) is amended by striking ‘‘or 
509’’. 
TITLE IV—COORDINATION AND STRA-

TEGIC PLANNING OF FEDERAL EFFORT 
AGAINST COUNTERFEITING AND PI-
RACY 

SEC. 401. INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ENFORCE-
MENT COORDINATOR. 

(a) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ENFORCEMENT 
COORDINATOR.—The President shall appoint, 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, an Intellectual Property Enforce-
ment Coordinator (in this title referred to as 
the ‘‘IPEC’’) to serve within the Executive 
Office of the President. As an exercise of the 
rulemaking power of the Senate, any nomi-
nation of the IPEC submitted to the Senate 
for confirmation, and referred to a com-
mittee, shall be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

(b) DUTIES OF IPEC.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The IPEC shall— 
(A) chair the interagency intellectual 

property enforcement advisory committee 
established under subsection (b)(3)(A); 

(B) coordinate the development of the 
Joint Strategic Plan against counterfeiting 
and piracy by the advisory committee under 
section 403; 

(C) assist in the implementation of the 
Joint Strategic Plan by the departments and 
agencies listed in subsection (b)(3)(A); 

(D) report directly to the President and 
Congress regarding domestic and inter-
national intellectual property enforcement 
programs; 

(E) report to Congress, as provided in sec-
tion 404, on the implementation of the Joint 
Strategic Plan, and make recommendations 
to Congress for improvements in Federal in-
tellectual property enforcement efforts; and 

(F) carry out such other functions as the 
President may direct. 

(2) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.—The IPEC 
may not control or direct any law enforce-
ment agency in the exercise of its investiga-
tive or prosecutorial authority. 

(3) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 
(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

an interagency intellectual property enforce-
ment advisory committee composed of the 
IPEC, who shall chair the committee, and 
Senate-confirmed representatives of the fol-
lowing departments and agencies who are in-
volved in intellectual property enforcement, 
and who are, or are appointed by, the respec-
tive heads of those departments and agen-
cies: 

(i) The Office of Management and Budget. 
(ii) The Department of Justice. 
(iii) The United States Patent and Trade-

mark Office and other relevant units of the 
Department of Commerce. 

(iv) The Office of the United States Trade 
Representative. 

(v) The Department of State, the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, and the Bureau of International Nar-
cotics Law Enforcement. 

(vi) The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, United States Customs and Border Pro-
tection, and United States Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement. 

(vii) The Food and Drug Administration of 
the Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices. 

(viii) The United States Copyright Office. 
(ix) Any such other agencies as the Presi-

dent determines to be substantially involved 
in the efforts of the Federal Government to 
combat counterfeiting and piracy. 

(B) FUNCTIONS.—The advisory committee 
established under subparagraph (A) shall de-
velop the Joint Strategic Plan against coun-
terfeiting and piracy under section 403. 

(c) COMPENSATION.—Section 5312 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: ‘‘United States Intel-
lectual Property Enforcement Coordinator.’’. 
SEC. 402. DEFINITION. 

For purposes of this title, the term ‘‘intel-
lectual property enforcement’’ means mat-
ters relating to the enforcement of laws pro-
tecting copyrights, patents, trademarks, 
other forms of intellectual property, and 
trade secrets, both in the United States and 
abroad, including in particular matters re-
lating to combating counterfeit and pirated 
goods. 
SEC. 403. JOINT STRATEGIC PLAN. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The objectives of the Joint 
Strategic Plan against counterfeiting and pi-
racy that is referred to in section 401(b)(1)(B) 
(in this section referred to as the ‘‘joint stra-
tegic plan’’) are the following: 

(1) Reducing counterfeit and pirated goods 
in the domestic and international supply 
chain. 

(2) Identifying and addressing structural 
weaknesses, systemic flaws, or other unjusti-
fied impediments to effective enforcement 
action against the financing, production, 
trafficking, or sale of counterfeit or pirated 
goods. 

(3) Ensuring that information is identified 
and shared among the relevant departments 
and agencies, to the extent permitted by law 
and consistent with law enforcement proto-
cols for handling information, to aid in the 
objective of arresting and prosecuting indi-
viduals and entities that are knowingly in-
volved in the financing, production, traf-
ficking, or sale of counterfeit or pirated 
goods. 

(4) Disrupting and eliminating domestic 
and international counterfeiting and piracy 
networks. 

(5) Strengthening the capacity of other 
countries to protect and enforce intellectual 
property rights, and reducing the number of 
countries that fail to enforce laws pre-
venting the financing, production, traf-
ficking, and sale of counterfeit and pirated 
goods. 

(6) Working with other countries to estab-
lish international standards and policies for 
the effective protection and enforcement of 
intellectual property rights. 

(7) Protecting intellectual property rights 
overseas by— 

(A) working with other countries and ex-
changing information with appropriate law 
enforcement agencies in other countries re-
lating to individuals and entities involved in 
the financing, production, trafficking, or 
sale of pirated or counterfeit goods; 

(B) using the information described in sub-
paragraph (A) to conduct enforcement ac-
tivities in cooperation with appropriate law 
enforcement agencies in other countries; and 

(C) building a formal process for consulting 
with companies, industry associations, labor 
unions, and other interested groups in other 
countries with respect to intellectual prop-
erty enforcement. 

(b) TIMING.—Not later than 12 months after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
not later than December 31 of every third 
year thereafter, the IPEC shall submit the 
joint strategic plan to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the Senate, and to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and the Committee on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives. 

(c) RESPONSIBILITY OF THE IPEC.—During 
the development of the joint strategic plan, 
the IPEC— 

(1) shall provide assistance to, and coordi-
nate the meetings and efforts of, the appro-
priate officers and employees of departments 
and agencies represented on the advisory 
committee appointed under section 401(b)(3) 
who are involved in intellectual property en-
forcement; and 

(2) may consult with private sector experts 
in intellectual property enforcement in fur-
therance of providing assistance to the mem-
bers of the advisory committee appointed 
under section 401(b)(3). 

(d) RESPONSIBILITIES OF OTHER DEPART-
MENTS AND AGENCIES.—In the development 
and implementation of the joint strategic 
plan, the heads of the departments and agen-
cies identified under section 401(b)(3) shall— 

(1) designate personnel with expertise and 
experience in intellectual property enforce-
ment matters to work with the IPEC and 
other members of the advisory committee; 
and 

(2) share relevant department or agency in-
formation with the IPEC and other members 
of the advisory committee, including statis-
tical information on the enforcement activi-
ties of the department or agency against 
counterfeiting or piracy, and plans for ad-
dressing the joint strategic plan. 

(e) CONTENTS OF THE JOINT STRATEGIC 
PLAN.—Each joint strategic plan shall in-
clude the following: 

(1) A detailed description of the priorities 
identified for carrying out the objectives in 
the joint strategic plan, including activities 
of the Federal Government relating to intel-
lectual property enforcement. 

(2) A detailed description of the means and 
methods to be employed to achieve the prior-
ities, including the means and methods for 
improving the efficiency and effectiveness of 
the Federal Government’s enforcement ef-
forts against counterfeiting and piracy. 

(3) Estimates of the resources necessary to 
fulfill the priorities identified under para-
graph (1). 

(4) The performance measures to be used to 
monitor results under the joint strategic 
plan during the following year. 

(5) An analysis of the threat posed by vio-
lations of intellectual property rights, in-
cluding the costs to the economy of the 
United States resulting from violations of 
intellectual property laws, and the threats 
to public health and safety created by coun-
terfeiting and piracy. 

(6) An identification of the departments 
and agencies that will be involved in imple-
menting each priority under paragraph (1). 

(7) A strategy for ensuring coordination be-
tween the IPEC and the departments and 
agencies identified under paragraph (6), in-
cluding a process for oversight by the execu-
tive branch of, and accountability among, 
the departments and agencies responsible for 
carrying out the strategy. 

(8) Such other information as is necessary 
to convey the costs imposed on the United 
States economy by, and the threats to public 
health and safety created by, counterfeiting 
and piracy, and those steps that the Federal 
Government intends to take over the period 
covered by the succeeding joint strategic 
plan to reduce those costs and counter those 
threats. 

(f) ENHANCING ENFORCEMENT EFFORTS OF 
FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS.—The joint strategic 
plan shall include programs to provide train-
ing and technical assistance to foreign gov-
ernments for the purpose of enhancing the 
efforts of such governments to enforce laws 
against counterfeiting and piracy. With re-
spect to such programs, the joint strategic 
plan shall— 
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(1) seek to enhance the efficiency and con-

sistency with which Federal resources are 
expended, and seek to minimize duplication, 
overlap, or inconsistency of efforts; 

(2) identify and give priority to those coun-
tries where programs of training and tech-
nical assistance can be carried out most ef-
fectively and with the greatest benefit to re-
ducing counterfeit and pirated products in 
the United States market, to protecting the 
intellectual property rights of United States 
persons and their licensees, and to pro-
tecting the interests of United States per-
sons otherwise harmed by violations of intel-
lectual property rights in those countries; 

(3) in identifying the priorities under para-
graph (2), be guided by the list of countries 
identified by the United States Trade Rep-
resentative under section 182(a) of the Trade 
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2242(a)); and 

(4) develop metrics to measure the effec-
tiveness of the Federal Government’s efforts 
to improve the laws and enforcement prac-
tices of foreign governments against coun-
terfeiting and piracy. 

(g) DISSEMINATION OF THE JOINT STRATEGIC 
PLAN.—The joint strategic plan shall be 
posted for public access on the website of the 
White House, and shall be disseminated to 
the public through such other means as the 
IPEC may identify. 
SEC. 404. REPORTING. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than De-
cember 31 of each calendar year beginning in 
2009, the IPEC shall submit a report on the 
activities of the advisory committee during 
the preceding fiscal year. The annual report 
shall be submitted to Congress, and dissemi-
nated to the people of the United States, in 
the manner specified in subsections (b) and 
(g) of section 403. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by this 
section shall include the following: 

(1) The progress made on implementing the 
strategic plan and on the progress toward 
fulfillment of the priorities identified under 
section 403(e)(1). 

(2) The progress made in efforts to encour-
age Federal, State, and local government de-
partments and agencies to accord higher pri-
ority to intellectual property enforcement. 

(3) The progress made in working with for-
eign countries to investigate, arrest, and 
prosecute entities and individuals involved 
in the financing, production, trafficking, and 
sale of counterfeit and pirated goods. 

(4) The manner in which the relevant de-
partments and agencies are working to-
gether and sharing information to strength-
en intellectual property enforcement. 

(5) An assessment of the successes and 
shortcomings of the efforts of the Federal 
Government, including departments and 
agencies represented on the committee es-
tablished under section 401(b)(3). 

(6) Recommendations for any changes in 
enforcement statutes, regulations, or fund-
ing levels that the advisory committee con-
siders would significantly improve the effec-
tiveness or efficiency of the effort of the 
Federal Government to combat counter-
feiting and piracy and otherwise strengthen 
intellectual property enforcement, including 
through the elimination or consolidation of 
duplicative programs or initiatives. 

(7) The progress made in strengthening the 
capacity of countries to protect and enforce 
intellectual property rights. 

(8) The successes and challenges in sharing 
with other countries information relating to 
intellectual property enforcement. 

(9) The progress made under trade agree-
ments and treaties to protect intellectual 
property rights of United States persons and 
their licensees. 
SEC. 405. SAVINGS AND REPEALS. 

(a) REPEAL OF COORDINATION COUNCIL.— 
Section 653 of the Treasury and General Gov-

ernment Appropriations Act, 2000 (15 U.S.C. 
1128) is repealed. 

(b) CURRENT AUTHORITIES NOT AFFECTED.— 
Except as provided in subsection (a), nothing 
in this title shall alter the authority of any 
department or agency of the United States 
(including any independent agency) that re-
lates to— 

(1) the investigation and prosecution of 
violations of laws that protect intellectual 
property rights; 

(2) the administrative enforcement, at the 
borders of the United States, of laws that 
protect intellectual property rights; or 

(3) the United States trade agreements pro-
gram or international trade. 

(c) REGISTER OF COPYRIGHTS.—Nothing in 
this title shall derogate from the duties and 
functions of the Register of Copyrights. 
SEC. 406. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated for each fiscal year such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
title. 

TITLE V—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
PROGRAMS 

SEC. 501. LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 2 of the Com-

puter Crime Enforcement Act (42 U.S.C. 3713) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by inserting after 
‘‘computer crime’’ each place it appears the 
following: ‘‘, including infringement of copy-
righted works over the Internet’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e)(1), relating to author-
ization of appropriations, by striking ‘‘fiscal 
years 2001 through 2004’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal 
years 2009 through 2013’’. 

(b) GRANTS.—The Office of Justice Pro-
grams of the Department of Justice shall 
make grants to eligible State or local law 
enforcement entities, including law enforce-
ment agencies of municipal governments and 
public educational institutions, for training, 
prevention, enforcement, and prosecution of 
intellectual property theft and infringement 
crimes (in this subsection referred to as ‘‘IP– 
TIC grants’’), in accordance with the fol-
lowing: 

(1) USE OF IP–TIC GRANT AMOUNTS.—IP–TIC 
grants may be used to establish and develop 
programs to do the following with respect to 
the enforcement of State and local true 
name and address laws and State and local 
criminal laws on anti-piracy, anti-counter-
feiting, and unlawful acts with respect to 
goods by reason of their protection by a pat-
ent, trademark, service mark, trade secret, 
or other intellectual property right under 
State or Federal law: 

(A) Assist State and local law enforcement 
agencies in enforcing those laws, including 
by reimbursing State and local entities for 
expenses incurred in performing enforcement 
operations, such as overtime payments and 
storage fees for seized evidence. 

(B) Assist State and local law enforcement 
agencies in educating the public to prevent, 
deter, and identify violations of those laws. 

(C) Educate and train State and local law 
enforcement officers and prosecutors to con-
duct investigations and forensic analyses of 
evidence and prosecutions in matters involv-
ing those laws. 

(D) Establish task forces that include per-
sonnel from State or local law enforcement 
entities, or both, exclusively to conduct in-
vestigations and forensic analyses of evi-
dence and prosecutions in matters involving 
those laws. 

(E) Assist State and local law enforcement 
officers and prosecutors in acquiring com-
puter and other equipment to conduct inves-
tigations and forensic analyses of evidence 
in matters involving those laws. 

(F) Facilitate and promote the sharing, 
with State and local law enforcement offi-

cers and prosecutors, of the expertise and in-
formation of Federal law enforcement agen-
cies about the investigation, analysis, and 
prosecution of matters involving those laws 
and criminal infringement of copyrighted 
works, including the use of multijuris-
dictional task forces. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive 
an IP–TIC grant, a State or local govern-
ment entity shall provide to the Attorney 
General— 

(A) assurances that the State in which the 
government entity is located has in effect 
laws described in paragraph (1); 

(B) an assessment of the resource needs of 
the State or local government entity apply-
ing for the grant, including information on 
the need for reimbursements of base salaries 
and overtime costs, storage fees, and other 
expenditures to improve the investigation, 
prevention, or enforcement of laws described 
in paragraph (1); and 

(C) a plan for coordinating the programs 
funded under this section with other feder-
ally funded technical assistance and training 
programs, including directly funded local 
programs such as the Edward Byrne Memo-
rial Justice Assistance Grant Program au-
thorized by subpart 1 of part E of title I of 
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3750 et seq.). 

(3) MATCHING FUNDS.—The Federal share of 
an IP–TIC grant may not exceed 90 percent 
of the costs of the program or proposal fund-
ed by the IP–TIC grant, unless the Attorney 
General waives, in whole or in part, the 90 
percent requirement. 

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(A) AUTHORIZATION.—There is authorized to 

be appropriated to carry out this subsection 
the sum of $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2009 through 2013. 

(B) LIMITATION.—Of the amount made 
available to carry out this subsection in any 
fiscal year, not more than 3 percent may be 
used by the Attorney General for salaries 
and administrative expenses. 

SEC. 502. IMPROVED INVESTIGATIVE AND FOREN-
SIC RESOURCES FOR ENFORCEMENT 
OF LAWS RELATED TO INTELLEC-
TUAL PROPERTY CRIMES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations to carry out this 
subsection, the Attorney General, in con-
sultation with the Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, shall, with respect 
to crimes related to the theft of intellectual 
property— 

(1) create an operational unit of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation— 

(A) to work with the Computer Crime and 
Intellectual Property section of the Depart-
ment of Justice on the investigation and co-
ordination of intellectual property crimes 
that are complex, committed in more than 1 
judicial district, or international; 

(B) that consists of at least 10 agents of the 
Bureau; and 

(C) that is located at the headquarters of 
the Bureau; 

(2) ensure that any unit in the Department 
of Justice responsible for investigating com-
puter hacking or intellectual property 
crimes is assigned at least 2 agents of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (in addition 
to any agent assigned to such unit as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act) to support 
such unit for the purpose of investigating or 
prosecuting intellectual property crimes; 
and 

(3) implement a comprehensive program— 
(A) the purpose of which is to train agents 

of the Federal Bureau of Investigation in the 
investigation and prosecution of such crimes 
and the enforcement of laws related to intel-
lectual property crimes; 
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(B) that includes relevant forensic training 

related to investigating and prosecuting in-
tellectual property crimes; and 

(C) that requires such agents who inves-
tigate or prosecute intellectual property 
crimes to attend the program annually. 

(b) ORGANIZED CRIME TASK FORCE.—Subject 
to the availability of appropriations to carry 
out this subsection, and not later than 120 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Attorney General, through the 
United States Attorneys’ Offices, the Com-
puter Crime and Intellectual Property sec-
tion, and the Organized Crime and Racket-
eering section of the Department of Justice, 
and in consultation with the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and other Federal law en-
forcement agencies, shall create a Task 
Force to develop and implement a com-
prehensive, long-range plan to investigate 
and prosecute international organized crime 
syndicates engaging in or supporting crimes 
relating to the theft of intellectual property. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to carry out this section 
$12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2013. 
SEC. 503. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR RESOURCES 

TO INVESTIGATE AND PROSECUTE 
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY INVOLVING 
COMPUTERS. 

(a) ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR RESOURCES.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATION.—In addition to 

amounts otherwise authorized for resources 
to investigate and prosecute criminal activ-
ity involving computers, there are author-
ized to be appropriated for each of the fiscal 
years 2009 through 2013— 

(A) $10,000,000 to the Director of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation; and 

(B) $10,000,000 to the Attorney General for 
the Criminal Division of the Department of 
Justice. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—Any amounts appro-
priated under paragraph (1) shall remain 
available until expended. 

(b) USE OF ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—Funds 
made available under subsection (a) shall be 
used by the Director of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and the Attorney General, 
for the Federal Bureau of Investigation and 
the Criminal Division of the Department of 
Justice, respectively, to— 

(1) hire and train law enforcement officers 
to— 

(A) investigate crimes committed through 
the use of computers and other information 
technology, including through the use of the 
Internet; and 

(B) assist in the prosecution of such 
crimes; and 

(2) procure advanced tools of forensic 
science to investigate, prosecute, and study 
such crimes. 
SEC. 504. INTERNATIONAL INTELLECTUAL PROP-

ERTY LAW ENFORCEMENT COORDI-
NATORS. 

(a) DEPLOYMENT OF ADDITIONAL COORDINA-
TORS.—Subject to the availability of appro-
priations to carry out this section, the At-
torney General shall, within 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, deploy 
5 Intellectual Property Law Enforcement Co-
ordinators, in addition to those serving in 
such capacity on such date of enactment. 
Such deployments shall be made to those 
countries and regions where the activities of 
such a coordinator can be carried out most 
effectively and with the greatest benefit to 
reducing counterfeit and pirated products in 
the United States market, to protecting the 
intellectual property rights of United States 
persons and their licensees, and to pro-
tecting the interests of United States per-
sons otherwise harmed by violations of intel-
lectual property rights in those countries. 
The mission of all International Intellectual 
Property Law Enforcement Coordinators 
shall include the following: 

(1) Acting as liaison with foreign law en-
forcement agencies and other foreign offi-
cials in criminal matters involving intellec-
tual property rights. 

(2) Performing outreach and training to 
build the enforcement capacity of foreign 
governments against intellectual property- 
related crime in the regions in which the co-
ordinators serve. 

(3) Coordinating United States law enforce-
ment activities against intellectual prop-
erty-related crimes in the regions in which 
the coordinators serve. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated for 
each fiscal year such sums as may be nec-
essary for the deployment and support of all 
International Intellectual Property Enforce-
ment Coordinators of the Department of Jus-
tice, including those deployed under sub-
section (a). 
SEC. 505. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, and annually there-
after, the Attorney General shall submit to 
the Committees on the Judiciary of the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives a re-
port on actions taken to carry out this title. 
SEC. 506. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
each fiscal year such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this title. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to speak today on the introduc-
tion of the Enforcement of Intellectual 
Property Rights Act of 2008, which I am 
sponsoring with Senator LEAHY. 

The United States has always placed 
a high value on creativity and innova-
tion. As a result, we rank number 1 for 
innovation in the World Economic Fo-
rum’s Global Competition Report. Yet, 
the U.S. does not even make it into the 
‘‘top 20’’ countries when it comes to 
the protection of intellectual property. 
When you consider that intellectual 
property contributes over $5 trillion 
annually to our national economy, this 
is not acceptable. 

If we want to profit from our intel-
lectual property, then we must protect 
it. Counterfeiting and piracy, though, 
are on the rise. Counterfeiting, which 
at one time involved mainly ‘‘knocking 
off’ products in the high end and lux-
ury goods markets, is now much more 
pervasive. According to FBI, Interpol, 
World Customs Organization and Inter-
national Chamber of Commerce esti-
mates, roughly 7–8 percent of world 
trade every year is in counterfeit 
goods. That is the equivalent of as 
much as $512 billion in global lost 
sales. Of that amount, U.S. companies 
annually lose between $200 billion and 
$250 billion in sales. 

Counterfeiting, piracy, and the theft 
of intellectual property, are not 
victimless crimes. Exporters face un-
fair competition abroad. Non-exporters 
face counterfeit imports at home. Busi-
nesses face legal, health and safety 
risks from the threat of counterfeit 
goods entering their supply chains. 
Consumers, too, face serious health and 
safety risks. 

For every legitimate product on the 
market, one can find a counterfeit 
version, being passed off as the same 
quality at a fraction of the cost. Coun-
terfeit products run the gamut from 

low end products such as razor blades, 
shampoos, batteries, and cigarettes to 
more specialized products like auto 
and plane parts. Although these prod-
ucts may look real, they are not sub-
jected to the same quality protocols as 
their legitimate counterparts and a 
consumer—be they knowing or not— 
uses the product at their own risk. 
Counterfeit products that are sub-
standard goods have been the subject of 
public recalls and seizures in industries 
ranging from food products both 
human and pet consumables, pharma-
ceuticals both lifestyle and life-saving 
drugs, aircraft or automobile parts, 
toys and baby furniture, and building 
and manufacturing components. The 
potential for harm is very serious. 
Every day, our newspapers are filled 
with stories of the damage that coun-
terfeit products have caused. 

Further, each counterfeit item that 
is manufactured overseas and distrib-
uted in the United States costs Amer-
ican workers their jobs. According to 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, overall 
intellectual property theft costs 750,000 
U.S. jobs a year. These are losses that 
directly impact each and every person 
listening to my voice by inhibiting the 
growth of the American economy. Al-
though private industry is more vigi-
lant than ever in pursuing infringers 
civilly and devoting enormous amounts 
of human and financial capital to com-
bat violations of their intellectual 
property rights, the U.S. Government 
must do its part to protect one of our 
Nation’s most valuable assets. 

Building on the work of the House 
with the Prioritizing Resources and Or-
ganization of Intellectual Property Act 
of 2007, better known as the PRO-IP 
Act, and Senators BAYH and VOINOVICH 
with the Intellectual Property Rights 
Enforcement Act, Senators LEAHY and 
I have crafted a comprehensive intel-
lectual property that responds to that 
need. 

This bill will provide the current and 
future administrations with the addi-
tional tools it needs to combat intel-
lectual property theft by, amongst 
other things: Giving the Attorney Gen-
eral the authority, in lieu of a criminal 
action, to pursue a civil action for in-
tellectual property infringement and 
collect damages and profits resulting 
from infringement; enhancing the civil 
and criminal penalties for intellectual 
property violations in order to deter 
new criminal organizations from enter-
ing into ‘‘the business’’ of counter-
feiting and piracy; elevating the inter-
governmental coordination of intellec-
tual property enforcement efforts; and 
authorizing funding for State and local 
governments for pursuing intellectual 
property related investigations. 

Alan Greenspan stated in ‘‘The Age 
of Turbulence’’ that, ‘‘Arguably, the 
single most important economic deci-
sion our lawmakers and courts will 
face in the next twenty-five years is to 
clarify the rules of intellectual prop-
erty.’’ 
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Great legislation does not happen 

overnight—nor should it. When consid-
ering any reforms to something as val-
uable as our intellectual property as-
sets—whether it is reforms to our Na-
tions patents, trademarks, or more rel-
evantly to this group, copyright laws— 
we must act cautiously and with a 
careful understanding of the effects 
that any such changes will have on the 
interested industries. That said, I be-
lieve that we can work together in the 
few remaining days that is left in this 
Congress in not just a bipartisan but a 
nonpartisan manner to pass and send 
this bill to the President this Congress. 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself 
and Mr. COLEMAN): 

S. 3324. A bill to provide leadership 
regarding science, technology, engi-
neering, and mathematics education 
programs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, the 
United States has been the most inno-
vative, technologically capable econ-
omy in the world. Yet our science, 
technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics, STEM, education system is 
failing to ensure that children in our 
great Nation are entering the work-
force with the skills and knowledge re-
quired for success in the global econ-
omy of the 21st century. Meanwhile, 
the rest of the world is catching up. I 
rise today on behalf of myself and Sen-
ator COLEMAN to introduce the Science, 
Technology, Engineering, and Mathe-
matics Education for the 21st Century 
Act. This legislation seeks to promote 
and coordinate existing science and 
technology education efforts and to im-
prove the communication among var-
ious stakeholders so that tomorrow’s 
workforce will be prepared to continue 
the American tradition of innovation 
and enterprise. There are three pieces 
to this legislation, which is based 
largely on the recommendations found 
in the National Science Board’s action 
plan on STEM education. 

First, this legislation charters a new, 
independent, and non-Federal National 
Council for Science, Technology, Engi-
neering, and Mathematics Education, 
which will coordinate and facilitate 
STEM education initiatives across the 
Nation and inform policymakers and 
the public on the state of STEM edu-
cation across the United States. This 
council will be housed in the National 
Academy of Sciences and will have a 
Board of Directors comprised of rep-
resentatives from the various State 
and local governments, organizations, 
businesses, and industries that have a 
stake in the success of STEM edu-
cation. This includes current and 
former governors, chief State school 
officers, representatives from local 
school boards, classroom teachers, 
school administrators, representatives 
from institutions of higher education, 
private foundations, and representa-
tives of businesses and industries. 

Much of the innovation and success 
in improving STEM education through-

out the country is being done locally, 
in the State’s counties, and school sys-
tems, often partnering with businesses 
and industry in need of a STEM-edu-
cated workforce. The Council will 
bring together these various stake-
holders to facilitate and coordinate the 
flow of information on STEM edu-
cation systems to various stake-
holders; to independently evaluate the 
success of Federal and non-Federal 
STEM initiatives; to fairly determine 
and promote best STEM classroom 
practices; to encourage the acquisition 
and retention of highly effective STEM 
teachers; and to inform policymakers 
and the general public on the state of 
STEM education across the United 
States. More specifically, the Council 
will also be responsible for issuing an 
annual report on the state of STEM 
education in America to the States, 
Congress, the Federal Government, and 
the general public; disseminating re-
sults from research on teaching and 
learning in STEM fields to State edu-
cational agencies; helping the States 
establish their own Science, Tech-
nology, Engineering, and Mathematics 
Education boards or councils; pro-
posing models for the effective profes-
sional development of teachers in 
STEM fields; and launching and updat-
ing a publicly available website that 
hosts a database consisting of informa-
tion on scholarships, fellowships, 
grants, internships, and summer pro-
grams for both students and teachers. 

Second, this bill authorizes a full 
standing Committee on Science, Tech-
nology, Engineering, and Mathematics 
Education within the National Science 
and Technology Council, NSTC, which 
is part of the Executive Office of the 
President. This committee would be re-
sponsible for coordinating STEM edu-
cation across all the Federal agencies 
involved in such efforts, including the 
National Laboratories, the Department 
of Commerce, the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, the National Science 
Foundation, and NASA. Currently, the 
NSTC Committee on Science has a 
Subcommittee on Education and Work-
force Development with jurisdiction 
over issues relating to STEM edu-
cation. However, this subcommittee 
has been largely inactive: it rarely 
meets and has not been effective in co-
ordinating the efforts of these different 
agencies. Senator COLEMAN and I be-
lieve that the state of STEM education 
in the Nation today warrants a full 
committee at the NSTC that will meet 
regularly to assess the effectiveness of 
such Federal efforts. 

Finally in this legislation we direct 
the Secretary of Education to undergo 
a comprehensive review of all programs 
within the Department of Education 
relating to education in science, tech-
nology, engineering, and mathematics 
fields, and to evaluate them for their 
effectiveness. We want to make sure 
that the current panoply of such pro-
grams are effective, target the students 
they are intended to target, are not un-
necessarily redundant, complement 

State and local educational agencies, 
and are promoted effectively so that 
students, teachers, and parents know 
about these efforts. We also direct the 
Department to submit to Congress a 
plan for addressing the challenges they 
identify in this review. 

I believe this legislation will help 
science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics education in this coun-
try, and will help students, parents, 
teachers, and other educators as we 
strive to prepare tomorrow’s workforce 
for the global economy of the 21st cen-
tury. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent the text of the bill be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3324 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

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

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Science, 
Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics 
Education for the 21st Century Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR SCIENCE, TECH-

NOLOGY, ENGINEERING, AND MATH-
EMATICS EDUCATION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
federally chartered corporation to be known 
as the National Council for Science, Tech-
nology, Engineering, and Mathematics Edu-
cation (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘STEM Council’’) which shall be incor-
porated under the laws of the District of Co-
lumbia and which shall have the powers 
granted in this section. Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the STEM Council is 
a private entity and is not an agency, instru-
mentality, authority, entity, or establish-
ment of the United States Government. 

(b) MISSION.—The mission of the STEM 
Council is to— 

(1) provide guidance and coordinate and fa-
cilitate the flow of information about 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics (referred to in this section as 
‘‘STEM’’) education among State, local, and 
private entities, as well as the general pub-
lic; 

(2) provide leadership by identifying crit-
ical deficiencies in the Nation’s STEM edu-
cation systems and proposing strategies for 
members of the STEM Council to collaborate 
to address such deficiencies; 

(3) serve as a primary focal point for Fed-
eral agencies to improve their coordination 
with, and service to, State and local school 
systems; and 

(4) promote STEM fields and educate the 
general public about the value of a STEM 
education. 

(c) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The management of the 

STEM Council shall be vested in a Board of 
Directors composed of 23 voting members 
and 10 nonvoting members, who shall meet 
not less frequently than quarterly. 

(2) INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—The Director of 
the National Science Foundation, in con-
sultation with the Chairmen and Ranking 
Members of the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate, 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor of the House 
of Representatives, and the Committee on 
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives, shall appoint, in accordance 
with this subsection, the initial voting mem-
bers of the Board of Directors of the STEM 
Council. 
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(3) APPOINTMENTS.—The Director of the Na-

tional Science Foundation, in consultation 
with the STEM Council, shall appoint, in ac-
cordance with this subsection, a new voting 
member of the Board of Directors of the 
STEM Council after a voting member has 
completed service on the STEM Council. 

(4) REPRESENTATIVES ON THE STEM COUN-
CIL.— 

(A) VOTING SEATS.—The Board of Directors 
of the STEM Council shall consist of the fol-
lowing voting members: 

(i) Two State Governors or former Gov-
ernors. 

(ii) Two chief State school officers. 
(iii) One local school board representative. 
(iv) One representative from the National 

Science Board. 
(v) One active classroom teacher in science 

or mathematics. 
(vi) One active classroom teacher in engi-

neering. 
(vii) One school administrator. 
(viii) One representative from organiza-

tions representing community colleges. 
(ix) One representative from organizations 

representing research universities. 
(x) One representative from technological 

institutes or organizations representing 
technological institutes. 

(xi) One representative from informal 
STEM education organizations. 

(xii) Three representatives from local 
school boards, State legislatures, and other 
State and local officials. 

(xiii) Two representatives from various 
teacher, parent-teacher, and STEM edu-
cation organizations. 

(xiv) Three representatives from various 
organizations representing industry and 
business associations with an interest in hir-
ing a STEM-educated workforce. 

(xv) Two representatives from various or-
ganizations that support educational initia-
tives, the Nation’s global competitiveness, or 
STEM education specifically. 

(B) NONVOTING SEATS.—The Board of Direc-
tors of the STEM Council shall consist of 
nonvoting members for the following seats: 

(i) The two co-chairs of the STEM Com-
mittee established under section 3. 

(ii) One representative from the majority 
party and 1 representative from the minority 
party from each of the following commit-
tees: 

(I) The Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate. 

(II) The Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate. 

(III) The Committee on Education and 
Labor of the House of Representatives. 

(IV) The Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives. 

(C) CO-CHAIRS.—The Board of Directors of 
the STEM Council shall have 2 co-chairs who 
shall be a Governor, or former Governor, and 
a chief State school officer appointed by the 
Director of the National Science Foundation 
in consultation with the Chairmen and 
Ranking Members of the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of 
the Senate, the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate, 
the Committee on Education and Labor of 
the House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology of the 
House of Representatives. 

(5) NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES SUP-
PORT.—The Director of the National Science 
Foundation shall enter into an agreement 
with the National Academy of Sciences— 

(A) to provide staff support to the Board of 
Directors of the STEM Council; and 

(B) to carry out any projects proposed by 
the Board of Directors or required under this 
Act. 

(d) ACTIVITIES.— 
(1) MANDATORY ACTIVITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The STEM Council shall 
carry out the following activities: 

(i) Provide leadership by identifying crit-
ical deficiencies in the Nation’s STEM edu-
cation systems and proposing strategies for 
members of the STEM Council to collaborate 
to address such deficiencies. 

(ii) Not later than 18 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter, the STEM Council shall submit a 
report that highlights the status of STEM 
education in the Nation and the States to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions of the Senate, the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate, the Committee on Education 
and Labor of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee on Science and Technology of 
the House of Representatives, the Governor 
of each of the 50 States, and the STEM Com-
mittee established in section 3. Each report 
submitted under this clause shall be widely 
available to the public and posted on the 
website of the STEM Council. 

(iii) Evaluate progress toward the goals de-
scribed in the National Action Plan of the 
National Science Board on a regular and sus-
tained basis, including the effectiveness of 
the STEM Committee, established under sec-
tion 3, in coordinating kindergarten through 
graduate-level Federal STEM education pro-
grams. 

(iv) Serve as a national resource by dis-
seminating through the Department of Edu-
cation to State and local educational agen-
cies information on research on teaching and 
learning, including best educational prac-
tices, and encouraging the adoption of such 
practices. 

(v) Help States establish or strengthen ex-
isting P–16 or P–20 STEM councils and serve 
as a technical resource center for P–16 or P– 
20 STEM councils. 

(vi) Utilize scientifically valid studies to 
determine programs that raise student 
achievement or interest in STEM fields. 

(vii) Direct the Department of Education 
to promote the programs described in clause 
(vi) to State educational agencies and local 
educational agencies. 

(viii) Work with all stakeholders to ad-
dress— 

(I) the removal of barriers that exist 
throughout the Nation in recruiting and re-
taining effective STEM educators; and 

(II) the removal of barriers imposed by 
local educational agencies on the movement 
of STEM educators between local edu-
cational agencies both within and across 
States. 

(ix) Propose models for effective teacher 
professional development. 

(x) Launch a public education initiative 
to— 

(I) promote STEM fields to the general 
public, especially to stakeholders that rep-
resent individuals identified in section 33 or 
34 of the Science and Engineering Equal Op-
portunities Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a, 1885b); and 

(II) raise awareness that STEM education 
is essential for the Nation’s success. 

(B) DATABASE ON FEDERAL AND NON-FED-
ERAL SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, ENGINEERING, AND 
MATHEMATICS EDUCATIONAL INITIATIVES.— 

(i) ESTABLISHMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF 
DATABASE.— 

(I) DATABASE.—The STEM Council shall es-
tablish and maintain, on a public website of 
the STEM Council, a database consisting of 
information on Federal scholarships, fellow-
ships, and other Federal STEM and relevant 
non-STEM education programs rec-
ommended by the STEM Committee estab-
lished under section 3, as well as non-Federal 
STEM and relevant non-STEM programs 
that have been recommended by the Board of 
Directors of the STEM Council. The database 
may include information on grants, fellow-

ships, internships, and summer programs at 
the primary through graduate levels. 

(II) SPECIFIC INFORMATION.—The database 
established under subclause (I) shall include 
specific information on any programs of fi-
nancial assistance that are targeted to indi-
viduals of a particular gender, ethnicity, or 
other demographic group, especially individ-
uals identified in section 33 or 34 of the 
Science and Engineering Equal Opportuni-
ties Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a or 1885b) 

(ii) DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION ON 
DATABASE.—The STEM Council shall take 
such actions as may be necessary on an on-
going basis, including sending notices to edu-
cational institutions, to disseminate infor-
mation on the database established and 
maintained under this subparagraph. 

(iii) LISTING DIRECT CONTACT INFORMA-
TION.—The database established under clause 
(i) shall provide contact information for 
awards, including the sponsor’s website. 

(iv) APPROVAL.—The STEM Council shall 
review submissions for inclusion on the data-
base established under clause (i) from pro-
spective sponsors to exclude fraudulent 
scholarship offers and scholarship programs 
that require the payment of an application 
fee or other charge. The STEM Council 
may— 

(I) remove information from the database 
if the STEM Council determines the infor-
mation is not in accordance with the purpose 
of the database; or 

(II) promote those programs most effective 
at improving student achievement or inter-
est in STEM fields. 

(v) ACCURACY.—Information on scholar-
ships included in the database established 
under clause (i) shall be updated not less 
often than quarterly in order to provide cur-
rent and accurate information regarding 
available scholarships. 

(vi) LINKS.—The database established 
under clause (i) may have links to other pri-
vately operated online tools designed to help 
students find scholarships and educational 
opportunities that are approved by the 
STEM Council. 

(2) PERMISSIVE ACTIVITIES.—The STEM 
Council may carry out any of the following 
activities: 

(A) Coordinate the development and main-
tenance of integrated data management sys-
tems to consolidate and share information 
among States on STEM educational prac-
tices, research, and outcomes, including stu-
dent assessment results, teacher quality 
measures, and high school graduation re-
quirements. 

(B) Assemble a database of opportunities 
for teachers interested in summer research 
in a STEM field in a Government research 
laboratory, institution of higher education, 
or STEM-related business or industry. 

(C) Assemble a database of grants and 
other funding opportunities for STEM class-
room resources to be used by teachers and 
local educational agencies. 

(e) CORPORATE POWERS.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the STEM Council shall become a body cor-
porate and as such shall have the authority 
to do the following: 

(1) To adopt and use a corporate seal. 
(2) To have succession until dissolved by an 

Act of Congress. 
(3) To appoint, through the actions of its 

Board of Directors, officers and employees of 
the STEM Council, to define their duties and 
responsibilities, fix their compensations, and 
to dismiss at will such officers or employees. 

(4) To prescribe, through the actions of its 
Board of Directors, bylaws not inconsistent 
with Federal law and the laws of the District 
of Columbia, regulating the manner in which 
its general business may be conducted and 
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the manner in which the privileges granted 
to it by law may be exercised. 

(5) To exercise, through the actions of its 
Board of Directors, all powers specifically 
granted by the provisions of this section, and 
such incidental powers as shall be necessary. 

(6) To develop a source of revenue that is 
in addition to Federal funds provided under 
this section and that extends later than fis-
cal year 2013. 

(7) To pay for a small personnel staff, office 
space, equipment, and travel, including em-
ploying not less than 1 executive staff mem-
ber and 2 professional staff members. 

(f) CORPORATE FUNDS.— 
(1) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—The Board of Direc-

tors shall deposit all funds of the STEM 
Council in federally chartered and insured 
depository institutions until such funds are 
disbursed under paragraph (2). 

(2) DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS.—Funds of the 
STEM Council may be disbursed only for 
purposes that are— 

(A) approved by the chief executive of the 
STEM Council; and 

(B) in accordance with the mission of the 
STEM Council as specified in subsection (b). 

(g) USE OF MAILS.—The STEM Council may 
use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as 
the departments and agencies of the United 
States. 

(h) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT.— 
Section 14 of the Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act (5 U.S.C. App) shall not apply to 
the STEM Council. 

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the STEM Council to carry out this section 
$2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 through 
2013. 
SEC. 3. COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, 

ENGINEERING, AND MATHEMATICS 
EDUCATION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the National Science and Technology 
Council a standing committee on science, 
technology, engineering, and mathematics 
education (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘STEM Committee’’). 

(b) MEMBERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The STEM Committee 

shall be composed of representatives from all 
Federal departments and agencies involved 
in STEM education, including the National 
Laboratories. 

(2) CO-CHAIRS.—The STEM Committee shall 
have 2 co-chairs— 

(A) one of whom shall be a representative 
from the National Science Foundation; and 

(B) one of whom shall be the Secretary of 
Education or a designee of the Secretary. 

(c) DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES.—The 
STEM Committee shall— 

(1) coordinate all programs related to edu-
cation in science, technology, engineering, 
and mathematics (referred to in this section 
as ‘‘STEM’’) fields funded or administered by 
the Federal Government; 

(2) conduct an ongoing inventory and as-
sessment of the effectiveness of all Federal 
education initiatives related to STEM fields, 
especially with regard to how the initiatives 
are serving those individuals identified in 
section 33 or 34 of the Science and Engineer-
ing Equal Opportunities Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a, 
1885b); 

(3) disseminate the annual report received 
from the STEM Council under section 
2(d)(1)(A)(ii) to each Federal Agency engaged 
in STEM education efforts; 

(4) coordinate among all Federal depart-
ments and agencies involved in STEM edu-
cation research and programs to inventory 
and assess the effectiveness and coherence of 
Federally funded STEM education programs; 
and 

(5) represent all Federal agencies on the 
National Council for STEM Education and 

coordinate the STEM education efforts of 
the Federal government with State and local 
governments through the National Council 
for STEM Education. 

(d) MEETINGS.—The STEM Committee shall 
meet not less frequently than quarterly. 
SEC. 4. EVALUATION OF SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, 

ENGINEERING, AND MATHEMATICS 
PROGRAMS OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF EDUCATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Edu-
cation shall conduct, directly or though con-
tract, a comprehensive evaluation of all 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics education (referred to in this section 
as ‘‘STEM education’’) programs of the De-
partment of Education. 

(b) PROGRAMS TO EVALUATE.—The STEM 
education programs that shall be evaluated 
under subsection (a) shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The Mathematics and Science Partner-
ships program. 

(2) The Math Now for Elementary School 
and Middle School Students program. 

(3) The Math Skills for Secondary School 
Students program. 

(4) The Minority Science and Engineering 
Improvement program. 

(5) The Teachers for a Competitive Tomor-
row program. 

(6) The National Science and Mathematics 
Access to Retain Talent grant program (the 
National SMART grant program). 

(7) The Teacher Education Assistance for 
College and Higher Education Grants pro-
gram (the TEACH Grants program). 

(8) The Academic Competitiveness Grant 
program. 

(9) Grant programs authorized under the 
Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Edu-
cation Act of 2006. 

(c) CONTENT OF EVALUATION.—The evalua-
tion conducted under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) examine the coherence of the Depart-
ment of Education in administering STEM 
education programs, including identifying 
unnecessary or harmful overlap; 

(2) identify the unmet State and local edu-
cation needs that could be filled with reorga-
nization or expansion of STEM education 
programs existing on the date of the evalua-
tion; 

(3) evaluate the ease of access to informa-
tion on STEM education programs by stu-
dents, educators, and others target popu-
lations; 

(4) evaluate the ability of the Department 
of Education to disseminate information 
from the STEM Council established under 
section 2; and 

(5) propose how the Department of Edu-
cation can address any needs or problems 
identified in paragraphs (2), (3), and (4). 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Education, or the entity with 
whom the Secretary contracts to conduct 
the evaluation under subsection (a), shall 
submit to Congress a report of such evalua-
tion. 

By Mr. DURBIN: 
S. 3326. A bill to authorize the Sec-

retary of Education to award grants to 
local education agencies to improve 
college access; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce legislation designed 
to make it easier for students to reach 
college and to succeed in college. An 
educated workforce is crucial to the 
success of the American economy, but 
too many students are not receiving a 

college education. Of students who 
were in eighth grade in 2000, only 20 
percent of the lowest-income students 
will earn a college degree by 2012, com-
pared to 68 percent of the highest in-
come group. Every student who wants 
to go to college should have that op-
portunity, and we should provide them 
with the tools they need. Today, I am 
introducing the Pathways to College 
Act, which creates grants for school 
districts to help them increase the 
number of low-income students who 
are entering and succeeding in college. 

Lack of guidance and information 
about college has a real effect on stu-
dents in poor schools. The Consortium 
on Chicago School Research recently 
released a report called ‘‘Potholes on 
the Road to College.’’ This report ex-
amines the difficulties faced by Chi-
cago Public School students during the 
college application process. The Con-
sortium discovered that only 41 percent 
of Chicago Public School students who 
wanted to go to college took the steps 
necessary to apply to and enroll in a 4- 
year college. Only one-third of students 
enrolled in a college that matched 
their qualifications. Of the students 
who had the grades and test scores to 
attend a selective college, 29 percent 
went to a community college or 
skipped college entirely. 

But the most heartbreaking parts of 
this report are the profiles of smart, 
ambitious students who find them-
selves helplessly lost in the college ad-
missions process. One student, Amelia, 
worked hard in her classes at Silver-
stein High School and dreamed of 
studying criminal justice. Amelia 
never received the help she needed to 
achieve her goal. The wait was two 
weeks to see a guidance counselor, and 
so Amelia learned about the process on 
her own. She did not apply for federal 
financial aid and ended up at a local 
community college where she described 
the classes as easy and ‘‘just like high 
school.’’ 

The Pathways to College Act would 
create a grant program for school dis-
tricts serving low-income students to 
increase their college-enrollment rates. 
The Consortium’s ‘‘Potholes’’ report 
found that the most important factor 
in whether students enroll in a four- 
year college is if they attended a 
school where teachers create a strong 
college-going culture and help students 
with the process of applying. The Path-
ways to College Act would provide the 
funding to help school districts im-
prove the college-going culture in 
schools and guide students through the 
college admissions process. 

A school with a strong college cul-
ture is a school where the expectation 
throughout the school is that every 
single student will go to college. Ad-
ministrators, teachers, and staff mem-
bers embrace and act on that goal 
every day. With a grant through the 
Pathways to College Act, schools could 
train student leaders, integrate college 
planning into the curriculum, and pro-
vide opportunities for college fairs, col-
lege tours, and workplace visits. Most 
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importantly, teachers and counselors 
would be trained in post-secondary ad-
vising so that they can motivate their 
students to reach for high goals. Every 
school in the school district would in-
corporate these elements and others 
into a school-wide plan of action to 
strengthen the college-going culture. 

KIPP Ascend Charter School in Chi-
cago is a school that does this well. A 
few weeks ago, a group of eighth grade 
students from KIPP came to my con-
stituent coffee here in Washington. 
Each one was wearing a shirt that said 
‘‘I am college bound.’’ Every child and 
each teacher believed the message on 
those shirts, and I did too. The facts 
prove we are all right. Eighty percent 
of students in the KIPP program na-
tion-wide attend college. KIPP accom-
plishes this by training teachers to 
constantly reinforce high college ex-
pectations. If you walk into a KIPP 
classroom, you see college posters on 
the walls and hear college discussed as 
part of the day’s lesson. If you ask the 
students about going to college, they 
will answer without hesitation and 
might tell you about their last field 
trip to a local university. When you 
combine those clear, high expectations 
with KIPP’s rigorous college-pre-
paratory curriculum, you can under-
stand their enormous success. 

The Pathways to College Act will 
also give school districts the tools they 
need to help students meet their high 
aspirations. Participating school dis-
tricts would provide each high school 
freshman with at least one meeting 
with an advisor to discuss their goals 
post-graduation and create a plan to 
reach those goals. School districts 
would also educate students and fami-
lies about the intricacies of the college 
application process and the federal fi-
nancial aid application process. The 
average student-to-counselor ratio in 
high schools is 315 to one, but schools 
could use grant money to hire more 
counselors and form partnerships with 
community groups to help students 
with college applications and financial 
aid forms. School districts also con-
sider could create college planning 
classes or establish a college access 
center in their school. 

The Pathways to College Act pro-
vides flexibility to school districts to 
achieve higher college enrollment 
rates, but requires that each school ac-
curately track their results so we can 
learn from what works. Chicago Public 
Schools is doing a great job—both in 
tackling the problem and in docu-
menting progress. Under the leadership 
of CEO Arne Duncan, Chicago Public 
Schools responded aggressively to the 
‘‘Potholes’’ report. A team of postsec-
ondary coaches were deployed in high 
schools to work with students and 
counselors. To ensure that financial 
aid is not a roadblock, FAFSA comple-
tion rates are tracked so that coun-
selors can follow-up with students. A 
spring-break college tour took 500 stu-
dents to see colleges across the coun-
try. Because Chicago Public Schools 

tracks its college enrollment rates, we 
know that their efforts are working. 
Half of the 2007 graduating class en-
rolled in college, an increase of 6.5 per-
cent in four years. The national in-
crease was less than one percent in the 
same time-frame. Nationally, the num-
ber of African-American graduates 
going to college has decreased by six 
percent over the last four years while 
the Chicago rate has increased by al-
most eight percent. 

Applying to college is not easy. Low- 
income students often need the most 
help to achieve their college dreams. 
When schools focus on college and pro-
vide the tools to get there, students 
make the connection between the work 
they are doing now and their future 
goals in college and life. Students in 
those schools are more likely enroll in 
college and are also more likely to 
work hard in high school to be pre-
pared for college when they arrive. The 
bill I am introducing today tries to en-
sure that lack of information never 
prevents a student from achieving his 
or her college dream. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3326 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Pathways to 
College Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) An educated workforce is crucial to the 

success of the United States economy. Ac-
cess to higher education for all students is 
critical to maintaining an educated work-
force. More than 80 percent of the 23,000,000 
jobs that will be created in the next 10 years 
will require postsecondary education. Only 
36 percent of all 18- to 24-year olds are cur-
rently enrolled in postsecondary education. 

(2) Workers with bachelor’s degrees earn on 
average $17,000 more annually than workers 
with only high school diplomas. Workers 
who earn bachelor’s degrees can be expected 
to earn $1,000,000 more over a lifetime than 
those who only finished high school. 

(3) The ACT recommends that schools— 
(A) provide student guidance to engage 

students in college and career awareness; 
and 

(B) ensure that students enroll in a rig-
orous curriculum to prepare for postsec-
ondary education. 

(4) The Department of Education reports 
that the average student-to-counselor ratio 
in high schools is 315:1. This falls far above 
the ratio recommended by the American 
School Counselor Association, which is 250:1. 
While school counselors at private schools 
spend an average of 58 percent of their time 
on postsecondary education counseling, 
counselors in public schools spend an aver-
age of 25 percent of their time on postsec-
ondary education counseling. 

(5) While just 57 percent of students from 
the lowest income quartile enroll in college, 
87 percent of students from the top income 
quartile enroll. Of students who were in 
eighth grade in 2000, only 20 percent of the 
lowest-income students are projected to at-

tain a bachelor’s degree by 2012, compared to 
68 percent of the highest income group, ac-
cording to the Advisory Committee on Stu-
dent Financial Assistance in 2006. 

(6) A recent report by the Consortium on 
Chicago School Research found that only 41 
percent of Chicago public school students 
who aspire to go to college took the steps 
necessary to apply to and enroll in a 4-year 
institution of higher education. The report 
also reveals that only 1⁄3 of Chicago students 
who want to attend a 4-year institution of 
higher education enroll in a school that 
matches their qualifications. Even among 
students qualified to attend a selective col-
lege, 29 percent enrolled in a community col-
lege or did not enroll at all. 

(7) The Consortium found that many Chi-
cago public school students do not complete 
the Free Application for Federal Student 
Aid, even though students who apply for 
Federal financial aid are 50 percent more 
likely to enroll in college. Sixty-five percent 
of public secondary school counselors at low- 
income schools believe that students and 
parents are discouraged from considering 
college as an option due to lack of knowledge 
about financial aid. 

(8) Low-income and first-generation fami-
lies often overestimate the cost of tuition 
and underestimate available aid; students 
from these backgrounds have access to fewer 
college application resources and financial 
aid resources than other groups, and are less 
likely to fulfill their postsecondary plans as 
a result. 

(9) College preparation intervention pro-
grams can double the college-going rates for 
at-risk youth, can expand students’ edu-
cational aspirations, and can boost college 
enrollment and graduation rates. 
SEC. 3. GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 
(1) ESEA DEFINITIONS.—The terms ‘‘local 

educational agency’’ and ‘‘Secretary’’ have 
the meanings given the terms in section 9101 
of the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 

(2) ELIGIBLE LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.— 
The term ‘‘eligible local educational agency’’ 
means a local educational agency in which a 
majority of the secondary schools served by 
the agency are high-need secondary schools. 

(3) HIGH-NEED SECONDARY SCHOOL.—The 
term ‘‘high-need secondary school’’ means a 
secondary school in which not less than 50 
percent of the students enrolled in the school 
are— 

(A) eligible for a school lunch program 
under the Richard B. Russell National 
School Lunch Act; 

(B) eligible to be counted under section 
1124(c) of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6333(c)); or 

(C) in families eligible for assistance under 
the State program funded under part A of 
title IV of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
601 et seq.). 

(b) COMPETITIVE GRANTS TO ELIGIBLE LOCAL 
EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—The Secretary is 
authorized to award grants, on a competitive 
basis, to eligible local educational agencies 
to carry out the activities described in this 
section. 

(c) DURATION.—Grants awarded under this 
section shall be 5 years in duration. 

(d) DISTRIBUTION.—In awarding grants 
under this section, the Secretary shall en-
sure that the grants are distributed among 
the different geographic regions of the 
United States, and among eligible local edu-
cational agencies serving urban and rural 
areas. 

(e) APPLICATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible local edu-

cational agency desiring a grant under this 
section shall submit an application to the 
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Secretary at such time, in such manner, and 
accompanied by such information as the Sec-
retary may reasonably require. 

(2) CONTENTS.—Each application submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include a descrip-
tion of the program to be carried out with 
grant funds and— 

(A) a description of the secondary school 
population to be targeted by the program, 
the particular college-access needs of such 
population, and the resources available for 
meeting such needs; 

(B) an outline of the objectives of the pro-
gram, including goals for increasing the 
number of college applications submitted by 
each student, increasing Free Application for 
Federal Student Aid completion rates, and 
increasing school-wide college enrollment 
rates across the local educational agency; 

(C) a description of the local educational 
agency’s plan to work cooperatively with 
programs funded under chapters 1 and 2 of 
subpart 2 of part A of title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a–11 et 
seq. and 1070a–21 et seq.), including the ex-
tent to which the agency commits to sharing 
facilities, providing access to students, and 
developing compatible record-keeping sys-
tems; 

(D) a description of the activities, services, 
and training to be provided by the program, 
including a plan to provide structure and 
support for all students in the college search, 
planning, and application process; 

(E) a description of the methods to be used 
to evaluate the outcomes and effectiveness 
of the program; 

(F) an assurance that grant funds will be 
used to supplement, and not supplant, any 
other Federal, State, or local funds available 
to carry out activities of the type carried 
out under the grant; 

(G) an explanation of the method used for 
calculating college enrollment rates for each 
secondary school served by the eligible local 
educational agency that is based on exter-
nally verified data, and, when possible, 
aligned with existing State or local methods; 
and 

(H) a plan to make the program sustain-
able over time, including the use of match-
ing funds from non-Federal sources. 

(3) METHOD OF CALCULATING ENROLLMENT 
RATES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A method included in an 
application under paragraph (2)(G)— 

(i) shall, at a minimum, track students’ 
first-time enrollment in institutions of high-
er education; and 

(ii) may track progress toward completion 
of a postsecondary degree. 

(B) DEVELOPMENT IN CONJUNCTION.—An eli-
gible local educational agency may develop a 
method pursuant to paragraph (2)(G) in con-
junction with an existing public or private 
entity that currently maintains such a 
method. 

(f) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION.—In awarding 
grants under this section, the Secretary 
shall give special consideration to applica-
tions from eligible local educational agen-
cies serving schools with the highest per-
centages of poverty. 

(g) USE OF FUNDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible local edu-

cational agency that receives a grant under 
this section shall develop and implement, or 
expand, a program to increase the number of 
low-income students who enroll in postsec-
ondary educational institutions, including 
institutions with competitive admissions 
criteria. 

(2) REQUIRED USE OF FUNDS.—Each program 
funded under this section shall— 

(A) provide professional development to 
secondary school teachers and counselors in 
postsecondary education advising; 

(B) ensure that each student has not less 
than 1 meeting, not later than the first se-
mester of the first year of secondary school, 
with a school counselor, college access per-
sonnel (including personnel involved in pro-
grams funded under chapters 1 and 2 of sub-
part 2 of part A of title IV of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a–11 et seq. 
and 1070a–21 et seq.)), trained teacher, or 
other professional or organization, such as a 
community-based organization, approved by 
the school, to discuss postsecondary options, 
outline postsecondary goals, and create a 
plan to achieve those goals; 

(C) provide information to all students en-
rolled in the secondary schools served by the 
eligible local educational agency and parents 
beginning in the first year of secondary 
school on— 

(i) the economic and social benefits of 
higher education; 

(ii) college expenses, including information 
about expenses by institutional type, dif-
ferences between sticker price and net price, 
and expenses beyond tuition; 

(iii) paying for college, including the avail-
ability, eligibility, and variety of financial 
aid; and 

(iv) the forms and processes associated 
with applying for financial aid; and 

(D) ensure that each secondary school 
served by the eligible local educational agen-
cy develops a comprehensive, school-wide 
plan of action to strengthen the college- 
going culture within the school. 

(3) ALLOWABLE USE OF FUNDS.—Each pro-
gram funded under this section may— 

(A) establish mandatory postsecondary 
planning classes for secondary school seniors 
to assist the seniors in the college prepara-
tion and application process; 

(B) hire and train postsecondary coaches 
with expertise in the college-going process; 

(C) increase the number of counselors who 
specialize in the college-going process serv-
ing students; 

(D) train student leaders to assist in the 
creation of a college-going culture in their 
schools; 

(E) provide opportunities for students to 
explore postsecondary opportunities outside 
of the school setting, such as college fairs, 
career fairs, college tours, workplace visits, 
or other similar activities; 

(F) assist students with test preparation, 
college applications, Federal financial aid 
applications, and scholarship applications; 

(G) establish partnerships with programs 
funded under chapters 1 and 2 of subpart 2 of 
part A of title IV of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a–11 et seq. and 
1070a–21 et seq.)), and with community and 
nonprofit organizations to increase college- 
going rates at secondary schools served by 
the eligible local educational agency; 

(H) provide long-term postsecondary follow 
up with graduates of the secondary schools 
served by the eligible local educational agen-
cies, including increasing alumni involve-
ment in mentoring and advising roles within 
the secondary school; 

(I) create and maintain a postsecondary ac-
cess center in the school setting that pro-
vides information on colleges and univer-
sities, career opportunities, and financial aid 
options and provide a setting in which pro-
fessionals working in programs funded under 
chapters 1 and 2 of subpart 2 of part A of title 
IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1070a–11 et seq. and 1070a–21 et seq.)), 
can meet with students; 

(J) deliver college and career planning cur-
riculum as a stand-alone course, or embed-
ded in other classes, for all students in sec-
ondary school; and 

(K) increase parent involvement in pre-
paring for postsecondary opportunities. 

(h) SUPPLEMENT, NOT SUPPLANT.—Funds 
made available under this section shall be 
used to supplement, and not supplant, other 
Federal, State, and local funds available to 
carry out the activities described in this sec-
tion. 

(i) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary, 
directly or through contracting through a 
full and open process with 1 or more organi-
zations that have demonstrated experience 
providing technical assistance to raise 
school-wide college enrollment rates in local 
educational agencies in not less than 3 
States, shall provide technical assistance to 
grantees in carrying out this section. The 
technical assistance shall— 

(1) provide assistance in the calculation 
and analysis of college-going rates for all 
grant recipients; 

(2) provide semi-annual analysis to each 
grant recipient recommending best practices 
based on a comparison of the recipient’s data 
with that of secondary schools with similar 
demographics; and 

(3) provide annual best practices con-
ferences for all grant recipients. 

(j) EVALUATION AND REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.— 

(1) MEASURE ENROLLMENT AND TRACK 
DATA.—Each eligible local educational agen-
cy that receives a grant under this section 
shall— 

(A) measure externally verified school- 
wide college enrollment; and 

(B) track data that leads to increased col-
lege going, including college applications 
sent and Free Application for Federal Stu-
dent Aid forms filed. 

(2) EVALUATIONS BY GRANTEES.—Each eligi-
ble local educational agency that receives a 
grant under this section shall— 

(A) conduct periodic evaluations of the ef-
fectiveness of the activities carried out 
under the grant toward increasing school- 
wide college-going rates; 

(B) use such evaluations to refine and im-
prove activities conducted with the grant 
and the performance measures for such ac-
tivities; and 

(C) make the results of such evaluations 
publicly available, including by providing 
public notice of such availability. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress a report concerning the 
results of— 

(A) the evaluations conducted under para-
graph (2); and 

(B) an evaluation conducted by the Sec-
retary to analyze the effectiveness and effi-
cacy of the activities conducted with grants 
under this section. 

By Mr. KERRY (for himself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY): 

S. 3327. A bill amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to improve the 
State plan amendment option for pro-
viding home and community-based 
services under the Medicaid program, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, every day 
millions of Americans are faced with 
significant challenges when it comes to 
meeting their own personal needs or 
caring for a loved one who needs sig-
nificant support. Many elderly Ameri-
cans and individuals of all ages with 
disabilities need long-term services and 
supports, such as assistance with dress-
ing, bathing, preparing meals, and 
managing chronic conditions. They 
prefer to live and work in their com-
munity, and it is time that the Federal 
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Government and states act as better 
partners to provide improved access to 
home- and community-based long-term 
care services HCBS. 

The Medicaid program, administered 
by the states but jointly financed with 
the Federal Government, is our Na-
tion’s largest payer for long-term care 
services. Medicaid spends about $100 
billion per year on long-term services. 
Despite recognizing that per person 
spending is much lower in community 
settings, and that people generally pre-
fer community services, Medicaid still 
spends 61 percent of its long-term serv-
ices spending in institutional settings. 
This disparity is due, in large part, to 
a strong access and payment bias in 
the program for institutional care. 

Where Medicaid does offer HCBS, it 
is often in short supply, with more 
than 280,000 Medicaid beneficiaries on 
waiting lists for HCBS waiver services. 
Further, eligibility for HCBS waiver 
services requires beneficiaries to al-
ready have a very significant level of 
disability before gaining access they 
must meet a level of functional need 
that qualifies them for a nursing home. 
This not only contributes to the unmet 
needs of those in the community but it 
also prevents states from providing 
services that can help prevent bene-
ficiaries from one day requiring high- 
cost institutional care. While institu-
tionalized care may be an appropriate 
choice for some, it should be just that: 
a choice that individuals and families 
are allowed to make about the most 
appropriate setting for their own care. 

The result of Medicaid’s ‘‘institu-
tional bias’’ is that, according to the 
Georgetown Health Policy Institute, 
‘‘one in five persons living in the com-
munity with a need for assistance from 
others has unmet needs, endangering 
their health and demeaning their qual-
ity of life.’’ This is simply unaccept-
able. 

The lack of long-term care options 
available to families has a significant 
impact on their lives. Many of my con-
stituents are affected, as are countless 
Americans across the country. Take 
the parents living in Newton who con-
tinue to wait for their physically dis-
abled daughter, Julia, to have the op-
portunity to live independently. Julia 
is a young adult and instead of starting 
out on her own, she must watch as her 
peers move away and begin their inde-
pendent lives- something she yearns to 
do as well. Growing up, Julia was able 
to attend Newton schools and keep a 
similar schedule to other children in 
the community but now has limited so-
cial interaction, as there is no other 
option but to live at home with her 
parents. Julia’s parents are her full 
time caregivers and would like to see 
her able to live in an environment 
more conducive to both her needs and 
their own. Community based care or 
home based care in an apartment she 
could share with a roommate are op-
tions Julia and her parents would mu-
tually benefit from. As the opportuni-
ties for the future grow for her peers, 

Julia’s options continue to shrink be-
cause housing and home based supports 
for adults with disabilities are limited 
at best. I have heard many stories 
similar to that of Julia, which empha-
sizes the urgency in which HCBS is 
needed. In addition to individual lives 
being put on hold, entire families must 
deal with the consequences of inad-
equate services available to their fam-
ily members. 

Access to HCBS affects individuals in 
all stages of life, including Americans 
dealing with conditions such as Alz-
heimer’s. Take Ann Bowers and Jay 
Sweatman for example. Without access 
to HCBS services, Jay, who suffers 
from early onset Alzheimer’s, was 
forced to first move into assisted living 
and then a nursing home. By the time 
Jay was approved for HCBS it was too 
late and he was no longer able to live 
independently. Ann had worked tire-
lessly to coordinate her husband’s care 
and get additional HCBS support but 
the process was so difficult that by the 
time help came, it was simply too late. 
This is just one case of many where 
early HCBS intervention would have 
not only saved time, money, and stress 
for family members, but would have 
made a significant impact on the qual-
ity of life and personal independence 
for Jay and Ann. 

So today, I am introducing with my 
colleague from the Finance Com-
mittee, Senator GRASSLEY, the Empow-
ered at Home Act, a bill that increases 
access to home and community based 
services by giving states new tools and 
incentives to make these services more 
available to those in need. It has four 
basic parts. 

First, it will improve the Medicaid 
HCBS State Plan Amendment Option 
by giving states more flexibility in de-
termining eligibility for which services 
they can offer under the program, 
which will create greater options for 
individuals in need of long-term sup-
ports. In return we ask that states no 
longer cap enrollment and that serv-
ices be offered throughout the entire 
state. 

Second, the bill ensures that the 
same spousal impoverishment protec-
tions offered for new nursing home 
beneficiaries will be in place for those 
opting for home and community based 
services. In addition, low-income re-
cipients of home and community based 
services will be able to keep more of 
their assets when they become eligible 
for Medicaid, allowing them to stay in 
their community as long as possible. 

Third, the Empowered at Home Act 
addresses the financial needs of spouses 
and family members caring for a loved 
one by offering tax-related provisions 
to support family caregivers and pro-
mote the purchase of meaningful pri-
vate long-term care insurance. 

Finally, the bill seeks to improve the 
overall quality of home and commu-
nity based services available by pro-
viding grants for states to invest in or-
ganizations and systems that can help 
to ensure a sufficient supply of high 

quality workers, promote health, and 
transform home and community based 
care to be more consumer-centered. 

I want to say a word about the Com-
munity Choice Act, legislation long- 
championed by Senator HARKIN that 
would make HCBS a mandatory benefit 
in Medicaid. I am a strong supporter 
and co-sponsor of this landmark legis-
lation, and look forward to working for 
its enactment as soon as possible. The 
legislation I am introducing today 
seeks to supplement—not supplant— 
the Community Choice Act by increas-
ing access to HCBS for those who are 
disabled but not at a sufficient level of 
need to qualify for nursing home serv-
ices. These two complimentary bills 
will finally make HCBS a right while 
vastly improving HCBS availability to 
vulnerable citizens of varying levels of 
disability. 

I would also like to thank a number 
of organizations who have been inte-
gral to the development of the Empow-
ered at Home Act and who have en-
dorsed it today, including the National 
Council on Aging, the Arc of the 
United States, United Cerebral Palsy, 
the American Association of Homes 
and Services for the Aging, the Alz-
heimer’s Association, the National As-
sociation of Area Agencies on Aging, 
the American Geriatrics Society, 
ANCOR, the Trust for America’s 
Health, and SEIU. 

Improving access to a range of long 
term care services for the elderly and 
Americans of all ages with disabilities 
is an issue that must not stray from 
the top of our Nation’s health care pri-
orities. I believe this legislation can 
move forward in a bi-partisan manner 
to dramatically improve access to 
high-quality home- and community- 
based care for the millions of Ameri-
cans who are not receiving the signifi-
cant supports and services they need. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3327 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Empowered at Home Act of 2008’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—STRENGTHENING THE MED-
ICAID HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED 
STATE PLAN AMENDMENT OPTION 

Sec. 101. Removal of barriers to providing 
home and community-based 
services under State plan 
amendment option for individ-
uals in need. 

Sec. 102. State option to provide home and 
community-based services to 
individuals for whom such serv-
ices are likely to prevent, 
delay, or decrease the likeli-
hood of an individual’s need for 
institutionalized care. 
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Sec. 103. Implementation assistance grants 

for States electing to provide 
home and community-based 
services under Medicaid 
through the State plan amend-
ment option. 

TITLE II—STATE GRANTS TO FACILI-
TATE HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED 
SERVICES AND PROMOTE HEALTH 

Sec. 201. Reauthorization of medicaid trans-
formation grants and expansion 
of permissible uses in order to 
facilitate the provision of home 
and community-based and 
other long-term care services. 

Sec. 202. Health promotion grants. 
TITLE III—LONG TERM CARE INSURANCE 
Sec. 301. Treatment of premiums on quali-

fied long-term care insurance 
contracts. 

Sec. 302. Credit for taxpayers with long-term 
care needs. 

Sec. 303. Treatment of premiums on quali-
fied long-term care insurance 
contracts. 

Sec. 304. Additional consumer protections 
for long-term care insurance. 

TITLE IV—PROMOTING AND PROTECTING 
COMMUNITY LIVING 

Sec. 401. Mandatory application of spousal 
impoverishment protections to 
recipients of home and commu-
nity-based services. 

Sec. 402. State authority to elect to exclude 
up to 6 months of average cost 
of nursing facility services from 
assets or resources for purposes 
of eligibility for home and com-
munity-based services. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS 
Sec. 501. Improved data collection. 
Sec. 502. GAO report on Medicaid home 

health services and the extent 
of consumer self-direction of 
such services. 

TITLE I—STRENGTHENING THE MEDICAID 
HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED STATE 
PLAN AMENDMENT OPTION 

SEC. 101. REMOVAL OF BARRIERS TO PROVIDING 
HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED 
SERVICES UNDER STATE PLAN 
AMENDMENT OPTION FOR INDIVID-
UALS IN NEED. 

(a) PARITY WITH INCOME ELIGIBILITY 
STANDARD FOR INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVID-
UALS.—Paragraph (1) of section 1915(i) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396n(i)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘150 percent of the pov-
erty line (as defined in section 2110(c)(5))’’ 
and inserting ‘‘300 percent of the supple-
mental security income benefit rate estab-
lished by section 1611(b)(1)’’. 

(b) ADDITIONAL STATE OPTION TO PROVIDE 
HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED SERVICES TO IN-
DIVIDUALS ELIGIBLE FOR SERVICES UNDER A 
WAIVER.—Section 1915(i) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1396n(i)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(6) STATE OPTION TO PROVIDE HOME AND 
COMMUNITY-BASED SERVICES TO INDIVIDUALS 
ELIGIBLE FOR SERVICES UNDER A WAIVER.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A State that provides 
home and community-based services in ac-
cordance with this subsection to individuals 
who satisfy the needs-based criteria for the 
receipt of such services established under 
paragraph (1)(A) may, in addition to con-
tinuing to provide such services to such indi-
viduals, elect to provide home and commu-
nity-based services in accordance with the 
requirements of this paragraph to individ-
uals who are eligible for home and commu-
nity-based services under a waiver approved 
for the State under subsection (c), (d), or (e) 
or under section 1115 to provide such serv-

ices, but only for those individuals whose in-
come does not exceed 300 percent of the sup-
plemental security income benefit rate es-
tablished by section 1611(b)(1). 

‘‘(B) APPLICATION OF SAME REQUIREMENTS 
FOR INDIVIDUALS SATISFYING NEEDS-BASED 
CRITERIA.—Subject to subparagraph (C), a 
State shall provide home and community- 
based services to individuals under this para-
graph in the same manner and subject to the 
same requirements as apply under the other 
paragraphs of this subsection to the provi-
sion of home and community-based services 
to individuals who satisfy the needs-based 
criteria established under paragraph (1)(A). 

‘‘(C) AUTHORITY TO OFFER DIFFERENT TYPE, 
AMOUNT, DURATION, OR SCOPE OF HOME AND 
COMMUNITY-BASED SERVICES.—A State may 
offer home and community-based services to 
individuals under this paragraph that differ 
in type, amount, duration, or scope from the 
home and community-based services offered 
for individuals who satisfy the needs-based 
criteria established under paragraph (1)(A), 
so long as such services are within the scope 
of services described in paragraph (4)(B) of 
subsection (c) for which the Secretary has 
the authority to approve a waiver and do not 
include room or board.’’. 

(c) REMOVAL OF LIMITATION ON SCOPE OF 
SERVICES.—Paragraph (1) of section 1915(i) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396n(i)), 
as amended by subsection (a), is amended by 
striking ‘‘or such other services requested by 
the State as the Secretary may approve’’ 

(d) OPTIONAL ELIGIBILITY CATEGORY TO 
PROVIDE FULL MEDICAID BENEFITS TO INDI-
VIDUALS RECEIVING HOME AND COMMUNITY- 
BASED SERVICES UNDER A STATE PLAN 
AMENDMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1902(a)(10)(A)(ii) 
of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1396a(a)(10)(A)(ii)) is amended— 

(A) in subclause (XVIII), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subclause (XIX), by adding ‘‘or’’ at 
the end; and 

(C) by inserting after subclause (XIX), the 
following new subclause: 

‘‘(XX) who are eligible for home and com-
munity-based services under needs-based cri-
teria established under paragraph (1)(A) of 
section 1915(i), or who are eligible for home 
and community-based services under para-
graph (6) of such section, and who will re-
ceive home and community-based services 
pursuant to a State plan amendment under 
such subsection;’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 1903(f)(4) of the Social Security 

Act (42 U.S.C. 1396b(f)(4)) is amended in the 
matter preceding subparagraph (A), by in-
serting ‘‘1902(a)(10)(A)(ii)(XX),’’ after 
‘‘1902(a)(10)(A)(ii)(XIX),’’. 

(B) Section 1905(a) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1396d(a)) is amended in the 
matter preceding paragraph (1)— 

(i) in clause (xii), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in clause (xiii), by adding ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; and 

(iii) by inserting after clause (xiii) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(xiv) individuals who are eligible for 
home and community-based services under 
needs-based criteria established under para-
graph (1)(A) of section 1915(i), or who are eli-
gible for home and community-based serv-
ices under paragraph (6) of such section, and 
who will receive home and community-based 
services pursuant to a State plan amend-
ment under such subsection,’’. 

(e) ELIMINATION OF OPTION TO LIMIT NUM-
BER OF ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS OR LENGTH OF 
PERIOD FOR GRANDFATHERED INDIVIDUALS IF 
ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA IS MODIFIED.—Para-
graph (1) of section 1915(i) of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 1396n(i)) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(C) PROJECTION OF NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS 
TO BE PROVIDED HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED 
SERVICES.—The State submits to the Sec-
retary, in such form and manner, and upon 
such frequency as the Secretary shall speci-
fy, the projected number of individuals to be 
provided home and community-based serv-
ices.’’; and 

(2) in subclause (II) of subparagraph (D)(ii), 
by striking ‘‘to be eligible for such services 
for a period of at least 12 months beginning 
on the date the individual first received med-
ical assistance for such services’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘to continue to be eligible for such serv-
ices after the effective date of the modifica-
tion and until such time as the individual no 
longer meets the standard for receipt of such 
services under such pre-modified criteria’’. 

(f) ELIMINATION OF OPTION TO WAIVE 
STATEWIDENESS.—Paragraph (3) of section 
1915(i) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 1396n(3)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section 1902(a)(1) (re-
lating to statewideness) and’’. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section take effect on the first 
day of the first fiscal year quarter that be-
gins after the date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 102. STATE OPTION TO PROVIDE HOME AND 

COMMUNITY-BASED SERVICES TO 
INDIVIDUALS FOR WHOM SUCH 
SERVICES ARE LIKELY TO PREVENT, 
DELAY, OR DECREASE THE LIKELI-
HOOD OF AN INDIVIDUAL’S NEED 
FOR INSTITUTIONALIZED CARE. 

(a) STATE PLAN AMENDMENT REQUIRED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1915 of the Social 

Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396n) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(k) STATE PLAN AMENDMENT OPTION TO 
PROVIDE HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED SERV-
ICES TO INDIVIDUALS FOR WHOM SUCH SERV-
ICES ARE LIKELY TO PREVENT, DELAY, OR DE-
CREASE THE LIKELIHOOD OF AN INDIVIDUAL’S 
NEED FOR INSTITUTIONALIZED CARE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the suc-
ceeding provisions of this subsection, a State 
that has an approved State plan amendment 
under subsection (i) may provide, through a 
State plan amendment for the provision of 
medical assistance for home and community- 
based services that are within the scope of 
services described in paragraph (4)(B) of sub-
section (c) for which the Secretary has the 
authority to approve a waiver and do not in-
clude room or board to individuals— 

‘‘(A) who are not otherwise eligible for 
medical assistance under the State plan or 
under a waiver of such plan; 

‘‘(B) whose income does not exceed 300 per-
cent of the supplemental security income 
benefit rate established by section 1611(b)(1); 
and 

‘‘(C) who satisfy such needs-based criteria 
for determining eligibility for medical as-
sistance for such services as the State shall 
establish in accordance with paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT FOR NEEDS-BASED CRI-
TERIA.—In establishing needs-based criteria 
for purposes of determining eligibility for 
medical assistance for home and community- 
based services under this subsection, a State 
shall specify the specific physical, mental, 
cognitive, or intellectual impairments, or 
the inability of an individual to perform 1 or 
more specific activities of daily living (as de-
fined in section 7702B(c)(2)(B) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986) or the need for signifi-
cant assistance to perform such activities, 
for which the State determines that the pro-
vision of home and community-based serv-
ices are reasonably expected to prevent, 
delay, or decrease the likelihood of an indi-
vidual’s need for institutionalized care. 

‘‘(3) APPLICATION OF SAME REQUIREMENTS 
FOR PROVIDING HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED 
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SERVICES UNDER SUBSECTION (i).—Subject to 
paragraphs (4) and (5), a State shall provide 
home and community-based services to indi-
viduals under this paragraph in the same 
manner and subject to the same require-
ments as apply to the provision of home and 
community-based services to individuals 
under subsection (i). 

‘‘(4) AUTHORITY TO LIMIT NUMBER OF INDI-
VIDUALS.—A State may limit the number of 
individuals who are eligible to receive home 
and community-based services under this 
subsection and may establish waiting lists 
for the receipt of such services. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORITY TO OFFER DIFFERENT TYPE, 
AMOUNT, DURATION, OR SCOPE OF HOME AND 
COMMUNITY-BASED SERVICES.—A State may 
offer home and community-based services to 
individuals under this subsection that differ 
in type, amount, duration, or scope from the 
home and community-based services offered 
for individuals under paragraph (1)(A) of sub-
section (i) and, if applicable, under para-
graph (6) of such subsection.’’. 

(2) OPTIONAL CATEGORICALLY NEEDY GROUP; 
STATE OPTION TO LIMIT BENEFITS TO HOME AND 
COMMUNITY-BASED SERVICES OR TO PROVIDE 
FULL MEDICAL ASSISTANCE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 1902(a)(10) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396a(a)(10)) is 
amended— 

(i) in subparagraph (A)(ii), as amended by 
section 101(d)(1)— 

(I) in subclause (XIX), by striking ‘‘or’’ at 
the end; 

(II) in subclause (XX), by adding ‘‘or’’ at 
the end; and 

(III) by inserting after subclause (XX), the 
following new subclause: 

‘‘(XXI) who are eligible for home and com-
munity-based services under section 1915(k) 
and who will receive home and community- 
based services pursuant to a State plan 
amendment under such subsection;’’; and 

(ii) in the matter following subparagraph 
(G)— 

(I) by striking ‘‘and (XIV)’’ and inserting 
‘‘(XIV)’’; and 

(II) by inserting ‘‘, and (XV) at the option 
of the State, the medical assistance made 
available to an individual described in sec-
tion 1915 (k) who is eligible for medical as-
sistance only because of subparagraph 
(A)(ii)(XXI) may be limited to medical as-
sistance for home and community-based 
services described in a State plan amend-
ment submitted under that section’’ before 
the semicolon. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(i) Section 1903(f)(4) of the Social Security 

Act (42 U.S.C. 1396b(f)(4)), as amended by sec-
tion 101(d)(2)(A), is amended in the matter 
preceding subparagraph (A), by inserting 
‘‘1902(a)(10)(A)(ii)(XXI),’’ after 
‘‘1902(a)(10)(A)(ii)(XX),’’. 

(ii) Section 1905(a) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1396d(a)), as amended by sec-
tion 101(d)(2)(B), is amended in the matter 
preceding paragraph (1)— 

(I) in clause (xiii), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(II) in clause (xiv), by adding ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; and 

(iii) by inserting after clause (xiv) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(xv) who are eligible for home and com-
munity-based services under section 1915(k) 
and who will receive home and community- 
based services pursuant to a State plan 
amendment under such subsection,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section take effect on the first 
day of the first fiscal year quarter that be-
gins after the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 103. IMPLEMENTATION ASSISTANCE 
GRANTS FOR STATES ELECTING TO 
PROVIDE HOME AND COMMUNITY- 
BASED SERVICES UNDER MEDICAID 
THROUGH THE STATE PLAN AMEND-
MENT OPTION. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO AWARD GRANTS.—The 
Secretary of Health and Human Services (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) 
shall award grants to eligible States to pro-
vide incentives to States for the implemen-
tation of State plan amendments that meet 
the requirements of section 1915(i) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396n(i)). 

(b) ELIGIBLE STATE.—For purposes of this 
section, an eligible State is a State that— 

(1) has an approved State plan amendment 
described in subsection (a); and 

(2) submits an application to the Sec-
retary, in such form and manner as the Sec-
retary shall require, specifying the costs the 
State will incur in implementing such 
amendment and such additional information 
as the Secretary may require. 

(c) AMOUNT AND DURATION OF GRANTS.— 
(1) AMOUNT.—The Secretary shall deter-

mine the amount to be awarded all eligible 
States under this section for a fiscal year 
based on the applications submitted by such 
States and the amount available for such fis-
cal year under subsection (d). 

(2) LIMITATION ON DURATION OF AWARD.—A 
State may receive a grant under this section 
for not more than 3 consecutive fiscal years. 

(d) APPROPRIATIONS.—There are appro-
priated, from any funds in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, $40,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2009 through 2013 for making 
grants to States under this section. Funds 
appropriated under this subsection for a fis-
cal year shall remain available for expendi-
ture through September 30, 2013. 

TITLE II—STATE GRANTS TO FACILITATE 
HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED SERV-
ICES AND PROMOTE HEALTH 

SEC. 201. REAUTHORIZATION OF MEDICAID 
TRANSFORMATION GRANTS AND EX-
PANSION OF PERMISSIBLE USES IN 
ORDER TO FACILITATE THE PROVI-
SION OF HOME AND COMMUNITY- 
BASED AND OTHER LONG-TERM 
CARE SERVICES. 

(a) 2-YEAR REAUTHORIZATION; INCREASED 
FUNDING.—Section 1903(z)(4)(A) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396b(z)(4)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (ii), the fol-
lowing new clauses: 

‘‘(iii) $150,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; and 
‘‘(iv) $150,000,000 for fiscal year 2010.’’. 
(b) EXPANSION OF PERMISSIBLE USES.—Sec-

tion 1903(z)(2) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1396b(z)(2)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(G)(i) Methods for ensuring the avail-
ability and accessibility of home and com-
munity-based services in the State, recog-
nizing multiple delivery options that take 
into account differing needs of individuals, 
through the creation or designation (in con-
sultation with organizations representing el-
derly individuals and individuals of all ages 
with physical, mental, cognitive, or intellec-
tual impairments, and organizations rep-
resenting the long-term care workforce, in-
cluding organized labor, and health care and 
direct service providers) of one or more 
statewide or regional public entities or non- 
profit organizations (such as fiscal inter-
mediaries, agencies with choice, home care 
commissions, public authorities, worker as-
sociations, consumer-owned and controlled 
organizations (including representatives of 
individuals with severe intellectual or cog-

nitive impairment), area agencies on aging, 
independent living centers, aging and dis-
ability resource centers, or other disability 
organizations) which may — 

‘‘(I) develop programs where qualified indi-
viduals provide home- and community-based 
services while solely or jointly employed by 
recipients of such services; 

‘‘(II) facilitate the training and recruit-
ment of qualified health and direct service 
professionals and consumers who use serv-
ices; 

‘‘(III) recommend or develop a system to 
set wages and benefits, and recommend com-
mensurate reimbursement rates; 

‘‘(IV) with meaningful ongoing involve-
ment from consumers and workers (or their 
respective representatives), develop proce-
dures for the appropriate screening of work-
ers, create a registry or registries of avail-
able workers, including policies and proce-
dures to ensure no interruption of care for 
eligible individuals; 

‘‘(V) assist consumers in identifying work-
ers; 

‘‘(VI) act as a fiscal intermediary; 
‘‘(VII) assist workers in finding employ-

ment, including consumer-directed employ-
ment; 

‘‘(VIII) provide funding for disability orga-
nizations, aging organizations, or other orga-
nizations, to assume roles that promote con-
sumers’ ability to acquire the necessary 
skills for directing their own services and fi-
nancial resources; or 

‘‘(IX) create workforce development plans 
on a regional or statewide basis (or both), to 
ensure a sufficient supply of qualified home 
and community-based services workers, in-
cluding reviews and analyses of actual and 
potential worker shortages, training and re-
tention programs for home and community- 
based services workers (which may include, 
as determined appropriate by the State, al-
lowing participation in such training to 
count as an allowable work activity under 
the State temporary assistance for needy 
families program funded under part A of title 
IV), and plans to assist consumers with find-
ing and retaining qualified workers. 

‘‘(ii) Nothing in clause (i) shall be con-
strued as prohibiting the use of funds made 
available to carry out this subparagraph for 
start-up costs associated with any of the ac-
tivities described in subclauses (I) through 
(IX), as requiring any consumer to hire 
workers who are listed in a worker registry 
developed with such funds, or to limit the 
ability of consumers to hire or fire their own 
workers. 

‘‘(H) Methods for providing an integrated 
and efficient system of long-term care 
through a review of the Federal, State, local, 
and private long-term care resources, serv-
ices, and supports available to elderly indi-
viduals and individuals of all ages with phys-
ical, mental, cognitive, or intellectual im-
pairments and the development and imple-
mentation of a plan to fully integrate such 
resources, services, and supports by aggre-
gating such resources, services, and supports 
to create a consumer-centered and cost-ef-
fective resource and delivery system and ex-
panding the availability of home and com-
munity-based services, and that is designed 
to result in administrative savings, consoli-
dation of common activities, and the elimi-
nation of redundant processes.’’. 

(c) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 
(1) ELIMINATION OF CURRENT LAW REQUIRE-

MENTS FOR ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Section 
1903(z)(4)(B) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1396b(z)(4)(B)) is amended by striking 
the second and third sentences. 

(2) ASSURANCE OF FUNDS TO FACILITATE THE 
PROVISION OF HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED 
SERVICES AND INTEGRATED SYSTEMS OF LONG- 
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TERM CARE.—Section 1903(z)(4)(B) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396b(z)(4)(B)), as 
amended by paragraph (1), is amended by in-
serting after the first sentence the following 
new sentence: ‘‘Such method shall provide 
that 50 percent of such funds shall be allo-
cated among States that design programs to 
adopt the innovative methods described in 
subparagraph (G) or (H) (or both) of para-
graph (2).’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section take effect on October 
1, 2008. 
SEC. 202. HEALTH PROMOTION GRANTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE MEDICAID BENEFICIARY.—The 

term ‘‘eligible Medicaid beneficiary’’ means 
an individual who is enrolled in the State 
Medicaid plan under title XIX of the Social 
Security Act and— 

(A) has attained the age of 60 and is not a 
resident of a nursing facility; or 

(B) is an adult with a physical, mental, 
cognitive, or intellectual impairment. 

(2) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘‘eligible 
State’’ means a State that submits an appli-
cation to the Secretary for a grant under 
this section, in such form and manner as the 
Secretary shall require. 

(3) EVIDENCE- AND COMMUNITY-BASED 
HEALTH PROMOTION PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘evidence- and community-based health pro-
motion program’’ means a community-based 
program (such as a program for chronic dis-
ease self-management, physical or mental 
activity, falls prevention, smoking ces-
sation, or dietary modification) that has 
been objectively evaluated and found to im-
prove health outcomes or meet health pro-
motion goals by preventing, delaying, or de-
creasing the severity of physical, mental, 
cognitive, or intellectual impairment and 
that meets generally accepted standards for 
best professional practice. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECT.—The Secretary shall award grants 
on a competitive basis to eligible States to 
conduct in accordance with this section an 
evidence- and community-based health pro-
motion program that is designed to achieve 
the following objectives with respect to eli-
gible Medicaid beneficiaries: 

(1) LIFESTYLE CHANGES.—To empower eligi-
ble Medicaid beneficiaries to take more con-
trol over their own health through lifestyle 
changes that have proven effective in reduc-
ing the effects of chronic disease and slowing 
the progression of disability. 

(2) DIFFUSION.—To mobilize the Medicaid, 
aging, disability, public health, and non-
profit networks at the State and local levels 
to accelerate the translation of credible re-
search into practice through the deployment 
of low-cost evidence-based health promotion 
and disability prevention programs at the 
community level. 

(c) SELECTION AND AMOUNT OF GRANT 
AWARDS.—In awarding grants to eligible 
States under this section and determining 
the amount of the awards, the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) take into consideration the manner and 
extent to which the eligible State proposes 
to achieve the objectives specified in sub-
section (b); and 

(2) give preference to eligible States pro-
posing— 

(A) programs through public service pro-
vider organizations or other organizations 
with expertise in serving eligible Medicaid 
beneficiaries; 

(B) strong State-level collaboration across, 
Medicaid agencies, State units on aging, 
State independent living councils, State as-

sociations of Area Agencies on Aging, and 
State agencies responsible for public health; 
or 

(C) interventions that have already dem-
onstrated effectiveness and replicability in a 
community-based, non-medical setting. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible State 
awarded a grant under this section shall use 
the funds awarded to develop, implement, 
and sustain high quality evidence- and com-
munity-based health promotion programs. 
As a condition of being awarded such a 
grant, an eligible State shall agree to— 

(1) implement such programs in at least 3 
geographic areas of the State; and 

(2) develop the infrastructure and partner-
ships that will be necessary over the long- 
term to effectively embed evidence-and com-
munity-based health promotion programs for 
eligible Medicaid beneficiaries within the 
statewide health, aging, disability, and long- 
term care systems. 

(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 
shall provide assistance to eligible States 
awarded grants under this section, sub- 
grantees and their partners, program orga-
nizers, and others in developing evidence- 
and community-based health promotion pro-
grams. 

(f) PAYMENTS TO ELIGIBLE STATES; CARRY-
OVER OF UNUSED GRANT AMOUNTS.— 

(1) PAYMENTS.—For each calendar quarter 
of a fiscal year that begins during the period 
for which an eligible State is awarded a 
grant under this section, the Secretary shall 
pay to the State from its grant award for 
such fiscal year an amount equal to the less-
er of— 

(A) the amount of qualified expenditures 
made by the State for such quarter; or 

(B) the total amount remaining in such 
grant award for such fiscal year (taking into 
account the application of paragraph (2)). 

(2) CARRYOVER OF UNUSED AMOUNTS.—Any 
portion of a State grant award for a fiscal 
year under this section remaining available 
at the end of such fiscal year shall remain 
available for making payments to the State 
for the next 4 fiscal years, subject to para-
graph (3). 

(3) REAWARDING OF CERTAIN UNUSED 
AMOUNTS.—In the case of a State that the 
Secretary determines has failed to meet the 
conditions for continuation of a demonstra-
tion project under this section in a suc-
ceeding year, the Secretary shall rescind the 
grant award for each succeeding year, to-
gether with any unspent portion of an award 
for prior years, and shall add such amounts 
to the appropriation for the immediately 
succeeding fiscal year for grants under this 
section. 

(4) PREVENTING DUPLICATION OF PAYMENT.— 
The payment under a demonstration project 
with respect to qualified expenditures shall 
be in lieu of any payment with respect to 
such expenditures that would otherwise be 
paid to the State under section 1903(a) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396a(a)). 
Nothing in the previous sentence shall be 
construed as preventing a State from being 
paid under such section for expenditures in a 
grant year for which payment is available 
under such section 1903(a) after amounts 
available to pay for such expenditures under 
the grant awarded to the State under this 
section for the fiscal year have been ex-
hausted. 

(g) EVALUATION.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date on which the first grant is 
awarded to an eligible State under this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall, by grant, contract, 
or interagency agreement, conduct an eval-
uation of the demonstration projects carried 
out under this section that measures the 
health-related, quality of life, and cost out-
comes for eligible Medicaid beneficiaries and 
includes information relating to the quality, 

infrastructure, sustainability, and effective-
ness of such projects. 

(h) APPROPRIATIONS.—There are appro-
priated, from any funds in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the following 
amounts to carry out this section: 

(1) GRANTS TO STATES.—For grants to 
States, to remain available until expended— 

(A) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
(B) $6,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
(C) $8,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; 
(D) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2012; and 
(E) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2013. 
(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—For the provi-

sion of technical assistance through such 
center in accordance with subsection (e)— 

(A) $800,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
(B) $1,200,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
(C) $1,600,000 for fiscal year 2011; 
(D) $2,000,000 for fiscal year 2012; and 
(E) $2,400,000 for fiscal year 2013. 
(3) EVALUATION.—For conducting the eval-

uation required under subsection (g), 
$4,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
TITLE III—LONG TERM CARE INSURANCE 

SEC. 301. TREATMENT OF PREMIUMS ON QUALI-
FIED LONG-TERM CARE INSURANCE 
CONTRACTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part VII of subchapter B 
of chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to additional itemized deduc-
tions) is amended by redesignating section 
224 as section 225 and by inserting after sec-
tion 223 the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 224. PREMIUMS ON QUALIFIED LONG-TERM 

CARE INSURANCE CONTRACTS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-

vidual, there shall be allowed as a deduction 
an amount equal to the applicable percent-
age of the amount of eligible long-term care 
premiums (as defined in section 213(d)(10)) 
paid during the taxable year for coverage for 
the taxpayer and the taxpayer’s spouse and 
dependents under a qualified long-term care 
insurance contract (as defined in section 
7702B(b)). 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of subsection (a), the applicable per-
centage shall be determined in accordance 
with the following table: 
‘‘For taxable years be-

ginning in calendar 
year— 

The ap- 
plicable 
percent- 
age is— 

2010 or 2011 ................................ 25
2012 ............................................ 35
2013 ............................................ 65
2014 or thereafter ...................... 100. 
‘‘(c) COORDINATION WITH OTHER DEDUC-

TIONS.—Any amount paid by a taxpayer for 
any qualified long-term care insurance con-
tract to which subsection (a) applies shall 
not be taken into account in computing the 
amount allowable to the taxpayer as a de-
duction under section 162(l) or 213(a).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 62(a) of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended by inserting before 
the last sentence at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(22) PREMIUMS ON QUALIFIED LONG-TERM 
CARE INSURANCE CONTRACTS.—The deduction 
allowed by section 224.’’. 

(2) The table of sections for part VII of sub-
chapter B of chapter 1 of such Code is amend-
ed by striking the last item and inserting 
the following new items: 
‘‘Sec. 224. Premiums on qualified long-term 

care insurance contracts. 
‘‘Sec. 225. Cross reference.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2009. 
SEC. 302. CREDIT FOR TAXPAYERS WITH LONG- 

TERM CARE NEEDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
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Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to nonrefund-
able personal credits) is amended by insert-
ing after section 25D the following new sec-
tion: 
‘‘SEC. 25E. CREDIT FOR TAXPAYERS WITH LONG- 

TERM CARE NEEDS. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There shall be allowed as 

a credit against the tax imposed by this 
chapter for the taxable year an amount 
equal to the applicable credit amount multi-
plied by the number of applicable individuals 
with respect to whom the taxpayer is an eli-
gible caregiver for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE CREDIT AMOUNT.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable credit 
amount shall be determined in accordance 
with the following table: 
‘‘For taxable years be-

ginning in calendar 
year— 

The ap- 
plicable 

credit 
amount 

is— 
2010 ............................................ $1,000
2011 ............................................ 1,500
2012 ............................................ 2,000
2013 ............................................ 2,500
2014 or thereafter ...................... 3,000. 
‘‘(b) LIMITATION BASED ON ADJUSTED GROSS 

INCOME.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the credit 

allowable under subsection (a) shall be re-
duced (but not below zero) by $100 for each 
$1,000 (or fraction thereof) by which the tax-
payer’s modified adjusted gross income ex-
ceeds the threshold amount. For purposes of 
the preceding sentence, the term ‘modified 
adjusted gross income’ means adjusted gross 
income increased by any amount excluded 
from gross income under section 911, 931, or 
933. 

‘‘(2) THRESHOLD AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the term ‘threshold amount’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) $150,000 in the case of a joint return, 
and 

‘‘(B) $75,000 in any other case. 
‘‘(3) INDEXING.—In the case of any taxable 

year beginning in a calendar year after 2010, 
each dollar amount contained in paragraph 
(2) shall be increased by an amount equal to 
the product of— 

‘‘(A) such dollar amount, and 
‘‘(B) the medical care cost adjustment de-

termined under section 213(d)(10)(B)(ii) for 
the calendar year in which the taxable year 
begins, determined by substituting ‘August 
2009’ for ‘August 1996’ in subclause (II) there-
of. 
If any increase determined under the pre-
ceding sentence is not a multiple of $50, such 
increase shall be rounded to the next lowest 
multiple of $50. 

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

‘‘(1) APPLICABLE INDIVIDUAL.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable in-

dividual’ means, with respect to any taxable 
year, any individual who has been certified, 
before the due date for filing the return of 
tax for the taxable year (without exten-
sions), by a physician (as defined in section 
1861(r)(1) of the Social Security Act) as being 
an individual with long-term care needs de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) for a period— 

‘‘(i) which is at least 180 consecutive days, 
and 

‘‘(ii) a portion of which occurs within the 
taxable year. 
Notwithstanding the preceding sentence, a 
certification shall not be treated as valid un-
less it is made within the 391⁄2 month period 
ending on such due date (or such other pe-
riod as the Secretary prescribes). 

‘‘(B) INDIVIDUALS WITH LONG-TERM CARE 
NEEDS.—An individual is described in this 
subparagraph if the individual meets any of 
the following requirements: 

‘‘(i) The individual is at least 6 years of age 
and— 

‘‘(I) is unable to perform (without substan-
tial assistance from another individual) at 
least 3 activities of daily living (as defined in 
section 7702B(c)(2)(B)) due to a loss of func-
tional capacity, or 

‘‘(II) requires substantial supervision to 
protect such individual from threats to 
health and safety due to severe cognitive im-
pairment and is unable to perform, without 
reminding or cuing assistance, at least 1 ac-
tivity of daily living (as so defined) or to the 
extent provided in regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary (in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services), is un-
able to engage in age appropriate activities. 

‘‘(ii) The individual is at least 2 but not 6 
years of age and is unable due to a loss of 
functional capacity to perform (without sub-
stantial assistance from another individual) 
at least 2 of the following activities: eating, 
transferring, or mobility. 

‘‘(iii) The individual is under 2 years of age 
and requires specific durable medical equip-
ment by reason of a severe health condition 
or requires a skilled practitioner trained to 
address the individual’s condition to be 
available if the individual’s parents or 
guardians are absent. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE CAREGIVER.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A taxpayer shall be 

treated as an eligible caregiver for any tax-
able year with respect to the following indi-
viduals: 

‘‘(i) The taxpayer. 
‘‘(ii) The taxpayer’s spouse. 
‘‘(iii) An individual with respect to whom 

the taxpayer is allowed a deduction under 
section 151(c) for the taxable year. 

‘‘(iv) An individual who would be described 
in clause (iii) for the taxable year if section 
151(c) were applied by substituting for the 
exemption amount an amount equal to the 
sum of the exemption amount, the standard 
deduction under section 63(c)(2)(C), and any 
additional standard deduction under section 
63(c)(3) which would be applicable to the in-
dividual if clause (iii) applied. 

‘‘(v) An individual who would be described 
in clause (iii) for the taxable year if— 

‘‘(I) the requirements of clause (iv) are met 
with respect to the individual, and 

‘‘(II) the requirements of subparagraph (B) 
are met with respect to the individual in lieu 
of the support test under subsection (c)(1)(D) 
or (d)(1)(C) of section 152. 

‘‘(B) RESIDENCY TEST.—The requirements 
of this subparagraph are met if an individual 
has as his principal place of abode the home 
of the taxpayer and— 

‘‘(i) in the case of an individual who is an 
ancestor or descendant of the taxpayer or 
the taxpayer’s spouse, is a member of the 
taxpayer’s household for over half the tax-
able year, or 

‘‘(ii) in the case of any other individual, is 
a member of the taxpayer’s household for the 
entire taxable year. 

‘‘(C) SPECIAL RULES WHERE MORE THAN 1 ELI-
GIBLE CAREGIVER.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—If more than 1 individual 
is an eligible caregiver with respect to the 
same applicable individual for taxable years 
ending with or within the same calendar 
year, a taxpayer shall be treated as the eligi-
ble caregiver if each such individual (other 
than the taxpayer) files a written declara-
tion (in such form and manner as the Sec-
retary may prescribe) that such individual 
will not claim such applicable individual for 
the credit under this section. 

‘‘(ii) NO AGREEMENT.—If each individual re-
quired under clause (i) to file a written dec-
laration under clause (i) does not do so, the 
individual with the highest adjusted gross 
income shall be treated as the eligible care-
giver. 

‘‘(iii) MARRIED INDIVIDUALS FILING SEPA-
RATELY.—In the case of married individuals 
filing separately, the determination under 
this subparagraph as to whether the husband 
or wife is the eligible caregiver shall be made 
under the rules of clause (ii) (whether or not 
one of them has filed a written declaration 
under clause (i)). 

‘‘(d) IDENTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—No 
credit shall be allowed under this section to 
a taxpayer with respect to any applicable in-
dividual unless the taxpayer includes the 
name and taxpayer identification number of 
such individual, and the identification num-
ber of the physician certifying such indi-
vidual, on the return of tax for the taxable 
year. 

‘‘(e) TAXABLE YEAR MUST BE FULL TAX-
ABLE YEAR.—Except in the case of a taxable 
year closed by reason of the death of the tax-
payer, no credit shall be allowable under this 
section in the case of a taxable year covering 
a period of less than 12 months.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 6213(g)(2) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph (L), by 
striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (M) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by in-
serting after subparagraph (M) the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(N) an omission of a correct TIN or physi-
cian identification required under section 
25E(d) (relating to credit for taxpayers with 
long-term care needs) to be included on a re-
turn.’’. 

(2) The table of sections for subpart A of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of such 
Code is amended by inserting after the item 
relating to section 25D the following new 
item: 
‘‘Sec. 25E. Credit for taxpayers with long- 

term care needs.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2009. 
SEC. 303. TREATMENT OF PREMIUMS ON QUALI-

FIED LONG-TERM CARE INSURANCE 
CONTRACTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) CAFETERIA PLANS.—The last sentence of 

section 125(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (defining qualified benefits) is amended 
by inserting before the period at the end ‘‘; 
except that such term shall include the pay-
ment of premiums for any qualified long- 
term care insurance contract (as defined in 
section 7702B) to the extent the amount of 
such payment does not exceed the eligible 
long-term care premiums (as defined in sec-
tion 213(d)(10)) for such contract’’. 

(2) FLEXIBLE SPENDING ARRANGEMENTS.— 
Section 106 of such Code (relating to con-
tributions by an employer to accident and 
health plans) is amended by striking sub-
section (c) and redesignating subsection (d) 
as subsection (c). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 6041 of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(h) FLEXIBLE SPENDING ARRANGEMENT DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this section, a flexi-
ble spending arrangement is a benefit pro-
gram which provides employees with cov-
erage under which— 

‘‘(1) specified incurred expenses may be re-
imbursed (subject to reimbursement maxi-
mums and other reasonable conditions), and 

‘‘(2) the maximum amount of reimburse-
ment which is reasonably available to a par-
ticipant for such coverage is less than 500 
percent of the value of such coverage. 
In the case of an insured plan, the maximum 
amount reasonably available shall be deter-
mined on the basis of the underlying cov-
erage.’’. 
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(2) The following sections of such Code are 

each amended by striking ‘‘section 106(d)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 106(c)’’: sections 
223(b)(4)(B), 223(d)(4)(C), 223(f)(3)(B), 
3231(e)(11), 3306(b)(18), 3401(a)(22), 4973(g)(1), 
and 4973(g)(2)(B)(i). 

(3) Section 6041(f)(1) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘(as defined in section 
106(c)(2))’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2009. 
SEC. 304. ADDITIONAL CONSUMER PROTECTIONS 

FOR LONG-TERM CARE INSURANCE. 
(a) ADDITIONAL PROTECTIONS APPLICABLE 

TO LONG-TERM CARE INSURANCE.—Subpara-
graphs (A) and (B) of section 7702B(g)(2) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating 
to requirements of model regulation and 
Act) are amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of 
this paragraph are met with respect to any 
contract if such contract meets— 

‘‘(i) MODEL REGULATION.—The following re-
quirements of the model regulation: 

‘‘(I) Section 6A (relating to guaranteed re-
newal or noncancellability), other than para-
graph (5) thereof, and the requirements of 
section 6B of the model Act relating to such 
section 6A. 

‘‘(II) Section 6B (relating to prohibitions 
on limitations and exclusions) other than 
paragraph (7) thereof. 

‘‘(III) Section 6C (relating to extension of 
benefits). 

‘‘(IV) Section 6D (relating to continuation 
or conversion of coverage). 

‘‘(V) Section 6E (relating to discontinuance 
and replacement of policies). 

‘‘(VI) Section 7 (relating to unintentional 
lapse). 

‘‘(VII) Section 8 (relating to disclosure), 
other than sections 8F, 8G, 8H, and 8I there-
of. 

‘‘(VIII) Section 11 (relating to prohibitions 
against post-claims underwriting). 

‘‘(IX) Section 12 (relating to minimum 
standards). 

‘‘(X) Section 13 (relating to requirement to 
offer inflation protection). 

‘‘(XI) Section 25 (relating to prohibition 
against preexisting conditions and proba-
tionary periods in replacement policies or 
certificates). 

‘‘(XII) The provisions of section 28 relating 
to contingent nonforfeiture benefits, if the 
policyholder declines the offer of a nonfor-
feiture provision described in paragraph (4) 
of this subsection. 

‘‘(ii) MODEL ACT.—The following require-
ments of the model Act: 

‘‘(I) Section 6C (relating to preexisting 
conditions). 

‘‘(II) Section 6D (relating to prior hos-
pitalization). 

‘‘(III) The provisions of section 8 relating 
to contingent nonforfeiture benefits, if the 
policyholder declines the offer of a nonfor-
feiture provision described in paragraph (4) 
of this subsection. 

‘‘(B) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 
paragraph— 

‘‘(i) MODEL REGULATION.—The term ‘model 
regulation’ means the long-term care insur-
ance model regulation promulgated by the 
National Association of Insurance Commis-
sioners (as adopted as of December 2006). 

‘‘(ii) MODEL ACT.—The term ‘model Act’ 
means the long-term care insurance model 
Act promulgated by the National Associa-
tion of Insurance Commissioners (as adopted 
as of December 2006). 

‘‘(iii) COORDINATION.—Any provision of the 
model regulation or model Act listed under 
clause (i) or (ii) of subparagraph (A) shall be 
treated as including any other provision of 
such regulation or Act necessary to imple-
ment the provision. 

‘‘(iv) DETERMINATION.—For purposes of this 
section and section 4980C, the determination 
of whether any requirement of a model regu-
lation or the model Act has been met shall 
be made by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) EXCISE TAX.—Paragraph (1) of section 
4980C(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(relating to requirements of model provi-
sions) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) REQUIREMENTS OF MODEL PROVISIONS.— 
‘‘(A) MODEL REGULATION.—The following 

requirements of the model regulation must 
be met: 

‘‘(i) Section 9 (relating to required disclo-
sure of rating practices to consumer). 

‘‘(ii) Section 14 (relating to application 
forms and replacement coverage). 

‘‘(iii) Section 15 (relating to reporting re-
quirements). 

‘‘(iv) Section 22 (relating to filing require-
ments for marketing). 

‘‘(v) Section 23 (relating to standards for 
marketing), including inaccurate completion 
of medical histories, other than paragraphs 
(1), (6), and (9) of section 23C. 

‘‘(vi) Section 24 (relating to suitability). 
‘‘(vii) Section 26 (relating to policyholder 

notifications). 
‘‘(viii) Section 27 (relating to the right to 

reduce coverage and lower premiums). 
‘‘(ix) Section 31 (relating to standard for-

mat outline of coverage). 
‘‘(x) Section 32 (relating to requirement to 

deliver shopper’s guide). 
‘‘(B) MODEL ACT.—The following require-

ments of the model Act must be met: 
‘‘(i) Section 6F (relating to right to re-

turn). 
‘‘(ii) Section 6G (relating to outline of cov-

erage). 
‘‘(iii) Section 6H (relating to requirements 

for certificates under group plans). 
‘‘(iv) Section 6J (relating to policy sum-

mary). 
‘‘(v) Section 6K (relating to monthly re-

ports on accelerated death benefits). 
‘‘(vi) Section 7 (relating to incontestability 

period). 
‘‘(vii) Section 9 (relating to producer train-

ing requirements). 
‘‘(C) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 

paragraph, the terms ‘model regulation’ and 
‘model Act’ have the meanings given such 
terms by section 7702B(g)(2)(B).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to policies 
issued more than 1 year after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
TITLE IV—PROMOTING AND PROTECTING 

COMMUNITY LIVING 
SEC. 401. MANDATORY APPLICATION OF SPOUSAL 

IMPOVERISHMENT PROTECTIONS TO 
RECIPIENTS OF HOME AND COMMU-
NITY-BASED SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1924(h)(1)(A) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396r- 
5(h)(1)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘(at the 
option of the State)is described in section 
1902(a)(10)(A)(ii)(VI)’’ and inserting ‘‘is eligi-
ble for medical assistance for home and com-
munity-based services under subsection (c), 
(d), (e), (i), or (k) of section 1915’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) takes effect on Octo-
ber 1, 2008. 
SEC. 402. STATE AUTHORITY TO ELECT TO EX-

CLUDE UP TO 6 MONTHS OF AVER-
AGE COST OF NURSING FACILITY 
SERVICES FROM ASSETS OR RE-
SOURCES FOR PURPOSES OF ELIGI-
BILITY FOR HOME AND COMMUNITY- 
BASED SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1917 of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396p) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(i) STATE AUTHORITY TO EXCLUDE UP TO 6 
MONTHS OF AVERAGE COST OF NURSING FACIL-

ITY SERVICES FROM HOME AND COMMUNITY- 
BASED SERVICES ELIGIBILITY DETERMINA-
TIONS.—Nothing in this section or any other 
provision of this title, shall be construed as 
prohibiting a State from excluding from any 
determination of an individual’s assets or re-
sources for purposes of determining the eligi-
bility of the individual for medical assist-
ance for home and community-based services 
under subsection (c), (d), (e), (i), or (k) of sec-
tion 1915 (if a State imposes an limitation on 
assets or resources for purposes of eligibility 
for such services), an amount equal to the 
product of the amount applicable under sub-
section (c)(1)(E)(ii)(II) (at the time such de-
termination is made) and such number, not 
to exceed 6, as the State may elect.’’. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in the 
amendment made by subsection (a) shall be 
construed as affecting a State’s option to 
apply less restrictive methodologies under 
section 1902(r)(2) for purposes of determining 
income and resource eligibility for individ-
uals specified in that section. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) takes effect on Octo-
ber 1, 2008. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. 501. IMPROVED DATA COLLECTION. 

(a) SECRETARIAL REQUIREMENT TO REVISE 
DATA REPORTING FORMS AND SYSTEMS TO EN-
SURE UNIFORM AND CONSISTENT REPORTING BY 
STATES.—Not later than 6 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services, acting 
through the Administrator of the Centers for 
Medicare & Medicaid Services, shall revise 
CMS Form 372, CMS Form 64, and CMS Form 
64.9 (or any successor forms) and the Med-
icaid Statistical Information Statistics 
(MSIS) claims processing system to ensure 
that, with respect to any State that provides 
medical assistance to individuals under a 
waiver or State plan amendment approved 
under subsection (c), (d), (e), (i), (j), or (k) of 
section 1915 of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1396n), the State reports to the Sec-
retary, not less than annually and in a man-
ner that is consistent and uniform for all 
States (and, in the case of medical assistance 
provided under a waiver or State plan 
amendment under any such subsection for 
home and community-based services, in a 
manner that is consistent and uniform with 
the data required to be reported for purposes 
of monitoring or evaluating the provision of 
such services under the State plan or under 
a waiver approved under section 1115 of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1315) to pro-
vide such services) the following data: 

(1) The total number of individuals pro-
vided medical assistance for such services 
under each waiver to provide such services 
conducted by the State and each State plan 
amendment option to provide such services 
elected by the State. 

(2) The total amount of expenditures in-
curred for such services under each such 
waiver and State plan amendment option, 
disaggregated by expenditures for medical 
assistance and administrative or other ex-
penditures. 

(3) The types of such services provided by 
the State under each such waiver and State 
plan amendment option. 

(4) The number of individuals on a waiting 
list (if any) to be enrolled under each such 
waiver and State plan amendment option or 
to receive services under each such waiver 
and State plan amendment option. 

(5) With respect to home health services, 
private duty nursing services, case manage-
ment services, and rehabilitative services 
provided under each such waiver and State 
plan amendment option, the total number of 
individuals provided each type of such serv-
ices, the total amount of expenditures in-
curred for each type of services, and whether 
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each such service was provided for long-term 
care or acute care purposes. 

(b) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, acting through the Administrator 
of the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Serv-
ices, shall make publicly available, in a 
State identifiable manner, the data de-
scribed in subsection (a) through an Internet 
website and otherwise as the Secretary de-
termines appropriate. 
SEC. 502. GAO REPORT ON MEDICAID HOME 

HEALTH SERVICES AND THE EXTENT 
OF CONSUMER SELF-DIRECTION OF 
SUCH SERVICES. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall study the provision 
of home health services under State Med-
icaid plans under title XIX of the Social Se-
curity Act. Such study shall include an ex-
amination of the extent to which there are 
variations among the States with respect to 
the provision of home health services in gen-
eral under State Medicaid plans, including 
the extent to which such plans impose limits 
on the types of services that a home health 
aide may provide a Medicaid beneficiary and 
the extent to which States offer consumer 
self-direction of such services or allow for 
other consumer-oriented policies with re-
spect to such services. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit a report to Con-
gress on the results of the study conducted 
under subsection (a), together with such rec-
ommendations for legislative or administra-
tive changes as the Comptroller General de-
termines appropriate in order to provide 
home health services under State Medicaid 
plans in accordance with identified best 
practices for the provision of such services. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to join my colleague Senator 
KERRY today to introduce the Empow-
ered at Home Act. This bill is a con-
tinuation of efforts that I undertook in 
2005 to improve access to home and 
community based services for those 
needing long-term care. This is an im-
portant piece of legislation that con-
tinues our efforts to make cost-effec-
tive home and community based care 
options more available to those who 
need it. 

In 2005, I introduced the Improving 
Long-term Care Choices Act with Sen-
ator BAYH. That legislation set forth a 
series of proposals aimed at improving 
the accessibility of long-term care in-
surance and promoting awareness 
about the protection that long-term 
care insurance can offer. It also sought 
to broaden the availability of the types 
of long-term care services such as 
home and community-based care, 
which many people prefer to institu-
tional care. 

The year 2005 ended up being a very 
important year for health policy as it 
relates to Americans who need exten-
sive care. In the Deficit Reduction Act 
of 2005, Congress passed into law the 
Family Opportunity Act, the Money 
Follows the Person initiative, and 
many critical pieces of the Improving 
Long-term Care Choices Act. With the 
bill I am introducing today with Sen-
ator KERRY, I hope to set us on the 
path to completing the work we start-
ed in 2005. 

Making our long-term care system 
more efficient is a critical goal as we 

consider the future of health care. 
There are more than 35 million Ameri-
cans, roughly 12 percent of the U.S. 
population, over the age of 65. This 
number is expected to increase dra-
matically over the next few decades as 
the baby boomers age and life expect-
ancy increases. According to the U.S. 
Administration on Aging, by the year 
2030, there will be more than 70 million 
elderly persons in the United States. 
As the U.S. population ages, more and 
more Americans will require long-term 
care services. 

The need for long-term care will also 
be affected by the number of individ-
uals under the age of 65 who may re-
quire a lifetime of care. Currently, al-
most half of all Americans who need 
long-term care services are individuals 
with disabilities under the age of 65. 
This number includes over 5 million 
working-age adults and approximately 
400,000 children. 

Long-term care for elderly and dis-
abled individuals, including care at 
home and in nursing homes, represents 
almost 40 percent of Medicaid expendi-
tures. Contrary to general assump-
tions, it is Medicaid, not Medicare, 
that pays for the largest portion of 
long-term care for the elderly. Over 65 
percent of Medicaid long-term care ex-
penditures support elderly and disabled 
individuals in nursing facilities and in-
stitutions. Although most people who 
need long-term care prefer to remain 
at home, Medicaid spending for long- 
term care remains heavily weighted to-
ward institutional care. 

Section 6086 of the Deficit Reduction 
Act of 2005 (DRA, P.L. 109–171) was 
based on the Improving Long-term 
Care Choices Act. The DRA provision 
authorized a new optional benefit 
under Medicaid that allows States to 
extend home and community-based 
services to Medicaid beneficiaries 
under the section 1915(i) Home and 
Community-Based Services State Op-
tion. Under this authority, States can 
offer Medicaid-covered home and com-
munity-based services under a State’s 
Medicaid plan without obtaining a sec-
tion 1915(c) home and community-based 
waiver. Eligibility for these section 
1915(i) services may be extended only to 
Medicaid beneficiaries already enrolled 
in the program whose income does not 
exceed 150 percent of the Federal pov-
erty level. 

To date, only one State, my own 
State of Iowa, has sought to take ad-
vantage of the provision authorized 
through the DRA. While we had hoped 
far more States would participate, we 
know that the relatively low income 
cap, 150 percent, in the DRA provision 
creates an administrative complexity 
that has not made the option appealing 
for States. 

In this bill we are introducing today, 
the income eligibility standard would 
be raised for access to covered services 
under section 1915(i) to persons who 
qualify for Medicaid because their in-
come does not exceed a specified level 
established by the State up to 300 per-

cent of the maximum Supplemental 
Security Income, SSI, payment appli-
cable to a person living at home. This 
will significantly increase the number 
of people eligible for these services. 
States will be able to align their insti-
tutional and home and community- 
based care income eligibility levels. 

The bill would also establish two new 
optional eligibility pathways into Med-
icaid. These groups would be eligible 
for section 1915(i) home and commu-
nity-based services as well as services 
offered under a State’s broader Med-
icaid program. Under this bill, States 
with an approved 1915(k) State plan 
amendment would have the option to 
extend Medicaid eligibility to individ-
uals: (1) who are not otherwise eligible 
for medical assistance; (2) whose in-
come does not exceed 300 percent of the 
supplemental security income benefit 
rate; and (3) who would satisfy State- 
established needs-based criteria based 
upon a State’s determination that the 
provision of home and community- 
based services would reasonably be ex-
pected to prevent, delay, or decrease 
the need for institutionalized care. 
Under this new eligibility pathway, 
States could choose to either limit 
Medicaid benefits to those home and 
community-based services offered 
under section 1915(k) or allow eligibles 
to access services available under a 
State’s broader Medicaid program in 
addition to the 1915(k) benefits. These 
changes will give the States the option 
of exploring the use of an inter-
ventional use of home and community- 
based services. If States have the flexi-
bility to provide the benefit as con-
templated in the bill, they can try to 
delay the need for institutional care 
and people in their homes longer. 

As the number of Americans reaching 
retirement age grows proportionally 
larger, ultimately the number of Amer-
icans needing more extensive care will 
grow. Many of those Americans will 
look to Medicaid for assistance. States 
need more tools to provide numerous 
options to people in need so that they 
can stay in their own homes as long as 
possible. 

The cost of providing long-term care 
in an institutional setting is far more 
expensive care than providing care in 
the home. States will benefit from hav-
ing options before them that allow 
them to keep people appropriately in 
home settings longer. The more States 
learn how to use those tools, the more 
states and ultimately the Federal tax-
payer will benefit from reduced costs 
for institutional care. 

I am also pleased that this bill will 
include key provisions from S. 2337, the 
Long-Term Care Affordability and Se-
curity Act of 2007. The bill includes im-
portant tax provisions that I intro-
duced in previous Congresses as well— 
most recently, the Improving Long- 
term Care Choices Act of 2005, intro-
duced in the 109 Congress. 

Research shows that the elderly pop-
ulation will nearly double by 2030. By 
2050, the population of those aged 85 
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and older will have grown by more 
than 300 percent. Research also shows 
that the average age at which individ-
uals need long-term care services, such 
as home health care or a private room 
at a nursing home, is 75. Currently, the 
average annual cost for a private room 
at a nursing home is more than $75,000. 
This cost is expected to be in excess of 
$140,000 by 2030. 

Based on these facts, we can see that 
our Nation needs to prepare its citizens 
for the challenges they may face in old 
age. One way to prepare for these chal-
lenges is by encouraging more Ameri-
cans to obtain long-term care insur-
ance coverage. To date, only 10 percent 
of seniors have long-term care insur-
ance policies, and only 7 percent of all 
private-sector employees are offered 
long-term care insurance as a vol-
untary benefit. 

Under current law, employees may 
pay for certain health-related benefits, 
which may include health insurance 
premiums, co-pays, and disability or 
life insurance, on a pre-tax basis under 
cafeteria plans and flexible spending 
arrangements, ‘‘FSAs’’. Essentially, an 
employee may elect to reduce his or 
her annual salary to pay for these ben-
efits, and the employee doesn’t pay 
taxes on the amounts used to pay these 
costs. Employees, however, are explic-
itly prohibited from paying for the cost 
of long-term care insurance coverage 
tax free. 

Our bill would allow employers, for 
the first time, to offer qualified long- 
term care insurance to employees 
under FSAs and cafeteria plans. This 
means employees would be permitted 
to pay for qualified long-term care in-
surance premiums on a tax-free basis. 
This would make it easier for employ-
ees to purchase long-term care insur-
ance, which many find unaffordable. 
This should also encourage younger in-
dividuals to purchase long-term care 
insurance. The younger the person is at 
the time the long-care insurance con-
tract is purchased, the lower the insur-
ance premium. 

Our bill also allows an individual tax-
payer to deduct the cost of their long- 
term care insurance policy. In other 
words, the individual can reduce their 
gross income by the premiums that 
they pay for a long-term care policy, 
and therefore, pay less in taxes. This 
tax benefit for long-term care insur-
ance should encourage more individ-
uals to purchase these policies. It cer-
tainly makes a policy more affordable, 
especially for younger individuals. This 
would allow a middle-aged taxpayer to 
start planning for the future now. 

Finally, a provision that is included 
in our bill that I am really proud of is 
one that provides a tax credit to long- 
term caregivers. Long-term caregivers 
could include the taxpayer, him- or 
herself. Senator KERRY and I recognize 
that these taxpayers—who have long- 
term care needs, yet are taking care of 
themselves—should be provided extra 
assistance. Also, taxpayers taking care 
of a family member with long-term 

care needs would also be eligible for 
the tax credit. These taxpayers should 
be given a helping hand. As our popu-
lation continues to age, the least that 
we can do is provide a tax benefit for 
these struggling individuals. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. SMITH): 

S. 3330. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the de-
duction for domestic production activi-
ties for film and television produc-
tions, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce legislation to 
stimulate domestic film production 
and create jobs. I am pleased to be 
joined by my colleague from Oregon, 
Senator GORDON SMITH. 

Our bill, the Domestic Film Produc-
tion Equity Act of 2008, would expand a 
tax deduction, known as the section 199 
domestic production incentive, for 
qualifying U.S. film producers. 

In 2008, this deduction will be worth 6 
percent of a domestic manufacturer’s 
qualifying production activities. It will 
increase to nine percent in 2010. 

Specifically, our bill would expand 
the production incentive to allow stu-
dios to include wages paid to full-time 
short-term employees, including U.S. 
actors, writers, directors, and produc-
tion personnel in determining the limit 
on the deduction amount. 

The bill will treat films produced by 
partnerships between several studios as 
qualified property, each partner must 
have at least 20 percent interest in a 
project to qualify. 

The bill will deduct income from the 
licensing of copyrights and trademarks 
relating to films; and lastly, the bill 
will deduct income from films and TV 
programs broadcast over the Internet. 

Most film production companies re-
ceive only a limited benefit from the 
production incentive because the in-
dustry relies heavily on short-term 
contract work, and because many films 
are produced by multiple studios 
through partnerships. 

As a matter of fairness, these domes-
tic production incentives should be ex-
tended to fully benefit an industry that 
employs over 1.3 million Americans. 

Filming a movie is different than tra-
ditional domestic manufacturing be-
cause short-term contract workers, in-
cluding actors, writers, directors, and 
production personnel often work full- 
time on projects; multiple studios 
often produce one project; studios gen-
erate significant licensing fees associ-
ated with copyrights and trademarks 
related to films; and a number of 
media, including the Internet may be 
used to view each film or production. 

Our bill takes these circumstances 
into account to modernize this section 
of the tax code. 

The film industry is an important 
asset to the American economy. 

More than 1.3 million Americans 
work in motion picture and television 
production. 

In 2005, these jobs provided $30.24 bil-
lion in wages, with employees earning 
an average salary of $73,000. 

Of these employees, 231,000 were 
short-term contractors, often working 
multiple projects each year. 

California was the primary location 
for 365 film productions in 2005. This 
generated $42.2 billion in economic ac-
tivity for my State. 

Our bill would help studios continue 
to provide opportunities to these tal-
ented actors, writers, directors, and 
production personnel in America. 

Expanding the Section 199 deduction 
to include these four categories is also 
a response to the competitive business 
of captivating an increasingly tech-
nology-adept viewing audience. 

The film industry, like the music in-
dustry, is increasingly seeing their 
sales move to digital formats via the 
internet. On iTunes—an online digital 
music store operated by Apple—around 
50,000 movies are rented or sold each 
day. 

Moreover, by not allowing film stu-
dios to take advantage of domestic pro-
duction tax incentives, we risk losing 
more operations abroad. 

For example, Canada currently pro-
vides domestic film producers with a 
tax credit worth 15 percent of quali-
fying production costs. Foreign studios 
with operations in Canada may also re-
ceive a tax credit worth up to 16 per-
cent of wages paid to Canadian resi-
dents. 

The film industry plays a unique role 
in our society. 

The world recognizes Hollywood as 
the center of the entertainment indus-
try. Millions of tourists annually trav-
el from across the globe to visit the 
sites that embody the golden age of 
film. 

Hollywood film studios are American 
institutions that continue to produce 
some of the finest films in the world. 

Needless to say, it is critical that 
studios continue to film in my State 
and across the country. If not, the 
golden age of Hollywood and the eco-
nomic activity it brings may be a part 
of the past. 

We are fortunate to have a vibrant 
domestic film industry. 

This legislation will help ensure that 
the U.S. entertainment industry con-
tinues to be the world leader. 

American workers and our economy 
stand to benefit. 

Efforts to expand the production in-
centive for domestic films have en-
joyed broad bi-partisan support. Our 
bill is similar to a provision included 
in the tax extenders package which 
passed the House overwhelmingly by a 
vote of 263–160 in May. 

I am hopeful that the Senate will 
move quickly to enact this much-need-
ed modernization of the tax code. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 
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S. 3330 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Domestic 
Film Production Equity Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. PROVISIONS RELATED TO FILM AND TEL-

EVISION PRODUCTIONS. 
(a) MODIFICATIONS TO DEDUCTION FOR DO-

MESTIC ACTIVITIES.— 
(1) DETERMINATION OF W-2 WAGES.—Para-

graph (2) of section 199(b) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to W-2 wages) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) SPECIAL RULE FOR QUALIFIED FILM.—In 
the case of a qualified film, such term shall 
include compensation for services performed 
in the United States by actors, production 
personnel, directors, and producers.’’. 

(2) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED FILM.—Para-
graph (6) of section 199(c) of such Code (relat-
ing to qualified film) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: ‘‘A qualified film 
shall include any copyrights, trademarks, or 
other intangibles with respect to such film. 
The methods and means of distributing a 
qualified film shall not affect the avail-
ability of the deduction under this section.’’. 

(3) PARTNERSHIPS.—Subparagraph (A) of 
section 199(d)(1) of such Code (relating to 
partnerships and S corporations) is amended 
by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of each partner of a part-
nership, or shareholder of an S corporation, 
who owns (directly or indirectly) at least 20 
percent of the capital interests in such part-
nership or of the stock of such S corpora-
tion— 

‘‘(I) such partner or shareholder shall be 
treated as having engaged directly in any 
film produced by such partnership or S cor-
poration, and 

‘‘(II) such partnership or S corporation 
shall be treated as having engaged directly 
in any film produced by such partner or 
shareholder.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2007. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and 
Mr. CRAPO): 

S. 3331. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to require that 
the payment of the manufacturers’ ex-
cise tax on recreational equipment be 
paid quarterly; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I am 
pleased today to join with my friend 
Senator CRAPO to introduce an impor-
tant piece of legislation that would 
help to strengthen the financial health 
of America’s firearm and ammunition 
manufacturers, who in turn support 
wildlife conservation in America. 

The firearm and ammunition indus-
try pays a Federal excise tax of 11 per-
cent on long guns and ammunition and 
10 percent on handguns. The Tax and 
Trade Bureau in the Treasury Depart-
ment collects this tax. The Bureau 
sends the proceeds to the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, where they are depos-
ited into the Wildlife Restoration 
Trust Fund, also known as the Pitt-
man-Robertson Trust Fund. 

The tax is a major source of con-
servation funding in America. Since 

1991, the firearm and ammunition in-
dustry has contributed about $3 billion 
to the Pittman-Robertson Fund. 

Of all the industries that pay excise 
taxes on the sale of their products to 
support wildlife conservation efforts, 
firearms and ammunition manufactur-
ers are the only ones that have to pay 
excise taxes every 2 weeks. Other in-
dustries, such as archery and fishing, 
pay their tax every 3 months. 

This frequent payment obligation im-
poses a costly and inequitable burden 
on the firearms and ammunition indus-
try. Manufacturers spend thousands of 
additional man-hours just to admin-
ister the paperwork associated with 
making the bi-weekly excise payments. 

According to the National Shooting 
Sports Foundation, changing the de-
posit schedule from a bi-weekly to 
quarterly payment would save the in-
dustry an estimated $21.6 million dol-
lars a year. That’s money that the in-
dustry could use for investment in re-
searching and developing new products, 
purchasing new manufacturing plants 
and equipment, and communicating 
with the hunting and shooting sports 
community. 

Let me take a moment to explain 
what this legislation does not do. It 
does not reduce the firearm and ammu-
nition industry’s excise tax rates. It 
simply adds fairness to the tax code. 

It is important for my Colleagues to 
understand the history and nature of 
the firearm and ammunition excise 
tax. During the Great Depression, 
hunters and conservationists recog-
nized that overharvesting of wildlife 
would destroy America’s treasured 
wildlife and natural habitats. Sports-
men, state wildlife agencies, and the 
firearm and ammunition industries 
lobbied Congress to extend the existing 
10 percent excise tax and impose a new 
11 percent excise tax to create a new 
fund. The fund was called the Pittman- 
Robertson Trust Fund after Senator 
Key Pittman of Nevada and Represent-
ative A. Willis Robertson of Virginia. 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt signed 
the legislation into law in 1937. 

The industry, hunters, and conserva-
tionists came together to create this 
structure. They recognized the impor-
tance of conservation. And they en-
couraged Congress to impose a tax on 
their guns and ammo. It is a rare thing 
when taxpayers ask to be taxed. But 
preserving our country’s wildlife habi-
tat was and continues to be that im-
portant. 

Today, more than $700 million each 
year is generated and used exclusively 
to establish, restore, and protect wild-
life habitats. 

Now let me explain the effect that 
the bill we are introducing today would 
have on the Pittman-Robertson Trust 
Fund. As the Joint Committee on Tax-
ation explained in its revenue esti-
mate, the net budget effect to the fund 
is $4 million. This is purely a result of 
the shift in the timing of collections, 
from bi-weekly to quarterly, over a 10- 
year budget window. Consumers of fire-

arms and ammunition would still pay 
the exact same amount of tax. 

The firearm and ammunition indus-
try recognizes the 10-year $4 million 
loss to the trust fund. The industry de-
veloped a comprehensive 5-year pro-
posal to ease this effect. Under the pro-
posal, the industry would contribute 
$150,000 a year for the next 5 years, a 
total of $750,000, to the fund. 

These actions again show the part-
nership between hunters, conservation 
groups, and the firearm and ammuni-
tion industry to protect conservation 
programs and initiatives. That is why 
this legislation is supported by the fol-
lowing groups: Archery Trade Associa-
tion; Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies; Boon and Young; Congres-
sional Sportsmen’s Foundation; Delta 
Waterfowl; Ducks Unlimited; National 
Rifle Association; National Shooting 
Sports Foundation, Inc.; National Wild 
Turkey Federation; North American 
Wetlands Conservation Council; Pheas-
ants Forever; Rocky Mountain Elk 
Foundation; Safari Club International; 
Wildlife Management Institute; U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service; U.S. Sports-
men’s Alliance. 

I urge my Colleagues to support this 
legislation. I hope that we can come to-
gether, just as the industry, hunters, 
and conservation groups have, to pass 
this legislation. It’s a matter of tax 
fairness. Let us do our part to correct 
this inequity in the tax code. Let us do 
our part to support an American busi-
ness that in turn supports wildlife 
habitat restoration and conservation. 

By Mr. STEVENS (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI): 

S. 3333. A bill to amend the Whaling 
Convention Act so that it expressly ap-
plies to aboriginal subsistence whaling, 
and in particular, authorizes the Sec-
retary of Commerce to set bowhead 
whale catch limits in the event that 
the IWC fails to adopt such limits; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, cur-
rently, annual catch limits for subsist-
ence whaling by Alaskan natives is set 
through periodic negotiations of the 
international whaling commission. In 
setting the quota, the IWC has tremen-
dous power to influence the lives—even 
the survival—of these aboriginal com-
munities. 

For over 30 years I have worked with 
the International Whaling Commission 
to secure the right for native Alaskans 
to hunt bowhead whales and preserve 
their subsistence lifestyle. Currently, 
native Alaskans living in 10 villages on 
Alaska’s north slope and St. Lawrence 
Island carry forward an ancient tradi-
tion of harvesting small numbers of 
bowhead whales. Not only do these 
whales serve as a primary source of 
food for the communities, but they de-
fine their very identity and culture. 

The Alaska natives who rely on this 
subsistence hunt have complied with 
the mandates passed down from the 
IWC to ensure a sustainable and hu-
mane harvest. In fact, since the IWC 
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began regulating these catches, the 
number of bowhead whales in the Arc-
tic has risen substantially. 

The IWC, however, may not always 
produce the bowhead quota upon which 
Alaska natives depend due to political 
games. Over the last several years, I 
have seen other nations attempt to in-
fluence the U.S. position on other 
whaling issues at the IWC by specifi-
cally interfering with the native Alas-
kans bowhead quota votes. This is un-
acceptable. Any positions on whaling 
issues under IWC’s purview need to be 
debated on their own merits. It is un-
thinkable to allow other countries to 
use The health and welfare of our Alas-
ka natives, whose lives depend on this 
hunt, as leverage for influencing U.S. 
positions on other IWC matters. 

The legislation I am introducing will 
ensure that native Alaskans maintain 
their rights to engage in subsistence 
whaling—an ancient practice vital to 
their culture and survival. This bill 
would amend the Whaling Convention 
Act of 1949 to authorize the Secretary 
of Commerce to issue bowhead whale 
catch limits for aboriginal subsistence 
whaling in Alaska native communities. 

This bill ensures that the U.S. will 
continue to seek and negotiate 
bowhead whaling quota through the 
IWC. But if the IWC is unable to issue 
bowhead whaling quota, the Secretary 
of Commerce could then issue domestic 
aboriginal subsistence whaling per-
mits. Such action would need to ensure 
consistency with IWC rules on subsist-
ence whaling ensuring safe, sustain-
able, and humane hunts, and the har-
vest must not exceed the original sub-
sistence needs recommended by the 
U.S. 

The IWC has the great responsibility 
of ensuring that any subsistence whal-
ing, now or in the future, is carried out 
in a scientifically sound and sustain-
able manner. I continue to support the 
IWC’s efforts on this vital issue. yet 
the United States must also protect 
the rights of our native communities 
to continue their ancient subsistence 
bowhead harvesting. This bill strikes 
the proper balance between supporting 
IWC work and protecting our Alaska 
native communities. I thank my col-
leagues for considering this important 
legislation. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 622—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK BEGINNING 
SEPTEMBER 7, 2008, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL HISTORICALLY BLACK 
COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 
WEEK’’ 

Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. BOND, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. BURR, 
Mr. BYRD, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. COBURN, Mr. COCHRAN, 
Mr. CORNYN, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. DODD, 
Mrs. DOLE, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. 

HUTCHISON, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms. LANDRIEU, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. MAR-
TINEZ, Mr. MCCAIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. NEL-
SON of Florida, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. SPECTER, Mr. VITTER, Mr. WARNER, 
and Mr. WICKER) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 622 

Whereas there are 103 historically Black 
colleges and universities in the United 
States; 

Whereas historically Black colleges and 
universities provide the quality education 
essential to full participation in a complex, 
highly technological society; 

Whereas historically Black colleges and 
universities have a rich heritage and have 
played a prominent role in the history of the 
United States; 

Whereas historically Black colleges and 
universities have allowed many underprivi-
leged students to attain their full potential 
through higher education; and 

Whereas the achievements and goals of his-
torically Black colleges and universities are 
deserving of national recognition: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week beginning Sep-

tember 7, 2008, as ‘‘National Historically 
Black Colleges and Universities Week’’; and 

(2) calls on the people of the United States 
and interested groups to observe the week 
with appropriate ceremonies, activities, and 
programs to demonstrate support for histori-
cally Black colleges and universities in the 
United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 623—RECOG-
NIZING THE IMPORTANCE OF 
THE ROLE OF THE LANDER 
TRAIL IN THE SETTLEMENT OF 
THE AMERICAN WEST ON THE 
150TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
LANDER TRAIL 
Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr. 

BARRASSO) submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 623 

Whereas Frederick W. Lander first sur-
veyed and supervised construction of the 
Lander Trail in 1858 to provide emigrants 
with a travelable link between the Oregon 
and California Trails; 

Whereas 13,000 emigrants traveled on the 
Lander Trail during the settlement of the 
Western United States; 

Whereas the Lander Trail was the first 
Federal road west of the Mississippi River; 

Whereas travelers in the American West 
used the Lander Trail for 54 years until 1912; 
and 

Whereas people can still experience the 
Lander Trail in the same setting that Fred-
erick W. Lander first began construction in 
1858: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate honors the im-
portant role of the Lander Trail in the set-
tlement of the Western United States on the 
sesquicentennial anniversary of the Lander 
Trail. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I rise today 
to recognize a part of Wyoming’s his-
tory that is celebrating its one hundred 
and fiftieth anniversary this year. The 
Lander Trail, which runs for 256 miles 
from South Pass, WY, to Fort Hall, ID, 
was an important part of the expansion 

of the American West in the 1800s when 
people took up the challenge to ‘‘go 
west’’ and settle new territory. In 1858, 
Frederick W. Lander began surveying 
and construction for the first federally 
funded road west of the Mississippi to 
provide a better route for emigrants 
headed to California, Oregon, and a 
new life on the frontier. Today, I would 
like to recognize the historical role the 
Lander Trail played in Wyoming and 
the American West. 

It was tough going for emigrants 
going west in the 1850s. The dangerous 
journey halfway across the country 
could take 6 months or more. After the 
Lander Trail was completed, it was a 
better road through easier territory. 
Emigrants headed to California or Or-
egon could cut 7 days off their journey 
by following the Lander Trail, and 
there were good sources of food, water, 
and forage for livestock along the way. 
Thirteen thousand people traveled the 
Lander Trail on their way to home-
stead in western territories or to pan 
for gold in California. The Lander Trail 
is part of the National Historic Trails 
system and is listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places. 

The Lander Trail can still be seen 
today in Wyoming and the land looks 
almost the same as it did when Fred-
erick Lander first started surveying it. 
The work of groups in Wyoming like 
the Lander Trail Foundation have en-
sured that the history of this unique 
piece of my State is being preserved 
and that people today can go and see 
and experience the Lander Trail. I 
would like to take this opportunity to 
recognize the role that the Lander 
Trail has played in the history of my 
State of Wyoming and the settlement 
of the American West. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 5114. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy commod-
ities, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 5115. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, and Mr. INHOFE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5116. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5117. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself and 
Mr. MCCONNELL) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5118. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself and 
Mr. VOINOVICH) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5119. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. 
KYL, and Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5120. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
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to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5121. Mr. BOND submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5122. Mr. BOND submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5123. Mr. BOND submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5124. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5125. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5126. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5127. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5128. Mr. ALLARD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5129. Mr. ALEXANDER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5130. Mr. ENSIGN (for himself and Mr. 
SUNUNU) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5131. Mr. BUNNING (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5132. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5133. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5134. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5135. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, Mr. 
REID, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. DOR-
GAN, Mr. DURBIN , Mr. KERRY, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mrs. CLINTON, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. NELSON, of Florida, 
and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5136. Mr. GREGG (for himself and Mr. 
SUNUNU) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5137. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr. 
DOMENICI, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. MCCONNELL, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BOND, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. BURR, Mr. 
COCHRAN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, 
Mrs. DOLE, Mr. ENZI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. VITTER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. 
WICKER, and Mr. SUNUNU) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5138. Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
BUNNING, and Mr. ENZI) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5139. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5140. Mr. SHELBY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5141. Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5142. Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5143. Mr. CORKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5144. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, and Mr. SUNUNU) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 3268, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5145. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5146. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5147. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5148. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5149. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5150. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5151. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5152. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5153. Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. 
CRAPO, Mr. BOND, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. 
INHOFE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5154. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5155. Mr. CRAPO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5156. Mr. CRAPO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5157. Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5158. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5159. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5160. Mr. STEVENS (for himself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5161. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5162. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. 
WEBB) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5163. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5164. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5165. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5166. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5167. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5168. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5169. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5170. Mr. SMITH (for himself, Mr. 
CRAIG, Mr. STEVENS, and Ms. MURKOWSKI) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 3268, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5171. Mr. VOINOVICH (for himself, Mr. 
ROBERTS, and Mr. SUNUNU) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5172. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5173. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5174. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5175. Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mr. 
DOMENICI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5176. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5177. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5178. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5179. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. 
KYL, Mr. MCCAIN, and Mr. INHOFE) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 5180. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself and 
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
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3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5181. Mr. THUNE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5182. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5183. Mr. SMITH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5184. Mr. REED (for himself and Ms. 
SNOWE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5185. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5186. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, Mr. 
LIEBERMAN, and Mr. NELSON, of Florida) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill S. 3268, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5187. Mrs. DOLE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5188. Mr. LAUTENBERG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 5189. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5181 submitted by Mr. THUNE 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5190. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5171 submitted by Mr. 
VOINOVICH (for himself, Mr. ROBERTS, and 
Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 5191. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5166 submitted by Mr. BURR 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5192. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5162 submitted by Mr. WAR-
NER (for himself and Mr. WEBB) and intended 
to be proposed to the bill S. 3268, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5193. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5161 submitted by Mr. 
CORNYN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5194. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5154 submitted by Mr. 
COBURN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5195. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5153 submitted by Mr. CRAIG 
(for himself, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. BOND, Mr. 
VITTER, and Mr. INHOFE) and intended to be 
proposed to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5196. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5147 submitted by Mr. 
DEMINT and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5197. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5137 submitted by Mr. COLE-

MAN (for himself, Mr. DOMENICI, Mrs. 
HUTCHISON, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BOND, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
BUNNING, Mr. BURR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. DOLE, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
VITTER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. 
SUNUNU) and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5198. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5132 submitted by Ms. 
LANDRIEU and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5199. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5123 submitted by Mr. BOND 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5200. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5121 submitted by Mr. BOND 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5201. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5116 submitted by Mr. 
DOMENICI and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5202. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5110 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5203. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5090 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5204. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5097 submitted by Mr. COLE-
MAN and intended to be proposed to the bill 
S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 5205. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5108 submitted by Mr. 
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 5206. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5109 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5207. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5110 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5208. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5116 submitted by Mr. 
DOMENICI and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5209. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5121 submitted by Mr. BOND 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5210. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5123 submitted by Mr. BOND 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5211. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5132 submitted by Ms. 
LANDRIEU and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5212. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5137 submitted by Mr. COLE-
MAN (for himself, Mr. DOMENICI, Mrs. 
HUTCHISON, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BOND, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
BUNNING, Mr. BURR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. DOLE, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
VITTER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. 
SUNUNU) and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5213. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5147 submitted by Mr. 
DEMINT and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5214. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5153 submitted by Mr. CRAIG 
(for himself, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. BOND, Mr. 
VITTER, and Mr. INHOFE) and intended to be 
proposed to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5215. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5154 submitted by Mr. 
COBURN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5216. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5161 submitted by Mr. 
CORNYN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5217. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5162 submitted by Mr. WAR-
NER (for himself and Mr. WEBB) and intended 
to be proposed to the bill S. 3268, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5218. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5166 submitted by Mr. BURR 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5219. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5171 submitted by Mr. 
VOINOVICH (for himself, Mr. ROBERTS, and 
Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 5220. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5181 submitted by Mr. THUNE 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5221. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5090 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5222. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5092 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5223. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5097 submitted by Mr. COLE-
MAN and intended to be proposed to the bill 
S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 
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SA 5224. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5108 submitted by Mr. 
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 5225. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5109 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5226. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5090 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5227. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5092 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5228. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5097 submitted by Mr. COLE-
MAN and intended to be proposed to the bill 
S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 5229. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5108 submitted by Mr. 
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 5230. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5109 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5231. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5110 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5232. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5116 submitted by Mr. 
DOMENICI and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5233. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5121 submitted by Mr. BOND 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5234. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5123 submitted by Mr. BOND 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5235. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5132 submitted by Ms. 
LANDRIEU and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5236. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5137 submitted by Mr. COLE-
MAN (for himself, Mr. DOMENICI, Mrs. 
HUTCHISON, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BOND, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
BUNNING, Mr. BURR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. DOLE, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
VITTER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. 
SUNUNU) and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5237. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 5147 submitted by Mr. 
DEMINT and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5238. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5153 submitted by Mr. CRAIG 
(for himself, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. BOND, Mr. 
VITTER, and Mr. INHOFE) and intended to be 
proposed to the bill S. 3268, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 5239. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5154 submitted by Mr. 
COBURN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5240. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5161 submitted by Mr. 
CORNYN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5241. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5161 submitted by Mr. 
CORNYN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 5242. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5166 submitted by Mr. BURR 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5243. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5171 submitted by Mr. 
VOINOVICH (for himself, Mr. ROBERTS, and 
Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 3268, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 5244. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5181 submitted by Mr. THUNE 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5245. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5092 submitted by Mr. VITTER 
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 5246. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 5135 submitted by Mr. BINGA-
MAN (for himself, Mr. REID, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
KERRY, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mrs. 
CLINTON, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. 
NELSON of Florida, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and 
intended to be proposed to the bill S. 3268, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 5114. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. FUNDING FOR SCIENTIFIC INVENTORY 

OF OIL AND GAS RESERVES. 
Section 604 of the Energy Act of 2000 (42 

U.S.C. 6217) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(e) FUNDING.—On October 1, 2008, out of 
any funds in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall transfer to the Secretary of the Inte-

rior $500,000,000 to carry out this section, 
without further appropriation or fiscal year 
limitation.’’. 

SA 5115. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself, 
Mr. VOINOVICH, and Mr. INHOFE) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, to 
amend the Commodity Exchange Act, 
to prevent excessive price speculation 
with respect to energy commodities, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROCUREMENT AND ACQUISITION OF 

ALTERNATIVE FUELS. 
Section 526 of the Energy Independence 

and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17142) is 
repealed. 
SEC. ll. REMOVAL OF PROHIBITION ON FINAL 

REGULATIONS FOR COMMERCIAL 
LEASING PROGRAM FOR OIL SHALE 
RESOURCES ON PUBLIC LAND. 

Section 433 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2152) is repealed. 

SA 5116. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘American Energy Production Act of 
2008’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definition of Secretary. 

TITLE I—TRADITIONAL RESOURCES 
Subtitle A—Outer Continental Shelf 

Sec. 101. Publication of projected State lines 
on outer Continental Shelf. 

Sec. 102. Production of oil and natural gas in 
new producing areas. 

Sec. 103. Conforming amendment. 
Subtitle B—Leasing Program for Land 

Within Coastal Plain 
Sec. 111. Definitions. 
Sec. 112. Leasing program for land within 

the Coastal Plain. 
Sec. 113. Lease sales. 
Sec. 114. Grant of leases by the Secretary. 
Sec. 115. Lease terms and conditions. 
Sec. 116. Coastal Plain environmental pro-

tection. 
Sec. 117. Expedited judicial review. 
Sec. 118. Rights-of-way and easements 

across Coastal Plain. 
Sec. 119. Conveyance. 
Sec. 120. Local government impact aid and 

community service assistance. 
Sec. 121. Prohibition on exports. 
Sec. 122. Allocation of revenues. 

Subtitle C—Permitting 
Sec. 131. Refinery permitting process. 
Sec. 132. Removal of additional fee for new 

applications for permits to 
drill. 

Subtitle D—Restoration of State Revenue 
Sec. 141. Restoration of State revenue. 

TITLE II—ALTERNATIVE RESOURCES 
Subtitle A—Renewable Fuel and Advanced 

Energy Technology 
Sec. 201. Definition of renewable biomass. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00102 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0655 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7305 July 24, 2008 
Sec. 202. Advanced battery manufacturing 

incentive program. 
Sec. 203. Biofuels infrastructure and addi-

tives research and development. 
Sec. 204. Study of increased consumption of 

ethanol-blended gasoline with 
higher levels of ethanol. 

Sec. 205. Study of diesel vehicle attributes. 
Subtitle B—Clean Coal-Derived Fuels for 

Energy Security 
Sec. 211. Short title. 
Sec. 212. Definitions. 
Sec. 213. Clean coal-derived fuel program. 

Subtitle C—Oil Shale 
Sec. 221. Removal of prohibition on final 

regulations for commercial 
leasing program for oil shale re-
sources on public land. 

Subtitle D—Department of Defense Facilita-
tion of Secure Domestic Fuel Development 

Sec. 231. Procurement and acquisition of al-
ternative fuels. 

Sec. 232. Multiyear contract authority for 
the Department of Defense for 
the procurement of synthetic 
fuels. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY. 
In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 

the Secretary of Energy. 
TITLE I—TRADITIONAL RESOURCES 

Subtitle A—Outer Continental Shelf 
SEC. 101. PUBLICATION OF PROJECTED STATE 

LINES ON OUTER CONTINENTAL 
SHELF. 

Section 4(a)(2)(A) of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(2)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by designating the first, second, and 
third sentences as clause (i), (iii), and (iv), 
respectively; 

(2) in clause (i) (as so designated), by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of the American Energy Pro-
duction Act of 2008’’; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (i) (as so des-
ignated) the following: 

‘‘(ii)(I) The projected lines shall also be 
used for the purpose of preleasing and leas-
ing activities conducted in new producing 
areas under section 32. 

‘‘(II) This clause shall not affect any prop-
erty right or title to Federal submerged land 
on the outer Continental Shelf. 

‘‘(III) In carrying out this clause, the 
President shall consider the offshore admin-
istrative boundaries beyond State submerged 
lands for planning, coordination, and admin-
istrative purposes of the Department of the 
Interior, but may establish different bound-
aries.’’. 
SEC. 102. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
The Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 

U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 32. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
political subdivision of a new producing 
State any part of which political subdivision 
is— 

‘‘(A) within the coastal zone (as defined in 
section 304 of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)) of the new pro-
ducing State as of the date of enactment of 
this section; and 

‘‘(B) not more than 200 nautical miles from 
the geographic center of any leased tract. 

‘‘(2) MORATORIUM AREA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘moratorium 

area’ means an area covered by sections 104 
through 105 of the Department of the Inte-

rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2118) (as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this section). 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘moratorium 
area’ does not include an area located in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

‘‘(3) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘new 
producing area’ means any moratorium area 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of a State 
that is located greater than 50 miles from 
the coastline of the State. 

‘‘(4) NEW PRODUCING STATE.—The term ‘new 
producing State’ means a State that has, 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of the 
State, a new producing area available for oil 
and gas leasing under subsection (b). 

‘‘(5) OFFSHORE ADMINISTRATIVE BOUND-
ARIES.—The term ‘offshore administrative 
boundaries’ means the administrative bound-
aries established by the Secretary beyond 
State submerged land for planning, coordina-
tion, and administrative purposes of the De-
partment of the Interior and published in the 
Federal Register on January 3, 2006 (71 Fed. 
Reg. 127). 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
REVENUES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ means all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of enactment of this section for new pro-
ducing areas. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ does not 
include— 

‘‘(i) revenues from a bond or other surety 
forfeited for obligations other than the col-
lection of royalties; 

‘‘(ii) revenues from civil penalties; 
‘‘(iii) royalties taken by the Secretary in- 

kind and not sold; 
‘‘(iv) revenues generated from leases sub-

ject to section 8(g); or 
‘‘(v) any revenues considered qualified 

outer Continental Shelf revenues under sec-
tion 102 of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-
rity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432). 

‘‘(b) PETITION FOR LEASING NEW PRODUCING 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date on 
which the President delineates projected 
State lines under section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii), the 
Governor of a State with a new producing 
area within the offshore administrative 
boundaries beyond the submerged land of the 
State may submit to the Secretary a peti-
tion requesting that the Secretary make the 
new producing area available for oil and gas 
leasing. 

‘‘(2) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—Notwith-
standing section 18, as soon as practicable 
after receipt of a petition under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve the petition 
if the Secretary determines that leasing the 
new producing area would not create an un-
reasonable risk of harm to the marine, 
human, or coastal environment. 

‘‘(c) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM NEW PRO-
DUCING AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 and subject to the other provisions of this 
subsection, for each applicable fiscal year, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in the general fund of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in a special account in 
the Treasury from which the Secretary shall 
disburse— 

‘‘(i) 75 percent to new producing States in 
accordance with paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(ii) 25 percent to provide financial assist-
ance to States in accordance with section 6 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l –8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5). 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING STATES 
AND COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(A) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING 
STATES.—Effective for fiscal year 2008 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, the amount made 
available under paragraph (1)(B)(i) shall be 
allocated to each new producing State in 
amounts (based on a formula established by 
the Secretary by regulation) proportional to 
the amount of qualified outer Continental 
Shelf revenues generated in the new pro-
ducing area offshore each State. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
20 percent of the allocable share of each new 
producing State, as determined under sub-
paragraph (A), to the coastal political sub-
divisions of the new producing State. 

‘‘(ii) ALLOCATION.—The amount paid by the 
Secretary to coastal political subdivisions 
shall be allocated to each coastal political 
subdivision in accordance with subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) of section 31(b)(4). 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—The amount al-
located to a new producing State for each 
fiscal year under paragraph (2) shall be at 
least 5 percent of the amounts available 
under for the fiscal year under paragraph 
(1)(B)(i). 

‘‘(4) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under subparagraph (B) of para-
graph (1) for the applicable fiscal year shall 
be made available in accordance with that 
subparagraph during the fiscal year imme-
diately following the applicable fiscal year. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZED USES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), each new producing State and coastal 
political subdivision shall use all amounts 
received under paragraph (2) in accordance 
with all applicable Federal and State laws, 
only for 1 or more of the following purposes: 

‘‘(i) Projects and activities for the purposes 
of coastal protection, including conserva-
tion, coastal restoration, hurricane protec-
tion, and infrastructure directly affected by 
coastal wetland losses. 

‘‘(ii) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

‘‘(iii) Implementation of a federally ap-
proved marine, coastal, or comprehensive 
conservation management plan. 

‘‘(iv) Mitigation of the impact of outer 
Continental Shelf activities through the 
funding of onshore infrastructure projects. 

‘‘(v) Planning assistance and the adminis-
trative costs of complying with this section. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 3 percent 
of amounts received by a new producing 
State or coastal political subdivision under 
paragraph (2) may be used for the purposes 
described in subparagraph (A)(v). 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—Amounts made 
available under paragraph (1)(B) shall— 

‘‘(A) be made available, without further ap-
propriation, in accordance with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(B) remain available until expended; and 
‘‘(C) be in addition to any amounts appro-

priated under— 
‘‘(i) other provisions of this Act; 
‘‘(ii) the Land and Water Conservation 

Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.); or 
‘‘(iii) any other provision of law. 

‘‘(d) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM OTHER 
AREAS.—Notwithstanding section 9, for each 
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applicable fiscal year, the terms and condi-
tions of subsection (c) shall apply to the dis-
position of qualified outer Continental Shelf 
revenues that— 

‘‘(1) are derived from oil or gas leasing in 
an area that is not included in the current 5- 
year plan of the Secretary for oil or gas leas-
ing; and 

‘‘(2) are not assumed in the budget of the 
United States Government submitted by the 
President under section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code.’’. 
SEC. 103. CONFORMING AMENDMENT. 

Sections 104 through 105 of the Department 
of the Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public 
Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118) are repealed. 
Subtitle B—Leasing Program for Land Within 

Coastal Plain 
SEC. 111. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) COASTAL PLAIN.—The term ‘‘Coastal 

Plain’’ means that area identified as the 
‘‘1002 Coastal Plain Area’’ on the map. 

(2) FEDERAL AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Fed-
eral Agreement’’ means the Federal Agree-
ment and Grant Right-of-Way for the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline issued on January 23, 1974, 
in accordance with section 28 of the Mineral 
Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 185) and the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline Authorization Act (43 U.S.C. 
1651 et seq.). 

(3) FINAL STATEMENT.—The term ‘‘Final 
Statement’’ means the final legislative envi-
ronmental impact statement on the Coastal 
Plain, dated April 1987, and prepared pursu-
ant to section 1002 of the Alaska National In-
terest Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
3142) and section 102(2)(C) of the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)). 

(4) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
entitled ‘‘Arctic National Wildlife Refuge’’, 
dated September 2005, and prepared by the 
United States Geological Survey. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior (or the 
designee of the Secretary), acting through 
the Director of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment in consultation with the Director of 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
and in coordination with a State coordinator 
appointed by the Governor of the State of 
Alaska. 
SEC. 112. LEASING PROGRAM FOR LAND WITHIN 

THE COASTAL PLAIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATION.—Congress authorizes 

the exploration, leasing, development, pro-
duction, and economically feasible and pru-
dent transportation of oil and gas in and 
from the Coastal Plain. 

(2) ACTIONS.—The Secretary shall take 
such actions as are necessary— 

(A) to establish and implement, in accord-
ance with this subtitle, a competitive oil and 
gas leasing program that will result in an en-
vironmentally sound program for the explo-
ration, development, and production of the 
oil and gas resources of the Coastal Plain 
while taking into consideration the interests 
and concerns of residents of the Coastal 
Plain, which is the homeland of the 
Kaktovikmiut Inupiat; and 

(B) to administer this subtitle through reg-
ulations, lease terms, conditions, restric-
tions, prohibitions, stipulations, and other 
provisions that— 

(i) ensure the oil and gas exploration, de-
velopment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, their habi-
tat, subsistence resources, and the environ-
ment; and 

(ii) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-

tion to all exploration, development, and 
production operations under this subtitle in 
a manner that ensures the receipt of fair 
market value by the public for the mineral 
resources to be leased. 

(b) REPEAL.— 
(1) REPEAL.—Section 1003 of the Alaska Na-

tional Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 
U.S.C. 3143) is repealed. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents contained in section 1 of that Act 
(16 U.S.C. 3101 note) is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 1003. 

(c) COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS UNDER 
CERTAIN OTHER LAWS.— 

(1) COMPATIBILITY.—For purposes of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System Adminis-
tration Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 668dd et seq.)— 

(A) the oil and gas pre-leasing and leasing 
program, and activities authorized by this 
section in the Coastal Plain, shall be consid-
ered to be compatible with the purposes for 
which the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
was established; and 

(B) no further findings or decisions shall be 
required to implement that program and 
those activities. 

(2) ADEQUACY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR’S LEGISLATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT STATEMENT.—The Final Statement 
shall be considered to satisfy the require-
ments under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) that 
apply with respect to pre-leasing activities, 
including exploration programs and actions 
authorized to be taken by the Secretary to 
develop and promulgate the regulations for 
the establishment of a leasing program au-
thorized by this subtitle before the conduct 
of the first lease sale. 

(3) COMPLIANCE WITH NEPA FOR OTHER AC-
TIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Before conducting the 
first lease sale under this subtitle, the Sec-
retary shall prepare an environmental im-
pact statement in accordance with the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) with respect to the ac-
tions authorized by this subtitle that are not 
referred to in paragraph (2). 

(B) IDENTIFICATION AND ANALYSIS.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, in 
carrying out this paragraph, the Secretary 
shall not be required— 

(i) to identify nonleasing alternative 
courses of action; or 

(ii) to analyze the environmental effects of 
those courses of action. 

(C) IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED ACTION.— 
Not later than 18 months after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(i) identify only a preferred action and a 
single leasing alternative for the first lease 
sale authorized under this subtitle; and 

(ii) analyze the environmental effects and 
potential mitigation measures for those 2 al-
ternatives. 

(D) PUBLIC COMMENTS.—In carrying out 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall consider 
only public comments that are filed not later 
than 20 days after the date of publication of 
a draft environmental impact statement. 

(E) EFFECT OF COMPLIANCE.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, compli-
ance with this paragraph shall be considered 
to satisfy all requirements for the analysis 
and consideration of the environmental ef-
fects of proposed leasing under this subtitle. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO STATE AND LOCAL AU-
THORITY.—Nothing in this subtitle expands 
or limits any State or local regulatory au-
thority. 

(e) SPECIAL AREAS.— 
(1) DESIGNATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, after con-

sultation with the State of Alaska, the 
North Slope Borough, Alaska, and the City 
of Kaktovik, Alaska, may designate not 

more than 45,000 acres of the Coastal Plain 
as a special area if the Secretary determines 
that the special area would be of such unique 
character and interest as to require special 
management and regulatory protection. 

(B) SADLEROCHIT SPRING AREA.—The Sec-
retary shall designate as a special area in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (A) the 
Sadlerochit Spring area, comprising approxi-
mately 4,000 acres as depicted on the map. 

(2) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall 
manage each special area designated under 
this subsection in a manner that— 

(A) respects and protects the Native people 
of the area; and 

(B) preserves the unique and diverse char-
acter of the area, including fish, wildlife, 
subsistence resources, and cultural values of 
the area. 

(3) EXCLUSION FROM LEASING OR SURFACE 
OCCUPANCY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ex-
clude any special area designated under this 
subsection from leasing. 

(B) NO SURFACE OCCUPANCY.—If the Sec-
retary leases all or a portion of a special 
area for the purposes of oil and gas explo-
ration, development, production, and related 
activities, there shall be no surface occu-
pancy of the land comprising the special 
area. 

(4) DIRECTIONAL DRILLING.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this sub-
section, the Secretary may lease all or a por-
tion of a special area under terms that per-
mit the use of horizontal drilling technology 
from sites on leases located outside the spe-
cial area. 

(f) LIMITATION ON CLOSED AREAS.—The Sec-
retary may not close land within the Coastal 
Plain to oil and gas leasing or to explo-
ration, development, or production except in 
accordance with this subtitle. 

(g) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 15 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, in 
consultation with appropriate agencies of 
the State of Alaska, the North Slope Bor-
ough, Alaska, and the City of Kaktovik, 
Alaska, the Secretary shall issue such regu-
lations as are necessary to carry out this 
subtitle, including rules and regulations re-
lating to protection of the fish and wildlife, 
fish and wildlife habitat, and subsistence re-
sources of the Coastal Plain. 

(2) REVISION OF REGULATIONS.—The Sec-
retary may periodically review and, as ap-
propriate, revise the rules and regulations 
issued under paragraph (1) to reflect any sig-
nificant scientific or engineering data that 
come to the attention of the Secretary. 

SEC. 113. LEASE SALES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Land may be leased pur-
suant to this subtitle to any person qualified 
to obtain a lease for deposits of oil and gas 
under the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 
et seq.). 

(b) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulation, establish procedures for— 

(1) receipt and consideration of sealed 
nominations for any area in the Coastal 
Plain for inclusion in, or exclusion (as pro-
vided in subsection (c)) from, a lease sale; 

(2) the holding of lease sales after that 
nomination process; and 

(3) public notice of and comment on des-
ignation of areas to be included in, or ex-
cluded from, a lease sale. 

(c) LEASE SALE BIDS.—Bidding for leases 
under this subtitle shall be by sealed com-
petitive cash bonus bids. 

(d) ACREAGE MINIMUM IN FIRST SALE.—For 
the first lease sale under this subtitle, the 
Secretary shall offer for lease those tracts 
the Secretary considers to have the greatest 
potential for the discovery of hydrocarbons, 
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taking into consideration nominations re-
ceived pursuant to subsection (b)(1), but in 
no case less than 200,000 acres. 

(e) TIMING OF LEASE SALES.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(1) not later than 22 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act, conduct the first 
lease sale under this subtitle; 

(2) not later than September 30, 2012, con-
duct a second lease sale under this subtitle; 
and 

(3) conduct additional sales at appropriate 
intervals if sufficient interest in exploration 
or development exists to warrant the con-
duct of the additional sales. 
SEC. 114. GRANT OF LEASES BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon payment by a lessee 
of such bonus as may be accepted by the Sec-
retary, the Secretary may grant to the high-
est responsible qualified bidder in a lease 
sale conducted pursuant to section 113 a 
lease for any land on the Coastal Plain. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT TRANSFERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—No lease issued under this 

subtitle may be sold, exchanged, assigned, 
sublet, or otherwise transferred except with 
the approval of the Secretary. 

(2) CONDITION FOR APPROVAL.—Before 
granting any approval described in para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall consult with 
and give due consideration to the opinion of 
the Attorney General. 
SEC. 115. LEASE TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An oil or gas lease issued 
pursuant to this subtitle shall— 

(1) provide for the payment of a royalty of 
not less than 161⁄2 percent of the amount or 
value of the production removed or sold from 
the lease, as determined by the Secretary in 
accordance with regulations applicable to 
other Federal oil and gas leases; 

(2) provide that the Secretary may close, 
on a seasonal basis, such portions of the 
Coastal Plain to exploratory drilling activi-
ties as are necessary to protect caribou 
calving areas and other species of fish and 
wildlife; 

(3) require that each lessee of land within 
the Coastal Plain shall be fully responsible 
and liable for the reclamation of land within 
the Coastal Plain and any other Federal land 
that is adversely affected in connection with 
exploration, development, production, or 
transportation activities within the Coastal 
Plain conducted by the lessee or by any of 
the subcontractors or agents of the lessee; 

(4) provide that the lessee may not dele-
gate or convey, by contract or otherwise, 
that reclamation responsibility and liability 
to another person without the express writ-
ten approval of the Secretary; 

(5) provide that the standard of reclama-
tion for land required to be reclaimed under 
this subtitle shall be, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable— 

(A) a condition capable of supporting the 
uses that the land was capable of supporting 
prior to any exploration, development, or 
production activities; or 

(B) upon application by the lessee, to a 
higher or better standard, as approved by the 
Secretary; 

(6) contain terms and conditions relating 
to protection of fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment as required under section 
112(a)(2); 

(7) provide that each lessee, and each agent 
and contractor of a lessee, use their best ef-
forts to provide a fair share of employment 
and contracting for Alaska Natives and Alas-
ka Native Corporations from throughout the 
State of Alaska, as determined by the level 
of obligation previously agreed to in the Fed-
eral Agreement; and 

(8) contain such other provisions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary to en-

sure compliance with this subtitle and regu-
lations issued under this subtitle. 

(b) PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary, as a term and condition of each lease 
under this subtitle, and in recognizing the 
proprietary interest of the Federal Govern-
ment in labor stability and in the ability of 
construction labor and management to meet 
the particular needs and conditions of 
projects to be developed under the leases 
issued pursuant to this subtitle (including 
the special concerns of the parties to those 
leases), shall require that each lessee, and 
each agent and contractor of a lessee, under 
this subtitle negotiate to obtain a project 
labor agreement for the employment of la-
borers and mechanics on production, mainte-
nance, and construction under the lease. 
SEC. 116. COASTAL PLAIN ENVIRONMENTAL PRO-

TECTION. 
(a) NO SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE EFFECT 

STANDARD TO GOVERN AUTHORIZED COASTAL 
PLAIN ACTIVITIES.—In accordance with sec-
tion 112, the Secretary shall administer this 
subtitle through regulations, lease terms, 
conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, stipu-
lations, or other provisions that— 

(1) ensure, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, that oil and gas exploration, devel-
opment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, and the environment; 

(2) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion on all new exploration, development, 
and production operations; and 

(3) ensure that the maximum surface acre-
age covered in connection with the leasing 
program by production and support facili-
ties, including airstrips and any areas cov-
ered by gravel berms or piers for support of 
pipelines, does not exceed 2,000 acres on the 
Coastal Plain. 

(b) SITE-SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT AND MITIGA-
TION.—The Secretary shall require, with re-
spect to any proposed drilling and related ac-
tivities on the Coastal Plain, that— 

(1) a site-specific environmental analysis 
be made of the probable effects, if any, that 
the drilling or related activities will have on 
fish and wildlife, fish and wildlife habitat, 
subsistence resources, subsistence uses, and 
the environment; 

(2) a plan be implemented to avoid, mini-
mize, and mitigate (in that order and to the 
maximum extent practicable) any signifi-
cant adverse effect identified under para-
graph (1); and 

(3) the development of the plan occur after 
consultation with— 

(A) each agency having jurisdiction over 
matters mitigated by the plan; 

(B) the State of Alaska; 
(C) North Slope Borough, Alaska; and 
(D) the City of Kaktovik, Alaska. 
(c) REGULATIONS TO PROTECT COASTAL 

PLAIN FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES, SUB-
SISTENCE USERS, AND THE ENVIRONMENT.—Be-
fore implementing the leasing program au-
thorized by this subtitle, the Secretary shall 
prepare and issue regulations, lease terms, 
conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, stipu-
lations, or other measures designed to en-
sure, to the maximum extent practicable, 
that the activities carried out on the Coastal 
Plain under this subtitle are conducted in a 
manner consistent with the purposes and en-
vironmental requirements of this subtitle. 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND OTHER REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The proposed regulations, lease 
terms, conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, 
and stipulations for the leasing program 
under this subtitle shall require— 

(1) compliance with all applicable provi-
sions of Federal and State environmental 
law (including regulations); 

(2) implementation of and compliance 
with— 

(A) standards that are at least as effective 
as the safety and environmental mitigation 
measures, as described in items 1 through 29 
on pages 167 through 169 of the Final State-
ment, on the Coastal Plain; 

(B) seasonal limitations on exploration, de-
velopment, and related activities, as nec-
essary, to avoid significant adverse effects 
during periods of concentrated fish and wild-
life breeding, denning, nesting, spawning, 
and migration; 

(C) design safety and construction stand-
ards for all pipelines and any access and 
service roads that minimize, to the max-
imum extent practicable, adverse effects 
on— 

(i) the passage of migratory species (such 
as caribou); and 

(ii) the flow of surface water by requiring 
the use of culverts, bridges, or other struc-
tural devices; 

(D) prohibitions on general public access 
to, and use of, all pipeline access and service 
roads; 

(E) stringent reclamation and rehabilita-
tion requirements in accordance with this 
subtitle for the removal from the Coastal 
Plain of all oil and gas development and pro-
duction facilities, structures, and equipment 
on completion of oil and gas production oper-
ations, except in a case in which the Sec-
retary determines that those facilities, 
structures, or equipment— 

(i) would assist in the management of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge; and 

(ii) are donated to the United States for 
that purpose; 

(F) appropriate prohibitions or restrictions 
on— 

(i) access by all modes of transportation; 
(ii) sand and gravel extraction; and 
(iii) use of explosives; 
(G) reasonable stipulations for protection 

of cultural and archaeological resources; 
(H) measures to protect groundwater and 

surface water, including— 
(i) avoidance, to the maximum extent 

practicable, of springs, streams, and river 
systems; 

(ii) the protection of natural surface drain-
age patterns and wetland and riparian habi-
tats; and 

(iii) the regulation of methods or tech-
niques for developing or transporting ade-
quate supplies of water for exploratory drill-
ing; and 

(I) research, monitoring, and reporting re-
quirements; 

(3) that exploration activities (except sur-
face geological studies) be limited to the pe-
riod between approximately November 1 and 
May 1 of each year and be supported, if nec-
essary, by ice roads, winter trails with ade-
quate snow cover, ice pads, ice airstrips, and 
air transport methods (except that those ex-
ploration activities may be permitted at 
other times if the Secretary determines that 
the exploration will have no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment of the Coastal Plain); 

(4) consolidation of facility siting; 
(5) avoidance or reduction of air traffic-re-

lated disturbance to fish and wildlife; 
(6) treatment and disposal of hazardous 

and toxic wastes, solid wastes, reserve pit 
fluids, drilling muds and cuttings, and do-
mestic wastewater, including, in accordance 
with applicable Federal and State environ-
mental laws (including regulations)— 

(A) preparation of an annual waste man-
agement report; 

(B) development and implementation of a 
hazardous materials tracking system; and 

(C) prohibition on the use of chlorinated 
solvents; 
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(7) fuel storage and oil spill contingency 

planning; 
(8) conduct of periodic field crew environ-

mental briefings; 
(9) avoidance of significant adverse effects 

on subsistence hunting, fishing, and trap-
ping; 

(10) compliance with applicable air and 
water quality standards; 

(11) appropriate seasonal and safety zone 
designations around well sites, within which 
subsistence hunting and trapping shall be 
limited; and 

(12) development and implementation of 
such other protective environmental require-
ments, restrictions, terms, or conditions as 
the Secretary, after consultation with the 
State of Alaska, North Slope Borough, Alas-
ka, and the City of Kaktovik, Alaska, deter-
mines to be necessary. 

(e) CONSIDERATIONS.—In preparing and 
issuing regulations, lease terms, conditions, 
restrictions, prohibitions, or stipulations 
under this section, the Secretary shall take 
into consideration— 

(1) the stipulations and conditions that 
govern the National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska leasing program, as set forth in the 
1999 Northeast National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska Final Integrated Activity Plan/Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement; 

(2) the environmental protection standards 
that governed the initial Coastal Plain seis-
mic exploration program under parts 37.31 
through 37.33 of title 50, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (or successor regulations); and 

(3) the land use stipulations for explor-
atory drilling on the KIC–ASRC private land 
described in Appendix 2 of the agreement be-
tween Arctic Slope Regional Corporation and 
the United States dated August 9, 1983. 

(f) FACILITY CONSOLIDATION PLANNING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—After providing for public 

notice and comment, the Secretary shall pre-
pare and periodically update a plan to gov-
ern, guide, and direct the siting and con-
struction of facilities for the exploration, de-
velopment, production, and transportation of 
oil and gas resources from the Coastal Plain. 

(2) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the plan 
shall be— 

(A) the avoidance of unnecessary duplica-
tion of facilities and activities; 

(B) the encouragement of consolidation of 
common facilities and activities; 

(C) the location or confinement of facili-
ties and activities to areas that will mini-
mize impact on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment; 

(D) the use of existing facilities, to the 
maximum extent practicable; and 

(E) the enhancement of compatibility be-
tween wildlife values and development ac-
tivities. 

(g) ACCESS TO PUBLIC LAND.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) manage public land in the Coastal Plain 
in accordance with subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 811 of the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3121); and 

(2) ensure that local residents shall have 
reasonable access to public land in the 
Coastal Plain for traditional uses. 
SEC. 117. EXPEDITED JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) FILING OF COMPLAINTS.— 
(1) DEADLINE.—A complaint seeking judi-

cial review of a provision of this subtitle or 
an action of the Secretary under this sub-
title shall be filed— 

(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
during the 90-day period beginning on the 
date on which the action being challenged 
was carried out; or 

(B) in the case of a complaint based solely 
on grounds arising after the 90-day period de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), during the 90- 

day period beginning on the date on which 
the complainant knew or reasonably should 
have known about the grounds for the com-
plaint. 

(2) VENUE.—A complaint seeking judicial 
review of a provision of this subtitle or an 
action of the Secretary under this subtitle 
shall be filed in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia. 

(3) SCOPE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Judicial review of a deci-

sion of the Secretary under this subtitle (in-
cluding an environmental analysis of such a 
lease sale) shall be— 

(i) limited to a review of whether the deci-
sion is in accordance with this subtitle; and 

(ii) based on the administrative record of 
the decision. 

(B) PRESUMPTIONS.—Any identification by 
the Secretary of a preferred course of action 
relating to a lease sale, and any analysis by 
the Secretary of environmental effects, 
under this subtitle shall be presumed to be 
correct unless proven otherwise by clear and 
convincing evidence. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OTHER REVIEW.—Any ac-
tion of the Secretary that is subject to judi-
cial review under this section shall not be 
subject to judicial review in any civil or 
criminal proceeding for enforcement. 
SEC. 118. RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND EASEMENTS 

ACROSS COASTAL PLAIN. 
For purposes of section 1102(4)(A) of the 

Alaska National Interest Lands Conserva-
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 3162(4)(A)), any rights-of- 
way or easements across the Coastal Plain 
for the exploration, development, produc-
tion, or transportation of oil and gas shall be 
considered to be established incident to the 
management of the Coastal Plain under this 
section. 
SEC. 119. CONVEYANCE. 

Notwithstanding section 1302(h)(2) of the 
Alaska National Interest Lands Conserva-
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 3192(h)(2)), to remove any 
cloud on title to land, and to clarify land 
ownership patterns in the Coastal Plain, the 
Secretary shall— 

(1) to the extent necessary to fulfill the en-
titlement of the Kaktovik Inupiat Corpora-
tion under sections 12 and 14 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1611, 1613), as determined by the Secretary, 
convey to that Corporation the surface es-
tate of the land described in paragraph (1) of 
Public Land Order 6959, in accordance with 
the terms and conditions of the agreement 
between the Secretary, the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the Bureau of 
Land Management, and the Kaktovik 
Inupiat Corporation, dated January 22, 1993; 
and 

(2) convey to the Arctic Slope Regional 
Corporation the remaining subsurface estate 
to which that Corporation is entitled under 
the agreement between that corporation and 
the United States, dated August 9, 1983. 
SEC. 120. LOCAL GOVERNMENT IMPACT AID AND 

COMMUNITY SERVICE ASSISTANCE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re-

ceipt of funds under section 122(2), the State 
of Alaska shall establish in the treasury of 
the State, and administer in accordance with 
this section, a fund to be known as the 
‘‘Coastal Plain Local Government Impact 
Aid Assistance Fund’’ (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Fund’’). 

(2) DEPOSITS.—Subject to paragraph (1), the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit into 
the Fund, $35,000,000 each year from the 
amount available under section 122(2)(A). 

(3) INVESTMENT.—The Governor of the 
State of Alaska (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Governor’’) shall invest amounts in the 
Fund in interest-bearing securities of the 
United States or the State of Alaska. 

(b) ASSISTANCE.—The Governor, in coopera-
tion with the Mayor of the North Slope Bor-
ough, shall use amounts in the Fund to pro-
vide assistance to North Slope Borough, 
Alaska, the City of Kaktovik, Alaska, and 
any other borough, municipal subdivision, 
village, or other community in the State of 
Alaska that is directly impacted by explo-
ration for, or the production of, oil or gas on 
the Coastal Plain under this subtitle, or any 
Alaska Native Regional Corporation acting 
on behalf of the villages and communities 
within its region whose lands lie along the 
right of way of the Trans Alaska Pipeline 
System, as determined by the Governor. 

(c) APPLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To receive assistance 

under subsection (b), a community or Re-
gional Corporation described in that sub-
section shall submit to the Governor, or to 
the Mayor of the North Slope Borough, an 
application in such time, in such manner, 
and containing such information as the Gov-
ernor may require. 

(2) ACTION BY NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH.—The 
Mayor of the North Slope Borough shall sub-
mit to the Governor each application re-
ceived under paragraph (1) as soon as prac-
ticable after the date on which the applica-
tion is received. 

(3) ASSISTANCE OF GOVERNOR.—The Gov-
ernor shall assist communities in submitting 
applications under this subsection, to the 
maximum extent practicable. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS.—A community or Re-
gional Corporation that receives funds under 
subsection (b) may use the funds— 

(1) to plan for mitigation, implement a 
mitigation plan, or maintain a mitigation 
project to address the potential effects of oil 
and gas exploration and development on en-
vironmental, social, cultural, recreational, 
and subsistence resources of the community; 

(2) to develop, carry out, and maintain— 
(A) a project to provide new or expanded 

public facilities; or 
(B) services to address the needs and prob-

lems associated with the effects described in 
paragraph (1), including firefighting, police, 
water and waste treatment, first responder, 
and other medical services; 

(3) to compensate residents of the Coastal 
Plain for significant damage to environ-
mental, social, cultural, recreational, or sub-
sistence resources; and 

(4) in the City of Kaktovik, Alaska— 
(A) to develop a mechanism for providing 

members of the Kaktovikmiut Inupiat com-
munity an opportunity to— 

(i) monitor development on the Coastal 
Plain; and 

(ii) provide information and recommenda-
tions to the Governor based on traditional 
aboriginal knowledge of the natural re-
sources, flora, fauna, and ecological proc-
esses of the Coastal Plain; and 

(B) to establish a local coordination office, 
to be managed by the Mayor of the North 
Slope Borough, in coordination with the City 
of Kaktovik, Alaska— 

(i) to coordinate with and advise devel-
opers on local conditions and the history of 
areas affected by development; 

(ii) to provide to the Committee on Re-
sources of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate annual reports on the 
status of the coordination between devel-
opers and communities affected by develop-
ment; 

(iii) to collect from residents of the Coast-
al Plain information regarding the impacts 
of development on fish, wildlife, habitats, 
subsistence resources, and the environment 
of the Coastal Plain; and 

(iv) to ensure that the information col-
lected under clause (iii) is submitted to— 

(I) developers; and 
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(II) any appropriate Federal agency. 

SEC. 121. PROHIBITION ON EXPORTS. 
An oil lease issued under this subtitle shall 

prohibit the exportation of oil produced 
under the lease. 
SEC. 122. ALLOCATION OF REVENUES. 

Notwithstanding the Mineral Leasing Act 
(30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) or any other provision 
of law, of the adjusted bonus, rental, and 
royalty receipts from Federal oil and gas 
leasing and operations authorized under this 
subtitle: 

(1) 50 percent shall be deposited in the gen-
eral fund of the Treasury. 

(2) The remainder shall be available as fol-
lows: 

(A) $35,000,000 shall be deposited by the 
Secretary of the Treasury into the fund cre-
ated under section 120(a)(1). 

(B) The remainder shall be disbursed to the 
State of Alaska. 

Subtitle C—Permitting 
SEC. 131. REFINERY PERMITTING PROCESS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(3) PERMIT.—The term ‘‘permit’’ means any 
permit, license, approval, variance, or other 
form of authorization that a refiner is re-
quired to obtain— 

(A) under any Federal law; or 
(B) from a State or Indian tribal govern-

ment agency delegated authority by the Fed-
eral Government, or authorized under Fed-
eral law, to issue permits. 

(4) REFINER.—The term ‘‘refiner’’ means a 
person that— 

(A) owns or operates a refinery; or 
(B) seeks to become an owner or operator 

of a refinery. 
(5) REFINERY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘refinery’’ 

means— 
(i) a facility at which crude oil is refined 

into transportation fuel or other petroleum 
products; and 

(ii) a coal liquification or coal-to-liquid fa-
cility at which coal is processed into syn-
thetic crude oil or any other fuel. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘refinery’’ in-
cludes an expansion of a refinery. 

(6) REFINERY EXPANSION.—The term ‘‘refin-
ery expansion’’ means a physical change in a 
refinery that results in an increase in the ca-
pacity of the refinery. 

(7) REFINERY PERMITTING AGREEMENT.—The 
term ‘‘refinery permitting agreement’’ 
means an agreement entered into between 
the Administrator and a State or Indian 
tribe under subsection (b). 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Commerce. 

(9) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means— 
(A) a State; 
(B) the District of Columbia; 
(C) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; and 
(D) any other territory or possession of the 

United States. 
(b) STREAMLINING OF REFINERY PERMITTING 

PROCESS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—At the request of the Gov-

ernor of a State or the governing body of an 
Indian tribe, the Administrator shall enter 
into a refinery permitting agreement with 
the State or Indian tribe under which the 
process for obtaining all permits necessary 
for the construction and operation of a refin-
ery shall be streamlined using a systematic 
interdisciplinary multimedia approach as 
provided in this section. 

(2) AUTHORITY OF ADMINISTRATOR.—Under a 
refinery permitting agreement— 

(A) the Administrator shall have author-
ity, as applicable and necessary, to— 

(i) accept from a refiner a consolidated ap-
plication for all permits that the refiner is 
required to obtain to construct and operate a 
refinery; 

(ii) in consultation and cooperation with 
each Federal, State, or Indian tribal govern-
ment agency that is required to make any 
determination to authorize the issuance of a 
permit, establish a schedule under which 
each agency shall— 

(I) concurrently consider, to the maximum 
extent practicable, each determination to be 
made; and 

(II) complete each step in the permitting 
process; and 

(iii) issue a consolidated permit that com-
bines all permits issued under the schedule 
established under clause (ii); and 

(B) the Administrator shall provide to 
State and Indian tribal government agen-
cies— 

(i) financial assistance in such amounts as 
the agencies reasonably require to hire such 
additional personnel as are necessary to en-
able the government agencies to comply 
with the applicable schedule established 
under subparagraph (A)(ii); and 

(ii) technical, legal, and other assistance in 
complying with the refinery permitting 
agreement. 

(3) AGREEMENT BY THE STATE.—Under a re-
finery permitting agreement, a State or gov-
erning body of an Indian tribe shall agree 
that— 

(A) the Administrator shall have each of 
the authorities described in paragraph (2); 
and 

(B) each State or Indian tribal government 
agency shall— 

(i) in accordance with State law, make 
such structural and operational changes in 
the agencies as are necessary to enable the 
agencies to carry out consolidated project- 
wide permit reviews concurrently and in co-
ordination with the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency and other Federal agencies; and 

(ii) comply, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, with the applicable schedule estab-
lished under paragraph (2)(A)(ii). 

(4) DEADLINES.— 
(A) NEW REFINERIES.—In the case of a con-

solidated permit for the construction of a 
new refinery, the Administrator and the 
State or governing body of an Indian tribe 
shall approve or disapprove the consolidated 
permit not later than— 

(i) 360 days after the date of the receipt of 
the administratively complete application 
for the consolidated permit; or 

(ii) on agreement of the applicant, the Ad-
ministrator, and the State or governing body 
of the Indian tribe, 90 days after the expira-
tion of the deadline established under clause 
(i). 

(B) EXPANSION OF EXISTING REFINERIES.—In 
the case of a consolidated permit for the ex-
pansion of an existing refinery, the Adminis-
trator and the State or governing body of an 
Indian tribe shall approve or disapprove the 
consolidated permit not later than— 

(i) 120 days after the date of the receipt of 
the administratively complete application 
for the consolidated permit; or 

(ii) on agreement of the applicant, the Ad-
ministrator, and the State or governing body 
of the Indian tribe, 30 days after the expira-
tion of the deadline established under clause 
(i). 

(5) FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Each Federal agen-
cy that is required to make any determina-
tion to authorize the issuance of a permit 
shall comply with the applicable schedule es-
tablished under paragraph (2)(A)(ii). 

(6) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Any civil action for 
review of any permit determination under a 
refinery permitting agreement shall be 

brought exclusively in the United States dis-
trict court for the district in which the refin-
ery is located or proposed to be located. 

(7) EFFICIENT PERMIT REVIEW.—In order to 
reduce the duplication of procedures, the Ad-
ministrator shall use State permitting and 
monitoring procedures to satisfy substan-
tially equivalent Federal requirements under 
this title. 

(8) SEVERABILITY.—If 1 or more permits 
that are required for the construction or op-
eration of a refinery are not approved on or 
before any deadline established under para-
graph (4), the Administrator may issue a 
consolidated permit that combines all other 
permits that the refiner is required to obtain 
other than any permits that are not ap-
proved. 

(9) SAVINGS.—Nothing in this subsection 
affects the operation or implementation of 
otherwise applicable law regarding permits 
necessary for the construction and operation 
of a refinery. 

(10) CONSULTATION WITH LOCAL GOVERN-
MENTS.—Congress encourages the Adminis-
trator, States, and tribal governments to 
consult, to the maximum extent practicable, 
with local governments in carrying out this 
subsection. 

(11) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sub-
section. 

(12) EFFECT ON LOCAL AUTHORITY.—Nothing 
in this subsection affects— 

(A) the authority of a local government 
with respect to the issuance of permits; or 

(B) any requirement or ordinance of a local 
government (such as a zoning regulation). 

(c) FISCHER-TROPSCH FUELS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In cooperation with the 

Secretary of Energy, the Secretary of De-
fense, the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration, Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, and Fischer-Tropsch 
industry representatives, the Administrator 
shall— 

(A) conduct a research and demonstration 
program to evaluate the air quality benefits 
of ultra-clean Fischer-Tropsch transpor-
tation fuel, including diesel and jet fuel; 

(B) evaluate the use of ultra-clean Fischer- 
Tropsch transportation fuel as a mechanism 
for reducing engine exhaust emissions; and 

(C) submit recommendations to Congress 
on the most effective use and associated ben-
efits of these ultra-clean fuel for reducing 
public exposure to exhaust emissions. 

(2) GUIDANCE AND TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The 
Administrator shall, to the extent necessary, 
issue any guidance or technical support doc-
uments that would facilitate the effective 
use and associated benefit of Fischer- 
Tropsch fuel and blends. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—The program described 
in paragraph (1) shall consider— 

(A) the use of neat (100 percent) Fischer- 
Tropsch fuel and blends with conventional 
crude oil-derived fuel for heavy-duty and 
light-duty diesel engines and the aviation 
sector; and 

(B) the production costs associated with 
domestic production of those ultra clean fuel 
and prices for consumers. 

(4) REPORTS.—The Administrator shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives— 

(A) not later than 1 year, an interim report 
on actions taken to carry out this sub-
section; and 

(B) not later than 2 years, a final report on 
actions taken to carry out this subsection. 
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SEC. 132. REMOVAL OF ADDITIONAL FEE FOR 

NEW APPLICATIONS FOR PERMITS 
TO DRILL. 

The second undesignated paragraph of the 
matter under the heading ‘‘MANAGEMENT OF 
LANDS AND RESOURCES’’ under the heading 
‘‘BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT’’ of title I of 
the Department of the Interior, Environ-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2098) 
is amended by striking ‘‘to be reduced’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘each new applica-
tion,’’. 

Subtitle D—Restoration of State Revenue 
SEC. 141. RESTORATION OF STATE REVENUE. 

The matter under the heading ‘‘ADMINIS-
TRATIVE PROVISIONS’’ under the heading 
‘‘MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE’’ of title I 
of the Department of the Interior, Environ-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2109) 
is amended by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding’’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘Treasury.’’. 

TITLE II—ALTERNATIVE RESOURCES 
Subtitle A—Renewable Fuel and Advanced 

Energy Technology 
SEC. 201. DEFINITION OF RENEWABLE BIOMASS. 

Section 211(o)(1) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7545(o)(1)) is amended by striking sub-
paragraph (I) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(I) RENEWABLE BIOMASS.—The term ‘re-
newable biomass’ means— 

‘‘(i) nonmerchantable materials or 
precommercial thinnings that— 

‘‘(I) are byproducts of preventive treat-
ments, such as trees, wood, brush, thinnings, 
chips, and slash, that are removed— 

‘‘(aa) to reduce hazardous fuels; 
‘‘(bb) to reduce or contain disease or insect 

infestation; or 
‘‘(cc) to restore forest health; 
‘‘(II) would not otherwise be used for high-

er-value products; and 
‘‘(III) are harvested from National Forest 

System land or public land (as defined in sec-
tion 103 of the Federal Land Policy and Man-
agement Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702))— 

‘‘(aa) where permitted by law; and 
‘‘(bb) in accordance with applicable land 

management plans and the requirements for 
old-growth maintenance, restoration, and 
management direction of paragraphs (2), (3), 
and (4) of subsection (e) and the require-
ments for large-tree retention of subsection 
(f) of section 102 of the Healthy Forests Res-
toration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6512); or 

‘‘(ii) any organic matter that is available 
on a renewable or recurring basis from non- 
Federal land or from land belonging to an In-
dian tribe, or an Indian individual, that is 
held in trust by the United States or subject 
to a restriction against alienation imposed 
by the United States, including— 

‘‘(I) renewable plant material, including— 
‘‘(aa) feed grains; 
‘‘(bb) other agricultural commodities; 
‘‘(cc) other plants and trees; and 
‘‘(dd) algae; and 
‘‘(II) waste material, including— 
‘‘(aa) crop residue; 
‘‘(bb) other vegetative waste material (in-

cluding wood waste and wood residues); 
‘‘(cc) animal waste and byproducts (includ-

ing fats, oils, greases, and manure); and 
‘‘(dd) food waste and yard waste.’’. 

SEC. 202. ADVANCED BATTERY MANUFACTURING 
INCENTIVE PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADVANCED BATTERY.—The term ‘‘ad-

vanced battery’’ means an electrical storage 
device suitable for vehicle applications. 

(2) ENGINEERING INTEGRATION COSTS.—The 
term ‘‘engineering integration costs’’ in-
cludes the cost of engineering tasks relating 
to— 

(A) incorporation of qualifying components 
into the design of advanced batteries; and 

(B) design of tooling and equipment and de-
veloping manufacturing processes and mate-
rial suppliers for production facilities that 
produce qualifying components or advanced 
batteries. 

(b) ADVANCED BATTERY MANUFACTURING 
FACILITY.—The Secretary shall provide facil-
ity funding awards under this section to ad-
vanced battery manufacturers to pay not 
more than 30 percent of the cost of reequip-
ping, expanding, or establishing a manufac-
turing facility in the United States to 
produce advanced batteries. 

(c) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—An award 
under subsection (b) shall apply to— 

(1) facilities and equipment placed in serv-
ice before December 30, 2020; and 

(2) engineering integration costs incurred 
during the period beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act and ending on Decem-
ber 30, 2020. 

(d) DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, and sub-
ject to the availability of appropriated 
funds, the Secretary shall carry out a pro-
gram to provide a total of not more than 
$25,000,000 in loans to eligible individuals and 
entities (as determined by the Secretary) for 
the costs of activities described in sub-
section (b). 

(2) SELECTION OF ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—The 
Secretary shall select eligible projects to re-
ceive loans under this subsection in cases in 
which, as determined by the Secretary, the 
award recipient— 

(A) is financially viable without the re-
ceipt of additional Federal funding associ-
ated with the proposed project; 

(B) will provide sufficient information to 
the Secretary for the Secretary to ensure 
that the qualified investment is expended ef-
ficiently and effectively; and 

(C) has met such other criteria as may be 
established and published by the Secretary. 

(3) RATES, TERMS, AND REPAYMENT OF 
LOANS.—A loan provided under this sub-
section— 

(A) shall have an interest rate that, as of 
the date on which the loan is made, is equal 
to the cost of funds to the Department of the 
Treasury for obligations of comparable ma-
turity; 

(B) shall have a term equal to the lesser 
of— 

(i) the projected life, in years, of the eligi-
ble project to be carried out using funds from 
the loan, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

(ii) 25 years; 
(C) may be subject to a deferral in repay-

ment for not more than 5 years after the 
date on which the eligible project carried out 
using funds from the loan first begins oper-
ations, as determined by the Secretary; and 

(D) shall be made by the Federal Financing 
Bank. 

(e) FEES.—The cost of administering a loan 
made under this section shall not exceed 
$100,000. 

(f) SET ASIDE FOR SMALL MANUFACTUR-
ERS.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF COVERED FIRM.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘covered firm’’ means a 
firm that— 

(A) employs fewer than 500 individuals; and 
(B) manufactures automobiles or compo-

nents of automobiles. 
(2) SET ASIDE.—Of the amount of funds used 

to provide awards for each fiscal year under 
subsection (b), the Secretary shall use not 
less than 10 percent to provide awards to 
covered firms or consortia led by a covered 
firm. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion for each of fiscal years 2009 through 2013. 

SEC. 203. BIOFUELS INFRASTRUCTURE AND AD-
DITIVES RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Adminis-
trator of the Office of Research and Develop-
ment of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Assist-
ant Administrator’’), in consultation with 
the Secretary and the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, shall carry out a 
program of research and development of ma-
terials to be added to biofuels to make the 
biofuels more compatible with infrastructure 
used to store and deliver petroleum-based 
fuels to the point of final sale. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
program described in subsection (a), the As-
sistant Administrator shall address— 

(1) materials to prevent or mitigate— 
(A) corrosion of metal, plastic, rubber, 

cork, fiberglass, glues, or any other material 
used in pipes and storage tanks; 

(B) dissolving of storage tank sediments; 
(C) clogging of filters; 
(D) contamination from water or other 

adulterants or pollutants; 
(E) poor flow properties relating to low 

temperatures; 
(F) oxidative and thermal instability in 

long-term storage and use; and 
(G) microbial contamination; 
(2) problems associated with electrical con-

ductivity; 
(3) alternatives to conventional methods 

for refurbishment and cleaning of gasoline 
and diesel tanks, including tank lining appli-
cations; 

(4) strategies to minimize emissions from 
infrastructure; 

(5) issues with respect to certification by a 
nationally recognized testing laboratory of 
components for fuel-dispensing devises that 
specifically reference compatibility with al-
cohol-blended fuels and other biofuels that 
contain greater than 15 percent alcohol; 

(6) challenges for design, reforming, stor-
age, handling, and dispensing hydrogen fuel 
from various feedstocks, including biomass, 
from neighborhood fueling stations, includ-
ing codes and standards development nec-
essary beyond that carried out under section 
809 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16158); 

(7) issues with respect to at which point in 
the fuel supply chain additives optimally 
should be added to fuels; and 

(8) other problems, as identified by the As-
sistant Administrator, in consultation with 
the Secretary and the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology. 
SEC. 204. STUDY OF INCREASED CONSUMPTION 

OF ETHANOL-BLENDED GASOLINE 
WITH HIGHER LEVELS OF ETHANOL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, and the Secretary of 
Transportation, and after providing notice 
and an opportunity for public comment, 
shall conduct a study of the feasibility of in-
creasing consumption in the United States of 
ethanol-blended gasoline with levels of eth-
anol that are not less than 10 percent and 
not more than 40 percent. 

(b) STUDY.—The study under subsection (a) 
shall include— 

(1) a review of production and infrastruc-
ture constraints on increasing consumption 
of ethanol; 

(2) an evaluation of the economic, market, 
and energy-related impacts of State and re-
gional differences in ethanol blends; 

(3) an evaluation of the economic, market, 
and energy-related impacts on gasoline re-
tailers and consumers of separate and dis-
tinctly labeled fuel storage facilities and dis-
pensers; 
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(4) an evaluation of the environmental im-

pacts of mid-level ethanol blends on evapo-
rative and exhaust emissions from on-road, 
off-road, and marine engines, recreational 
boats, vehicles, and equipment; 

(5) an evaluation of the impacts of mid- 
level ethanol blends on the operation, dura-
bility, and performance of on-road, off-road, 
and marine engines, recreational boats, vehi-
cles, and equipment; 

(6) an evaluation of the safety impacts of 
mid-level ethanol blends on consumers that 
own and operate off-road and marine en-
gines, recreational boats, vehicles, or equip-
ment; and 

(7) an evaluation of the impacts of in-
creased use of renewable fuels derived from 
food crops on the price and supply of agricul-
tural commodities in both domestic and 
global markets. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report de-
scribing the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 
SEC. 205. STUDY OF DIESEL VEHICLE AT-

TRIBUTES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency and the Sec-
retary of Transportation, shall conduct a 
study to identify— 

(1) the environmental and efficiency at-
tributes of diesel-fueled vehicles as the vehi-
cles compare to comparable gasoline fueled, 
E–85 fueled, and hybrid vehicles; 

(2) the technical, economic, regulatory, en-
vironmental, and other obstacles to increas-
ing the usage of diesel-fueled vehicles; 

(3) the legislative, administrative, and 
other actions that could reduce or eliminate 
the obstacles identified under paragraph (2); 
and 

(4) the costs and benefits associated with 
reducing or eliminating the obstacles identi-
fied under paragraph (2). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives a report de-
scribing the results of the study conducted 
under subsection (a). 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 

Subtitle B—Clean Coal-Derived Fuels for 
Energy Security 

SEC. 211. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Clean 

Coal-Derived Fuels for Energy Security Act 
of 2008’’. 
SEC. 212. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) CLEAN COAL-DERIVED FUEL.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘clean coal-de-

rived fuel’’ means aviation fuel, motor vehi-
cle fuel, home heating oil, or boiler fuel that 
is— 

(i) substantially derived from the coal re-
sources of the United States; and 

(ii) refined or otherwise processed at a fa-
cility located in the United States that cap-
tures up to 100 percent of the carbon dioxide 
emissions that would otherwise be released 
at the facility. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘clean coal-de-
rived fuel’’ may include any other resource 
that is extracted, grown, produced, or recov-
ered in the United States. 

(2) COVERED FUEL.—The term ‘‘covered 
fuel’’ means— 

(A) aviation fuel; 
(B) motor vehicle fuel; 
(C) home heating oil; and 

(D) boiler fuel. 
(3) SMALL REFINERY.—The term ‘‘small re-

finery’’ means a refinery for which the aver-
age aggregate daily crude oil throughput for 
a calendar year (as determined by dividing 
the aggregate throughput for the calendar 
year by the number of days in the calendar 
year) does not exceed 75,000 barrels. 
SEC. 213. CLEAN COAL-DERIVED FUEL PROGRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Presi-
dent shall promulgate regulations to ensure 
that covered fuel sold or introduced into 
commerce in the United States (except in 
noncontiguous States or territories), on an 
annual average basis, contains the applicable 
volume of clean coal-derived fuel determined 
in accordance with paragraph (4). 

(2) PROVISIONS OF REGULATIONS.—Regard-
less of the date of promulgation, the regula-
tions promulgated under paragraph (1)— 

(A) shall contain compliance provisions ap-
plicable to refineries, blenders, distributors, 
and importers, as appropriate, to ensure 
that— 

(i) the requirements of this subsection are 
met; and 

(ii) clean coal-derived fuels produced from 
facilities for the purpose of compliance with 
this subtitle result in life cycle greenhouse 
gas emissions that are not greater than gaso-
line; and 

(B) shall not— 
(i) restrict geographic areas in the contig-

uous United States in which clean coal-de-
rived fuel may be used; or 

(ii) impose any per-gallon obligation for 
the use of clean coal-derived fuel. 

(3) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER REGULATIONS.— 
Regulations promulgated under this para-
graph shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, incorporate the program structure, 
compliance and reporting requirements es-
tablished under the final regulations promul-
gated to implement the renewable fuel pro-
gram established by the amendment made by 
section 1501(a)(2) of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (Public Law 109–58; 119 Stat. 1067). 

(4) APPLICABLE VOLUME.— 
(A) CALENDAR YEARS 2015 THROUGH 2022.—For 

the purpose of this subsection, the applicable 
volume for any of calendar years 2015 
through 2022 shall be determined in accord-
ance with the following table: 

Applicable volume of 
clean 

coal-derived fuel 
Calendar year: (in billions of 

gallons): 
2015 .................................................. 0.75
2016 .................................................. 1.5
2017 .................................................. 2.25
2018 .................................................. 3.00
2019 .................................................. 3.75
2020 .................................................. 4.5
2021 .................................................. 5.25
2022 .................................................. 6.0. 

(B) CALENDAR YEAR 2023 AND THEREAFTER.— 
Subject to subparagraph (C), for the purposes 
of this subsection, the applicable volume for 
calendar year 2023 and each calendar year 
thereafter shall be determined by the Presi-
dent, in coordination with the Secretary and 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, based on a review of the 
implementation of the program during cal-
endar years 2015 through 2022, including a re-
view of— 

(i) the impact of clean coal-derived fuels on 
the energy security of the United States; 

(ii) the expected annual rate of future pro-
duction of clean coal-derived fuels; and 

(iii) the impact of the use of clean coal-de-
rived fuels on other factors, including job 
creation, rural economic development, and 
the environment. 

(C) MINIMUM APPLICABLE VOLUME.—For the 
purpose of this subsection, the applicable 
volume for calendar year 2023 and each cal-
endar year thereafter shall be equal to the 
product obtained by multiplying— 

(i) the number of gallons of covered fuel 
that the President estimates will be sold or 
introduced into commerce in the calendar 
year; and 

(ii) the ratio that— 
(I) 6,000,000,000 gallons of clean coal-derived 

fuel; bears to 
(II) the number of gallons of covered fuel 

sold or introduced into commerce in cal-
endar year 2022. 

(b) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGES.— 
(1) PROVISION OF ESTIMATE OF VOLUMES OF 

CERTAIN FUEL SALES.—Not later than October 
31 of each of calendar years 2015 through 2021, 
the Administrator of the Energy Information 
Administration shall provide to the Presi-
dent an estimate, with respect to the fol-
lowing calendar year, of the volumes of cov-
ered fuel projected to be sold or introduced 
into commerce in the United States. 

(2) DETERMINATION OF APPLICABLE PERCENT-
AGES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than November 
30 of each of calendar years 2015 through 2022, 
based on the estimate provided under para-
graph (1), the President shall determine and 
publish in the Federal Register, with respect 
to the following calendar year, the clean 
coal-derived fuel obligation that ensures 
that the requirements of subsection (a) are 
met. 

(B) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—The clean coal- 
derived fuel obligation determined for a cal-
endar year under subparagraph (A) shall— 

(i) be applicable to refineries, blenders, and 
importers, as appropriate; 

(ii) be expressed in terms of a volume per-
centage of covered fuel sold or introduced 
into commerce in the United States; and 

(iii) subject to paragraph (3)(A), consist of 
a single applicable percentage that applies to 
all categories of persons specified in clause 
(i). 

(3) ADJUSTMENTS.—In determining the ap-
plicable percentage for a calendar year, the 
President shall make adjustments— 

(A) to prevent the imposition of redundant 
obligations on any person specified in para-
graph (2)(B)(i); and 

(B) to account for the use of clean coal-de-
rived fuel during the previous calendar year 
by small refineries that are exempt under 
subsection (f). 

(c) VOLUME CONVERSION FACTORS FOR 
CLEAN COAL-DERIVED FUELS BASED ON EN-
ERGY CONTENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of sub-
section (a), the President shall assign values 
to specific types of clean coal-derived fuel 
for the purpose of satisfying the fuel volume 
requirements of subsection (a)(4) in accord-
ance with this subsection. 

(2) ENERGY CONTENT RELATIVE TO DIESEL 
FUEL.—For clean coal-derived fuels, 1 gallon 
of the clean coal-derived fuel shall be consid-
ered to be the equivalent of 1 gallon of diesel 
fuel multiplied by the ratio that— 

(A) the number of British thermal units of 
energy produced by the combustion of 1 gal-
lon of the clean coal-derived fuel (as meas-
ured under conditions determined by the 
Secretary); bears to 

(B) the number of British thermal units of 
energy produced by the combustion of 1 gal-
lon of diesel fuel (as measured under condi-
tions determined by the Secretary to be 
comparable to conditions described in sub-
paragraph (A)). 

(d) CREDIT PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President, in con-

sultation with the Secretary and the clean 
coal-derived fuel requirement of this section. 
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(2) MARKET TRANSPARENCY.—In carrying 

out the credit program under this sub-
section, the President shall facilitate price 
transparency in markets for the sale and 
trade of credits, with due regard for the pub-
lic interest, the integrity of those markets, 
fair competition, and the protection of con-
sumers. 

(e) WAIVERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President, in con-

sultation with the Secretary and the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, may waive the requirements of sub-
section (a) in whole or in part on petition by 
1 or more States by reducing the national 
quantity of clean coal-derived fuel required 
under subsection (a), based on a determina-
tion by the President (after public notice and 
opportunity for comment), that— 

(A) implementation of the requirement 
would severely harm the economy or envi-
ronment of a State, a region, or the United 
States; or 

(B) extreme and unusual circumstances 
exist that prevent distribution of an ade-
quate supply of domestically produced clean 
coal-derived fuel to consumers in the United 
States. 

(2) PETITIONS FOR WAIVERS.—The President, 
in consultation with the Secretary and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, shall approve or disapprove a 
State petition for a waiver of the require-
ments of subsection (a) within 90 days after 
the date on which the petition is received by 
the President. 

(3) TERMINATION OF WAIVERS.—A waiver 
granted under paragraph (1) shall terminate 
after 1 year, but may be renewed by the 
President after consultation with the Sec-
retary and the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. 

(f) SMALL REFINERIES.— 
(1) TEMPORARY EXEMPTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of sub-

section (a) shall not apply to small refineries 
until calendar year 2018. 

(B) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.— 
(i) STUDY BY SECRETARY.—Not later than 

December 31, 2013, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the President and Congress a report 
describing the results of a study to deter-
mine whether compliance with the require-
ments of subsection (a) would impose a dis-
proportionate economic hardship on small 
refineries. 

(ii) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.—In the case 
of a small refinery that the Secretary deter-
mines under clause (i) would be subject to a 
disproportionate economic hardship if re-
quired to comply with subsection (a), the 
President shall extend the exemption under 
subparagraph (A) for the small refinery for a 
period of not less than 2 additional years. 

(2) PETITIONS BASED ON DISPROPORTIONATE 
ECONOMIC HARDSHIP.— 

(A) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.—A small re-
finery may at any time petition the Presi-
dent for an extension of the exemption under 
paragraph (1) for the reason of dispropor-
tionate economic hardship. 

(B) EVALUATION OF PETITIONS.—In evalu-
ating a petition under subparagraph (A), the 
President, in consultation with the Sec-
retary, shall consider the findings of the 
study under paragraph (1)(B) and other eco-
nomic factors. 

(C) DEADLINE FOR ACTION ON PETITIONS.— 
The President shall act on any petition sub-
mitted by a small refinery for a hardship ex-
emption not later than 90 days after the date 
of receipt of the petition. 

(3) OPT-IN FOR SMALL REFINERIES.—A small 
refinery shall be subject to the requirements 
of subsection (a) if the small refinery noti-
fies the President that the small refinery 
waives the exemption under paragraph (1). 

(g) PENALTIES AND ENFORCEMENT.— 

(1) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Any person that violates 

a regulation promulgated under subsection 
(a), or that fails to furnish any information 
required under such a regulation, shall be 
liable to the United States for a civil penalty 
of not more than the total of— 

(i) $25,000 for each day of the violation; and 
(ii) the amount of economic benefit or sav-

ings received by the person resulting from 
the violation, as determined by the Presi-
dent. 

(B) COLLECTION.—Civil penalties under sub-
paragraph (A) shall be assessed by, and col-
lected in a civil action brought by, the Sec-
retary or such other officer of the United 
States as is designated by the President. 

(2) INJUNCTIVE AUTHORITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The district courts of the 

United States shall have jurisdiction to— 
(i) restrain a violation of a regulation pro-

mulgated under subsection (a); 
(ii) award other appropriate relief; and 
(iii) compel the furnishing of information 

required under the regulation. 
(B) ACTIONS.—An action to restrain such 

violations and compel such actions shall be 
brought by and in the name of the United 
States. 

(C) SUBPOENAS.—In the action, a subpoena 
for a witness who is required to attend a dis-
trict court in any district may apply in any 
other district. 

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as otherwise 
specifically provided in this section, this sec-
tion takes effect on January 1, 2016. 

Subtitle C—Oil Shale 
SEC. 221. REMOVAL OF PROHIBITION ON FINAL 

REGULATIONS FOR COMMERCIAL 
LEASING PROGRAM FOR OIL SHALE 
RESOURCES ON PUBLIC LAND. 

Section 433 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2152) is repealed. 
Subtitle D—Department of Defense Facilita-

tion of Secure Domestic Fuel Development 
SEC. 231. PROCUREMENT AND ACQUISITION OF 

ALTERNATIVE FUELS. 
Section 526 of the Energy Independence 

and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17142) is 
repealed. 
SEC. 232. MULTIYEAR CONTRACT AUTHORITY 

FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
FOR THE PROCUREMENT OF SYN-
THETIC FUELS. 

(a) MULTIYEAR CONTRACTS FOR THE PRO-
CUREMENT OF SYNTHETIC FUELS AUTHOR-
IZED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 141 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 2410r. Multiyear contract authority: pur-

chase of synthetic fuels 
‘‘(a) MULTIYEAR CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED.— 

The head of an agency may enter into con-
tracts for a period not to exceed 25 years for 
the purchase of synthetic fuels. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘head of an agency’ has the 

meaning given that term in section 2302(1) of 
this title. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘synthetic fuel’ means any 
liquid, gas, or combination thereof that— 

‘‘(A) can be used as a substitute for petro-
leum or natural gas (or any derivative there-
of, including chemical feedstocks); and 

‘‘(B) is produced by chemical or physical 
transformation of domestic sources of en-
ergy.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 141 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘‘2410r. Multiyear contract authority: pur-
chase of synthetic fuels.’’. 

(b) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall prescribe reg-
ulations providing that the head of an agen-
cy may initiate a multiyear contract as au-
thorized by section 2410r of title 10, United 
States Code (as added by subsection (a)), 
only if the head of the agency has deter-
mined in writing that— 

(1) there is a reasonable expectation that 
throughout the contemplated contract pe-
riod the head of the agency will request 
funding for the contract at the level required 
to avoid contract cancellation; 

(2) the technical risks associated with the 
technologies for the production of synthetic 
fuel under the contract are not excessive; 
and 

(3) the contract will contain appropriate 
pricing mechanisms to minimize risk to the 
Government from significant changes in 
market prices for energy. 

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF AUTHORITY.—No 
contract may be entered into under the au-
thority in section 2410r of title 10, United 
States Code (as so added), until the regula-
tions required by subsection (b) are pre-
scribed. 

SA 5117. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself 
and Mr. MCCONNELL) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE II—CLEAN COAL-DERIVED FUELS 

FOR ENERGY SECURITY 
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Clean Coal- 
Derived Fuels for Energy Security Act of 
2008’’. 
SEC. 202. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) CLEAN COAL-DERIVED FUEL.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘clean coal-de-

rived fuel’’ means aviation fuel, motor vehi-
cle fuel, home heating oil, or boiler fuel that 
is— 

(i) substantially derived from the coal re-
sources of the United States; and 

(ii) refined or otherwise processed at a fa-
cility located in the United States that cap-
tures up to 100 percent of the carbon dioxide 
emissions that would otherwise be released 
at the facility. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘clean coal-de-
rived fuel’’ may include any other resource 
that is extracted, grown, produced, or recov-
ered in the United States. 

(2) COVERED FUEL.—The term ‘‘covered 
fuel’’ means— 

(A) aviation fuel; 
(B) motor vehicle fuel; 
(C) home heating oil; and 
(D) boiler fuel. 
(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Energy. 
(4) SMALL REFINERY.—The term ‘‘small re-

finery’’ means a refinery for which the aver-
age aggregate daily crude oil throughput for 
a calendar year (as determined by dividing 
the aggregate throughput for the calendar 
year by the number of days in the calendar 
year) does not exceed 75,000 barrels. 
SEC. 203. CLEAN COAL-DERIVED FUEL PROGRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Presi-
dent shall promulgate regulations to ensure 
that covered fuel sold or introduced into 
commerce in the United States (except in 
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noncontiguous States or territories), on an 
annual average basis, contains the applicable 
volume of clean coal-derived fuel determined 
in accordance with paragraph (4). 

(2) PROVISIONS OF REGULATIONS.—Regard-
less of the date of promulgation, the regula-
tions promulgated under paragraph (1)— 

(A) shall contain compliance provisions ap-
plicable to refineries, blenders, distributors, 
and importers, as appropriate, to ensure 
that— 

(i) the requirements of this subsection are 
met; and 

(ii) clean coal-derived fuels produced from 
facilities for the purpose of compliance with 
this title result in life cycle greenhouse gas 
emissions that are not greater than gasoline; 
and 

(B) shall not— 
(i) restrict geographic areas in the contig-

uous United States in which clean coal-de-
rived fuel may be used; or 

(ii) impose any per-gallon obligation for 
the use of clean coal-derived fuel. 

(3) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER REGULATIONS.— 
Regulations promulgated under this para-
graph shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, incorporate the program structure, 
compliance and reporting requirements es-
tablished under the final regulations promul-
gated to implement the renewable fuel pro-
gram established by the amendment made by 
section 1501(a)(2) of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (Public Law 109–58; 119 Stat. 1067). 

(4) APPLICABLE VOLUME.— 
(A) CALENDAR YEARS 2015 THROUGH 2022.—For 

the purpose of this subsection, the applicable 
volume for any of calendar years 2015 
through 2022 shall be determined in accord-
ance with the following table: 

Applicable volume of 
clean coal-derived 

fuel 
Calendar year: (in billions of 

gallons): 
2015 .................................................. 0.75
2016 .................................................. 1.5
2017 .................................................. 2.25
2018 .................................................. 3.00
2019 .................................................. 3.75
2020 .................................................. 4.5
2021 .................................................. 5.25
2022 .................................................. 6.0. 
(B) CALENDAR YEAR 2023 AND THEREAFTER.— 

Subject to subparagraph (C), for the purposes 
of this subsection, the applicable volume for 
calendar year 2023 and each calendar year 
thereafter shall be determined by the Presi-
dent, in coordination with the Secretary and 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, based on a review of the 
implementation of the program during cal-
endar years 2015 through 2022, including a re-
view of— 

(i) the impact of clean coal-derived fuels on 
the energy security of the United States; 

(ii) the expected annual rate of future pro-
duction of clean coal-derived fuels; and 

(iii) the impact of the use of clean coal-de-
rived fuels on other factors, including job 
creation, rural economic development, and 
the environment. 

(C) MINIMUM APPLICABLE VOLUME.—For the 
purpose of this subsection, the applicable 
volume for calendar year 2023 and each cal-
endar year thereafter shall be equal to the 
product obtained by multiplying— 

(i) the number of gallons of covered fuel 
that the President estimates will be sold or 
introduced into commerce in the calendar 
year; and 

(ii) the ratio that— 
(I) 6,000,000,000 gallons of clean coal-derived 

fuel; bears to 
(II) the number of gallons of covered fuel 

sold or introduced into commerce in cal-
endar year 2022. 

(b) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGES.— 
(1) PROVISION OF ESTIMATE OF VOLUMES OF 

CERTAIN FUEL SALES.—Not later than October 
31 of each of calendar years 2015 through 2021, 
the Administrator of the Energy Information 
Administration shall provide to the Presi-
dent an estimate, with respect to the fol-
lowing calendar year, of the volumes of cov-
ered fuel projected to be sold or introduced 
into commerce in the United States. 

(2) DETERMINATION OF APPLICABLE PERCENT-
AGES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than November 
30 of each of calendar years 2015 through 2022, 
based on the estimate provided under para-
graph (1), the President shall determine and 
publish in the Federal Register, with respect 
to the following calendar year, the clean 
coal-derived fuel obligation that ensures 
that the requirements of subsection (a) are 
met. 

(B) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—The clean coal- 
derived fuel obligation determined for a cal-
endar year under subparagraph (A) shall— 

(i) be applicable to refineries, blenders, and 
importers, as appropriate; 

(ii) be expressed in terms of a volume per-
centage of covered fuel sold or introduced 
into commerce in the United States; and 

(iii) subject to paragraph (3)(A), consist of 
a single applicable percentage that applies to 
all categories of persons specified in clause 
(i). 

(3) ADJUSTMENTS.—In determining the ap-
plicable percentage for a calendar year, the 
President shall make adjustments— 

(A) to prevent the imposition of redundant 
obligations on any person specified in para-
graph (2)(B)(i); and 

(B) to account for the use of clean coal-de-
rived fuel during the previous calendar year 
by small refineries that are exempt under 
subsection (f). 

(c) VOLUME CONVERSION FACTORS FOR 
CLEAN COAL-DERIVED FUELS BASED ON EN-
ERGY CONTENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of sub-
section (a), the President shall assign values 
to specific types of clean coal-derived fuel 
for the purpose of satisfying the fuel volume 
requirements of subsection (a)(4) in accord-
ance with this subsection. 

(2) ENERGY CONTENT RELATIVE TO DIESEL 
FUEL.—For clean coal-derived fuels, 1 gallon 
of the clean coal-derived fuel shall be consid-
ered to be the equivalent of 1 gallon of diesel 
fuel multiplied by the ratio that— 

(A) the number of British thermal units of 
energy produced by the combustion of 1 gal-
lon of the clean coal-derived fuel (as meas-
ured under conditions determined by the 
Secretary); bears to 

(B) the number of British thermal units of 
energy produced by the combustion of 1 gal-
lon of diesel fuel (as measured under condi-
tions determined by the Secretary to be 
comparable to conditions described in sub-
paragraph (A)). 

(d) CREDIT PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President, in con-

sultation with the Secretary and the clean 
coal-derived fuel requirement of this section. 

(2) MARKET TRANSPARENCY.—In carrying 
out the credit program under this sub-
section, the President shall facilitate price 
transparency in markets for the sale and 
trade of credits, with due regard for the pub-
lic interest, the integrity of those markets, 
fair competition, and the protection of con-
sumers. 

(e) WAIVERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President, in con-

sultation with the Secretary and the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, may waive the requirements of sub-
section (a) in whole or in part on petition by 
1 or more States by reducing the national 
quantity of clean coal-derived fuel required 

under subsection (a), based on a determina-
tion by the President (after public notice and 
opportunity for comment), that— 

(A) implementation of the requirement 
would severely harm the economy or envi-
ronment of a State, a region, or the United 
States; or 

(B) extreme and unusual circumstances 
exist that prevent distribution of an ade-
quate supply of domestically produced clean 
coal-derived fuel to consumers in the United 
States. 

(2) PETITIONS FOR WAIVERS.—The President, 
in consultation with the Secretary and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, shall approve or disapprove a 
State petition for a waiver of the require-
ments of subsection (a) within 90 days after 
the date on which the petition is received by 
the President. 

(3) TERMINATION OF WAIVERS.—A waiver 
granted under paragraph (1) shall terminate 
after 1 year, but may be renewed by the 
President after consultation with the Sec-
retary and the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. 

(f) SMALL REFINERIES.— 
(1) TEMPORARY EXEMPTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of sub-

section (a) shall not apply to small refineries 
until calendar year 2018. 

(B) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.— 
(i) STUDY BY SECRETARY.—Not later than 

December 31, 2013, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the President and Congress a report 
describing the results of a study to deter-
mine whether compliance with the require-
ments of subsection (a) would impose a dis-
proportionate economic hardship on small 
refineries. 

(ii) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.—In the case 
of a small refinery that the Secretary deter-
mines under clause (i) would be subject to a 
disproportionate economic hardship if re-
quired to comply with subsection (a), the 
President shall extend the exemption under 
subparagraph (A) for the small refinery for a 
period of not less than 2 additional years. 

(2) PETITIONS BASED ON DISPROPORTIONATE 
ECONOMIC HARDSHIP.— 

(A) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.—A small re-
finery may at any time petition the Presi-
dent for an extension of the exemption under 
paragraph (1) for the reason of dispropor-
tionate economic hardship. 

(B) EVALUATION OF PETITIONS.—In evalu-
ating a petition under subparagraph (A), the 
President, in consultation with the Sec-
retary, shall consider the findings of the 
study under paragraph (1)(B) and other eco-
nomic factors. 

(C) DEADLINE FOR ACTION ON PETITIONS.— 
The President shall act on any petition sub-
mitted by a small refinery for a hardship ex-
emption not later than 90 days after the date 
of receipt of the petition. 

(3) OPT-IN FOR SMALL REFINERIES.—A small 
refinery shall be subject to the requirements 
of subsection (a) if the small refinery noti-
fies the President that the small refinery 
waives the exemption under paragraph (1). 

(g) PENALTIES AND ENFORCEMENT.— 
(1) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Any person that violates 

a regulation promulgated under subsection 
(a), or that fails to furnish any information 
required under such a regulation, shall be 
liable to the United States for a civil penalty 
of not more than the total of— 

(i) $25,000 for each day of the violation; and 
(ii) the amount of economic benefit or sav-

ings received by the person resulting from 
the violation, as determined by the Presi-
dent. 
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(B) COLLECTION.—Civil penalties under sub-

paragraph (A) shall be assessed by, and col-
lected in a civil action brought by, the Sec-
retary or such other officer of the United 
States as is designated by the President. 

(2) INJUNCTIVE AUTHORITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The district courts of the 

United States shall have jurisdiction to— 
(i) restrain a violation of a regulation pro-

mulgated under subsection (a); 
(ii) award other appropriate relief; and 
(iii) compel the furnishing of information 

required under the regulation. 
(B) ACTIONS.—An action to restrain such 

violations and compel such actions shall be 
brought by and in the name of the United 
States. 

(C) SUBPOENAS.—In the action, a subpoena 
for a witness who is required to attend a dis-
trict court in any district may apply in any 
other district. 

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as otherwise 
specifically provided in this section, this sec-
tion takes effect on January 1, 2016. 
SEC. 204. STUDY OF DIESEL VEHICLE AT-

TRIBUTES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency and the Sec-
retary of Transportation, shall conduct a 
study to identify— 

(1) the environmental and efficiency at-
tributes of diesel-fueled vehicles as the vehi-
cles compare to comparable gasoline fueled, 
E–85 fueled, and hybrid vehicles; 

(2) the technical, economic, regulatory, en-
vironmental, and other obstacles to increas-
ing the usage of diesel-fueled vehicles; 

(3) the legislative, administrative, and 
other actions that could reduce or eliminate 
the obstacles identified under paragraph (2); 
and 

(4) the costs and benefits associated with 
reducing or eliminating the obstacles identi-
fied under paragraph (2). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives a report de-
scribing the results of the study conducted 
under subsection (a). 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 

TITLE III—ADVANCED BATTERIES FOR 
ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLES 

SEC. 301. ADVANCED BATTERIES FOR ELECTRIC 
DRIVE VEHICLES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADVANCED BATTERY.—The term ‘‘ad-

vanced battery’’ means an electrical storage 
device that is suitable for a vehicle applica-
tion. 

(2) ENGINEERING INTEGRATION COSTS.—The 
term ‘‘engineering integration costs’’ in-
cludes the cost of engineering tasks relating 
to— 

(A) the incorporation of qualifying compo-
nents into the design of an advanced battery; 
and 

(B) the design of tooling and equipment 
and the development of manufacturing proc-
esses and material for suppliers of produc-
tion facilities that produce qualifying com-
ponents or advanced batteries. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) ADVANCED BATTERY RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) expand and accelerate research and de-

velopment efforts for advanced batteries; 
and 

(B) emphasize lower cost means of pro-
ducing abuse-tolerant advanced batteries 

with the appropriate balance of power and 
energy capacity to meet market require-
ments. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $100,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

(c) DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-

ability of appropriated funds, not later than 
1 year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall carry out a program 
to provide a total of not more than 
$250,000,000 in loans to eligible individuals 
and entities for not more than 30 percent of 
the costs of 1 or more of— 

(A) reequipping a manufacturing facility in 
the United States to produce advanced bat-
teries; 

(B) expanding a manufacturing facility in 
the United States to produce advanced bat-
teries; or 

(C) establishing a manufacturing facility 
in the United States to produce advanced 
batteries. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to obtain a 

loan under this subsection, an individual or 
entity shall— 

(i) be financially viable without the receipt 
of additional Federal funding associated 
with a proposed project under this sub-
section; 

(ii) provide sufficient information to the 
Secretary for the Secretary to ensure that 
the qualified investment is expended effi-
ciently and effectively; and 

(iii) meet such other criteria as may be es-
tablished and published by the Secretary. 

(B) CONSIDERATION.—In selecting eligible 
individuals or entities for loans under this 
subsection, the Secretary may consider 
whether the proposed project of an eligible 
individual or entity under this subsection 
would— 

(i) reduce manufacturing time; 
(ii) reduce manufacturing energy inten-

sity; 
(iii) reduce negative environmental im-

pacts or byproducts; or 
(iv) increase spent battery or component 

recycling 
(3) RATES, TERMS, AND REPAYMENT OF 

LOANS.—A loan provided under this sub-
section— 

(A) shall have an interest rate that, as of 
the date on which the loan is made, is equal 
to the cost of funds to the Department of the 
Treasury for obligations of comparable ma-
turity; 

(B) shall have a term that is equal to the 
lesser of— 

(i) the projected life, in years, of the eligi-
ble project to be carried out using funds from 
the loan, as determined by the Secretary; or 

(ii) 25 years; and 
(C) may be subject to a deferral in repay-

ment for not more than 5 years after the 
date on which the eligible project carried out 
using funds from the loan first begins oper-
ations, as determined by the Secretary. 

(4) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—A loan under 
this subsection shall be available for— 

(A) facilities and equipment placed in serv-
ice before December 30, 2020; and 

(B) engineering integration costs incurred 
during the period beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act and ending on Decem-
ber 30, 2020. 

(5) FEES.—The cost of administering a loan 
made under this subsection shall not exceed 
$100,000. 

(6) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sub-
section for each of fiscal years 2009 through 
2013. 

(d) SENSE OF THE SENATE ON PURCHASE OF 
PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLES.—It is the 
sense of the Senate that, to the maximum 
extent practicable, the Federal Government 
should implement policies to increase the 
purchase of plug-in electric drive vehicles by 
the Federal Government. 

SA 5118. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself 
and Mr. VOINOVICH) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. MULTIYEAR CONTRACT AUTHORITY 

FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
FOR THE PROCUREMENT OF SYN-
THETIC FUELS. 

(a) MULTIYEAR CONTRACTS FOR THE PRO-
CUREMENT OF SYNTHETIC FUELS AUTHOR-
IZED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 141 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 2410r. Multiyear contract authority: pur-

chase of synthetic fuels 
‘‘(a) MULTIYEAR CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED.— 

The head of an agency may enter into con-
tracts for a period not to exceed 25 years for 
the purchase of synthetic fuels. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘head of an agency’ has the 

meaning given that term in section 2302(1) of 
this title. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘synthetic fuel’ means any 
liquid, gas, or combination thereof that— 

‘‘(A) can be used as a substitute for petro-
leum or natural gas (or any derivative there-
of, including chemical feedstocks); and 

‘‘(B) is produced by chemical or physical 
transformation of domestic sources of en-
ergy.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 141 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 
‘‘2410r. Multiyear contract authority: pur-

chase of synthetic fuels.’’. 
(b) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 120 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall prescribe reg-
ulations providing that the head of an agen-
cy may initiate a multiyear contract as au-
thorized by section 2410r of title 10, United 
States Code (as added by subsection (a)), 
only if the head of the agency has deter-
mined in writing that— 

(1) there is a reasonable expectation that 
throughout the contemplated contract pe-
riod the head of the agency will request 
funding for the contract at the level required 
to avoid contract cancellation; 

(2) the technical risks associated with the 
technologies for the production of synthetic 
fuel under the contract are not excessive; 
and 

(3) the contract will contain appropriate 
pricing mechanisms to minimize risk to the 
Government from significant changes in 
market prices for energy. 

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF AUTHORITY.—No 
contract may be entered into under the au-
thority in section 2410r of title 10, United 
States Code (as so added), until the regula-
tions required by subsection (b) are pre-
scribed. 

SA 5119. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, 
Mr. KYL, and Mr. MCCAIN) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
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by him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE l—NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION 
Subtitle A—Nuclear Power Technology and 

Manufacturing 
SEC. l01. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) ENGINEERING INTEGRATION COSTS.—The 

term ‘‘engineering integration costs’’ in-
cludes the costs of engineering tasks relating 
to— 

(A) the redesign of manufacturing proc-
esses to produce qualifying components and 
nuclear power generation technologies; 

(B) the design of new tooling and equip-
ment for production facilities that produce 
qualifying components and nuclear power 
generation technologies; and 

(C) the establishment or expansion of man-
ufacturing operations for qualifying compo-
nents and nuclear power generation tech-
nologies. 

(2) NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION.—The term 
‘‘nuclear power generation’’ means genera-
tion of electricity by an electric generation 
unit that— 

(A) emits no carbon dioxide into the at-
mosphere; 

(B) uses uranium as its fuel source; and 
(C) was placed into commercial service 

after the date of enactment of this Act. 
(3) NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION TECH-

NOLOGY.—The term ‘‘nuclear power genera-
tion technology’’ means a technology used to 
produce nuclear power generation. 

(4) QUALIFYING COMPONENT.—The term 
‘‘qualifying component’’ means a component 
that the Secretary of Energy determines to 
be specially designed for nuclear power gen-
eration technology. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. l02. FINANCIAL INCENTIVES PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year be-
ginning on or after October 1, 2010, the Sec-
retary shall competitively award financial 
incentives under this subtitle in the fol-
lowing technology categories: 

(1) The production of electricity from new 
nuclear power generation. 

(2) Facility establishment or conversion by 
manufacturers and suppliers of nuclear 
power generation technology and qualifying 
components. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make 

awards under this section to— 
(A) domestic producers of new nuclear 

power generation; 
(B) manufacturers and suppliers of nuclear 

power generation technology and qualifying 
components; and 

(C) owners or operators of existing nuclear 
power generation facilities. 

(2) BASIS FOR AWARDS.—The Secretary shall 
make awards under this section— 

(A) in the case of producers of new nuclear 
power generation, based on the bid of each 
producer in terms of dollars per megawatt- 
hour of electricity generated; 

(B) in the case of manufacturers and sup-
pliers of nuclear power generation tech-
nology and qualifying components, based on 
the criteria described in section l04; and 

(C) in the case of owners or operators of ex-
isting nuclear power generating facilities, 
based upon criteria described in section l04. 

(3) ACCEPTANCE OF BIDS.—In making awards 
under this subsection, the Secretary shall— 

(A) solicit bids for reverse auction from ap-
propriate producers, manufacturers, and sup-
pliers, as determined by the Secretary; and 

(B) award financial incentives to the pro-
ducers, manufacturers, and suppliers that 
submit the lowest bids that meet the re-
quirements established by the Secretary. 
SEC. l03. FORMS OF AWARDS. 

(a) NUCLEAR POWER GENERATORS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An award for nuclear 

power generation under this subtitle shall be 
in the form of a contract to provide a pro-
duction payment for commercial service of 
the generation unit in an amount equal to 
the product obtained by multiplying— 

(A) the amount bid by the producer of the 
nuclear power generation; and 

(B) except as provided in paragraph (2), the 
net megawatt-hours generated by the nu-
clear power generation unit each year during 
the first 10 years following the end of the 
calendar year of the award. 

(2) FIRST YEAR.—For purposes of paragraph 
(1)(B), the first year of commercial service of 
the generating unit shall be within 5 years of 
the end of the calendar year of the award. 

(b) MANUFACTURING OF NUCLEAR POWER 
GENERATION TECHNOLOGY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An award for facility es-
tablishment or conversion costs for nuclear 
power generation technology under this sub-
title shall be in an amount equal to not more 
than 30 percent of the cost of— 

(A) establishing, reequipping, or expanding 
a manufacturing facility to produce— 

(i) qualifying nuclear power generation 
technology; or 

(ii) qualifying components; 
(B) engineering integration costs of nu-

clear power generation technology and quali-
fying components; and 

(C) property, machine tools, and other 
equipment acquired or constructed primarily 
to enable the recipient to test equipment 
necessary for the construction or operation 
of a nuclear power generation facility. 

(2) AMOUNT.—The Secretary shall use the 
amounts made available to carry out this 
section to make awards to entities for the 
manufacturing of nuclear power generation 
technology. 
SEC. l04. SELECTION CRITERIA. 

In making awards under this subtitle to 
producers, manufacturers, and suppliers of 
nuclear power generation technology and 
qualifying components, the Secretary shall 
select producers, manufacturers, and sup-
pliers that— 

(1) document the greatest use of domesti-
cally-sourced parts and components; 

(2) return to productive service existing 
idle manufacturing capacity; 

(3) are located in States with the greatest 
availability of unemployed manufacturing 
workers; 

(4) demonstrate a high probability of com-
mercial success; and 

(5) meet other appropriate criteria, as de-
termined by the Secretary. 

Subtitle B—Accelerated Depreciation 
SEC. l11. 5-YEAR ACCELERATED DEPRECIATION 

PERIOD FOR NEW NUCLEAR POWER 
PLANTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 168(e)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end 
of clause (v), by striking the period at the 
end of clause (vi)(III) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, 
and by inserting after clause (vi) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(vii) any advanced nuclear power facility 
(as defined in section 45J(d)(1), determined 
without regard to subparagraph (B) thereof) 
the original use of which commences with 
the taxpayer after December 31, 2008.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
168(e)(3)(E)(vii) of the Internal Revenue Code 

of 1986 is amended by inserting ‘‘and not de-
scribed in subparagraph (B)(vii) of this para-
graph’’ after ‘‘section 1245(a)(3)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2008. 

Subtitle C—Next Generation Nuclear Plant 
Project Modifications 

SEC. l21. NEXT GENERATION NUCLEAR PLANT 
PROJECT MODIFICATIONS. 

(a) PROJECT ESTABLISHMENT.—Section 641 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16021) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking the subsection designation 

and heading and all that follows through 
‘‘The Secretary’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND OBJECTIVE.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) OBJECTIVE.— 
‘‘(A) DEFINITION OF HIGH-TEMPERATURE, 

GAS-COOLED NUCLEAR ENERGY TECHNOLOGY.— 
In this paragraph, the term ‘high-tempera-
ture, gas-cooled nuclear energy technology’ 
means any nongreenhouse gas-emitting nu-
clear energy technology that provides— 

‘‘(i) an alternative to the burning of fossil 
fuels for industrial applications; and 

‘‘(ii) process heat to generate, for example, 
electricity, steam, hydrogen, and oxygen for 
activities such as— 

‘‘(I) petroleum refining; 
‘‘(II) petrochemical processes; 
‘‘(III) converting coal to synfuels and other 

hydrocarbon feedstocks; and 
‘‘(IV) desalination. 
‘‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF OBJECTIVE.—The ob-

jective of the Project shall be to carry out 
demonstration projects for the development, 
licensing, and operation of high-tempera-
ture, gas-cooled nuclear energy technologies 
to support commercialization of those tech-
nologies. 

‘‘(C) REQUIREMENTS.—The functional, oper-
ational, and performance requirements for 
high-temperature, gas-cooled nuclear energy 
technologies shall be determined by the 
needs of marketplace industrial end-users 
(such as owners and operators of nuclear en-
ergy facilities, petrochemical entities, and 
petroleum entities), as projected for the 40- 
year period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this paragraph.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by inserting ‘‘licensing,’’ after ‘‘design,’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘942(d)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘952(d)’’; and 
(C) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(2) demonstrates the capability of the nu-

clear energy system to provide high-tem-
perature process heat to produce— 

‘‘(A) electricity, steam, and other heat 
transport fluids; and 

‘‘(B) hydrogen and oxygen, separately or in 
combination.’’. 

(b) PROJECT MANAGEMENT.—Section 642 of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16022) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 642. PROJECT MANAGEMENT. 

‘‘(a) DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Project shall be 

managed in the Department by the Office of 
Nuclear Energy. 

‘‘(2) GENERATION IV NUCLEAR ENERGY SYS-
TEMS INITIATIVE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Project may be carried out in coordi-
nation with the Generation IV Nuclear En-
ergy Systems Initiative. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—Regardless of whether 
the Project is carried out in coordination 
with the Generation IV Nuclear Energy Sys-
tems Initiative under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall establish a separate budget 
line-item for the Project. 
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‘‘(3) INTERACTION WITH INDUSTRY.—Any ac-

tivity to support the Project by an indi-
vidual or entity in the private industry shall 
be carried out pursuant to a competitive co-
operative agreement or other assistance 
agreement (such as a technology investment 
agreement) between the Department and the 
industry group established under subsection 
(c). 

‘‘(b) LABORATORY MANAGEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Idaho National Lab-

oratory shall be the lead National Labora-
tory for the Project. 

‘‘(2) COLLABORATION.—The Idaho National 
Laboratory shall collaborate regarding re-
search and development activities with other 
National Laboratories, institutions of higher 
education, research institutes, representa-
tives of industry, international organiza-
tions, and Federal agencies to support the 
Project. 

‘‘(c) INDUSTRY GROUP.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a group of appropriate industrial 
partners in the private sector to carry out 
cost-shared activities with the Department 
to support the Project. 

‘‘(2) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

offer to enter into a cooperative agreement 
or other assistance agreement with the in-
dustry group established under paragraph (1) 
to manage and support the development, li-
censing, construction, and initial operation 
of the Project. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—The agreement under 
subparagraph (A) shall contain a provision 
under which the industry group may enter 
into contracts with entities in the public 
sector for the provision of services and prod-
ucts to that sector that reflect typical com-
mercial practices, including (without limita-
tion) the conditions applicable to sales under 
section 2563 of title 10, United States Code. 

‘‘(C) PROJECT MANAGEMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The industry group shall 

use commercial practices and project man-
agement processes and tools in carrying out 
activities to support the Project. 

‘‘(ii) INTERFACE REQUIREMENTS.—The re-
quirements for interface between the project 
management requirements of the Depart-
ment (including the requirements contained 
in the document of the Department num-
bered DOE O 413.3A and entitled ‘Program 
and Project Management for the Acquisition 
of Capital Assets’) and the commercial prac-
tices and project management processes and 
tools described in clause (i) shall be defined 
in the agreement under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) COST SHARING.—Activities of industrial 
partners funded by the Project shall be cost- 
shared in accordance with section 988. 

‘‘(4) PREFERENCE.—Preference in deter-
mining the final structure of industrial part-
nerships under this part shall be given to a 
structure (including designating as a lead in-
dustrial partner an entity incorporated in 
the United States) that retains United 
States technological leadership in the 
Project while maximizing cost sharing op-
portunities and minimizing Federal funding 
responsibilities. 

‘‘(d) REACTOR TEST CAPABILITIES.—The 
Project shall use, if appropriate, reactor test 
capabilities at the Idaho National Labora-
tory. 

‘‘(e) OTHER LABORATORY CAPABILITIES.— 
The Project may use, if appropriate, facili-
ties at other National Laboratories.’’. 

(c) PROJECT ORGANIZATION.—Section 643 of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16023) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by inserting ‘‘trans-
port and’’ before ‘‘conversion’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking subparagraph (C); and 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), 
(B), and (D) as clauses (i), (ii), and (iii), re-
spectively, and indenting the clauses appro-
priately; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘, 

through a competitive process,’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘reac-

tor’’ and inserting ‘‘energy system’’; 
(iii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘hy-

drogen or electricity’’ and inserting ‘‘energy 
transportation, conversion, and’’; and 

(iv) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) as clauses (i) through (iv), re-
spectively, and indenting the clauses appro-
priately; 

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting the subparagraphs appro-
priately; 

(D) by striking ‘‘The Project shall be’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Project shall be’’; 
and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) OVERLAPPING PHASES.—The phases de-

scribed in paragraph (1) may overlap for the 
Project or any portion of the Project, as nec-
essary.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘pow-

erplant’’ and inserting ‘‘power plant’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end 

the following: 
‘‘(E) INDUSTRY GROUP.—The industry group 

established under section 642(c) may enter 
into any necessary contracts for services, 
support, or equipment in carrying out an 
agreement with the Department.’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘RESEARCH’’; 
(ii) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘Research’’; 
(iii) by striking ‘‘NERAC’’ each place it ap-

pears and inserting ‘‘NEAC’’; 
(iv) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by striking clause (i) and inserting the 

following: 
‘‘(i) review program plans for the Project 

prepared by the Office of Nuclear Energy and 
all progress under the Project on an ongoing 
basis;’’; 

(II) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(III) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) ensure that industrial support for the 

first project phase under subsection (b)(1)(A) 
is continued before initiating the second 
project phase under subsection (b)(1)(B).’’; 

(v) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘or ap-
point’’ and inserting ‘‘by appointing’’; and 

(vi) in subparagraph (D)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘On a determination’’ and 

inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—On a determination’’; 
(II) in clause (i) (as designated by sub-

clause (I))— 
(aa) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(1)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘subsection (b)(1)(A)’’; and 
(bb) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(2)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘subsection (b)(1)(B)’’; and 
(III) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) SCOPE.—The scope of the review con-

ducted under clause (i) shall be in accord-
ance with an applicable cooperative agree-
ment or other assistance agreement (such as 
a technology investment agreement) be-
tween the Secretary and the industry group 
established under section 642(c).’’. 

(d) NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION.— 
Section 644 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16024) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 

through (4) as subparagraphs (A) through 
(D), respectively, and indenting the subpara-
graphs appropriately; 

(B) by striking ‘‘Not later than’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT.—To the maximum ex-

tent practicable, in carrying out subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) of paragraph (1), the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission shall inde-
pendently review and, as appropriate, use the 
results of analyses conducted for or by the li-
cense applicant.’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) ONGOING INTERACTION.—The Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission shall establish a 
separate program office for advanced reac-
tors— 

‘‘(1) to develop and implement regulatory 
requirements consistent with the safety 
bases of the type of nuclear reactor devel-
oped by the Project, with the specific objec-
tive that the requirements shall be applied 
to follow-on commercialized high-tempera-
ture, gas-cooled nuclear reactors; 

‘‘(2) to avoid conflicts in the availability of 
resources with licensing activities for light 
water reactors; 

‘‘(3) to focus and develop resources of the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission for the re-
view of advanced reactors; 

‘‘(4) to support the effective and timely re-
view of preapplication activities and review 
of applications to support applicant needs; 
and 

‘‘(5) to provide for the timely development 
of regulatory requirements, including 
through the preapplication process, and re-
view of applications for advanced tech-
nologies, such as high-temperature, gas- 
cooled nuclear technology systems.’’. 

(e) PROJECT TIMELINES AND AUTHORIZATION 
OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Section 645 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16025) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT.—Not later 
than December 31, 2009, the Secretary shall 
submit to Congress a report that contains a 
summary of each cooperative agreement or 
other assistance agreement (such as a tech-
nology investment agreement) entered into 
between the Secretary and the industry 
group under section 642(a)(3), including a de-
scription of the means by which the agree-
ment will provide for successful completion 
of the development, design, licensing, con-
struction, and initial operation and dem-
onstration period of the prototype facility of 
the Project. 

‘‘(b) OVERALL PROJECT PLAN.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than December 

31, 2009, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress an overall plan for the Project, to be 
prepared jointly by the Secretary and the in-
dustry group established under section 
642(c), pursuant to a cooperative agreement 
or other assistance agreement (such as a 
technology investment agreement). 

‘‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—The plan under para-
graph (1) shall include— 

‘‘(A) a summary of the schedule for the de-
sign, licensing, construction, and initial op-
eration and demonstration period for the nu-
clear energy system prototype facility and 
hydrogen production prototype facility of 
the Project; 

‘‘(B) the process by which a specific design 
for the prototype nuclear energy system fa-
cility and hydrogen production facility will 
be selected; 

‘‘(C) the specific licensing strategy for the 
Project, including— 

‘‘(i) resource requirements of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission; and 
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‘‘(ii) the schedule for the submission of a 

preapplication, the submission of an applica-
tion, and application review for the proto-
type nuclear energy system facility of the 
Project; 

‘‘(D) a summary of the schedule for each 
major event relating to the Project; and 

‘‘(E) a time-based cost and cost-sharing 
profile to support planning for appropria-
tions.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘research 
and construction activities’’ and inserting 
‘‘research and development, design, licens-
ing, construction, and initial operation and 
demonstration activities’’. 

SA 5120. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 43, after line 17, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 17. HYDROGEN INFRASTRUCTURE AND 

FUEL COSTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart B of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to other cred-
its) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘SEC. 30D. HYDROGEN INFRASTRUCTURE AND 

FUEL COSTS. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—There shall be 

allowed as a credit against the tax imposed 
by this chapter for the taxable year an 
amount equal to the sum of— 

‘‘(1) the hydrogen infrastructure costs 
credit determined under subsection (b), and 

‘‘(2) the hydrogen fuel costs credit deter-
mined under subsection (c). 

‘‘(b) HYDROGEN INFRASTRUCTURE COSTS 
CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-
section (a), the hydrogen infrastructure 
costs credit determined under this sub-
section with respect to each eligible hydro-
gen production and distribution facility of 
the taxpayer is an amount equal to 30 per-
cent of so much of the infrastructure costs 
for the taxable year as does not exceed 
$200,000 with respect to such facility. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE HYDROGEN PRODUCTION AND 
DISTRIBUTION FACILITY.—For purposes of this 
subsection, the term ‘eligible hydrogen pro-
duction and distribution facility’ means a 
hydrogen production and distribution facil-
ity which is placed in service after December 
31, 2007. 

‘‘(c) HYDROGEN FUEL COSTS CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a), the hydrogen fuel costs credit de-
termined under this subsection with respect 
to each eligible hydrogen device of the tax-
payer is an amount equal to the qualified hy-
drogen expenditure amount with respect to 
such device. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED HYDROGEN EXPENDITURE 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified hy-
drogen expenditure amount’ means, with re-
spect to each eligible hydrogen energy con-
version device of the taxpayer with a produc-
tion capacity of not more than 25 kilowatts 
of electricity, the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) 30 percent of the amount paid or in-
curred by the taxpayer during the taxable 
year for hydrogen which is consumed by such 
device, and 

‘‘(ii) $2,000. 

In the case of any device which is not owned 
by the taxpayer at all times during the tax-
able year, the $2,000 amount in clause (ii) 

shall be reduced by an amount which bears 
the same ratio to $2,000 as the portion of the 
year which such device is not owned by the 
taxpayer bears to the entire year. 

‘‘(B) HIGHER LIMITATION FOR DEVICES WITH 
MORE PRODUCTION CAPACITY.—In the case of 
any eligible hydrogen energy conversion de-
vice with a production capacity of— 

‘‘(i) more than 25 but less than 100 kilo-
watts of electricity, subparagraph (A) shall 
be applied by substituting ‘$4,000’ for ‘$2,000’ 
each place it appears, and 

‘‘(ii) not less than 100 kilowatts of elec-
tricity, subparagraph (A) shall be applied by 
substituting ‘$6,000’ for ‘$2,000’ each place it 
appears. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE HYDROGEN ENERGY CONVER-
SION DEVICES.—For purposes of this sub-
section— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible hy-
drogen energy conversion device’ means, 
with respect to any taxpayer, any hydrogen 
energy conversion device which— 

‘‘(i) is placed in service after December 31, 
2004, and 

‘‘(ii) is wholly owned by the taxpayer dur-
ing the taxable year. 

If an owner of a device (determined without 
regard to this subparagraph) provides to the 
primary user of such device a written state-
ment that such user shall be treated as the 
owner of such device for purposes of this sec-
tion, then such user (and not such owner) 
shall be so treated. 

‘‘(B) HYDROGEN ENERGY CONVERSION DE-
VICE.—The term ‘hydrogen energy conversion 
device’ means— 

‘‘(i) any electrochemical device which con-
verts hydrogen into electricity, and 

‘‘(ii) any combustion engine which burns 
hydrogen as a fuel. 

‘‘(d) REDUCTION IN BASIS.—For purposes of 
this subtitle, if a credit is allowed under this 
section for any expenditure with respect to 
any property, the increase in the basis of 
such property which would (but for this 
paragraph) result from such expenditure 
shall be reduced by the amount of the credit 
so allowed. 

‘‘(e) APPLICATION WITH OTHER CREDITS.— 
‘‘(1) BUSINESS CREDIT TREATED AS PART OF 

GENERAL BUSINESS CREDIT.—So much of the 
credit which would be allowed under sub-
section (a) for any taxable year (determined 
without regard to this subsection) that is at-
tributable to amounts which (but for sub-
section (g)) would be allowed as a deduction 
under section 162 shall be treated as a credit 
listed in section 38(b) for such taxable year 
(and not allowed under subsection (a)). 

‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.—The credit allowed 
under subsection (a) (after the application of 
paragraph (1)) for any taxable year shall not 
exceed the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(A) the regular tax liability (as defined in 
section 26(b)) reduced by the sum of the cred-
its allowable under subpart A and sections 
27, 30, 30B, and 30C, over 

‘‘(B) the tentative minimum tax for the 
taxable year. 

‘‘(f) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—The 
amount of any deduction or other credit al-
lowable under this chapter for any cost 
taken into account in determining the 
amount of the credit under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by the amount of such cred-
it attributable to such cost. 

‘‘(g) RECAPTURE.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulations, provide for recapturing the ben-
efit of any credit allowable under subsection 
(a) with respect to any property which ceases 
to be property eligible for such credit. 

‘‘(h) ELECTION NOT TO TAKE CREDIT.—No 
credit shall be allowed under subsection (a) 
for any property if the taxpayer elects not to 
have this section apply to such property. 

‘‘(i) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as necessary to 
carry out the provisions of this section. 

‘‘(j) TERMINATION.—This section shall not 
apply to any costs paid or incurred after the 
end of the 3-year period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 38(b) of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘plus’’ at 
the end of paragraph (31), by striking the pe-
riod at the end of paragraph (32) and insert-
ing ‘‘plus’’, and by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(33) the portion of the hydrogen infra-
structure and fuel credit to which section 
30D(e)(1) applies.’’. 

(2) Section 55(c)(3) of such Code is amended 
by inserting ‘‘30D(e)(2),’’ after ‘‘30C(d)(2),’’. 

(3) Section 1016(a) of such Code is amended 
by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(36), by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (37) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(38) to the extent provided in section 
30D(d).’’. 

(4) Section 6501(m) of such Code is amended 
by inserting ‘‘30D(h),’’ after ‘‘30C(e)(5),’’. 

(5) The table of sections for subpart B of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of such 
Code is amended by inserting after the item 
relating to section 30C the following new 
item: 
‘‘Sec. 30D. Hydrogen infrastructure and fuel 

costs.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2007, in 
taxable years ending after such date. 

SA 5121. Mr. BOND submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. ll. OFFSHORE OIL PRODUCTION. 

(a) PUBLICATION OF PROJECTED STATE LINES 
ON OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF.—Section 
4(a)(2)(A) of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(2)(A)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by designating the first, second, and 
third sentences as clause (i), (iii), and (iv), 
respectively; 

(2) in clause (i) (as so designated), by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of the Stop Excessive Energy 
Speculation Act of 2008’’; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (i) (as so des-
ignated) the following: 

‘‘(ii)(I) The projected lines shall also be 
used for the purpose of preleasing and leas-
ing activities conducted in new producing 
areas under section 32. 

‘‘(II) This clause shall not affect any prop-
erty right or title to Federal submerged land 
on the outer Continental Shelf. 

‘‘(III) In carrying out this clause, the 
President shall consider the offshore admin-
istrative boundaries beyond State submerged 
lands for planning, coordination, and admin-
istrative purposes of the Department of the 
Interior, but may establish different bound-
aries.’’. 

(b) PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL GAS IN 
NEW PRODUCING AREAS.—The Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 32. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
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‘‘(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
political subdivision of a new producing 
State any part of which political subdivision 
is— 

‘‘(A) within the coastal zone (as defined in 
section 304 of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)) of the new pro-
ducing State as of the date of enactment of 
this section; and 

‘‘(B) not more than 200 nautical miles from 
the geographic center of any leased tract. 

‘‘(2) MORATORIUM AREA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘moratorium 

area’ means an area covered by sections 104 
through 105 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2118) (as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this section). 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘moratorium 
area’ does not include an area located in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

‘‘(3) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘new 
producing area’ means any moratorium area 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of a State 
that is located greater than 50 miles from 
the coastline of the State. 

‘‘(4) NEW PRODUCING STATE.—The term ‘new 
producing State’ means a State that has, 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of the 
State, a new producing area available for oil 
and gas leasing under subsection (b). 

‘‘(5) OFFSHORE ADMINISTRATIVE BOUND-
ARIES.—The term ‘offshore administrative 
boundaries’ means the administrative bound-
aries established by the Secretary beyond 
State submerged land for planning, coordina-
tion, and administrative purposes of the De-
partment of the Interior and published in the 
Federal Register on January 3, 2006 (71 Fed. 
Reg. 127). 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
REVENUES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ means all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of enactment of this section for new pro-
ducing areas. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ does not 
include— 

‘‘(i) revenues from a bond or other surety 
forfeited for obligations other than the col-
lection of royalties; 

‘‘(ii) revenues from civil penalties; 
‘‘(iii) royalties taken by the Secretary in- 

kind and not sold; 
‘‘(iv) revenues generated from leases sub-

ject to section 8(g); or 
‘‘(v) any revenues considered qualified 

outer Continental Shelf revenues under sec-
tion 102 of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-
rity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432). 

‘‘(7) QUALIFIED REVENUE.—The term ‘quali-
fied revenue’ means the amount estimated 
by the Secretary of the Federal share of all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of the enactment of the Stop Excessive En-
ergy Speculation Act of 2008 for new pro-
ducing areas under this section. 

‘‘(b) PETITION FOR LEASING NEW PRODUCING 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date on 
which the President delineates projected 
State lines under section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii), the 
Governor of a State, with the concurrence of 
the legislature of the State, with a new pro-
ducing area within the offshore administra-
tive boundaries beyond the submerged land 
of the State may submit to the Secretary a 

petition requesting that the Secretary make 
the new producing area available for oil and 
gas leasing. 

‘‘(2) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—Notwith-
standing section 18, as soon as practicable 
after receipt of a petition under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve the petition 
if the Secretary determines that leasing the 
new producing area would not create an un-
reasonable risk of harm to the marine, 
human, or coastal environment. 

‘‘(c) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM NEW PRO-
DUCING AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 and subject to the other provisions of this 
subsection, for each applicable fiscal year, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in the general fund of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in a special account in 
the Treasury from which the Secretary shall 
disburse— 

‘‘(i) 75 percent to new producing States in 
accordance with paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(ii) 25 percent to provide financial assist-
ance to States in accordance with section 6 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l –8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5). 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING STATES 
AND COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(A) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING 
STATES.—Effective for fiscal year 2008 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, the amount made 
available under paragraph (1)(B)(i) shall be 
allocated to each new producing State in 
amounts (based on a formula established by 
the Secretary by regulation) proportional to 
the amount of qualified outer Continental 
Shelf revenues generated in the new pro-
ducing area offshore each State. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
20 percent of the allocable share of each new 
producing State, as determined under sub-
paragraph (A), to the coastal political sub-
divisions of the new producing State. 

‘‘(ii) ALLOCATION.—The amount paid by the 
Secretary to coastal political subdivisions 
shall be allocated to each coastal political 
subdivision in accordance with the regula-
tions promulgated under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—The amount al-
located to a new producing State for each 
fiscal year under paragraph (2) shall be at 
least 5 percent of the amounts available for 
the fiscal year under paragraph (1)(B)(i). 

‘‘(4) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under subparagraph (B) of para-
graph (1) for the applicable fiscal year shall 
be made available in accordance with that 
subparagraph during the fiscal year imme-
diately following the applicable fiscal year. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZED USES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), each new producing State and coastal 
political subdivision shall use all amounts 
received under paragraph (2) in accordance 
with all applicable Federal and State laws, 
only for 1 or more of the following purposes: 

‘‘(i) Projects and activities for the purposes 
of coastal protection, including conserva-
tion, coastal restoration, hurricane protec-
tion, and infrastructure directly affected by 
coastal wetland losses. 

‘‘(ii) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

‘‘(iii) Implementation of a federally ap-
proved marine, coastal, or comprehensive 
conservation management plan. 

‘‘(iv) Funding of onshore infrastructure 
projects. 

‘‘(v) Planning assistance and the adminis-
trative costs of complying with this section. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 3 percent 
of amounts received by a new producing 
State or coastal political subdivision under 
paragraph (2) may be used for the purposes 
described in subparagraph (A)(v). 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—Amounts made 
available under paragraph (1)(B) shall— 

‘‘(A) be made available, without further ap-
propriation, in accordance with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(B) remain available until expended; and 
‘‘(C) be in addition to any amounts appro-

priated under— 
‘‘(i) other provisions of this Act; 
‘‘(ii) the Land and Water Conservation 

Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.); or 
‘‘(iii) any other provision of law. 
‘‘(d) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-

TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM OTHER 
AREAS.—Notwithstanding section 9, for each 
applicable fiscal year, the terms and condi-
tions of subsection (c) shall apply to the dis-
position of qualified outer Continental Shelf 
revenues that— 

‘‘(1) are derived from oil or gas leasing in 
an area that is not included in the current 5- 
year plan of the Secretary for oil or gas leas-
ing; and 

‘‘(2) are not assumed in the budget of the 
United States Government submitted by the 
President under section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Sections 
104 and 105 of the Department of the Interior, 
Environment, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 121 
Stat. 2118) are amended by striking ‘‘No 
funds’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘Except as provided in section 32 of the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, no 
funds’’. 
SEC. ll. OIL CONSERVATION THROUGH AD-

VANCED VEHICLE BATTERIES AND 
HYBRID AND PLUG-IN VEHICLES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADVANCED VEHICLE BATTERY.—The term 

‘‘advanced vehicle battery’’ means an elec-
trochemical energy storage system powered 
directly by electrical current that provides 
motive power to an electric vehicle, hybrid 
electric vehicle, or plug-in hybrid electric 
vehicle. 

(2) ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term ‘‘electric 
vehicle’’ means an on-road light-duty or non- 
road vehicle that uses an advanced vehicle 
battery or a fuel cell (as defined in section 
803 of the Spark M. Matsunaga Hydrogen Act 
of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16152)). 

(3) HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term 
‘‘hybrid electric vehicle’’ means a new quali-
fied hybrid motor vehicle (as defined in sec-
tion 30B(d)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986). 

(4) PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’’ means 
a hybrid electric vehicle that— 

(A) draws motive power from a battery 
with a capacity of at least 4 kilowatt-hours; 

(B) can be recharged from an external 
source of electricity for motive power; and 

(C) is a light-, medium-, or heavy-duty 
motor vehicle or nonroad vehicle (as those 
terms are defined in section 216 of the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7550)). 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It is the policy 
of the United States to conserve oil by ag-
gressively promoting advanced vehicle bat-
tery technology and the domestic manufac-
turing capability of the Unites States nec-
essary for widespread commercial viability 
of hybrid electric vehicles, plug-in hybrid 
electric vehicles, and electric vehicles. 

(c) ADVANCED VEHICLE BATTERY RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) expand and accelerate research and de-

velopment efforts for advanced vehicle bat-
teries; and 

(B) emphasize lower cost enablers for 
abuse-tolerant batteries with the appro-
priate balance of power and energy capacity 
to meet market requirements. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $100,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

(d) ADVANCED VEHICLE BATTERY DOMESTIC 
MANUFACTURING PROCESS IMPROVEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a program to provide grants to improve 
domestic manufacturing equipment and as-
sembly process capabilities for advanced ve-
hicle batteries and components that— 

(A) reduce manufacturing time; 
(B) reduce manufacturing energy intensity; 
(C) reduce negative environmental impact 

or byproducts; or 
(D) increase spent battery or component 

recycling. 
(2) INCLUSION.—The Secretary shall include 

in the program established under paragraph 
(1) grants to support the development and 
deployment of domestic high-speed, auto-
mated, production-scale advanced vehicle 
battery and component manufacturing 
equipment. 

(3) COST SHARING.—The Secretary shall re-
quire that not less than 20 percent of the 
cost of a project funded by a grant under this 
subsection be provided by a non-Federal 
source. 

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $250,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

(e) ADVANCED VEHICLE BATTERY DOMESTIC 
MANUFACTURING SUPPLY BASE EXPANSION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a program to provide grants to expand 
the domestic manufacturing supply base for 
advanced vehicle batteries, battery cell ma-
terials, and battery system components. 

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may pro-
vide grants under paragraph (1) to reequip, 
expand, or establish manufacturing facilities 
in the United States. 

(3) COST SHARING.—The Secretary shall re-
quire that not less than 20 percent of the 
cost of a project funded by a grant under this 
subsection be provided by a non-Federal 
source. 

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $750,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

SA 5122. Mr. BOND submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, insert the following: 
SEC. lll. OIL CONSERVATION THROUGH AD-

VANCED VEHICLE BATTERIES FOR 
HYBRID, PLUG-IN HYBRID AND 
ELECTRIC VEHICLES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) AVANCED VEHICLE BATTERY.—The term 

‘‘advanced vehicle battery’’ means an elec-
trochemical energy storage system powered 
directly by electrical current that provides 
motive power to an electric vehicle, hybrid 
electric vehicle, or plug-in hybrid electric 
vehicle. 

(2) ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term ‘‘electric 
vehicle’’ means an on-road light-duty or non- 
road vehicle that uses either an advanced ve-
hicle battery or a fuel cell (as defined in sec-

tion 803 of the Spark M. Matsunaga Hydro-
gen Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16152)). 

(3) HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term 
‘‘hybrid electric vehicle’’ means a new quali-
fied hybrid motor vehicle (as defined in sec-
tion 30B(d)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986). 

(4) PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’’ means 
a hybrid electric vehicle that— 

(A) draws motive power from a battery 
with a capacity of at least 4 kilowatt-hours; 

(B) can be recharged from an external 
source of electricity for motive power; and 

(C) is a light-, medium-, or heavy-duty 
motor vehicle or nonroad vehicle (as those 
terms are defined in section 216 of the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7550)). 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the United 
States to conserve oil by aggressively pro-
moting advanced vehicle battery technology 
and U.S. domestic manufacturing capability 
necessary for widespread commercial viabil-
ity of hybrid electric vehicles, plug-in hybrid 
electric vehicles, and electric vehicles. 

(c) ADVANCED VEHICLE BATTERY RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ex-
pand and accelerate research and develop-
ment efforts for advanced vehicle batteries 
with an emphasis on lowering costs and in-
creasing abuse tolerance with the appro-
priate balance of power and energy capacity 
to meet market requirements. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $100,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

(d) ADVANCED VEHICLE BATTERY DOMESTIC 
MANUFACTURING PROCESS IMPROVEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a program to provide grants to improve 
domestic manufacturing equipment and as-
sembly process capabilities for advanced ve-
hicle batteries and components that— 

(A) reduce manufacturing time; 
(B) reduce manufacturing energy intensity; 
(C) reduce negative environmental impact 

or byproducts; or 
(D) increase spent battery or component 

recycling. 
(2) INCLUSION.—The Secretary shall include 

in the program established under subsection 
(c) grants to support the development and 
deployment of domestic high-speed, auto-
mated, production-scale advanced vehicle 
battery and component manufacturing 
equipment. 

(3) COST SHARING.—The Secretary shall re-
quire that not less than 20 percent of the 
cost of a project funded by a grant under this 
section be provided by a non-Federal source. 

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $250,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

(e) ADVANCED VEHICLE BATTERY DOMESTIC 
MANUFACTURING SUPPLY BASE EXPANSION. 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a program to provide grants to expand 
the domestic manufacturing supply base for 
advanced vehicle batteries, battery cell ma-
terials and battery system components. 

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may pro-
vide grants under paragraph (1) to reequip, 
expand or establish manufacturing facilities 
in the United States. 

(3) COST SHARING.—The Secretary shall re-
quire that not less than 20 percent of the 
cost of a project funded by a grant under this 
section be provided by a non-Federal source. 

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $750,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

SA 5123. Mr. BOND submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 

him to the bill S. 3268, to amend Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end, insert the following: 
SEC.—. OFFSHORE OIL PRODUCTION. 

(a) PUBLICATION OF PROJECTED STATE LINES 
ON OUTER CONTENTIAL SHELF.—Section 
4(a)(2)(A) of the Outer Contential Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333 (a)(2)(A)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by designating the first, second, and 
third sentences as clause (i), (iii), and (iv), 
respectively; 

(2) in clause (i) (as so designated), by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of the Stop Excessive Energy 
Speculation Act of 2008’’; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (i) (as so des-
ignated) the following: 

‘‘(ii)(I) The projected lines shall also be 
used for the purpose of preleasing and leas-
ing activities conducted in new producing 
areas under section 32. 

‘‘(II) This clause shall not affect any prop-
erty right or title to Federal submerged land 
on the outer Continental Shelf. 

‘‘(III) In carrying out this clause, the 
President shall consider the offshore admin-
istrative boundaries beyond State submerged 
lands for planning, coordination, and admin-
istrative purposes of the Department of the 
Interior, but may establish different bound-
aries.’’. 

(b) PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL GAS IN 
NEW PRODUCING AREAS.—The Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 32. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
political subdivision of a new producing 
State any part of which political subdivision 
is— 

‘‘(A) within the coastal zone (as defined in 
section 304 of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)) of the new pro-
ducing State as of the date of enactment of 
this section; and 

‘‘(B) not more than 200 nautical miles from 
the geographic center of any leased tract. 

‘‘(2) MORATORIUM AREA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘moratorium 

area’ means an area covered by sections 104 
through 105 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2118) (as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this section). 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘moratorium 
area’ does not include an area located in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

‘‘(3) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘new 
producing area’ means any moratorium area 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of a State 
that is located greater than 50 miles from 
the coastline of the State. 

‘‘(4) NEW PRODUCING STATE.—The term ‘new 
producing State’ means a State that has, 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of the 
State, a new producing area available for oil 
and gas leasing under subsection (b). 

‘‘(5) OFFSHORE ADMINISTRATIVE BOUND-
ARIES.—The term ‘offshore administrative 
boundaries’ means the administrative bound-
aries established by the Secretary beyond 
State submerged land for planning, coordina-
tion, and administrative purposes of the De-
partment of the Interior and published in the 
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Federal Register on January 3, 2006 (71 Fed. 
Reg. 127). 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
REVENUES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ means all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of enactment of this section for new pro-
ducing areas. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ does not 
include— 

‘‘(i) revenues from a bond or other surety 
forfeited for obligations other than the col-
lection of royalties; 

‘‘(ii) revenues from civil penalties; 
‘‘(iii) royalties taken by the Secretary in- 

kind and not sold; 
‘‘(iv) revenues generated from leases sub-

ject to section 8(g); or 
‘‘(v) any revenues considered qualified 

outer Continental Shelf revenues under sec-
tion 102 of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-
rity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432). 

‘‘(b) PETITION FOR LEASING NEW PRODUCING 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date on 
which the President delineates projected 
State lines under section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii), the 
Governor of a State, with the concurrence of 
the legislature of the State, with a new pro-
ducing area within the offshore administra-
tive boundaries beyond the submerged land 
of the State may submit to the Secretary a 
petition requesting that the Secretary make 
the new producing area available for oil and 
gas leasing. 

‘‘(2) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—Notwith-
standing section 18, as soon as practicable 
after receipt of a petition under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve the petition 
if the Secretary determines that leasing the 
new producing area would not create an un-
reasonable risk of harm to the marine, 
human, or coastal environment. 

‘‘(c) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM NEW PRO-
DUCING AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 and subject to the other provisions of this 
subsection, for each applicable fiscal year, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in the general fund of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in a special account in 
the Treasury from which the Secretary shall 
disburse— 

‘‘(i) 75 percent to new producing States in 
accordance with paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(ii) 25 percent to provide financial assist-
ance to States in accordance with section 6 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5). 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING STATES 
AND COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(A) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING 
STATES.—Effective for fiscal year 2008 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, the amount made 
available under paragraph (1) (B) (i) shall be 
allocated to each new producing State in 
amounts (based on a formula established by 
the Secretary by regulation) proportional to 
the amount of qualified outer Continental 
Shelf revenues generated in the new pro-
ducing area offshore each State. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
20 percent of the allocable share of each new 
producing State, as determined under sub-

paragraph (A), to the coastal political sub-
divisions of the new producing State. 

‘‘(ii) ALLOCATION.—The amount paid by the 
Secretary to coastal political subdivisions 
shall be allocated to each coastal political 
subdivision in accordance with the regula-
tions promulgated under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—The amount al-
located to a new producing State for each 
fiscal year under paragraph (2) shall be at 
least 5 percent of the amounts available for 
the fiscal year under paragraph (1 )(B)(i). 

‘‘(4) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under subparagraph (B) 
ofparagraph (1) for the applicable fiscal year 
shall be made available in accordance with 
that subparagraph during the fiscal year im-
mediately following the applicable fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZED USES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), each new producing State and coastal 
political subdivision shall use all amounts 
received under paragraph (2) in accordance 
with all applicable Federal and State laws, 
only for 1 or more of the following purposes: 

‘‘(i) Projects and activities for the purposes 
of coastal protection, including conserva-
tion, coastal restoration, hurricane protec-
tion, and infrastructure directly affected by 
coastal wetland losses. 

‘‘(ii) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

‘‘(iii) Implementation of a federally ap-
proved marine, coastal, or comprehensive 
conservation management plan. 

‘‘(iv) Funding of onshore infrastructure 
projects. 

‘‘(v) Planning assistance and the adminis-
trative costs of complying with this section. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 3 percent 
of amounts received by a new producing 
State or coastal political subdivision under 
paragraph (2) may be used for the purposes 
described in subparagraph (A) (v). 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—Amounts made 
available under paragraph (1) (B) shall 

‘‘(A) be made available, without further ap-
propriation, in accordance with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(B) remain available until expended; and 
‘‘(C) be in addition to any amounts appro-
priated under- 

‘‘(i) other provisions of this Act; 
‘‘(ii) the Land and Water Conservation 

Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 4601–4 et seq.); or 
‘‘(iii) any other provisions of law. 

‘‘(d) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER 
CONTENTIAL SHELF REVENUES FROM OTHER 
AREAS.—Not withstanding section 9, for each 
applicable fiscal year, the terms and condi-
tions of subsection (c) shall apply to the dis-
position of qualified outer Continental Shelf 
revenues that— 

‘‘(1) are derived from oil or gas leasing in 
an area that is not included in the current 5– 
year plan of the Secretary for oil or gas leas-
ing; and 

‘‘(2) are not assumed in the budget of the 
United States Government submitted by the 
President under section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Sections 
104 and 105 of the Department of the Interior, 
Environment, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 121 
Stat. 2118) are amended by striking ‘‘No 
funds’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘Except as provided in section 32 of the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, no 
funds’’. 

SA 5124. Mr. KOHL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-

spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, insert the following: 
TITLE ll—NO OIL PRODUCING AND 

EXPORTING CARTELS ACT OF 2008 
SEC. ll. NO OIL PRODUCING AND EXPORTING 

CARTELS ACT OF 2008. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘No Oil Producing and Export-
ing Cartels Act of 2008’’ or ‘‘NOPEC’’. 

(b) SHERMAN ACT.—The Sherman Act (15 
U.S.C. 1 et seq.) is amended by adding after 
section 7 the following: 
‘‘SEC. 7A. OIL PRODUCING CARTELS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—It shall be illegal and a 
violation of this Act for any foreign state, or 
any instrumentality or agent of any foreign 
state, to act collectively or in combination 
with any other foreign state, any instrumen-
tality or agent of any other foreign state, or 
any other person, whether by cartel or any 
other association or form of cooperation or 
joint action— 

‘‘(1) to limit the production or distribution 
of oil, natural gas, or any other petroleum 
product; 

‘‘(2) to set or maintain the price of oil, nat-
ural gas, or any petroleum product; or 

‘‘(3) to otherwise take any action in re-
straint of trade for oil, natural gas, or any 
petroleum product; 
when such action, combination, or collective 
action has a direct, substantial, and reason-
ably foreseeable effect on the market, sup-
ply, price, or distribution of oil, natural gas, 
or other petroleum product in the United 
States. 

‘‘(b) SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—A foreign state 
engaged in conduct in violation of subsection 
(a) shall not be immune under the doctrine 
of sovereign immunity from the jurisdiction 
or judgments of the courts of the United 
States in any action brought to enforce this 
section. 

‘‘(c) INAPPLICABILITY OF ACT OF STATE DOC-
TRINE.—No court of the United States shall 
decline, based on the act of state doctrine, to 
make a determination on the merits in an 
action brought under this section. 

‘‘(d) ENFORCEMENT.—The Attorney General 
of the United States may bring an action to 
enforce this section in any district court of 
the United States as provided under the anti-
trust laws.’’. 

(c) SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.—Section 1605(a) 
of title 28, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘or’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) in which the action is brought under 

section 7A of the Sherman Act.’’. 

SA 5125. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 43, after line 17, add the following: 
SEC. 17. BAN ON EXPORTING PETROLEUM EX-

TRACTED FROM PUBLIC LANDS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) PETROLEUM PRODUCT.—The term ‘‘petro-

leum product’’ means any of the following: 
(A) Finished reformulated or conventional 

motor gasoline. 
(B) Finished aviation gasoline. 
(C) Kerosene-type jet fuel. 
(D) Kerosene. 
(E) Distillate fuel oil. 
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(F) Residual fuel oil. 
(G) Lubricants. 
(H) Waxes. 
(I) Petroleum coke. 
(J) Asphalt and road oil. 
(2) PUBLIC LANDS.—The term ‘‘public 

lands’’ means any land and interest in land 
owned by the United States within the sev-
eral States and administered by the Sec-
retary of the Interior through the Bureau of 
Land Management or the Minerals Manage-
ment Service, without regard to how the 
United States acquired ownership. 

(b) BAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, except as provided in 
paragraph (2), petroleum extracted from pub-
lic lands in the United States (including 
lands located on the outer continental shelf), 
or a petroleum product produced from such 
petroleum, may not be exported from the 
United States. 

(2) APPLICATION.—The prohibition on ex-
portation described in paragraph (1) shall 
apply to petroleum, or petroleum products 
produced from such petroleum, extracted 
from public lands leased after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

SA 5126. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 43, after line 17, add the following: 
SEC. 17. BAN ON EXPORTING PETROLEUM EX-

TRACTED FROM PUBLIC LANDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, petroleum extracted 
from public lands in the United States (in-
cluding lands located on the outer conti-
nental shelf), or a petroleum product pro-
duced from such petroleum, may not be ex-
ported from the United States. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) PETROLEUM PRODUCT.—The term ‘‘petro-

leum product’’ means any of the following: 
(A) Finished reformulated or conventional 

motor gasoline. 
(B) Finished aviation gasoline. 
(C) Kerosene-type jet fuel. 
(D) Kerosene. 
(E) Distillate fuel oil. 
(F) Residual fuel oil. 
(G) Lubricants. 
(H) Waxes. 
(I) Petroleum coke. 
(J) Asphalt and road oil. 
(2) PUBLIC LANDS.—The term ‘‘public 

lands’’ means any land and interest in land 
owned by the United States within the sev-
eral States and administered by the Sec-
retary of the Interior through the Bureau of 
Land Management or the Minerals Manage-
ment Service, without regard to how the 
United States acquired ownership. 

SA 5127. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

DIVISION B—EXTENSION OF ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY INITIATIVES 

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE. 
Except as otherwise expressly provided, 

whenever in this division an amendment or 

repeal is expressed in terms of an amend-
ment to, or repeal of, a section or other pro-
vision, the reference shall be considered to 
be made to a section or other provision of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

TITLE I—NON-BUSINESS ENERGY 
IMPROVEMENTS 

SEC. 101. PERFORMANCE BASED ENERGY IM-
PROVEMENTS FOR NON-BUSINESS 
PROPERTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by in-
serting after section 25D the following new 
section: 
‘‘SEC. 25E. PERFORMANCE BASED ENERGY IM-

PROVEMENTS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-

vidual, there shall be allowed as a credit 
against the tax imposed by this chapter for 
the taxable year an amount equal to the 
amount of qualified energy efficiency ex-
penditures paid or incurred by the taxpayer 
during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount allowed as a 

credit under subsection (a) shall not exceed 
the product of— 

‘‘(A) the qualified energy savings achieved, 
and 

‘‘(B) $4,000. 
‘‘(2) MINIMUM AMOUNT OF QUALIFIED ENERGY 

SAVINGS.—No credit shall be allowed under 
subsection (a) with respect to any principal 
residence which achieves a qualified energy 
savings of less than 20 percent. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
In the case of taxable years to which section 
26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit allowed 
under subsection (a) for any taxable year 
shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credit allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section and sec-
tions 23, 24, and 25B) and section 27 for the 
taxable year. 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENCY EX-
PENDITURES.—For purposes of this section: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified en-
ergy efficiency expenditures’ means any 
amount paid or incurred which is related to 
producing qualified energy savings in a prin-
cipal residence of the taxpayer which is lo-
cated in the United States. 

‘‘(2) NO DOUBLE BENEFIT FOR CERTAIN EX-
PENDITURES.—The term ‘qualified energy ef-
ficiency expenditures’ shall not include any 
expenditure for which a deduction or credit 
is otherwise allowed to the taxpayer under 
this chapter. 

‘‘(3) PRINCIPAL RESIDENCE.—The term ‘prin-
cipal residence’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 121, except that— 

‘‘(A) no ownership requirement shall be im-
posed, and 

‘‘(B) the period for which a building is 
treated as used as a principal residence shall 
also include the 60-day period ending on the 
1st day on which it would (but for this sub-
paragraph) first be treated as used as a prin-
cipal residence. 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED ENERGY SAVINGS.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified en-
ergy savings’ means, with respect to any 
principal residence, the amount (measured 
as a percentage) by which— 

‘‘(A) the annual energy use with respect to 
the principal residence after qualified energy 
efficiency expenditures are made, as certified 
under paragraph (2), is less than 

‘‘(B) the annual energy use with respect to 
the principal residence before the qualified 
energy efficiency expenditures were made, as 
certified under paragraph (2). 
In determining annual energy use under sub-
paragraph (B), any energy efficiency im-

provements which are not attributable to 
qualified energy efficiency expenditures 
shall be disregarded. 

‘‘(2) CERTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Energy, shall 
prescribe the procedures and methods for the 
making of certifications under this para-
graph based on the Residential Energy Serv-
ices Network (RESNET) Technical Guide-
lines in effect on the date of the enactment 
of this section. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUALS.—Any certifi-
cation made under this paragraph may only 
be made by an individual who is recognized 
by an organization certified by the Secretary 
for such purposes. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this 
section rules similar to the rules under para-
graphs (4), (5), (6), (7), (8), and (9) of section 
25D(e) and section 25C(e)(2) shall apply. 

‘‘(f) BASIS ADJUSTMENTS.—For purposes of 
this subtitle, if a credit is allowed under this 
section with respect to any expenditure with 
respect to any property, the increase in the 
basis of such property which would (but for 
this subsection) result from such expenditure 
shall be reduced by the amount of the credit 
so allowed. 

‘‘(g) TERMINATION.—This section shall not 
apply with respect to any property placed in 
service after December 31, 2011.’’. 

(b) INTERIM GUIDANCE ON CERTIFICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Energy, shall 
issue interim guidance on— 

(A) the procedures and methods for making 
certifications under sections 25E(d)(2)(A) and 
179F(d)(2)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as added by subsection (a) and section 
203, respectively; 

(B) the recognition of qualified individuals 
under sections 25E(d)(2)(B) and 179F(d)(2)(B) 
of such Code for the purpose of making such 
certifications; and 

(C) how participation in State energy effi-
ciency programs can be used in the proce-
dures and methods described in subparagraph 
(A). 

(2) CONSULTATION WITH STAKEHOLDERS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Treasury, in issuing guidance pursuant to 
paragraph (1), shall consider comments from 
energy efficiency experts and other inter-
ested parties. 

(B) OTHER CONSIDERATIONS.—In the case of 
guidance issued pursuant to paragraph (1)(B), 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall also con-
sider— 

(i) the Residential Energy Services Net-
work Technical Guidelines and other perti-
nent guidelines for evaluating energy sav-
ings; 

(ii) energy modeling software, including 
software accredited through the Residential 
Energy Services Network; and 

(iii) quality assurance procedures of the 
Building Performance Institute, Home Per-
formance through Energy Star, and the Resi-
dential Energy Services Network. 

(c) ALTERNATIVE CERTIFICATION METHODS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Treasury shall establish a procedure for indi-
viduals and businesses to petition for the ap-
proval of alternative methods of certifi-
cation under sections 25E(d)(2)(A) and 
179F(d)(2)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as added by subsection (a) and section 
203, respectively. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall make a determination on the 
approval or disapproval of such alternative 
methods of certification not later than 90 
days after receiving a petition under para-
graph (1). 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
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(1) Section 26(a)(1) is amended by striking 

‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, and 25E’’. 
(2) Section 1016(a) is amended by striking 

‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (36), by strik-
ing the period at the end of paragraph (37) 
and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(38) to the extent provided in section 
25E(f).’’. 

(3) The table of sections for subpart A of 
part IV of subchapter A chapter 1 is amended 
by inserting after the item relating to sec-
tion 25D the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 25E. Performance based energy im-

provements.’’. 
(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred in taxable years beginning 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 102. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

CREDIT FOR NONBUSINESS ENERGY 
PROPERTY. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (g) of section 
25C (relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2011’’. 

(b) LABOR COSTS FOR QUALIFIED ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY IMPROVEMENTS.—Section 
25C(c)(1) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new flush sentence: 
‘‘The amount taken into account under sub-
section (a)(1) with respect to qualified en-
ergy efficiency improvements shall include 
expenditures for labor costs properly allo-
cable to the onsite preparation, assembly, or 
original installation of any component de-
scribed in this paragraph.’’. 

(c) MODIFICATIONS FOR RESIDENTIAL EN-
ERGY EFFICIENCY PROPERTY EXPENDITURES.— 

(1) INCREASED LIMITATION FOR OIL FURNACES 
AND NATURAL GAS, PROPANE, AND OIL HOT 
WATER BOILERS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraphs (B) and 
(C) of section 25C(b)(3) are amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(B) $150 for any qualified natural gas fur-
nace or qualified propane furnace, and 

‘‘(C) $300 for— 
‘‘(i) any item of energy-efficient building 

property, and 
‘‘(ii) any qualified oil furnace, qualified 

natural gas hot water boiler, qualified pro-
pane hot water boiler, or qualified oil hot 
water boiler.’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Clause (ii) of 
section 25C(d)(2)(A) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(ii) any qualified natural gas furnace, 
qualified propane furnace, qualified oil fur-
nace, qualified natural gas hot water boiler, 
qualified propane hot water boiler, or quali-
fied oil hot water boiler, or’’. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS OF STANDARDS FOR EN-
ERGY-EFFICIENT BUILDING PROPERTY.— 

(A) ELECTRIC HEAT PUMPS.—Subparagraph 
(B) of section 25C(d)(3) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(A) an electric heat pump which achieves 
the highest efficiency tier established by the 
Consortium for Energy Efficiency, as in ef-
fect on January 1, 2008.’’. 

(B) CENTRAL AIR CONDITIONERS.—Section 
25C(d)(3)(D) is amended by striking ‘‘2006’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2008’’. 

(C) WATER HEATERS.—Subparagraph (E) of 
section 25C(d) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(E) a natural gas, propane, or oil water 
heater which has either an energy factor of 
at least 0.80 or a thermal efficiency of at 
least 90 percent.’’. 

(D) OIL FURNACES AND HOT WATER BOIL-
ERS.—Paragraph (4) of section 25C(d) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS, PROPANE, AND 
OIL FURNACES AND HOT WATER BOILERS.— 

‘‘(A) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS FURNACE.— 
The term ‘qualified natural gas furnace’ 

means any natural gas furnace which 
achieves an annual fuel utilization efficiency 
rate of not less than 95. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS HOT WATER 
BOILER.—The term ‘qualified natural gas hot 
water boiler’ means any natural gas hot 
water boiler which achieves an annual fuel 
utilization efficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PROPANE FURNACE.—The 
term ‘qualified propane furnace’ means any 
propane furnace which achieves an annual 
fuel utilization efficiency rate of not less 
than 95. 

‘‘(D) QUALIFIED PROPANE HOT WATER BOIL-
ER.—The term ‘qualified propane hot water 
boiler’ means any propane hot water boiler 
which achieves an annual fuel utilization ef-
ficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(E) QUALIFIED OIL FURNACES.—The term 
‘qualified oil furnace’ means any oil furnace 
which achieves an annual fuel utilization ef-
ficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(F) QUALIFIED OIL HOT WATER BOILER.— 
The term ‘qualified oil hot water boiler’ 
means any oil hot water boiler which 
achieves an annual fuel utilization efficiency 
rate of not less than 90.’’. 

(3) ELIMINATION OF LIFETIME LIMITATION.— 
Paragraph (1) of section 25C(b) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘by reason of subsection (a)(1)’’ 
after ‘‘under this section’’. 

(d) MODIFICATION OF QUALIFIED ENERGY EF-
FICIENCY IMPROVEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
25C(c) is amended by inserting ‘‘, or an as-
phalt roof with appropriate cooling gran-
ules,’’ before ‘‘which meet the Energy Star 
program requirements’’. 

(2) BUILDING ENVELOPE COMPONENT.—Sub-
paragraph (D) of section 25C(c)(2) is amend-
ed— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘or asphalt roof’’ after 
‘‘metal roof’’, and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or cooling granules’’ 
after ‘‘pigmented coatings’’. 

(e) NATURAL GAS FIRED HEAT PUMPS.—Sec-
tion 25C(d)(3), as amended by this section, is 
amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (D), by striking the period at the 
end of subparagraph (E) and inserting ‘‘, 
and’’, and by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(F) a natural gas fired heat pump with a 
heating coefficient of performance (COP) of 
at least 1.1.’’. 

(f) ELIMINATION OF CREDIT FOR QUALIFIED 
ENERGY EFFICIENCY IMPROVEMENTS IN 2010.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
25C is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—In the case of 
an individual, there shall be allowed as a 
credit against the tax imposed by this chap-
ter for the taxable year an amount equal to 
the amount of residential energy property 
expenditures paid or incurred by the tax-
payer during the taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 25C(b), as amended by sub-

section (b), is amended by striking para-
graphs (1) and (2) and by redesignating para-
graph (3) as paragraph (1). 

(B) Section 25C(b)(1), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (A), is amended by striking 
‘‘by reason of subsection (a)(2)’’. 

(C) Section 25C is amended by striking sub-
section (c). 

(g) CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY OF STAND-
ARDS FOR QUALIFIED ENERGY PROPERTY.— 
Section 25C(d)(2)(C) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of clause (i), by striking 
the period at the end of clause (ii) and insert-
ing ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(iii) shall allow for the testing of products 
regardless of the size or capacity of the prod-
uct.’’. 

(h) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraphs (2) and (3), the amendments made 

by this section shall apply to property placed 
in service after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) STANDARDS FOR ELECTRIC HEAT PUMPS 
AND CENTRAL AIR CONDITIONERS.—The amend-
ments made by subparagraphs (A) and (B) 
subsection (c)(2) shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2007. 

(3) ELIMINATION OF CREDIT FOR QUALIFIED 
ENERGY EFFICIENCY IMPROVEMENTS.—The 
amendments made by subsection (f) shall 
apply to property placed in service after De-
cember 31, 2009. 
SEC. 103. MODIFICATION OF CREDIT FOR SOLAR 

ELECTRIC PROPERTY AND SOLAR 
HOT WATER PROPERTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
25D (relating to allowance of credit) is 
amended by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the qualified solar elec-
tric property expenditures made by the tax-
payer during such year, 

‘‘(2) 100 percent of the qualified solar hot 
water property expenditures made by the 
taxpayer during such year, and’’. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 

25D(b) is amended by striking subparagraphs 
(A) and (B) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(A) $2 with respect to each peak watt of 
capacity of qualified solar electric property 
for which qualified solar electric property 
expenditures are made, 

‘‘(B) in the case of qualified solar water 
heating property expenditures, an amount 
equal to— 

‘‘(i) in the case of a dwelling unit which 
uses electricity to heat water, $0.35 with re-
spect to each kilowatt per year of savings of 
qualified solar hot water property for which 
qualified solar water heating property ex-
penditures are made, or 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a dwelling unit which 
uses natural gas to heat water, $7 with re-
spect to each annual Therm of natural gas 
savings of qualified solar hot water property 
for which qualified solar water heating prop-
erty expenditures are made, and’’. 

(2) DETERMINATION OF SAVINGS.—Paragraph 
(1) of section 25D(b) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of subparagraph (B), savings 
shall be determined under regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary based on the OG–300 
Standard for the Annual Performance of OG– 
300 Certified Systems of the Solar Rating 
and Certification Corporation.’’. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25D(d) is amend-

ed— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5), and 
(B) by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and 

inserting the following: 
‘‘(1) QUALIFIED SOLAR ELECTRIC PROPERTY 

EXPENDITURES.—The term ‘qualified solar 
electric property expenditures’ means any 
amount paid or incurred for qualified solar 
electric property. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED SOLAR ELECTRIC PROPERTY.— 
The term ‘qualified solar electric property’ 
means solar electric property (as defined in 
section 179G(c)(2)(B)) installed on or in con-
nection with a dwelling unit located in the 
United States and used as a residence by the 
taxpayer. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED SOLAR WATER HEATING PROP-
ERTY EXPENDITURES.—The term ‘qualified 
solar water heating property expenditures’ 
means any amount paid or incurred for 
qualified solar hot water property. 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED SOLAR HOT WATER PROP-
ERTY.—The term ‘qualified solar hot water 
property’ means solar hot water property (as 
defined in section 179G(c)(2)(C)) installed on 
or in connection with a dwelling unit located 
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in the United States and used as a residence 
by the taxpayer.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 25D(e)(2) is amended by strik-

ing ‘‘property described in paragraph (1) and 
(2) of subsection (d)’’ and inserting ‘‘qualified 
solar electric property or qualified solar hot 
water property’’. 

(B) Section 25D(e)(4)(C) is amended by 
striking ‘‘paragraphs (1), (2), and (3)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘paragraphs (1),(3), and (5)’’. 

(d) DOLLAR AMOUNTS IN CASE OF JOINT OC-
CUPANCY.—Clauses (i) and (ii) of section 
25D(e)(4)(A) are amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(i) $2 in the case of each peak watt of ca-
pacity of qualified solar electric property for 
which qualified solar electric property ex-
penditures are made, 

‘‘(ii) in the case of qualified solar water 
heating property expenditures, an amount 
equal to— 

‘‘(I) in the case of a dwelling unit which 
uses electricity to heat water, $0.35 with re-
spect to each kilowatt per year of savings of 
qualified solar hot water property for which 
qualified solar water heating property ex-
penditures are made, or 

‘‘(II) in the case of a dwelling unit which 
uses natural gas to heat water, $7 with re-
spect to each annual Therm of natural gas 
savings of qualified solar hot water property 
for which qualified solar water heating prop-
erty expenditures are made, and’’. 

(e) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Subsection (g) 
of section 25D is amended by striking ‘‘2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2010’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

TITLE II—BUSINESS-RELATED ENERGY 
IMPROVEMENTS 

SEC. 201. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
NEW ENERGY EFFICIENT HOME 
CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (g) of section 
45L (relating to termination), as amended by 
section 205 of division A of the Tax Relief 
and Health Care Act of 2006, is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2011’’. 

(b) MODIFICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-

tion 45L(a)(1) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(B)(i) acquired by a person from such eli-

gible contractor and used by any person as a 
residence during the taxable year, or 

‘‘(ii) used by such eligible contractor as a 
residence during the taxable year.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in section 1332 of the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005. 
SEC. 202. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF DE-

DUCTION FOR ENERGY EFFICIENT 
COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (h) of section 
179D (relating to termination) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(h) TERMINATION.—This section shall not 
apply with respect to property— 

‘‘(1) which is certified under subsection 
(d)(6) after December 31, 2012, or 

‘‘(2) which is placed in service after Decem-
ber 31, 2014. 
A provisional certification shall be treated 
as meeting the requirements of paragraph (1) 
if it is based on the building plans, subject to 
inspection and testing after installation.’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF DE-
DUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 179D(b)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘$1.80’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$2.25’’. 

(2) PARTIAL ALLOWANCE.—Paragraph (1) of 
section 179D(d) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$.60’’ and inserting 
‘‘$0.75’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘$1.80’’ and inserting 
‘‘$2.25’’. 

(c) MODIFICATIONS TO CERTAIN SPECIAL 
RULES.— 

(1) METHODS OF CALCULATING ENERGY SAV-
INGS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
179D(d) is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘based on’’ and inserting 
‘‘in accordance with’’, 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, except as necessary to 
carry out the requirements of this section, 
to accommodate a reference to Standard 
90.1–2001, to extend the applicability of such 
manual to national conditions, or to update 
technical standards based on new informa-
tion’’ before the period at the end, and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
sentence: ‘‘The calculation methods con-
tained in such regulations shall also provide 
for the calculation of appropriate energy 
savings for design methods and technologies 
not otherwise credited in such manual or 
standard, including energy savings associ-
ated with natural ventilation, evaporative 
cooling, automatic lighting controls (such as 
occupancy sensors, photocells, and time-
clocks), daylighting, designs utilizing semi- 
conditioned spaces which maintain adequate 
comfort conditions without air conditioning 
or without heating, improved fan system ef-
ficiency (including reductions in static pres-
sure), advanced unloading mechanisms for 
mechanical cooling (such as multiple or vari-
able speed compressors), on-site generation 
of electricity (including combined heat and 
power systems, fuel cells, and renewable en-
ergy generation such as solar energy), and 
wiring with lower energy losses than wiring 
satisfying Standard 90.1-2001 requirements 
for building power distribution systems.’’. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE 
USED IN CALCULATING ENERGY AND POWER CON-
SUMPTION COSTS.—Paragraph (3)(B) of section 
179D(d) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end of clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end of clause (iii) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, 
and by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(iv) which automatically— 
‘‘(I) generates the features, energy use, and 

energy and power consumption costs of a ref-
erence building which meets Standard 90.1– 
2001, 

‘‘(II) generates the features, energy use, 
and energy and power consumption costs of a 
compliant building or system which reduces 
the annual energy and power costs by 50 per-
cent compared to Standard 90.1–2001, and 

‘‘(III) compares such features, energy use, 
and consumption costs to the features, en-
ergy use, and consumption costs of the build-
ing or system with respect to which the cal-
culation is being made.’’. 

(2) TARGETS FOR PARTIAL ALLOWANCE OF 
CREDIT.—Paragraph (1)(B) of section 179D(d) 
is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’, and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—For pur-

poses of clause (i)— 
‘‘(I) the Secretary shall determine pre-

scriptive criteria that can be modeled explic-
itly for reference buildings which meet the 
requirements of subsection (c)(1)(D) for dif-
ferent building types and regions, 

‘‘(II) a system may be certified as meeting 
the target under subparagraph (A)(ii) if the 
appropriate reference building either meets 
the requirements of subsection (c)(1)(D) with 
such system rather than the comparable ref-
erence system (using the calculation under 
paragraph (2)) or meets the relevant pre-
scriptive criteria under subclause (I), and 

‘‘(III) the lighting system target shall be 
based on lighting power density, except that 
it shall allow lighting controls credits that 

trade off for lighting power density savings 
based on Section 3.2.2 of the 2005 California 
Nonresidential Alternative Calculation 
Method Approval Manual. 

‘‘(iii) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall 
publish in the Federal Register the bases for 
the target levels established in the regula-
tions under clause (i).’’. 

(d) ALTERNATIVE STANDARDS.—Section 
179D(d) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) ALTERNATIVE STANDARDS PENDING 
FINAL REGULATIONS.—Until such time as the 
Secretary issues final regulations under 
paragraph (1)(B)— 

‘‘(A) in the case of property which is part 
of a building envelope, the building envelope 
system target under paragraph (1)(A)(ii) 
shall be a 7 percent reduction in total annual 
energy and power costs (determined in the 
same manner as under subsection (c)(1)(D)), 
and 

‘‘(B) in the case of property which is part 
of the heating, cooling, ventilation, and hot 
water systems, the heating, cooling, ventila-
tion, and hot water system shall be treated 
as meeting the target under paragraph 
(1)(A)(ii) if it would meet the requirement in 
subsection (c)(1)(D) if combined with a build-
ing envelope system and lighting system 
which met their respective targets under 
paragraph(1)(A)(ii) (including interim tar-
gets in effect under subsections (f) and sub-
paragraph (A)).’’. 

(e) MODIFICATIONS TO LIGHTING STAND-
ARDS.— 

(1) STANDARDS TO BE ALTERNATE STAND-
ARDS.—Subsection (f) of section 179D is 
amended by— 

(A) striking ‘‘INTERIM’’ in the heading and 
inserting ‘‘ALTERNATIVE’’, and 

(B) inserting ‘‘, or, if the taxpayer elects, 
in lieu of the target set forth in such final 
regulations’’ after ‘‘lighting system’’ at the 
end of the matter preceding paragraph (1). 

(2) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUALS.—Section 
179D(d)(6)(C) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: ‘‘For purposes of certification 
of whether the alternative target for lighting 
systems under subsection (f) is met, individ-
uals qualified to determine compliance shall 
include individuals who are certified as 
Lighting Certified (LC) by the National 
Council on Qualifications for the Lighting 
Professions, Certified Energy Managers 
(CEM) by the Association of Energy Engi-
neers, and LEED Accredited Professionals 
(AP) by the U.S. Green Buildings Council.’’. 

(3) REQUIREMENT FOR BILEVEL SWITCHING.— 
Section 179D(f)(2) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(3) APPLICATION OF SUBSECTION TO BILEVEL 
SWITCHING.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding para-
graph (2)(C)(i), this subsection shall apply to 
a system which does not include provisions 
for bilevel switching if the reduction in 
lighting power density is at least 37.5 percent 
of the minimum requirements in Table 9.3.1.1 
or Table 9.3.1.2. (not including additional in-
terior lighting allowances) of Standard 90.1– 
2001. 

‘‘(B) REDUCTION IN DEDUCTION.—In the case 
of a system to which this subsection applies 
by reason of subparagraph (A), paragraph (2) 
shall be applied— 

‘‘(i) by substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘40 per-
cent’ in subparagraph (A) thereof, and 

‘‘(ii) in subparagraph (B)(ii) thereof— 
‘‘(I) by substituting ‘37.5 percentage points’ 

for ‘25 percentage points’, and 
‘‘(II) by substituting ‘12.5’ for ‘15’.’’. 
(f) PUBLIC PROPERTY.—Paragraph (4) of sec-

tion 179(d) is amended by striking ‘‘the Sec-
retary shall promulgate a regulation to 
allow the allocation of the deduction’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the deduction under this section 
shall be allowed’’. 
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(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service in taxable years beginning 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 203. DEDUCTION FOR ENERGY EFFICIENT 

LOW-RISE BUILDINGS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part VI of subchapter B 

of chapter 1, as amended by section 404 of di-
vision A of the Tax Relief and Health Care 
Act of 2006, is amended by inserting after 
section 179E the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 179F. ENERGY EFFICIENT LOW-RISE BUILD-

INGS DEDUCTION. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There shall be allowed 

as a deduction an amount equal to the 
amount of qualified energy efficiency ex-
penditures paid or incurred by the taxpayer 
during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount allowed as a 

credit under subsection (a) with respect to 
any dwelling unit shall not exceed the prod-
uct of— 

‘‘(A) the qualified energy savings achieved, 
and 

‘‘(B) $12,000. 
‘‘(2) MINIMUM AMOUNT OF QUALIFIED ENERGY 

SAVINGS.—No credit shall be allowed under 
subsection (a) with respect to any dwelling 
unit in a qualified low-rise building which 
achieves a qualified energy savings of less 
than 20 percent. 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENCY EX-
PENDITURES.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified en-
ergy efficiency expenditures’ means any 
amount paid or incurred which is related to 
producing qualified energy savings in any 
dwelling unit located in a qualified low-rise 
building of the taxpayer which is located in 
the United States. 

‘‘(2) NO DOUBLE BENEFIT FOR CERTAIN EX-
PENDITURES.—The term ‘qualified energy ef-
ficiency expenditures’ shall not include any 
expenditure for any property for which a de-
duction has been allowed to the taxpayer 
under section 179F. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED LOW-RISE BUILDING.—The 
term ‘qualified low-rise building’ means a 
building— 

‘‘(A) with respect to which depreciation is 
allowable under section 167, 

‘‘(B) which is used for multifamily housing, 
and 

‘‘(C) which is not within the scope of 
Standard 90.1–2001 (as defined under section 
179D(c)(2)). 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED ENERGY SAVINGS.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified en-
ergy savings’ means, with respect to any 
dwelling unit in a qualified low-rise building, 
the amount (measured as a percentage) by 
which— 

‘‘(A) the annual energy use with respect to 
such dwelling unit after qualified energy ef-
ficiency expenditures are made, as certified 
under paragraph (2), is less than 

‘‘(B) the annual energy use with respect to 
such dwelling unit before the qualified en-
ergy efficiency expenditures were made, as 
certified under paragraph (2). 
In determining annual energy use under sub-
paragraph (B), any energy efficiency im-
provements which are not attributable to 
qualified energy efficiency expenditures 
shall be disregarded. 

‘‘(2) CERTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Energy, shall 
prescribe the procedures and method for the 
making of certifications under this para-
graph based on the Residential Energy Serv-
ices Network (RESNET) Technical Guide-
lines in effect on the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUALS.—Any certifi-
cation made under this paragraph may only 

be made by an individual who is recognized 
by an organization certified by the Secretary 
for such purposes. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this 
section, rules similar to the rules under 
paragraphs (8) and (9) of section 25D(e) shall 
apply. 

‘‘(f) BASIS ADJUSTMENTS.—For purposes of 
this subtitle, if a credit is allowed under this 
section with respect to any expenditure with 
respect to any property, the increase in the 
basis of such property which would (but for 
this subsection) result from such expenditure 
shall be reduced by the amount of the credit 
so allowed. 

‘‘(g) TERMINATION.—This section shall not 
apply with respect to any property placed in 
service after December 31, 2011.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 263(a)(1), as amended by section 

404 of division A of the Tax Relief and Health 
Care Act of 2006, the is amended by striking 
‘‘or’’ at the end of subparagraph (K), by 
striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (L) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by insert-
ing after subparagraph (L) the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(M) expenditures for which a deduction is 
allowed under section 179F.’’. 

(2) Section 312(k)(3)(B) is amended by 
striking ‘‘179, 179A, 179B, 179C, 179D, or 179E’’ 
each place it appears in the heading and text 
and inserting ‘‘179, 179A, 179B, 179C, 179D, 
179E, or 179F’’. 

(3) Section 1016(a), as amended by section 
101, is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end 
of paragraph (37), by striking the period at 
the end of paragraph (38) and inserting ‘‘, 
and’’, and by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(39) to the extent provided in section 
179F(f).’’. 

(4) Section 1245(a) is amended by inserting 
‘‘179F,’’ after ‘‘179E,’’ both places it appears 
in paragraphs (2)(C) and (3)(C). 

(5) The table of sections for part VI of sub-
chapter B is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 179E the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 179F. Energy efficient low-rise build-

ings deduction.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred in taxable years beginning 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 204. ENERGY EFFICIENT PROPERTY DEDUC-

TION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part VI of subchapter B 

of chapter 1, as amended by section 203, is 
amended by inserting after section 179F the 
following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 179G. ENERGY EFFICIENT PROPERTY. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF DEDUCTION.—There 
shall be allowed as a deduction an amount 
equal to the energy efficient property ex-
penditures paid or incurred by the taxpayer 
during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.—The amount of the de-
duction allowed under subsection (a) for any 
taxable years shall not exceed— 

‘‘(1) $150 for any advanced main air circu-
lating fan, 

‘‘(2) $450 for any qualified natural gas fur-
nace or qualified propane furnace, 

‘‘(3) $900 for— 
‘‘(A) any item of energy-efficient building 

property, and 
‘‘(B) any qualified oil furnace, qualified 

natural gas hot water boiler, qualified pro-
pane hot water boiler, or qualified oil hot 
water boiler, 

‘‘(4) $9 with respect to each peak watt of 
capacity of solar electric property, 

‘‘(5) in the case of solar hot water property, 
an amount equal to— 

‘‘(A) in the case of a dwelling unit which 
uses electricity to heat water, $1 with re-

spect to each kilowatt per year of savings of 
such solar hot water property, or 

‘‘(B) in the case of a dwelling unit which 
uses natural gas to heat water, $21 with re-
spect to each annual Therm of natural gas 
savings of such solar hot water property. 
For purposes of paragraph (5), savings shall 
be determined under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary based on the OG–300 Stand-
ard for the Annual Performance of OG–300 
Certified Systems of the Solar Rating and 
Certification Corporation. 

‘‘(c) ENERGY EFFICIENT PROPERTY EXPENDI-
TURES.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘energy effi-
cient property expenditures’ means expendi-
tures paid by the taxpayer for qualified en-
ergy property which is— 

‘‘(A) of a character subject to the allow-
ance for depreciation, and 

‘‘(B) originally placed in service by the 
taxpayer. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED ENERGY PROPERTY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified en-

ergy property’ has the meaning given such 
term by section 25C(d)(2), except that such 
term shall include solar electric property 
and solar hot water property. 

‘‘(B) SOLAR ELECTRIC PROPERTY.—The term 
‘solar electric property’ means property 
which uses solar energy to generate elec-
tricity. 

‘‘(C) SOLAR HOT WATER PROPERTY.—The 
term ‘solar hot water property’ means prop-
erty used to heat water if at least half of the 
energy used by such property for such pur-
pose is derived from the sun. 

‘‘(d) BASIS ADJUSTMENTS.—For purposes of 
this subtitle, if a credit is allowed under this 
section with respect to any expenditure with 
respect to any property, the increase in the 
basis of such property which would (but for 
this subsection) result from such expenditure 
shall be reduced by the amount of the credit 
so allowed. 

‘‘(e) TERMINATION.—This section shall not 
apply with respect to any property placed in 
service after December 31, 2010.’’. 

(b) NO DOUBLE BENEFIT.—Section 179D(c) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) CERTAIN PROPERTY EXCLUDED.—The 
term ‘energy efficient commercial building 
property’ does not include any property with 
respect to which a credit has been allowed to 
the taxpayer under section 179G.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 263(a)(1), as amended by section 

203, is amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end 
of subparagraph (K), by striking the period 
at the end of subparagraph (L) and inserting 
‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after subparagraph 
(L) the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(M) expenditures for which a deduction is 
allowed under section 179G.’’. 

(2) Section 312(k)(3)(B), as amended by sec-
tion 203, is amended by striking ‘‘179, 179A, 
179B, 179C, 179D, 179E, or 179F’’ each place it 
appears in the heading and text and insert-
ing ‘‘179, 179A, 179B, 179C, 179D, 179E, 179F, or 
179G’’. 

(3) Section 1016(a), as amended by section 
203, is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end 
of paragraph (38), by striking the period at 
the end of paragraph (39) and inserting ‘‘, 
and’’, and by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(40) to the extent provided in section 
179G(e).’’. 

(4) Section 1245(a), as amended by section 
203 is amended by inserting ‘‘179G,’’ after 
‘‘179F,’’ both places it appears in paragraphs 
(2)(C) and (3)(C). 

(5) The table of sections for part VI of sub-
chapter B is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 179F the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 179G. Energy efficient property.’’. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7325 July 24, 2008 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service in taxable years beginning 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 205. EXTENSION OF INVESTMENT TAX CRED-

IT WITH RESPECT TO SOLAR EN-
ERGY PROPERTY AND QUALIFIED 
FUEL CELL PROPERTY. 

(a) SOLAR ENERGY PROPERTY.—Paragraphs 
(2)(A)(i)(II) and (3)(A)(ii) of section 48(a), as 
amended by section 207 of division A of the 
Tax Relief and Health Care Act of 2006, are 
each amended by striking ‘‘2009’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘2012’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Para-
graph (1)(E) of section 48(c), as so amended, 
is amended by striking ‘‘2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘2011’’. 

TITLE III—INCENTIVES FOR ENERGY 
SAVINGS CERTIFICATIONS 

SEC. 301. CREDIT FOR ENERGY SAVINGS CERTIFI-
CATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1, as amended by 
section 405 of division A of the Tax Relief 
and Health Care Act of 2006, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45O. ENERGY SAVINGS CERTIFICATION 

CREDIT. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 

38, the energy savings certification credit de-
termined under this section for any taxable 
year is an amount equal to the sum of— 

‘‘(1) the qualified training and certification 
costs paid or incurred by the taxpayer which 
may be taken into account for such taxable 
year, plus 

‘‘(2) the qualified certification equipment 
expenditures paid or incurred by the tax-
payer which may be taken into account for 
such taxable year. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED TRAINING AND CERTIFI-
CATION COSTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
training and certification costs’ means costs 
paid or incurred for training which is re-
quired for the taxpayer or employees of the 
taxpayer to be certified by the Secretary 
under section 25D(d)(2)(B) or 179F(d)(2)(B) for 
the purpose of certifying energy savings. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The qualified training 
and certification costs taken into account 
under subsection (a)(1) for the taxable year 
with respect to any individual shall not ex-
ceed $500 reduced by the amount of the credit 
allowed under subsection (a)(1) to the tax-
payer (or any predecessor) with respect to 
such individual for all prior taxable years. 

‘‘(3) YEAR COSTS TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.— 
Qualified training and certifications costs 
with respect to any individual shall not be 
taken into account under subsection (a)(1) 
before the taxable year in which the indi-
vidual with respect to whom such costs are 
paid or incurred has performed 25 certifi-
cations under sections 25E(d)(2)(A) and 
179F(d)(2)(A). 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED CERTIFICATION EQUIPMENT 
EXPENDITURES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
training equipment expenditures’ means 
costs paid or incurred for— 

‘‘(A) blower doors, 
‘‘(B) duct leakage testing equipment, 
‘‘(C) flue gas combustion equipment, and 
‘‘(D) digital manometers. 
‘‘(2) LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The qualified certifi-

cation equipment expenditures taken into 
account under subsection (a)(2) with respect 
to any taxpayer for any taxable year shall 
not exceed $1,000. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION ON INDIVIDUAL ITEMS.—The 
qualified certification equipment expendi-
tures taken into account under subsection 
(a)(2) shall not exceed— 

‘‘(i) $500 with respect to any blower door or 
duct leakage testing equipment, and 

‘‘(ii) $100 with respect to any flue gas com-
bustion equipment or digital manometer. 

‘‘(3) YEAR EXPENDITURES TAKEN INTO AC-
COUNT.—The qualified certification equip-
ment expenditures of any taxpayer shall not 
be taken into account under subsection (a)(2) 
before the taxable year in which the tax-
payer has performed 25 certifications under 
sections 25E(d)(2)(A) and 179F(d)(2)(A). 

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) AGGREGATION RULES.—For purposes of 

this section, all persons treated as a single 
employer under subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 52 shall be treated as 1 person. 

‘‘(2) BASIS REDUCTION.—The basis of any 
property shall be reduced by the portion of 
the cost of such property taken into account 
under subsection (a). 

‘‘(3) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—No deduction shall be 

allowed for that portion of the expenses oth-
erwise allowable as a deduction for the tax-
able year which is equal to the amount 
taken into account under subsection (a) for 
such taxable year. 

‘‘(B) AMOUNT PREVIOUSLY DEDUCTED.—No 
credit shall be allowed under subsection (a) 
with respect to any amount for which a de-
duction has been allowed in any preceding 
taxable year.’’. 

(b) CREDIT TREATED AS PART OF GENERAL 
BUSINESS CREDIT.—Section 38(b) is amended 
by striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of paragraph 
(30), by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (31) and inserting ‘‘plus’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(32) the energy savings certification cred-
it determined under section 45O(a).’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 1016(a), as amended by this Act, 

is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of 
paragraph (39), by striking the period at the 
end of paragraph (40) and inserting ‘‘and’’, 
and by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(41) to the extent provided in section 
45O(d)(2).’’. 

(2) The table of sections for subpart D of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 45N the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 45O. Energy savings certification cred-

it.’’. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SA 5128. Mr. ALLARD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. ll. DOMESTIC PRODUCTION. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 433 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2152) is re-
pealed. 

(b) COMMENCEMENT OF COMMERCIAL LEAS-
ING.—Section 369(e) of the Energy Policy Act 
of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15927(e)) is amended in the 
second sentence by inserting ‘‘, not earlier 
than December 31, 2011,’’ before ‘‘conduct’’. 
SEC. ll. ENERGY SAVINGS REPORT. 

Not later than 120 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and annually there-
after, the Secretary of Energy shall— 

(1) conduct an analysis of all policies of the 
Federal Government (including mandates, 
subsidies, tariffs, the use of hydrogen and 

tax policy) that encourage, or have the po-
tential to encourage, the reduction of fossil 
fuel energy consumption in the United 
States; and 

(2) submit to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives a report that con-
tains recommendations for the adjustment of 
the policies described in paragraph (1) to re-
duce— 

(A) the dependence of the United States on 
fossil fuel; 

(B) the quantity of air pollutants in the en-
vironment; 

(C) greenhouse gas emissions; and 
(D) the cost of energy. 

SA 5129. Mr. ALEXANDER submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 43, after line 17, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE II—INCENTIVES FOR PLUG-IN 
ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLES 

SEC. 21. CREDIT FOR NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN 
ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart B of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to other cred-
its) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘SEC. 30D. PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VE-

HICLE CREDIT. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There shall be allowed as 

a credit against the tax imposed by this 
chapter for the taxable year an amount 
equal to the applicable amount with respect 
to each new qualified plug-in electric drive 
motor vehicle placed in service by the tax-
payer during the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the applicable amount is the 
sum of— 

‘‘(A) $2,000, plus 
‘‘(B) $400 for each kilowatt hour of traction 

battery capacity in excess of 2.5 kilowatt 
hours. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON WEIGHT.—The 

amount of the credit allowed under sub-
section (a) by reason of subsection (a)(2)(A) 
shall not exceed— 

‘‘(A) $7,500, in the case of any new qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle with a 
gross vehicle weight rating of not more than 
10,000 pounds, 

‘‘(B) $10,000, in the case of any new quali-
fied plug-in electric drive motor vehicle with 
a gross vehicle weight rating of more than 
10,000 pounds but not more than 14,000 
pounds, 

‘‘(C) $15,000, in the case of any new quali-
fied plug-in electric drive motor vehicle with 
a gross vehicle weight rating of more than 
14,000 pounds but not more than 26,000 
pounds, and 

‘‘(D) $20,000, in the case of any new quali-
fied plug-in electric drive motor vehicle with 
a gross vehicle weight rating of more than 
26,000 pounds. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
The credit allowed under subsection (a) for 
any taxable year shall not exceed the excess 
of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
subpart A and section 27 for the taxable year. 
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‘‘(3) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF PASSENGER 

VEHICLES AND LIGHT TRUCKS ELIGIBLE FOR 
CREDIT.—No credit shall be allowed under 
subsection (a) for any new qualified plug-in 
electric drive motor vehicle which is a pas-
senger vehicle or light truck in any calendar 
year following the calendar year which in-
cludes the first date on which the total num-
ber of such new qualified plug-in electric 
drive motor vehicles sold for use in the 
United States after December 31, 2007, is at 
least 250,000. 

‘‘(c) NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC 
DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLE.—For purposes of this 
section, the term ‘new qualified plug-in elec-
tric drive motor vehicle’ means a motor ve-
hicle— 

‘‘(1) which draws propulsion using one or 
more traction batteries with an aggregate 
capacity of not less than 2.5 kilowatt hours, 

‘‘(2) which uses an offboard source of elec-
tricity to recharge one or more such bat-
teries, 

‘‘(3) which, where required for the applica-
ble make and model, has received a certifi-
cate of conformity under the Clean Air Act, 
or which meets all Federal safety and emis-
sions requirements for on-road use, 

‘‘(4) the original use of which commences 
with the taxpayer, 

‘‘(5) which is acquired for use or lease by 
the taxpayer and not for resale, and 

‘‘(6) which is made by a manufacturer. 
‘‘(d) OTHER DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL 

RULES.—For purposes of this section— 
‘‘(1) MOTOR VEHICLE.—The term ‘motor ve-

hicle’ means any vehicle which is manufac-
tured primarily for use on public streets, 
roads, and highways (not including a vehicle 
operated exclusively on a rail or rails). 

‘‘(2) OTHER TERMS.—The terms ‘passenger 
automobile’, ‘light truck’, and ‘manufac-
turer’ have the meanings given such terms in 
regulations prescribed by the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency for 
purposes of the administration of title II of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7521 et seq.). 

‘‘(3) TRACTION BATTERY CAPACITY.—Trac-
tion battery capacity shall be measured in 
kilowatt hours from a 100 percent state of 
charge to a zero percent state of charge. 

‘‘(4) REDUCTION IN BASIS.—For purposes of 
this subtitle, the basis of any property for 
which a credit is allowable under subsection 
(a) shall be reduced by the amount of such 
credit so allowed. 

‘‘(5) NO DOUBLE BENEFIT.—The amount of 
any deduction or other credit allowable 
under this chapter for a new qualified plug- 
in electric drive motor vehicle shall be re-
duced by the amount of credit allowed under 
subsection (a) for such vehicle for the tax-
able year. 

‘‘(6) PROPERTY USED BY TAX-EXEMPT ENTI-
TY.—In the case of a vehicle the use of which 
is described in paragraph (3) or (4) of section 
50(b) and which is not subject to a lease, the 
person who sold such vehicle to the person or 
entity using such vehicle shall be treated as 
the taxpayer that placed such vehicle in 
service, but only if such person clearly dis-
closes to such person or entity in a docu-
ment the amount of any credit allowable 
under subsection (a) with respect to such ve-
hicle (determined without regard to sub-
section (b)(2)). 

‘‘(7) PROPERTY USED OUTSIDE UNITED 
STATES, ETC., NOT QUALIFIED.—No credit shall 
be allowable under subsection (a) with re-
spect to any property referred to in section 
50(b)(1) or with respect to the portion of the 
cost of any property taken into account 
under section 179. 

‘‘(8) RECAPTURE.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulations, provide for recapturing the ben-
efit of any credit allowable under subsection 
(a) with respect to any property which ceases 
to be property eligible for such credit (in-

cluding recapture in the case of a lease pe-
riod of less than the economic life of a vehi-
cle). 

‘‘(9) ELECTION TO NOT TAKE CREDIT.—No 
credit shall be allowed under subsection (a) 
for any vehicle if the taxpayer elects not to 
have this section apply to such vehicle. 

‘‘(10) INTERACTION WITH AIR QUALITY AND 
MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS.—Unless 
otherwise provided in this section, a motor 
vehicle shall not be considered eligible for a 
credit under this section unless such vehicle 
is in compliance with— 

‘‘(A) the applicable provisions of the Clean 
Air Act for the applicable make and model 
year of the vehicle (or applicable air quality 
provisions of State law in the case of a State 
which has adopted such provision under a 
waiver under section 209(b) of the Clean Air 
Act), and 

‘‘(B) the motor vehicle safety provisions of 
sections 30101 through 30169 of title 49, 
United States Code. 

‘‘(e) REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the Secretary shall promul-
gate such regulations as necessary to carry 
out the provisions of this section. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION IN PRESCRIPTION OF CER-
TAIN REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury, in coordination with the Secretary 
of Transportation and the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency, shall 
prescribe such regulations as necessary to 
determine whether a motor vehicle meets 
the requirements to be eligible for a credit 
under this section.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH OTHER MOTOR VEHI-
CLE CREDITS.— 

(1) ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLES.—Para-
graph (1) of section 30(c) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at 
the end the following new flush sentence: 

‘‘Such term shall not include any motor ve-
hicle which is a new qualified plug-in elec-
tric drive motor vehicle (as defined by sec-
tion 30D(c)).’’ 

(2) NEW QUALIFIED FUEL CELL MOTOR VEHI-
CLES.—Paragraph (3) of section 30B(b) of such 
Code is amended by adding at the end the 
following new flush sentence: 
‘‘Such term shall not include any motor ve-
hicle which is a new qualified plug-in elec-
tric drive motor vehicle (as defined by sec-
tion 30D(c)).’’ 

(3) NEW QUALIFIED HYBRID MOTOR VEHI-
CLES.—Paragraph (3) of section 30B(d) of such 
Code is amended by adding at the end the 
following new flush sentence: 

‘‘Such term shall not include any motor ve-
hicle which is a new qualified plug-in elec-
tric drive motor vehicle (as defined by sec-
tion 30D(c)).’’ 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 1016(a) of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end of paragraph (36), by striking the pe-
riod at the end of paragraph (37) and insert-
ing ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(38) to the extent provided in section 
30D(d)(5).’’ 

(2) Section 6501(m) of such Code is amended 
by inserting ‘‘30D(d)(10)’’ after ‘‘30C(e)(5)’’. 

(3) The table of sections for subpart B of 
part IV of such Code is amended by adding at 
the end the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 30D. Plug-in electric drive motor vehi-

cle credit.’’ 
(d) CONVERSION KITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 30B of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to alter-
native motor vehicle credit) is amended by 
redesignating subsections (i) and (j) as sub-
sections (j) and (k), respectively, and by in-
serting after subsection (h) the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(i) PLUG-IN CONVERSION CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a), the plug-in conversion credit de-
termined under this subsection with respect 
to any motor vehicle which is converted to a 
qualified plug-in electric drive motor vehicle 
is the lesser of— 

‘‘(A) an amount equal to— 
‘‘(i) $2,000, plus 
‘‘(ii) $400 for each kilowatt hour of capac-

ity of the plug-in traction battery module in-
stalled in such vehicle in excess of 2.5 kilo-
watt hours, or 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of the cost of the plug-in 
traction battery module installed in such ve-
hicle as part of such conversion. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.—The amount of the cred-
it allowed under this subsection shall not ex-
ceed $4,000 with respect to the conversion of 
any motor vehicle. 

‘‘(3) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—For 
purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE 
MOTOR VEHICLE.—The term ‘qualified plug-in 
electric drive motor vehicle’ means any new 
qualified plug-in electric drive motor vehicle 
(as defined in section 30D(c), determined 
without regard to paragraphs (4) and (6) 
thereof). 

‘‘(B) PLUG-IN TRACTION BATTERY MODULE.— 
The term ‘plug-in traction battery module’ 
means an electro-chemical energy storage 
device which— 

‘‘(i) has a traction battery capacity of not 
less than 2.5 kilowatt hours, 

‘‘(ii) is equipped with an electrical plug by 
means of which it can be energized and re-
charged when plugged into an external 
source of electric power, 

‘‘(iii) consists of a standardized configura-
tion and is mass produced, 

‘‘(iv) has been tested and approved by the 
National Highway Transportation Safety Ad-
ministration as compliant with applicable 
motor vehicle and motor vehicle equipment 
safety standards when installed by a me-
chanic with standardized training in proto-
cols established by the battery manufacturer 
as part of a nationwide distribution program, 
and 

‘‘(v) is certified by a battery manufacturer 
as meeting the requirements of clauses (i) 
through (iv). 

‘‘(C) CREDIT ALLOWED TO LESSOR OF BAT-
TERY MODULE.—In the case of a plug-in trac-
tion battery module which is leased to the 
taxpayer, the credit allowed under this sub-
section shall be allowed to the lessor of the 
plug-in traction battery module. 

‘‘(D) CREDIT ALLOWED IN ADDITION TO OTHER 
CREDITS.—The credit allowed under this sub-
section shall be allowed with respect to a 
motor vehicle notwithstanding whether a 
credit has been allowed with respect to such 
motor vehicle under this section (other than 
this subsection) in any preceding taxable 
year. 

‘‘(4) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall 
not apply to conversions made after Decem-
ber 31, 2010.’’. 

(2) CREDIT TREATED AS PART OF ALTER-
NATIVE MOTOR VEHICLE CREDIT.—Section 
30B(a) of such Code is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (3), by strik-
ing the period at the end of paragraph (4) and 
inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) the plug-in conversion credit deter-
mined under subsection (i).’’. 

(3) NO RECAPTURE FOR VEHICLES CONVERTED 
TO QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR 
VEHICLES.—Paragraph (8) of section 30B(h) of 
such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following: ‘‘, except that no benefit shall 
be recaptured if such property ceases to eli-
gible for such credit by reason of conversion 
to a qualified plug-in electric drive motor ve-
hicle.’’ 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7327 July 24, 2008 
(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2007, in 
taxable years beginning after such date. 
SEC. 22. CLASSIFICATION OF SMART METERS AS 

5-YEAR PROPERTY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-

tion 168(e)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to 5-year property) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause 
(v), 

(2) by redesignating clause (vi) as clause 
(vii), and 

(3) by inserting after clause (v) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(vi) any advanced electricity time-based 
meter that— 

‘‘(I) measures and records electricity usage 
data on a time differentiated basis, 

‘‘(II) has 2-way communications capability, 
‘‘(III) provides data that enables the elec-

tricity supplier to provide usage information 
to customers electronically, and 

‘‘(IV) is placed in service before January 1, 
2014, and’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(3) of section 168(e) of such Code (relating to 
classification of certain property) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘clause (vi)(I)’’ in the last sen-
tence and inserting ‘‘clause (vii)(I)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 23. ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE REFUEL-

ING PROPERTY CREDIT. 
(a) INCREASE IN CREDIT AMOUNT.—Section 

30C of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘30 percent’’ in subsection 
(a) and inserting ‘‘50 percent’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$30,000’’ in subsection (b)(1) 
and inserting ‘‘$50,000’’. 

(b) EXPANSION OF ELECTRIC PROPERTY.— 
Subsection (c) of section 30C of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to qualified 
alternative fuel vehicle refueling property) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (1), 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3), 

(3) by striking ‘‘Any mixture—’’ and all 
that follows in paragraph (3)(B), as so redes-
ignated, and inserting ‘‘Any mixture of bio-
diesel (as defined in section 40A(d)(1)) and 
diesel fuel (as defined in section 4083(a)(3)), 
determined without regard to any use of ker-
osene and containing at least 20 percent bio-
diesel.’’, and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(2) paragraph (3)(B) of section 179A(d) ap-
plied to all electric property used to support 
the charging of electric vehicles, neighbor-
hood electric vehicles, or plug-in hybrids, 
without regard to the gross vehicle weight 
rating of such vehicles, and’’. 

(c) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Section 30C(g) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘electric property and’’ be-
fore ‘‘property relating to hydrogen’’ in 
paragraph (1), and 

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009’’ in para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2010’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, in taxable years ending 
after such date. 
SEC. 24. INCENTIVES FOR MANUFACTURING FA-

CILITIES PRODUCING PLUG-IN 
ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLE 
AND COMPONENTS. 

(a) DEDUCTION FOR MANUFACTURING FACILI-
TIES.—Part VI of subchapter B of chapter 1 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating 

to itemized deductions for individuals and 
corporations) is amended by inserting after 
section 179E the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 179F. EXPENSING FOR MANUFACTURING 

FACILITIES PRODUCING PLUG-IN 
ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLE 
AND COMPONENTS. 

‘‘(a) TREATMENT AS EXPENSES.—A taxpayer 
may elect to treat the applicable percentage 
of the cost of any qualified plug-in electric 
drive motor vehicle manufacturing facility 
property as an expense which is not charge-
able to a capital account. Any cost so treat-
ed shall be allowed as a deduction for the 
taxable year in which the qualified manufac-
turing facility property is placed in service. 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of subsection (a), the applicable per-
centage is— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent, in the case of qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle manu-
facturing facility property which is placed in 
service before January 1, 2013, and 

‘‘(2) 50 percent, in the case of qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle manu-
facturing facility property which is placed in 
service after December 31, 2012, and before 
January 1, 2015. 

‘‘(c) ELECTION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An election under this 

section for any taxable year shall be made on 
the taxpayer’s return of the tax imposed by 
this chapter for the taxable year. Such elec-
tion shall be made in such manner as the 
Secretary may by regulations prescribe. 

‘‘(2) ELECTION IRREVOCABLE.—Any election 
made under this section may not be revoked 
except with the consent of the Secretary. 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE 
MOTOR VEHICLE MANUFACTURING FACILITY 
PROPERTY.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified plug- 
in electric drive motor vehicle manufac-
turing facility property’ means any qualified 
property— 

‘‘(A) the original use of which commences 
with the taxpayer, 

‘‘(B) which is placed in service by the tax-
payer after the date of the enactment of this 
section and before January 1, 2015, and 

‘‘(C) no written binding contract for the 
construction of which was in effect on or be-
fore the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED PROPERTY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 

property’ means any property which is a fa-
cility or a portion of a facility used for the 
production of— 

‘‘(i) any new qualified plug-in electric drive 
motor vehicle (as defined by section 30D(c)), 
or 

‘‘(ii) any eligible component. 
‘‘(B) ELIGIBLE COMPONENT.—The term ‘eli-

gible component’ means any battery, any 
electric motor or generator, or any power 
control unit which is designed specifically 
for use in a new qualified plug-in electric 
drive motor vehicle (as so defined). 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR DUAL USE PROP-
ERTY.—In the case of any qualified plug-in 
electric drive motor vehicle manufacturing 
facility property which is used to produce 
both qualified property and other property 
which is not qualified property, the amount 
of costs taken into account under subsection 
(a) shall be reduced by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(1) the total amount of such costs (deter-
mined before the application of this sub-
section), multiplied by 

‘‘(2) the percentage of property expected to 
be produced which is not qualified prop-
erty.’’. 

(b) REFUND OF CREDIT FOR PRIOR YEAR MIN-
IMUM TAX LIABILITY.—Section 53 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to credit 
for prior year minimum tax liability) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(f) ELECTION TO TREAT AMOUNTS ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO QUALIFIED MANUFACTURING FACIL-
ITY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an eligible 
taxpayer, the amount determined under sub-
section (c) for the taxable year (after the ap-
plication of subsection (e)) shall be increased 
by an amount equal to the applicable per-
centage of any qualified plug-in electric 
drive motor vehicle manufacturing facility 
property which is placed in service during 
the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable per-
centage is— 

‘‘(A) 35 percent, in the case of qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle manu-
facturing facility property which is placed in 
service before January 1, 2013, and 

‘‘(B) 17.5 percent, in the case of qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle manu-
facturing facility property which is placed in 
service after December 31, 2012, and before 
January 1, 2015. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE TAXPAYER.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘eligible taxpayer’ 
means any taxpayer— 

‘‘(A) who places in service qualified plug-in 
electric drive motor vehicle manufacturing 
facility property during the taxable year, 

‘‘(B) who does not make an election under 
section 179F(c), and 

‘‘(C) who makes an election under this sub-
section. 

‘‘(4) OTHER DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL 
RULES.— 

‘‘(A) QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE 
MOTOR VEHICLE MANUFACTURING FACILITY 
PROPERTY.—The term ‘qualified plug-in elec-
tric drive motor vehicle manufacturing facil-
ity property’ has the meaning given such 
term under section 179F(d). 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE FOR DUAL USE PROP-
ERTY.—In the case of any qualified plug-in 
electric drive motor vehicle manufacturing 
facility property which is used to produce 
both qualified property (as defined in section 
179F(d)) and other property which is not 
qualified property, the amount of costs 
taken into account under paragraph (1)shall 
be reduced by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) the total amount of such costs (deter-
mined before the application of this subpara-
graph), multiplied by 

‘‘(ii) the percentage of property expected 
to be produced which is not qualified prop-
erty. 

‘‘(C) ELECTION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An election under this 

subsection for any taxable year shall be 
made on the taxpayer’s return of the tax im-
posed by this chapter for the taxable year. 
Such election shall be made in such manner 
as the Secretary may by regulations pre-
scribe. 

‘‘(ii) ELECTION IRREVOCABLE.—Any election 
made under this subsection may not be re-
voked except with the consent of the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(5) CREDIT REFUNDABLE.—For purposes of 
this title (other than this section), the credit 
allowed by reason of this subsection shall be 
treated as if it were allowed under subpart 
C.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SA 5130. Mr. ENSIGN (for himself 
and Mr. SUNUNU) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
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purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
TITLE II—CLEAN ENERGY TAX STIMULUS 

SEC. 21. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Clean En-

ergy Tax Stimulus Act of 2008’’. 
Subtitle A—Extension of Clean Energy 

Production Incentives 
SEC. 22. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF RE-

NEWABLE ENERGY PRODUCTION 
TAX CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Each of the fol-
lowing provisions of section 45(d) (relating to 
qualified facilities) is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 
2010’’: 

(1) Paragraph (1). 
(2) Clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph (2)(A). 
(3) Clauses (i)(I) and (ii) of paragraph 

(3)(A). 
(4) Paragraph (4). 
(5) Paragraph (5). 
(6) Paragraph (6). 
(7) Paragraph (7). 
(8) Paragraph (8). 
(9) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph 

(9). 
(b) PRODUCTION CREDIT FOR ELECTRICITY 

PRODUCED FROM MARINE RENEWABLES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 

45(c) (relating to resources) is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph 
(G), by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (H) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(I) marine and hydrokinetic renewable 
energy.’’. 

(2) MARINE RENEWABLES.—Subsection (c) of 
section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy’ means en-
ergy derived from— 

‘‘(i) waves, tides, and currents in oceans, 
estuaries, and tidal areas, 

‘‘(ii) free flowing water in rivers, lakes, and 
streams, 

‘‘(iii) free flowing water in an irrigation 
system, canal, or other man-made channel, 
including projects that utilize nonmechan-
ical structures to accelerate the flow of 
water for electric power production purposes, 
or 

‘‘(iv) differentials in ocean temperature 
(ocean thermal energy conversion). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude any energy which is derived from any 
source which utilizes a dam, diversionary 
structure (except as provided in subpara-
graph (A)(iii)), or impoundment for electric 
power production purposes.’’. 

(3) DEFINITION OF FACILITY.—Subsection (d) 
of section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(11) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY FACILITIES.—In the case of a facility 
producing electricity from marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy, the term 
‘qualified facility’ means any facility owned 
by the taxpayer— 

‘‘(A) which has a nameplate capacity rat-
ing of at least 150 kilowatts, and 

‘‘(B) which is originally placed in service 
on or after the date of the enactment of this 
paragraph and before January 1, 2010.’’. 

(4) CREDIT RATE.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 45(b)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘or (9)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(9), or (11)’’. 

(5) COORDINATION WITH SMALL IRRIGATION 
POWER.—Paragraph (5) of section 45(d), as 
amended by subsection (a), is amended by 

striking ‘‘January 1, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
date of the enactment of paragraph (11)’’. 

(c) SALES OF ELECTRICITY TO REGULATED 
PUBLIC UTILITIES TREATED AS SALES TO UN-
RELATED PERSONS.—Section 45(e)(4) (relating 
to related persons) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new sentence: ‘‘A tax-
payer shall be treated as selling electricity 
to an unrelated person if such electricity is 
sold to a regulated public utility (as defined 
in section 7701(a)(33).’’. 

(d) TRASH FACILITY CLARIFICATION.—Para-
graph (7) of section 45(d) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘facility which burns’’ and 
inserting ‘‘facility (other than a facility de-
scribed in paragraph (6)) which uses’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘COMBUSTION’’. 
(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—The amendments made by 

subsection (a) shall apply to property origi-
nally placed in service after December 31, 
2008. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS.—The amendments made 
by subsections (b) and (c) shall apply to elec-
tricity produced and sold after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, in taxable years 
ending after such date. 

(3) TRASH FACILITY CLARIFICATION.—The 
amendments made by subsection (d) shall 
apply to electricity produced and sold before, 
on, or after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 23. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

SOLAR ENERGY AND FUEL CELL IN-
VESTMENT TAX CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.— 
(1) SOLAR ENERGY PROPERTY.—Paragraphs 

(2)(A)(i)(II) and (3)(A)(ii) of section 48(a) (re-
lating to energy credit) are each amended by 
striking ‘‘January 1, 2009’’ and inserting 
‘‘January 1, 2017’’. 

(2) FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Subparagraph 
(E) of section 48(c)(1) (relating to qualified 
fuel cell property) is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2016’’. 

(3) QUALIFIED MICROTURBINE PROPERTY.— 
Subparagraph (E) of section 48(c)(2) (relating 
to qualified microturbine property) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2016’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE OF ENERGY CREDIT AGAINST 
ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—Subparagraph 
(B) of section 38(c)(4) (relating to specified 
credits) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end of clause (iii), by striking the period at 
the end of clause (iv) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, 
and by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(v) the credit determined under section 46 
to the extent that such credit is attributable 
to the energy credit determined under sec-
tion 48.’’. 

(c) REPEAL OF DOLLAR PER KILOWATT LIMI-
TATION FOR FUEL CELL PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48(c)(1) (relating 
to qualified fuel cell), as amended by sub-
section (a)(2), is amended by striking sub-
paragraph (B) and by redesignating subpara-
graphs (C), (D), and (E) as subparagraphs (B), 
(C), and (D), respectively. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
48(a)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘paragraphs 
(1)(B) and (2)(B) of subsection (c)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subsection (c)(2)(B)’’. 

(d) PUBLIC ELECTRIC UTILITY PROPERTY 
TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
48(a) is amended by striking the second sen-
tence thereof. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Paragraph (1) of section 48(c), as 

amended by this section, is amended by 
striking subparagraph (C) and redesignating 
subparagraph (D) as subparagraph (C). 

(B) Paragraph (2) of section 48(c), as 
amended by subsection (a)(3), is amended by 
striking subparagraph (D) and redesignating 
subparagraph (E) as subparagraph (D). 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—The amendments made by 

subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(2) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.—The amendments made by sub-
section (b) shall apply to credits determined 
under section 46 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 in taxable years beginning after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and to 
carrybacks of such credits. 

(3) FUEL CELL PROPERTY AND PUBLIC ELEC-
TRIC UTILITY PROPERTY.—The amendments 
made by subsections (c) and (d) shall apply 
to periods after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, in taxable years ending after such 
date, under rules similar to the rules of sec-
tion 48(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (as in effect on the day before the date 
of the enactment of the Revenue Reconcili-
ation Act of 1990). 
SEC. 24. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF RES-

IDENTIAL ENERGY EFFICIENT PROP-
ERTY CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 25D(g) (relating to 
termination) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2009’’. 

(b) NO DOLLAR LIMITATION FOR CREDIT FOR 
SOLAR ELECTRIC PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25D(b)(1) (relating 
to maximum credit) is amended by striking 
subparagraph (A) and by redesignating sub-
paragraphs (B) and (C) as subparagraphs (A) 
and (B), respectively. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
25D(e)(4) is amended— 

(A) by striking clause (i) in subparagraph 
(A), 

(B) by redesignating clauses (ii) and (iii) in 
subparagraph (A) as clauses (i) and (ii), re-
spectively, and 

(C) by striking ‘‘, (2),’’ in subparagraph (C). 
(c) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 

MINIMUM TAX.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 

25D is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(c) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX; 

CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 

In the case of a taxable year to which section 
26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit allowed 
under subsection (a) for the taxable year 
shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section) and 
section 27 for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) RULE FOR YEARS IN WHICH ALL PER-

SONAL CREDITS ALLOWED AGAINST REGULAR 
AND ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—In the case 
of a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) ap-
plies, if the credit allowable under sub-
section (a) exceeds the limitation imposed by 
section 26(a)(2) for such taxable year reduced 
by the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section), such 
excess shall be carried to the succeeding tax-
able year and added to the credit allowable 
under subsection (a) for such succeeding tax-
able year. 

‘‘(B) RULE FOR OTHER YEARS.—In the case 
of a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) 
does not apply, if the credit allowable under 
subsection (a) exceeds the limitation im-
posed by paragraph (1) for such taxable year, 
such excess shall be carried to the suc-
ceeding taxable year and added to the credit 
allowable under subsection (a) for such suc-
ceeding taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 23(b)(4)(B) is amended by in-

serting ‘‘and section 25D’’ after ‘‘this sec-
tion’’. 
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(B) Section 24(b)(3)(B) is amended by strik-

ing ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘, 25B, and 25D’’. 
(C) Section 25B(g)(2) is amended by strik-

ing ‘‘section 23’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 23 
and 25D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, and 25D’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2007. 

(2) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendments made by subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) of subsection (c)(2) shall be subject to 
title IX of the Economic Growth and Tax Re-
lief Reconciliation Act of 2001 in the same 
manner as the provisions of such Act to 
which such amendments relate. 
SEC. 25. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

CREDIT FOR CLEAN RENEWABLE EN-
ERGY BONDS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 54(m) (relating to 
termination) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2009’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN NATIONAL LIMITATION.— 
Section 54(f) (relating to limitation on 
amount of bonds designated) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, and for the period begin-
ning after the date of the enactment of the 
Clean Energy Tax Stimulus Act of 2008 and 
ending before January 1, 2010, $400,000,000’’ 
after ‘‘$1,200,000,000’’ in paragraph (1), 

(2) by striking ‘‘$750,000,000 of the’’ in para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘$750,000,000 of the 
$1,200,000,000’’, and 

(3) by striking ‘‘bodies’’ in paragraph (2) 
and inserting ‘‘bodies, and except that the 
Secretary may not allocate more than 1⁄3 of 
the $400,000,000 national clean renewable en-
ergy bond limitation to finance qualified 
projects of qualified borrowers which are 
public power providers nor more than 1⁄3 of 
such limitation to finance qualified projects 
of qualified borrowers which are mutual or 
cooperative electric companies described in 
section 501(c)(12) or section 1381(a)(2)(C)’’. 

(c) PUBLIC POWER PROVIDERS DEFINED.— 
Section 54(j) is amended— 

(1) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(6) PUBLIC POWER PROVIDER.—The term 
‘public power provider’ means a State utility 
with a service obligation, as such terms are 
defined in section 217 of the Federal Power 
Act (as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this paragraph).’’, and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘; PUBLIC POWER PRO-
VIDER’’ before the period at the end of the 
heading. 

(d) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—The third sen-
tence of section 54(e)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘subsection (l)(6)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (l)(5)’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 26. EXTENSION OF SPECIAL RULE TO IMPLE-

MENT FERC RESTRUCTURING POL-
ICY. 

(a) QUALIFYING ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION 
TRANSACTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 451(i)(3) (defining 
qualifying electric transmission transaction) 
is amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘January 1, 2010’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to trans-
actions after December 31, 2007. 

(b) INDEPENDENT TRANSMISSION COMPANY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 451(i)(4)(B)(ii) (de-

fining independent transmission company) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the date which is 2 years after the 
date of such transaction’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 

if included in the amendments made by sec-
tion 909 of the American Jobs Creation Act 
of 2004. 

Subtitle B—Extension of Incentives to 
Improve Energy Efficiency 

SEC. 27. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
CREDIT FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY 
IMPROVEMENTS TO EXISTING 
HOMES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Section 25C(g) 
(relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(b) QUALIFIED BIOMASS FUEL PROPERTY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25C(d)(3) is 

amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-

paragraph (D), 
(B) by striking the period at the end of 

subparagraph (E) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(F) a stove which uses the burning of bio-

mass fuel to heat a dwelling unit located in 
the United States and used as a residence by 
the taxpayer, or to heat water for use in such 
a dwelling unit, and which has a thermal ef-
ficiency rating of at least 75 percent.’’. 

(2) BIOMASS FUEL.—Section 25C(d) (relating 
to residential energy property expenditures) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) BIOMASS FUEL.—The term ‘biomass 
fuel’ means any plant-derived fuel available 
on a renewable or recurring basis, including 
agricultural crops and trees, wood and wood 
waste and residues (including wood pellets), 
plants (including aquatic plants), grasses, 
residues, and fibers.’’. 

(c) MODIFICATIONS OF STANDARDS FOR EN-
ERGY-EFFICIENT BUILDING PROPERTY.— 

(1) ELECTRIC HEAT PUMPS.—Subparagraph 
(B) of section 25C(d)(3) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(A) an electric heat pump which achieves 
the highest efficiency tier established by the 
Consortium for Energy Efficiency, as in ef-
fect on January 1, 2008.’’. 

(2) CENTRAL AIR CONDITIONERS.—Section 
25C(d)(3)(D) is amended by striking ‘‘2006’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2008’’. 

(3) WATER HEATERS.—Subparagraph (E) of 
section 25C(d) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(E) a natural gas, propane, or oil water 
heater which has either an energy factor of 
at least 0.80 or a thermal efficiency of at 
least 90 percent.’’. 

(4) OIL FURNACES AND HOT WATER BOILERS.— 
Paragraph (4) of section 25C(d) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS, PROPANE, AND 
OIL FURNACES AND HOT WATER BOILERS.— 

‘‘(A) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS FURNACE.— 
The term ‘qualified natural gas furnace’ 
means any natural gas furnace which 
achieves an annual fuel utilization efficiency 
rate of not less than 95. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS HOT WATER 
BOILER.—The term ‘qualified natural gas hot 
water boiler’ means any natural gas hot 
water boiler which achieves an annual fuel 
utilization efficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PROPANE FURNACE.—The 
term ‘qualified propane furnace’ means any 
propane furnace which achieves an annual 
fuel utilization efficiency rate of not less 
than 95. 

‘‘(D) QUALIFIED PROPANE HOT WATER BOIL-
ER.—The term ‘qualified propane hot water 
boiler’ means any propane hot water boiler 
which achieves an annual fuel utilization ef-
ficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(E) QUALIFIED OIL FURNACES.—The term 
‘qualified oil furnace’ means any oil furnace 
which achieves an annual fuel utilization ef-
ficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(F) QUALIFIED OIL HOT WATER BOILER.— 
The term ‘qualified oil hot water boiler’ 

means any oil hot water boiler which 
achieves an annual fuel utilization efficiency 
rate of not less than 90.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made this section shall apply to expenditures 
made after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 28. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF TAX 

CREDIT FOR ENERGY EFFICIENT 
NEW HOMES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Subsection (g) 
of section 45L (relating to termination) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2010’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE FOR CONTRACTOR’S PER-
SONAL RESIDENCE.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 45L(a)(1) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B)(i) acquired by a person from such eli-
gible contractor and used by any person as a 
residence during the taxable year, or 

‘‘(ii) used by such eligible contractor as a 
residence during the taxable year.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to homes 
acquired after December 31, 2008. 
SEC. 29. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF EN-

ERGY EFFICIENT COMMERCIAL 
BUILDINGS DEDUCTION. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 179D(h) (relating 
to termination) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2009’’. 

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF MAXIMUM DEDUCTION 
AMOUNT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 179D(b)(1) (relating to maximum 
amount of deduction) is amended by striking 
‘‘$1.80’’ and inserting ‘‘$2.25’’. 

(2) PARTIAL ALLOWANCE.—Paragraph (1) of 
section 179D(d) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$.60’’ and inserting 
‘‘$0.75’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘$1.80’’ and inserting 
‘‘$2.25’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 30. MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION OF EN-

ERGY EFFICIENT APPLIANCE CRED-
IT FOR APPLIANCES PRODUCED 
AFTER 2007. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
45M (relating to applicable amount) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
subsection (a)— 

‘‘(1) DISHWASHERS.—The applicable amount 
is— 

‘‘(A) $45 in the case of a dishwasher which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009 
and which uses no more than 324 kilowatt 
hours per year and 5.8 gallons per cycle, and 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a dishwasher which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, 
or 2010 and which uses no more than 307 kilo-
watt hours per year and 5.0 gallons per cycle 
(5.5 gallons per cycle for dishwashers de-
signed for greater than 12 place settings). 

‘‘(2) CLOTHES WASHERS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $75 in the case of a residential top- 
loading clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008 which meets or exceeds a 1.72 
modified energy factor and does not exceed a 
8.0 water consumption factor, 

‘‘(B) $125 in the case of a residential top- 
loading clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008 or 2009 which meets or ex-
ceeds a 1.8 modified energy factor and does 
not exceed a 7.5 water consumption factor, 

‘‘(C) $150 in the case of a residential or 
commercial clothes washer manufactured in 
calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 which meets 
or exceeds 2.0 modified energy factor and 
does not exceed a 6.0 water consumption fac-
tor, and 

‘‘(D) $250 in the case of a residential or 
commercial clothes washer manufactured in 
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calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 which meets 
or exceeds 2.2 modified energy factor and 
does not exceed a 4.5 water consumption fac-
tor. 

‘‘(3) REFRIGERATORS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $50 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, and 
consumes at least 20 percent but not more 
than 22.9 percent less kilowatt hours per 
year than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards, 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009, 
and consumes at least 23 percent but no 
more than 24.9 percent less kilowatt hours 
per year than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards, 

‘‘(C) $100 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, 
or 2010, and consumes at least 25 percent but 
not more than 29.9 percent less kilowatt 
hours per year than the 2001 energy con-
servation standards, and 

‘‘(D) $200 in the case of a refrigerator man-
ufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 
and which consumes at least 30 percent less 
energy than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.— 
(1) SIMILAR TREATMENT FOR ALL APPLI-

ANCES.—Subsection (c) of section 45M (relat-
ing to eligible production) is amended— 

(A) by striking paragraph (2), 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1) IN GENERAL’’ and all 

that follows through ‘‘the eligible’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The eligible’’, and 

(C) by moving the text of such subsection 
in line with the subsection heading and re-
designating subparagraphs (A) and (B) as 
paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF BASE PERIOD.—Para-
graph (2) of section 45M(c), as amended by 
paragraph (1) of this section, is amended by 
striking ‘‘3-calendar year’’ and inserting ‘‘2- 
calendar year’’. 

(c) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.—Subsection (d) of section 45M (defin-
ing types of energy efficient appliances) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—For purposes of this section, the 
types of energy efficient appliances are— 

‘‘(1) dishwashers described in subsection 
(b)(1), 

‘‘(2) clothes washers described in sub-
section (b)(2), and 

‘‘(3) refrigerators described in subsection 
(b)(3).’’. 

(d) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
(1) INCREASE IN LIMIT.—Paragraph (1) of 

section 45M(e) (relating to aggregate credit 
amount allowed) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(1) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
The aggregate amount of credit allowed 
under subsection (a) with respect to a tax-
payer for any taxable year shall not exceed 
$75,000,000 reduced by the amount of the 
credit allowed under subsection (a) to the 
taxpayer (or any predecessor) for all prior 
taxable years beginning after December 31, 
2007.’’. 

(2) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN REFRIGERATOR 
AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Paragraph (2) of sec-
tion 45M(e) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT ALLOWED FOR CERTAIN REFRIG-
ERATORS AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Refrig-
erators described in subsection (b)(3)(D) and 
clothes washers described in subsection 
(b)(2)(D) shall not be taken into account 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(e) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
45M(f) (defining qualified energy efficient ap-
pliance) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—The term ‘qualified energy efficient 
appliance’ means— 

‘‘(A) any dishwasher described in sub-
section (b)(1), 

‘‘(B) any clothes washer described in sub-
section (b)(2), and 

‘‘(C) any refrigerator described in sub-
section (b)(3).’’. 

(2) CLOTHES WASHER.—Section 45M(f)(3) (de-
fining clothes washer) is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘commercial’’ before ‘‘residential’’ the 
second place it appears. 

(3) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—Sub-
section (f) of section 45M (relating to defini-
tions) is amended by redesignating para-
graphs (4), (5), (6), and (7) as paragraphs (5), 
(6), (7), and (8), respectively, and by inserting 
after paragraph (3) the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(4) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—The 
term ‘top-loading clothes washer’ means a 
clothes washer which has the clothes con-
tainer compartment access located on the 
top of the machine and which operates on a 
vertical axis.’’. 

(4) REPLACEMENT OF ENERGY FACTOR.—Sec-
tion 45M(f)(6), as redesignated by paragraph 
(3), is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(6) MODIFIED ENERGY FACTOR.—The term 
‘modified energy factor’ means the modified 
energy factor established by the Department 
of Energy for compliance with the Federal 
energy conservation standard.’’. 

(5) GALLONS PER CYCLE; WATER CONSUMP-
TION FACTOR.—Section 45M(f) (relating to 
definitions), as amended by paragraph (3), is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(9) GALLONS PER CYCLE.—The term ‘gal-
lons per cycle’ means, with respect to a dish-
washer, the amount of water, expressed in 
gallons, required to complete a normal cycle 
of a dishwasher. 

‘‘(10) WATER CONSUMPTION FACTOR.—The 
term ‘water consumption factor’ means, with 
respect to a clothes washer, the quotient of 
the total weighted per-cycle water consump-
tion divided by the cubic foot (or liter) ca-
pacity of the clothes washer.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to appli-
ances produced after December 31, 2007. 

SA 5131. Mr. BUNNING (for himself 
and Mr. MCCONNELL) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. ll. TAX CREDIT FOR ALTERNATIVE JET 

FUEL. 
(a) CREDIT.— 
(1) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—Section 6426 of 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by redesignating subsections (f) through (h) 
as subsections (h) through (i), respectively, 
and by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsections: 

‘‘(f) ALTERNATIVE JET FUEL CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the alternative jet fuel credit is the 
product of $1.00 and the number of gallons of 
alternative jet fuel or gasoline gallon 
equivalents (as defined in subsection (d)(3)) 
of a nonliquid alternative jet fuel sold by the 
taxpayer for use as a fuel in an aircraft, or so 
used by the taxpayer. 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATIVE JET FUEL.—For purposes 
of this section, the term ‘alternative jet fuel’ 
means an alternative fuel— 

‘‘(A) which meets the requirements of a 
Department of Defense specification for mili-

tary jet fuel or an American Society of Test-
ing and Materials specification for aviation 
turbine fuel, and 

‘‘(B) the lifecycle greenhouse gas emissions 
associated with the production and combus-
tion of which are less than or equal to such 
emissions associated with the production 
and combustion of aviation fuel produced 
from conventional petroleum sources, as de-
termined by peer-reviewed research con-
ducted or reviewed by a National Laboratory 
or as determined by the head of a Federal 
agency. 

‘‘(3) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall 
not apply to any sale or use for any period 
after September 30, 2014. 

‘‘(g) ALTERNATIVE JET FUEL MIXTURE CRED-
IT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the alterative jet fuel mixture credit is 
the product of $1.00 and the number of gal-
lons of alternative jet fuel used by the tax-
payer in producing any alternative jet fuel 
mixture for sale or use in a trade or business 
of the taxpayer. 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATIVE JET FUEL MIXTURE.—For 
purposes of this section, the term ‘alter-
native jet fuel mixture’ means a mixture of 
alternative jet fuel and aviation gasoline or 
kerosene which— 

‘‘(A) is sold by the taxpayer producing such 
mixture to any person for use as a fuel in an 
aircraft, or 

‘‘(B) is used as a fuel in an aircraft by the 
taxpayer producing such mixture 

‘‘(3) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall 
not apply to any sale or use for any period 
after September 30, 2014.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 6426(a) of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended— 
(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and (e)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘(e), and (g)’’, 
(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (d)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections (d) 
and (f)’’, and 

(iii) in the second sentence, by striking 
‘‘subsections (d) and (e)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
sections (d), (e), (f), and (g)’’. 

(B) Section 6426(e)(2) of such Code is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new flush sentence: 
‘‘Such term does not include any alternative 
jet fuel mixture.’’. 

(C) Section 6426(i) of such Code, as redesig-
nated by paragraph (1), is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘subsections (d) and (e)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subsections (d), (e), (f), and (g)’’. 

(b) PAYMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 

6427(e) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, or if such person sells or 
uses an alternative jet fuel (as defined in sec-
tion 6526(f)(2)) for a purpose described in sec-
tion 6426(f)(1) in such person’s trade or busi-
ness’’ after ‘‘trade or business’’, and 

(B) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘; ALTER-
NATIVE JET FUEL’’ after ‘‘FUEL’’. 

(2) REGISTRATION.—Paragraph (4) of section 
6427(e) of such Code is amended by striking 
‘‘or alternative fuel mixture credit’’ and in-
serting ‘‘, alternative fuel mixture credit, al-
ternative jet fuel credit, or alternative jet 
fuel mixture credit’’. 

(3) TERMINATION.—Paragraph (5) of section 
6427(e) of such Code is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph (C), by 
striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (D) and inserting ‘‘and’’, and by adding 
at the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) any alternative jet fuel or alternative 
jet fuel mixture (as defined in subsection 
(f)(2) or (g)(2) of section 6426) sold or used 
after December 31, 2014.’’. 

(c) TIME FOR FILING CLAIMS.—Section 
6427(i)(3)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
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1986 is amended by inserting ‘‘or an alter-
native jet fuel (as defined in section 
6426(f)(2))’’ after ‘‘6426(d)(2))’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to fuel sold 
or used after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. ll. ADVANCED BATTERIES FOR ELECTRIC 

DRIVE VEHICLES. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADVANCED BATTERY.—The term ‘‘ad-

vanced battery’’ means an electrical storage 
device that is suitable for a vehicle applica-
tion. 

(2) ENGINEERING INTEGRATION COSTS.—The 
term ‘‘engineering integration costs’’ in-
cludes the cost of engineering tasks relating 
to— 

(A) the incorporation of qualifying compo-
nents into the design of an advanced battery; 
and 

(B) the design of tooling and equipment 
and the development of manufacturing proc-
esses and material for suppliers of produc-
tion facilities that produce qualifying com-
ponents or advanced batteries. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) ADVANCED BATTERY RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) expand and accelerate research and de-

velopment efforts for advanced batteries; 
and 

(B) emphasize lower cost means of pro-
ducing abuse-tolerant advanced batteries 
with the appropriate balance of power and 
energy capacity to meet market require-
ments. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $100,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

(c) DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-

ability of appropriated funds, not later than 
1 year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall carry out a program 
to provide a total of not more than 
$250,000,000 in loans to eligible individuals 
and entities for not more than 30 percent of 
the costs of 1 or more of— 

(A) reequipping a manufacturing facility in 
the United States to produce advanced bat-
teries; 

(B) expanding a manufacturing facility in 
the United States to produce advanced bat-
teries; or 

(C) establishing a manufacturing facility 
in the United States to produce advanced 
batteries. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to obtain a 

loan under this subsection, an individual or 
entity shall— 

(i) be financially viable without the receipt 
of additional Federal funding associated 
with a proposed project under this sub-
section; 

(ii) provide sufficient information to the 
Secretary for the Secretary to ensure that 
the qualified investment is expended effi-
ciently and effectively; and 

(iii) meet such other criteria as may be es-
tablished and published by the Secretary. 

(B) CONSIDERATION.—In selecting eligible 
individuals or entities for loans under this 
subsection, the Secretary may consider 
whether the proposed project of an eligible 
individual or entity under this subsection 
would— 

(i) reduce manufacturing time; 
(ii) reduce manufacturing energy inten-

sity; 
(iii) reduce negative environmental im-

pacts or byproducts; or 
(iv) increase spent battery or component 

recycling 

(3) RATES, TERMS, AND REPAYMENT OF 
LOANS.—A loan provided under this sub-
section— 

(A) shall have an interest rate that, as of 
the date on which the loan is made, is equal 
to the cost of funds to the Department of the 
Treasury for obligations of comparable ma-
turity; 

(B) shall have a term that is equal to the 
lesser of— 

(i) the projected life, in years, of the eligi-
ble project to be carried out using funds from 
the loan, as determined by the Secretary; or 

(ii) 25 years; and 
(C) may be subject to a deferral in repay-

ment for not more than 5 years after the 
date on which the eligible project carried out 
using funds from the loan first begins oper-
ations, as determined by the Secretary. 

(4) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—A loan under 
this subsection shall be available for— 

(A) facilities and equipment placed in serv-
ice before December 30, 2020; and 

(B) engineering integration costs incurred 
during the period beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act and ending on Decem-
ber 30, 2020. 

(5) FEES.—The cost of administering a loan 
made under this subsection shall not exceed 
$100,000. 

(6) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sub-
section for each of fiscal years 2009 through 
2013. 

(d) SENSE OF THE SENATE ON PURCHASE OF 
PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLES.—It is the 
sense of the Senate that, to the maximum 
extent practicable, the Federal Government 
should implement policies to increase the 
purchase of plug-in electric drive vehicles by 
the Federal Government. 

SA 5132. Mr. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE II—IDENTIFICATION OF MOST PRO-

SPECTIVE OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
OIL AND NATURAL GAS AREAS UNDER 
MORATORIA 

SEC. 21. DEFINITIONS. 
In this title: 
(1) MORATORIUM AREA.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘moratorium 

area’’ means any area on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf covered by— 

(i) sections 104 through 106 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2006 
(Public Law 109–54; 119 Stat. 521); 

(ii) section 104 of the Gulf of Mexico En-
ergy Security Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; 
Public Law 109–432); or 

(iii) any area withdrawn from disposition 
by leasing by the memorandum entitled 
‘‘Memorandum on Withdrawal of Certain 
Areas of the United States Outer Conti-
nental Shelf from Leasing Disposition’’ (34 
Weekly Comp. Pres. Doc. 1111), and dated 
June 12, 1998, as modified by the President on 
January 9, 2007. 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘moratorium 
area’’ does not include an area of the outer 
Continental Shelf designated by the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration as 
a national marine sanctuary. 

(2) PROSPECTIVE AREA.—The term ‘‘prospec-
tive area’’ means a portion of any morato-
rium area that may contain recoverable oil 
or gas. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 22. IDENTIFICATION OF MOST PROSPECTIVE 

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF OIL 
AND NATURAL GAS AREAS UNDER 
MORATORIA. 

(a) INVENTORY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall iden-

tify the 10 most prospective areas for recov-
erable oil and gas accumulations, including 
if appropriate the 5 most prospective areas 
for oil and the 5 most prospective areas for 
natural gas in the prospective areas that in-
dustry would likely explore if allowed. 

(2) INFORMATION.—In identifying the pro-
spective areas, the Secretary shall take into 
account any existing information on the geo-
logical potential for oil and gas or acquire 
new data as appropriate to assist in nar-
rowing down prospective areas. 

(3) TECHNOLOGY.—The Secretary may use 
any available geological, geophysical, eco-
nomic, engineering, and other scientific 
technology to obtain accurate estimates of 
resource potential. 

(b) ACQUISITION OF GEOLOGICAL AND GEO-
PHYSICAL DATA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac-
quire and process new geological and geo-
physical data or use existing geological and 
geophysical data for any moratorium area if 
the Secretary determines that additional in-
formation is needed to identify and assess 
potential prospective areas. 

(2) TECHNOLOGY.—In carrying out this sub-
section, the Secretary shall use any avail-
able technology (other than drilling), includ-
ing 3-D seismic technology, to obtain an ac-
curate estimate of resource potential. 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF DATA.—The Secretary 
may make available newly acquired geologi-
cal and geophysical data under this sub-
section on a cost recovery basis to recover 
the full costs expended for acquisition and 
processing of new geological and geophysical 
data. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable, 

but not later than 1 year, after the date of 
enactment of this Act, to expedite collection 
of geological and geophysical data under this 
section, each Federal agency shall conduct 
and complete any analyses or consultations 
that are required to carry out this section. 

(2) PROTECTED SPECIES.—Before conducting 
any geological and geophysical survey re-
quired under this title in any prospective 
area, the Secretary shall, at a minimum, im-
plement the mitigation, monitoring, and re-
porting measures that are used for protected 
species in the Gulf of Mexico region. 

(d) ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIOECONOMIC 
STUDIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con-
duct, directly or by contract, environmental 
or socioeconomic studies for any prospective 
area identified under subsection (a). 

(2) INTERAGENCY ACTION.—The Secretary, 
acting through the Minerals Management 
Service, may work jointly with the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service, the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, or other relevant agencies— 

(A) to compile existing environmental and 
socioeconomic information on prospective 
areas; or 

(B) obtain new environmental or socio-
economic studies for identified prospective 
areas. 
SEC. 23. SHARING INFORMATION WITH STATES 

AND OTHER STAKEHOLDERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a process— 
(1) to share information identified by ac-

tions taken under section 22 to identify 10 
most prospective areas; and 

(2) to obtain input from States or other 
stakeholders on the prospective areas. 
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(b) PROCESS.—The process shall include 

workshops or meetings with— 
(1) the public; 
(2) Governors or designated officials from 

appropriate States; and 
(3) other relevant user groups. 

SEC. 24. REPORTS. 
(a) IDENTIFICATION OF PROSPECTIVE 

AREAS.—Not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit to Congress a report that includes— 

(1) an identification of the 10 most prospec-
tive oil and gas areas within the moratorium 
areas using existing information; 

(2) a summary of environmental and socio-
economic information relating to the 10 pro-
spective areas; and 

(3) a schedule for completion of any envi-
ronmental or socioeconomic impact studies 
or consultations planned for those prospec-
tive areas. 

(b) POTENTIAL OF PROSPECTIVE AREAS.—Not 
later than 42 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report that includes— 

(1) a summary of the potential oil and gas 
resources in the 10 most prospective areas 
based on all available and newly acquired in-
formation; 

(2) a description of the consultation proc-
ess under section 23 that will be used to 
share information and obtain input from 
stakeholders concerning the 10 most prospec-
tive areas; and 

(3) recommendations on approaches for re-
covery of costs expended for acquisition and 
processing of new geological and geophysical 
data or conducting other studies for the re-
port. 

(c) INPUT.—Not later than 180 days after 
submission of the report required under sub-
section (b), the Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a summary of the input from the 
process required under section 23. 
SEC. 25. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out this title 
$450,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

SA 5133. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE ll—AMERICAN ENERGY 
INDEPENDENCE AND SECURITY 

SEC. ll01. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘American 

Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2008’’. 
SEC. ll02. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) COASTAL PLAIN.—The term ‘‘Coastal 

Plain’’ means that area identified as the 
‘‘1002 Coastal Plain Area’’ on the map. 

(2) FEDERAL AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Fed-
eral Agreement’’ means the Federal Agree-
ment and Grant Right-of-Way for the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline issued on January 23, 1974, 
in accordance with section 28 of the Mineral 
Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 185) and the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline Authorization Act (43 U.S.C. 
1651 et seq.). 

(3) FINAL STATEMENT.—The term ‘‘Final 
Statement’’ means the final legislative envi-
ronmental impact statement on the Coastal 
Plain, dated April 1987, and prepared pursu-
ant to section 1002 of the Alaska National In-
terest Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
3142) and section 102(2)(C) of the National En-

vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)). 

(4) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
entitled ‘‘Arctic National Wildlife Refuge’’, 
dated September 2005, and prepared by the 
United States Geological Survey. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior (or the 
designee of the Secretary), acting through 
the Director of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment in consultation with the Director of 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
and in coordination with a State coordinator 
appointed by the Governor of the State of 
Alaska. 
SEC. ll03. LEASING PROGRAM FOR LAND WITH-

IN THE COASTAL PLAIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATION.—Subject to section 

ll14, Congress authorizes the exploration, 
leasing, development, production, and eco-
nomically feasible and prudent transpor-
tation of oil and gas in and from the Coastal 
Plain. 

(2) ACTIONS.—Subject to section ll14, the 
Secretary shall take such actions as are nec-
essary— 

(A) to establish and implement, in accord-
ance with this title, a competitive oil and 
gas leasing program that will result in an en-
vironmentally sound program for the explo-
ration, development, and production of the 
oil and gas resources of the Coastal Plain 
while taking into consideration the interests 
and concerns of residents of the Coastal 
Plain, which is the homeland of the 
Kaktovikmiut Inupiat; and 

(B) to administer this title through regula-
tions, lease terms, conditions, restrictions, 
prohibitions, stipulations, and other provi-
sions that— 

(i) ensure the oil and gas exploration, de-
velopment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, their habi-
tat, subsistence resources, and the environ-
ment; and 

(ii) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion to all exploration, development, and 
production operations under this title in a 
manner that ensures the receipt of fair mar-
ket value by the public for the mineral re-
sources to be leased. 

(b) REPEAL.— 
(1) REPEAL.—Section 1003 of the Alaska Na-

tional Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 
U.S.C. 3143) is repealed. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents contained in section 1 of that Act 
(16 U.S.C. 3101 note) is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 1003. 

(c) COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS UNDER 
CERTAIN OTHER LAWS.— 

(1) COMPATIBILITY.—For purposes of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System Adminis-
tration Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 668dd et seq.)— 

(A) the oil and gas pre-leasing and leasing 
program, and activities authorized by this 
section in the Coastal Plain, shall be consid-
ered to be compatible with the purposes for 
which the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
was established; and 

(B) no further findings or decisions shall be 
required to implement that program and 
those activities. 

(2) ADEQUACY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR’S LEGISLATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT STATEMENT.—The Final Statement 
shall be considered to satisfy the require-
ments under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) that 
apply with respect to pre-leasing activities, 
including exploration programs and actions 
authorized to be taken by the Secretary to 
develop and promulgate the regulations for 
the establishment of a leasing program au-

thorized by this title before the conduct of 
the first lease sale. 

(3) COMPLIANCE WITH NEPA FOR OTHER AC-
TIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Before conducting the 
first lease sale under this title, the Secretary 
shall prepare an environmental impact 
statement in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) with respect to the actions au-
thorized by this title that are not referred to 
in paragraph (2). 

(B) IDENTIFICATION AND ANALYSIS.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, in 
carrying out this paragraph, the Secretary 
shall not be required— 

(i) to identify nonleasing alternative 
courses of action; or 

(ii) to analyze the environmental effects of 
those courses of action. 

(C) IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED ACTION.— 
Not later than 18 months after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(i) identify only a preferred action and a 
single leasing alternative for the first lease 
sale authorized under this title; and 

(ii) analyze the environmental effects and 
potential mitigation measures for those 2 al-
ternatives. 

(D) PUBLIC COMMENTS.—In carrying out 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall consider 
only public comments that are filed not later 
than 20 days after the date of publication of 
a draft environmental impact statement. 

(E) EFFECT OF COMPLIANCE.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, compli-
ance with this paragraph shall be considered 
to satisfy all requirements for the analysis 
and consideration of the environmental ef-
fects of proposed leasing under this title. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO STATE AND LOCAL AU-
THORITY.—Nothing in this title expands or 
limits any State or local regulatory author-
ity. 

(e) SPECIAL AREAS.— 
(1) DESIGNATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, after con-

sultation with the State of Alaska, the 
North Slope Borough, Alaska, and the City 
of Kaktovik, Alaska, may designate not 
more than 45,000 acres of the Coastal Plain 
as a special area if the Secretary determines 
that the special area would be of such unique 
character and interest as to require special 
management and regulatory protection. 

(B) SADLEROCHIT SPRING AREA.—The Sec-
retary shall designate as a special area in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (A) the 
Sadlerochit Spring area, comprising approxi-
mately 4,000 acres as depicted on the map. 

(2) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall 
manage each special area designated under 
this subsection in a manner that— 

(A) respects and protects the Native people 
of the area; and 

(B) preserves the unique and diverse char-
acter of the area, including fish, wildlife, 
subsistence resources, and cultural values of 
the area. 

(3) EXCLUSION FROM LEASING OR SURFACE 
OCCUPANCY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ex-
clude any special area designated under this 
subsection from leasing. 

(B) NO SURFACE OCCUPANCY.—If the Sec-
retary leases all or a portion of a special 
area for the purposes of oil and gas explo-
ration, development, production, and related 
activities, there shall be no surface occu-
pancy of the land comprising the special 
area. 

(4) DIRECTIONAL DRILLING.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this sub-
section, the Secretary may lease all or a por-
tion of a special area under terms that per-
mit the use of horizontal drilling technology 
from sites on leases located outside the spe-
cial area. 
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(f) LIMITATION ON CLOSED AREAS.—The Sec-

retary may not close land within the Coastal 
Plain to oil and gas leasing or to explo-
ration, development, or production except in 
accordance with this title. 

(g) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 15 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, in 
consultation with appropriate agencies of 
the State of Alaska, the North Slope Bor-
ough, Alaska, and the City of Kaktovik, 
Alaska, the Secretary shall issue such regu-
lations as are necessary to carry out this 
title, including rules and regulations relat-
ing to protection of the fish and wildlife, fish 
and wildlife habitat, and subsistence re-
sources of the Coastal Plain. 

(2) REVISION OF REGULATIONS.—The Sec-
retary may periodically review and, as ap-
propriate, revise the rules and regulations 
issued under paragraph (1) to reflect any sig-
nificant scientific or engineering data that 
come to the attention of the Secretary. 
SEC. ll04. LEASE SALES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Land may be leased pur-
suant to this title to any person qualified to 
obtain a lease for deposits of oil and gas 
under the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 
et seq.). 

(b) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulation, establish procedures for— 

(1) receipt and consideration of sealed 
nominations for any area in the Coastal 
Plain for inclusion in, or exclusion (as pro-
vided in subsection (c)) from, a lease sale; 

(2) the holding of lease sales after that 
nomination process; and 

(3) public notice of and comment on des-
ignation of areas to be included in, or ex-
cluded from, a lease sale. 

(c) LEASE SALE BIDS.—Bidding for leases 
under this title shall be by sealed competi-
tive cash bonus bids. 

(d) ACREAGE MINIMUM IN FIRST SALE.—For 
the first lease sale under this title, the Sec-
retary shall offer for lease those tracts the 
Secretary considers to have the greatest po-
tential for the discovery of hydrocarbons, 
taking into consideration nominations re-
ceived pursuant to subsection (b)(1), but in 
no case less than 200,000 acres. 

(e) TIMING OF LEASE SALES.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(1) not later than 22 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act, conduct the first 
lease sale under this title; 

(2) not later than September 30, 2010, con-
duct a second lease sale under this title; and 

(3) conduct additional sales at appropriate 
intervals if sufficient interest in exploration 
or development exists to warrant the con-
duct of the additional sales. 
SEC. ll05. GRANT OF LEASES BY THE SEC-

RETARY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon payment by a lessee 

of such bonus as may be accepted by the Sec-
retary, the Secretary may grant to the high-
est responsible qualified bidder in a lease 
sale conducted pursuant to section ll04 a 
lease for any land on the Coastal Plain. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT TRANSFERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—No lease issued under this 

title may be sold, exchanged, assigned, sub-
let, or otherwise transferred except with the 
approval of the Secretary. 

(2) CONDITION FOR APPROVAL.—Before 
granting any approval described in para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall consult with 
and give due consideration to the opinion of 
the Attorney General. 
SEC. ll06. LEASE TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An oil or gas lease issued 
pursuant to this title shall— 

(1) provide for the payment of a royalty of 
not less than 121⁄2 percent of the amount or 
value of the production removed or sold from 
the lease, as determined by the Secretary in 

accordance with regulations applicable to 
other Federal oil and gas leases; 

(2) provide that the Secretary may close, 
on a seasonal basis, such portions of the 
Coastal Plain to exploratory drilling activi-
ties as are necessary to protect caribou 
calving areas and other species of fish and 
wildlife; 

(3) require that each lessee of land within 
the Coastal Plain shall be fully responsible 
and liable for the reclamation of land within 
the Coastal Plain and any other Federal land 
that is adversely affected in connection with 
exploration, development, production, or 
transportation activities within the Coastal 
Plain conducted by the lessee or by any of 
the subcontractors or agents of the lessee; 

(4) provide that the lessee may not dele-
gate or convey, by contract or otherwise, 
that reclamation responsibility and liability 
to another person without the express writ-
ten approval of the Secretary; 

(5) provide that the standard of reclama-
tion for land required to be reclaimed under 
this title shall be, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

(A) a condition capable of supporting the 
uses that the land was capable of supporting 
prior to any exploration, development, or 
production activities; or 

(B) upon application by the lessee, to a 
higher or better standard, as approved by the 
Secretary; 

(6) contain terms and conditions relating 
to protection of fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment as required under section 
ll03(a)(2); 

(7) provide that each lessee, and each agent 
and contractor of a lessee, use their best ef-
forts to provide a fair share of employment 
and contracting for Alaska Natives and Alas-
ka Native Corporations from throughout the 
State of Alaska, as determined by the level 
of obligation previously agreed to in the Fed-
eral Agreement; and 

(8) contain such other provisions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary to en-
sure compliance with this title and regula-
tions issued under this title. 

(b) PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary, as a term and condition of each lease 
under this title, and in recognizing the pro-
prietary interest of the Federal Government 
in labor stability and in the ability of con-
struction labor and management to meet the 
particular needs and conditions of projects 
to be developed under the leases issued pur-
suant to this title (including the special con-
cerns of the parties to those leases), shall re-
quire that each lessee, and each agent and 
contractor of a lessee, under this title nego-
tiate to obtain a project labor agreement for 
the employment of laborers and mechanics 
on production, maintenance, and construc-
tion under the lease. 
SEC. ll07. COASTAL PLAIN ENVIRONMENTAL 

PROTECTION. 
(a) NO SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE EFFECT 

STANDARD TO GOVERN AUTHORIZED COASTAL 
PLAIN ACTIVITIES.—In accordance with sec-
tion ll03, the Secretary shall administer 
this title through regulations, lease terms, 
conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, stipu-
lations, or other provisions that— 

(1) ensure, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, that oil and gas exploration, devel-
opment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, and the environment; 

(2) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion on all new exploration, development, 
and production operations; and 

(3) ensure that the maximum surface acre-
age covered in connection with the leasing 

program by production and support facili-
ties, including airstrips and any areas cov-
ered by gravel berms or piers for support of 
pipelines, does not exceed 2,000 acres on the 
Coastal Plain. 

(b) SITE-SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT AND MITIGA-
TION.—The Secretary shall require, with re-
spect to any proposed drilling and related ac-
tivities on the Coastal Plain, that— 

(1) a site-specific environmental analysis 
be made of the probable effects, if any, that 
the drilling or related activities will have on 
fish and wildlife, fish and wildlife habitat, 
subsistence resources, subsistence uses, and 
the environment; 

(2) a plan be implemented to avoid, mini-
mize, and mitigate (in that order and to the 
maximum extent practicable) any signifi-
cant adverse effect identified under para-
graph (1); and 

(3) the development of the plan occur after 
consultation with— 

(A) each agency having jurisdiction over 
matters mitigated by the plan; 

(B) the State of Alaska; 
(C) North Slope Borough, Alaska; and 
(D) the City of Kaktovik, Alaska. 
(c) REGULATIONS TO PROTECT COASTAL 

PLAIN FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES, SUB-
SISTENCE USERS, AND THE ENVIRONMENT.—Be-
fore implementing the leasing program au-
thorized by this title, the Secretary shall 
prepare and issue regulations, lease terms, 
conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, stipu-
lations, or other measures designed to en-
sure, to the maximum extent practicable, 
that the activities carried out on the Coastal 
Plain under this title are conducted in a 
manner consistent with the purposes and en-
vironmental requirements of this title. 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND OTHER REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The proposed regulations, lease 
terms, conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, 
and stipulations for the leasing program 
under this title shall require— 

(1) compliance with all applicable provi-
sions of Federal and State environmental 
law (including regulations); 

(2) implementation of and compliance 
with— 

(A) standards that are at least as effective 
as the safety and environmental mitigation 
measures, as described in items 1 through 29 
on pages 167 through 169 of the Final State-
ment, on the Coastal Plain; 

(B) seasonal limitations on exploration, de-
velopment, and related activities, as nec-
essary, to avoid significant adverse effects 
during periods of concentrated fish and wild-
life breeding, denning, nesting, spawning, 
and migration; 

(C) design safety and construction stand-
ards for all pipelines and any access and 
service roads that minimize, to the max-
imum extent practicable, adverse effects 
on— 

(i) the passage of migratory species (such 
as caribou); and 

(ii) the flow of surface water by requiring 
the use of culverts, bridges, or other struc-
tural devices; 

(D) prohibitions on general public access 
to, and use of, all pipeline access and service 
roads; 

(E) stringent reclamation and rehabilita-
tion requirements in accordance with this 
title for the removal from the Coastal Plain 
of all oil and gas development and produc-
tion facilities, structures, and equipment on 
completion of oil and gas production oper-
ations, except in a case in which the Sec-
retary determines that those facilities, 
structures, or equipment— 

(i) would assist in the management of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge; and 

(ii) are donated to the United States for 
that purpose; 
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(F) appropriate prohibitions or restrictions 

on— 
(i) access by all modes of transportation; 
(ii) sand and gravel extraction; and 
(iii) use of explosives; 
(G) reasonable stipulations for protection 

of cultural and archaeological resources; 
(H) measures to protect groundwater and 

surface water, including— 
(i) avoidance, to the maximum extent 

practicable, of springs, streams, and river 
systems; 

(ii) the protection of natural surface drain-
age patterns and wetland and riparian habi-
tats; and 

(iii) the regulation of methods or tech-
niques for developing or transporting ade-
quate supplies of water for exploratory drill-
ing; and 

(I) research, monitoring, and reporting re-
quirements; 

(3) that exploration activities (except sur-
face geological studies) be limited to the pe-
riod between approximately November 1 and 
May 1 of each year and be supported, if nec-
essary, by ice roads, winter trails with ade-
quate snow cover, ice pads, ice airstrips, and 
air transport methods (except that those ex-
ploration activities may be permitted at 
other times if the Secretary determines that 
the exploration will have no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment of the Coastal Plain); 

(4) consolidation of facility siting; 
(5) avoidance or reduction of air traffic-re-

lated disturbance to fish and wildlife; 
(6) treatment and disposal of hazardous 

and toxic wastes, solid wastes, reserve pit 
fluids, drilling muds and cuttings, and do-
mestic wastewater, including, in accordance 
with applicable Federal and State environ-
mental laws (including regulations)— 

(A) preparation of an annual waste man-
agement report; 

(B) development and implementation of a 
hazardous materials tracking system; and 

(C) prohibition on the use of chlorinated 
solvents; 

(7) fuel storage and oil spill contingency 
planning; 

(8) conduct of periodic field crew environ-
mental briefings; 

(9) avoidance of significant adverse effects 
on subsistence hunting, fishing, and trap-
ping; 

(10) compliance with applicable air and 
water quality standards; 

(11) appropriate seasonal and safety zone 
designations around well sites, within which 
subsistence hunting and trapping shall be 
limited; and 

(12) development and implementation of 
such other protective environmental require-
ments, restrictions, terms, or conditions as 
the Secretary, after consultation with the 
State of Alaska, North Slope Borough, Alas-
ka, and the City of Kaktovik, Alaska, deter-
mines to be necessary. 

(e) CONSIDERATIONS.—In preparing and 
issuing regulations, lease terms, conditions, 
restrictions, prohibitions, or stipulations 
under this section, the Secretary shall take 
into consideration— 

(1) the stipulations and conditions that 
govern the National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska leasing program, as set forth in the 
1999 Northeast National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska Final Integrated Activity Plan/Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement; 

(2) the environmental protection standards 
that governed the initial Coastal Plain seis-
mic exploration program under parts 37.31 
through 37.33 of title 50, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (or successor regulations); and 

(3) the land use stipulations for explor-
atory drilling on the KIC–ASRC private land 
described in Appendix 2 of the agreement be-

tween Arctic Slope Regional Corporation and 
the United States dated August 9, 1983. 

(f) FACILITY CONSOLIDATION PLANNING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—After providing for public 

notice and comment, the Secretary shall pre-
pare and periodically update a plan to gov-
ern, guide, and direct the siting and con-
struction of facilities for the exploration, de-
velopment, production, and transportation of 
oil and gas resources from the Coastal Plain. 

(2) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the plan 
shall be— 

(A) the avoidance of unnecessary duplica-
tion of facilities and activities; 

(B) the encouragement of consolidation of 
common facilities and activities; 

(C) the location or confinement of facili-
ties and activities to areas that will mini-
mize impact on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment; 

(D) the use of existing facilities, to the 
maximum extent practicable; and 

(E) the enhancement of compatibility be-
tween wildlife values and development ac-
tivities. 

(g) ACCESS TO PUBLIC LAND.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) manage public land in the Coastal Plain 
in accordance with subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 811 of the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3121); and 

(2) ensure that local residents shall have 
reasonable access to public land in the 
Coastal Plain for traditional uses. 
SEC. ll08. EXPEDITED JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) FILING OF COMPLAINTS.— 
(1) DEADLINE.—A complaint seeking judi-

cial review of a provision of this title or an 
action of the Secretary under this title shall 
be filed— 

(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
during the 90-day period beginning on the 
date on which the action being challenged 
was carried out; or 

(B) in the case of a complaint based solely 
on grounds arising after the 90-day period de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), by not later 
than 90 days after the date on which the 
complainant knew or reasonably should have 
known about the grounds for the complaint. 

(2) VENUE.—A complaint seeking judicial 
review of a provision of this title or an ac-
tion of the Secretary under this title shall be 
filed in the United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia. 

(3) SCOPE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Judicial review of a deci-

sion of the Secretary under this title (includ-
ing an environmental analysis of such a 
lease sale) shall be— 

(i) limited to a review of whether the deci-
sion is in accordance with this title; and 

(ii) based on the administrative record of 
the decision. 

(B) PRESUMPTIONS.—Any identification by 
the Secretary of a preferred course of action 
relating to a lease sale, and any analysis by 
the Secretary of environmental effects, 
under this title shall be presumed to be cor-
rect unless proven otherwise by clear and 
convincing evidence. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OTHER REVIEW.—Any ac-
tion of the Secretary that is subject to judi-
cial review under this section shall not be 
subject to judicial review in any civil or 
criminal proceeding for enforcement. 
SEC. ll09. RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND EASEMENTS 

ACROSS COASTAL PLAIN. 
For purposes of section 1102(4)(A) of the 

Alaska National Interest Lands Conserva-
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 3162(4)(A)), any rights-of- 
way or easements across the Coastal Plain 
for the exploration, development, produc-
tion, or transportation of oil and gas shall be 
considered to be established incident to the 
management of the Coastal Plain under this 
section. 

SEC. ll10. CONVEYANCE. 
Notwithstanding section 1302(h)(2) of the 

Alaska National Interest Lands Conserva-
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 3192(h)(2)), to remove any 
cloud on title to land, and to clarify land 
ownership patterns in the Coastal Plain, the 
Secretary shall— 

(1) to the extent necessary to fulfill the en-
titlement of the Kaktovik Inupiat Corpora-
tion under sections 12 and 14 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1611, 1613), as determined by the Secretary, 
convey to that Corporation the surface es-
tate of the land described in paragraph (1) of 
Public Land Order 6959, in accordance with 
the terms and conditions of the agreement 
between the Secretary, the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the Bureau of 
Land Management, and the Kaktovik 
Inupiat Corporation, dated January 22, 1993; 
and 

(2) convey to the Arctic Slope Regional 
Corporation the remaining subsurface estate 
to which that Corporation is entitled under 
the agreement between that corporation and 
the United States, dated August 9, 1983. 
SEC. ll11. LOCAL GOVERNMENT IMPACT AID 

AND COMMUNITY SERVICE ASSIST-
ANCE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the 

Treasury of the United States a fund to be 
known as the ‘‘Coastal Plain Local Govern-
ment Impact Aid Assistance Fund’’ (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Fund’’). 

(2) DEPOSITS.—Subject to paragraph (1), the 
Secretary of the Treasury (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall deposit in 
the Fund, $35,000,000 each year from the 
amount available under section ll13(1). 

(3) INVESTMENT.—The Secretary shall in-
vest amounts in the Fund in interest-bearing 
securities of the United States or the State 
of Alaska. 

(b) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Mayor of the North Slope 
Borough, shall use amounts in the Fund to 
provide assistance to North Slope Borough, 
Alaska, the City of Kaktovik, Alaska, and 
any other borough, municipal subdivision, 
village, or other community in the State of 
Alaska that is directly impacted by explo-
ration for, or the production of, oil or gas on 
the Coastal Plain under this title, or any 
Alaska Native Regional Corporation acting 
on behalf of the villages and communities 
within its region whose lands lie along the 
right of way of the Trans Alaska Pipeline 
System, as determined by the Secretary. 

(c) APPLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To receive assistance 

under subsection (b), a community or Re-
gional Corporation described in that sub-
section shall submit to the Secretary, or to 
the Mayor of the North Slope Borough, an 
application in such time, in such manner, 
and containing such information as the Sec-
retary may require. 

(2) ACTION BY NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH.—The 
Mayor of the North Slope Borough shall sub-
mit to the Secretary each application re-
ceived under paragraph (1) as soon as prac-
ticable after the date on which the applica-
tion is received. 

(3) ASSISTANCE OF SECRETARY.—The Sec-
retary shall assist communities in submit-
ting applications under this subsection, to 
the maximum extent practicable. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS.—A community or Re-
gional Corporation that receives funds under 
subsection (b) may use the funds— 

(1) to plan for mitigation, implement a 
mitigation plan, or maintain a mitigation 
project to address the potential effects of oil 
and gas exploration and development on en-
vironmental, social, cultural, recreational, 
and subsistence resources of the community; 

(2) to develop, carry out, and maintain— 
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(A) a project to provide new or expanded 

public facilities; or 
(B) services to address the needs and prob-

lems associated with the effects described in 
paragraph (1), including firefighting, police, 
water and waste treatment, first responder, 
and other medical services; 

(3) to compensate residents of the Coastal 
Plain for significant damage to environ-
mental, social, cultural, recreational, or sub-
sistence resources; and 

(4) in the City of Kaktovik, Alaska— 
(A) to develop a mechanism for providing 

members of the Kaktovikmiut Inupiat com-
munity an opportunity to— 

(i) monitor development on the Coastal 
Plain; and 

(ii) provide information and recommenda-
tions to the Governor based on traditional 
aboriginal knowledge of the natural re-
sources, flora, fauna, and ecological proc-
esses of the Coastal Plain; and 

(B) to establish a local coordination office, 
to be managed by the Mayor of the North 
Slope Borough, in coordination with the City 
of Kaktovik, Alaska— 

(i) to coordinate with and advise devel-
opers on local conditions and the history of 
areas affected by development; 

(ii) to provide to the Committee on Re-
sources of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate annual reports on the 
status of the coordination between devel-
opers and communities affected by develop-
ment; 

(iii) to collect from residents of the Coast-
al Plain information regarding the impacts 
of development on fish, wildlife, habitats, 
subsistence resources, and the environment 
of the Coastal Plain; and 

(iv) to ensure that the information col-
lected under clause (iii) is submitted to— 

(I) developers; and 
(II) any appropriate Federal agency. 

SEC. ll12. PROHIBITION ON EXPORTS. 
An oil or gas lease issued under this title 

shall prohibit the exportation of oil or gas 
produced under the lease. 
SEC. ll13. ALLOCATION OF REVENUES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, all adjusted bonus, 
rental, and royalty receipts from Federal oil 
and gas leasing and operations authorized 
under this title, plus an appropriated 
amount equal to the amount of Federal in-
come tax attributable to sales of oil and gas 
produced from those operations, shall be de-
posited in an account in the Treasury which 
shall be available, without further appropria-
tion or fiscal year limitation, each fiscal 
year as follows: 

(1) $35,000,000 shall be deposited by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury into the fund created 
under section ll11(a)(1). 

(2) The remainder shall be available as fol-
lows: 

(A) 50 percent shall be available to the De-
partment of Energy to carry out alternative 
energy programs established under the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801 et 
seq.), the Energy Independence and Security 
Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17001 et seq.), or an 
amendment made by either of those Acts, as 
determined by the Secretary of Energy. 

(B) 16.67 percent shall be available to the 
Department of Health and Human Services 
to provide low-income home energy assist-
ance under title XXVI of the Omnibus Budg-
et Reconciliation Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 8621 
et seq.). 

(C) 16.67 percent shall be available to the 
Department of Energy to carry out the 
Weatherization Assistance Program for Low- 
Income Persons established under part A of 
title IV of the Energy Conservation and Pro-
duction Act (42 U.S.C. 6861 et seq.)). 

(D) 16.66 percent shall be available for use 
in accordance with subsection (b)(2). 

(b) GRANTS FOR IMPROVEMENT IN ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY.—The Secretary of Energy shall 
establish a program within the Department 
of Energy under which the Secretary of En-
ergy shall— 

(1) conduct a study to determine, to the 
maximum extent practicable, the greatest 
economically feasible percentage by which 
each State may decrease energy use within 
the State through the significant modifica-
tion of residential and commercial building 
codes to promote energy efficiency; and 

(2) using amounts made available under 
subsection (a)(2)(D), provide grants to States 
for use in making the significant modifica-
tions to building codes and decreasing en-
ergy use in the States as described in para-
graph (1). 
SEC. ll14. SEVERABILITY. 

If any provision of this title, or the appli-
cation of such provision to any person or cir-
cumstance, is held to be unconstitutional, 
the remainder of this title and the applica-
tion of such provisions to any person or cir-
cumstance shall not be affected thereby. 

SA 5134. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. lll. OCS JOINT PERMITTING OFFICES. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Interior (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘Secretary’’) shall establish Federal OCS 
Joint Regional Permitting Offices (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Regional Permit-
ting Offices’’) in accordance with this sec-
tion. 

(b) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—Not 
later than 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall enter 
into a memorandum of understanding for 
purposes of this section with— 

(1) the Secretary of Commerce; 
(2) the Administrator of the Environ-

mental Protection Agency; and 
(3) the Chief of Engineers. 
(c) DESIGNATION OF QUALIFIED STAFF.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after the date of the signing of the memo-
randum of understanding under subsection 
(b), all Federal signatory parties shall assign 
to each of the Regional Permitting Offices 
identified in subsection (d) a sufficient num-
ber of employees with expertise to address 
the full spectrum of agency regulatory issues 
relating to the Regional Permitting Office in 
which the employee is employed, including, 
as applicable, particular expertise in— 

(A) the consultations and the preparation 
of biological opinions under section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1536); 

(B) permits under section 404 of Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344); 

(C) regulatory matters under the Clean Air 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.); 

(D) the consultations and preparation of 
documents under the Marine Mammal Pro-
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.); 
and 

(E) the preparation of analyses under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(2) DUTIES.—Each employee assigned under 
paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) not later than 90 days after the date of 
assignment, report to the Minerals Manage-
ment Service Regional Director in the Re-

gional Permitting Office to which the em-
ployee is assigned; 

(B) be responsible for all issues relating to 
the jurisdiction of the home office or agency 
of the employee; and 

(C) participate as part of the team of per-
sonnel working on proposed energy projects, 
planning, and environmental analyses. 

(d) REGIONAL PERMITTING OFFICES.—The 
following Minerals Management Service Re-
gional Headquarters shall serve as the Re-
gional Permitting Offices: 

(1) Anchorage, Alaska. 
(2) New Orleans, Louisiana. 
(3) MMS Pacific Regional Headquarters. 
(4) MMS Atlantic Regional Headquarters. 
(e) REPORTS.—Not later than 3 years after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report that 
describes the results of the Regional Permit-
ting Offices. 

(f) TRANSFER OF FUND.—For the purposes of 
coordination and processing of oil and gas 
use authorizations on the Federal outer Con-
tinental Shelf under the administration of 
the Regional Permitting Offices identified in 
subsection (d), the Secretary may authorize 
the expenditure or transfer of such funds as 
are necessary to— 

(1) the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service; 

(2) the Bureau of Indian Affairs; 
(3) the Environmental Protection Agency; 
(4) the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration; and 
(5) the Corps of Engineers. 

SA 5135. Mr. BINGAMAN (for him-
self, Mr. REID, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
KERRY, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mrs. CLINTON, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. NELSON of 
Florida and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
TITLE II—OIL SUPPLY AND MANAGEMENT 

Subtitle A—Diligent Development 
SEC. 201. DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT OF FEDERAL 

OIL AND GAS LEASES. 
(a) CLARIFICATION OF EXISTING LAW.—Each 

lease that authorizes the exploration for or 
production of oil or natural gas under a pro-
vision of law described in subsection (b) shall 
be diligently developed by the person holding 
the lease in order to ensure timely produc-
tion from the lease. 

(b) COVERED PROVISIONS.—Subsection (a) 
shall apply to— 

(1) section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(30 U.S.C. 226); 

(2) section 107 of the Naval Petroleum Re-
serves Production Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 
6506a); and 

(3) the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act 
(43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.). 

(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations 
that— 

(1) set forth requirements and benchmarks 
for oil and gas development that will ensure 
that leaseholders— 

(A) diligently develop each lease; and 
(B) to the maximum extent practicable, 

produce oil and gas from each lease during 
the primary term of the lease; 

(2) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
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describing how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks; and 

(3) take into account differences in devel-
opment conditions and circumstances in the 
areas to be developed. 

SEC. 202. DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT OF NATIONAL 
PETROLEUM RESERVE IN ALASKA. 

(a) LENGTH OF LEASE.—Section 107(i) of the 
Naval Petroleum Reserves Production Act of 
1976 (42 U.S.C. 6506a(i)) is amended by strik-
ing paragraph (1) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) LENGTH OF LEASE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Leases issued under this 

section shall be for a primary term to be de-
termined by the Secretary by regulation of 
not less than 8 years and not more than 10 
years. 

‘‘(B) DILIGENT PRODUCTION.—In deter-
mining the length of the lease term, the Sec-
retary shall seek to maximize the timely 
production of oil and gas and diligent devel-
opment of the lease. 

‘‘(C) CONTINUATION OF LEASE.—Each lease 
issued under this section shall continue so 
long after the primary term of the lease as 
oil or gas is produced in paying quantities. 

‘‘(D) ACTUAL DRILLING OPERATIONS COM-
MENCED.—Any lease issued under this section 
for land on which, or for which under an ap-
proved cooperative or unit plan of develop-
ment or operation, actual drilling or rework-
ing operations were commenced prior to the 
end of the primary term of the lease and are 
being diligently prosecuted at that time 
shall be extended for 5 years and so long 
thereafter as oil or gas is produced in paying 
quantities.’’. 

(b) REPEAL AND RENTAL.—Section 107(i) of 
the Naval Petroleum Reserves Production 
Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 6506a(i)) is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
‘‘; ANNUAL RENTAL PAYMENT’’ after ‘‘TERMS’’; 
and 

(2) by striking paragraphs (2) through (6) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL RENTAL PAYMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Each lease issued under 

this section shall be conditioned on a pay-
ment by the lessee of an annual rental pay-
ment. 

‘‘(B) AMOUNT.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish the rental payment at a rate determined 
by the Secretary that maximizes the timely 
production of oil and gas and diligent devel-
opment of the lease. 

‘‘(C) ESCALATING RATE.—The rent shall— 
‘‘(i) be established at a fixed rate for the 

first year of the lease which shall be not less 
than $3.00 per acre; and 

‘‘(ii) escalate annually in an increment of 
not less than $1.00 per acre per year.’’. 

SEC. 203. LENGTH OF LEASE TERMS. 

Section 17(e) of the Mineral Leasing Act (30 
U.S.C. 226(e)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(e)’’ and all that follows 
through the end of the first sentence and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(e) PRIMARY TERMS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Leases issued under this 

section shall be for a primary term to be de-
termined by the Secretary by regulation of 
not less than 5 years and not more than 10 
years. 

‘‘(2) DILIGENT PRODUCTION.—In determining 
the length of the lease term, the Secretary 
shall seek to maximize the timely produc-
tion of oil and gas and diligent development 
of the lease.’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘Each such lease’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(3) CONTINUATION OF LEASE.—Each lease 
issued under this section’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘Any lease issued’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(4) ACTUAL DRILLING OPERATIONS COM-
MENCED.—Any lease issued’’. 

SEC. 204. RENTALS. 
(a) LEASES UNDER MINERAL LEASING ACT.— 

Section 17(d) of the Mineral Leasing Act (30 
U.S.C. 226(d)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(d) All leases’’ and all that 
follows through the end of the first sentence 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(d) ANNUAL RENTALS; MINIMUM ROY-
ALTY.— 

‘‘(1) ANNUAL RENTAL PAYMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Each lease issued under 

this section shall be conditioned on a pay-
ment by the lessee of an annual rental pay-
ment. 

‘‘(B) AMOUNT.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish the rental payment at a rate determined 
by the Secretary that maximizes the timely 
production of oil and gas and diligent devel-
opment of the lease. 

‘‘(C) ESCALATING RATE.—The rent shall— 
‘‘(i) be not less than $1.50 per acre for the 

first year of the lease; and 
‘‘(ii) escalate annually through the last 

year of the primary term of the lease in an 
increment of not less than $1.00 per acre per 
year.’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘A minimum royalty’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) MINIMUM ROYALTY.—A minimum roy-
alty’’. 

(b) LEASES ON OUTER CONTINENTAL 
SHELF.—Section 8(b) of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(b)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (6) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(6) contain such other provisions as the 
Secretary may prescribe at the time of offer-
ing the area for lease, including annual rent-
al payments that— 

‘‘(A) are established at a rate determined 
by the Secretary to maximize the timely 
production of oil and gas and diligent devel-
opment of the lease; 

‘‘(B) escalate annually; and 
‘‘(C) may be established to reflect dif-

ferences in development conditions and cir-
cumstances in areas to be developed; and’’. 

Subtitle B—Leasing on Outer Continental 
Shelf Not Subject to Moratoria 

SEC. 211. OFFSHORE OIL AND GAS LEASING IN 
PORTION OF 181 AREA AUTHORIZED 
TO BE LEASED UNDER THE GULF OF 
MEXICO ENERGY SECURITY ACT OF 
2006. 

Section 103(a) of the Gulf of Mexico Energy 
Security Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Pub-
lic Law 109–432) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘shall offer’’ and inserting 
‘‘shall— 

‘‘(1) offer’’; 
(2) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) offer unleased areas of the 181 Area for 

oil and gas leasing pursuant to the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1301 
et seq.) as soon as practicable, but not later 
than 1 year, after the date of enactment of 
this paragraph.’’. 
SEC. 212. ACCELERATION OF LEASE SALES IN 

WESTERN AND CENTRAL PLANNING 
AREAS OF GULF OF MEXICO. 

Section 8(a) of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(9) FREQUENCY OF LEASE SALES IN GULF OF 
MEXICO.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), at least once every 180 
days, the Secretary shall conduct lease sales 
under paragraph (1) for land in the Western 
and Central Planning Areas of the Gulf of 
Mexico. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (A) shall 
not apply if the Secretary— 

‘‘(i) determines it is not practicable to con-
duct lease sales with the frequency required 
under subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(ii) provides to Congress a report that— 
‘‘(I) describes the reasons for the deter-

mination under clause (i); and 
‘‘(II) certifies that, in the judgment of the 

Secretary, holding lease sales less frequently 
will not adversely affect the production of 
oil and gas from the areas described in sub-
paragraph (A). 

‘‘(C) LEASING PROGRAM.—The lease sales re-
quired under this paragraph shall be con-
ducted notwithstanding the omission of 
those sales from the outer Continental Shelf 
Leasing Program for 2007–2012 prepared by 
the Secretary under section 18.’’. 
SEC. 213. LEASE SALES FOR AREAS OFFSHORE 

ALASKA. 

(a) SURVEY.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, in the case 
of each outer Continental Shelf planning 
area that is offshore of the State of Alaska 
and is not covered by the Outer Continental 
Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing Program for 2007- 
2012, the Secretary of the Interior (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall 
conduct a survey of oil and gas industry in-
terest in oil and gas leasing and development 
in the planning area. 

(b) EVALUATION.—In the case of any plan-
ning area described in subsection (a) in 
which there is a high level of interest in oil 
and gas leasing and development, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, the Secretary shall 
evaluate— 

(1) the oil and gas potential of the area; 
(2) the environmental and natural values of 

the area; and 
(3) the importance of the area for subsist-

ence use, after consulting with interested 
Native Alaskan communities. 

(c) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives a report con-
taining— 

(A) the results of the survey; and 
(B) the evaluation and the conclusions of 

the Secretary as to whether leasing should 
be pursued in any portion of a planning area 
described in subsection (a). 

(2) LEASING TO BE PURSUED IN AREA.—If the 
Secretary concludes that leasing should be 
pursued in any planning area described in 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall describe 
in the report— 

(A) the further determinations and actions 
required by law to be taken by the Sec-
retary; and 

(B) the time line leading up to any lease 
sale in the planning area. 

(3) LEASING NOT TO BE PURSUED IN AREA.—If 
the Secretary concludes that leasing will not 
be pursued in any such planning area, the 
Secretary shall describe in the report the 
reasons for the conclusion. 

(4) ADMINISTRATION.—In preparing the re-
port, the Secretary shall— 

(A) consult with the Governor of Alaska; 
and 

(B) provide an opportunity for public com-
ment. 

(d) EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS.—Nothing in 
this section waives or modifies any environ-
mental or other law applicable to oil and gas 
leasing and development on the outer Conti-
nental Shelf. 

Subtitle C—Leasing in National Petroleum 
Reserve in Alaska 

SEC. 221. ACCELERATION OF LEASE SALES FOR 
NATIONAL PETROLEUM RESERVE IN 
ALASKA. 

Section 107(d) of the Naval Petroleum Re-
serves Production Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 
6506a(d)) is amended— 
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(1) by striking ‘‘(d)’’ and all that follows 

through ‘‘; first lease sale’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(d) LEASE SALES.— 
‘‘(1) FIRST LEASE SALE.—The first lease 

sale’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) SUBSEQUENT LEASE SALES.—The Sec-

retary shall accelerate, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, competitive and environ-
mentally responsible leasing of oil and gas in 
the Reserve in accordance with this Act and 
all applicable environmental laws, including 
at least 1 lease sale during each of calendar 
years 2009 through 2013.’’. 

Subtitle D—Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
SEC. 231. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) HEAVY-GRADE PETROLEUM.—The term 

‘‘heavy-grade petroleum’’ means crude oil 
with an American Petroleum Institute grav-
ity of 26 degrees or lower. 

(2) LIGHT-GRADE PETROLEUM.—The term 
‘‘light-grade petroleum’’ means— 

(A) crude oil in the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve categorized as Bayou Choctaw 
Sweet, Big Hill Sweet, West Hackberry 
Sweet, or Bryan Mound Sweet; and 

(B) oil acquired for storage in the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve with any category of oil 
referred to in subparagraph (A). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(4) SPR PETROLEUM ACCOUNT.—The term 
‘‘SPR Petroleum Account’’ means the SPR 
Petroleum Account established under sec-
tion 167 of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6247). 

(5) STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE.—The 
term ‘‘Strategic Petroleum Reserve’’ means 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve established 
under part B of title I of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6231 et seq.). 
SEC. 232. MODERNIZATION OF THE STRATEGIC 

PETROLEUM RESERVE. 
(a) INITIAL PETROLEUM EXCHANGE FROM RE-

SERVE.—Notwithstanding section 161 of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6241), not later than 15 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) exchange, in the quantity described in 
subsection (b), light-grade petroleum from 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve for— 

(A) an equivalent volume of heavy-grade 
petroleum; plus 

(B) any additional cash bonus bids received 
that reflect the difference in— 

(i) the market value between light-grade 
petroleum and heavy-grade petroleum; and 

(ii) the timing of deliveries of the heavy- 
grade petroleum; 

(2) of the gross proceeds of the cash bonus 
bids, deposit the amount required to pay for 
the direct administrative and operational 
costs of the exchange in the SPR Petroleum 
Account; and 

(3) disburse the remaining net proceeds 
from the exchange to the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to carry out the 
low-income home energy assistance program 
established under the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 8621 et 
seq.), to be available without further appro-
priation and to remain available until ex-
pended. 

(b) QUANTITIES AND SCHEDULE.— 
(1) SALE OF LIGHT-GRADE PETROLEUM.—Not 

later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, to carry out subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall sell at least 70,000,000 
barrels of light-grade petroleum from the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 

(2) ACQUISITION OF HEAVY-GRADE PETRO-
LEUM.—The acquisition of heavy-grade petro-
leum through purchase or exchange shall— 

(A) commence not earlier than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(B) be completed, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, not later than 5 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act; and 

(C) be carried out in a manner that maxi-
mizes the monetary value of the exchange to 
the Federal Government. 
SEC. 233. DEFERRALS. 

As the Secretary determines to be eco-
nomically beneficial and practical, the Sec-
retary is encouraged to grant any request to 
defer a scheduled delivery of petroleum to 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve if the defer-
ral will result in a premium paid in addi-
tional barrels of oil that will— 

(1) reduce the cost of oil acquisition; and 
(2) increase the volume of oil delivered to 

the Reserve. 
Subtitle E—Resource Estimates 

SEC. 241. RESOURCE ESTIMATES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-

terior shall annually collect and report to 
Congress— 

(1) data on the number of acres of land 
under Federal onshore oil and gas lease— 

(A) on which exploration activity is occur-
ring; and 

(B) on which production is occurring; 
(2) resource estimates and number of acres 

for Federal onshore and offshore land under 
lease; 

(3) resource estimates and number of acres 
for unleased Federal onshore and offshore 
land available for oil and gas leasing; 

(4) resource estimates and number of acres 
for areas of the outer Continental Shelf— 

(A) under lease but not producing; 
(B) offered for lease in a lease sale con-

ducted during the previous year but not 
leased; 

(C) included in proposed sale areas in the 5- 
year plan developed by the Secretary pursu-
ant to section 18 of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1344); and 

(D) available for oil and gas leasing but not 
included in the 5-year plan; and 

(5) resource estimates and number of acres 
for Federal onshore land— 

(A) under lease but not producing; and 
(B) offered for lease in a lease sale con-

ducted during the previous year but not 
leased. 

(b) COVERED PROVISIONS.—Subsection (a) 
shall apply with respect leases and land eli-
gible for leasing pursuant to— 

(1) section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(30 U.S.C. 226); 

(2) section 107 of the Naval Petroleum Re-
serves Production Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 
6506a); and 

(3) the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act 
(43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.). 

Subtitle F—Sense of Senate on Alaska 
Natural Gas Pipeline 

SEC. 251. SENSE OF SENATE ON ALASKA NAT-
URAL GAS PIPELINE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) more than 35,000,000,000,000 cubic feet of 

natural gas reserves have been discovered on 
Federal and State land open to leasing as of 
the date of enactment of this Act in the 
North Slope area of the State of Alaska, but 
that natural gas is being injected under-
ground because the natural gas cannot be 
transported to markets in the lower 48 
States; and 

(2) in 2004, Congress passed the Alaska Nat-
ural Gas Pipeline Act (15 U.S.C. 720 et seq.)— 

(A) to expedite the Federal regulatory 
process for siting of an Alaska natural gas 
pipeline; 

(B) to establish a Federal office to coordi-
nate the permitting process; 

(C) to authorize a loan guarantee for the 
construction of an Alaska natural gas pipe-
line; 

(D) to provide accelerated depreciation for 
an Alaska natural gas pipeline; and 

(E) to provide favorable tax treatment for 
a gas conditioning plant in the North Slope 
area of the State of Alaska. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the Alaska natural gas pipeline is a 
critically important national infrastructure 
project that would benefit all consumers in 
the United States; 

(2) all parties interested in the develop-
ment of an Alaska natural gas pipeline, in-
cluding oil and gas producers, pipeline com-
panies, the State of Alaska, Federal agen-
cies, Canadian authorities, and others, 
should, and are encouraged by the Senate, to 
accelerate their efforts to work together to 
allow that critical national infrastructure 
project to move forward; and 

(3) an Alaska natural gas transportation 
project would provide significant economic 
benefits to the United States and Canada 
and, to maximize those benefits, the spon-
sors of the Alaska natural gas transportation 
project should make every effort to— 

(A) use steel that is manufactured in North 
America; and 

(B) negotiate a project labor agreement to 
expedite construction of the pipeline. 

Subtitle G—Roan Plateau Oil and Gas 
Leasing 

SEC. 261. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Roan 

Plateau Oil and Gas Leasing Improvement 
Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 262. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) the Roan Plateau Planning Area likely 

contains significant energy resources, espe-
cially natural gas; 

(2) the Roan Plateau Planning Area also 
is— 

(A) an important part of the natural herit-
age of the State of Colorado that provides 
important habitat for fish and wildlife, in-
cluding genetically pure populations of Colo-
rado River cutthroat trout, mule deer, and 
Rocky Mountain elk; and 

(B) increasingly important for hunters, 
fishermen, and other outdoor recreationists 
as development has made other land in the 
western part of the State less conducive to 
those uses; 

(3) oil and gas development activities have 
the potential to disturb the environment and 
pose a particular threat to habitats for wild-
life and aquatic species on the Roan Plateau, 
while phased leasing of the energy resources 
associated with the Roan Plateau can result 
in payment by the leaseholders of greater 
revenues than would result from more rapid 
leasing; and 

(4) phased development and long-range 
planning pursuant to unit agreements will— 

(A) maximize lease revenues; 
(B) reduce duplicative infrastructure, such 

as roads, pipelines, and compressor stations; 
(C) reduce overall ground disturbance; and 
(D) minimize habitat fragmentation. 
(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this subtitle 

is to provide for balanced development of the 
energy resources of the Roan Plateau in a 
manner that minimizes the adverse impacts 
on fish and wildlife habitats and environ-
mental resources and values while increasing 
the financial returns to the United States 
and the State of Colorado. 
SEC. 263. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) DRAFT RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 

The term ‘‘draft resource management plan’’ 
means the Draft Resource Management Plan 
Amendment and Environmental Impact 
Statement of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment for the Roan Plateau Planning Area 
(2004). 

(2) ELIGIBLE PUBLIC LAND.—The term ‘‘eli-
gible public land’’ means — 
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(A) the public land within the 6,000-acre de-

veloped tract of Oil Shale Reserve Numbered 
3 described in section 7439(a)(2) of title 10, 
United States Code; and 

(B) in the case of public land described in 
the proposed resource management plan— 

(i) a phased development area; and 
(ii) any public land within the north-

eastern, northwestern, southeastern, or 
southwestern quadrant of the Roan Plateau 
Planning Area that is defined as ‘‘below the 
rim’’ or ‘‘below the cliffs’’ in figure 1–3. 

(3) JUNE 2007 RECORD OF DECISION.—The term 
‘‘record of decision’’ means the Record of De-
cision made available pursuant to the notice 
entitled ‘‘Notice of Availability of the 
Record of Decision for the Resource Manage-
ment Plan Amendment (RMPA) for Portions 
of the Roan Plateau Planning Area and Sup-
plemental Information for Proposed Areas of 
Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) 
With Associated Resource Use Limitations 
for Public Lands in Garfield and Rio Blanco 
Counties, CO’’ (72 Fed. Reg. 32138), dated 
June 11, 2007. 

(4) MARCH 2008 RECORD OF DECISION.—The 
term ‘‘March 2008 Record of Decision’’ means 
the Record of Decision for the Designation of 
Areas of Critical Environmental Concern for 
the Roan Plateau Resource Management 
Plan Amendment and Environmental Impact 
Statement, dated March 15, 2008. 

(5) MINERAL LEASE.—The term ‘‘mineral 
lease’’ means a lease of minerals owned by 
the United States pursuant to the Mineral 
Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.). 

(6) PHASED DEVELOPMENT AREA.—The term 
‘‘phased development area’’ means each of 
the 6 tracts of public domain land on the top 
of the Roan Plateau, each of which is— 

(A) depicted in figure 2–1 on page 2–26 of 
the proposed resource management plan; and 

(B) described, respectively, as— 
(i) the Anvil Ridge Oil & Gas Phased Devel-

opment Area; 
(ii) the Cook Ridge Oil & Gas Phased De-

velopment Area; 
(iii) the Corral Ridge Oil & Gas Phased De-

velopment Area; 
(iv) the Long Ridge East Oil & Gas Phased 

Development Area; 
(v) the Long Ridge West Oil & Gas Phased 

Development Area; and 
(vi) the Short Ridge Oil & Gas Phased De-

velopment Area. 
(7) PROPOSED RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

PLAN.—The term ‘‘proposed resource man-
agement plan’’ means the proposed Resource 
Management Plan and Environmental Im-
pact Statement of the Bureau of Land Man-
agement for the Roan Plateau Management 
Area (August 2006). 

(8) PUBLIC LAND.—The term ‘‘public land’’ 
has the meaning given the term ‘‘public 
lands’’ in section 103 of the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1702). 

(9) RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN AMEND-
MENT.—The term ‘‘resource management 
plan amendment’’ means the Resource Man-
agement Plan Amendment and Final Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement of the Bureau 
of Land Management for the Roan Plateau 
Planning Area (2006). 

(10) ROAN PLATEAU PLANNING AREA.—The 
term ‘‘Roan Plateau Planning Area’’ means 
public land in the State that is covered by 
the draft resource management plan. 

(11) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Director of the Bureau of Land 
Management. 

(12) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the 
State of Colorado. 
SEC. 264. SPECIAL PROTECTION AREAS. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—There are designated the 
following Special Protection Areas: 

(1) All public land identified as an Area of 
Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) on 
the map entitled ‘‘Alternative II Manage-
ment’’ of the draft resource management 
plan. 

(2) All public land located within the wa-
tersheds or drainages of Northwater Creek 
and the East Fork of Parachute Creek above 
the confluence with First Anvil Creek. 

(3) All public land identified as subject to 
a No Ground Disturbance (NGD/NSO) stipu-
lation on the map entitled ‘‘Alternative II 
Stipulations’’ of the resource management 
plan amendment. 

(b) MANAGEMENT.—Except as otherwise 
provided in this subtitle, the Secretary shall 
manage the Special Protection Areas in a 
manner that prevents irreparable damage to 
the fish and wildlife resources and the his-
torical, cultural, scenic, and environmental 
resources and values within those areas. 

(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Except as pro-
vided in subsection (d), the Secretary shall 
include in any mineral lease entered into for 
any land within a Special Protection Area 
and for any Federal minerals underlying the 
Northwater Creek drainage— 

(1) a stipulation prohibiting surface occu-
pancy or surface disturbance for purposes of 
exploration for or development of oil or nat-
ural gas; and 

(2) such other terms and conditions as are 
necessary to protect and enhance the bio-
logical and ecological values associated with 
public land covered by the lease. 

(d) NONWAIVABILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), a stipulation, term, or condi-
tion described in subsection (c)(1) shall not 
be subject to waiver, exemption, or excep-
tion. 

(2) EXCEPTIONS FOR EXISTING RIDGE-TOP 
ROADS.—The Secretary may allow the holder 
of a mineral lease to occupy the surface of 
public land identified on the map entitled 
‘‘Alternative II Management’’ of the draft re-
source management plan that has a surveyed 
slope of not more than 20 percent and is 
within 600 feet on either side of the center 
line of the following existing ridge-top roads 
(not including any secondary roads or spur 
roads appurtenant to the ridge-top roads, 
other than the road described in subpara-
graph (F)): 

(A) Anvil Points Road. 
(B) Long Ridge Road. 
(C) Short Ridge Road. 
(D) Cook Ridge Road. 
(E) Corral Ridge Road, numbered 8,000 off 

of Cow Creek Road, but only in areas that 
are outside the watershed of Trapper Creek. 

(F) The spur road off of Cow Creek Road 
and Corral Ridge Road in sec. 1, 2, and 11, T. 
5 S., R. 95 W., but only on the north and west 
sides of the road. 

(e) CONDITIONS FOR OIL AND GAS EXPLO-
RATION AND DEVELOPMENT ALONG EXISTING 
RIDGE-TOP ROADS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may permit 
oil and gas exploration and development ac-
tivities within the development corridors 
designated under subsection (d) only after— 

(A) site-specific consultation with the De-
partment of Natural Resources of the State; 

(B) the conduct of a detailed review and 
analysis of the proposed location and activi-
ties; and 

(C) incorporation of operational and proce-
dural practices to avoid, minimize, or miti-
gate any potential impacts to biological or 
ecological resources, including state-of-the- 
art measures to minimize erosion from 
stormwater runoff. 

(2) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE 
LAW.—Any oil and gas exploration and devel-
opment activities authorized under sub-
section (d)(2) shall comply with applicable 

Federal and State laws (including regula-
tions). 

(f) PUBLIC COMMENT.—Before permitting oil 
and gas exploration and development activi-
ties under subsection (d)(2), the Secretary 
shall provide notice and an opportunity for 
public comment. 
SEC. 265. PHASED MINERAL LEASING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) LEASES.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2) and to the extent consistent with 
this subtitle, the Secretary may issue min-
eral leases affecting public land within the 
Roan Plateau Planning Area pursuant to the 
Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.). 

(2) OIL SHALE.—The Secretary may not per-
mit through a lease or other means any ex-
ploration for or development of oil shale re-
sources within the Roan Plateau Planning 
Area. 

(b) PHASED DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

the Secretary may not at any time issue 
mineral leases for public land within more 
than 1 of the phased development areas. 

(2) INITIAL PHASED DEVELOPMENT AREA.— 
The Secretary, in consultation with and con-
currence by the Department of Natural Re-
sources of the State and pursuant to this 
subsection, may select an area for initial 
issuance of mineral leases. 

(3) FACTORS.—In making the selection 
under paragraph (2), the Secretary shall, to 
the maximum extent practicable— 

(A) minimize environmental and ecological 
impact; 

(B) minimize disturbance to natural areas 
atop the Roan Plateau; 

(C) maximize use of existing access roads 
and oil and gas pipeline and production in-
frastructure; 

(D) consider patterns of private land own-
ership adjacent to public land; 

(E) protect and promote ecological diver-
sity; 

(F) minimize adverse effects on wildlife 
populations, habitat, and migration pat-
terns; 

(G) minimize adverse effects on watershed 
values; and 

(H) maximize the revenues likely to be ob-
tained by the United States and, pursuant to 
the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et 
seq.), the State. 

(4) CHOICE OF INITIAL AREA.—The Secretary 
may select as the initial area for offering of 
leases only— 

(A) the Anvil Ridge Oil and Gas Develop-
ment Area; or 

(B) the Corral Ridge Oil and Gas Develop-
ment Area. 

(5) PUBLIC COMMENT.—Before making a se-
lection of a phased development area under 
this subsection, the Secretary shall provide 
notice and an opportunity for public com-
ment. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION.—Each 
mineral lease affecting public land within 
the Roan Plateau Planning Area shall in-
clude provisions to ensure the protection of 
the environment, including minimum pad 
spacing that incorporates current state-of- 
the-art drilling technologies and clustered 
development. 

(d) BONUS BIDS AND LEASES.—In entering 
into leases for oil or gas exploration and de-
velopment on public land within the Roan 
Plateau Planning Area, the Secretary may 
include minimum bonus bid amounts and 
lease sizes that are above the limits estab-
lished under subparagraphs (A) and (B) of 
section 17(b)(1) of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(30 U.S.C. 226(b)(1)), to the extent the Sec-
retary considers the amounts and sizes ap-
propriate to accomplish the purposes of this 
subtitle, including maximization of lease 
revenues and protection of the environment. 
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(e) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date on which leases are first offered pur-
suant to this section and annually there-
after, the Secretary shall submit to the ap-
propriate committees of Congress a report 
that includes detailed information about— 

(1) the status of exploration or develop-
ment activities pursuant to leases entered 
into under this section and the stipulations 
and other terms and conditions applicable to 
each such lease; 

(2) the nature and effectiveness of actions 
taken to mitigate adverse effects of explo-
ration or development activities pursuant to 
the leases and to reclaim land affected by 
the activities; 

(3) the effectiveness of the actions de-
scribed in paragraph (2); and 

(4) the effects of such exploration or devel-
opment activities on— 

(A) water quality and quantity; 
(B) air quality; 
(C) the viability of native fish populations; 
(D) wildlife habitat and populations; 
(E) opportunities for hunting, fishing, and 

other recreational activities; and 
(F) land affected by any discharges or 

spills related to the activities. 
SEC. 266. SELECTION OF SUBSEQUENT LEASING 

AREAS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (d) 

and consistent with this subtitle, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with and concurrence 
by the Department of Natural Resources of 
the State, may select the second and each 
subsequent phased development area for 
issuance of mineral leases. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—Each selection under 
this section shall be made in accordance 
with the requirements of section 265(b)(3) 
that apply to the initial selection. 

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—Before making a se-
lection of a subsequent phased development 
area under this section, the Secretary shall 
provide notice and an opportunity for public 
comment. 

(d) CONDITIONS.—Selection and leasing of 
the second or any subsequent phased devel-
opment area shall occur only if— 

(1) wells have been completed to recover at 
least 90 percent of the recoverable natural 
gas in each previously selected phased devel-
opment area; and 

(2) reclamation of ground disturbance to a 
5-year interim reclamation standard as set 
forth in Appendix C of the June 2007 Record 
of Decision has occurred on at least 99 per-
cent of the public land leased in each pre-
viously-selected phased development area. 
SEC. 267. FEDERAL UNITIZATION AGREEMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with and concurrence by the De-
partment of Natural Resources of the State, 
shall ensure that each lease for oil or gas ex-
ploration and development on public land 
within the Roan Plateau Planning Area 
under this subtitle contains a stipulation 
that requires the lessee to join a Federal 
unitization agreement that is approved by 
the Secretary covering all leases offered in 
the relevant phased development area. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The unitization agreement 
under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) identify the operator of the unit; 
(2) allocate costs and benefits of produc-

tion to all of the covered lessees; and 
(3) provide a development plan for the 

leased area. 
SEC. 268. RECORD OF DECISION. 

(a) RECLAMATION REQUIREMENTS AND DIS-
TURBANCE LIMITATIONS.—Each development 
activity conducted under a mineral lease af-
fecting public land within the Roan Plateau 
Planning Area shall be subject to the rec-
lamation requirements and disturbance limi-
tations of the June 2007 Record of Decision 
and the March 2008 Record of Decision, in-

cluding the limitation on the total 
unreclaimed surface disturbance on the Pla-
teau to 350 acres. 

(b) CONTINUED APPLICATION.—The June 2007 
Record of Decision and the March 2008 
Record of Decision shall continue to apply to 
the Roan Plateau Planning Area to the ex-
tent that the June 2007 Record of Decision 
and the March 2008 Record of Decision are 
consistent with this subtitle. 
SEC. 269. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

Section 7439 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘(1) Beginning on November 

18, 1997, or as soon thereafter as practicable, 
the’’ and inserting ‘‘The’’; and 

(ii) in the first sentence— 
(I) by striking ‘‘shall’’ and inserting 

‘‘may’’; and 
(II) by inserting ‘‘, as authorized under the 

Roan Plateau Oil and Gas Leasing Improve-
ment Act of 2008’’ before the period at the 
end; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(2) in subsection (f)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘specified 

in paragraph (2)’’ and inserting ‘‘beginning 
on November 18, 1997, and ending on the date 
of enactment of the Roan Plateau Oil and 
Gas Leasing Improvement Act of 2008’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(2) Beginning on the date of enactment of 
the Roan Plateau Oil and Gas Leasing Im-
provement Act of 2008, any amounts received 
by the United States from a lease under this 
section (including amounts in the form of 
sales, bonuses, royalties (including interest 
charges collected under the Federal Oil and 
Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.)), and rentals) shall be de-
posited in the Treasury of the United States, 
for use in accordance with section 35 of the 
Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 191).’’. 

Subtitle H—Export of Refined Petroleum 
Products 

SEC. 271. EXPORT OF REFINED PETROLEUM 
PRODUCTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall re-
port to Congress if net petroleum product ex-
ports to any country outside of North Amer-
ica exceed 1 percent of total United States 
consumption of refined petroleum products 
for any period of more than 7 days. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report shall— 
(1) describe the reasons for the exports; and 
(2) state whether those petroleum products 

that were exported could otherwise have 
been consumed inside the United States. 

TITLE III—OIL DEMAND 
Subtitle A—Oil Savings 

SEC. 301. FINDINGS. 
Congress finds that— 
(1) the United States imports more oil 

from the Middle East today than before the 
attacks on the United States on September 
11, 2001; 

(2) the United States remains the most oil- 
dependent industrialized nation in the world, 
consuming approximately 25 percent of the 
oil supply of the world; 

(3) the ongoing dependence of the United 
States on foreign oil is one of the greatest 
threats to the national security and econ-
omy of the United States; and 

(4) the United States needs to take trans-
formative steps to wean itself from its addic-
tion to oil. 
SEC. 302. POLICY ON REDUCING OIL DEPEND-

ENCE. 
It is the policy of the United States to re-

duce the dependence of the United States on 
oil, and thereby— 

(1) alleviate the strategic dependence of 
the United States on oil-producing countries; 

(2) reduce the economic vulnerability of 
the United States; and 

(3) reduce the greenhouse gas emissions as-
sociated with oil use. 
SEC. 303. OIL SAVINGS PLAN. 

(a) INITIAL OIL SAVINGS TARGET AND ACTION 
PLAN.—Not later than 270 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, an interagency 
task force composed of the Secretary of En-
ergy, the Secretary of Transportation, the 
Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, and the head of any other agen-
cy the President determines appropriate (re-
ferred to in this section as the ‘‘Interagency 
Task Force’’) shall publish in the Federal 
Register an action plan consisting of— 

(1) a draft list of proposals for agency ac-
tion that will be sufficient, when taken to-
gether, to save from the baseline determined 
under subsection (d)— 

(A) 2,500,000 barrels of oil per day on aver-
age during calendar year 2016; 

(B) 7,000,000 barrels of oil per day on aver-
age during calendar year 2026; and 

(C) 10,000,000 barrels per day on average 
during calendar year 2030; and 

(2) a Federal Government-wide analysis 
demonstrating— 

(A) the expected oil savings from the base-
line to be accomplished by— 

(i) chapter 329 of title 49, United States 
Code (including regulations promulgated to 
carry out that chapter); and 

(ii) section 211(o) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7545(o)) (including regulations pro-
mulgated to carry out section 211(o) of that 
Act); and 

(B) that the proposals described in para-
graph (1), taken together with expected oil 
savings described in subparagraph (A), will 
achieve the oil savings specified in this sub-
section. 

(b) REVIEW AND UPDATE OF ACTION PLAN.— 
(1) REVIEW.—Not later than January 1, 

2011, and every 3 years thereafter, the Inter-
agency Task Force shall submit to Congress, 
and publish, a report that— 

(A) evaluates the progress achieved in im-
plementing the oil savings targets estab-
lished under subsection (a); 

(B) analyzes the expected oil savings under 
the action plan established under that sub-
section; and 

(C)(i) analyzes the potential to achieve oil 
savings that are in addition to the oil sav-
ings goals under that subsection; and 

(ii) if the President determines that it is in 
the national interest, requires an analysis 
under that subsection for a higher oil sav-
ings goal for calendar year 2017 or any subse-
quent calendar year. 

(2) INSUFFICIENT OIL SAVINGS.—If the oil 
savings are less than the targets described in 
subsection (a), simultaneously with the re-
port required under paragraph (1), the Inter-
agency Task Force shall publish a revised ac-
tion plan that is sufficient to achieve the 
targets. 

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT AND FINAL PRO-
POSALS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—After a 30-day period for 
public comment on the publications under 
subsection (a) and (b), the Interagency Task 
Force shall, not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, issue a final 
list of proposals to meet the requirements of 
this section. 

(2) ADDITIONAL LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY.— 
The proposals shall include a request to Con-
gress for any additional legislative authority 
necessary to implement the proposals. 

(d) BASELINE AND ANALYSIS REQUIRE-
MENTS.—In performing the analyses required 
for the action plan to achieve the oil savings 
described in subsection (a), the Secretary of 
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Energy, the Secretary of Transportation, the 
Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, and the head of 
any other agency the President determines 
to be appropriate shall— 

(1) determine oil savings as the projected 
reduction in oil consumption from the base-
line established by the reference case con-
tained in the report of the Energy Informa-
tion Administration entitled ‘‘Annual En-
ergy Outlook 2008’’; 

(2) determine the oil savings projections 
required on an annual basis for each of cal-
endar years 2009 through 2030; and 

(3) account for any overlap among imple-
mentation actions to ensure that the pro-
jected oil savings from all the implementa-
tion actions, taken together, are as accurate 
as practicable. 

(e) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—Nothing 
in this section affects the authority provided 
or responsibility delegated under any other 
law. 

Subtitle B—Telework 
PART I—INCENTIVE PROGRAMS FOR 

REDUCING PETROLEUM CONSUMPTION 
SEC. 306. INCENTIVE PROGRAMS FOR REDUCING 

PETROLEUM CONSUMPTION. 
Part J of title III of the Energy Policy and 

Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6374 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 400GG. INCENTIVE PROGRAMS FOR REDUC-

ING PETROLEUM CONSUMPTION. 
‘‘(a) FEDERAL EMPLOYEE INCENTIVE PRO-

GRAMS FOR REDUCING PETROLEUM CONSUMP-
TION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Federal agency 
shall actively promote incentive programs 
that encourage Federal employees and con-
tractors to reduce petroleum usage through 
the use of practices such as— 

‘‘(A) telecommuting; 
‘‘(B) public transit; 
‘‘(C) carpooling; and 
‘‘(D) bicycling. 
‘‘(2) MONITORING AND SUPPORT FOR INCEN-

TIVE PROGRAMS.—The Administrator of Gen-
eral Services, the Director of the Office of 
Personnel Management, and the Secretary of 
Energy shall monitor and provide appro-
priate support to agency programs described 
in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) RECOGNITION.—The Secretary may es-
tablish a program under which the Secretary 
recognizes private sector employers for out-
standing programs to reduce petroleum 
usage through practices described in para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(b) GRANTS TO STATES AND LOCAL GOVERN-
MENTS FOR INCENTIVE PROGRAMS FOR REDUC-
ING PETROLEUM CONSUMPTION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make grants to States and local govern-
ments to pay the Federal share of the cost of 
carrying out incentive programs to reduce 
petroleum usage through the use of practices 
such as— 

‘‘(A) telecommuting; 
‘‘(B) public transit; 
‘‘(C) carpooling; and 
‘‘(D) bicycling. 
‘‘(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—Except as provided 

in paragraph (3)(B), the Federal share of the 
cost of carrying out an incentive program 
described in paragraph (1) shall be 50 percent. 

‘‘(3) RURAL AREAS.—In the case of local 
governments that serve rural areas (as de-
fined by the Secretary)— 

‘‘(A) the Secretary shall give priority to 
those local governments in making grants 
under this subsection; and 

‘‘(B) the Federal share of the cost of car-
rying out an incentive program described in 
paragraph (1) shall be 100 percent. 

‘‘(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 

sums as are necessary to carry out this sub-
section for each of fiscal years 2009 through 
2015.’’. 

PART II—TELEWORK ENHANCEMENT 
SEC. 311. SHORT TITLE. 

This part may be cited as the ‘‘Telework 
Enhancement Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 312. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part: 
(1) EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘employee’’ has 

the meaning given that term by section 2105 
of title 5, United States Code. 

(2) EXECUTIVE AGENCY.—The term ‘‘execu-
tive agency’’ has the meaning given that 
term by section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(3) NONCOMPLIANT.—The term ‘‘noncompli-
ant’’ means not conforming to the require-
ments under this part. 

(4) TELEWORK.—The term ‘‘telework’’ 
means a work arrangement in which an em-
ployee regularly performs officially assigned 
duties at home or other worksites geographi-
cally convenient to the residence of the em-
ployee during at least 20 percent of each pay 
period that the employee is performing offi-
cially assigned duties. 
SEC. 313. EXECUTIVE AGENCIES TELEWORK RE-

QUIREMENT. 
(a) TELEWORK ELIGIBILITY.—Not later than 

180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the head of each executive agency 
shall— 

(1) establish a policy under which eligible 
employees of the agency may be authorized 
to telework; 

(2) determine the eligibility for all employ-
ees of the agency to participate in telework; 
and 

(3) notify all employees of the agency of 
their eligibility to telework. 

(b) PARTICIPATION.—The policy described 
under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) ensure that telework does not diminish 
employee performance or agency operations; 

(2) require a written agreement between an 
agency manager and an employee authorized 
to telework in order for that employee to 
participate in telework; 

(3) provide that an employee may not be 
authorized to telework if the performance of 
that employee does not comply with the 
terms of the written agreement between the 
agency manager and that employee; 

(4) except in emergency situations as de-
termined by an agency head, not apply to 
any employee of the agency whose official 
duties require daily physical presence for ac-
tivity with equipment or handling of secure 
materials; and 

(5) determine the use of telework as part of 
the continuity of operations plans the agen-
cy in the event of an emergency. 
SEC. 314. TRAINING AND MONITORING. 

The head of each executive agency shall 
ensure that— 

(1) an interactive telework training pro-
gram is provided to— 

(A) employees eligible to participate in the 
telework program of the agency; and 

(B) all managers of teleworkers; 
(2) no distinction is made between tele-

workers and nonteleworkers for the purposes 
of performance appraisals; and 

(3) when determining what constitutes di-
minished employee performance, the agency 
shall consult the established performance 
management guidelines of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management. 
SEC. 315. POLICY AND SUPPORT. 

(a) AGENCY CONSULTATION WITH THE OFFICE 
OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT.—Each execu-
tive agency shall consult with the Office of 
Personnel Management in developing 
telework policies. 

(b) GUIDANCE AND CONSULTATION.—The Of-
fice of Personnel Management shall— 

(1) provide policy and policy guidance for 
telework in the areas of pay and leave, agen-
cy closure, performance management, offi-
cial worksite, recruitment and retention, 
and accommodations for employees with dis-
abilities; and 

(2) consult with— 
(A) the Federal Emergency Management 

Agency on policy and policy guidance for 
telework in the areas of continuation of op-
erations and long-term emergencies; and 

(B) the General Services Administration on 
policy and policy guidance for telework in 
the areas of telework centers, travel, tech-
nology, equipment, and dependent care. 

(c) CONTINUITY OF OPERATIONS PLANS.— 
During any period that an agency is oper-
ating under a continuity of operations plan, 
that plan shall supersede any telework pol-
icy. 

(d) TELEWORK WEBSITE.—The Office of Per-
sonnel Management shall— 

(1) maintain a central telework website; 
and 

(2) include on that website related— 
(A) telework links; 
(B) announcements; 
(C) guidance developed by the Office of 

Personnel Management; and 
(D) guidance submitted by the Federal 

Emergency Management Agency, and the 
General Services Administration to the Of-
fice of Personnel Management not later than 
10 business days after the date of submission. 
SEC. 316. TELEWORK MANAGING OFFICER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) APPOINTMENT.—The head of each execu-

tive agency shall appoint an employee of the 
agency as the Telework Managing Officer. 
The Telework Managing Officer shall be es-
tablished within the Office of the Chief 
Human Capital Officer or a comparable office 
with similar functions. 

(2) TELEWORK COORDINATORS.— 
(A) APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2004.—Section 627 

of the Departments of Commerce, Justice, 
and State, the Judiciary, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2004 (Public Law 
108–199; 118 Stat. 99) is amended by striking 
‘‘designate a ‘Telework Coordinator’ to be’’ 
and inserting ‘‘appoint a Telework Managing 
Officer to be’’. 

(B) APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005.—Section 622 
of the Departments of Commerce, Justice, 
and State, the Judiciary, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 
108–447; 118 Stat. 2919) is amended by striking 
‘‘designate a ‘Telework Coordinator’ to be’’ 
and inserting ‘‘appoint a Telework Managing 
Officer to be’’. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Telework Managing Offi-
cer shall— 

(1) be devoted to policy development and 
implementation related to agency telework 
programs; 

(2) serve as— 
(A) an advisor for agency leadership, in-

cluding the Chief Human Capital Officer; 
(B) a resource for managers and employees; 

and 
(C) a primary agency point of contact for 

the Office of Personnel Management on 
telework matters; and 

(3) perform other duties as the applicable 
appointing authority may assign. 
SEC. 317. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

(a) SUBMISSION OF REPORTS.—Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of this Act and on an annual basis thereafter, 
the Director of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement shall— 

(1) submit a report addressing the telework 
programs of each executive agency to— 

(A) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives; and 
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(2) transmit a copy of the report to the 

Comptroller General and the Office of Man-
agement and Budget. 

(b) CONTENTS.—Each report submitted 
under this section shall include— 

(1) the telework policy, the measures in 
place to carry out the policy, and an analysis 
of employee telework participation during 
the preceding 12-month period provided by 
each executive agency; 

(2) an assessment of the progress of each 
agency in maximizing telework opportuni-
ties for employees of that agency without di-
minishing employee performance or agency 
operations; 

(3) the definition of telework and telework 
policies and any modifications to such defi-
nitions; 

(4) the degree of participation by employ-
ees of each agency in teleworking during the 
period covered by the evaluation, including— 

(A) the number and percent of the employ-
ees in the agency who are eligible to 
telework; 

(B) the number and percent of employees 
who engage in telework; 

(C) the number and percent of eligible em-
ployees in each agency who have declined 
the opportunity to telework; and 

(D) the number of employees who were not 
authorized, willing, or able to telework and 
the reason; 

(5) the extent to which barriers to maxi-
mize telework opportunities have been iden-
tified and eliminated; and 

(6) best practices in agency telework pro-
grams. 
SEC. 318. COMPLIANCE OF EXECUTIVE AGENCIES. 

(a) EXECUTIVE AGENCIES.—An executive 
agency shall be in compliance with this part 
if each employee of that agency partici-
pating in telework regularly performs offi-
cially assigned duties at home or other 
worksites geographically convenient to the 
residence of the employee during at least 20 
percent of each pay period that the employee 
is performing officially assigned duties. 

(b) AGENCY MANAGER REPORTS.—Not later 
than 180 days after the establishment of a 
policy described under section 313, and annu-
ally thereafter, each agency manager shall 
submit a report to the Chief Human Capital 
Officer and Telework Managing Officer of 
that agency that contains a summary of— 

(1) efforts to promote telework opportuni-
ties for employees supervised by that man-
ager; and 

(2) any obstacles which hinder the ability 
of that manager to promote telework oppor-
tunities. 

(c) CHIEF HUMAN CAPITAL OFFICER RE-
PORTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each year the Chief 
Human Capital Officer of each agency, in 
consultation with the Telework Managing 
Officer of that agency, shall submit a report 
to the Chair and Vice Chair of the Chief 
Human Capital Offices Council on agency 
management efforts to promote telework. 

(2) REVIEW AND INCLUSION OF RELEVANT IN-
FORMATION.—The Chair and Vice Chair of the 
Chief Human Capital Offices Council shall— 

(A) review the reports submitted under 
paragraph (1); 

(B) include relevant information from the 
submitted reports in the annual report to 
Congress required under section 317(b)(2); and 

(C) use that relevant information for other 
purposes related to the strategic manage-
ment of human capital. 

(d) COMPLIANCE REPORTS.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of submission of each 
report under section 317, the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall submit a report to 
Congress that— 

(1) identifies and recommends corrective 
actions and time frames for each executive 

agency that the Office of Management and 
Budget determines is noncompliant; and 

(2) describes progress of noncompliant ex-
ecutive agencies, justifications of any con-
tinuing noncompliance, and any rec-
ommendations for corrective actions planned 
by the Office of Management and Budget or 
the executive agency to eliminate non-
compliance. 
SEC. 319. EXTENSION OF TRAVEL EXPENSES TEST 

PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5710 of title 5, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘for a 

period not to exceed 24 months’’; and 
(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘7 years’’ 

and inserting ‘‘16 years’’. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall take effect as 
though enacted as part of the Travel and 
Transportation Reform Act of 1998 (Public 
Law 105–264; 112 Stat. 2350). 

Subtitle C—Public Transportation 
SEC. 331. ENERGY EFFICIENT TRANSIT GRANT 

PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-

retary of Transportation shall establish a 
program for making grants to public trans-
portation agencies to assist in reducing en-
ergy consumption or greenhouse gas emis-
sions of their public transportation systems. 

(b) ELIGIBLE USES OF FUNDS.—A recipient 
of a grant under subsection (a) shall use the 
grant funds for one or more of the following: 

(1) Improvements that reduce energy con-
sumption or greenhouse gas emissions to 
lighting, heating, cooling, or ventilation sys-
tems in public transportation stations and 
other facilities for which grants authorized 
by sections 5307, 5309, and 5311 of title 49, 
United States Code, may be expended. 

(2) Adjustments to signal timing or other 
vehicle controlling systems, including com-
puter controlled systems, that reduce energy 
consumption or greenhouse gas emissions. 

(3) Purchasing or retrofitting rolling stock 
to improve energy efficiency or reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

(4) Improvements to energy distribution 
systems. 

(c) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—In deter-
mining the recipients of grants under this 
section, the Secretary of Transportation 
shall— 

(1) consult with other Federal agencies, in-
cluding the Department of Energy, as appro-
priate; and 

(2) evaluate applications based on— 
(A) the total energy savings that are pro-

jected to result from the project; and 
(B) the projected energy savings as a per-

centage of the transit agency’s total energy 
usage. 

(d) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—The 
Government’s share of the cost of an activity 
funded using amounts made available under 
this section may not exceed 80 percent of the 
cost of the activity. 

(e) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Except as oth-
erwise specifically provided in this section, a 
grant provided under this section shall be 
subject to the terms and conditions applica-
ble to a grant made under section 5307 of 
title 49, United States Code. 

(f) ANNUAL REPORTS.—On March 1, 2009, 
and 2010, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, a report listing 
the recipients of grants under this section, 
the purposes for which grant funds were 
awarded, and any grant applicants who did 
not receive funding. 

(g) LIMITATION ON USE OF AVAILABLE 
AMOUNTS.—The Secretary may use not more 
than 0.5 percent of the amount made avail-

able for a fiscal year under subsection (h) to 
provide technical assistance and administer 
the grants authorized under this section. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Transportation to make 
grants under this section $200,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2009 through 2011. Sums appro-
priated to carry out this section shall re-
main available until expended. 
SEC. 332. TRANSIT-ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT 

CORRIDORS GRANT PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-

retary of Transportation shall establish a 
program for making grants to public trans-
portation agencies, metropolitan planning 
organizations, and other State or local gov-
ernment authorities to support planning and 
design of Transit-Oriented Development Cor-
ridors. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) TRANSIT-ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT COR-
RIDOR.—The term ‘‘Transit-Oriented Devel-
opment Corridor’’ means a geographic area, 
including rights-of-way for fixed guideway 
public transportation facilities, within 1⁄2 
mile radius of a fixed guideway transit sta-
tion or stop. 

(2) OTHER TERMS.—The terms ‘‘fixed guide-
way’’, ‘‘local governmental authority’’, 
‘‘public transportation’’, ‘‘Secretary’’, and 
‘‘State’’ have the meanings given such terms 
in section 5302 of title 49, United States 
Code. 

(c) ELIGIBLE USES OF FUNDS.—A recipient 
of a grant under subsection (a) shall use the 
grant funds for planning or designing Tran-
sit-Oriented Development Corridors. 

(d) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—In deter-
mining the recipients of grants under this 
section, the Secretary shall evaluate appli-
cations based on the following consider-
ations: 

(1) The justification for the project, includ-
ing the extent to which the project would re-
duce energy consumption or greenhouse gas 
emissions, including by increasing transit 
ridership and by increasing non-motorized 
trips to access the transit station or facility. 

(2) The location of the project, to ensure 
that selected projects are geographically di-
verse nationwide and include both urban and 
suburban areas. 

(3) The extent to which project develop-
ment is being coordinated with all relevant 
participants, including real-estate, retail, 
housing, commercial and economic develop-
ment, and non-profit participants. 

(4) The extent to which the project in-
cludes mixed-use development within the 
designated geographic area. 

(5) The extent to which the project is being 
coordinated with relevant housing, economic 
development, land use, and transportation 
plans. 

(e) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—The 
Government’s share of the cost of an activity 
funded using amounts made available under 
this section may not exceed 80 percent of the 
cost of the activity, except for an activity 
undertaken by a grant recipient who has not 
previously engaged in the planning or design 
of a corridor which would meet the defini-
tion of a Transit-Oriented Development Cor-
ridor under this section. 

(f) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Except as oth-
erwise specifically provided in this section, a 
grant provided under this section for plan-
ning shall be subject to the terms and condi-
tions applicable to a grant made under sec-
tion 5303 of title 49, United States Code. Ex-
cept as otherwise specifically provided in 
this section, a grant provided under this sec-
tion for design shall be subject to the terms 
and conditions applicable to a grant for de-
sign made under section 5309 of title 49, 
United States Code. 
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(g) ANNUAL REPORTS.—On June 1, 2009, and 

2010, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, a report listing 
the recipients of grants under this section, 
the Federal share provided, the purposes for 
which grant funds were awarded, and any 
grant applicants who did not receive funding. 

(h) LIMITATION ON USE OF AVAILABLE 
AMOUNTS.—The Secretary may use not more 
than 0.5 percent of the amount made avail-
able for a fiscal year under subsection (i) to 
provide technical assistance and administer 
the grants authorized under this section. 

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Transportation to make 
grants under this section $200,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2009 through 2011. Sums appro-
priated to carry out this section shall re-
main available until expended. 
SEC. 333. ENHANCED TRANSIT OPTIONS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary of 
Transportation is authorized to make transit 
enhancement grants under this section to 
public transportation agencies. 

(b) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—Grants author-
ized under subsection (a) may be awarded— 

(1) to public transportation agencies which 
have a full funding grant agreement in force 
on the date of enactment of this Act with 
Federal payments scheduled in any year be-
ginning with fiscal year 2008, for activities 
authorized under the full funding grant 
agreement that would expedite construction 
of the project; and 

(2) to designated recipients as defined in 
section 5307 of title 49, United States Code, 
for immediate use to— 

(A) address an already-identified backlog 
of maintenance needs; 

(B) purchase additional rolling stock or 
buses, if the contracts for such purchases are 
in place prior to the grant award; and 

(C) continue or expand service to accom-
modate ridership increases. 

(c) APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS.—There are 
appropriated, out of funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to the Secretary 
of Transportation to make grants under this 
section— 

(1) $300,000,000 for grants to recipients de-
scribed in subsection (b)(1); and 

(2) $1,000,000,000 for grants to recipients de-
scribed in subsection (b)(2). 

(d) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.— 
(1) EXPEDITED NEW STARTS GRANTS.—Funds 

authorized under subsection (c)(1) shall be 
distributed among eligible recipients so that 
each recipient receives an equal percentage 
increase based on the Federal funding com-
mitment for fiscal year 2008 specified in At-
tachment 6 of the recipient’s full funding 
grant agreement. 

(2) FORMULA GRANTS.—Of funds authorized 
under subsection (c)(2)— 

(A) 60 percent shall be distributed accord-
ing to the formula in subsections (a) through 
(c) of section 5336 of title 49, United States 
Code; and 

(B) 40 percent shall be distributed accord-
ing to the formula in section 5340 of title 49, 
United States Code. 

(3) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary of 
Transportation shall determine the alloca-
tion of the amounts authorized among re-
cipients described in subsection (b) no later 
than 20 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(e) PRE-AWARD SPENDING AUTHORITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A recipient of a grant 

under this section shall have pre-award 
spending authority. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—If pre-award spending 
authority is used, the expenditures shall con-

form with applicable Federal requirements 
in order to remain eligible for future Federal 
reimbursement. 

(f) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
grants authorized under this section shall be 
100 percent. 

(g) SELF-CERTIFICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Prior to obligation of 

grant funds, the recipient of the grant award 
shall certify— 

(A) for recipients under subsection (b)(1), 
that it will comply with the terms and con-
ditions that apply to grants under section 
5309 of title 49, United States Code; 

(B) for recipients under subsection (b)(2), 
that it will comply with the terms and con-
ditions that apply to grants under section 
5307 of title 49, United States Code; and 

(C) that the funds will be used in a manner 
that will stimulate the economy. 

(2) INCLUSION.—Required certifications 
under this subsection may be made as part of 
the certification required under section 
5307(d)(1) of title 49, United States Code. 

(3) PENALTY.—If, upon audit, the Secretary 
of Transportation finds that the recipient 
has not complied with applicable require-
ments under this section and has not made a 
good-faith effort to comply, the Secretary 
may withhold not more than 25 percent of 
the amount required to be appropriated for 
that recipient under section 5307 of title 49, 
United States Code, for the following fiscal 
year. 

Subtitle D—Fuel Consumption Indicator 
Devices 

SEC. 336. ONBOARD FUEL ECONOMY INDICATORS 
AND DEVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 329 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘§ 32920. Fuel economy indicators and de-

vices 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall prescribe a fuel economy 
standard for passenger automobiles and non- 
passenger automobiles manufactured by a 
manufacturer in model year 2012, and in each 
model year after 2012, that requires each 
such automobile to be equipped with— 

‘‘(1) an onboard electronic instrument that 
provides real-time and cumulative fuel econ-
omy data; 

‘‘(2) an onboard electronic instrument that 
signals a driver when inadequate tire pres-
sure may be affecting fuel economy; and 

‘‘(3) a device that will allow drivers to 
place the automobile in a mode that will 
automatically produce greater fuel economy. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to any vehicle that is not subject to an 
average fuel economy standard under section 
32902(b). 

‘‘(c) ENFORCEMENT.—Subchapter IV of 
chapter 301 of this title shall apply to a fuel 
economy standard prescribed under sub-
section (a) to the same extent and in the 
same manner as if that standard were a 
motor vehicle safety standard under chapter 
301.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 329 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 32919 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘32920. Fuel economy indicators and de-

vices.’’. 
Subtitle E—Vehicle-to-Grid Demonstration 

Program 
SEC. 341. VEHICLE-TO-GRID DEMONSTRATION 

PROGRAM. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Energy. 

(2) V2G PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘V2G pro-
gram’’ means the vehicle-to-grid demonstra-
tion program established under subsection 
(b). 

(b) PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish and carry out a vehicle-to-grid dem-
onstration program— 

(1) to demonstrate ways in which elec-
tricity may be transmitted between plug-in 
hybrid electric vehicles and an electricity 
distribution system; 

(2) to collect real-world data on that trans-
mission; 

(3) to develop a better understanding of the 
benefits of vehicle-to-grid technologies; 

(4) to facilitate future adoption of vehicle- 
to-grid systems; and 

(5) to demonstrate optimal integration of 
advanced vehicle technologies with a renew-
able energy-based electricity distribution 
system. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The V2G program shall 
address the challenges to achieving integra-
tion of advanced vehicle technologies with 
the electricity distribution system, includ-
ing challenges relating to— 

(1) charging infrastructure; 
(2) accurate and discrete measurement of 

energy delivered; 
(3) communication protocol standards; 
(4) power flow control; 
(5) smart metering technology; and 
(6) the impact on the grid from integration 

of various renewable energy generation loads 
ranging from 10 to 25 percent renewable 
power. 

(d) COOPERATION.—The Secretary shall 
carry out the V2G program through con-
sortia of individuals and entities such as— 

(1) energy storage system manufacturers 
and associated suppliers; 

(2) electric drive vehicle manufacturers; 
(3) rural electric cooperatives; 
(4) investor-owned utilities; 
(5) municipal and rural electric utilities; 
(6) State and local governments; 
(7) metropolitan transportation authori-

ties; and 
(8) institutions of higher education. 
(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary such sums as are necessary to 
carry out this section. 

Subtitle F—Advanced Technology Vehicles 
Manufacturing Incentive Program 

SEC. 346. ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLES 
MANUFACTURING INCENTIVE PRO-
GRAM. 

Section 136 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17013) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘and 
subject to the availability of appropriated 
funds,’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (i) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(i) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 

be appropriated such sums as are necessary 
to carry out this section (other than sub-
section (d)) for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2013. 

‘‘(2) DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, on October 1, 2008, 
and on each October 1 thereafter through Oc-
tober 1, 2012, out of any funds in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall transfer to the 
Secretary for the cost of loans to carry out 
subsection (d) $200,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

‘‘(B) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac-
cept, and shall use to carry out subsection 
(d) the funds transferred under subparagraph 
(A), without further appropriation.’’. 
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Subtitle G—Advanced Batteries 

SEC. 351. DEFINITION OF ADVANCED BATTERY. 
In this subtitle, the term ‘‘advanced bat-

tery’’ means an electrical storage device 
that is suitable for a vehicle application. 
SEC. 352. ADVANCED BATTERY RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall— 
(1) expand and accelerate research and de-

velopment efforts for advanced batteries; 
and 

(2) emphasize lower cost means of pro-
ducing abuse-tolerant advanced batteries 
with the appropriate balance of power and 
energy capacity to meet market require-
ments. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 641(p) of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17231(p)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$100,000,000’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$80,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$160,000,000’’; 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking 
‘‘$100,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$200,000,000’’; 

(4) in paragraph (4), by striking 
‘‘$30,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$60,000,000’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (5), by striking 
‘‘$30,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$60,000,000’’. 
SEC. 353. ADVANCED BATTERY MANUFACTURING 

AND TECHNOLOGY ROADMAP. 
(a) ROADMAP REQUIRED.—The Director of 

the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
shall (in coordination with the Secretary of 
Energy, the Secretary of Defense, the Sec-
retary of Commerce, and heads of other ap-
propriate Federal agencies) develop a 
multiyear roadmap to develop advanced bat-
tery technologies and sustain domestic ad-
vanced battery manufacturing capabilities 
and an assured supply chain necessary to en-
sure that the United States has assured ac-
cess to advanced battery technologies to sup-
port current and emerging energy security 
and defense needs. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The roadmap required by 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) an identification of current and future 
capability gaps, performance enhancements, 
cost savings goals, and assured technology 
access goals that require advances in battery 
technology and manufacturing capabilities; 

(2) specific research, technology, and man-
ufacturing goals and milestones, and 
timelines and estimates of funding necessary 
for achieving the goals and milestones; 

(3) specific mechanisms for coordinating 
the activities of Federal agencies, State and 
local governments, coalition partners, pri-
vate industry, and academia covered by the 
roadmap; and 

(4) such other matters as are considered to 
be appropriate for purposes of the roadmap. 

(c) COORDINATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The roadmap required by 

subsection (a) shall be developed in coordina-
tion with— 

(A) all appropriate agencies and organiza-
tions within the Department of Defense; 

(B) other appropriate Federal agencies; 
(C) Federal, State, and local governmental 

organizations; and 
(D) representatives of private industry and 

academia. 
(2) OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POL-

ICY.—The Director of the Office of Science 
and Technology Policy shall ensure that ap-
propriate elements and organizations of the 
Office of Science and Technology Policy pro-
vide such information and other support as 
are required for the development of the road-
map. 

(d) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Director of the Office of Science 

and Technology Policy shall submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress the 
roadmap required by subsection (a). 
SEC. 354. SENSE OF SENATE ON PURCHASE OF 

PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHI-
CLES. 

It is the sense of the Senate that, to the 
maximum extent practicable, the Federal 
Government should implement policies to in-
crease the purchase of plug-in electric drive 
vehicles by the Federal Government. 
Subtitle H—National Energy-Efficient Driver 

Education Program 
SEC. 361. NATIONAL ENERGY-EFFICIENT DRIVER 

EDUCATION PROGRAM. 
Not later than 1 year after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall develop and actively promote 
educational materials providing information 
that can be incorporated into driver edu-
cation programs regarding driving and vehi-
cle maintenance practices that optimize ve-
hicle fuel economy. 

Subtitle I—Oil and Gas Reserves Reporting 
Requirements 

SEC. 366. OIL AND GAS RESERVES REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS. 

It is the sense of the Senate that the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission should ac-
celerate the rulemaking process being under-
taken to modernize and increase trans-
parency in oil and gas reserves reporting re-
quirements. 

Subtitle J—Tire Efficiency Consumer 
Information 

SEC. 371. CONSUMER TIRE INFORMATION. 
Section 32304A(a)(1) of title 49, United 

States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘24 
months’’ and inserting ‘‘15 months’’. 

Subtitle K—Petroleum Use Reduction 
Technology Deployment 

SEC. 376. PETROLEUM USE REDUCTION TECH-
NOLOGY DEPLOYMENT GRANTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall establish a competitive grant program, 
to be administered through the Vehicle 
Technology Deployment Program of the De-
partment of Energy, to provide grants to 
local Clean Cities coalitions and stake-
holders, industry partners, fuel providers, 
and end users to promote the adoption and 
use of petroleum use reduction technologies 
and practices. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2009 through 2013. 
Subtitle L—Energy Efficient Building Codes 

SEC. 381. ENERGY EFFICIENT BUILDING CODES. 
(a) UPDATING NATIONAL MODEL BUILDING 

ENERGY CODES AND STANDARDS.— 
(1) UPDATING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

(referred to in this section as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) shall facilitate the updating of na-
tional model building energy codes and 
standards at least every 3 years to achieve 
overall energy savings, compared to the 2006 
International Energy Conservation Code (re-
ferred to in this section as the ‘‘IECC’’) for 
residential buildings and ASHRAE/IES 
Standard 90.1 (2004) for commercial build-
ings, of at least— 

(i) 30 percent by 2015; and 
(ii) 50 percent by 2022. 
(B) MODIFICATION OF GOAL.—If the Sec-

retary determines that the goal referred to 
in subparagraph (A)(ii) cannot be achieved 
using existing technology, or would not be 
lifecycle cost effective, the Secretary shall 
establish, after providing notice and an op-
portunity for public comment, a revised goal 
that ensures the maximum level of energy 
efficiency that is technologically feasible 
and lifecycle cost effective. 

(2) REVISION OF CODES AND STANDARDS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—If the IECC or ASHRAE/ 

IES Standard 90.1 regarding building energy 
use is revised, not later than 1 year after the 
date of the revision, the Secretary shall de-
termine whether the revision will— 

(i) improve energy efficiency in buildings; 
and 

(ii) meets the targets established under 
paragraph (1). 

(B) REVISION BY SECRETARY.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary makes a 

determination under subparagraph (A)(ii) 
that a code or standard does not meet the 
targets established under paragraph (1), or if 
a national model code or standard is not up-
dated for more than 3 years, not later than 2 
years after the determination or the expira-
tion of the 3-year period, the Secretary shall 
amend the IECC or ASHRAE/IES Standard 
90.1 (as in effect on the date on which the de-
termination is made) to establish a modified 
code or standard that meets the targets es-
tablished under paragraph (1). 

(ii) BASELINE.—The modified code or stand-
ard shall serve as the baseline for the next 
determination under subparagraph (A)(i). 

(C) NOTICE AND COMMENT.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(i) publish in the Federal Register notice of 
targets, determinations, and modified codes 
and standards under this subsection; and 

(ii) provide the opportunity for public com-
ment on targets, determinations, and modi-
fied codes and standards under this sub-
section. 

(b) STATE CERTIFICATION OF BUILDING EN-
ERGY CODE UPDATES.— 

(1) STATE CERTIFICATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, each 
State shall certify to the Secretary that the 
State has reviewed and updated the residen-
tial and commercial building code of the 
State regarding energy efficiency. 

(B) ENERGY SAVINGS.—The certification 
shall include a demonstration that the code 
of the State— 

(i) meets or exceeds the 2006 IECC for resi-
dential buildings and the ASHRAE/IES 
Standard 90.1–2004 for commercial buildings; 
or 

(ii) achieves equivalent or greater energy 
savings. 

(2) REVISION OF CODES AND STANDARDS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary makes 

an affirmative determination under sub-
section (a)(2)(A)(i) or establishes a modified 
code or standard under subsection (a)(2)(B), 
not later than 2 years after the determina-
tion or proposal, each State shall certify 
that the State has reviewed and updated the 
building code of the State regarding energy 
efficiency. 

(B) ENERGY SAVINGS.—The certification 
shall include a demonstration that the code 
of the State— 

(i) meets or exceeds the revised code or 
standard; or 

(ii) achieves equivalent or greater energy 
savings. 

(C) REVIEW AND UPDATING BY STATES.—If 
the Secretary fails to make a determination 
under subsection (a)(2)(A)(i) by the date 
specified in subsection (a)(2) or makes a neg-
ative determination under subsection 
(a)(2)(A), not later 3 years after the specified 
date or the date of the determination, each 
State shall certify that the State has— 

(i) reviewed the revised code or standard; 
and 

(ii) updated the building code of the State 
regarding energy efficiency to— 

(I) meet or exceed any provisions found to 
improve energy efficiency in buildings; or 

(II) achieve equivalent or greater energy 
savings in other ways. 
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(c) STATE CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE 

WITH BUILDING CODES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 

after a certification of a State under sub-
section (b), the State shall certify that the 
State has achieved compliance with the cer-
tified building energy code. 

(2) RATE OF COMPLIANCE.—The certification 
shall include documentation of the rate of 
compliance based on independent inspections 
of a random sample of the new and renovated 
buildings covered by the code during the pre-
ceding year. 

(3) COMPLIANCE.—A State shall be consid-
ered to achieve compliance with the certified 
building energy code under paragraph (1) if— 

(A) at least 90 percent of new and ren-
ovated buildings covered by the code during 
the preceding year substantially meet all the 
requirements of the code; or 

(B) the estimated excess energy use of new 
and renovated buildings that did not meet 
the code during the preceding year, com-
pared to a baseline of comparable buildings 
that meet the code, is not more than 10 per-
cent of the estimated energy use of all new 
and renovated buildings covered by the code 
during the preceding year. 

(d) FAILURE TO MEET DEADLINES.— 
(1) REPORTS.—A State that has not made a 

certification required under subsection (b) or 
(c) by the applicable deadline shall submit to 
the Secretary a report on— 

(A) the status of the State with respect to 
completing and submitting the certification; 
and 

(B) a plan of the State for completing and 
submitting the certification. 

(2) EXTENSIONS.—The Secretary shall per-
mit an extension of an applicable deadline 
for a certification requirement under sub-
section (b) or (c) for not more than 1 year if 
a State demonstrates in the report of the 
State under paragraph (1) that the State has 
made— 

(A) a good faith effort to comply with the 
requirements; and 

(B) significant progress in complying with 
the requirements, including by developing 
and implementing a plan to achieve that 
compliance. 

(3) NONCOMPLIANCE BY STATE.—Any State 
for which the Secretary has not accepted a 
certification by a deadline established under 
subsection (b) or (c), with any extension 
granted under paragraph (2), shall be consid-
ered not in compliance with this section. 

(4) COMPLIANCE BY LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.—In 
any State that is not in compliance with this 
section, a local government of the State may 
comply with this section by meeting the cer-
tification requirements under subsections (b) 
and (c). 

(5) ANNUAL COMPLIANCE REPORTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall an-

nually submit to Congress a report that con-
tains, and publish in the Federal Register, a 
list of— 

(i) each State (including local governments 
in a State, as applicable) that is in compli-
ance with the requirements of this section; 
and 

(ii) each State that is not in compliance 
with those requirements. 

(B) INCLUSION.—For each State included on 
a list described in subparagraph (A)(ii), the 
Secretary shall include an estimate of— 

(i) the increased energy use by buildings in 
that State due to the failure of the State to 
comply with this section; and 

(ii) the resulting increase in energy costs 
to individuals and businesses. 

(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

vide technical assistance (including building 
energy analysis and design tools, building 
demonstrations, and design assistance and 
training) to enable the national model build-

ing energy codes and standards to meet the 
targets established under subsection (a)(1). 

(2) ASSISTANCE TO STATES.—The Secretary 
shall provide technical assistance to States 
to— 

(A) implement this section, including pro-
cedures for States to demonstrate that the 
codes of the States achieve equivalent or 
greater energy savings than the national 
model codes and standards; 

(B) improve and implement State residen-
tial and commercial building energy effi-
ciency codes; and 

(C) otherwise promote the design and con-
struction of energy efficient buildings. 

(f) AVAILABILITY OF INCENTIVE FUNDING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

vide incentive funding to States to— 
(A) implement this section; and 
(B) improve and implement State residen-

tial and commercial building energy effi-
ciency codes, including increasing and 
verifying compliance with the codes. 

(2) FACTORS.—In determining whether, and 
in what amount, to provide incentive fund-
ing under this subsection, the Secretary 
shall consider the actions proposed by the 
State to— 

(A) implement this section; 
(B) improve and implement residential and 

commercial building energy efficiency codes; 
and 

(C) promote building energy efficiency 
through the use of the codes. 

(3) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—The Secretary 
shall provide additional funding under this 
subsection for implementation of a plan to 
achieve and document at least a 90 percent 
rate of compliance with residential and com-
mercial building energy efficiency codes, 
based on energy performance— 

(A) to a State that has adopted and is im-
plementing, on a statewide basis— 

(i) a residential building energy efficiency 
code that meets or exceeds the requirements 
of the 2006 IECC, or any succeeding version 
of that code that has received an affirmative 
determination from the Secretary under sub-
section (a)(2)(A)(i); and 

(ii) a commercial building energy effi-
ciency code that meets or exceeds the re-
quirements of the ASHRAE/IES Standard 
90.1–2004, or any succeeding version of that 
standard that has received an affirmative de-
termination from the Secretary under sub-
section (a)(2)(A)(i); or 

(B) in a State in which there is no state-
wide energy code either for residential build-
ings or for commercial buildings, to a local 
government that has adopted and is imple-
menting residential and commercial building 
energy efficiency codes, as described in sub-
paragraph (A). 

(4) TRAINING.—Of the amounts made avail-
able under this subsection, the Secretary 
may use to train State and local officials to 
implement codes described in paragraph (3) 
at least $500,000 for each fiscal year. 

(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 

be appropriated to carry out this sub-
section— 

(i) $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 
through 2010; and 

(ii) such sums as are necessary for fiscal 
year 2011 and each fiscal year thereafter. 

(B) LIMITATION.—Funding provided to 
States under paragraph (3) for each fiscal 
year shall not exceed 1⁄2 of the excess of fund-
ing under this subsection over $5,000,000 for 
the fiscal year. 

(g) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 303 of 
the Energy Conservation and Production Act 
(42 U.S.C. 6832) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(17) IECC.—The term ‘IECC’ means the 
International Energy Conservation Code.’’. 

Subtitle M—Renewable Energy Pilot Project 
Offices 

SEC. 386. PILOT PROJECT OFFICE TO IMPROVE 
FEDERAL PERMIT COORDINATION 
FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 365 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15924) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(k) PILOT PROJECT OFFICE TO IMPROVE 
FEDERAL PERMIT COORDINATION FOR RENEW-
ABLE ENERGY.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITION OF RENEWABLE ENERGY.—In 
this subsection, the term ‘renewable energy’ 
means energy derived from a wind or solar 
source. 

‘‘(2) FIELD OFFICES.—As part of the Pilot 
Project, the Secretary shall designate 1 field 
office of the Bureau of Land Management in 
each of the following States to serve as Re-
newable Energy Pilot Project Offices for co-
ordination of Federal permits for renewable 
energy projects on Federal land: 

‘‘(A) Arizona. 
‘‘(B) California. 
‘‘(C) New Mexico. 
‘‘(D) Nevada. 
‘‘(E) Montana. 
‘‘(3) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall enter into an 
amended memorandum of understanding 
under subsection (b) to provide for the inclu-
sion of the additional Renewable Energy 
Pilot Project Offices in the Pilot Project. 

‘‘(B) SIGNATURES BY GOVERNORS.—The Sec-
retary may request that the Governors of 
each of the States described in paragraph (2) 
be signatories to the amended memorandum 
of understanding. 

‘‘(4) DESIGNATION OF QUALIFIED STAFF.—Not 
later than 30 days after the date of the sign-
ing of the amended memorandum of under-
standing, all Federal signatory parties shall, 
if appropriate, assign to each Renewable En-
ergy Pilot Project Offices designated under 
paragraph (2) an employee described in sub-
section (c) to carry out duties described in 
that subsection. 

‘‘(5) ADDITIONAL PERSONNEL.—The Sec-
retary shall assign to each Renewable En-
ergy Pilot Project Office additional per-
sonnel under subsection (f).’’. 

(b) PERMIT PROCESSING IMPROVEMENT 
FUND.—Section 35(c)(3) of the Mineral Leas-
ing Act (30 U.S.C. 191(c)(3)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘use authorizations’’ and 
inserting ‘‘and renewable energy use author-
izations’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘section 365(d)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subsections (d) and (k)(2) of section 
365’’. 

TITLE IV—ROYALTY MANAGEMENT 
REFORMS 

Subtitle A—Repeal of Deep Water Royalty 
Relief 

SEC. 401. REPEAL OF DEEP WATER ROYALTY RE-
LIEF. 

Sections 344 and 345 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15904, 15905) are re-
pealed. 

Subtitle B—Royalty Reforms 
SEC. 411. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 3 of the Federal Oil and Gas Roy-
alty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1702) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (20)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘: Pro-

vided, That’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘subject of the judicial proceeding’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘(with 
written notice to the lessee who designated 
the designee)’’; 

(2) in paragraph (23)(A), by striking ‘‘(with 
written notice to the lessee who designated 
the designee)’’ ; 
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(3) by striking paragraph (24) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(24) ‘designee’ means any person who 

pays, offsets, or credits monies, makes ad-
justments, requests and receives refunds, or 
submits reports with respect to payments a 
lessee is required to make pursuant to sec-
tion 102(a);’’; 

(4) in paragraph (25)(B), by striking ‘‘(sub-
ject to the provisions of section 102(a) of this 
Act)’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (26), by striking ‘‘(with no-
tice to the lessee who designated the des-
ignee)’’. 
SEC. 412. LIABILITY FOR ROYALTY PAYMENTS. 

Section 102 of the Federal Oil and Gas Roy-
alty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1712) 
is amended by striking subsection (a) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(a) LIABILITY FOR ROYALTY PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To increase receipts and 

achieve effective collections of royalty and 
other payments, a lessee who is required to 
make any royalty or other payment under a 
lease or under the mineral leasing laws, shall 
make the payments in the time and manner 
as may be specified by the Secretary or the 
applicable delegated State. 

‘‘(2) STATUS AS DESIGNEE.—Any person who 
pays, offsets, or credits funds, makes adjust-
ments, requests and receives refunds, or sub-
mits reports with respect to payments the 
lessee is required to make shall be consid-
ered the designee of the lessee under this 
Act. 

‘‘(3) LIABILITY OF DESIGNEE.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this Act, a 
designee shall be liable for any payment ob-
ligation of any lessee on whose behalf the 
designee pays royalty under the lease. 

‘‘(4) OWNERS OF OPERATING RIGHTS AND 
TITLE.—The person owning operating rights 
in a lease and a person owning legal record 
title in a lease shall be liable for the pro rata 
share of the person of payment obligations 
under the lease.’’. 
SEC. 413. INTEREST. 

(a) ESTIMATED PAYMENTS; INTEREST ON 
AMOUNT OF UNDERPAYMENT.—Section 111(j) of 
the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Manage-
ment Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1721(j)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘If the estimated payment ex-
ceeds the actual royalties due, interest is 
owed on the overpayment.’’. 

(b) OVERPAYMENTS.—Section 111 of the 
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management 
Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1721) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (h) and (i); and 
(2) by redesignating subsections (j), (k), 

and (l) as subsections (h), (i), and (j), respec-
tively. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section take effect on the date 
that is 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 414. OBLIGATION PERIOD. 

Section 115(c) of the Federal Oil and Gas 
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 
1724(c)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(3) ADJUSTMENTS.—In the case of an ad-
justment under section 111A(a) in which a 
recoupment by the lessee results in an un-
derpayment of an obligation, for purposes of 
this Act, the obligation shall become due on 
the date the lessee or a designee of the lessee 
makes the adjustment.’’. 
SEC. 415. TOLLING AGREEMENTS AND SUB-

POENAS. 
(a) TOLLING AGREEMENTS.—Section 

115(d)(1) of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty 
Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1724(d)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘(with notice to the 
lessee who designated the designee)’’. 

(b) SUBPOENAS.—Section 115(d)(2)(A) of the 
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management 
Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1724(d)(2)(A)) is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘(with notice to the lessee 
who designated the designee, which notice 
shall not constitute a subpoena to the les-
see)’’. 

SA 5136. Mr. GREGG (for himself and 
Mr. SUNUNU) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act, to prevent excessive 
price speculation with respect to en-
ergy commodities, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE II—WARM ACT 
SEC. 21. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Weatheriza-
tion, Assistance, and Relief for Middle-In-
come Households Act of 2008’’ or the ‘‘WARM 
Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 22. LOW-INCOME HOME ENERGY ASSIST-

ANCE APPROPRIATIONS. 
In addition to any amounts appropriated 

under any other provision of Federal law, 
there is appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
fiscal year 2008— 

(1) $1,265,000,000 (to remain available until 
expended) for making payments under sub-
sections (a) through (d) of section 2604 of the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Act of 
1981 (42 U.S.C. 8623); and 

(2) $1,265,000,000 (to remain available until 
expended) for making payments under sec-
tion 2604(e) of the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 8623(e)), not-
withstanding the designation requirement of 
section 2602(e) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 8621(e)). 
SEC. 23. WEATHERIZATION ASSISTANCE PRO-

GRAM FOR LOW-INCOME PERSONS. 
In addition to any amounts appropriated 

under any other provision of Federal law, 
there is appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
fiscal year 2008 $523,000,000 to carry out the 
Weatherization Assistance Program for Low- 
Income Persons established under part A of 
title IV of the Energy Conservation and Pro-
duction Act (42 U.S.C. 6861 et seq.), to remain 
available until expended. 
SEC. 24. CREDIT FOR HOME HEATING OIL EX-

PENDITURES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to nonrefund-
able personal credits) is amended by insert-
ing after section 25D the following new sec-
tion: 
‘‘SEC. 25E. HOME HEATING OIL EXPENDITURES. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—In the case of 
an individual, there shall be allowed as a 
credit against the tax imposed by this chap-
ter for the taxable year an amount equal to 
50 percent of the qualified home heating oil 
expenditures made by the taxpayer during 
such taxable year. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) MAXIMUM CREDIT.—The credit allowed 

under subsection (a) for any taxable year 
shall not exceed $1,000 ($2,000 in the case of a 
joint return). 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION BASED ON ADJUSTED GROSS 
INCOME.—The amount which would (but for 
this paragraph) be taken into account under 
subsection (a) for the taxable year shall be 
reduced (but not below zero) by 10 percent (20 
percent in the case of a joint return) of so 
much of the taxpayer’s adjusted gross in-
come as exceeds $60,000 ($90,000 in the case of 
a joint return). 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED HOME HEATING OIL EXPENDI-
TURES.—For purposes of this section, the 
term ‘qualified home heating oil expendi-

tures’ means any expenditures for the pur-
chase of heating oil that— 

‘‘(1) are made for the purpose of heating a 
dwelling unit or heating water for use in a 
dwelling unit located in the United States 
and used as a residence by the taxpayer, and 

‘‘(2) are made on or after June 1, 2008, and 
before January 1, 2009.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 24(b)(3)(B) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 is amended by striking 
‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘, 25B, and 25E’’. 

(2) Section 25(e)(1)(C)(ii) of such Code is 
amended by inserting ‘‘25E,’’ after ‘‘25D,’’. 

(3) Section 25B(g)(2) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 23’’ and inserting 
‘‘sections 23 and 25E’’. 

(4) Section 25D(c)(2) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, 
and 25E’’. 

(5) Section 26(a)(1) of such Code is amended 
by striking ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, 
and 25E’’. 

(6) Section 904(i) of such Code is amended 
by striking ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, 
and 25E’’. 

(7) Section 1400C(d)(2) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting 
‘‘25D, and 25E’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart A of chapter 1 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
25D the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 25E. Home heating oil expenditures.’’. 
SEC. 25. DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR IN-

TEGRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR IN-
COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(b) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 

‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 
SEC. 26. CLARIFICATION OF DETERMINATION OF 

FOREIGN OIL AND GAS EXTRACTION 
INCOME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
907(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by redesignating subparagraph (B) 
as subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end of subparagraph (A), and by inserting 
after subparagraph (A) the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) so much of any transportation of such 
minerals as occurs before the fair market 
value event, or’’. 

(b) FAIR MARKET VALUE EVENT.—Sub-
section (c) of section 907 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) FAIR MARKET VALUE EVENT.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘fair market 
value event’ means, with respect to any min-
eral, the first point in time at which such 
mineral— 

‘‘(A) has a fair market value which can be 
determined on the basis of a transfer, which 
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is an arm’s length transaction, of such min-
eral from the taxpayer to a person who is not 
related (within the meaning of section 482) to 
such taxpayer, or 

‘‘(B) is at a location at which the fair mar-
ket value is readily ascertainable by reason 
of transactions among unrelated third par-
ties with respect to the same mineral (tak-
ing into account source, location, quality, 
and chemical composition).’’. 

(c) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN PETROLEUM 
TAXES.—Subsection (c) of section 907 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended 
by subsection (b), is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) OIL AND GAS TAXES.—In the case of any 
tax imposed by a foreign country which is 
limited in its application to taxpayers en-
gaged in oil or gas activities— 

‘‘(A) the term ‘oil and gas extraction taxes’ 
shall include such tax, 

‘‘(B) the term ‘foreign oil and gas extrac-
tion income’ shall include any taxable in-
come which is taken into account in deter-
mining such tax (or is directly attributable 
to the activity to which such tax relates), 
and 

‘‘(C) the term ‘foreign oil related income’ 
shall not include any taxable income which 
is treated as foreign oil and gas extraction 
income under subparagraph (B).’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subparagraph (C) of section 907(c)(1) of 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as redesig-
nated by this section, is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘or used by the taxpayer in the activity 
described in subparagraph (B)’’ before the pe-
riod at the end. 

(2) Subparagraph (B) of section 907(c)(2) of 
such Code is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) so much of the transportation of such 
minerals or primary products as is not taken 
into account under paragraph (1)(B),’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SA 5137. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, 
Mr. DOMENICI, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. AL-
LARD, Mr. BOND, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
BUNNING, Mr. BURR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. 
DOLE, Mr. ENZI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. MARTINEZ, 
Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. 
SUNUNU) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act, to prevent excessive 
price speculation with respect to en-
ergy commodities, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. DEEP SEA EXPLORATION. 

(a) PUBLICATION OF PROJECTED STATE LINES 
ON OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF.—Section 
4(a)(2)(A) of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(2)(A)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by designating the first, second, and 
third sentences as clause (i), (iii), and (iv), 
respectively; 

(2) in clause (i) (as so designated), by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of the Stop Excessive Energy 
Speculation Act of 2008’’; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (i) (as so des-
ignated) the following: 

‘‘(ii)(I) The projected lines shall also be 
used for the purpose of preleasing and leas-

ing activities conducted in new producing 
areas under section 32. 

‘‘(II) This clause shall not affect any prop-
erty right or title to Federal submerged land 
on the outer Continental Shelf. 

‘‘(III) In carrying out this clause, the 
President shall consider the offshore admin-
istrative boundaries beyond State submerged 
lands for planning, coordination, and admin-
istrative purposes of the Department of the 
Interior, but may establish different bound-
aries.’’. 

(b) PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL GAS IN 
NEW PRODUCING AREAS.—The Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 32. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
political subdivision of a new producing 
State any part of which political subdivision 
is— 

‘‘(A) within the coastal zone (as defined in 
section 304 of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)) of the new pro-
ducing State as of the date of enactment of 
this section; and 

‘‘(B) not more than 200 nautical miles from 
the geographic center of any leased tract. 

‘‘(2) MORATORIUM AREA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘moratorium 

area’ means an area covered by sections 104 
through 105 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2118) (as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this section). 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘moratorium 
area’ does not include an area located in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

‘‘(3) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘new 
producing area’ means any moratorium area 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of a State 
that is located greater than 50 miles from 
the coastline of the State. 

‘‘(4) NEW PRODUCING STATE.—The term ‘new 
producing State’ means a State that has, 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of the 
State, a new producing area available for oil 
and gas leasing under subsection (b). 

‘‘(5) OFFSHORE ADMINISTRATIVE BOUND-
ARIES.—The term ‘offshore administrative 
boundaries’ means the administrative bound-
aries established by the Secretary beyond 
State submerged land for planning, coordina-
tion, and administrative purposes of the De-
partment of the Interior and published in the 
Federal Register on January 3, 2006 (71 Fed. 
Reg. 127). 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
REVENUES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ means all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of enactment of this section for new pro-
ducing areas. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ does not 
include— 

‘‘(i) revenues from a bond or other surety 
forfeited for obligations other than the col-
lection of royalties; 

‘‘(ii) revenues from civil penalties; 
‘‘(iii) royalties taken by the Secretary in- 

kind and not sold; 
‘‘(iv) revenues generated from leases sub-

ject to section 8(g); or 
‘‘(v) any revenues considered qualified 

outer Continental Shelf revenues under sec-
tion 102 of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-

rity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432). 

‘‘(b) PETITION FOR LEASING NEW PRODUCING 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date on 
which the President delineates projected 
State lines under section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii), the 
Governor of a State, with the concurrence of 
the legislature of the State, with a new pro-
ducing area within the offshore administra-
tive boundaries beyond the submerged land 
of the State may submit to the Secretary a 
petition requesting that the Secretary make 
the new producing area available for oil and 
gas leasing. 

‘‘(2) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—Notwith-
standing section 18, as soon as practicable 
after receipt of a petition under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve the petition 
if the Secretary determines that leasing the 
new producing area would not create an un-
reasonable risk of harm to the marine, 
human, or coastal environment. 

‘‘(c) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM NEW PRO-
DUCING AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 and subject to the other provisions of this 
subsection, for each applicable fiscal year, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in the general fund of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in a special account in 
the Treasury from which the Secretary shall 
disburse— 

‘‘(i) 75 percent to new producing States in 
accordance with paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(ii) 25 percent to provide financial assist-
ance to States in accordance with section 6 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l –8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5). 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING STATES 
AND COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(A) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING 
STATES.—Effective for fiscal year 2008 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, the amount made 
available under paragraph (1)(B)(i) shall be 
allocated to each new producing State in 
amounts (based on a formula established by 
the Secretary by regulation) proportional to 
the amount of qualified outer Continental 
Shelf revenues generated in the new pro-
ducing area offshore each State. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
20 percent of the allocable share of each new 
producing State, as determined under sub-
paragraph (A), to the coastal political sub-
divisions of the new producing State. 

‘‘(ii) ALLOCATION.—The amount paid by the 
Secretary to coastal political subdivisions 
shall be allocated to each coastal political 
subdivision in accordance with the regula-
tions promulgated under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—The amount al-
located to a new producing State for each 
fiscal year under paragraph (2) shall be at 
least 5 percent of the amounts available for 
the fiscal year under paragraph (1)(B)(i). 

‘‘(4) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under subparagraph (B) of para-
graph (1) for the applicable fiscal year shall 
be made available in accordance with that 
subparagraph during the fiscal year imme-
diately following the applicable fiscal year. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZED USES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), each new producing State and coastal 
political subdivision shall use all amounts 
received under paragraph (2) in accordance 
with all applicable Federal and State laws, 
only for 1 or more of the following purposes: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7347 July 24, 2008 
‘‘(i) Projects and activities for the purposes 

of coastal protection, including conserva-
tion, coastal restoration, hurricane protec-
tion, and infrastructure directly affected by 
coastal wetland losses. 

‘‘(ii) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

‘‘(iii) Implementation of a federally ap-
proved marine, coastal, or comprehensive 
conservation management plan. 

‘‘(iv) Funding of onshore infrastructure 
projects. 

‘‘(v) Planning assistance and the adminis-
trative costs of complying with this section. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 3 percent 
of amounts received by a new producing 
State or coastal political subdivision under 
paragraph (2) may be used for the purposes 
described in subparagraph (A)(v). 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—Amounts made 
available under paragraph (1)(B) shall— 

‘‘(A) be made available, without further ap-
propriation, in accordance with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(B) remain available until expended; and 
‘‘(C) be in addition to any amounts appro-

priated under— 
‘‘(i) other provisions of this Act; 
‘‘(ii) the Land and Water Conservation 

Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.); or 
‘‘(iii) any other provision of law. 
‘‘(d) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-

TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM OTHER 
AREAS.—Notwithstanding section 9, for each 
applicable fiscal year, the terms and condi-
tions of subsection (c) shall apply to the dis-
position of qualified outer Continental Shelf 
revenues that— 

‘‘(1) are derived from oil or gas leasing in 
an area that is not included in the current 5- 
year plan of the Secretary for oil or gas leas-
ing; and 

‘‘(2) are not assumed in the budget of the 
United States Government submitted by the 
President under section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Sections 
104 and 105 of the Department of the Interior, 
Environment, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 121 
Stat. 2118) are amended by striking ‘‘No 
funds’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘Except as provided in section 32 of the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, no 
funds’’. 
SEC. ll. ADVANCED BATTERIES FOR ELECTRIC 

DRIVE VEHICLES. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADVANCED BATTERY.—The term ‘‘ad-

vanced battery’’ means an electrical storage 
device that is suitable for a vehicle applica-
tion. 

(2) ENGINEERING INTEGRATION COSTS.—The 
term ‘‘engineering integration costs’’ in-
cludes the cost of engineering tasks relating 
to— 

(A) the incorporation of qualifying compo-
nents into the design of an advanced battery; 
and 

(B) the design of tooling and equipment 
and the development of manufacturing proc-
esses and material for suppliers of produc-
tion facilities that produce qualifying com-
ponents or advanced batteries. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) ADVANCED BATTERY RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) expand and accelerate research and de-

velopment efforts for advanced batteries; 
and 

(B) emphasize lower cost means of pro-
ducing abuse-tolerant advanced batteries 
with the appropriate balance of power and 
energy capacity to meet market require-
ments. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $100,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. 

(c) DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-

ability of appropriated funds, not later than 
1 year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall carry out a program 
to provide a total of not more than 
$250,000,000 in loans to eligible individuals 
and entities for not more than 30 percent of 
the costs of 1 or more of— 

(A) reequipping a manufacturing facility in 
the United States to produce advanced bat-
teries; 

(B) expanding a manufacturing facility in 
the United States to produce advanced bat-
teries; or 

(C) establishing a manufacturing facility 
in the United States to produce advanced 
batteries. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to obtain a 

loan under this subsection, an individual or 
entity shall— 

(i) be financially viable without the receipt 
of additional Federal funding associated 
with a proposed project under this sub-
section; 

(ii) provide sufficient information to the 
Secretary for the Secretary to ensure that 
the qualified investment is expended effi-
ciently and effectively; and 

(iii) meet such other criteria as may be es-
tablished and published by the Secretary. 

(B) CONSIDERATION.—In selecting eligible 
individuals or entities for loans under this 
subsection, the Secretary may consider 
whether the proposed project of an eligible 
individual or entity under this subsection 
would— 

(i) reduce manufacturing time; 
(ii) reduce manufacturing energy inten-

sity; 
(iii) reduce negative environmental im-

pacts or byproducts; or 
(iv) increase spent battery or component 

recycling 
(3) RATES, TERMS, AND REPAYMENT OF 

LOANS.—A loan provided under this sub-
section— 

(A) shall have an interest rate that, as of 
the date on which the loan is made, is equal 
to the cost of funds to the Department of the 
Treasury for obligations of comparable ma-
turity; 

(B) shall have a term that is equal to the 
lesser of— 

(i) the projected life, in years, of the eligi-
ble project to be carried out using funds from 
the loan, as determined by the Secretary; or 

(ii) 25 years; and 
(C) may be subject to a deferral in repay-

ment for not more than 5 years after the 
date on which the eligible project carried out 
using funds from the loan first begins oper-
ations, as determined by the Secretary. 

(4) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—A loan under 
this subsection shall be available for— 

(A) facilities and equipment placed in serv-
ice before December 30, 2020; and 

(B) engineering integration costs incurred 
during the period beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act and ending on Decem-
ber 30, 2020. 

(5) FEES.—The cost of administering a loan 
made under this subsection shall not exceed 
$100,000. 

(6) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sub-
section for each of fiscal years 2009 through 
2013. 

(d) SENSE OF THE SENATE ON PURCHASE OF 
PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLES.—It is the 
sense of the Senate that, to the maximum 
extent practicable, the Federal Government 

should implement policies to increase the 
purchase of plug-in electric drive vehicles by 
the Federal Government. 

SA 5138. Mr. BARRASSO (for him-
self, Mr. BUNNING, and Mr. ENZI) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, to 
amend the Commodity Exchange Act, 
to prevent excessive price speculation 
with respect to energy commodities, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROCUREMENT OF UNCONVENTIONAL 

FUEL BY DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 
(a) PROCUREMENT AUTHORIZED.—Sub-

chapter II of chapter 173 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 2922g. PROCUREMENT OF UNCONVEN-

TIONAL FUEL. 
‘‘(a) LONG TERM CONTRACTS FOR UNCONVEN-

TIONAL FUEL.—The Secretary of Defense may 
enter into contracts for the procurement of 
unconventional fuel. The term of any con-
tract under this section may be such period 
as the Secretary considers appropriate, but 
not more than 25 years. 

‘‘(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—(1) In procuring 
unconventional fuel, the Secretary may 
waive the application of any provision of law 
prescribing procedures to be followed in the 
formation of contracts, prescribing terms 
and conditions to be included in contracts, 
or regulating the performance of contracts if 
the Secretary determines that— 

‘‘(A) the waiver is necessary to procure 
such unconventional fuel for Government 
needs; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a contract for a term in 
excess of five years, it would not be possible 
to procure such unconventional fuel from the 
source in an economical manner without the 
use of a contract for a period in excess of five 
years. 

‘‘(2) Any waiver that is applicable to a con-
tract for the procurement of unconventional 
fuel under this subsection may also, at the 
election of the Secretary, apply to a sub-
contract under that contract. 

‘‘(c) PRICING AUTHORITY FOR UNCONVEN-
TIONAL FUEL PURCHASED FROM DOMESTIC 
SOURCES.—(1) The Secretary shall ensure 
that any purchase of unconventional fuel 
under a contract under this section is cost 
effective for the Department of Defense. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary may procure unconven-
tional fuel from domestic sources at a price 
higher than comparable petroleum products, 
or include a price guarantee for the procure-
ment of unconventional fuel from such 
sources, if the Secretary determines that— 

‘‘(A) such price is necessary to develop or 
maintain an assured supply of unconven-
tional fuel produced from domestic sources; 
and 

‘‘(B) supplies of unconventional fuel from 
domestic sources cannot be effectively in-
creased or obtained at lower prices. 

‘‘(d) OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.—At the time of 
award of any contract for the procurement of 
unconventional fuel under this section in ex-
cess of one year, the Secretary may obligate 
annually funds sufficient to cover the annual 
costs of the contract. In the event that funds 
are not available for the continuation of the 
contract in any subsequent years, the con-
tract shall be cancelled or terminated. The 
Secretary may fund any cancellation or ter-
mination liability out of funds originally 
available at the time of award, funds cur-
rently available at the time termination li-
ability is incurred, or funds specifically ap-
propriated for those payments. 
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‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘domestic source’ means a 

facility (including feedstock) located phys-
ically in the United States that produces or 
generates unconventional fuel. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘unconventional fuel’ means 
transportation fuel that is derived from a 
feedstock other than conventional petroleum 
and includes transportation services related 
to the delivery of such fuel.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of subchapter II of 
chapter 173 of such title is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new item: 
‘‘2922g. Procurement of unconventional 

fuel.’’. 
SEC. ll. REDUCTION OF GASOLINE CONSUMP-

TION BY FEDERAL AGENCIES. 
The President shall take such action as is 

necessary to ensure, to the maximum extent 
practicable, that Federal agencies (other 
than agencies of the Department of Defense), 
individually and collectively, reduce con-
sumption of gasoline during fiscal year 2009 
and each subsequent fiscal year by not less 
than 2 percent from the level of gasoline con-
sumed by the Federal agencies during fiscal 
year 2007. 

SA 5139. Mr. BARRASSO submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE II—ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 21. TAX-EXEMPT FINANCING OF ENERGY 

TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUC-
TURE NOT SUBJECT TO PRIVATE 
BUSINESS USE TESTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 141(b)(6) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (defining private 
business use) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN ENERGY TRANS-
PORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of the 1st 
sentence of subparagraph (A), the operation 
or use of any property described in clause (ii) 
by any person which is not a governmental 
unit shall not be considered a private busi-
ness use. 

‘‘(ii) PROPERTY DESCRIBED.—For purposes 
of clause (i), the following property is de-
scribed in this clause: 

‘‘(I) Any tangible property used to trans-
mit electricity at 230 or more kilovolts if 
such property is placed in service as part of 
a State or multi-State effort to improve 
interstate electricity transmission and is 
physically located in not less than 2 States. 

‘‘(II) Any tangible property used to trans-
mit electricity generated from renewable re-
sources. 

‘‘(III) Any tangible property used as a 
transmission pipeline for crude oil or diesel 
fuel produced from coal or other synthetic 
petroleum products produced from coal if 
such property is placed in service as part of 
a State or multi-State effort to improve the 
transportation of crude oil or diesel fuel pro-
duced from coal or other synthetic petro-
leum products produced from coal. 

‘‘(IV) Any tangible property used as a car-
bon dioxide transmission pipeline if such 
property is placed in service as part of a 
State or multi-State effort to improve inter-
state or intrastate efforts to develop trans-
portation infrastructure for purposes of per-
manently sequestering carbon dioxide.’’. 

(b) EXCEPTION TO PRIVATE LOAN FINANCING 
TEST.—Section 141(c)(2) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 (relating to exception for 
tax assessment, etc., loans) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (B), 

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (C) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) enables the borrower to finance any 
property described in subsection 
(b)(6)(C)(ii).’’. 

(c) REDUCTION OF STATE VOLUME CAP BY 
AMOUNT OF ENERGY TRANSPORTATION INFRA-
STRUCTURE FINANCING.—Section 146 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to vol-
ume cap) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(o) REDUCTION FOR ENERGY TRANSPOR-
TATION INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING.—The 
volume cap of any issuing authority for any 
calendar year shall be reduced by the 
amount of bonds issued as part of an issue by 
such authority to provide for property de-
scribed in section 141(b)(6)(C)(ii).’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
Act and before December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 22. LIMITATION ON DISCRIMINATORY TAX-

ATION OF CERTAIN PIPELINE PROP-
ERTY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of section: 
(1) ASSESSMENT.—The term ‘‘assessment’’ 

means valuation for a property tax levied by 
a taxing authority. 

(2) ASSESSMENT JURISDICTION.—The term 
‘‘assessment jurisdiction’’ means a geo-
graphical area used in determining the as-
sessed value of property for ad valorem tax-
ation. 

(3) COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL PROP-
ERTY.—The term ‘‘commercial and industrial 
property’’ means property (excluding pipe-
line property, public utility property, and 
land used primarily for agricultural purposes 
or timber growth) devoted to commercial or 
industrial use and subject to a property tax 
levy. 

(4) PIPELINE PROPERTY.—The term ‘‘pipe-
line property’’ means all property, real, per-
sonal, and intangible, owned or used by a 
natural gas pipeline providing transpor-
tation or storage of natural gas, subject to 
the jurisdiction of the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission. 

(5) PUBLIC UTILITY PROPERTY.—The term 
‘‘public utility property’’ means property 
(excluding pipeline property) that is devoted 
to public service and is owned or used by any 
entity that performs a public service and is 
regulated by any governmental agency. 

(b) DISCRIMINATORY ACTS.—The acts speci-
fied in this subsection unreasonably burden 
and discriminate against interstate com-
merce. A State, subdivision of a State, au-
thority acting for a State or subdivision of a 
State, or any other taxing authority (includ-
ing a taxing jurisdiction and a taxing dis-
trict) may not do any of the following such 
acts: 

(1) Assess pipeline property at a value that 
has a higher ratio to the true market value 
of the pipeline property than the ratio that 
the assessed value of other commercial and 
industrial property in the same assessment 
jurisdiction has to the true market value of 
the other commercial and industrial prop-
erty. 

(2) Levy or collect a tax on an assessment 
that may not be made under paragraph (1). 

(3) Levy or collect an ad valorem property 
tax on pipeline property at a tax rate that 
exceeds the tax rate applicable to commer-
cial and industrial property in the same as-
sessment jurisdiction. 

(4) Impose any other tax that discrimi-
nates against a pipeline providing transpor-
tation subject to the jurisdiction of the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission. 

(c) JURISDICTION OF COURTS; RELIEF.— 
(1) GRANT OF JURISDICTION.—Notwith-

standing section 1341 of title 28, United 
States Code, and notions of comity, and 
without regard to the amount in controversy 
or citizenship of the parties, the district 
courts of the United States shall have juris-
diction, concurrent with other jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States, of States, 
and of all other taxing authorities and tax-
ing jurisdictions, to prevent a violation of 
subsection (b). 

(2) RELIEF.—Except as otherwise provided 
in this paragraph, relief may be granted 
under this Act only if the ratio of assessed 
value to true market value of pipeline prop-
erty exceeds by at least 5 percent the ratio of 
assessed value to true market value of other 
commercial and industrial property in the 
same assessment jurisdiction. If the ratio of 
the assessed value of other commercial and 
industrial property in the assessment juris-
diction to the true market value of all other 
commercial and industrial property cannot 
be determined to the satisfaction of the 
court through the random-sampling method 
known as a sales assessment ratio study (to 
be carried out under statistical principles 
applicable to such a study), each of the fol-
lowing shall be a violation of subsection (b) 
for which relief under this section may be 
granted: 

(A) An assessment of the pipeline property 
at a value that has a higher ratio of assessed 
value to the true market value of the pipe-
line property than the ratio of the assessed 
value of all other property (excluding public 
utility property) subject to a property tax 
levy in the assessment jurisdiction has to 
the true market value of all other property 
(excluding public utility property). 

(B) The collection of an ad valorem prop-
erty tax on the pipeline property at a tax 
rate that exceeds the tax rate applicable to 
all other taxable property (excluding public 
utility property) in the taxing jurisdiction. 
SEC. 23. NATURAL GAS PIPELINE INTEGRITY RE-

ASSESSMENT INTERVALS BASED ON 
RISK. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 60109(c)(3)(B) of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting ‘‘, until the Secretary issues regu-
lations basing the reassessment intervals on 
technical data, risk factors, and engineering 
analysis, consistent with the recommenda-
tions of the Comptroller General of the 
United States in Report 06–945’’ after ‘‘sub-
paragraph (A)’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 5140. Mr. SHELBY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE II—NEW AND REAUTHORIZED 

PRODUCING AREAS 
Subtitle A—Leasing Program for Land Within 

Coastal Plain 
SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) COASTAL PLAIN.—The term ‘‘Coastal 

Plain’’ means that area identified as the 
‘‘1002 Coastal Plain Area’’ on the map. 

(2) FEDERAL AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Fed-
eral Agreement’’ means the Federal Agree-
ment and Grant Right-of-Way for the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline issued on January 23, 1974, 
in accordance with section 28 of the Mineral 
Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 185) and the Trans- 
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Alaska Pipeline Authorization Act (43 U.S.C. 
1651 et seq.). 

(3) FINAL STATEMENT.—The term ‘‘Final 
Statement’’ means the final legislative envi-
ronmental impact statement on the Coastal 
Plain, dated April 1987, and prepared pursu-
ant to section 1002 of the Alaska National In-
terest Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
3142) and section 102(2)(C) of the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)). 

(4) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
entitled ‘‘Arctic National Wildlife Refuge’’, 
dated September 2005, and prepared by the 
United States Geological Survey. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior (or the 
designee of the Secretary), acting through 
the Director of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment in consultation with the Director of 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
and in coordination with a State coordinator 
appointed by the Governor of the State of 
Alaska. 
SEC. 202. LEASING PROGRAM FOR LAND WITHIN 

THE COASTAL PLAIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATION.—Congress authorizes 

the exploration, leasing, development, pro-
duction, and economically feasible and pru-
dent transportation of oil and gas in and 
from the Coastal Plain. 

(2) ACTIONS.—The Secretary shall take 
such actions as are necessary— 

(A) to establish and implement, in accord-
ance with this subtitle, a competitive oil and 
gas leasing program that will result in an en-
vironmentally sound program for the explo-
ration, development, and production of the 
oil and gas resources of the Coastal Plain 
while taking into consideration the interests 
and concerns of residents of the Coastal 
Plain, which is the homeland of the 
Kaktovikmiut Inupiat; and 

(B) to administer this subtitle through reg-
ulations, lease terms, conditions, restric-
tions, prohibitions, stipulations, and other 
provisions that— 

(i) ensure the oil and gas exploration, de-
velopment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, their habi-
tat, subsistence resources, and the environ-
ment; and 

(ii) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion to all exploration, development, and 
production operations under this subtitle in 
a manner that ensures the receipt of fair 
market value by the public for the mineral 
resources to be leased. 

(b) REPEAL.— 
(1) REPEAL.—Section 1003 of the Alaska Na-

tional Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 
U.S.C. 3143) is repealed. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents contained in section 1 of that Act 
(16 U.S.C. 3101 note) is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 1003. 

(c) COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS UNDER 
CERTAIN OTHER LAWS.— 

(1) COMPATIBILITY.—For purposes of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System Adminis-
tration Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 668dd et seq.)— 

(A) the oil and gas pre-leasing and leasing 
program, and activities authorized by this 
section in the Coastal Plain, shall be consid-
ered to be compatible with the purposes for 
which the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
was established; and 

(B) no further findings or decisions shall be 
required to implement that program and 
those activities. 

(2) ADEQUACY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR’S LEGISLATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT STATEMENT.—The Final Statement 
shall be considered to satisfy the require-

ments under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) that 
apply with respect to pre-leasing activities, 
including exploration programs and actions 
authorized to be taken by the Secretary to 
develop and promulgate the regulations for 
the establishment of a leasing program au-
thorized by this subtitle before the conduct 
of the first lease sale. 

(3) COMPLIANCE WITH NEPA FOR OTHER AC-
TIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Before conducting the 
first lease sale under this subtitle, the Sec-
retary shall prepare an environmental im-
pact statement in accordance with the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) with respect to the ac-
tions authorized by this subtitle that are not 
referred to in paragraph (2). 

(B) IDENTIFICATION AND ANALYSIS.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, in 
carrying out this paragraph, the Secretary 
shall not be required— 

(i) to identify nonleasing alternative 
courses of action; or 

(ii) to analyze the environmental effects of 
those courses of action. 

(C) IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED ACTION.— 
Not later than 18 months after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(i) identify only a preferred action and a 
single leasing alternative for the first lease 
sale authorized under this subtitle; and 

(ii) analyze the environmental effects and 
potential mitigation measures for those 2 al-
ternatives. 

(D) PUBLIC COMMENTS.—In carrying out 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall consider 
only public comments that are filed not later 
than 20 days after the date of publication of 
a draft environmental impact statement. 

(E) EFFECT OF COMPLIANCE.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, compli-
ance with this paragraph shall be considered 
to satisfy all requirements for the analysis 
and consideration of the environmental ef-
fects of proposed leasing under this subtitle. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO STATE AND LOCAL AU-
THORITY.—Nothing in this subtitle expands 
or limits any State or local regulatory au-
thority. 

(e) SPECIAL AREAS.— 
(1) DESIGNATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, after con-

sultation with the State of Alaska, the 
North Slope Borough, Alaska, and the City 
of Kaktovik, Alaska, may designate not 
more than 45,000 acres of the Coastal Plain 
as a special area if the Secretary determines 
that the special area would be of such unique 
character and interest as to require special 
management and regulatory protection. 

(B) SADLEROCHIT SPRING AREA.—The Sec-
retary shall designate as a special area in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (A) the 
Sadlerochit Spring area, comprising approxi-
mately 4,000 acres as depicted on the map. 

(2) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall 
manage each special area designated under 
this subsection in a manner that— 

(A) respects and protects the Native people 
of the area; and 

(B) preserves the unique and diverse char-
acter of the area, including fish, wildlife, 
subsistence resources, and cultural values of 
the area. 

(3) EXCLUSION FROM LEASING OR SURFACE 
OCCUPANCY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ex-
clude any special area designated under this 
subsection from leasing. 

(B) NO SURFACE OCCUPANCY.—If the Sec-
retary leases all or a portion of a special 
area for the purposes of oil and gas explo-
ration, development, production, and related 
activities, there shall be no surface occu-
pancy of the land comprising the special 
area. 

(4) DIRECTIONAL DRILLING.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this sub-
section, the Secretary may lease all or a por-
tion of a special area under terms that per-
mit the use of horizontal drilling technology 
from sites on leases located outside the spe-
cial area. 

(f) LIMITATION ON CLOSED AREAS.—The Sec-
retary may not close land within the Coastal 
Plain to oil and gas leasing or to explo-
ration, development, or production except in 
accordance with this subtitle. 

(g) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 15 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, in 
consultation with appropriate agencies of 
the State of Alaska, the North Slope Bor-
ough, Alaska, and the City of Kaktovik, 
Alaska, the Secretary shall issue such regu-
lations as are necessary to carry out this 
subtitle, including rules and regulations re-
lating to protection of the fish and wildlife, 
fish and wildlife habitat, and subsistence re-
sources of the Coastal Plain. 

(2) REVISION OF REGULATIONS.—The Sec-
retary may periodically review and, as ap-
propriate, revise the rules and regulations 
issued under paragraph (1) to reflect any sig-
nificant scientific or engineering data that 
come to the attention of the Secretary. 
SEC. 203. LEASE SALES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Land may be leased pur-
suant to this subtitle to any person qualified 
to obtain a lease for deposits of oil and gas 
under the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 
et seq.). 

(b) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulation, establish procedures for— 

(1) receipt and consideration of sealed 
nominations for any area in the Coastal 
Plain for inclusion in, or exclusion (as pro-
vided in subsection (c)) from, a lease sale; 

(2) the holding of lease sales after that 
nomination process; and 

(3) public notice of and comment on des-
ignation of areas to be included in, or ex-
cluded from, a lease sale. 

(c) LEASE SALE BIDS.—Bidding for leases 
under this subtitle shall be by sealed com-
petitive cash bonus bids. 

(d) ACREAGE MINIMUM IN FIRST SALE.—For 
the first lease sale under this subtitle, the 
Secretary shall offer for lease those tracts 
the Secretary considers to have the greatest 
potential for the discovery of hydrocarbons, 
taking into consideration nominations re-
ceived pursuant to subsection (b)(1), but in 
no case less than 200,000 acres. 

(e) TIMING OF LEASE SALES.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(1) not later than 22 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act, conduct the first 
lease sale under this subtitle; 

(2) not later than September 30, 2012, con-
duct a second lease sale under this subtitle; 
and 

(3) conduct additional sales at appropriate 
intervals if sufficient interest in exploration 
or development exists to warrant the con-
duct of the additional sales. 
SEC. 204. GRANT OF LEASES BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon payment by a lessee 
of such bonus as may be accepted by the Sec-
retary, the Secretary may grant to the high-
est responsible qualified bidder in a lease 
sale conducted pursuant to section 203 a 
lease for any land on the Coastal Plain. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT TRANSFERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—No lease issued under this 

subtitle may be sold, exchanged, assigned, 
sublet, or otherwise transferred except with 
the approval of the Secretary. 

(2) CONDITION FOR APPROVAL.—Before 
granting any approval described in para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall consult with 
and give due consideration to the opinion of 
the Attorney General. 
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SEC. 205. LEASE TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An oil or gas lease issued 
pursuant to this subtitle shall— 

(1) provide for the payment of a royalty of 
not less than 161⁄2 percent of the amount or 
value of the production removed or sold from 
the lease, as determined by the Secretary in 
accordance with regulations applicable to 
other Federal oil and gas leases; 

(2) provide that the Secretary may close, 
on a seasonal basis, such portions of the 
Coastal Plain to exploratory drilling activi-
ties as are necessary to protect caribou 
calving areas and other species of fish and 
wildlife; 

(3) require that each lessee of land within 
the Coastal Plain shall be fully responsible 
and liable for the reclamation of land within 
the Coastal Plain and any other Federal land 
that is adversely affected in connection with 
exploration, development, production, or 
transportation activities within the Coastal 
Plain conducted by the lessee or by any of 
the subcontractors or agents of the lessee; 

(4) provide that the lessee may not dele-
gate or convey, by contract or otherwise, 
that reclamation responsibility and liability 
to another person without the express writ-
ten approval of the Secretary; 

(5) provide that the standard of reclama-
tion for land required to be reclaimed under 
this subtitle shall be, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable— 

(A) a condition capable of supporting the 
uses that the land was capable of supporting 
prior to any exploration, development, or 
production activities; or 

(B) upon application by the lessee, to a 
higher or better standard, as approved by the 
Secretary; 

(6) contain terms and conditions relating 
to protection of fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment as required under section 
202(a)(2); 

(7) provide that each lessee, and each agent 
and contractor of a lessee, use their best ef-
forts to provide a fair share of employment 
and contracting for Alaska Natives and Alas-
ka Native Corporations from throughout the 
State of Alaska, as determined by the level 
of obligation previously agreed to in the Fed-
eral Agreement; and 

(8) contain such other provisions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary to en-
sure compliance with this subtitle and regu-
lations issued under this subtitle. 

(b) PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary, as a term and condition of each lease 
under this subtitle, and in recognizing the 
proprietary interest of the Federal Govern-
ment in labor stability and in the ability of 
construction labor and management to meet 
the particular needs and conditions of 
projects to be developed under the leases 
issued pursuant to this subtitle (including 
the special concerns of the parties to those 
leases), shall require that each lessee, and 
each agent and contractor of a lessee, under 
this subtitle negotiate to obtain a project 
labor agreement for the employment of la-
borers and mechanics on production, mainte-
nance, and construction under the lease. 
SEC. 206. COASTAL PLAIN ENVIRONMENTAL PRO-

TECTION. 
(a) NO SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE EFFECT 

STANDARD TO GOVERN AUTHORIZED COASTAL 
PLAIN ACTIVITIES.—In accordance with sec-
tion 202, the Secretary shall administer this 
subtitle through regulations, lease terms, 
conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, stipu-
lations, or other provisions that— 

(1) ensure, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, that oil and gas exploration, devel-
opment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, and the environment; 

(2) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion on all new exploration, development, 
and production operations; and 

(3) ensure that the maximum surface acre-
age covered in connection with the leasing 
program by production and support facili-
ties, including airstrips and any areas cov-
ered by gravel berms or piers for support of 
pipelines, does not exceed 2,000 acres on the 
Coastal Plain. 

(b) SITE-SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT AND MITIGA-
TION.—The Secretary shall require, with re-
spect to any proposed drilling and related ac-
tivities on the Coastal Plain, that— 

(1) a site-specific environmental analysis 
be made of the probable effects, if any, that 
the drilling or related activities will have on 
fish and wildlife, fish and wildlife habitat, 
subsistence resources, subsistence uses, and 
the environment; 

(2) a plan be implemented to avoid, mini-
mize, and mitigate (in that order and to the 
maximum extent practicable) any signifi-
cant adverse effect identified under para-
graph (1); and 

(3) the development of the plan occur after 
consultation with— 

(A) each agency having jurisdiction over 
matters mitigated by the plan; 

(B) the State of Alaska; 
(C) North Slope Borough, Alaska; and 
(D) the City of Kaktovik, Alaska. 
(c) REGULATIONS TO PROTECT COASTAL 

PLAIN FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES, SUB-
SISTENCE USERS, AND THE ENVIRONMENT.—Be-
fore implementing the leasing program au-
thorized by this subtitle, the Secretary shall 
prepare and issue regulations, lease terms, 
conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, stipu-
lations, or other measures designed to en-
sure, to the maximum extent practicable, 
that the activities carried out on the Coastal 
Plain under this subtitle are conducted in a 
manner consistent with the purposes and en-
vironmental requirements of this subtitle. 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND OTHER REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The proposed regulations, lease 
terms, conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, 
and stipulations for the leasing program 
under this subtitle shall require— 

(1) compliance with all applicable provi-
sions of Federal and State environmental 
law (including regulations); 

(2) implementation of and compliance 
with— 

(A) standards that are at least as effective 
as the safety and environmental mitigation 
measures, as described in items 1 through 29 
on pages 167 through 169 of the Final State-
ment, on the Coastal Plain; 

(B) seasonal limitations on exploration, de-
velopment, and related activities, as nec-
essary, to avoid significant adverse effects 
during periods of concentrated fish and wild-
life breeding, denning, nesting, spawning, 
and migration; 

(C) design safety and construction stand-
ards for all pipelines and any access and 
service roads that minimize, to the max-
imum extent practicable, adverse effects 
on— 

(i) the passage of migratory species (such 
as caribou); and 

(ii) the flow of surface water by requiring 
the use of culverts, bridges, or other struc-
tural devices; 

(D) prohibitions on general public access 
to, and use of, all pipeline access and service 
roads; 

(E) stringent reclamation and rehabilita-
tion requirements in accordance with this 
subtitle for the removal from the Coastal 
Plain of all oil and gas development and pro-
duction facilities, structures, and equipment 
on completion of oil and gas production oper-

ations, except in a case in which the Sec-
retary determines that those facilities, 
structures, or equipment— 

(i) would assist in the management of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge; and 

(ii) are donated to the United States for 
that purpose; 

(F) appropriate prohibitions or restrictions 
on— 

(i) access by all modes of transportation; 
(ii) sand and gravel extraction; and 
(iii) use of explosives; 
(G) reasonable stipulations for protection 

of cultural and archaeological resources; 
(H) measures to protect groundwater and 

surface water, including— 
(i) avoidance, to the maximum extent 

practicable, of springs, streams, and river 
systems; 

(ii) the protection of natural surface drain-
age patterns and wetland and riparian habi-
tats; and 

(iii) the regulation of methods or tech-
niques for developing or transporting ade-
quate supplies of water for exploratory drill-
ing; and 

(I) research, monitoring, and reporting re-
quirements; 

(3) that exploration activities (except sur-
face geological studies) be limited to the pe-
riod between approximately November 1 and 
May 1 of each year and be supported, if nec-
essary, by ice roads, winter trails with ade-
quate snow cover, ice pads, ice airstrips, and 
air transport methods (except that those ex-
ploration activities may be permitted at 
other times if the Secretary determines that 
the exploration will have no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment of the Coastal Plain); 

(4) consolidation of facility siting; 
(5) avoidance or reduction of air traffic-re-

lated disturbance to fish and wildlife; 
(6) treatment and disposal of hazardous 

and toxic wastes, solid wastes, reserve pit 
fluids, drilling muds and cuttings, and do-
mestic wastewater, including, in accordance 
with applicable Federal and State environ-
mental laws (including regulations)— 

(A) preparation of an annual waste man-
agement report; 

(B) development and implementation of a 
hazardous materials tracking system; and 

(C) prohibition on the use of chlorinated 
solvents; 

(7) fuel storage and oil spill contingency 
planning; 

(8) conduct of periodic field crew environ-
mental briefings; 

(9) avoidance of significant adverse effects 
on subsistence hunting, fishing, and trap-
ping; 

(10) compliance with applicable air and 
water quality standards; 

(11) appropriate seasonal and safety zone 
designations around well sites, within which 
subsistence hunting and trapping shall be 
limited; and 

(12) development and implementation of 
such other protective environmental require-
ments, restrictions, terms, or conditions as 
the Secretary, after consultation with the 
State of Alaska, North Slope Borough, Alas-
ka, and the City of Kaktovik, Alaska, deter-
mines to be necessary. 

(e) CONSIDERATIONS.—In preparing and 
issuing regulations, lease terms, conditions, 
restrictions, prohibitions, or stipulations 
under this section, the Secretary shall take 
into consideration— 

(1) the stipulations and conditions that 
govern the National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska leasing program, as set forth in the 
1999 Northeast National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska Final Integrated Activity Plan/Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement; 
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(2) the environmental protection standards 

that governed the initial Coastal Plain seis-
mic exploration program under parts 37.31 
through 37.33 of title 50, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (or successor regulations); and 

(3) the land use stipulations for explor-
atory drilling on the KIC–ASRC private land 
described in Appendix 2 of the agreement be-
tween Arctic Slope Regional Corporation and 
the United States dated August 9, 1983. 

(f) FACILITY CONSOLIDATION PLANNING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—After providing for public 

notice and comment, the Secretary shall pre-
pare and periodically update a plan to gov-
ern, guide, and direct the siting and con-
struction of facilities for the exploration, de-
velopment, production, and transportation of 
oil and gas resources from the Coastal Plain. 

(2) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the plan 
shall be— 

(A) the avoidance of unnecessary duplica-
tion of facilities and activities; 

(B) the encouragement of consolidation of 
common facilities and activities; 

(C) the location or confinement of facili-
ties and activities to areas that will mini-
mize impact on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment; 

(D) the use of existing facilities, to the 
maximum extent practicable; and 

(E) the enhancement of compatibility be-
tween wildlife values and development ac-
tivities. 

(g) ACCESS TO PUBLIC LAND.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) manage public land in the Coastal Plain 
in accordance with subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 811 of the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3121); and 

(2) ensure that local residents shall have 
reasonable access to public land in the 
Coastal Plain for traditional uses. 

SEC. 207. EXPEDITED JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) FILING OF COMPLAINTS.— 
(1) DEADLINE.—A complaint seeking judi-

cial review of a provision of this subtitle or 
an action of the Secretary under this sub-
title shall be filed— 

(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
during the 90-day period beginning on the 
date on which the action being challenged 
was carried out; or 

(B) in the case of a complaint based solely 
on grounds arising after the 90-day period de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), during the 90- 
day period beginning on the date on which 
the complainant knew or reasonably should 
have known about the grounds for the com-
plaint. 

(2) VENUE.—A complaint seeking judicial 
review of a provision of this subtitle or an 
action of the Secretary under this subtitle 
shall be filed in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia. 

(3) SCOPE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Judicial review of a deci-

sion of the Secretary under this subtitle (in-
cluding an environmental analysis of such a 
lease sale) shall be— 

(i) limited to a review of whether the deci-
sion is in accordance with this subtitle; and 

(ii) based on the administrative record of 
the decision. 

(B) PRESUMPTIONS.—Any identification by 
the Secretary of a preferred course of action 
relating to a lease sale, and any analysis by 
the Secretary of environmental effects, 
under this subtitle shall be presumed to be 
correct unless proven otherwise by clear and 
convincing evidence. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OTHER REVIEW.—Any ac-
tion of the Secretary that is subject to judi-
cial review under this section shall not be 
subject to judicial review in any civil or 
criminal proceeding for enforcement. 

SEC. 208. RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND EASEMENTS 
ACROSS COASTAL PLAIN. 

For purposes of section 1102(4)(A) of the 
Alaska National Interest Lands Conserva-
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 3162(4)(A)), any rights-of- 
way or easements across the Coastal Plain 
for the exploration, development, produc-
tion, or transportation of oil and gas shall be 
considered to be established incident to the 
management of the Coastal Plain under this 
section. 
SEC. 209. CONVEYANCE. 

Notwithstanding section 1302(h)(2) of the 
Alaska National Interest Lands Conserva-
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 3192(h)(2)), to remove any 
cloud on title to land, and to clarify land 
ownership patterns in the Coastal Plain, the 
Secretary shall— 

(1) to the extent necessary to fulfill the en-
titlement of the Kaktovik Inupiat Corpora-
tion under sections 12 and 14 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1611, 1613), as determined by the Secretary, 
convey to that Corporation the surface es-
tate of the land described in paragraph (1) of 
Public Land Order 6959, in accordance with 
the terms and conditions of the agreement 
between the Secretary, the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the Bureau of 
Land Management, and the Kaktovik 
Inupiat Corporation, dated January 22, 1993; 
and 

(2) convey to the Arctic Slope Regional 
Corporation the remaining subsurface estate 
to which that Corporation is entitled under 
the agreement between that corporation and 
the United States, dated August 9, 1983. 
SEC. 210. LOCAL GOVERNMENT IMPACT AID AND 

COMMUNITY SERVICE ASSISTANCE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re-

ceipt of funds under section 212(2), the State 
of Alaska shall establish in the treasury of 
the State, and administer in accordance with 
this section, a fund to be known as the 
‘‘Coastal Plain Local Government Impact 
Aid Assistance Fund’’ (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Fund’’). 

(2) DEPOSITS.—Subject to paragraph (1), the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit into 
the Fund, $35,000,000 each year from the 
amount available under section 212(2)(A). 

(3) INVESTMENT.—The Governor of the 
State of Alaska (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Governor’’) shall invest amounts in the 
Fund in interest-bearing securities of the 
United States or the State of Alaska. 

(b) ASSISTANCE.—The Governor, in coopera-
tion with the Mayor of the North Slope Bor-
ough, shall use amounts in the Fund to pro-
vide assistance to North Slope Borough, 
Alaska, the City of Kaktovik, Alaska, and 
any other borough, municipal subdivision, 
village, or other community in the State of 
Alaska that is directly impacted by explo-
ration for, or the production of, oil or gas on 
the Coastal Plain under this subtitle, or any 
Alaska Native Regional Corporation acting 
on behalf of the villages and communities 
within its region whose lands lie along the 
right of way of the Trans Alaska Pipeline 
System, as determined by the Governor. 

(c) APPLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To receive assistance 

under subsection (b), a community or Re-
gional Corporation described in that sub-
section shall submit to the Governor, or to 
the Mayor of the North Slope Borough, an 
application in such time, in such manner, 
and containing such information as the Gov-
ernor may require. 

(2) ACTION BY NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH.—The 
Mayor of the North Slope Borough shall sub-
mit to the Governor each application re-
ceived under paragraph (1) as soon as prac-
ticable after the date on which the applica-
tion is received. 

(3) ASSISTANCE OF GOVERNOR.—The Gov-
ernor shall assist communities in submitting 
applications under this subsection, to the 
maximum extent practicable. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS.—A community or Re-
gional Corporation that receives funds under 
subsection (b) may use the funds— 

(1) to plan for mitigation, implement a 
mitigation plan, or maintain a mitigation 
project to address the potential effects of oil 
and gas exploration and development on en-
vironmental, social, cultural, recreational, 
and subsistence resources of the community; 

(2) to develop, carry out, and maintain— 
(A) a project to provide new or expanded 

public facilities; or 
(B) services to address the needs and prob-

lems associated with the effects described in 
paragraph (1), including firefighting, police, 
water and waste treatment, first responder, 
and other medical services; 

(3) to compensate residents of the Coastal 
Plain for significant damage to environ-
mental, social, cultural, recreational, or sub-
sistence resources; and 

(4) in the City of Kaktovik, Alaska— 
(A) to develop a mechanism for providing 

members of the Kaktovikmiut Inupiat com-
munity an opportunity to— 

(i) monitor development on the Coastal 
Plain; and 

(ii) provide information and recommenda-
tions to the Governor based on traditional 
aboriginal knowledge of the natural re-
sources, flora, fauna, and ecological proc-
esses of the Coastal Plain; and 

(B) to establish a local coordination office, 
to be managed by the Mayor of the North 
Slope Borough, in coordination with the City 
of Kaktovik, Alaska— 

(i) to coordinate with and advise devel-
opers on local conditions and the history of 
areas affected by development; 

(ii) to provide to the Committee on Re-
sources of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate annual reports on the 
status of the coordination between devel-
opers and communities affected by develop-
ment; 

(iii) to collect from residents of the Coast-
al Plain information regarding the impacts 
of development on fish, wildlife, habitats, 
subsistence resources, and the environment 
of the Coastal Plain; and 

(iv) to ensure that the information col-
lected under clause (iii) is submitted to— 

(I) developers; and 
(II) any appropriate Federal agency. 

SEC. 211. PROHIBITION ON EXPORTS. 
An oil lease issued under this subtitle shall 

prohibit the exportation of oil produced 
under the lease. 
SEC. 212. ALLOCATION OF REVENUES. 

Notwithstanding the Mineral Leasing Act 
(30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) or any other provision 
of law, the adjusted bonus, rental, and roy-
alty receipts from Federal oil and gas leas-
ing and operations authorized under this 
subtitle shall be deposited in accordance 
with section 222(b). 

Subtitle B—Repeal of Moratoria and 
Disposition of Qualified Revenues 

SEC. 221. REPEAL OF MORATORIA. 
(a) COMMERCIAL OIL SHALE LEASING.—Sec-

tion 433 of the Department of the Interior, 
Environment, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 121 
Stat. 2152) is repealed. 

(b) OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LEASING.— 
Sections 104 and 105 of the Department of the 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2118) are repealed. 
SEC. 222. DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED REVENUES 

FROM NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
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(1) FUND.—The term ‘‘Fund’’ means the En-

ergy Independence Trust Fund established by 
subsection (c)(1). 

(2) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘‘new 
producing area’’ means— 

(A) an area covered by sections 104 through 
105 of the Department of the Interior, Envi-
ronment, and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 
2118) (as in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of this section) that is located 
greater than 50 miles from the coastline of 
the State; 

(B) an area available for leasing under sec-
tion 369(e) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 15927(e)); or 

(C) the Coastal Plain (as defined in section 
201). 

(3) QUALIFIED REVENUE.—The term ‘‘quali-
fied revenue’’ means the Federal share of all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of enactment of this Act for new producing 
areas under the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) or section 
369(e) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 15927(e)). 

(b) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED REVENUES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law— 
(A) 20 percent of qualified revenues shall be 

deposited in the Highway Trust Fund; and 
(B) 80 percent of qualified revenues shall be 

deposited in the Fund. 
(2) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding subpara-

graph (A) of paragraph (1), the total amount 
to be deposited under that subparagraph for 
any fiscal year shall not exceed the deficit in 
the Highway Trust Fund for the preceding 
fiscal year. 

(c) ENERGY INDEPENDENCE TRUST FUND.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

in the Treasury of the United States a re-
volving fund, to be known as the ‘‘Energy 
Independence Trust Fund’’, consisting of 
such amounts as are deposited under sub-
section (b)(1)(B). 

(2) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.—On request 
by the Secretary of Energy, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall transfer from the Fund to 
the Secretary of Energy such amounts as the 
Secretary of Energy determines are nec-
essary to provide competitive grants for— 

(A) the conduct of research on, and the de-
velopment of, alternative fuels, energy con-
servation products, and products that de-
velop and use energy in manners that are 
safer, cleaner, and more efficient than simi-
lar existing products; and 

(B) activities to provide information to the 
public on the benefits of energy conserva-
tion. 

(3) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required to 

be transferred to the Fund under this sub-
section shall be transferred at least monthly 
from the general fund of the Treasury to the 
Fund on the basis of estimates made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

(B) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates 
were in excess of or less than the amounts 
required to be transferred. 

SA 5141. Ms. COLLINS (for herself 
and Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

In section 4(e)(1)(B)(iii) of the Commodity 
Exchange Act (as added by section 3), strike 

‘‘legitimate and nonlegitimate hedge trad-
ing’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide and non-bona fide 
hedge trading (as those terms are defined in 
section 4a(h)(1))’’. 

In section 4a(g) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (as added by section 5), strike 
‘‘nonlegitimate hedge trading’’ and insert 
‘‘non-bona fide hedge trading (as defined in 
section 4a(h)(1))’’. 

In section 4a(h) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (as added by section 6)— 

(1) in the heading, strike ‘‘NONLEGITIMATE 
HEDGE’’ and insert ‘‘NON-BONA FIDE HEDGE’’; 

(2) strike paragraph (1) and insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) BONA FIDE HEDGE TRADE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘bona fide 

hedge trade’ means a transaction that— 
‘‘(I) represents a substitute for a trans-

action to be made or a position to be taken 
at a later time in a physical marketing chan-
nel; 

‘‘(II) is economically appropriate for the 
reduction of risks in the conduct and man-
agement of a commercial enterprise; and 

‘‘(III) arises from the potential change in 
the value of— 

‘‘(aa) assets that a person owns, produces, 
manufactures, possesses, or merchandises (or 
anticipates owning, producing, manufac-
turing, possessing, or merchandising); 

‘‘(bb) liabilities that a person incurs or an-
ticipates incurring; or 

‘‘(cc) services that a person provides or 
purchases (or anticipates providing or pur-
chasing). 

‘‘(ii) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘bona fide 
hedge trade’ does not include a transaction 
entered into on a designated contract mar-
ket for the purpose of offsetting a financial 
risk arising from an over-the-counter com-
modity derivative. 

‘‘(B) NON-BONA FIDE HEDGE TRADE.—The 
term ‘non-bona fide hedge trade’ means a 
transaction that is not a bona fide hedge 
trade.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in the heading, strike ‘‘LEGITIMATE 

HEDGE’’ and insert ‘‘BONA FIDE HEDGE’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (A), strike ‘‘legitimate 

hedge’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge’’; 
(4) in paragraph (3)(A), strike ‘‘legitimate 

hedge’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge’’; and 
(5) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)(i), strike ‘‘legiti-

mate hedge’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (B)(i), strike ‘‘legiti-

mate hedge’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge’’; 
(C) in subparagraph (C)— 
(i) in the heading, strike ‘‘NONLEGITIMATE 

HEDGE’’ and insert ‘‘NON-BONA FIDE HEDGE’’; 
(ii) in clause (i)(I), strike ‘‘legitimate 

hedge’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge’’; 
(iii) in clause (ii)(II)(aa), strike ‘‘legiti-

mate hedge’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge’’; 
(iv) in clause (iv)(I)(aa), strike ‘‘nonlegiti-

mate hedge’’ and insert ‘‘non-bona fide 
hedge’’; and 

(v) in clause (v)(I), in the matter preceding 
item (aa), strike ‘‘nonlegitimate traders’’ 
and insert ‘‘non-bona fide traders’’; and 

(D) in subparagraph (D)(i)— 
(i) in subclause (I), strike ‘‘legitimate 

hedging’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedging’’; 
(ii) in subclause (III), strike ‘‘legitimate 

hedge’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge’’; and 
(iii) in subclause (IV), strike ‘‘nonlegiti-

mate hedge’’ and insert ‘‘non-bona fide 
hedge’’. 

In section 2(j) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act (as added by section 7)— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(C)(iii), strike ‘‘non-
legitimate hedge trading’’ and insert ‘‘non- 
bona fide hedge trading (as defined in section 
4a(h)(1))’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3)(B)(iii), strike ‘‘legiti-
mate hedge trading from nonlegitimate 

hedge trading’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge 
trading from non-bona fide hedge trading (as 
those terms are defined in section 4a(h)(1))’’. 

In section 4(f)(4) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (as added by section 8), strike 
‘‘legitimate and nonlegitimate hedge trad-
ing’’ and insert ‘‘bona fide hedge trading and 
non-bona fide hedge trading (as those terms 
are defined in section 4a(h)(1))’’. 

SA 5142. Ms. COLLINS (for herself 
and Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

In section 1(a), strike ‘‘Energy Specula-
tion’’ and insert ‘‘Commodity Speculation’’. 

In section 4(e) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act (as added by section 3)— 

(1) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), strike ‘‘an energy 
commodity’’ and insert ‘‘a covered com-
modity (as defined in section 4a(h)(1))’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), strike ‘‘an energy com-
modity’’ and insert ‘‘a covered commodity 
(as defined in section 4a(h)(1))’’. 

In section 4a(e) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act, in the second sentence (as 
amended by section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii))— 

(1) strike ‘‘an energy commodity’’ and in-
sert ‘‘a covered commodity (as defined in 
subsection (h)(1))’’; and 

(2) strike ‘‘or energy commodity’’ and in-
sert ‘‘or covered commodity (as defined in 
subsection (h)(1))’’. 

In section 4a(h) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (as added by section 6)— 

(1) strike paragraph (1) and insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) COVERED COMMODITY.—The term ‘cov-

ered commodity’ means— 
‘‘(i) an agricultural commodity; and 
‘‘(ii) an energy commodity. 
‘‘(B) LEGITIMATE HEDGE TRADING.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘legitimate 

hedge trading’ means the conduct of trading 
that involves transactions by commercial 
producers and purchasers of actual covered 
commodities for future delivery and the di-
rect counterparties to such trades (regard-
less of whether the counterparties are com-
mercial producers or purchasers). 

‘‘(ii) INCLUSION.—To the extent a commer-
cial producer or purchaser of an actual phys-
ical covered commodity for future delivery 
trades with an intermediary (referred to in 
this subparagraph as an ‘initial trade’), each 
subsequent trade by the intermediary arising 
solely due to the initial trade and that di-
rectly results from such initial trade (re-
ferred to in this subparagraph as a ‘follow-on 
trade’) shall be considered to be the conduct 
of ‘legitimate hedge trading’ if each follow- 
on trade executed by the intermediary is— 

‘‘(I) done proximate to the initial trade; 
and 

‘‘(II) in the aggregate, economically the 
same in size and substance as the initial 
trade.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4)(C)— 
(A) in clause (i)(II), strike ‘‘an energy com-

modity’’ each place it appears and insert ‘‘a 
covered commodity’’; and 

(B) in clause (iv)(I)(aa), strike ‘‘an energy 
commodity’’ and insert ‘‘a covered com-
modity’’. 

In section 2(j) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act (as added by section 7)— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(E), in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), strike ‘‘energy commodity’’ 
and insert ‘‘covered commodity (as defined 
in section 4a(h)(1))’’; and 
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(2) in paragraph (5), strike ‘‘energy com-

modity’’ and insert ‘‘covered commodity (as 
defined in section 4a(h)(1))’’. 

In section 15(a)— 
(1) in the heading, strike ‘‘ENERGY COM-

MODITY’’ and insert ‘‘AGRICULTURAL AND EN-
ERGY COMMODITIES’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), strike ‘‘energy com-
modity’’ and insert ‘‘agricultural and energy 
commodities’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (2)(A), strike ‘‘energy com-
modity’’ and insert ‘‘agricultural and energy 
commodities’’. 

SA 5143. Mr. CORKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Increasing 
Transparency and Accountability in Energy 
Prices Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. STUDY OF INTERNATIONAL REGULATION 

OF ENERGY COMMODITY MARKETS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Treasury, the Chairman of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, the 
Chairman of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, and the Chairman of the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission shall 
jointly conduct a study of the international 
regime for regulating the trading of energy 
commodity futures and derivatives. 

(b) ANALYSIS.—The study shall include an 
analysis of, at a minimum— 

(1) key common features and differences 
among countries in the regulation of energy 
commodity trading, including with respect 
to market oversight and enforcement; 

(2) agreements and practices for sharing 
market and trading data; 

(3) the use of position limits or thresholds 
to detect and prevent price manipulation, 
excessive speculation as described in section 
4a(a) of the Commodity Exchange Act (7 
U.S.C. 6a(a)) or other unfair trading prac-
tices; 

(4) practices regarding the identification of 
commercial and noncommercial trading and 
the extent of market speculation; and 

(5) agreements and practices for facili-
tating international cooperation on market 
oversight, compliance, and enforcement. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the heads 
of the Federal agencies described in sub-
section (a) shall jointly submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report 
that— 

(1) describes the results of the study; and 
(2) provides recommendations to improve 

openness, transparency, and other necessary 
elements of a properly functioning market. 
SEC. 3. FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE. 

Section 4 of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(e) FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall 

not permit a foreign board of trade’s mem-
bers or other participants located in the 
United States to enter trades directly into 
the foreign board of trade’s trade matching 
system with respect to an agreement, con-
tract, or transaction in an energy com-
modity (as defined by the Commission) that 
settles against any price, including the daily 
or final settlement price, of a contract or 
contracts listed for trading on a registered 
entity, unless— 

‘‘(A) the foreign board of trade makes pub-
lic daily information on settlement prices, 
volume, open interest, and opening and clos-
ing ranges for the agreement, contract, or 
transaction that is comparable to the daily 
trade information published by the reg-
istered entity for the contract or contracts 
against which it settles; 

‘‘(B) the foreign board of trade or a foreign 
futures authority adopts position limitations 
(including related hedge exemption provi-
sions) or position accountability for specu-
lators for the agreement, contract, or trans-
action that are comparable to the position 
limitations (including related hedge exemp-
tion provisions) or position accountability 
adopted by the registered entity for the con-
tract or contracts against which it settles; 
and 

‘‘(C) the foreign board of trade or a foreign 
futures authority provides such information 
to the Commission regarding the extent of 
speculative and non-speculative trading in 
the agreement, contract, or transaction that 
is comparable to the information the Com-
mission determines is necessary to publish 
its weekly report of traders (commonly 
known as the Commitments of Traders re-
port) for the contract or contracts against 
which it settles. 

‘‘(2) EXISTING FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE.— 
Paragraph (1) shall become effective 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section with respect to any agreement, con-
tract, or transaction in an energy com-
modity (as defined by the Commission) con-
ducted on a foreign board of trade for which 
the Commission’s staff had granted relief 
from the requirements of this Act prior to 
the date of enactment of this subsection.’’. 

SEC. 4. INDEX TRADERS AND SWAP DEALERS; 
DISAGGREGATION OF INDEX FUNDS. 

Section 4 of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6) (as amended by section 3) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) INDEX TRADERS AND SWAP DEALERS.— 
‘‘(1) REPORTING.—The Commission shall— 
‘‘(A) issue a proposed rule regarding rou-

tine reporting requirements for index traders 
and swap dealers (as those terms are defined 
by the Commission) in energy and agricul-
tural transactions (as those terms are de-
fined by the Commission) within the juris-
diction of the Commission not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, and issue a final rule regarding such 
reporting requirements not later than 270 
days after the date of enactment of this sub-
section; and 

‘‘(B) subject to the provisions of section 8, 
disaggregate and make public monthly infor-
mation on the positions and value of index 
funds and other passive, long-only positions 
in the energy and agricultural futures mar-
kets. 

‘‘(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this subsection, the 
Commission shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
regarding— 

‘‘(A) the scope of commodity index trading 
in the futures markets; 

‘‘(B) whether classification of index traders 
and swap dealers in the futures markets can 
be improved for regulatory and reporting 
purposes; and 

‘‘(C) whether, based on a review of the 
trading practices for index traders in the fu-
tures markets— 

‘‘(i) index trading activity is adversely im-
pacting the price discovery process in the fu-
tures markets; and 

‘‘(ii) different practices and controls 
should be required.’’. 

SEC. 5. IMPROVED OVERSIGHT AND ENFORCE-
MENT. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that— 
(1) crude oil prices are at record levels and 

consumers in the United States are paying 
record prices for gasoline; 

(2) funding for the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission has been insufficient to 
cover the significant growth of the futures 
markets; 

(3) since the establishment of the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, the 
volume of trading on futures exchanges has 
grown 8,000 percent while staffing numbers 
have decreased 12 percent; and 

(4) in today’s dynamic market environ-
ment, it is essential that the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission receive the fund-
ing necessary to enforce existing authority 
to ensure that all commodity markets, in-
cluding energy markets, are properly mon-
itored for market manipulation. 

(b) ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES.—As soon as 
practicable after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission shall hire at least 100 additional 
full-time employees— 

(1) to increase the public transparency of 
operations in energy futures markets; 

(2) to improve the enforcement in those 
markets; and 

(3) to carry out such other duties as are 
prescribed by the Commission. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to any other funds made available 
to carry out the Commodity Exchange Act (7 
U.S.C. 1 et seq.), there are authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as are necessary to 
carry out this section for fiscal year 2009. 

SA 5144. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, and Mr. 
SUNUNU) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act, to prevent excessive 
price speculation with respect to en-
ergy commodities, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. llll. REPEAL OF TEMPORARY DUTY OF 

54 CENTS PER GALLON. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 

99 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United States is amended— 

(1) by striking heading 9901.00.50; and 
(2) by striking U.S. Notes 2 and 3 relating 

to heading 9901.00.50. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section apply with respect to 
goods entered, or withdrawn from warehouse 
for consumption, on or after the 15th day 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 5145. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE l—REFINERY STREAMLINING 

SEC. l01. DEFINITIONS. 
In this title: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) APPLICANT.—The term ‘‘applicant’’ 
means a person who is seeking a Federal re-
finery authorization. 

(3) BIOMASS.—The term ‘‘biomass’’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 932(a) of 
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the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16232(a)). 

(4) FEDERAL REFINERY AUTHORIZATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal refin-

ery authorization’’ means any authorization 
required under Federal law, whether admin-
istered by a Federal or State administrative 
agency or official, with respect to expansion 
or operation of a refinery. 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘Federal refinery 
authorization’’ includes any permits, li-
censes, special use authorizations, certifi-
cations, opinions, or other approvals re-
quired under Federal law with respect to ex-
pansion or operation of a refinery. 

(5) REFINERY.—The term ‘‘refinery’’ 
means— 

(A) a facility designed and operated to re-
ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process, 
and refine crude oil by any chemical or phys-
ical process, including distillation, fluid 
catalytic cracking, hydrocracking, coking, 
alkylation, etherification, polymerization, 
catalytic reforming, isomerization, 
hydrotreating, blending, and any combina-
tion thereof, in order to produce gasoline or 
distillate; 

(B) a facility designed and operated to re-
ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process, 
and refine coal by any chemical or physical 
process, including liquefaction, in order to 
produce gasoline or diesel as the primary 
output; or 

(C) a facility designed and operated to re-
ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process 
(including biochemical, photochemical, and 
biotechnology processes), and refine biomass 
in order to produce biofuel. 

(6) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means— 
(A) a State; 
(B) the District of Columbia; 
(C) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; and 
(D) any other territory or possession of the 

United States. 
SEC. l02. STATE ASSISTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a gov-
ernor of a State, the Administrator is au-
thorized to provide financial assistance to 
the State to facilitate the hiring of addi-
tional personnel to assist the State with ex-
pertise in fields relevant to consideration of 
Federal refinery authorizations. 

(b) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—At the request of a 
governor of a State, a Federal agency re-
sponsible for a Federal refinery authoriza-
tion shall provide technical, legal, or other 
nonfinancial assistance to the State to fa-
cilitate the consideration of the State of 
Federal refinery authorizations. 
SEC. l03. REFINERY PROCESS COORDINATION 

AND PROCEDURES. 
(a) APPOINTMENT OF FEDERAL COORDI-

NATOR.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall ap-

point a Federal coordinator to perform the 
responsibilities assigned to the Federal coor-
dinator under this Act. 

(2) OTHER AGENCIES.—Each Federal and 
State agency or official required to provide a 
Federal refinery authorization shall cooper-
ate with the Federal coordinator. 

(b) FEDERAL REFINERY AUTHORIZATIONS.— 
(1) MEETING PARTICIPANTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after receiving a notification from an appli-
cant that the applicant is seeking a Federal 
refinery authorization pursuant to Federal 
law, the Federal coordinator appointed under 
subsection (a) shall convene a meeting of 
representatives from all Federal and State 
agencies responsible for a Federal refinery 
authorization with respect to the refinery. 

(B) IDENTIFICATION.—The governor of a 
State shall identify each agency of the State 
that is responsible for a Federal refinery au-
thorization with respect to that refinery. 

(2) MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after receipt of a notification described in 
paragraph (1), the Federal coordinator and 
the other participants at a meeting convened 
under that paragraph shall establish a 
memorandum of agreement that describes 
the most expeditious coordinated schedule 
possible for completion of all Federal refin-
ery authorizations with respect to the refin-
ery, consistent with the full substantive and 
procedural review required by Federal law. 

(B) SCHEDULE ACCOMMODATION.—If a Fed-
eral or State agency responsible for a Fed-
eral refinery authorization with respect to 
the refinery is not represented at a meeting 
convened under paragraph (1), the Federal 
coordinator shall ensure that the schedule 
accommodates those Federal refinery au-
thorizations, consistent with Federal law. 

(C) PRIORITY.—In the event of a conflict 
among Federal refinery authorization sched-
uling requirements, the requirements of the 
Administrator shall be given priority. 

(D) PUBLICATION.—Not later than 15 days 
after completing the memorandum of agree-
ment, the Federal coordinator shall publish 
the memorandum of agreement in the Fed-
eral Register. 

(E) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Federal coordi-
nator shall— 

(i) ensure that all parties to the memo-
randum of agreement are working in good 
faith to carry out the memorandum of agree-
ment; and 

(ii) facilitate the maintenance of the 
schedule established in the memorandum of 
agreement. 

(c) CONSOLIDATED RECORD.— 

SA 5146. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. FEDERAL PERMIT STREAMLINING 

PILOT PROJECT. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 

the Interior (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall establish a Federal 
permit streamlining pilot project (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Pilot Project’’). 

(b) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.— 
Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
enter into a memorandum of understanding 
for purposes of this section with the Sec-
retary of Commerce. 

(c) DESIGNATION OF QUALIFIED STAFF.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after the date of the signing of the memo-
randum of understanding under subsection 
(b), the Secretary of Commerce shall assign 
to each of the regional offices identified in 
subsection (d) an employee who has expertise 
in— 

(A) the consultations and the prepara-
tion of biological opinions under section 7 of 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1536); 

(B) the consultations and preparation of 
biological opinions under the Marine Mam-
mal Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361 et 
seq.); and 

(C) the preparation of analyses under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(2) DUTIES.—Each employee assigned 
under paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) not later than 90 days after the date 
of assignment, report to the office of the 
Minerals Management Service Regional Di-
rector to which the employee is assigned; 

(B) be responsible for all issues relating 
to the jurisdiction of the Department of 
Commerce; and 

(C) participate as part of the team of per-
sonnel working on proposed energy projects, 
planning, and environmental analyses. 

(d) REGIONAL PERMITTING OFFICES.—The 
following Minerals Management Service Re-
gional Offices shall serve as Pilot Project of-
fices: 

(1) The Gulf of Mexico. 
(2) Alaska. 
(e) REPORTS.—Not later than 3 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
that— 

(1) outlines the results of the Pilot 
Project; and 

(2) makes a recommendation to the 
President regarding whether the Pilot 
Project should become a permanent pro-
gram. 

(f) ADDITIONAL PERSONNEL.—The Sec-
retary shall assign to each Pilot Project of-
fice identified in subsection (d) any addi-
tional personnel that are necessary to ensure 
the effective implementation of— 

(1) the Pilot Project; and 
(2) other programs administered by the 

Regional Offices, including leasing and regu-
lation of energy development on the outer 
Continental Shelf in accordance with the re-
quirements of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.). 

SA 5147. Mr. DEMINT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. OIL AND NATURAL GAS LEASING IN 

NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE PRODUCING STATE.—The term 

‘‘eligible producing State’’ means— 
(A) a new producing State; and 
(B) any other producing State that has, 

within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of a State, 
areas available for oil leasing, natural gas 
leasing, or both. 

(2) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘‘new 
producing area’’ means an area that is— 

(A) within the offshore administrative 
boundaries beyond the submerged land of a 
State; and 

(B) not available for oil or natural gas 
leasing as of the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(3) NEW PRODUCING STATE.—The term 
‘‘new producing State’’ means a State with 
respect to which a petition has been ap-
proved by the Secretary under subsection 
(b). 

(4) QUALIFIED REVENUES.—The term 
‘‘qualified revenues’’ means all rentals, roy-
alties, bonus bids, and other sums due and 
payable to the United States from leases en-
tered into on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act for new producing areas. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) PETITION FOR LEASING NEW PRODUCING 
AREAS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Governor of a 
State, with the concurrence of the State leg-
islature, may submit to the Secretary a peti-
tion requesting that the Secretary make a 
new producing area of the State eligible for 
oil leasing, gas leasing, or both, as deter-
mined by the State, in accordance with the 
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Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) and the Mineral Leasing Act (30 
U.S.C. 181 et seq.). 

(2) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—As soon as 
practicable after the date on which the Sec-
retary receives a petition under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve or disapprove 
the petition. 

(c) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM ELIGIBLE 
PRODUCING STATES.—Notwithstanding sec-
tion 9 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands 
Act (43 U.S.C. 1338), for each applicable fiscal 
year, the Secretary of the Treasury shall de-
posit— 

(1) 50 percent of qualified revenues in the 
general fund of the Treasury; and 

(2) 50 percent of qualified revenues in a 
special account in the Treasury, which the 
Secretary shall disburse to eligible pro-
ducing States for new producing areas, to be 
allocated in accordance with subsection (d). 

(d) ALLOCATION TO ELIGIBLE PRODUCING 
STATES.—The amount made available under 
subsection (c)(2) shall be allocated to eligible 
producing States in amounts (based on a for-
mula established by the Secretary by regula-
tion) that are inversely proportional to the 
respective distances between the point on 
the coastline of each eligible producing 
State that is closest to the geographic center 
of the applicable leased tract and the geo-
graphic center of the leased tract, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

(e) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section af-
fects any authority that permits energy pro-
duction under any other provision of law. 

SA 5148. Mr. DEMINT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
TITLE II—COLLABORATIVE PERMITTING 

PROCESS FOR DOMESTIC FUELS FACILI-
TIES 

SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS. 
In this title: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) COAL-TO-LIQUID.—The term ‘‘coal-to-liq-
uid’’ means— 

(A) with respect to a process or tech-
nology, the use of a feedstock, the majority 
of which is derived from the coal resources of 
the United States, using the class of reac-
tions known as Fischer-Tropsch, to produce 
synthetic fuel suitable for transportation; 
and 

(B) with respect to a facility, the portion 
of a facility related to producing the inputs 
for the Fischer-Tropsch process, or the fin-
ished fuel from the Fischer-Tropsch process, 
using a feedstock that is primarily domestic 
coal at the Fischer-Tropsch facility. 

(3) DOMESTIC FUELS FACILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘domestic fuels 

facility’’ means— 
(i) a coal liquification or coal-to-liquid fa-

cility at which coal is processed into syn-
thetic crude oil or any other transportation 
fuel; 

(ii) a facility that produces a renewable 
fuel (as defined in section 211(o)(1) of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7545(o)(1))); and 

(iii) a facility at which crude oil is refined 
into transportation fuel or other petroleum 
products. 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘domestic fuels 
facility’’ includes a domestic fuels facility 
expansion. 

(4) DOMESTIC FUELS FACILITY EXPANSION.— 
The term ‘‘domestic fuels facility expan-
sion’’ means a physical change in a domestic 
fuels facility that results in an increase in 
the capacity of the domestic fuels facility. 

(5) DOMESTIC FUELS FACILITY PERMITTING 
AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘domestic fuels facil-
ity permitting agreement’’ means an agree-
ment entered into between the Adminis-
trator and a State or Indian tribe under sec-
tion 202. 

(6) DOMESTIC FUELS PRODUCER.—The term 
‘‘domestic fuels producer’’ means an indi-
vidual or entity that— 

(A) owns or operates a domestic fuels facil-
ity; or 

(B) seeks to become an owner or operator 
of a domestic fuels facility. 

(7) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(8) PERMIT.—The term ‘‘permit’’ means any 
permit, license, approval, variance, or other 
form of authorization that a refiner is re-
quired to obtain— 

(A) under any Federal law; or 
(B) from a State or Indian tribal govern-

ment agency delegated with authority by the 
Federal Government, or authorized under 
Federal law to issue permits. 

(9) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means— 
(A) a State; 
(B) the District of Columbia; 
(C) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; and 
(D) any other territory or possession of the 

United States. 
SEC. 202. COLLABORATIVE PERMITTING PROC-

ESS FOR DOMESTIC FUELS FACILI-
TIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of the 
Governor of a State or the governing body of 
an Indian tribe, the Administrator shall 
enter into a domestic fuels facility permit-
ting agreement with the State or Indian 
tribe under which the process for obtaining 
all permits necessary for the construction 
and operation of a domestic fuels facility 
shall be improved using a systematic inter-
disciplinary multimedia approach as pro-
vided in this section. 

(b) AUTHORITY OF ADMINISTRATOR.—Under a 
domestic fuels facility permitting agree-
ment— 

(1) the Administrator shall have authority, 
as applicable and necessary, to— 

(A) accept from a refiner a consolidated ap-
plication for all permits that the domestic 
fuels producer is required to obtain to con-
struct and operate a domestic fuels facility; 

(B) establish a schedule under which each 
Federal, State, or Indian tribal government 
agency that is required to make any deter-
mination to authorize the issuance of a per-
mit shall— 

(i) concurrently consider, to the maximum 
extent practicable, each determination to be 
made; and 

(ii) complete each step in the permitting 
process; and 

(C) issue a consolidated permit that com-
bines all permits that the domestic fuels pro-
ducer is required to obtain; and 

(2) the Administrator shall provide to 
State and Indian tribal government agen-
cies— 

(A) financial assistance in such amounts as 
the agencies reasonably require to hire such 
additional personnel as are necessary to en-
able the government agencies to comply 
with the applicable schedule established 
under paragraph (1)(B); and 

(B) technical, legal, and other assistance in 
complying with the domestic fuels facility 
permitting agreement. 

(c) AGREEMENT BY THE STATE.—Under a do-
mestic fuels facility permitting agreement, a 

State or governing body of an Indian tribe 
shall agree that— 

(1) the Administrator shall have each of 
the authorities described in subsection (b); 
and 

(2) each State or Indian tribal government 
agency shall— 

(A) make such structural and operational 
changes in the agencies as are necessary to 
enable the agencies to carry out consolidated 
project-wide permit reviews concurrently 
and in coordination with the Environmental 
Protection Agency and other Federal agen-
cies; and 

(B) comply, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, with the applicable schedule estab-
lished under subsection (b)(1)(B). 

(d) INTERDISCIPLINARY APPROACH.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator and a 

State or governing body of an Indian tribe 
shall incorporate an interdisciplinary ap-
proach, to the maximum extent practicable, 
in the development, review, and approval of 
domestic fuels facility permits subject to 
this section. 

(2) OPTIONS.—Among other options, the 
interdisciplinary approach may include use 
of— 

(A) environmental management practices; 
and 

(B) third party contractors. 
(e) DEADLINES.— 
(1) NEW DOMESTIC FUELS FACILITIES.—In the 

case of a consolidated permit for the con-
struction of a new domestic fuels facility, 
the Administrator and the State or gov-
erning body of an Indian tribe shall approve 
or disapprove the consolidated permit not 
later than— 

(A) 360 days after the date of the receipt of 
the administratively complete application 
for the consolidated permit; or 

(B) on agreement of the applicant, the Ad-
ministrator, and the State or governing body 
of the Indian tribe, 90 days after the expira-
tion of the deadline established under sub-
paragraph (A). 

(2) EXPANSION OF EXISTING DOMESTIC FUELS 
FACILITIES.—In the case of a consolidated 
permit for the expansion of an existing do-
mestic fuels facility, the Administrator and 
the State or governing body of an Indian 
tribe shall approve or disapprove the consoli-
dated permit not later than— 

(A) 120 days after the date of the receipt of 
the administratively complete application 
for the consolidated permit; or 

(B) on agreement of the applicant, the Ad-
ministrator, and the State or governing body 
of the Indian tribe, 30 days after the expira-
tion of the deadline established under sub-
paragraph (A). 

(f) FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Each Federal agen-
cy that is required to make any determina-
tion to authorize the issuance of a permit 
shall comply with the applicable schedule es-
tablished under subsection (b)(1)(B). 

(g) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Any civil action for 
review of any determination of any Federal, 
State, or Indian tribal government agency in 
a permitting process conducted under a do-
mestic fuels facility permitting agreement 
brought by any individual or entity shall be 
brought exclusively in the United States dis-
trict court for the district in which the do-
mestic fuels facility is located or proposed to 
be located. 

(h) EFFICIENT PERMIT REVIEW.—In order to 
reduce the duplication of procedures, the Ad-
ministrator shall use State permitting and 
monitoring procedures to satisfy substan-
tially equivalent Federal requirements under 
this section. 

(i) SEVERABILITY.—If 1 or more permits 
that are required for the construction or op-
eration of a domestic fuels facility are not 
approved on or before any deadline estab-
lished under subsection (e), the Adminis-
trator may issue a consolidated permit that 
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combines all other permits that the domestic 
fuels producer is required to obtain other 
than any permits that are not approved. 

(j) SAVINGS.—Nothing in this section af-
fects the operation or implementation of 
otherwise applicable law regarding permits 
necessary for the construction and operation 
of a domestic fuels facility. 

(k) CONSULTATION WITH LOCAL GOVERN-
MENTS.—Congress encourages the Adminis-
trator, States, and tribal governments to 
consult, to the maximum extent practicable, 
with local governments in carrying out this 
section. 

(l) EFFECT ON LOCAL AUTHORITY.—Nothing 
in this section affects— 

(1) the authority of a local government 
with respect to the issuance of permits; or 

(2) any requirement or ordinance of a local 
government (such as zoning regulations). 

SA 5149. Mr. DEMINT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 4. 

SA 5150. Mr. DEMINT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. REMOVAL OF PROHIBITION ON FINAL 

REGULATIONS FOR COMMERCIAL 
LEASING PROGRAM FOR OIL SHALE 
RESOURCES ON PUBLIC LAND. 

Section 433 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2152) is repealed. 

SA 5151. Mr. DEMINT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. LIMITATIONS ON LEGISLATION THAT 

WOULD INCREASE NATIONAL AVER-
AGE FUEL PRICES FOR AUTO-
MOBILES. 

(a) DEFINITION OF LEGISLATION.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘legislation’’ means a bill, 
joint resolution, amendment, motion, or con-
ference report. 

(b) POINT OF ORDER.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (c), 

if the Senate is considering legislation, on a 
point of order being made by any Senator 
against legislation, or any part of the legis-
lation, that it has been determined in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2) that the legisla-
tion, if enacted, would result in an increase 
in the national average fuel price for auto-
mobiles, and the point of order is sustained 
by the Presiding Officer, the Senate shall 
cease consideration of the legislation. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—For the purpose of 
paragraph (1), the determination described in 
this paragraph means a determination by the 
Director of the Congressional Budget Office, 

in consultation with the Energy Information 
Administration and the heads of other appro-
priate Federal Government agencies, that is 
made on the request of a Senator for review 
of legislation, that the legislation, or part of 
the legislation, would, if enacted, result in 
an increase in the national average fuel price 
for automobiles. 

(c) WAIVERS AND APPEALS.— 
(1) WAIVERS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Before the Presiding Offi-

cer rules on a point of order described in sub-
section (b)(1), any Senator may move to 
waive the point of order. 

(B) AMENDMENTS.—The motion to waive 
under this paragraph shall not be subject to 
amendment. 

(C) VOTING REQUIREMENT.—A point of order 
described in subsection (b)(1) shall be waived 
only by the affirmative vote of at least 60 
Members of the Senate, duly chosen and 
sworn. 

(2) APPEALS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—After the Presiding Offi-

cer rules on a point of order described in sub-
section (b)(1), any Senator may appeal the 
ruling of the Presiding Officer on the point 
of order as the ruling applies to some or all 
of the provisions on which the Presiding Offi-
cer ruled. 

(B) VOTING REQUIREMENT.—A ruling of the 
Presiding Officer on a point of order de-
scribed in subsection (b)(1) shall be sustained 
unless at least 60 Members of the Senate, 
duly chosen and sworn, vote not to sustain 
the ruling. 

(3) DEBATE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Debate on the motion to 

waive under paragraph (1) or on an appeal of 
the ruling of the Presiding Officer under 
paragraph (2) shall be limited to 1 hour. 

(B) DIVISION OF TIME.—The time shall be 
equally divided between, and controlled by, 
the Majority Leader and the Minority Lead-
er of the Senate, or designees. 

SA 5152. Mr. DEMINT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Section 4a(h)(1)(B) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (as added by section 6) is amend-
ed in the matter preceding clause (i) by in-
serting ‘‘, or a commercial consumer of a 
product derived from,’’ after ‘‘producer or 
purchaser of’’. 

SA 5153. Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. 
CRAPO, Mr. BOND, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. 
INHOFE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act, to prevent excessive 
price speculation with respect to en-
ergy commodities, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. MORATORIUM OF OIL AND GAS LEAS-

ING IN CERTAIN AREAS OF GULF OF 
MEXICO. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 104(a) of the Gulf 
of Mexico Energy Security Act of 2006 (43 
U.S.C. 1331 note; Public Law 109–432) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1); 
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘125 miles’’ 

and inserting ‘‘50 miles’’; 
(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘100 miles’’ 

each place it appears and inserting ‘‘50 
miles’’; and 

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) 
as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively. 

(b) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte-

rior shall promulgate regulations that estab-
lish appropriate environmental safeguards 
for the exploration and production of oil and 
natural gas on the outer Continental Shelf. 

(2) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—At a min-
imum, the regulations shall include— 

(A) provisions requiring surety bonds of 
sufficient value to ensure the mitigation of 
any foreseeable incident; 

(B) provisions assigning liability to the 
leaseholder in the event of an incident caus-
ing damage or loss, regardless of the neg-
ligence of the leaseholder or lack of neg-
ligence; 

(C) provisions no less stringent than those 
contained in the Spill Prevention, Control, 
and Countermeasure regulations promul-
gated under the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 
U.S.C. 2701 et seq.); 

(D) provisions ensuring that— 
(i) no facility for the exploration or pro-

duction of resources is visible to the unas-
sisted eye from any shore of any coastal 
State; and 

(ii) the impact of offshore production fa-
cilities on coastal vistas is otherwise miti-
gated; 

(E) provisions to ensure, to the maximum 
extent practicable, that exploration and pro-
duction activities will result in no signifi-
cant adverse effect on fish or wildlife (in-
cluding habitat), subsistence resources, or 
the environment; and 

(F) provisions that will impose seasonal 
limitations on activity to protect breeding, 
spawning, and wildlife migration patterns. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 105 
of the Department of the Interior, Environ-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2006 (Public Law 109–54; 119 Stat. 521) (as 
amended by section 103(d) of the Gulf of Mex-
ico Energy Security Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 
1331 note; Public Law 109–432)) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘and any other area that the Sec-
retary of the Interior may offer for leasing, 
preleasing, or any related activity under sec-
tion 104 of that Act’’ after ‘‘2006)’’. 
SEC. ll. DISPOSITION OF REVENUES FROM NEW 

PRODUCING AREAS OF THE EAST-
ERN GULF OF MEXICO. 

The Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 32. DISPOSITION OF REVENUES FROM NEW 

PRODUCING AREAS OF THE EAST-
ERN GULF OF MEXICO. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
political subdivision of an Eastern Gulf pro-
ducing State any part of which political sub-
division is— 

‘‘(A) within the coastal zone (as defined in 
section 304 of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)) of the Eastern 
Gulf producing State as of the date of enact-
ment of this section; and 

‘‘(B) not more than 200 nautical miles from 
the geographic center of any leased tract. 

‘‘(2) EASTERN GULF PRODUCING STATE.—The 
term ‘Eastern Gulf producing State’ means 
each of the States of Alabama, Florida, Lou-
isiana, Mississippi, and Texas. 

‘‘(3) MORATORIUM AREA.—The term ‘mora-
torium area’ means an area covered by sec-
tion 104(a) of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Se-
curity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432) (as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this section). 

‘‘(4) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘new 
producing area’ means any moratorium area 
beyond the submerged land of a State that is 
located greater than 50 miles from the coast-
line of the State of Florida. 
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‘‘(5) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 

REVENUES.—The term ‘qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues’ means all rentals, 
royalties, bonus bids, and other sums due 
and payable to the United States from leases 
entered into on or after the date of enact-
ment of this section for new producing areas. 

‘‘(b) LEASING NEW PRODUCING AREAS.—The 
Secretary shall make new producing areas 
available for leasing in accordance with this 
Act. 

‘‘(c) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM NEW PRO-
DUCING AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 and subject to the other provisions of this 
subsection, for each applicable fiscal year, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in the general fund of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in a special account in 
the Treasury from which the Secretary shall 
disburse— 

‘‘(i) 75 percent to Eastern Gulf producing 
States in accordance with paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(ii) 25 percent to provide financial assist-
ance to States in accordance with section 6 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l –8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5). 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO EASTERN GULF PRO-
DUCING STATES AND COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(A) ALLOCATION TO EASTERN GULF PRO-
DUCING STATES.—Effective for fiscal year 2009 
and each fiscal year thereafter, the amount 
made available under paragraph (1)(B)(i) 
shall be allocated to each Eastern Gulf pro-
ducing State in amounts (based on a formula 
established by the Secretary by regulation) 
that are inversely proportional to the respec-
tive distances between the point on the 
coastline of each Eastern Gulf producing 
State that is closest to the geographic center 
of the applicable leased tract and the geo-
graphic center of the leased tract. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
20 percent of the allocable share of each 
Eastern Gulf producing State, as determined 
under subparagraph (A), to the coastal polit-
ical subdivisions of the Eastern Gulf pro-
ducing State. 

‘‘(ii) ALLOCATION.—The amount paid by the 
Secretary to coastal political subdivisions 
shall be allocated to each coastal political 
subdivision in accordance with subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) of section 31(b)(4). 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—The amount al-
located to an Eastern Gulf producing State 
each fiscal year under paragraph (2)(A) shall 
be at least 10 percent of the amounts avail-
able under paragraph (1)(B)(i). 

‘‘(4) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under subparagraph (B) of para-
graph (1) for the applicable fiscal year shall 
be made available in accordance with that 
subparagraph during the fiscal year imme-
diately following the applicable fiscal year. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZED USES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), each Eastern Gulf producing State and 
coastal political subdivision shall use all 
amounts received under paragraph (2) in ac-
cordance with all applicable Federal and 
State laws, only for 1 or more of the fol-
lowing purposes: 

‘‘(i) Projects and activities for the purposes 
of coastal protection, including conserva-
tion, coastal restoration, hurricane protec-
tion, and infrastructure directly affected by 
coastal wetland losses. 

‘‘(ii) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

‘‘(iii) Implementation of a federally ap-
proved marine, coastal, or comprehensive 
conservation management plan. 

‘‘(iv) Mitigation of the impact of outer 
Continental Shelf activities through the 
funding of onshore infrastructure projects. 

‘‘(v) Planning assistance and the adminis-
trative costs of complying with this section. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 3 percent 
of amounts received by an Eastern Gulf pro-
ducing State or coastal political subdivision 
under paragraph (2) may be used for the pur-
poses described in subparagraph (A)(v). 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—Amounts made 
available under paragraph (1)(B) shall— 

‘‘(A) be made available, without further ap-
propriation, in accordance with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(B) remain available until expended; and 
‘‘(C) be in addition to any amounts appro-

priated under— 
‘‘(i) other provisions of this Act; 
‘‘(ii) the Land and Water Conservation 

Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.); or 
‘‘(iii) any other provision of law.’’. 

SA 5154. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
DIVISION B—AMERICAN ENERGY ACT 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This division may be 

cited as the ‘‘American Energy Act’’. 
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-

tents for this division is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—AMERICAN ENERGY 
Subtitle A—OCS 

Sec. 101. Short title. 
Sec. 102. Policy. 
Sec. 103. Definitions under the Submerged 

Lands Act. 
Sec. 104. Seaward boundaries of States. 
Sec. 105. Exceptions from confirmation and 

establishment of States’ title, 
power, and rights. 

Sec. 106. Definitions under the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act. 

Sec. 107. Determination of adjacent zones 
and planning areas. 

Sec. 108. Administration of leasing. 
Sec. 109. Grant of leases by Secretary. 
Sec. 110. Disposition of receipts. 
Sec. 111. Reservation of lands and rights. 
Sec. 112. Outer Continental Shelf leasing 

program. 
Sec. 113. Coordination with adjacent States. 
Sec. 114. Environmental studies. 
Sec. 115. Termination of effect of laws pro-

hibiting the spending of appro-
priated funds for certain pur-
poses. 

Sec. 116. Outer Continental Shelf incompat-
ible use. 

Sec. 117. Repurchase of certain leases. 
Sec. 118. Offsite environmental mitigation. 
Sec. 119. OCS regional headquarters. 
Sec. 120. Leases for areas located within 100 

miles of California or Florida. 
Sec. 121. Coastal impact assistance. 
Sec. 122. Repeal of the Gulf of Mexico En-

ergy Security Act of 2006. 
Subtitle B—ANWR 

Sec. 141. Short title. 
Sec. 142. Definitions. 
Sec. 143. Leasing program for lands within 

the Coastal Plain. 

Sec. 144. Lease sales. 
Sec. 145. Grant of leases by the Secretary. 
Sec. 146. Lease terms and conditions. 
Sec. 147. Coastal Plain environmental pro-

tection. 
Sec. 148. Expedited judicial review. 
Sec. 149. Federal and State distribution of 

revenues. 
Sec. 150. Rights-of-way across the Coastal 

Plain. 
Sec. 151. Conveyance. 
Sec. 152. Local government impact aid and 

community service assistance. 
Subtitle C—Oil Shale 

Sec. 161. Repeal. 
TITLE II—CONSERVATION AND 

EFFICIENCY 
Subtitle A—Tax Incentives for Fuel 

Efficiency 
Sec. 201. Credit for new qualified plug-in 

electric drive motor vehicles. 
Sec. 202. Extension of credit for alternative 

fuel vehicles. 
Sec. 203. Extension of alternative fuel vehi-

cle refueling property credit. 
Subtitle B—Tapping America’s Ingenuity 

and Creativity 
Sec. 211. Definitions. 
Sec. 212. Statement of policy. 
Sec. 213. Prize authority. 
Sec. 214. Eligibility. 
Sec. 215. Intellectual property. 
Sec. 216. Waiver of liability. 
Sec. 217. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 218. Next generation automobile prize 

program. 
Sec. 219. Advanced battery manufacturing 

incentive program. 
Subtitle C—Home and Business Tax 

Incentives 
Sec. 221. Extension of credit for energy effi-

cient appliances. 
Sec. 222. Extension of credit for nonbusiness 

energy property. 
Sec. 223. Extension of credit for residential 

energy efficient property. 
Sec. 224. Extension of new energy efficient 

home credit. 
Sec. 225. Extension of energy efficient com-

mercial buildings deduction. 
Sec. 226. Extension of special rule to imple-

ment FERC and State electric 
restructuring policy. 

Sec. 227. Home energy audits. 
Sec. 228. Accelerated recovery period for de-

preciation of smart meters. 
Subtitle D—Refinery Permit Process 

Schedule 
Sec. 231. Short title. 
Sec. 232. Definitions. 
Sec. 233. State assistance. 
Sec. 234. Refinery process coordination and 

procedures. 
Sec. 235. Designation of closed military 

bases. 
Sec. 236. Savings clause. 
Sec. 237. Refinery revitalization repeal. 

TITLE III—NEW AND EXPANDING 
TECHNOLOGIES 

Subtitle A—Alternative Fuels 
Sec. 301. Repeal. 
Sec. 302. Government auction of long term 

put option contracts on coal-to- 
liquid fuel produced by quali-
fied coal-to-liquid facilities. 

Sec. 303. Standby loans for qualifying coal- 
to-liquids projects. 

Subtitle B—Tax Provisions 
Sec. 311. Extension of renewable electricity, 

refined coal, and Indian coal 
production credit. 

Sec. 312. Extension of energy credit. 
Sec. 313. Extension and modification of cred-

it for clean renewable energy 
bonds. 
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Sec. 314. Extension of credits for biodiesel 

and renewable diesel. 

Subtitle C—Nuclear 

Sec. 321. Use of funds for recycling. 
Sec. 322. Rulemaking for licensing of spent 

nuclear fuel recycling facilities. 
Sec. 323. Nuclear waste fund budget status. 
Sec. 324. Waste Confidence. 
Sec. 325. ASME Nuclear Certification credit. 

Subtitle D—American Renewable and 
Alternative Energy Trust Fund 

Sec. 331. American Renewable and Alter-
native Energy Trust Fund. 

TITLE I—AMERICAN ENERGY 
Subtitle A—OCS 

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Deep 

Ocean Energy Resources Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 102. POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States that— 
(1) the United States is blessed with abun-

dant energy resources on the outer Conti-
nental Shelf and has developed a comprehen-
sive framework of environmental laws and 
regulations and fostered the development of 
state-of-the-art technology that allows for 
the responsible development of these re-
sources for the benefit of its citizenry; 

(2) Adjacent States are required by the cir-
cumstances to commit significant resources 
in support of exploration, development, and 
production activities for mineral resources 
on the outer Continental Shelf, and it is fair 
and proper for a portion of the receipts from 
such activities to be shared with Adjacent 
States and their local coastal governments; 

(3) the existing laws governing the leasing 
and production of the mineral resources of 
the outer Continental Shelf have reduced the 
production of mineral resources, have pre-
empted Adjacent States from being suffi-
ciently involved in the decisions regarding 
the allowance of mineral resource develop-
ment, and have been harmful to the national 
interest; 

(4) the national interest is served by grant-
ing the Adjacent States more options related 
to whether or not mineral leasing should 
occur in the outer Continental Shelf within 
their Adjacent Zones; 

(5) it is not reasonably foreseeable that ex-
ploration of a leased tract located more than 
25 miles seaward of the coastline, develop-
ment and production of a natural gas dis-
covery located more than 25 miles seaward of 
the coastline, or development and production 
of an oil discovery located more than 50 
miles seaward of the coastline will adversely 
affect resources near the coastline; 

(6) transportation of oil from a leased tract 
might reasonably be foreseen, under limited 
circumstances, to have the potential to ad-
versely affect resources near the coastline if 
the oil is within 50 miles of the coastline, but 
such potential to adversely affect such re-
sources is likely no greater, and probably 
less, than the potential impacts from tanker 
transportation because tanker spills usually 
involve large releases of oil over a brief pe-
riod of time; and 

(7) among other bodies of inland waters, 
the Great Lakes, Long Island Sound, Dela-
ware Bay, Chesapeake Bay, Albemarle 
Sound, San Francisco Bay, and Puget Sound 
are not part of the outer Continental Shelf, 
and are not subject to leasing by the Federal 
Government for the exploration, develop-
ment, and production of any mineral re-
sources that might lie beneath them. 
SEC. 103. DEFINITIONS UNDER THE SUBMERGED 

LANDS ACT. 
Section 2 of the Submerged Lands Act (43 

U.S.C. 1301) is amended— 
(1) in subparagraph (2) of paragraph (a) by 

striking all after ‘‘seaward to a line’’ and in-

serting ‘‘twelve nautical miles distant from 
the coast line of such State;’’; 

(2) by striking out paragraph (b) and redes-
ignating the subsequent paragraphs in order 
as paragraphs (b) through (g); 

(3) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (g) (as so redesignated) and insert-
ing ‘‘; and’’; 

(4) by adding the following: ‘‘(i) The term 
‘Secretary’ means the Secretary of the Inte-
rior.’’; and 

(5) by defining ‘‘State’’ as it is defined in 
section 2(r) of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331(r)). 
SEC. 104. SEAWARD BOUNDARIES OF STATES. 

Section 4 of the Submerged Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1312) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence by striking ‘‘origi-
nal’’, and in the same sentence by striking 
‘‘three geographical’’ and inserting ‘‘twelve 
nautical’’; and 

(2) by striking all after the first sentence 
and inserting the following: ‘‘Extension and 
delineation of lateral offshore State bound-
aries under the provisions of this Act shall 
follow the lines used to determine the Adja-
cent Zones of coastal States under the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act to the extent 
such lines extend twelve nautical miles for 
the nearest coastline.’’ 
SEC. 105. EXCEPTIONS FROM CONFIRMATION 

AND ESTABLISHMENT OF STATES’ 
TITLE, POWER, AND RIGHTS. 

Section 5 of the Submerged Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1313) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (a) through 
(c) in order as paragraphs (1) through (3); 

(2) by inserting ‘‘(a)’’ before ‘‘There is ex-
cepted’’; and 

(3) by inserting at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) EXCEPTION OF OIL AND GAS MINERAL 

RIGHTS.—There is excepted from the oper-
ation of sections 3 and 4 all of the oil and gas 
mineral rights for lands beneath the navi-
gable waters that are located within the ex-
panded offshore State seaward boundaries es-
tablished under this Act. These oil and gas 
mineral rights shall remain Federal property 
and shall be considered to be part of the Fed-
eral outer Continental Shelf for purposes of 
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) and subject to leasing 
under the authority of that Act and to laws 
applicable to the leasing of the oil and gas 
resources of the Federal outer Continental 
Shelf. All existing Federal oil and gas leases 
within the expanded offshore State seaward 
boundaries shall continue unchanged by the 
provisions of this Act, except as otherwise 
provided herein. However, a State may exer-
cise all of its sovereign powers of taxation 
within the entire extent of its expanded off-
shore State boundaries.’’. 
SEC. 106. DEFINITIONS UNDER THE OUTER CON-

TINENTAL SHELF LANDS ACT. 
Section 2 of the Outer Continental Shelf 

Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331) is amended— 
(1) by amending paragraph (f) to read as 

follows: 
‘‘(f) The term ‘affected State’ means the 

‘Adjacent State’.’’; 
(2) by striking the semicolon at the end of 

each of paragraphs (a) through (o) and in-
serting a period; 

(3) by striking ‘‘; and’’ at the end of para-
graph (p) and inserting a period; 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(r) The term ‘Adjacent State’ means, with 

respect to any program, plan, lease sale, 
leased tract or other activity, proposed, con-
ducted, or approved pursuant to the provi-
sions of this Act, any State the laws of which 
are declared, pursuant to section 4(a)(2), to 
be the law of the United States for the por-
tion of the outer Continental Shelf on which 
such program, plan, lease sale, leased tract 
or activity appertains or is, or is proposed to 

be, conducted. For purposes of this para-
graph, the term ‘State’ includes the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the 
Virgin Islands, American Samoa, Guam, and 
the other Territories of the United States. 

‘‘(s) The term ‘Adjacent Zone’ means, with 
respect to any program, plan, lease sale, 
leased tract, or other activity, proposed, con-
ducted, or approved pursuant to the provi-
sions of this Act, the portion of the outer 
Continental Shelf for which the laws of a 
particular Adjacent State are declared, pur-
suant to section 4(a)(2), to be the law of the 
United States. 

‘‘(t) The term ‘miles’ means statute miles. 
‘‘(u) The term ‘coastline’ has the same 

meaning as the term ‘coast line’ as defined 
in section 2(c) of the Submerged Lands Act 
(43 U.S.C. 1301(c)). 

‘‘(v) The term ‘Neighboring State’ means a 
coastal State having a common boundary at 
the coastline with the Adjacent State.’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (a), by inserting after 
‘‘control’’ the following: ‘‘or lying within the 
United States exclusive economic zone adja-
cent to the Territories of the United States’’. 
SEC. 107. DETERMINATION OF ADJACENT ZONES 

AND PLANNING AREAS. 
Section 4(a)(2)(A) of the Outer Continental 

Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(2)(A)) is 
amended in the first sentence by striking ‘‘, 
and the President’’ and all that follows 
through the end of the sentence and insert-
ing the following: ‘‘. The lines extending sea-
ward and defining each State’s Adjacent 
Zone, and each OCS Planning Area, are as in-
dicated on the maps for each outer Conti-
nental Shelf region entitled ‘Alaska OCS Re-
gion State Adjacent Zone and OCS Planning 
Areas’, ‘Pacific OCS Region State Adjacent 
Zones and OCS Planning Areas’, ‘Gulf of 
Mexico OCS Region State Adjacent Zones 
and OCS Planning Areas’, and ‘Atlantic OCS 
Region State Adjacent Zones and OCS Plan-
ning Areas’, all of which are dated Sep-
tember 2005 and on file in the Office of the 
Director, Minerals Management Service.’’. 
SEC. 108. ADMINISTRATION OF LEASING. 

Section 5 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1334) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(k) VOLUNTARY PARTIAL RELINQUISHMENT 
OF A LEASE.—Any lessee of a producing lease 
may relinquish to the Secretary any portion 
of a lease that the lessee has no interest in 
producing and that the Secretary finds is 
geologically prospective. In return for any 
such relinquishment, the Secretary shall 
provide to the lessee a royalty incentive for 
the portion of the lease retained by the les-
see, in accordance with regulations promul-
gated by the Secretary to carry out this sub-
section. The Secretary shall publish final 
regulations implementing this subsection 
within 365 days after the date of the enact-
ment of the Deep Ocean Energy Resources 
Act of 2008. 

‘‘(l) NATURAL GAS LEASE REGULATIONS.— 
Not later than July 1, 2010, the Secretary 
shall publish a final regulation that shall— 

‘‘(1) establish procedures for entering into 
natural gas leases; 

‘‘(2) ensure that natural gas leases are only 
available for tracts on the outer Continental 
Shelf that are wholly within 100 miles of the 
coastline within an area withdrawn from dis-
position by leasing on the day after the date 
of enactment of the Deep Ocean Energy Re-
sources Act of 2008; 

‘‘(3) provide that natural gas leases shall 
contain the same rights and obligations es-
tablished for oil and gas leases, except as 
otherwise provided in the Deep Ocean Energy 
Resources Act of 2008; 

‘‘(4) provide that, in reviewing the ade-
quacy of bids for natural gas leases, the 
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value of any crude oil estimated to be con-
tained within any tract shall be excluded; 

‘‘(5) provide that any crude oil produced 
from a well and reinjected into the leased 
tract shall not be subject to payment of roy-
alty, and that the Secretary shall consider, 
in setting the royalty rates for a natural gas 
lease, the additional cost to the lessee of not 
producing any crude oil; and 

‘‘(6) provide that any Federal law that ap-
plies to an oil and gas lease on the outer 
Continental Shelf shall apply to a natural 
gas lease unless otherwise clearly inappli-
cable.’’. 
SEC. 109. GRANT OF LEASES BY SECRETARY. 

Section 8 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1) by inserting after 
the first sentence the following: ‘‘Further, 
the Secretary may grant natural gas leases 
in a manner similar to the granting of oil 
and gas leases and under the various bidding 
systems available for oil and gas leases.’’; 

(2) by adding at the end of subsection (b) 
the following: 

‘‘The Secretary may issue more than one 
lease for a given tract if each lease applies to 
a separate and distinct range of vertical 
depths, horizontal surface area, or a com-
bination of the two. The Secretary may issue 
regulations that the Secretary determines 
are necessary to manage such leases con-
sistent with the purposes of this Act.’’; 

(3) by amending subsection (p)(2)(B) to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(B) The Secretary shall provide for the 
payment to coastal States, and their local 
coastal governments, of 75 percent of Federal 
receipts from projects authorized under this 
section located partially or completely with-
in the area extending seaward of State sub-
merged lands out to 4 marine leagues from 
the coastline, and the payment to coastal 
States of 50 percent of the receipts from 
projects completely located in the area more 
than 4 marine leagues from the coastline. 
Payments shall be based on a formula estab-
lished by the Secretary by rulemaking no 
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of the Deep Ocean Energy Resources 
Act of 2008 that provides for equitable dis-
tribution, based on proximity to the project, 
among coastal States that have coastline 
that is located within 200 miles of the geo-
graphic center of the project.’’. 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(q) NATURAL GAS LEASES.— 
‘‘(1) RIGHT TO PRODUCE NATURAL GAS.—A 

lessee of a natural gas lease shall have the 
right to produce the natural gas from a field 
on a natural gas leased tract if the Secretary 
estimates that the discovered field has at 
least 40 percent of the economically recover-
able Btu content of the field contained with-
in natural gas and such natural gas is eco-
nomical to produce. 

‘‘(2) CRUDE OIL.—A lessee of a natural gas 
lease may not produce crude oil from the 
lease unless the Governor of the Adjacent 
State agrees to such production. 

‘‘(3) ESTIMATES OF BTU CONTENT.—The Sec-
retary shall make estimates of the natural 
gas Btu content of discovered fields on a nat-
ural gas lease only after the completion of at 
least one exploration well, the data from 
which has been tied to the results of a three- 
dimensional seismic survey of the field. The 
Secretary may not require the lessee to fur-
ther delineate any discovered field prior to 
making such estimates. 

‘‘(4) DEFINITION OF NATURAL GAS.—For pur-
poses of a natural gas lease, natural gas 
means natural gas and all substances pro-
duced in association with gas, including, but 
not limited to, hydrocarbon liquids (other 
than crude oil) that are obtained by the con-
densation of hydrocarbon vapors and sepa-

rate out in liquid form from the produced gas 
stream. 

‘‘(r) REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS ON JOINT 
BIDDING IN CERTAIN AREAS OF THE OUTER 
CONTINENTAL SHELF.—Restrictions on joint 
bidders shall no longer apply to tracts lo-
cated in the Alaska OCS Region. Such re-
strictions shall not apply to tracts in other 
OCS regions determined to be ‘frontier 
tracts’ or otherwise ‘high cost tracts’ under 
final regulations that shall be published by 
the Secretary by not later than 365 days 
after the date of the enactment of the Deep 
Ocean Energy Resources Act of 2008. 

‘‘(s) ROYALTY SUSPENSION PROVISIONS.— 
After the date of the enactment of the Deep 
Ocean Energy Resources Act of 2008, price 
thresholds shall apply to any royalty suspen-
sion volumes granted by the Secretary. Un-
less otherwise set by Secretary by regulation 
or for a particular lease sale, the price 
thresholds shall be $40.50 for oil (January 1, 
2006 dollars) and $6.75 for natural gas (Janu-
ary 1, 2006 dollars). 

‘‘(t) CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES FEES.— 
Not later than one year after the date of the 
enactment of the Deep Ocean Energy Re-
sources Act of 2008, the Secretary by regula-
tion shall establish a conservation of re-
sources fee for nonproducing leases that will 
apply to new and existing leases which shall 
be set at $3.75 per acre per year. This fee 
shall apply from and after October 1, 2008, 
and shall be treated as offsetting receipts.’’; 

(5) by striking subsection (a)(3)(A) and re-
designating the subsequent subparagraphs as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 

(6) in subsection (a)(3)(A) (as so redesig-
nated) by striking ‘‘In the Western’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘the Secretary’’ the 
first place it appears and inserting ‘‘The Sec-
retary’’; and 

(7) effective October 1, 2008, in subsection 
(g)— 

(A) by striking all after ‘‘(g)’’, except para-
graph (3); 

(B) by striking the last sentence of para-
graph (3); and 

(C) by striking ‘‘(3)’’. 
SEC. 110. DISPOSITION OF RECEIPTS. 

Section 9 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1338) is amended— 

(1) by designating the existing text as sub-
section (a); 

(2) in subsection (a) (as so designated) by 
inserting ‘‘, if not paid as otherwise provided 
in this title’’ after ‘‘receipts’’; and 

(3) by adding the following: 
‘‘(b) TREATMENT OF OCS RECEIPTS FROM 

TRACTS COMPLETELY WITHIN 100 MILES OF THE 
COASTLINE.— 

‘‘(1) DEPOSIT.—The Secretary shall deposit 
into a separate account in the Treasury the 
portion of OCS Receipts for each fiscal year 
that will be shared under paragraphs (2), (3), 
and (4). 

‘‘(2) PHASED-IN RECEIPTS SHARING.— 
‘‘(A) Beginning October 1, 2008, the Sec-

retary shall share OCS Receipts derived from 
the following areas: 

‘‘(i) Lease tracts located on portions of the 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region completely be-
yond 4 marine leagues from any coastline 
and completely within 100 miles of any 
coastline that were available for leasing 
under the 2002–2007 5-Year OCS Oil and Gas 
Leasing Program. 

‘‘(ii) Lease tracts in production prior to 
October 1, 2008, completely beyond 4 marine 
leagues from any coastline and completely 
within 100 miles of any coastline located on 
portions of the OCS that were not available 
for leasing under the 2002–2007 5-Year OCS 
Oil and Gas Leasing Program. 

‘‘(iii) Lease tracts for which leases are 
issued prior to October 1, 2008, located in the 
Alaska OCS Region completely beyond 4 ma-

rine leagues from any coastline and com-
pletely within 100 miles of the coastline. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary shall share the fol-
lowing percentages of OCS Receipts from the 
leases described in subparagraph (A) derived 
during the fiscal year indicated: 

‘‘(i) For fiscal year 2009, 5 percent. 
‘‘(ii) For fiscal year 2010, 8 percent. 
‘‘(iii) For fiscal year 2011, 11 percent. 
‘‘(iv) For fiscal year 2012, 14 percent. 
‘‘(v) For fiscal year 2013, 17 percent. 
‘‘(vi) For fiscal year 2014, 20 percent. 
‘‘(vii) For fiscal year 2015, 23 percent. 
‘‘(viii) For fiscal year 2016, 26 percent. 
‘‘(ix) For fiscal year 2017, 29 percent. 
‘‘(x) For fiscal year 2018, 32 percent. 
‘‘(xi) For fiscal year 2019, 35 percent. 
‘‘(xii) For fiscal year 2020 and each subse-

quent fiscal year, 37.5 percent. 
‘‘(C) The provisions of this paragraph shall 

not apply to leases that could not have been 
issued but for section 5(k) of this Act or sec-
tion 6(2) of the Deep Ocean Energy Resources 
Act of 2008. 

‘‘(3) IMMEDIATE RECEIPTS SHARING.—Begin-
ning October 1, 2008, the Secretary shall 
share 37.50 percent of OCS Receipts derived 
from all leases located completely beyond 4 
marine leagues from any coastline and com-
pletely within 100 miles of any coastline not 
included within the provisions of paragraph 
(2), and 90 percent of the balance of such OCS 
Receipts shall be deposited into the Amer-
ican Renewable and Alternative Energy 
Trust Fund established by section 331 of the 
American Energy Act. 

‘‘(4) RECEIPTS SHARING FROM TRACTS WITHIN 
4 MARINE LEAGUES OF ANY COASTLINE.— 

‘‘(A) AREAS DESCRIBED IN PARAGRAPH (2).— 
Beginning October 1, 2008, and continuing 
through September 30, 2010, the Secretary 
shall share 25 percent of OCS Receipts de-
rived from all leases located within 4 marine 
leagues from any coastline within areas de-
scribed in paragraph (2). For each fiscal year 
after September 30, 2010, the Secretary shall 
increase the percent shared in 5 percent in-
crements each fiscal year until the sharing 
rate for all leases located within 4 marine 
leagues from any coastline within areas de-
scribed in paragraph (2) becomes 75 percent. 

‘‘(B) AREAS NOT DESCRIBED IN PARAGRAPH 
(2).—Beginning October 1, 2008, the Secretary 
shall share 75 percent of OCS receipts derived 
from all leases located completely or par-
tially within 4 marine leagues from any 
coastline within areas not described para-
graph (2). 

‘‘(5) ALLOCATIONS.—The Secretary shall al-
locate the OCS Receipts deposited into the 
separate account established by paragraph 
(1) that are shared under paragraphs (2), (3), 
and (4) as follows: 

‘‘(A) BONUS BIDS.—Deposits derived from 
bonus bids from a leased tract, including in-
terest thereon, shall be allocated at the end 
of each fiscal year to the Adjacent State. 

‘‘(B) ROYALTIES.—Deposits derived from 
royalties from a leased tract, including in-
terest thereon, shall be allocated at the end 
of each fiscal year to the Adjacent State and 
any other producing State or States with a 
leased tract within its Adjacent Zone within 
100 miles of its coastline that generated roy-
alties during the fiscal year, if the other pro-
ducing or States have a coastline point with-
in 300 miles of any portion of the leased 
tract, in which case the amount allocated for 
the leased tract shall be— 

‘‘(i) one-third to the Adjacent State; and 
‘‘(ii) two-thirds to each producing State, 

including the Adjacent State, inversely pro-
portional to the distance between the near-
est point on the coastline of the producing 
State and the geographic center of the leased 
tract. 
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‘‘(c) TREATMENT OF OCS RECEIPTS FROM 

TRACTS PARTIALLY OR COMPLETELY BEYOND 
100 MILES OF THE COASTLINE.— 

‘‘(1) DEPOSIT.—The Secretary shall deposit 
into a separate account in the Treasury the 
portion of OCS Receipts for each fiscal year 
that will be shared under paragraphs (2) and 
(3). 

‘‘(2) PHASED-IN RECEIPTS SHARING.— 
‘‘(A) Beginning October 1, 2008, the Sec-

retary shall share OCS Receipts derived from 
the following areas: 

‘‘(i) Lease tracts located on portions of the 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region partially or com-
pletely beyond 100 miles of any coastline 
that were available for leasing under the 
2002–2007 5-Year OCS Oil and Gas Leasing 
Program. 

‘‘(ii) Lease tracts in production prior to 
October 1, 2008, partially or completely be-
yond 100 miles of any coastline located on 
portions of the OCS that were not available 
for leasing under the 2002–2007 5-Year OCS 
Oil and Gas Leasing Program. 

‘‘(iii) Lease tracts for which leases are 
issued prior to October 1, 2008, located in the 
Alaska OCS Region partially or completely 
beyond 100 miles of the coastline. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary shall share the fol-
lowing percentages of OCS Receipts from the 
leases described in subparagraph (A) derived 
during the fiscal year indicated: 

‘‘(i) For fiscal year 2009, 5 percent. 
‘‘(ii) For fiscal year 2010, 8 percent. 
‘‘(iii) For fiscal year 2011, 11 percent. 
‘‘(iv) For fiscal year 2012, 14 percent. 
‘‘(v) For fiscal year 2013, 17 percent. 
‘‘(vi) For fiscal year 2014, 20 percent. 
‘‘(vii) For fiscal year 2015, 23 percent. 
‘‘(viii) For fiscal year 2016, 26 percent. 
‘‘(ix) For fiscal year 2017, 29 percent. 
‘‘(x) For fiscal year 2018, 32 percent. 
‘‘(xi) For fiscal year 2019, 35 percent. 
‘‘(xii) For fiscal year 2020 and each subse-

quent fiscal year, 37.5 percent. 
‘‘(C) The provisions of this paragraph shall 

not apply to leases that could not have been 
issued but for section 5(k) of this Act or sec-
tion 106(2) of the Deep Ocean Energy Re-
sources Act of 2008. 

‘‘(3) IMMEDIATE RECEIPTS SHARING.—Begin-
ning October 1, 2008, the Secretary shall 
share 37.5 percent of OCS Receipts derived on 
and after October 1, 2008, from all leases lo-
cated partially or completely beyond 100 
miles of any coastline not included within 
the provisions of paragraph (2), except that 
the Secretary shall only share 25 percent of 
such OCS Receipts derived from all such 
leases within a State’s Adjacent Zone if no 
leasing is allowed within any portion of that 
State’s Adjacent Zone located completely 
within 100 miles of any coastline. 

‘‘(4) ALLOCATIONS.—The Secretary shall al-
locate the OCS Receipts deposited into the 
separate account established by paragraph 
(1) that are shared under paragraphs (2) and 
(3) as follows: 

‘‘(A) BONUS BIDS.—Deposits derived from 
bonus bids from a leased tract, including in-
terest thereon, shall be allocated at the end 
of each fiscal year to the Adjacent State. 

‘‘(B) ROYALTIES.—Deposits derived from 
royalties from a leased tract, including in-
terest thereon, shall be allocated at the end 
of each fiscal year to the Adjacent State and 
any other producing State or States with a 
leased tract within its Adjacent Zone par-
tially or completely beyond 100 miles of its 
coastline that generated royalties during the 
fiscal year, if the other producing State or 
States have a coastline point within 300 
miles of any portion of the leased tract, in 
which case the amount allocated for the 
leased tract shall be— 

‘‘(i) one-third to the Adjacent State; and 
‘‘(ii) two-thirds to each producing State, 

including the Adjacent State, inversely pro-

portional to the distance between the near-
est point on the coastline of the producing 
State and the geographic center of the leased 
tract. 

‘‘(d) TRANSMISSION OF ALLOCATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the end of each fiscal year, the Sec-
retary shall transmit— 

‘‘(A) to each State 60 percent of such 
State’s allocations under subsections 
(b)(5)(A), (b)(5)(B), (c)(4)(A), and (c)(4)(B) for 
the immediate prior fiscal year; 

‘‘(B) to each coastal county-equivalent and 
municipal political subdivisions of such 
State a total of 40 percent of such State’s al-
locations under subsections (b)(5)(A), 
(b)(5)(B), (c)(4)(A), and (c)(4)(B), together 
with all accrued interest thereon; and 

‘‘(C) the remaining allocations under sub-
sections (b)(5) and (c)(4), together with all 
accrued interest thereon. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATIONS TO COASTAL COUNTY- 
EQUIVALENT POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.—The 
Secretary shall make an initial allocation of 
the OCS Receipts to be shared under para-
graph (1)(B) as follows: 

‘‘(A) 25 percent shall be allocated to coast-
al county-equivalent political subdivisions 
that are completely more than 25 miles land-
ward of the coastline and at least a part of 
which lies not more than 75 miles landward 
from the coastline, with the allocation 
among such coastal county-equivalent polit-
ical subdivisions based on population. 

‘‘(B) 75 percent shall be allocated to coast-
al county-equivalent political subdivisions 
that are completely or partially less than 25 
miles landward of the coastline, with the al-
location among such coastal county-equiva-
lent political subdivisions to be further allo-
cated as follows: 

‘‘(i) 25 percent shall be allocated based on 
the ratio of such coastal county-equivalent 
political subdivision’s population to the 
coastal population of all coastal county- 
equivalent political subdivisions in the 
State. 

‘‘(ii) 25 percent shall be allocated based on 
the ratio of such coastal county-equivalent 
political subdivision’s coastline miles to the 
coastline miles of all coastal county-equiva-
lent political subdivisions in the State as 
calculated by the Secretary. In such calcula-
tions, coastal county-equivalent political 
subdivisions without a coastline shall be 
considered to have 50 percent of the average 
coastline miles of the coastal county-equiva-
lent political subdivisions that do have 
coastlines. 

‘‘(iii) 25 percent shall be allocated to all 
coastal county-equivalent political subdivi-
sions having a coastline point within 300 
miles of the leased tract for which OCS Re-
ceipts are being shared based on a formula 
that allocates the funds based on such coast-
al county-equivalent political subdivision’s 
relative distance from the leased tract. 

‘‘(iv) 25 percent shall be allocated to all 
coastal county-equivalent political subdivi-
sions having a coastline point within 300 
miles of the leased tract for which OCS Re-
ceipts are being shared based on the relative 
level of outer Continental Shelf oil and gas 
activities in a coastal political subdivision 
compared to the level of outer Continental 
Shelf activities in all coastal political sub-
divisions in the State. The Secretary shall 
define the term ‘outer Continental Shelf oil 
and gas activities’ for purposes of this sub-
paragraph to include, but not be limited to, 
construction of vessels, drillships, and plat-
forms involved in exploration, production, 
and development on the outer Continental 
Shelf; support and supply bases, ports, and 
related activities; offices of geologists, geo-
physicists, engineers, and other professionals 
involved in support of exploration, produc-
tion, and development of oil and gas on the 

outer Continental Shelf; pipelines and other 
means of transporting oil and gas production 
from the outer Continental Shelf; and proc-
essing and refining of oil and gas production 
from the outer Continental Shelf. For pur-
poses of this subparagraph, if a coastal coun-
ty-equivalent political subdivision does not 
have a coastline, its coastal point shall be 
the point on the coastline closest to it. 

‘‘(3) ALLOCATIONS TO COASTAL MUNICIPAL 
POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.—The initial alloca-
tion to each coastal county-equivalent polit-
ical subdivision under paragraph (2) shall be 
further allocated to the coastal county- 
equivalent political subdivision and any 
coastal municipal political subdivisions lo-
cated partially or wholly within the bound-
aries of the coastal county-equivalent polit-
ical subdivision as follows: 

‘‘(A) One-third shall be allocated to the 
coastal county-equivalent political subdivi-
sion. 

‘‘(B) Two-thirds shall be allocated on a per 
capita basis to the municipal political sub-
divisions and the county-equivalent political 
subdivision, with the allocation to the latter 
based upon its population not included with-
in the boundaries of a municipal political 
subdivision. 

‘‘(e) INVESTMENT OF DEPOSITS.—Amounts 
deposited under this section shall be invested 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in securi-
ties backed by the full faith and credit of the 
United States having maturities suitable to 
the needs of the account in which they are 
deposited and yielding the highest reason-
ably available interest rates as determined 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

‘‘(f) USE OF FUNDS.—A recipient of funds 
under this section may use the funds for one 
or more of the following: 

‘‘(1) To reduce in-State college tuition at 
public institutions of higher learning and 
otherwise support public education, includ-
ing career technical education. 

‘‘(2) To make transportation infrastructure 
improvements. 

‘‘(3) To reduce taxes. 
‘‘(4) To promote, fund, and provide for— 
‘‘(A) coastal or environmental restoration; 
‘‘(B) fish, wildlife, and marine life habitat 

enhancement; 
‘‘(C) waterways construction and mainte-

nance; 
‘‘(D) levee construction and maintenance 

and shore protection; and 
‘‘(E) marine and oceanographic education 

and research. 
‘‘(5) To promote, fund, and provide for— 
‘‘(A) infrastructure associated with energy 

production activities conducted on the outer 
Continental Shelf; 

‘‘(B) energy demonstration projects; 
‘‘(C) supporting infrastructure for shore- 

based energy projects; 
‘‘(D) State geologic programs, including 

geologic mapping and data storage programs, 
and State geophysical data acquisition; 

‘‘(E) State seismic monitoring programs, 
including operation of monitoring stations; 

‘‘(F) development of oil and gas resources 
through enhanced recovery techniques; 

‘‘(G) alternative energy development, in-
cluding bio fuels, coal-to-liquids, oil shale, 
tar sands, geothermal, geopressure, wind, 
waves, currents, hydro, and other renewable 
energy; 

‘‘(H) energy efficiency and conservation 
programs; and 

‘‘(I) front-end engineering and design for 
facilities that produce liquid fuels from hy-
drocarbons and other biological matter. 

‘‘(6) To promote, fund, and provide for— 
‘‘(A) historic preservation programs and 

projects; 
‘‘(B) natural disaster planning and re-

sponse; and 
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‘‘(C) hurricane and natural disaster insur-

ance programs. 
‘‘(7) For any other purpose as determined 

by State law. 

‘‘(g) NO ACCOUNTING REQUIRED.—No recipi-
ent of funds under this section shall be re-
quired to account to the Federal Govern-
ment for the expenditure of such funds, ex-
cept as otherwise may be required by law. 
However, States may enact legislation pro-
viding for accounting for and auditing of 
such expenditures. Further, funds allocated 
under this section to States and political 
subdivisions may be used as matching funds 
for other Federal programs. 

‘‘(h) EFFECT OF FUTURE LAWS.—Enactment 
of any future Federal statute that has the ef-
fect, as determined by the Secretary, of re-
stricting any Federal agency from spending 
appropriated funds, or otherwise preventing 
it from fulfilling its pre-existing responsibil-
ities as of the date of enactment of the stat-
ute, unless such responsibilities have been 
reassigned to another Federal agency by the 
statute with no prevention of performance, 
to issue any permit or other approval im-
pacting on the OCS oil and gas leasing pro-
gram, or any lease issued thereunder, or to 
implement any provision of this Act shall 
automatically prohibit any sharing of OCS 
Receipts under this section directly with the 
States, and their coastal political subdivi-
sions, for the duration of the restriction. The 
Secretary shall make the determination of 
the existence of such restricting effects with-
in 30 days of a petition by any outer Conti-
nental Shelf lessee or producing State. 

‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COASTAL COUNTY-EQUIVALENT POLITICAL 

SUBDIVISION.—The term ‘coastal county- 
equivalent political subdivision’ means a po-
litical jurisdiction immediately below the 
level of State government, including a coun-
ty, parish, borough in Alaska, independent 
municipality not part of a county, parish, or 
borough in Alaska, or other equivalent sub-
division of a coastal State, that lies within 
the coastal zone. 

‘‘(2) COASTAL MUNICIPAL POLITICAL SUBDIVI-
SION.—The term ‘coastal municipal political 
subdivision’ means a municipality located 
within and part of a county, parish, borough 
in Alaska, or other equivalent subdivision of 
a State, all or part of which coastal munic-
ipal political subdivision lies within the 
coastal zone. 

‘‘(3) COASTAL POPULATION.—The term 
‘coastal population’ means the population of 
all coastal county-equivalent political sub-
divisions, as determined by the most recent 
official data of the Census Bureau. 

‘‘(4) COASTAL ZONE.—The term ‘coastal 
zone’ means that portion of a coastal State, 
including the entire territory of any coastal 
county-equivalent political subdivision at 
least a part of which lies, within 75 miles 
landward from the coastline, or a greater 
distance as determined by State law enacted 
to implement this section. 

‘‘(5) BONUS BIDS.—The term ‘bonus bids’ 
means all funds received by the Secretary to 
issue an outer Continental Shelf minerals 
lease. 

‘‘(6) ROYALTIES.—The term ‘royalties’ 
means all funds received by the Secretary 
from production of oil or natural gas, or the 
sale of production taken in-kind, from an 
outer Continental Shelf minerals lease. 

‘‘(7) PRODUCING STATE.—The term ‘pro-
ducing State’ means an Adjacent State hav-
ing an Adjacent Zone containing leased 
tracts from which OCS Receipts were de-
rived. 

‘‘(8) OCS RECEIPTS.—The term ‘OCS Re-
ceipts’ means bonus bids, royalties, and con-
servation of resources fees.’’. 

SEC. 111. RESERVATION OF LANDS AND RIGHTS. 
Section 12 of the Outer Continental Shelf 

Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1341) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a) by adding at the end 

the following: ‘‘The President may partially 
or completely revise or revoke any prior 
withdrawal made by the President under the 
authority of this section. The President may 
not revise or revoke a withdrawal that is ex-
tended by a State under subsection (h), nor 
may the President withdraw from leasing 
any area for which a State failed to prohibit, 
or petition to prohibit, leasing under sub-
section (g). Further, in the area of the outer 
Continental Shelf more than 100 miles from 
any coastline, not more than 25 percent of 
the acreage of any OCS Planning Area may 
be withdrawn from leasing under this section 
at any point in time. A withdrawal by the 
President may be for a term not to exceed 10 
years. When considering potential uses of the 
outer Continental Shelf, to the maximum ex-
tent possible, the President shall accommo-
date competing interests and potential 
uses.’’; 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(g) AVAILABILITY FOR LEASING WITHIN 

CERTAIN AREAS OF THE OUTER CONTINENTAL 
SHELF.— 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITION AGAINST LEASING.— 
‘‘(A) UNAVAILABLE FOR LEASING WITHOUT 

STATE REQUEST.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, from and after en-
actment of the Deep Ocean Energy Resources 
Act of 2008, the Secretary shall not offer for 
leasing for oil and gas, or natural gas, any 
area within 50 miles of the coastline that 
was withdrawn from disposition by leasing in 
the Atlantic OCS Region or the Pacific OCS 
Region, or the Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 
Eastern Planning Area, as depicted on the 
maps referred to in this subparagraph, under 
the ‘Memorandum on Withdrawal of Certain 
Areas of the United States Outer Conti-
nental Shelf from Leasing Disposition’, 34 
Weekly Comp. Pres. Doc. 1111, dated June 12, 
1998, or any area within 50 miles of the coast-
line not withdrawn under that Memorandum 
that is included within the Gulf of Mexico 
OCS Region Eastern Planning Area as indi-
cated on the map entitled ‘Gulf of Mexico 
OCS Region State Adjacent Zones and OCS 
Planning Areas’ or the Florida Straits Plan-
ning Area as indicated on the map entitled 
‘Atlantic OCS Region State Adjacent Zones 
and OCS Planning Areas’, both of which are 
dated September 2005 and on file in the Office 
of the Director, Minerals Management Serv-
ice. 

‘‘(B) AREAS BETWEEN 50 AND 100 MILES FROM 
THE COASTLINE.—Unless an Adjacent State 
petitions under subsection (h) within one 
year after the date of the enactment of the 
Deep Ocean Energy Resources Act of 2008 for 
natural gas leasing or by June 30, 2010, for oil 
and gas leasing, the Secretary shall offer for 
leasing any area more than 50 miles but less 
than 100 miles from the coastline that was 
withdrawn from disposition by leasing in the 
Atlantic OCS Region, the Pacific OCS Re-
gion, or the Gulf of Mexico OCS Region East-
ern Planning Area, as depicted on the maps 
referred to in this subparagraph, under the 
‘Memorandum on Withdrawal of Certain 
Areas of the United States Outer Conti-
nental Shelf from Leasing Disposition’, 34 
Weekly Comp. Pres. Doc. 1111, dated June 12, 
1998, or any area more than 50 miles but less 
than 100 miles of the coastline not with-
drawn under that Memorandum that is in-
cluded within the Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 
Eastern Planning Area as indicated on the 
map entitled ‘Gulf of Mexico OCS Region 
State Adjacent Zones and OCS Planning 
Areas’ or within the Florida Straits Plan-
ning Area as indicated on the map entitled 
‘Atlantic OCS Region State Adjacent Zones 
and OCS Planning Areas’, both of which are 

dated September 2005 and on file in the Office 
of the Director, Minerals Management Serv-
ice. 

‘‘(2) PETITION FOR LEASING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Governor of the 

State, upon concurrence of its legislature, 
may submit to the Secretary a petition re-
questing that the Secretary make available 
any area that is within the State’s Adjacent 
Zone, included within the provisions of para-
graph (1), and that (i) is greater than 25 
miles from any point on the coastline of a 
Neighboring State for the conduct of off-
shore leasing, pre-leasing, and related activi-
ties with respect to natural gas leasing; or 
(ii) is greater than 50 miles from any point 
on the coastline of a Neighboring State for 
the conduct of offshore leasing, pre-leasing, 
and related activities with respect to oil and 
gas leasing. The Adjacent State may also pe-
tition for leasing any other area within its 
Adjacent Zone if leasing is allowed in the 
similar area of the Adjacent Zone of the ap-
plicable Neighboring State, or if not allowed, 
if the Neighboring State, acting through its 
Governor, expresses its concurrence with the 
petition. The Secretary shall only consider 
such a petition upon making a finding that 
leasing is allowed in the similar area of the 
Adjacent Zone of the applicable Neighboring 
State or upon receipt of the concurrence of 
the Neighboring State. The date of receipt 
by the Secretary of such concurrence by the 
Neighboring State shall constitute the date 
of receipt of the petition for that area for 
which the concurrence applies. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATIONS ON LEASING.—In its peti-
tion, a State with an Adjacent Zone that 
contains leased tracts may condition new 
leasing for oil and gas, or natural gas for 
tracts within 25 miles of the coastline by— 

‘‘(i) requiring a net reduction in the num-
ber of production platforms; 

‘‘(ii) requiring a net increase in the aver-
age distance of production platforms from 
the coastline; 

‘‘(iii) limiting permanent surface occu-
pancy on new leases to areas that are more 
than 10 miles from the coastline; 

‘‘(iv) limiting some tracts to being pro-
duced from shore or from platforms located 
on other tracts; or 

‘‘(v) other conditions that the Adjacent 
State may deem appropriate as long as the 
Secretary does not determine that produc-
tion is made economically or technically im-
practicable or otherwise impossible. 

‘‘(C) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—Not later than 
90 days after receipt of a petition under sub-
paragraph (A), the Secretary shall approve 
the petition, unless the Secretary deter-
mines that leasing the area would probably 
cause serious harm or damage to the marine 
resources of the State’s Adjacent Zone. Prior 
to approving the petition, the Secretary 
shall complete an environmental assessment 
that documents the anticipated environ-
mental effects of leasing in the area included 
within the scope of the petition. 

‘‘(D) FAILURE TO ACT.—If the Secretary 
fails to approve or deny a petition in accord-
ance with subparagraph (C) the petition shall 
be considered to be approved 90 days after re-
ceipt of the petition. 

‘‘(E) AMENDMENT OF THE 5-YEAR LEASING 
PROGRAM.—Notwithstanding section 18, with-
in 180 days of the approval of a petition 
under subparagraph (C) or (D), after the expi-
ration of the time limits in paragraph (1)(B), 
the Secretary shall amend the current 5- 
Year Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas 
Leasing Program to include a lease sale or 
sales for at least 75 percent of the associated 
areas, unless there are, from the date of ap-
proval, expiration of such time limits, as ap-
plicable, fewer than 12 months remaining in 
the current 5-Year Leasing Program in 
which case the Secretary shall include the 
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associated areas within lease sales under the 
next 5-Year Leasing Program. For purposes 
of amending the 5-Year Program in accord-
ance with this section, further consultations 
with States shall not be required. For pur-
poses of this section, an environmental as-
sessment performed under the provisions of 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 to assess the effects of approving the pe-
tition shall be sufficient to amend the 5-Year 
Leasing Program. 

‘‘(h) OPTION TO EXTEND WITHDRAWAL FROM 
LEASING WITHIN CERTAIN AREAS OF THE 
OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF.—A State, 
through its Governor and upon the concur-
rence of its legislature, may extend for a pe-
riod of time of up to 5 years for each exten-
sion the withdrawal from leasing for all or 
part of any area within the State’s Adjacent 
Zone located more than 50 miles, but less 
than 100 miles, from the coastline that is 
subject to subsection (g)(1)(B). A State may 
extend multiple times for any particular 
area but not more than once per calendar 
year for any particular area. A State must 
prepare separate extensions, with separate 
votes by its legislature, for oil and gas leas-
ing and for natural gas leasing. An extension 
by a State may affect some areas to be with-
drawn from all leasing and some areas to be 
withdrawn only from one type of leasing. 

‘‘(i) EFFECT OF OTHER LAWS.—Adoption by 
any Adjacent State of any constitutional 
provision, or enactment of any State stat-
ute, that has the effect, as determined by the 
Secretary, of restricting either the Governor 
or the Legislature, or both, from exercising 
full discretion related to subsection (g) or 
(h), or both, shall automatically (1) prohibit 
any sharing of OCS Receipts under this Act 
with the Adjacent State, and its coastal po-
litical subdivisions, and (2) prohibit the Ad-
jacent State from exercising any authority 
under subsection (h), for the duration of the 
restriction. The Secretary shall make the de-
termination of the existence of such restrict-
ing constitutional provision or State statute 
within 30 days of a petition by any outer 
Continental Shelf lessee or coastal State. 

‘‘(j) PROHIBITION ON LEASING EAST OF THE 
MILITARY MISSION LINE.— 

‘‘(1) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, from and after the enactment of the 
Deep Ocean Energy Resources Act of 2008, 
prior to January 1, 2022, no area of the outer 
Continental Shelf located in the Gulf of Mex-
ico east of the military mission line may be 
offered for leasing for oil and gas or natural 
gas unless a waiver is issued by the Sec-
retary of Defense. If such a waiver is grant-
ed, 62.5 percent of the OCS Receipts from a 
lease within such area issued because of such 
waiver shall be paid annually to the National 
Guards of all States having a point within 
1000 miles of such a lease, allocated among 
the States on a per capita basis using the en-
tire population of such States. 

‘‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘military 
mission line’ means a line located at 86 de-
grees, 41 minutes West Longitude, and ex-
tending south from the coast of Florida to 
the outer boundary of United States terri-
torial waters in the Gulf of Mexico.’’. 
SEC. 112. OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LEASING 

PROGRAM. 
Section 18 of the Outer Continental Shelf 

Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1344) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 

of paragraph (3) the following: ‘‘The Sec-
retary shall, in each 5-Year Program, include 
lease sales that when viewed as a whole pro-
pose to offer for oil and gas or natural gas 
leasing at least 75 percent of the available 
unleased acreage within each OCS Planning 
Area. Available unleased acreage is that por-
tion of the outer Continental Shelf that is 
not under lease at the time of the proposed 
lease sale, and has not otherwise been made 
unavailable for leasing by law.’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking so much as 
precedes paragraph (3) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c)(1) During the preparation of any pro-
posed leasing program under this section, 
the Secretary shall consider and analyze 
leasing throughout the entire outer Conti-
nental Shelf without regard to any other law 
affecting such leasing. During this prepara-
tion the Secretary shall invite and consider 
suggestions from any interested Federal 
agency, including the Attorney General, in 
consultation with the Federal Trade Com-
mission, and from the Governor of any coast-
al State. The Secretary may also invite or 
consider any suggestions from the executive 
of any local government in a coastal State 
that have been previously submitted to the 
Governor of such State, and from any other 
person. Further, the Secretary shall consult 
with the Secretary of Defense regarding 
military operational needs in the outer Con-
tinental Shelf. The Secretary shall work 
with the Secretary of Defense to resolve any 
conflicts that might arise regarding offering 
any area of the outer Continental Shelf for 
oil and gas or natural gas leasing. If the Sec-
retaries are not able to resolve all such con-
flicts, any unresolved issues shall be ele-
vated to the President for resolution. 

‘‘(2) After the consideration and analysis 
required by paragraph (1), including the con-
sideration of the suggestions received from 
any interested Federal agency, the Federal 
Trade Commission, the Governor of any 
coastal State, any local government of a 
coastal State, and any other person, the Sec-
retary shall publish in the Federal Register 
a proposed leasing program accompanied by 
a draft environmental impact statement pre-
pared pursuant to the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969. After the pub-
lishing of the proposed leasing program and 
during the comment period provided for on 
the draft environmental impact statement, 
the Secretary shall submit a copy of the pro-
posed program to the Governor of each af-
fected State for review and comment. The 
Governor may solicit comments from those 
executives of local governments in the Gov-
ernor’s State that the Governor, in the dis-
cretion of the Governor, determines will be 
affected by the proposed program. If any 
comment by such Governor is received by 
the Secretary at least 15 days prior to sub-
mission to the Congress pursuant to para-
graph (3) and includes a request for any 
modification of such proposed program, the 
Secretary shall reply in writing, granting or 
denying such request in whole or in part, or 
granting such request in such modified form 
as the Secretary considers appropriate, and 
stating the Secretary’s reasons therefor. All 
such correspondence between the Secretary 
and the Governor of any affected State, to-
gether with any additional information and 
data relating thereto, shall accompany such 
proposed program when it is submitted to 
the Congress.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(i) PROJECTION OF STATE ADJACENT ZONE 

RESOURCES AND STATE AND LOCAL GOVERN-
MENT SHARES OF OCS RECEIPTS.—Concurrent 
with the publication of the scoping notice at 
the beginning of the development of each 5- 
Year Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas 
Leasing Program, or as soon thereafter as 
possible, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) provide to each Adjacent State a cur-
rent estimate of proven and potential oil and 
gas resources located within the State’s Ad-
jacent Zone; and 

‘‘(2) provide to each Adjacent State, and 
coastal political subdivisions thereof, a best- 
efforts projection of the OCS Receipts that 
the Secretary expects will be shared with 
each Adjacent State, and its coastal political 
subdivisions, using the assumption that the 

unleased tracts within the State’s Adjacent 
Zone are fully made available for leasing, in-
cluding long-term projected OCS Receipts. In 
addition, the Secretary shall include a mac-
roeconomic estimate of the impact of such 
leasing on the national economy and each 
State’s economy, including investment, jobs, 
revenues, personal income, and other cat-
egories.’’. 
SEC. 113. COORDINATION WITH ADJACENT 

STATES. 
Section 19 of the Outer Continental Shelf 

Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1345) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a) in the first sentence by 

inserting ‘‘, for any tract located within the 
Adjacent State’s Adjacent Zone,’’ after ‘‘gov-
ernment’’; and 

(2) by adding the following: 
‘‘(f)(1) No Federal agency may permit or 

otherwise approve, without the concurrence 
of the Adjacent State, the construction of a 
crude oil or petroleum products (or both) 
pipeline within the part of the Adjacent 
State’s Adjacent Zone that is withdrawn 
from oil and gas or natural gas leasing, ex-
cept that such a pipeline may be approved, 
without such Adjacent State’s concurrence, 
to pass through such Adjacent Zone if at 
least 50 percent of the production projected 
to be carried by the pipeline within its first 
10 years of operation is from areas of the Ad-
jacent State’s Adjacent Zone. 

‘‘(2) No State may prohibit the construc-
tion within its Adjacent Zone or its State 
waters of a natural gas pipeline that will 
transport natural gas produced from the 
outer Continental Shelf. However, an Adja-
cent State may prevent a proposed natural 
gas pipeline landing location if it proposes 
two alternate landing locations in the Adja-
cent State, acceptable to the Adjacent State, 
located within 50 miles on either side of the 
proposed landing location.’’. 
SEC. 114. ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES. 

Section 20(d) of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1346) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(d)’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) For all programs, lease sales, leases, 

and actions under this Act, the following 
shall apply regarding the application of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969: 

‘‘(A) Granting or directing lease suspen-
sions and the conduct of all preliminary ac-
tivities on outer Continental Shelf tracts, in-
cluding seismic activities, are categorically 
excluded from the need to prepare either an 
environmental assessment or an environ-
mental impact statement, and the Secretary 
shall not be required to analyze whether any 
exceptions to a categorical exclusion apply 
for activities conducted under the authority 
of this Act. 

‘‘(B) The environmental impact statement 
developed in support of each 5-Year Oil and 
Gas Leasing Program provides the environ-
mental analysis for all lease sales to be con-
ducted under the program and such sales 
shall not be subject to further environmental 
analysis. 

‘‘(C) Exploration plans shall not be subject 
to any requirement to prepare an environ-
mental impact statement, and the Secretary 
may find that exploration plans are eligible 
for categorical exclusion due to the impacts 
already being considered within an environ-
mental impact statement or due to mitiga-
tion measures included within the plan. 

‘‘(D) Within each OCS Planning Area, after 
the preparation of the first development and 
production plan environmental impact state-
ment for a leased tract within the Area, fu-
ture development and production plans for 
leased tracts within the Area shall only re-
quire the preparation of an environmental 
assessment unless the most recent develop-
ment and production plan environmental im-
pact statement within the Area was finalized 
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more than 10 years prior to the date of the 
approval of the plan, in which case an envi-
ronmental impact statement shall be re-
quired.’’. 
SEC. 115. TERMINATION OF EFFECT OF LAWS 

PROHIBITING THE SPENDING OF AP-
PROPRIATED FUNDS FOR CERTAIN 
PURPOSES. 

All provisions of existing Federal law pro-
hibiting the spending of appropriated funds 
to conduct oil and natural gas leasing and 
preleasing activities, or to issue a lease to 
any person, for any area of the outer Conti-
nental Shelf shall have no force or effect. 
SEC. 116. OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF INCOM-

PATIBLE USE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—No Federal agency may 

permit construction or operation (or both) of 
any facility, or designate or maintain a re-
stricted transportation corridor or operating 
area on the Federal outer Continental Shelf 
or in State waters, that will be incompatible 
with, as determined by the Secretary of the 
Interior, oil and gas or natural gas leasing 
and substantially full exploration and pro-
duction of tracts that are geologically pro-
spective for oil or natural gas (or both). 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to any facility, transportation cor-
ridor, or operating area the construction, op-
eration, designation, or maintenance of 
which is or will be— 

(1) located in an area of the outer Conti-
nental Shelf that is unavailable for oil and 
gas or natural gas leasing by operation of 
law; 

(2) used for a military readiness activity 
(as defined in section 315(f) of Public Law 
107–314; 16 U.S.C. 703 note); or 

(3) required in the national interest, as de-
termined by the President. 
SEC. 117. REPURCHASE OF CERTAIN LEASES. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO REPURCHASE AND CANCEL 
CERTAIN LEASES.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall repurchase and cancel any Federal 
oil and gas, geothermal, coal, oil shale, tar 
sands, or other mineral lease, whether on-
shore or offshore, but not including any 
outer Continental Shelf oil and gas leases 
that were subject to litigation in the Court 
of Federal Claims on January 1, 2006, if the 
Secretary finds that such lease qualifies for 
repurchase and cancellation under the regu-
lations authorized by this section. 

(b) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 365 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall publish a final regulation 
stating the conditions under which a lease 
referred to in subsection (a) would qualify 
for repurchase and cancellation, and the 
process to be followed regarding repurchase 
and cancellation. Such regulation shall in-
clude, but not be limited to, the following: 

(1) The Secretary shall repurchase and can-
cel a lease after written request by the lessee 
upon a finding by the Secretary that— 

(A) a request by the lessee for a required 
permit or other approval complied with ap-
plicable law, except the Coastal Zone Man-
agement Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.), 
and terms of the lease and such permit or 
other approval was denied; 

(B) a Federal agency failed to act on a re-
quest by the lessee for a required permit, 
other approval, or administrative appeal 
within a regulatory or statutory time-frame 
associated with the requested action, wheth-
er advisory or mandatory, or if none, within 
180 days; or 

(C) a Federal agency attached a condition 
of approval, without agreement by the les-
see, to a required permit or other approval if 
such condition of approval was not mandated 
by Federal statute or regulation in effect on 
the date of lease issuance, or was not specifi-
cally allowed under the terms of the lease. 

(2) A lessee shall not be required to ex-
haust administrative remedies regarding a 

permit request, administrative appeal, or 
other required request for approval for the 
purposes of this section. 

(3) The Secretary shall make a final agen-
cy decision on a request by a lessee under 
this section within 180 days of request. 

(4) Compensation to a lessee to repurchase 
and cancel a lease under this section shall be 
the amount that a lessee would receive in a 
restitution case for a material breach of con-
tract. 

(5) Compensation shall be in the form of a 
check or electronic transfer from the De-
partment of the Treasury from funds depos-
ited into miscellaneous receipts under the 
authority of the same Act that authorized 
the issuance of the lease being repurchased. 

(6) Failure of the Secretary to make a final 
agency decision on a request by a lessee 
under this section within 180 days of request 
shall result in a 10 percent increase in the 
compensation due to the lessee if the lease is 
ultimately repurchased. 

(c) NO PREJUDICE.—This section shall not 
be interpreted to prejudice any other rights 
that the lessee would have in the absence of 
this section. 
SEC. 118. OFFSITE ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGA-

TION. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, any person conducting activities under 
the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et 
seq.), the Geothermal Steam Act (30 U.S.C. 
1001 et seq.), the Mineral Leasing Act for Ac-
quired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), the 
Weeks Act (16 U.S.C. 552 et seq.), the General 
Mining Act of 1872 (30 U.S.C. 22 et seq.), the 
Materials Act of 1947 (30 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
or the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), may in satisfying any 
mitigation requirements associated with 
such activities propose mitigation measures 
on a site away from the area impacted and 
the Secretary of the Interior shall accept 
these proposed measures if the Secretary 
finds that they generally achieve the pur-
poses for which mitigation measures apper-
tained. 
SEC. 119. OCS REGIONAL HEADQUARTERS. 

Not later than July 1, 2010, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall establish the head-
quarters for the Atlantic OCS Region, the 
headquarters for the Gulf of Mexico OCS Re-
gion, and the headquarters for the Pacific 
OCS Region within a State bordering the At-
lantic OCS Region, a State bordering the 
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region, and a State bor-
dering the Pacific OCS Region, respectively, 
from among the States bordering those Re-
gions, that petitions by no later than Janu-
ary 1, 2010, for leasing, for oil and gas or nat-
ural gas, covering at least 40 percent of the 
area of its Adjacent Zone within 100 miles of 
the coastline. Such Atlantic and Pacific OCS 
Regions headquarters shall be located within 
25 miles of the coastline and each MMS OCS 
regional headquarters shall be the perma-
nent duty station for all Minerals Manage-
ment Service personnel that on a daily basis 
spend on average 60 percent or more of their 
time in performance of duties in support of 
the activities of the respective Region, ex-
cept that the Minerals Management Service 
may house regional inspection staff in other 
locations. Each OCS Region shall each be led 
by a Regional Director who shall be an em-
ployee within the Senior Executive Service. 
SEC. 120. LEASES FOR AREAS LOCATED WITHIN 

100 MILES OF CALIFORNIA OR FLOR-
IDA. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION TO CANCEL AND EX-
CHANGE CERTAIN EXISTING OIL AND GAS 
LEASES; PROHIBITION ON SUBMITTAL OF EX-
PLORATION PLANS FOR CERTAIN LEASES PRIOR 
TO JUNE 30, 2012.— 

(1) AUTHORITY.—Within 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the lessee of 

an existing oil and gas lease for an area lo-
cated completely within 100 miles of the 
coastline within the California or Florida 
Adjacent Zones shall have the option, with-
out compensation, of exchanging such lease 
for a new oil and gas lease having a primary 
term of 5 years. For the area subject to the 
new lease, the lessee may select any un-
leased tract on the outer Continental Shelf 
that is in an area available for leasing. Fur-
ther, with the permission of the relevant 
Governor, such a lessee may convert its ex-
isting oil and gas lease into a natural gas 
lease having a primary term of 5 years and 
covering the same area as the existing lease 
or another area within the same State’s Ad-
jacent Zone within 100 miles of the coastline. 

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESS.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior shall establish a rea-
sonable administrative process to implement 
paragraph (1). Exchanges and conversions 
under subsection (a), including the issuance 
of new leases, shall not be considered to be 
major Federal actions for purposes of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). Further, such actions 
conducted in accordance with this section 
are deemed to be in compliance all provi-
sions of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands 
Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.). 

(3) OPERATING RESTRICTIONS.—A new lease 
issued in exchange for an existing lease 
under this section shall be subject to such 
national defense operating stipulations on 
the OCS tract covered by the new lease as 
may be applicable upon issuance. 

(4) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give pri-
ority in the lease exchange process based on 
the amount of the original bonus bid paid for 
the issuance of each lease to be exchanged. 
The Secretary shall allow leases covering 
partial tracts to be exchanged for leases cov-
ering full tracts conditioned upon payment 
of additional bonus bids on a per-acre basis 
as determined by the average per acre of the 
original bonus bid per acre for the partial 
tract being exchanged. 

(5) EXPLORATION PLANS.—Any exploration 
plan submitted to the Secretary of the Inte-
rior after the date of the enactment of this 
Act and before July 1, 2012, for an oil and gas 
lease for an area wholly within 100 miles of 
the coastline within the California Adjacent 
Zone or Florida Adjacent Zone shall not be 
treated as received by the Secretary until 
the earlier of July 1, 2012, or the date on 
which a petition by the Adjacent State for 
oil and gas leasing covering the area within 
which is located the area subject to the oil 
and gas lease was approved. 

(b) FURTHER LEASE CANCELLATION AND EX-
CHANGE PROVISIONS.— 

(1) CANCELLATION OF LEASE.—As part of the 
lease exchange process under this section, 
the Secretary shall cancel a lease that is ex-
changed under this section. 

(2) CONSENT OF LESSEES.—All lessees hold-
ing an interest in a lease must consent to 
cancellation of their leasehold interests in 
order for the lease to be cancelled and ex-
changed under this section. 

(3) WAIVER OF RIGHTS.—As a prerequisite to 
the exchange of a lease under this section, 
the lessee must waive any rights to bring 
any litigation against the United States re-
lated to the transaction. 

(4) PLUGGING AND ABANDONMENT.—The 
plugging and abandonment requirements for 
any wells located on any lease to be can-
celled and exchanged under this section must 
be complied with by the lessees prior to the 
cancellation and exchange. 

(c) AREA PARTIALLY WITHIN 100 MILES OF 
FLORIDA.—An existing oil and gas lease for 
an area located partially within 100 miles of 
the coastline within the Florida Adjacent 
Zone may only be developed and produced 
using wells drilled from well-head locations 
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at least 100 miles from the coastline to any 
bottom-hole location on the area of the 
lease. This subsection shall not apply if Flor-
ida has petitioned for leasing closer to the 
coastline than 100 miles. 

(d) EXISTING OIL AND GAS LEASE DEFINED.— 
In this section the term ‘‘existing oil and gas 
lease’’ means an oil and gas lease in effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 121. COASTAL IMPACT ASSISTANCE. 

Section 31 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1356a) is repealed. 
SEC. 122. REPEAL OF THE GULF OF MEXICO EN-

ERGY SECURITY ACT OF 2006. 
The Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of 

2006 is repealed effective October 1, 2008. 
Subtitle B—ANWR 

SEC. 141. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Amer-

ican Energy Independence and Price Reduc-
tion Act’’. 
SEC. 142. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) COASTAL PLAIN.—The term ‘‘Coastal 

Plain’’ means that area described in appen-
dix I to part 37 of title 50, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’, ex-
cept as otherwise provided, means the Sec-
retary of the Interior or the Secretary’s des-
ignee. 
SEC. 143. LEASING PROGRAM FOR LANDS WITHIN 

THE COASTAL PLAIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall take 

such actions as are necessary— 
(1) to establish and implement, in accord-

ance with this subtitle and acting through 
the Director of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment in consultation with the Director of 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, 
a competitive oil and gas leasing program 
that will result in an environmentally sound 
program for the exploration, development, 
and production of the oil and gas resources 
of the Coastal Plain; and 

(2) to administer the provisions of this sub-
title through regulations, lease terms, condi-
tions, restrictions, prohibitions, stipula-
tions, and other provisions that ensure the 
oil and gas exploration, development, and 
production activities on the Coastal Plain 
will result in no significant adverse effect on 
fish and wildlife, their habitat, subsistence 
resources, and the environment, including, 
in furtherance of this goal, by requiring the 
application of the best commercially avail-
able technology for oil and gas exploration, 
development, and production to all explo-
ration, development, and production oper-
ations under this subtitle in a manner that 
ensures the receipt of fair market value by 
the public for the mineral resources to be 
leased. 

(b) REPEAL.— 
(1) REPEAL.—Section 1003 of the Alaska Na-

tional Interest Lands Conservation Act of 
1980 (16 U.S.C. 3143) is repealed. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 1 of such Act is amended 
by striking the item relating to section 1003. 

(c) COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS UNDER 
CERTAIN OTHER LAWS.— 

(1) COMPATIBILITY.—For purposes of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System Adminis-
tration Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 668dd et seq.), 
the oil and gas leasing program and activi-
ties authorized by this section in the Coastal 
Plain are deemed to be compatible with the 
purposes for which the Arctic National Wild-
life Refuge was established, and no further 
findings or decisions are required to imple-
ment this determination. 

(2) ADEQUACY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR’S LEGISLATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT STATEMENT.—The ‘‘Final Legislative 
Environmental Impact Statement’’ (April 

1987) on the Coastal Plain prepared pursuant 
to section 1002 of the Alaska National Inter-
est Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (16 U.S.C. 
3142) and section 102(2)(C) of the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)) is deemed to satisfy the require-
ments under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 that apply with respect to 
prelease activities, including actions author-
ized to be taken by the Secretary to develop 
and promulgate the regulations for the es-
tablishment of a leasing program authorized 
by this subtitle before the conduct of the 
first lease sale. 

(3) COMPLIANCE WITH NEPA FOR OTHER AC-
TIONS.—Before conducting the first lease sale 
under this subtitle, the Secretary shall pre-
pare an environmental impact statement 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 with respect to the actions au-
thorized by this subtitle that are not re-
ferred to in paragraph (2). Notwithstanding 
any other law, the Secretary is not required 
to identify nonleasing alternative courses of 
action or to analyze the environmental ef-
fects of such courses of action. The Sec-
retary shall only identify a preferred action 
for such leasing and a single leasing alter-
native, and analyze the environmental ef-
fects and potential mitigation measures for 
those two alternatives. The identification of 
the preferred action and related analysis for 
the first lease sale under this subtitle shall 
be completed within 18 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act. The Secretary 
shall only consider public comments that 
specifically address the Secretary’s preferred 
action and that are filed within 20 days after 
publication of an environmental analysis. 
Notwithstanding any other law, compliance 
with this paragraph is deemed to satisfy all 
requirements for the analysis and consider-
ation of the environmental effects of pro-
posed leasing under this subtitle. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO STATE AND LOCAL AU-
THORITY.—Nothing in this subtitle shall be 
considered to expand or limit State and local 
regulatory authority. 

(e) SPECIAL AREAS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, after con-

sultation with the State of Alaska, the city 
of Kaktovik, and the North Slope Borough, 
may designate up to a total of 45,000 acres of 
the Coastal Plain as a Special Area if the 
Secretary determines that the Special Area 
is of such unique character and interest so as 
to require special management and regu-
latory protection. The Secretary shall des-
ignate as such a Special Area the 
Sadlerochit Spring area, comprising approxi-
mately 4,000 acres. 

(2) MANAGEMENT.—Each such Special Area 
shall be managed so as to protect and pre-
serve the area’s unique and diverse character 
including its fish, wildlife, and subsistence 
resource values. 

(3) EXCLUSION FROM LEASING OR SURFACE 
OCCUPANCY.—The Secretary may exclude any 
Special Area from leasing. If the Secretary 
leases a Special Area, or any part thereof, 
for purposes of oil and gas exploration, devel-
opment, production, and related activities, 
there shall be no surface occupancy of the 
lands comprising the Special Area. 

(4) DIRECTIONAL DRILLING.—Notwith-
standing the other provisions of this sub-
section, the Secretary may lease all or a por-
tion of a Special Area under terms that per-
mit the use of horizontal drilling technology 
from sites on leases located outside the Spe-
cial Area. 

(f) LIMITATION ON CLOSED AREAS.—The Sec-
retary’s sole authority to close lands within 
the Coastal Plain to oil and gas leasing and 
to exploration, development, and production 
is that set forth in this subtitle. 

(g) REGULATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-
scribe such regulations as may be necessary 
to carry out this subtitle, including rules 
and regulations relating to protection of the 
fish and wildlife, their habitat, subsistence 
resources, and environment of the Coastal 
Plain, by no later than 15 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) REVISION OF REGULATIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall periodically review and, if ap-
propriate, revise the rules and regulations 
issued under subsection (a) to reflect any sig-
nificant biological, environmental, or engi-
neering data that come to the Secretary’s 
attention. 
SEC. 144. LEASE SALES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Lands may be leased pur-
suant to this subtitle to any person qualified 
to obtain a lease for deposits of oil and gas 
under the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 
et seq.). 

(b) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulation, establish procedures for— 

(1) receipt and consideration of sealed 
nominations for any area in the Coastal 
Plain for inclusion in, or exclusion (as pro-
vided in subsection (c)) from, a lease sale; 

(2) the holding of lease sales after such 
nomination process; and 

(3) public notice of and comment on des-
ignation of areas to be included in, or ex-
cluded from, a lease sale. 

(c) LEASE SALE BIDS.—Bidding for leases 
under this subtitle shall be by sealed com-
petitive cash bonus bids. 

(d) ACREAGE MINIMUM IN FIRST SALE.—In 
the first lease sale under this subtitle, the 
Secretary shall offer for lease those tracts 
the Secretary considers to have the greatest 
potential for the discovery of hydrocarbons, 
taking into consideration nominations re-
ceived pursuant to subsection (b)(1), but in 
no case less than 200,000 acres. 

(e) TIMING OF LEASE SALES.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(1) conduct the first lease sale under this 
subtitle within 22 months after the date of 
the enactment of this Act; 

(2) evaluate the bids in such sale and issue 
leases resulting from such sale, within 90 
days after the date of the completion of such 
sale; and 

(3) conduct additional sales so long as suf-
ficient interest in development exists to war-
rant, in the Secretary’s judgment, the con-
duct of such sales. 
SEC. 145. GRANT OF LEASES BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may grant 
to the highest responsible qualified bidder in 
a lease sale conducted pursuant to section 
144 any lands to be leased on the Coastal 
Plain upon payment by the lessee of such 
bonus as may be accepted by the Secretary. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT TRANSFERS.—No lease 
issued under this subtitle may be sold, ex-
changed, assigned, sublet, or otherwise 
transferred except with the approval of the 
Secretary. Prior to any such approval the 
Secretary shall consult with, and give due 
consideration to the views of, the Attorney 
General. 
SEC. 146. LEASE TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An oil or gas lease issued 
pursuant to this subtitle shall— 

(1) provide for the payment of a royalty of 
not less than 121⁄2 percent in amount or value 
of the production removed or sold from the 
lease, as determined by the Secretary under 
the regulations applicable to other Federal 
oil and gas leases; 

(2) provide that the Secretary may close, 
on a seasonal basis, portions of the Coastal 
Plain to exploratory drilling activities as 
necessary to protect caribou calving areas 
and other species of fish and wildlife; 

(3) require that the lessee of lands within 
the Coastal Plain shall be fully responsible 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00162 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7365 July 24, 2008 
and liable for the reclamation of lands with-
in the Coastal Plain and any other Federal 
lands that are adversely affected in connec-
tion with exploration, development, produc-
tion, or transportation activities conducted 
under the lease and within the Coastal Plain 
by the lessee or by any of the subcontractors 
or agents of the lessee; 

(4) provide that the lessee may not dele-
gate or convey, by contract or otherwise, the 
reclamation responsibility and liability to 
another person without the express written 
approval of the Secretary; 

(5) provide that the standard of reclama-
tion for lands required to be reclaimed under 
this subtitle shall be, as nearly as prac-
ticable, a condition capable of supporting 
the uses which the lands were capable of sup-
porting prior to any exploration, develop-
ment, or production activities, or upon appli-
cation by the lessee, to a higher or better use 
as approved by the Secretary; 

(6) contain terms and conditions relating 
to protection of fish and wildlife, their habi-
tat, subsistence resources, and the environ-
ment as required pursuant to section 
143(a)(2); 

(7) provide that the lessee, its agents, and 
its contractors use best efforts to provide a 
fair share, as determined by the level of obli-
gation previously agreed to in the 1974 agree-
ment implementing section 29 of the Federal 
Agreement and Grant of Right of Way for 
the Operation of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline, 
of employment and contracting for Alaska 
Natives and Alaska Native Corporations 
from throughout the State; 

(8) prohibit the export of oil produced 
under the lease; and 

(9) contain such other provisions as the 
Secretary determines necessary to ensure 
compliance with the provisions of this sub-
title and the regulations issued under this 
subtitle. 

(b) PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary, as a term and condition of each lease 
under this subtitle and in recognizing the 
Government’s proprietary interest in labor 
stability and in the ability of construction 
labor and management to meet the par-
ticular needs and conditions of projects to be 
developed under the leases issued pursuant 
to this subtitle and the special concerns of 
the parties to such leases, shall require that 
the lessee and its agents and contractors ne-
gotiate to obtain a project labor agreement 
for the employment of laborers and mechan-
ics on production, maintenance, and con-
struction under the lease. 
SEC. 147. COASTAL PLAIN ENVIRONMENTAL PRO-

TECTION. 
(a) NO SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE EFFECT 

STANDARD TO GOVERN AUTHORIZED COASTAL 
PLAIN ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary shall, con-
sistent with the requirements of section 143, 
administer the provisions of this subtitle 
through regulations, lease terms, conditions, 
restrictions, prohibitions, stipulations, and 
other provisions that— 

(1) ensure the oil and gas exploration, de-
velopment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, their habi-
tat, and the environment; 

(2) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion on all new exploration, development, 
and production operations; and 

(3) ensure that the maximum amount of 
surface acreage covered by production and 
support facilities, including airstrips and 
any areas covered by gravel berms or piers 
for support of pipelines, does not exceed 2,000 
acres on the Coastal Plain. 

(b) SITE-SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT AND MITIGA-
TION.—The Secretary shall also require, with 

respect to any proposed drilling and related 
activities, that— 

(1) a site-specific analysis be made of the 
probable effects, if any, that the drilling or 
related activities will have on fish and wild-
life, their habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment; 

(2) a plan be implemented to avoid, mini-
mize, and mitigate (in that order and to the 
extent practicable) any significant adverse 
effect identified under paragraph (1); and 

(3) the development of the plan shall occur 
after consultation with the agency or agen-
cies having jurisdiction over matters miti-
gated by the plan. 

(c) REGULATIONS TO PROTECT COASTAL 
PLAIN FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES, SUB-
SISTENCE USERS, AND THE ENVIRONMENT.—Be-
fore implementing the leasing program au-
thorized by this subtitle, the Secretary shall 
prepare and promulgate regulations, lease 
terms, conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, 
stipulations, and other measures designed to 
ensure that the activities undertaken on the 
Coastal Plain under this subtitle are con-
ducted in a manner consistent with the pur-
poses and environmental requirements of 
this subtitle. 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND OTHER REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The proposed regulations, lease 
terms, conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, 
and stipulations for the leasing program 
under this subtitle shall require compliance 
with all applicable provisions of Federal and 
State environmental law, and shall also re-
quire the following: 

(1) Standards at least as effective as the 
safety and environmental mitigation meas-
ures set forth in items 1 through 29 at pages 
167 through 169 of the ‘‘Final Legislative En-
vironmental Impact Statement’’ (April 1987) 
on the Coastal Plain. 

(2) Seasonal limitations on exploration, de-
velopment, and related activities, where nec-
essary, to avoid significant adverse effects 
during periods of concentrated fish and wild-
life breeding, denning, nesting, spawning, 
and migration. 

(3) That exploration activities, except for 
surface geological studies, be limited to the 
period between approximately November 1 
and May 1 each year and that exploration ac-
tivities shall be supported, if necessary, by 
ice roads, winter trails with adequate snow 
cover, ice pads, ice airstrips, and air trans-
port methods, except that such exploration 
activities may occur at other times if the 
Secretary finds that such exploration will 
have no significant adverse effect on the fish 
and wildlife, their habitat, and the environ-
ment of the Coastal Plain. 

(4) Design safety and construction stand-
ards for all pipelines and any access and 
service roads, that— 

(A) minimize, to the maximum extent pos-
sible, adverse effects upon the passage of mi-
gratory species such as caribou; and 

(B) minimize adverse effects upon the flow 
of surface water by requiring the use of cul-
verts, bridges, and other structural devices. 

(5) Prohibitions on general public access 
and use on all pipeline access and service 
roads. 

(6) Stringent reclamation and rehabilita-
tion requirements, consistent with the 
standards set forth in this subtitle, requiring 
the removal from the Coastal Plain of all oil 
and gas development and production facili-
ties, structures, and equipment upon comple-
tion of oil and gas production operations, ex-
cept that the Secretary may exempt from 
the requirements of this paragraph those fa-
cilities, structures, or equipment that the 
Secretary determines would assist in the 
management of the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge and that are donated to the United 
States for that purpose. 

(7) Appropriate prohibitions or restrictions 
on access by all modes of transportation. 

(8) Appropriate prohibitions or restrictions 
on sand and gravel extraction. 

(9) Consolidation of facility siting. 
(10) Appropriate prohibitions or restric-

tions on use of explosives. 
(11) Avoidance, to the extent practicable, 

of springs, streams, and river system; the 
protection of natural surface drainage pat-
terns, wetlands, and riparian habitats; and 
the regulation of methods or techniques for 
developing or transporting adequate supplies 
of water for exploratory drilling. 

(12) Avoidance or minimization of air traf-
fic-related disturbance to fish and wildlife. 

(13) Treatment and disposal of hazardous 
and toxic wastes, solid wastes, reserve pit 
fluids, drilling muds and cuttings, and do-
mestic wastewater, including an annual 
waste management report, a hazardous ma-
terials tracking system, and a prohibition on 
chlorinated solvents, in accordance with ap-
plicable Federal and State environmental 
law. 

(14) Fuel storage and oil spill contingency 
planning. 

(15) Research, monitoring, and reporting 
requirements. 

(16) Field crew environmental briefings. 
(17) Avoidance of significant adverse ef-

fects upon subsistence hunting, fishing, and 
trapping by subsistence users. 

(18) Compliance with applicable air and 
water quality standards. 

(19) Appropriate seasonal and safety zone 
designations around well sites, within which 
subsistence hunting and trapping shall be 
limited. 

(20) Reasonable stipulations for protection 
of cultural and archeological resources. 

(21) All other protective environmental 
stipulations, restrictions, terms, and condi-
tions deemed necessary by the Secretary. 

(e) CONSIDERATIONS.—In preparing and pro-
mulgating regulations, lease terms, condi-
tions, restrictions, prohibitions, and stipula-
tions under this section, the Secretary shall 
consider the following: 

(1) The stipulations and conditions that 
govern the National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska leasing program, as set forth in the 
1999 Northeast National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska Final Integrated Activity Plan/Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement. 

(2) The environmental protection stand-
ards that governed the initial Coastal Plain 
seismic exploration program under parts 
37.31 to 37.33 of title 50, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations. 

(3) The land use stipulations for explor-
atory drilling on the KIC–ASRC private 
lands that are set forth in Appendix 2 of the 
August 9, 1983, agreement between Arctic 
Slope Regional Corporation and the United 
States. 

(f) FACILITY CONSOLIDATION PLANNING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, after 

providing for public notice and comment, 
prepare and update periodically a plan to 
govern, guide, and direct the siting and con-
struction of facilities for the exploration, de-
velopment, production, and transportation of 
Coastal Plain oil and gas resources. 

(2) OBJECTIVES.—The plan shall have the 
following objectives: 

(A) Avoiding unnecessary duplication of fa-
cilities and activities. 

(B) Encouraging consolidation of common 
facilities and activities. 

(C) Locating or confining facilities and ac-
tivities to areas that will minimize impact 
on fish and wildlife, their habitat, and the 
environment. 

(D) Utilizing existing facilities wherever 
practicable. 

(E) Enhancing compatibility between wild-
life values and development activities. 
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(g) ACCESS TO PUBLIC LANDS.—The Sec-

retary shall— 
(1) manage public lands in the Coastal 

Plain subject to subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 811 of the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3121); and 

(2) ensure that local residents shall have 
reasonable access to public lands in the 
Coastal Plain for traditional uses. 
SEC. 148. EXPEDITED JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) FILING OF COMPLAINT.— 
(1) DEADLINE.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

any complaint seeking judicial review of any 
provision of this subtitle or any action of the 
Secretary under this subtitle shall be filed— 

(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
within the 90-day period beginning on the 
date of the action being challenged; or 

(B) in the case of a complaint based solely 
on grounds arising after such period, within 
90 days after the complainant knew or rea-
sonably should have known of the grounds 
for the complaint. 

(2) VENUE.—Any complaint seeking judicial 
review of any provision of this subtitle or 
any action of the Secretary under this sub-
title may be filed only in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Colum-
bia. 

(3) LIMITATION ON SCOPE OF CERTAIN RE-
VIEW.—Judicial review of a Secretarial deci-
sion to conduct a lease sale under this sub-
title, including the environmental analysis 
thereof, shall be limited to whether the Sec-
retary has complied with the terms of this 
subtitle and shall be based upon the adminis-
trative record of that decision. The Sec-
retary’s identification of a preferred course 
of action to enable leasing to proceed and 
the Secretary’s analysis of environmental ef-
fects under this subtitle shall be presumed to 
be correct unless shown otherwise by clear 
and convincing evidence to the contrary. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OTHER REVIEW.—Actions 
of the Secretary with respect to which re-
view could have been obtained under this 
section shall not be subject to judicial re-
view in any civil or criminal proceeding for 
enforcement. 
SEC. 149. FEDERAL AND STATE DISTRIBUTION OF 

REVENUES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, of the amount of ad-
justed bonus, rental, and royalty revenues 
from Federal oil and gas leasing and oper-
ations authorized under this subtitle— 

(1) 50 percent shall be paid to the State of 
Alaska; and 

(2) except as provided in section 152(d), 90 
percent of the balance shall be deposited into 
the American Renewable and Alternative 
Energy Trust Fund established by section 
331. 

(b) PAYMENTS TO ALASKA.—Payments to 
the State of Alaska under this section shall 
be made semiannually. 
SEC. 150. RIGHTS-OF-WAY ACROSS THE COASTAL 

PLAIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall issue 

rights-of-way and easements across the 
Coastal Plain for the transportation of oil 
and gas— 

(1) except as provided in paragraph (2), 
under section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(30 U.S.C. 185), without regard to title XI of 
the Alaska National Interest Lands Con-
servation Act (30 U.S.C. 3161 et seq.); and 

(2) under title XI of the Alaska National 
Interest Lands Conservation Act (30 U.S.C. 
3161 et seq.), for access authorized by sec-
tions 1110 and 1111 of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3170 
and 3171). 

(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Secretary 
shall include in any right-of-way or ease-
ment issued under subsection (a) such terms 
and conditions as may be necessary to en-
sure that transportation of oil and gas does 

not result in a significant adverse effect on 
the fish and wildlife, subsistence resources, 
their habitat, and the environment of the 
Coastal Plain, including requirements that 
facilities be sited or designed so as to avoid 
unnecessary duplication of roads and pipe-
lines. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in regulations under section 143(g) pro-
visions granting rights-of-way and ease-
ments described in subsection (a) of this sec-
tion. 
SEC. 151. CONVEYANCE. 

In order to maximize Federal revenues by 
removing clouds on title to lands and clari-
fying land ownership patterns within the 
Coastal Plain, the Secretary, notwith-
standing the provisions of section 1302(h)(2) 
of the Alaska National Interest Lands Con-
servation Act (16 U.S.C. 3192(h)(2)), shall con-
vey— 

(1) to the Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation 
the surface estate of the lands described in 
paragraph 1 of Public Land Order 6959, to the 
extent necessary to fulfill the Corporation’s 
entitlement under sections 12 and 14 of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43 
U.S.C. 1611 and 1613) in accordance with the 
terms and conditions of the Agreement be-
tween the Department of the Interior, the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, the 
Bureau of Land Management, and the 
Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation effective Jan-
uary 22, 1993; and 

(2) to the Arctic Slope Regional Corpora-
tion the remaining subsurface estate to 
which it is entitled pursuant to the August 9, 
1983, agreement between the Arctic Slope Re-
gional Corporation and the United States of 
America. 
SEC. 152. LOCAL GOVERNMENT IMPACT AID AND 

COMMUNITY SERVICE ASSISTANCE. 
(a) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may use 

amounts available from the Coastal Plain 
Local Government Impact Aid Assistance 
Fund established by subsection (d) to provide 
timely financial assistance to entities that 
are eligible under paragraph (2) and that are 
directly impacted by the exploration for or 
production of oil and gas on the Coastal 
Plain under this subtitle. 

(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The North Slope 
Borough, the City of Kaktovik, and any 
other borough, municipal subdivision, vil-
lage, or other community in the State of 
Alaska that is directly impacted by explo-
ration for, or the production of, oil or gas on 
the Coastal Plain under this subtitle, as de-
termined by the Secretary, shall be eligible 
for financial assistance under this section. 

(b) USE OF ASSISTANCE.—Financial assist-
ance under this section may be used only 
for— 

(1) planning for mitigation of the potential 
effects of oil and gas exploration and devel-
opment on environmental, social, cultural, 
recreational, and subsistence values; 

(2) implementing mitigation plans and 
maintaining mitigation projects; 

(3) developing, carrying out, and maintain-
ing projects and programs that provide new 
or expanded public facilities and services to 
address needs and problems associated with 
such effects, including fire-fighting, police, 
water, waste treatment, medivac, and med-
ical services; and 

(4) establishment of a coordination office, 
by the North Slope Borough, in the City of 
Kaktovik, which shall— 

(A) coordinate with and advise developers 
on local conditions, impact, and history of 
the areas utilized for development; and 

(B) provide to the Committee on Resources 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate an annual report on the status 

of coordination between developers and the 
communities affected by development. 

(c) APPLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Any community that is 

eligible for assistance under this section 
may submit an application for such assist-
ance to the Secretary, in such form and 
under such procedures as the Secretary may 
prescribe by regulation. 

(2) NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH COMMUNITIES.—A 
community located in the North Slope Bor-
ough may apply for assistance under this 
section either directly to the Secretary or 
through the North Slope Borough. 

(3) APPLICATION ASSISTANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall work closely with and assist the 
North Slope Borough and other communities 
eligible for assistance under this section in 
developing and submitting applications for 
assistance under this section. 

(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the 

Treasury the Coastal Plain Local Govern-
ment Impact Aid Assistance Fund. 

(2) USE.—Amounts in the fund may be used 
only for providing financial assistance under 
this section. 

(3) DEPOSITS.—Subject to paragraph (4), 
there shall be deposited into the fund 
amounts received by the United States as 
revenues derived from rents, bonuses, and 
royalties from Federal leases and lease sales 
authorized under this subtitle. 

(4) LIMITATION ON DEPOSITS.—The total 
amount in the fund may not exceed 
$11,000,000. 

(5) INVESTMENT OF BALANCES.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall invest amounts 
in the fund in interest bearing government 
securities. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
provide financial assistance under this sec-
tion there is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary from the Coastal Plain Local 
Government Impact Aid Assistance Fund 
$5,000,000 for each fiscal year. 

Subtitle C—Oil Shale 
SEC. 161. REPEAL. 

Section 433 of the Consolidated Appropria-
tions Act, 2008 is repealed. 

TITLE II—CONSERVATION AND 
EFFICIENCY 

Subtitle A—Tax Incentives for Fuel 
Efficiency 

SEC. 201. CREDIT FOR NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN 
ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart B of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 30D. NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC 

DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLES. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—There shall be 

allowed as a credit against the tax imposed 
by this chapter for the taxable year an 
amount equal to the sum of the credit 
amounts determined under subsection (b) 
with respect to each new qualified plug-in 
electric drive motor vehicle placed in service 
by the taxpayer during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) PER VEHICLE DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount determined 

under this subsection with respect to any 
new qualified plug-in electric drive motor ve-
hicle is the sum of the amounts determined 
under paragraphs (2) and (3) with respect to 
such vehicle. 

‘‘(2) BASE AMOUNT.—The amount deter-
mined under this paragraph is $3,000. 

‘‘(3) BATTERY CAPACITY.—In the case of a 
vehicle which draws propulsion energy from 
a battery with not less than 5 kilowatt hours 
of capacity, the amount determined under 
this paragraph is $200, plus $200 for each kilo-
watt hour of capacity in excess of 5 kilowatt 
hours. The amount determined under this 
paragraph shall not exceed $2,000. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00164 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7367 July 24, 2008 
‘‘(c) APPLICATION WITH OTHER CREDITS.— 
‘‘(1) BUSINESS CREDIT TREATED AS PART OF 

GENERAL BUSINESS CREDIT.—So much of the 
credit which would be allowed under sub-
section (a) for any taxable year (determined 
without regard to this subsection) that is at-
tributable to property of a character subject 
to an allowance for depreciation shall be 
treated as a credit listed in section 38(b) for 
such taxable year (and not allowed under 
subsection (a)). 

‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this 

title, the credit allowed under subsection (a) 
for any taxable year (determined after appli-
cation of paragraph (1)) shall be treated as a 
credit allowable under subpart A for such 
taxable year. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF 
TAX.—In the case of a taxable year to which 
section 26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit al-
lowed under subsection (a) for any taxable 
year (determined after application of para-
graph (1)) shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(i) the sum of the regular tax liability (as 
defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax imposed 
by section 55, over 

‘‘(ii) the sum of the credits allowable under 
subpart A (other than this section and sec-
tions 23 and 25D) and section 27 for the tax-
able year. 

‘‘(d) NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC 
DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLE.—For purposes of this 
section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘new qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle’ means a 
motor vehicle (as defined in section 
30(c)(2))— 

‘‘(A) the original use of which commences 
with the taxpayer, 

‘‘(B) which is acquired for use or lease by 
the taxpayer and not for resale, 

‘‘(C) which is made by a manufacturer, 
‘‘(D) which has a gross vehicle weight rat-

ing of less than 14,000 pounds, 
‘‘(E) which has received a certificate of 

conformity under the Clean Air Act and 
meets or exceeds the Bin 5 Tier II emission 
standard established in regulations pre-
scribed by the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency under section 
202(i) of the Clean Air Act for that make and 
model year vehicle, and 

‘‘(F) which is propelled to a significant ex-
tent by an electric motor which draws elec-
tricity from a battery which— 

‘‘(i) has a capacity of not less than 4 kilo-
watt hours, and 

‘‘(ii) is capable of being recharged from an 
external source of electricity. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The term ‘new qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle’ shall 
not include any vehicle which is not a pas-
senger automobile or light truck if such ve-
hicle has a gross vehicle weight rating of less 
than 8,500 pounds. 

‘‘(3) OTHER TERMS.—The terms ‘passenger 
automobile’, ‘light truck’, and ‘manufac-
turer’ have the meanings given such terms in 
regulations prescribed by the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency for 
purposes of the administration of title II of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7521 et seq.). 

‘‘(4) BATTERY CAPACITY.—The term ‘capac-
ity’ means, with respect to any battery, the 
quantity of electricity which the battery is 
capable of storing, expressed in kilowatt 
hours, as measured from a 100 percent state 
of charge to a 0 percent state of charge. 

‘‘(e) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF NEW QUALI-
FIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHI-
CLES ELIGIBLE FOR CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a new 
qualified plug-in electric drive motor vehicle 
sold during the phaseout period, only the ap-
plicable percentage of the credit otherwise 
allowable under subsection (a) shall be al-
lowed. 

‘‘(2) PHASEOUT PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the phaseout period is the 
period beginning with the second calendar 
quarter following the calendar quarter which 
includes the first date on which the number 
of new qualified plug-in electric drive motor 
vehicles manufactured by the manufacturer 
of the vehicle referred to in paragraph (1) 
sold for use in the United States after the 
date of the enactment of this section, is at 
least 60,000. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable per-
centage is— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent for the first 2 calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, 

‘‘(B) 25 percent for the 3d and 4th calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, and 

‘‘(C) 0 percent for each calendar quarter 
thereafter. 

‘‘(4) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—Rules similar to 
the rules of section 30B(f)(4) shall apply for 
purposes of this subsection. 

‘‘(f) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) BASIS REDUCTION.—The basis of any 

property for which a credit is allowable 
under subsection (a) shall be reduced by the 
amount of such credit (determined without 
regard to subsection (c)). 

‘‘(2) RECAPTURE.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulations, provide for recapturing the ben-
efit of any credit allowable under subsection 
(a) with respect to any property which ceases 
to be property eligible for such credit. 

‘‘(3) PROPERTY USED OUTSIDE UNITED 
STATES, ETC., NOT QUALIFIED.—No credit shall 
be allowed under subsection (a) with respect 
to any property referred to in section 50(b)(1) 
or with respect to the portion of the cost of 
any property taken into account under sec-
tion 179. 

‘‘(4) ELECTION NOT TO TAKE CREDIT.—No 
credit shall be allowed under subsection (a) 
for any vehicle if the taxpayer elects to not 
have this section apply to such vehicle. 

‘‘(5) PROPERTY USED BY TAX-EXEMPT ENTITY; 
INTERACTION WITH AIR QUALITY AND MOTOR VE-
HICLE SAFETY STANDARDS.—Rules similar to 
the rules of paragraphs (6) and (10) of section 
30B(h) shall apply for purposes of this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH ALTERNATIVE 
MOTOR VEHICLE CREDIT.—Section 30B(d)(3) of 
such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) EXCLUSION OF PLUG-IN VEHICLES.—Any 
vehicle with respect to which a credit is al-
lowable under section 30D (determined with-
out regard to subsection (c) thereof) shall 
not be taken into account under this sec-
tion.’’. 

(c) CREDIT MADE PART OF GENERAL BUSI-
NESS CREDIT.—Section 38(b) of such Code is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ each place it appears 
at the end of any paragraph, 

(2) by striking ‘‘plus’’ each place it appears 
at the end of any paragraph, 

(3) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (31) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(32) the portion of the new qualified plug- 
in electric drive motor vehicle credit to 
which section 30D(c)(1) applies.’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1)(A) Section 24(b)(3)(B) of such Code is 

amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting 
‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(B) Section 25(e)(1)(C)(ii) of such Code is 
amended by inserting ‘‘30D,’’ after ‘‘25D,’’. 

(C) Section 25B(g)(2) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting 
‘‘, 25D, and 30D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting ‘‘25D, 
and 30D’’. 

(E) Section 1400C(d)(2) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting 
‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(2) Section 1016(a) of such Code is amended 
by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(35), by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (36) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(37) to the extent provided in section 
30D(f)(1).’’. 

(3) Section 6501(m) of such Code is amended 
by inserting ‘‘30D(f)(4),’’ after ‘‘30C(e)(5),’’. 

(4) The table of sections for subpart B of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of such 
Code is amended by adding at the end the 
following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 30D. New qualified plug-in electric 

drive motor vehicles.’’. 
(e) TREATMENT OF ALTERNATIVE MOTOR VE-

HICLE CREDIT AS A PERSONAL CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 

30B(g) of such Code is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.—The credit allowed 
under subsection (a) for any taxable year 
(after application of paragraph (1)) shall be 
treated as a credit allowable under subpart A 
for such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Subparagraph (A) of section 30C(d)(2) of 

such Code is amended by striking ‘‘sections 
27, 30, and 30B’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 27 
and 30’’. 

(B) Paragraph (3) of section 55(c) of such 
Code is amended by striking ‘‘30B(g)(2),’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

(2) TREATMENT OF ALTERNATIVE MOTOR VE-
HICLE CREDIT AS PERSONAL CREDIT.—The 
amendments made by subsection (e) shall 
apply to taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2007. 

(g) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendment made by subsection (d)(1)(A) 
shall be subject to title IX of the Economic 
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001 in the same manner as the provision of 
such Act to which such amendment relates. 
SEC. 202. EXTENSION OF CREDIT FOR ALTER-

NATIVE FUEL VEHICLES. 
Paragraph (4) of section 30B(j) of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2010’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2014’’. 
SEC. 203. EXTENSION OF ALTERNATIVE FUEL VE-

HICLE REFUELING PROPERTY CRED-
IT. 

Paragraph (1) of section 30C(g) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘hydrogen,’’ inserting ‘‘hydrogen or 
alternative fuels (as defined in section 
30B(e)(4)(B)),’’. 
Subtitle B—Tapping America’s Ingenuity and 

Creativity 
SEC. 211. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) ADMINISTERING ENTITY.—The term ‘‘ad-

ministering entity’’ means the entity with 
which the Secretary enters into an agree-
ment under section 214(c). 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Energy. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. 212. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States to pro-
vide incentives to encourage the develop-
ment and implementation of innovative en-
ergy technologies and new energy sources 
that will reduce our reliance on foreign en-
ergy. 
SEC. 213. PRIZE AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out a program to competitively award cash 
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prizes in conformity with this subtitle to ad-
vance the research, development, demonstra-
tion, and commercial application of innova-
tive energy technologies and new energy 
sources. 

(b) ADVERTISING AND SOLICITATION OF COM-
PETITORS.— 

(1) ADVERTISING.—The Secretary shall 
widely advertise prize competitions to en-
courage broad participation in the program 
carried out under subsection (a), including 
individuals, universities, communities, and 
large and small businesses. 

(2) ANNOUNCEMENT THROUGH FEDERAL REG-
ISTER NOTICE.—The Secretary shall announce 
each prize competition by publishing a no-
tice in the Federal Register. This notice 
shall include essential elements of the com-
petition such as the subject of the competi-
tion, the duration of the competition, the 
eligibility requirements for participation in 
the competition, the process for participants 
to register for the competition, the amount 
of the prize, and the criteria for awarding 
the prize. 

(c) ADMINISTERING THE COMPETITION.—The 
Secretary may enter into an agreement with 
a private, nonprofit entity to administer the 
prize competitions, subject to the provisions 
of this subtitle. The administering entity 
shall perform the following functions: 

(1) Advertise the competition and its re-
sults. 

(2) Raise funds from private entities and 
individuals to pay for administrative costs 
and cash prizes. 

(3) Develop, in consultation with and sub-
ject to the final approval of the Secretary, 
criteria to select winners based upon the 
goal of safely and adequately storing nuclear 
used fuel. 

(4) Determine, in consultation with and 
subject to the final approval of the Sec-
retary, the appropriate amount of the 
awards. 

(5) Protect against the administering enti-
ty’s unauthorized use or disclosure of a reg-
istered participant’s intellectual property, 
trade secrets, and confidential business in-
formation. Any information properly identi-
fied as trade secrets or confidential business 
information that is submitted by a partici-
pant as part of a competitive program under 
this subtitle may be withheld from public 
disclosure. 

(6) Develop and promulgate sufficient rules 
to define the parameters of designing and 
proposing innovative energy technologies 
and new energy sources with input from in-
dustry, citizens, and corporations familiar 
with such activities. 

(d) FUNDING SOURCES.—Prizes under this 
subtitle may consist of Federal appropriated 
funds, funds provided by the administering 
entity, or funds raised through grants or do-
nations. The Secretary may accept funds 
from other Federal agencies for such cash 
prizes and, notwithstanding section 3302(b) of 
title 31, United States Code, may use such 
funds for the cash prize program. Other than 
publication of the names of prize sponsors, 
the Secretary may not give any special con-
sideration to any private sector entity or in-
dividual in return for a donation to the Sec-
retary or administering entity. 

(e) ANNOUNCEMENT OF PRIZES.—The Sec-
retary may not publish a notice required by 
subsection (b)(2) until all the funds needed to 
pay out the announced amount of the prize 
have been appropriated to the Department or 
the Department has received from the ad-
ministering entity a written commitment to 
provide all necessary funds. 
SEC. 214. ELIGIBILITY. 

To be eligible to win a prize under this sub-
title, an individual or entity— 

(1) shall notify the administering entity of 
intent to submit ideas and intent to collect 
the prize upon selection; 

(2) shall comply with all the requirements 
stated in the Federal Register notice re-
quired under section 213(b)(2); 

(3) in the case of a private entity, shall be 
incorporated in and maintain a primary 
place of business in the United States, and in 
the case of an individual, whether partici-
pating singly or in a group, shall be a citizen 
of the United States; 

(4) shall not be a Federal entity, a Federal 
employee acting within the scope of his or 
her employment, or an employee of a na-
tional laboratory acting within the scope of 
employment; 

(5) shall not use Federal funding or other 
Federal resources to compete for the prize; 
and 

(6) shall not be an entity acting on behalf 
of any foreign government or agent. 
SEC. 215. INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY. 

The Federal Government shall not, by vir-
tue of offering or awarding a prize under this 
subtitle, be entitled to any intellectual prop-
erty rights derived as a consequence of, or in 
direct relation to, the participation by a reg-
istered participant in a competition author-
ized by this subtitle. This section shall not 
be construed to prevent the Federal Govern-
ment from negotiating a license for the use 
of intellectual property developed for a prize 
competition under this subtitle. The Federal 
Government may seek assurances that tech-
nologies for which prizes are awarded under 
this subtitle are offered for commercializa-
tion in the event an award recipient does not 
take, or is not expected to take within a rea-
sonable time, effective steps to achieve prac-
tical application of the technology. 
SEC. 216. WAIVER OF LIABILITY. 

The Secretary may require registered par-
ticipants to waive claims against the Fed-
eral Government and the administering enti-
ty (except claims for willful misconduct) for 
any injury, death, damage, or loss of prop-
erty, revenue, or profits arising from the reg-
istered participants’ participation in a com-
petition under this subtitle. The Secretary 
shall give notice of any waiver required 
under this section in the notice required by 
section 213(b)(2). The Secretary may not re-
quire a registered participant to waive 
claims against the administering entity aris-
ing out of the unauthorized use or disclosure 
by the administering entity of the registered 
participant’s intellectual property, trade se-
crets, or confidential business information. 
SEC. 217. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) AWARDS.—40 percent of amounts in the 
American Energy Trust Fund shall be avail-
able without further appropriation to carry 
out specified provisions of this section. 

(b) TREATMENT OF AWARDS.—Amounts re-
ceived pursuant to an award under this sub-
title may not be taxed by any Federal, State, 
or local authority. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—In addition to the 
amounts authorized under subsection (a), 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2020 $2,000,000 for the administrative 
costs of carrying out this subtitle. 

(d) CARRYOVER OF FUNDS.—Funds appro-
priated for prize awards under this subtitle 
shall remain available until expended and 
may be transferred, reprogrammed, or ex-
pended for other purposes only after the ex-
piration of 11 fiscal years after the fiscal 
year for which the funds were originally ap-
propriated. No provision in this subtitle per-
mits obligation or payment of funds in viola-
tion of section 1341 of title 31, United States 
Code. 
SEC. 218. NEXT GENERATION AUTOMOBILE PRIZE 

PROGRAM. 
The Secretary of Energy shall establish a 

program to award a prize in the amount of 
$500,000,000 to the first automobile manufac-

turer incorporated in the United States to 
manufacture and sell in the United States 
50,000 midsized sedan automobiles which op-
erate on gasoline and can travel 100 miles per 
gallon. 
SEC. 219. ADVANCED BATTERY MANUFACTURING 

INCENTIVE PROGRAM. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADVANCED BATTERY.—The term ‘‘ad-

vanced battery’’ means an electrical storage 
device suitable for vehicle applications. 

(2) ENGINEERING INTEGRATION COSTS.—The 
term ‘‘engineering integration costs’’ in-
cludes the cost of engineering tasks relating 
to— 

(A) incorporation of qualifying components 
into the design of advanced batteries; and 

(B) design of tooling and equipment and de-
veloping manufacturing processes and mate-
rial suppliers for production facilities that 
produce qualifying components or advanced 
batteries. 

(b) ADVANCED BATTERY MANUFACTURING 
FACILITY.—The Secretary shall provide facil-
ity funding awards under this section to ad-
vanced battery manufacturers to pay not 
more than 30 percent of the cost of reequip-
ping, expanding, or establishing a manufac-
turing facility in the United States to 
produce advanced batteries. 

(c) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—An award 
under subsection (b) shall apply to— 

(1) facilities and equipment placed in serv-
ice before December 30, 2020; and 

(2) engineering integration costs incurred 
during the period beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act and ending on Decem-
ber 30, 2020. 

(d) DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this subtitle, and 
subject to the availability of appropriated 
funds, the Secretary shall carry out a pro-
gram to provide a total of not more than 
$100,000,000 in loans to eligible individuals 
and entities (as determined by the Sec-
retary) for the costs of activities described in 
subsection (b). 

(2) SELECTION OF ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—The 
Secretary shall select eligible projects to re-
ceive loans under this subsection in cases in 
which, as determined by the Secretary, the 
award recipient— 

(A) is financially viable without the re-
ceipt of additional Federal funding associ-
ated with the proposed project; 

(B) will provide sufficient information to 
the Secretary for the Secretary to ensure 
that the qualified investment is expended ef-
ficiently and effectively; and 

(C) has met such other criteria as may be 
established and published by the Secretary. 

(3) RATES, TERMS, AND REPAYMENT OF 
LOANS.—A loan provided under this sub-
section— 

(A) shall have an interest rate that, as of 
the date on which the loan is made, is equal 
to the cost of funds to the Department of the 
Treasury for obligations of comparable ma-
turity; 

(B) shall have a term equal to the lesser 
of— 

(i) the projected life, in years, of the eligi-
ble project to be carried out using funds from 
the loan, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

(ii) 25 years; 
(C) may be subject to a deferral in repay-

ment for not more than 5 years after the 
date on which the eligible project carried out 
using funds from the loan first begins oper-
ations, as determined by the Secretary; and 

(D) shall be made by the Federal Financing 
Bank. 

(e) FEES.—The cost of administering a loan 
made under this section shall not exceed 
$100,000. 

(f) SET ASIDE FOR SMALL MANUFACTUR-
ERS.— 
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(1) DEFINITION OF COVERED FIRM.—In this 

subsection, the term ‘‘covered firm’’ means a 
firm that— 

(A) employs fewer than 500 individuals; and 
(B) manufactures automobiles or compo-

nents of automobiles. 
(2) SET ASIDE.—Of the amount of funds used 

to provide awards for each fiscal year under 
subsection (b), the Secretary shall use not 
less than 10 percent to provide awards to 
covered firms or consortia led by a covered 
firm. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated from 
the American Energy Trust Fund such sums 
as are necessary to carry out this section for 
each of fiscal years 2009 through 2013. 

Subtitle C—Home and Business Tax 
Incentives 

SEC. 221. EXTENSION OF CREDIT FOR ENERGY 
EFFICIENT APPLIANCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
45M of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (re-
lating to applicable amount) is amended by 
striking ‘‘calendar year 2006 or 2007’’ each 
place it appears in paragraphs (1)(A)(i), 
(1)(B)(i), (1)(C)(ii)(I), and (1)(C)(iii)(I), and in-
serting ‘‘calendar year 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2011, 2012, or 2013’’. 

(b) RESTART OF CREDIT LIMITATION.—Para-
graph (1) of section 45M(e) of such Code (re-
lating to aggregate credit amount allowed) 
is amended by inserting ‘‘beginning after De-
cember 31, 2007’’ after ‘‘for all prior taxable 
years’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to appli-
ances produced after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 222. EXTENSION OF CREDIT FOR NONBUSI-

NESS ENERGY PROPERTY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 25C(g) of the In-

ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to ter-
mination) is amended by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 223. EXTENSION OF CREDIT FOR RESIDEN-

TIAL ENERGY EFFICIENT PROPERTY. 
Section 25D(g) of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 (relating to termination) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 
SEC. 224. EXTENSION OF NEW ENERGY EFFI-

CIENT HOME CREDIT. 
Subsection (g) of section 45L of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to termi-
nation) is amended by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 
SEC. 225. EXTENSION OF ENERGY EFFICIENT 

COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS DEDUC-
TION. 

Section 179D(h) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (relating to termination) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 
SEC. 226. EXTENSION OF SPECIAL RULE TO IM-

PLEMENT FERC AND STATE ELEC-
TRIC RESTRUCTURING POLICY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
451(i) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘January 1, 2014’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF PERIOD FOR TRANSFER OF 
OPERATIONAL CONTROL AUTHORIZED BY 
FERC.—Clause (ii) of section 451(i)(4)(B) of 
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘the date which is 4 
years after the close of the taxable year in 
which the transaction occurs’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—The amendments made by 

subsection (a) shall apply to transactions 
after December 31, 2007. 

(2) TRANSFERS OF OPERATIONAL CONTROL.— 
The amendment made by subsection (b) shall 
take effect as if included in section 909 of the 
American Jobs Creation Act of 2004. 

SEC. 227. HOME ENERGY AUDITS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after section 25D the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 25E. HOME ENERGY AUDITS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-
vidual, there shall be allowed as a credit 
against the tax imposed by this chapter for 
the taxable year an amount equal to 50 per-
cent of the amount of qualified energy audit 
paid or incurred by the taxpayer during the 
taxable year. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) DOLLAR LIMITATION.—The amount al-

lowed as a credit under subsection (a) with 
respect to a residence of the taxpayer for a 
taxable year shall not exceed $400. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
In the case of any taxable year to which sec-
tion 26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit al-
lowed under subsection (a) shall not exceed 
the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section) and 
section 27 for the taxable year. 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED ENERGY AUDIT.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘qualified en-
ergy audit’ means an energy audit of the 
principal residence of the taxpayer per-
formed by a qualified energy auditor through 
a comprehensive site visit. Such audit may 
include a blower door test, an infra-red cam-
era test, and a furnace combustion efficiency 
test. In addition, such audit shall include 
such substitute tests for the tests specified 
in the preceding sentence, and such addi-
tional tests, as the Secretary may by regula-
tion require. A principal residence shall not 
be taken into consideration under this sub-
paragraph unless such residence is located in 
the United States. 

‘‘(d) PRINCIPAL RESIDENCE.—For purposes 
of this section, the term ‘principal residence’ 
has the same meaning as when used in sec-
tion 121. 

‘‘(e) QUALIFIED ENERGY AUDITOR.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

specify by regulations the qualifications re-
quired to be a qualified energy auditor for 
purposes of this section. Such regulations 
shall include rules prohibiting conflicts-of- 
interest, including the disallowance of com-
missions or other payments based on goods 
or non-audit services purchased by the tax-
payer from the auditor. 

‘‘(2) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe the procedures and methods for 
certifying that an auditor is a qualified en-
ergy auditor. To the maximum extent prac-
ticable, such procedures and methods shall 
provide for a variety of sources to obtain cer-
tifications.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 23(b)(4)(B) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
‘‘and section 25E’’ after ‘‘this section’’. 

(2) Section 23(c)(1) of such Code is amended 
by inserting ‘‘, 25E,’’ after ‘‘25D’’. 

(3) Section 24(b)(3)(B) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting 
‘‘, 25B, and 25E’’. 

(4) Clauses (i) and (ii) of section 25(e)(1)(C) 
of such Code are each amended by inserting 
‘‘25E,’’ after ‘‘25D,’’. 

(5) Section 25B(g)(2) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 23’’ and inserting 
‘‘sections 23 and 25E’’. 

(6) Section 25D(c)(1) of such Code is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘and section 25E’’ after ‘‘this 
section’’. 

(7) Section 25D(c)(2) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, 
and 25E’’. 

(8) The table of sections for subpart A of 
part IV of subchapter A chapter 1 of such 
Code is amended by inserting after the item 
relating to section 25D the following new 
item: 
‘‘Sec. 25E. Home energy audits.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply to amounts paid or 
incurred in taxable years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendments made by paragraphs (1) and (3) 
of subsection (b) shall be subject to title IX 
of the Economic Growth and Tax Relief Rec-
onciliation Act of 2001 in the same manner as 
the provisions of such Act to which such 
amendments relate. 
SEC. 228. ACCELERATED RECOVERY PERIOD FOR 

DEPRECIATION OF SMART METERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(e)(3)(B) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause (v), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (vi) 
and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by inserting after 
clause (vi) the following new clause: 

‘‘(vii) any qualified smart electric meter.’’. 
(b) DEFINITION.—Section 168(i) of such Code 

is amended by inserting at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(18) QUALIFIED SMART ELECTRIC METERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 

smart electric meter’ means any smart elec-
tric meter which is placed in service by a 
taxpayer who is a supplier of electric energy 
or a provider of electric energy services. 

‘‘(B) SMART ELECTRIC METER.—For purposes 
of subparagraph (A), the term ‘smart electric 
meter’ means any time-based meter and re-
lated communication equipment which is ca-
pable of being used by the taxpayer as part 
of a system that— 

‘‘(i) measures and records electricity usage 
data on a time-differentiated basis in at 
least 24 separate time segments per day, 

‘‘(ii) provides for the exchange of informa-
tion between supplier or provider and the 
customer’s electric meter in support of time- 
based rates or other forms of demand re-
sponse, 

‘‘(iii) provides data to such supplier or pro-
vider so that the supplier or provider can 
provide energy usage information to cus-
tomers electronically, and 

‘‘(iv) provides net metering.’’. 
(c) CONTINUED APPLICATION OF 150 PERCENT 

DECLINING BALANCE METHOD.—Paragraph (2) 
of section 168(b) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subparagraph (B), 
by redesignating subparagraph (C) as sub-
paragraph (D), and by inserting after sub-
paragraph (B) the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) any property (other than property de-
scribed in paragraph (3)) which is a qualified 
smart electric meter, or’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

Subtitle D—Refinery Permit Process 
Schedule 

SEC. 231. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Refinery 

Permit Process Schedule Act’’. 
SEC. 232. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this subtitle— 
(1) the term ‘‘Administrator’’ means the 

Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency; 

(2) the term ‘‘applicant’’ means a person 
who (with the approval of the governor of 
the State, or in the case of Native American 
tribes or tribal territories the designated 
leader of the tribe or tribal community, 
where the proposed refinery would be lo-
cated) is seeking a Federal refinery author-
ization; 
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(3) the term ‘‘biomass’’ has the meaning 

given that term in section 932(a)(1) of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005; 

(4) the term ‘‘Federal refinery authoriza-
tion’’— 

(A) means any authorization required 
under Federal law, whether administered by 
a Federal or State administrative agency or 
official, with respect to siting, construction, 
expansion, or operation of a refinery; and 

(B) includes any permits, licenses, special 
use authorizations, certifications, opinions, 
or other approvals required under Federal 
law with respect to siting, construction, ex-
pansion, or operation of a refinery; 

(5) the term ‘‘refinery’’ means— 
(A) a facility designed and operated to re-

ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process, 
and refine crude oil by any chemical or phys-
ical process, including distillation, fluid 
catalytic cracking, hydrocracking, coking, 
alkylation, etherification, polymerization, 
catalytic reforming, isomerization, 
hydrotreating, blending, and any combina-
tion thereof, in order to produce gasoline or 
distillate; 

(B) a facility designed and operated to re-
ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process, 
and refine coal by any chemical or physical 
process, including liquefaction, in order to 
produce gasoline or diesel as its primary out-
put; or 

(C) a facility designed and operated to re-
ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process 
(including biochemical, photochemical, and 
biotechnology processes), and refine biomass 
in order to produce biofuel; and 

(6) the term ‘‘State’’ means a State, the 
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, and any other territory or pos-
session of the United States. 
SEC. 233. STATE ASSISTANCE. 

(a) STATE ASSISTANCE.—At the request of a 
governor of a State, or in the case of Native 
American tribes or tribal territories the des-
ignated leader of the tribe or tribal commu-
nity, the Administrator is authorized to pro-
vide financial assistance to that State or 
tribe or tribal community to facilitate the 
hiring of additional personnel to assist the 
State or tribe or tribal community with ex-
pertise in fields relevant to consideration of 
Federal refinery authorizations. 

(b) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—At the request of a 
governor of a State, or in the case of Native 
American tribes or tribal territories the des-
ignated leader of the tribe or tribal commu-
nity, a Federal agency responsible for a Fed-
eral refinery authorization shall provide 
technical, legal, or other nonfinancial assist-
ance to that State or tribe or tribal commu-
nity to facilitate its consideration of Federal 
refinery authorizations. 
SEC. 234. REFINERY PROCESS COORDINATION 

AND PROCEDURES. 
(a) APPOINTMENT OF FEDERAL COORDI-

NATOR.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall ap-

point a Federal coordinator to perform the 
responsibilities assigned to the Federal coor-
dinator under this subtitle. 

(2) OTHER AGENCIES.—Each Federal and 
State agency or official required to provide a 
Federal refinery authorization shall cooper-
ate with the Federal coordinator. 

(b) FEDERAL REFINERY AUTHORIZATIONS.— 
(1) MEETING PARTICIPANTS.—Not later than 

30 days after receiving a notification from an 
applicant that the applicant is seeking a 
Federal refinery authorization pursuant to 
Federal law, the Federal coordinator ap-
pointed under subsection (a) shall convene a 
meeting of representatives from all Federal 
and State agencies responsible for a Federal 
refinery authorization with respect to the re-
finery. The governor of a State shall identify 
each agency of that State that is responsible 

for a Federal refinery authorization with re-
spect to that refinery. 

(2) MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT.—(A) Not 
later than 90 days after receipt of a notifica-
tion described in paragraph (1), the Federal 
coordinator and the other participants at a 
meeting convened under paragraph (1) shall 
establish a memorandum of agreement set-
ting forth the most expeditious coordinated 
schedule possible for completion of all Fed-
eral refinery authorizations with respect to 
the refinery, consistent with the full sub-
stantive and procedural review required by 
Federal law. If a Federal or State agency re-
sponsible for a Federal refinery authoriza-
tion with respect to the refinery is not rep-
resented at such meeting, the Federal coor-
dinator shall ensure that the schedule ac-
commodates those Federal refinery author-
izations, consistent with Federal law. In the 
event of conflict among Federal refinery au-
thorization scheduling requirements, the re-
quirements of the Environmental Protection 
Agency shall be given priority. 

(B) Not later than 15 days after completing 
the memorandum of agreement, the Federal 
coordinator shall publish the memorandum 
of agreement in the Federal Register. 

(C) The Federal coordinator shall ensure 
that all parties to the memorandum of 
agreement are working in good faith to carry 
out the memorandum of agreement, and 
shall facilitate the maintenance of the 
schedule established therein. 

(c) CONSOLIDATED RECORD.—The Federal 
coordinator shall, with the cooperation of 
Federal and State administrative agencies 
and officials, maintain a complete consoli-
dated record of all decisions made or actions 
taken by the Federal coordinator or by a 
Federal administrative agency or officer (or 
State administrative agency or officer act-
ing under delegated Federal authority) with 
respect to any Federal refinery authoriza-
tion. Such record shall be the record for judi-
cial review under subsection (d) of decisions 
made or actions taken by Federal and State 
administrative agencies and officials, except 
that, if the Court determines that the record 
does not contain sufficient information, the 
Court may remand the proceeding to the 
Federal coordinator for further development 
of the consolidated record. 

(d) REMEDIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States Dis-

trict Court for the district in which the pro-
posed refinery is located shall have exclusive 
jurisdiction over any civil action for the re-
view of the failure of an agency or official to 
act on a Federal refinery authorization in 
accordance with the schedule established 
pursuant to the memorandum of agreement. 

(2) STANDING.—If an applicant or a party to 
a memorandum of agreement alleges that a 
failure to act described in paragraph (1) has 
occurred and that such failure to act would 
jeopardize timely completion of the entire 
schedule as established in the memorandum 
of agreement, such applicant or other party 
may bring a cause of action under this sub-
section. 

(3) COURT ACTION.—If an action is brought 
under paragraph (2), the Court shall review 
whether the parties to the memorandum of 
agreement have been acting in good faith, 
whether the applicant has been cooperating 
fully with the agencies that are responsible 
for issuing a Federal refinery authorization, 
and any other relevant materials in the con-
solidated record. Taking into consideration 
those factors, if the Court finds that a fail-
ure to act described in paragraph (1) has oc-
curred, and that such failure to act would 
jeopardize timely completion of the entire 
schedule as established in the memorandum 
of agreement, the Court shall establish a new 
schedule that is the most expeditious coordi-
nated schedule possible for completion of 

proceedings, consistent with the full sub-
stantive and procedural review required by 
Federal law. The court may issue orders to 
enforce any schedule it establishes under 
this paragraph. 

(4) FEDERAL COORDINATOR’S ACTION.—When 
any civil action is brought under this sub-
section, the Federal coordinator shall imme-
diately file with the Court the consolidated 
record compiled by the Federal coordinator 
pursuant to subsection (c). 

(5) EXPEDITED REVIEW.—The Court shall set 
any civil action brought under this sub-
section for expedited consideration. 
SEC. 235. DESIGNATION OF CLOSED MILITARY 

BASES. 
(a) DESIGNATION REQUIREMENT.—Not later 

than 90 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the President shall designate no 
less than 3 closed military installations, or 
portions thereof, as potentially suitable for 
the construction of a refinery. At least 1 
such site shall be designated as potentially 
suitable for construction of a refinery to re-
fine biomass in order to produce biofuel. 

(b) REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY.—The rede-
velopment authority for each installation 
designated under subsection (a), in preparing 
or revising the redevelopment plan for the 
installation, shall consider the feasibility 
and practicability of siting a refinery on the 
installation. 

(c) MANAGEMENT AND DISPOSAL OF REAL 
PROPERTY.—The Secretary of Defense, in 
managing and disposing of real property at 
an installation designated under subsection 
(a) pursuant to the base closure law applica-
ble to the installation, shall give substantial 
deference to the recommendations of the re-
development authority, as contained in the 
redevelopment plan for the installation, re-
garding the siting of a refinery on the instal-
lation. The management and disposal of real 
property at a closed military installation or 
portion thereof found to be suitable for the 
siting of a refinery under subsection (a) shall 
be carried out in the manner provided by the 
base closure law applicable to the installa-
tion. 

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

(1) the term ‘‘base closure law’’ means the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act 
of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 
101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) and title II of the 
Defense Authorization Amendments and 
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public 
Law 100–526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note); and 

(2) the term ‘‘closed military installation’’ 
means a military installation closed or ap-
proved for closure pursuant to a base closure 
law. 
SEC. 236. SAVINGS CLAUSE. 

Nothing in this subtitle shall be construed 
to affect the application of any environ-
mental or other law, or to prevent any party 
from bringing a cause of action under any 
environmental or other law, including cit-
izen suits. 
SEC. 237. REFINERY REVITALIZATION REPEAL. 

Subtitle H of title III of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 and the items relating thereto in 
the table of contents of such Act are re-
pealed. 

TITLE III—NEW AND EXPANDING 
TECHNOLOGIES 

Subtitle A—Alternative Fuels 
SEC. 301. REPEAL. 

Section 526 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17142) is 
repealed. 
SEC. 302. GOVERNMENT AUCTION OF LONG TERM 

PUT OPTION CONTRACTS ON COAL- 
TO-LIQUID FUEL PRODUCED BY 
QUALIFIED COAL-TO-LIQUID FACILI-
TIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, from 
time to time, auction to the public coal-to- 
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liquid fuel put option contracts having expi-
ration dates of 5 years, 10 years, 15 years, or 
20 years. 

(b) CONSULTATION WITH SECRETARY OF EN-
ERGY.—The Secretary shall consult with the 
Secretary of Energy regarding— 

(1) the frequency of the auctions; 
(2) the strike prices specified in the con-

tracts; 
(3) the number of contracts to be auctioned 

with a given strike price and expiration date; 
and 

(4) the capacity of existing or planned fa-
cilities to produce coal-to-liquid fuel. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COAL-TO-LIQUID FUEL.—The term ‘‘coal- 

to-liquid fuel’’ means any transportation- 
grade liquid fuel derived primarily from coal 
(including peat) and produced at a qualified 
coal-to-liquid facility. 

(2) COAL-TO-LIQUID PUT OPTION CONTRACT.— 
The term ‘‘coal-to-liquid put option con-
tract’’ means a contract, written by the Sec-
retary, which— 

(A) gives the holder the right (but not the 
obligation) to sell to the Government of the 
United States a certain quantity of a specific 
type of coal-to-liquid fuel produced by a 
qualified coal-to-liquid facility specified in 
the contract, at a strike price specified in 
the contract, on or before an expiration date 
specified in the contract; and 

(B) is transferable by the holder to any 
other entity. 

(3) QUALIFIED COAL-TO-LIQUID FACILITY.— 
The term ‘‘qualified coal-to-liquid facility’’ 
means a manufacturing facility that has the 
capacity to produce at least 10,000 barrels per 
day of transportation grade liquid fuels from 
a feedstock that is primarily domestic coal 
(including peat and any property which al-
lows for the capture, transportation, or se-
questration of by-products resulting from 
such process, including carbon emissions). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Treasury. 

(5) STRIKE PRICE.—The term ‘‘strike price’’ 
means, with respect to a put option contract, 
the price at which the holder of the contract 
has the right to sell the fuel which is the 
subject of the contract. 

(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall pre-
scribe such regulations as may be necessary 
to carry out this section. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect 1 year after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 303. STANDBY LOANS FOR QUALIFYING 

COAL-TO-LIQUIDS PROJECTS. 
Section 1702 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16512) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(k) STANDBY LOANS FOR QUALIFYING CTL 
PROJECTS.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section: 

‘‘(A) CAP PRICE.—The term ‘cap price’ 
means a market price specified in the stand-
by loan agreement above which the project is 
required to make payments to the United 
States. 

‘‘(B) FULL TERM.—The term ‘full term’ 
means the full term of a standby loan agree-
ment, as specified in the agreement, which 
shall not exceed the lesser of 30 years or 90 
percent of the projected useful life of the 
project (as determined by the Secretary). 

‘‘(C) MARKET PRICE.—The term ‘market 
price’ means the average quarterly price of a 
petroleum price index specified in the stand-
by loan agreement. 

‘‘(D) MINIMUM PRICE.—The term ‘minimum 
price’ means a market price specified in the 
standby loan agreement below which the 
United States is obligated to make disburse-
ments to the project. 

‘‘(E) OUTPUT.—The term ‘output’ means 
some or all of the liquid or gaseous transpor-

tation fuels produced from the project, as 
specified in the loan agreement. 

‘‘(F) PRIMARY TERM.—The term ‘primary 
term’ means the initial term of a standby 
loan agreement, as specified in the agree-
ment, which shall not exceed the lesser of 20 
years or 75 percent of the projected useful 
life of the project (as determined by the Sec-
retary). 

‘‘(G) QUALIFYING CTL PROJECT.—The term 
‘qualifying CTL project’ means— 

‘‘(i) a commercial-scale project that con-
verts coal to one or more liquid or gaseous 
transportation fuels; or 

‘‘(ii) not more than one project at a facil-
ity that converts petroleum refinery waste 
products, including petroleum coke, into one 
or more liquids or gaseous transportation 
fuels, 
that demonstrates the capture, and seques-
tration or disposal or use of, the carbon diox-
ide produced in the conversion process, and 
that, on the basis of a carbon dioxide seques-
tration plan prepared by the applicant, is 
certified by the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary, as producing fuel 
with life cycle carbon dioxide emissions at or 
below the average life cycle carbon dioxide 
emissions for the same type of fuel produced 
at traditional petroleum based facilities 
with similar annual capacities. 

‘‘(H) STANDBY LOAN AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘standby loan agreement’ means a loan 
agreement entered into under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) STANDBY LOANS.— 
‘‘(A) LOAN AUTHORITY.—The Secretary may 

enter into standby loan agreements with not 
more than six qualifying CTL projects, at 
least one of which shall be a project jointly 
or in part owned by two or more small coal 
producers. Such an agreement— 

‘‘(i) shall provide that the Secretary will 
make a direct loan (within the meaning of 
section 502(1) of the Federal Credit Reform 
Act of 1990) to the qualifying CTL project; 
and 

‘‘(ii) shall set a cap price and a minimum 
price for the primary term of the agreement. 

‘‘(B) LOAN DISBURSEMENTS.—Such a loan 
shall be disbursed during the primary term 
of such agreement whenever the market 
price falls below the minimum price. The 
amount of such disbursements in any cal-
endar quarter shall be equal to the excess of 
the minimum price over the market price, 
times the output of the project (but not 
more than a total level of disbursements 
specified in the agreement). 

‘‘(C) LOAN REPAYMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall establish terms and conditions, includ-
ing interest rates and amortization sched-
ules, for the repayment of such loan within 
the full term of the agreement, subject to 
the following limitations: 

‘‘(i) If in any calendar quarter during the 
primary term of the agreement the market 
price is less than the cap price, the project 
may elect to defer some or all of its repay-
ment obligations due in that quarter. Any 
unpaid obligations will continue to accrue 
interest. 

‘‘(ii) If in any calendar quarter during the 
primary term of the agreement the market 
price is greater than the cap price, the 
project shall meet its scheduled repayment 
obligation plus deferred repayment obliga-
tions, but shall not be required to pay in 
that quarter an amount that is more than 
the excess of the market price over the cap 
price, times the output of the project. 

‘‘(iii) At the end of the primary term of the 
agreement, the cumulative amount of any 
deferred repayment obligations, together 
with accrued interest, shall be amortized 
(with interest) over the remainder of the full 
term of the agreement. 

‘‘(3) PROFIT-SHARING.—The Secretary is au-
thorized to enter into a profit-sharing agree-
ment with the project at the time the stand-
by loan agreement is executed. Under such 
an agreement, if the market price exceeds 
the cap price in a calendar quarter, a profit- 
sharing payment shall be made for that 
quarter, in an amount equal to— 

‘‘(A) the excess of the market price over 
the cap price, times the output of the 
project; less 

‘‘(B) any loan repayments made for the cal-
endar quarter. 

‘‘(4) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL CREDIT RE-
FORM ACT.— 

‘‘(A) UPFRONT PAYMENT OF COST OF LOAN.— 
No standby loan agreement may be entered 
into under this subsection unless the project 
makes a payment to the United States that 
the Office of Management and Budget deter-
mines is equal to the cost of such loan (de-
termined under 502(5)(B) of the Federal Cred-
it Reform Act of 1990). Such payment shall 
be made at the time the standby loan agree-
ment is executed. 

‘‘(B) MINIMIZATION OF RISK TO THE GOVERN-
MENT.—In making the determination of the 
cost of the loan for purposes of setting the 
payment for a standby loan under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary and the Office of 
Management and Budget shall take into con-
sideration the extent to which the minimum 
price and the cap price reflect historical pat-
terns of volatility in actual oil prices rel-
ative to projections of future oil prices, 
based upon publicly available data from the 
Energy Information Administration, and em-
ploying statistical methods and analyses 
that are appropriate for the analysis of vola-
tility in energy prices. 

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF PAYMENTS.—The value 
to the United States of a payment under sub-
paragraph (A) and any profit-sharing pay-
ments under paragraph (3) shall be taken 
into account for purposes of section 
502(5)(B)(iii) of the Federal Credit Reform 
Act of 1990 in determining the cost to the 
Federal Government of a standby loan made 
under this subsection. If a standby loan has 
no cost to the Federal Government, the re-
quirements of section 504(b) of such Act shall 
be deemed to be satisfied. 

‘‘(5) OTHER PROVISIONS.— 
‘‘(A) NO DOUBLE BENEFIT.—A project receiv-

ing a loan under this subsection may not, 
during the primary term of the loan agree-
ment, receive a Federal loan guarantee 
under subsection (a) of this section, or under 
other laws. 

‘‘(B) SUBROGATION, ETC.—Subsections (g)(2) 
(relating to subrogation), (h) (relating to 
fees), and (j) (relating to full faith and cred-
it) shall apply to standby loans under this 
subsection to the same extent they apply to 
loan guarantees.’’. 

Subtitle B—Tax Provisions 
SEC. 311. EXTENSION OF RENEWABLE ELEC-

TRICITY, REFINED COAL, AND IN-
DIAN COAL PRODUCTION CREDIT. 

(a) CREDIT MADE PERMANENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 

45 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (re-
lating to qualified facilities) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 
2009’’ each place it occurs, 

(B) by striking ‘‘, and before January 1, 
2009’’ in paragraphs (1) and (2)(A)(i), and 

(C) by striking ‘‘before January 1, 2009’’ in 
paragraph (10). 

(2) OPEN-LOOP BIOMASS FACILITIES.—Sub-
paragraph (A) of section 45(d)(3) of such Code 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a facility 
using open-loop biomass to produce elec-
tricity, the term ‘qualified facility’ means 
any facility owned by the taxpayer which is 
originally placed in service after October 22, 
2004.’’. 
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(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this subsection shall apply to elec-
tricity produced and sold after December 31, 
2008, in taxable years ending after such date. 

(b) SALES OF NET ELECTRICITY TO REGU-
LATED PUBLIC UTILITIES TREATED AS SALES 
TO UNRELATED PERSONS.—Paragraph (4) of 
section 45(e) of such Code is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new sentence: 
‘‘The net amount of electricity sold by any 
taxpayer to a regulated public utility (as de-
fined in section 7701(a)(33)) shall be treated 
as sold to an unrelated person.’’. 

(c) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Clause (ii) of section 
38(c)(4)(B) of such Code (relating to specified 
credits) is amended by striking ‘‘produced— 
’’ and all that follows and inserting ‘‘pro-
duced at a facility which is originally placed 
in service after the date of the enactment of 
this paragraph.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 312. EXTENSION OF ENERGY CREDIT. 

(a) SOLAR ENERGY PROPERTY.—Paragraphs 
(2)(A)(i)(II) and (3)(A)(ii) of section 48(a) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating 
to energy credit) are each amended by strik-
ing ‘‘but only with respect to periods ending 
before January 1, 2009’’. 

(b) FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Section 48(c)(1) 
of such Code (relating to qualified fuel cell 
property) is amended by striking subpara-
graph (E). 

(c) MICROTURBINE PROPERTY.—Subpara-
graph (E) of section 48(c)(2) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to qualified 
microturbine property) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013’’. 

(d) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 38(c)(4) of such Code (relating to speci-
fied credits) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end of clause (iii), by redesignating 
clause (iv) as clause (v), and by inserting 
after clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) the credit determined under section 
48, and’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 313. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

CREDIT FOR CLEAN RENEWABLE EN-
ERGY BONDS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 54(m) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to termi-
nation) is amended by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN NATIONAL LIMITATION.— 
Section 54(f) of such Code (relating to limita-
tion on amount of bonds designated) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$1,200,000,000’’ in paragraph 
(1) and inserting ‘‘$1,600,000,000’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$750,000,000’’ in paragraph 
(2) and inserting ‘‘$1,000,000,000’’. 

(c) MODIFICATION OF RATABLE PRINCIPAL 
AMORTIZATION REQUIREMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (5) of section 
54(l) of such Code is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(5) RATABLE PRINCIPAL AMORTIZATION RE-
QUIRED.—A bond shall not be treated as a 
clean renewable energy bond unless it is part 
of an issue which provides for an equal 
amount of principal to be paid by the quali-
fied issuer during each 12-month period that 
the issue is outstanding (other than the first 
12-month period).’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—The third sen-
tence of section 54(e)(2) of such Code is 

amended by striking ‘‘subsection (l)(6)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subsection (l)(5)’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 314. EXTENSION OF CREDITS FOR BIO-

DIESEL AND RENEWABLE DIESEL. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 40A(g), 6426(c)(6), 

and 6427(e)(5)(B) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 are each amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to fuel pro-
duced, and sold or used, after December 31, 
2008. 

Subtitle C—Nuclear 
SEC. 321. USE OF FUNDS FOR RECYCLING. 

Section 302 of the Nuclear Waste Policy 
Act of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘The Sec-
retary may’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as pro-
vided in subsection (f), the Secretary may’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(f) RECYCLING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts in the Waste 

Fund may be used by the Secretary of En-
ergy to make grants to or enter into long- 
term contracts with private sector entities 
for the recycling of spent nuclear fuel. 

‘‘(2) COMPETITIVE SELECTION.—Grants and 
contracts authorized under paragraph (1) 
shall be awarded on the basis of a competi-
tive bidding process that— 

‘‘(A) maximizes the competitive efficiency 
of the projects funded; 

‘‘(B) best serves the goal of reducing the 
amount of waste requiring disposal under 
this Act; and 

‘‘(C) ensures adequate protection against 
the proliferation of nuclear materials that 
could be used in the manufacture of nuclear 
weapons.’’. 
SEC. 322. RULEMAKING FOR LICENSING OF 

SPENT NUCLEAR FUEL RECYCLING 
FACILITIES. 

(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission shall, as expeditiously as pos-
sible, but in no event later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, complete 
a rulemaking establishing a process for the 
licensing by the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, under the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, of facilities for the recycling of spent 
nuclear fuel. 

(b) FUNDING.—Amounts in the Nuclear 
Waste Fund established under section 302 of 
the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42 
U.S.C. 10222) shall be made available to the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission to cover the 
costs of carrying out subsection (a) of this 
section. 
SEC. 323. NUCLEAR WASTE FUND BUDGET STA-

TUS. 
Section 302(e) of the Nuclear Waste Policy 

Act of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(e)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(7) The receipts and disbursements of the 
Waste Fund shall not be counted as new 
budget authority, outlays, receipts, or defi-
cits or surplus for purposes of— 

‘‘(A) the budget of the United States Gov-
ernment as submitted by the President; 

‘‘(B) the congressional budget; or 
‘‘(C) the Balanced Budget and Emergency 

Deficit Control Act of 1985.’’. 
SEC. 324. WASTE CONFIDENCE. 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission may 
not deny an application for a license, permit, 
or other authorization under the Atomic En-
ergy Act of 1954 on the grounds that suffi-
cient capacity does not exist, or will not be-
come available on a timely basis, for dis-

posal of spent nuclear fuel or high-level ra-
dioactive waste from the facility for which 
the license, permit, or other authorization is 
sought. 
SEC. 325. ASME NUCLEAR CERTIFICATION CRED-

IT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 (relating to busi-
ness related credits) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45O. ASME NUCLEAR CERTIFICATION 

CREDIT. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 

38, the ASME Nuclear Certification credit 
determined under this section for any tax-
able year is an amount equal to 15 percent of 
the qualified nuclear expenditures paid or in-
curred by the taxpayer. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED NUCLEAR EXPENDITURES.— 
For purposes of this section, the term ‘quali-
fied nuclear expenditures’ means any ex-
penditure related to— 

‘‘(1) obtaining a certification under the 
American Society of Mechanical Engineers 
Nuclear Component Certification program, 
or 

‘‘(2) increasing the taxpayer’s capacity to 
construct, fabricate, assemble, or install 
components— 

‘‘(A) for any facility which uses nuclear en-
ergy to produce electricity, and 

‘‘(B) with respect to the construction, fab-
rication, assembly, or installation of which 
the taxpayer is certified under such program. 

‘‘(c) TIMING OF CREDIT.—The credit allowed 
under subsection (a) for any expenditures 
shall be allowed— 

‘‘(1) in the case of a qualified nuclear ex-
penditure described in subsection (b)(1), for 
the taxable year of such certification, and 

‘‘(2) in the case of any other qualified nu-
clear expenditure, for the taxable year in 
which such expenditure is paid or incurred. 

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) BASIS ADJUSTMENT.—For purposes of 

this subtitle, if a credit is allowed under this 
section for an expenditure, the increase in 
basis which would result (but for this sub-
section) for such expenditure shall be re-
duced by the amount of the credit allowed 
under this section. 

‘‘(2) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No deduc-
tion shall be allowed under this chapter for 
any amount taken into account in deter-
mining the credit under this section. 

‘‘(e) TERMINATION.—This section shall not 
apply to any expenditures paid or incurred in 
taxable years beginning after December 31, 
2019.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Sub-
section (b) of section 38 is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘plus’’ at the end of paragraph (30), by 
striking the period at the end of paragraph 
(31) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(32) the ASME Nuclear Certification cred-
it determined under section 45O(a).’’. 

(2) Subsection (a) of section 1016 (relating 
to adjustments to basis) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (36), by 
striking the period at the end of paragraph 
(37) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(38) to the extent provided in section 
45O(e)(1).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to expendi-
tures paid or incurred in taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2007. 

Subtitle D—American Renewable and 
Alternative Energy Trust Fund 

SEC. 331. AMERICAN RENEWABLE AND ALTER-
NATIVE ENERGY TRUST FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRUST FUND.—There 
is established in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the 
‘‘American Renewable and Alternative En-
ergy Trust Fund’’, consisting of such 
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amounts as may be transferred to the Amer-
ican Renewable and Alternative Energy 
Trust Fund as provided in section 149 and the 
amendments made by section 110 of this divi-
sion. 

(b) EXPENDITURES FROM AMERICAN RENEW-
ABLE AND ALTERNATIVE ENERGY TRUST 
FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts in the American 
Renewable and Alternative Energy Trust 
Fund shall be available without further ap-
propriation to carry out specified provisions 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 
109–58; in this section referred to as 
‘‘EPAct2005’’) and the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (Public Law 110–140; 
in this section referred to as ‘‘EISAct2007’’), 
as follows: 

(A) Grants to improve the commercial 
value of forest biomass for electric energy, 
useful heat, transportation fuels, and other 
commercial purposes, section 210 of 
EPAct2005, 3 percent 

(B) Hydroelectric production incentives, 
section 242 of EPAct2005, 2 percent. 

(C) Oil shale, tar sands, and other strategic 
unconventional fuels, section 369 of 
EPAct2005, 3 percent. 

(D) Clean Coal Power Initiative, section 401 
of EPAct2005, 7 percent. 

(E) Solar and wind technologies, section 
812 of EPAct2005, 7 percent. 

(F) Renewable Energy, section 931 of 
EPAct2005, 20 percent. 

(G) Production incentives for cellulosic 
biofuels, section 942 of EPAct2005, 2.5 per-
cent. 

(H) Coal and related technologies program, 
section 962 of EPAct2005, 4 percent. 

(I) Methane hydrate research, section 968 
of EPAct2005, 2.5 percent. 

(J) Incentives for Innovative Technologies, 
section 1704 of EPAct2005, 7 percent. 

(K) Grants for production of advanced 
biofuels, section 207 of EISAct2007, 16 per-
cent. 

(L) Photovoltaic demonstration program, 
section 607 EISAct2007, 2.5 percent. 

(M) Geothermal Energy, title VI, subtitle 
B of EISAct2007, 4 percent. 

(N) Marine and Hydrokinetic Renewable 
Energy Technologies, title VI, subtitle C of 
EISAct2007, 2.5 percent. 

(O) Energy storage competitiveness, sec-
tion 641 of EISAct2007, 10 percent. 

(P) Smart grid technology research, devel-
opment, and demonstration, section 1304 of 
EISAct2007, 7 percent. 

(2) APPORTIONMENT OF EXCESS AMOUNT.— 
Notwithstanding paragraph (1), any amounts 
allocated under paragraph (1) that are in ex-
cess of the amounts authorized in the appli-
cable cited section or subtitle of EPAct2005 
and EISAct2007 shall be reallocated to the 
remaining sections and subtitles cited in 
paragraph (1), up to the amounts otherwise 
authorized by law to carry out such sections 
and subtitles, in proportion to the amounts 
authorized by law to be appropriated for 
such other sections and subtitles. 

SA 5155. Mr. CRAPO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
bim to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Increasing 
Transparency and Accountability in Energy 
Prices Act of 2008’’. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 
For the purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘ex-

cessive speculation’’ has the meaning de-
scribed in section 4a(a) of the Commodity 
Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 6a(a)). 
SEC. 3. SENSE OF SENATE ON THE NEED FOR 

GREATER TRANSPARENCY IN AND 
REGULATORY RESOURCES OVER-
SEEING THE ENERGY FUTURES MAR-
KETS. 

(a) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) excessive speculation may be adding to 
the price of oil and other energy commod-
ities; 

(2) the public and Congress are concerned 
that because the regulator of the energy fu-
tures markets, the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission, does not have access to 
all of the national and international data re-
quired to fully assess the role of excessive 
speculation, it cannot definitively determine 
whether energy futures prices are being driv-
en solely by supply and demand; 

(3) the staffing levels of the Commission 
have dropped to the lowest levels in the 33- 
year history of the Commission, thereby 
making it difficult for the Commission to 
analyze the growing volumes of futures 
transactions adequately; 

(4) the acting Chairman of the Commission 
has said publicly that an additional 100 em-
ployees are needed in light of the inflow of 
trading data; and 

(5) a more robust regulator over the energy 
futures markets can help restore public con-
fidence in the proper functioning of energy 
futures markets with respect to the price 
discovery mechanism they are meant to pro-
vide, at least in part by more aggressively 
applying and enforcing section 9 of the Act, 
including provisions relating to manipula-
tion or attempted manipulation, the making 
of false statements, and willful violations of 
this Act; and 

(6) the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission should be provided with additional 
resources sufficient to— 

(A) help restore public confidence in en-
ergy commodities markets; 

(B) significantly improve the information 
technology capabilities of the Commission to 
help the Commission effectively regulate en-
ergy futures markets; and 

(C) fund at least 100 new full-time positions 
at the Commission to oversee energy com-
modity market speculation and to enforce 
the Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 1 et 
seq.). 
SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL COMMISSION EMPLOYEES 

FOR IMPROVED OVERSIGHT AND EN-
FORCEMENT. 

Section 2(a)(7) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2(a)(7)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(D) ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES.—As soon as 
practicable after the date of enactment of 
this subparagraph, the Commission shall ap-
point at least 100 full-time employees (in ad-
dition to the employees employed by the 
Commission as of the date of enactment of 
this subparagraph)— 

‘‘(i) to increase the public transparency of 
operations in energy futures markets; 

‘‘(ii) to improve the enforcement of this 
Act in those markets; and 

‘‘(iii) to carry out such other duties as are 
prescribed by the Commission.’’. 
SEC. 5. STUDY OF INTERNATIONAL REGULATION 

OF ENERGY COMMODITY MARKETS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

of the United States shall conduct a study of 
the international regime for regulating the 
trading of energy commodity futures and de-
rivatives. 

(b) ANALYSIS.—The study shall include an 
analysis of, at a minimum— 

(1) key common features and differences 
among countries in the regulation of energy 

commodity trading, including market over-
sight and enforcement standards and activi-
ties; 

(2) variations among countries in the use 
of position limits, accountability limits, or 
other thresholds to detect and prevent price 
manipulation, excessive speculation, or 
other unfair trading practices; 

(3) variations in practices regarding the 
differentiation of commercial and non-
commercial trading; 

(4) agreements and practices for sharing 
market and trading data between regulatory 
bodies and between individual regulators and 
the entities they oversee; and 

(5) agreements and practices for facili-
tating international cooperation on market 
oversight, compliance, and enforcement. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report 
that— 

(1) describes the results of the study; 
(2) addresses the effects of excessive specu-

lation and energy price volatility on energy 
futures; and 

(3) provides recommendations to improve 
openness, transparency, and other necessary 
elements of a properly functioning market in 
a manner that protects consumers in the 
United States. 
SEC. 6. SPECULATIVE LIMITS AND TRANS-

PARENCY FOR OFF-SHORE OIL 
TRADING. 

Section 4 of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(e) FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall 

not permit a foreign board of trade’s mem-
bers or other participants located in the 
United States to enter trades into the for-
eign board of trade’s trade matching system 
with respect to an agreement, contract, or 
transaction in an energy commodity (as de-
fined by the Commission) that settles 
against any price, including the daily or 
final settlement price, of a contract or con-
tracts listed for trading on a registered enti-
ty, unless— 

‘‘(A) the foreign board of trade makes pub-
lic daily information on settlement prices, 
volume, open interest, and opening and clos-
ing ranges for the agreement, contract, or 
transaction that is comparable to the daily 
trading information published by the reg-
istered entity for the contract or contracts 
against which it settles; 

‘‘(B) the foreign board of trade or foreign 
futures authority adopts position limits (in-
cluding related hedge exemption provisions) 
or position accountability for speculators for 
the agreement, contract, or transaction that 
are comparable to the position limits (in-
cluding related hedge exemption provisions) 
or position accountability adopted by the 
registered entity for the contract or con-
tracts against which it settles; 

‘‘(C) the foreign board of trade or foreign 
futures authority has the authority to re-
quire or direct market participants to limit, 
reduce, or liquidate any position it deems 
necessary to prevent or reduce the threat of 
price manipulation, excessive speculation, 
price distortion, or disruption of delivery or 
the cash settlement process; 

‘‘(D) the foreign board of trade or foreign 
futures authority provides such information 
to the Commission regarding the extent of 
speculative and nonspeculative trading in 
the agreement, contract, or transaction that 
is comparable to the information the Com-
mission determines is necessary to publish 
its Commitment of Traders report for the 
contract or contracts against which it set-
tles; and 
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‘‘(E) the foreign board of trade or foreign 

futures authority regularly notifies the Com-
mission before implementing any regulatory 
changes regarding the information it will 
make public, the position and accountability 
limits it will adopt and enforce, the position 
reductions it will require to prevent manipu-
lation, or any other area of interest ex-
pressed by the Commission. 

‘‘(2) EXISTING FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE.— 
Paragraph (1) shall become effective 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
subsection with respect to any agreement, 
contract, or transaction in an energy com-
modity (as defined by the Commission) con-
ducted on a foreign board of trade for which 
the Commission had granted relief prior to 
the date of enactment of this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 7. COMMISSION AUTHORITY OVER TRADERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) VIOLATIONS.—Section 9(a) of the Com-

modity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 13(a)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, including any per-
son trading on a foreign board of trade,’’ 
after ‘‘Any person’’. 

(2) EXCESSIVE SPECULATION AS A BURDEN ON 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE.—Section 4a(e) of the 
Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 6a(e)) is 
amended by adding after ‘‘fixed by the Com-
mission.’’ the following: ‘‘It shall be a viola-
tion of this Act for any person located with-
in the United States, its territories, or pos-
sessions, or who enters trades into a foreign 
board of trade’s trade matching system from 
the United States, its territories, or posses-
sions, to violate any bylaw, rule, regulation, 
or resolution of any foreign board of trade or 
foreign futures authority fixing limits on the 
amount of trading which may be done or po-
sitions which may be held under contacts of 
a sale of an energy commodity (as defined by 
the Commission) for future delivery or under 
options on such contracts or commodities, 
that settle against any price, including the 
daily or final settlement price, of a contract 
or contracts listed for trading on a reg-
istered entity.’’ 

(3) RESTRICTION OF FUTURES TRADING TO 
CONTRACT MARKETS OR DERIVATIVES TRANS-
ACTION EXECUTION FACILITIES.—Section 4(b) of 
the Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 6(b)) 
is amended by adding after the first sentence 
the following: ‘‘The Commission may adopt 
rules and regulations requiring the keeping 
of books and records by any person located 
within the United States, its territories, or 
possessions, or who enters trades into a for-
eign board of trade’s trade matching system 
from the United States, its territories, or 
possessions.’’ 

(b) CONSULTATION.—Prior to the issuance of 
any order to reduce a position on a foreign 
board of trade located outside located out-
side the United States, its territories, or pos-
sessions, the Commission shall consult with 
the foreign board of trade and the appro-
priate regulatory authority. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—Nothing in this sub-
section limits any of the otherwise applica-
ble authorities of the Commission. 
SEC. 8. DETAILED REPORTING FROM INDEX 

TRADERS AND SWAP DEALERS. 
Section 4 of the Commodity Exchange Act 

(7 U.S.C. 6) (as amended by section 6) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) INDEX TRADERS AND SWAP DEALERS.— 
‘‘(1) REPORTING.—The Commission shall— 
‘‘(A) issue a proposed rule defining and 

classifying index traders and swap dealers 
(as those terms are defined in the rule-
making by the Commission) for purposes of 
data reporting requirements and setting rou-
tine detailed reporting requirements for such 
entities in energy and agricultural trans-
actions within the jurisdiction of the Com-
mission not later than 60 days after the en-
actment of this subsection, and issue a final 

rule within 120 days after the enactment of 
this subsection; and 

‘‘(B) subject to the provisions of section 8, 
disaggregate and make public monthly infor-
mation on the positions and value of index 
funds and other passive positions in the en-
ergy and agricultural futures markets, com-
paring these positions and values to the 
speculative positions of bona fide physical 
hedgers in those markets. 

‘‘(2) REPORT.—The Commission shall sub-
mit a report to the Senate Committee on Ag-
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry and the 
House Agriculture Committee, not later 
than September 15, 2008, regarding— 

‘‘(A) the scope of commodity index trading 
in the futures markets; 

‘‘(B) whether and how the classification of 
index traders and swap dealers in the futures 
markets can be improved for regulatory re-
porting purposes; 

‘‘(C) whether, based on a review of the 
trading practices for index traders in the fu-
tures markets— 

‘‘(i) index trading activity is adversely im-
pacting the price discovery process in the fu-
tures markets; and 

‘‘(ii) different practices and controls 
should be required.’’. 

SA 5156. Mr. CRAPO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. STUDY OF INTERNATIONAL REGULA-

TION OF ENERGY COMMODITY MAR-
KETS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Chairman of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, the 
Chairman of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, and the Chairman of the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission shall 
jointly conduct a study of the international 
regime for regulating the trading of energy 
commodity futures and derivatives. 

(b) ANALYSIS.—The study shall include an 
analysis of, at a minimum— 

(1) key common features and differences 
among countries in the regulation of energy 
commodity trading, including with respect 
to market oversight and enforcement; 

(2) agreements and practices for sharing 
market and trading data; 

(3) the use of position limits or thresholds 
to detect and prevent price manipulation, 
excessive speculation as described in section 
4a(a) of the Commodity Exchange Act (7 
U.S.C. 6a(a)) or other unfair trading prac-
tices; 

(4) practices regarding the identification of 
commercial and noncommercial trading and 
the extent of market speculation; and 

(5) agreements and practices for facili-
tating international cooperation on market 
oversight, compliance, and enforcement. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the heads 
of the Federal agencies described in sub-
section (a) shall jointly submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report 
that— 

(1) describes the results of the study; and 
(2) provides recommendations to improve 

openness, transparency, and other necessary 
elements of a properly functioning market. 
SEC. 2. FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE. 

Section 4 of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(e) FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall 

not permit a foreign board of trade’s mem-
bers or other participants located in the 
United States to enter trades directly into 
the foreign board of trade’s trade matching 
system with respect to an agreement, con-
tract, or transaction in an energy com-
modity (as defined by the Commission) that 
settles against any price, including the daily 
or final settlement price, of a contract or 
contracts listed for trading on a registered 
entity, unless— 

‘‘(A) the foreign board of trade makes pub-
lic daily information on settlement prices, 
volume, open interest, and opening and clos-
ing ranges for the agreement, contract, or 
transaction that is comparable to the daily 
trade information published by the reg-
istered entity for the contract or contracts 
against which it settles; 

‘‘(B) the foreign board of trade or a foreign 
futures authority adopts position limitations 
(including related hedge exemption provi-
sions) or position accountability for specu-
lators for the agreement, contract, or trans-
action that are comparable to the position 
limitations (including related hedge exemp-
tion provisions) or position accountability 
adopted by the registered entity for the con-
tract or contracts against which it settles; 
and 

‘‘(C) the foreign board of trade or a foreign 
futures authority provides such information 
to the Commission regarding the extent of 
speculative and nonspeculative trading in 
the agreement, contract, or transaction that 
is comparable to the information the Com-
mission determines is necessary to publish 
its weekly report of traders (commonly 
known as the Commitments of Traders re-
port) for the contract or contracts against 
which it settles. 

‘‘(2) EXISTING FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE.— 
Paragraph (1) shall become effective 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section with respect to any agreement, con-
tract, or transaction in an energy com-
modity (as defined by the Commission) con-
ducted on a foreign board of trade for which 
the Commission’s staff had granted relief 
from the requirements of this Act prior to 
the date of enactment of this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 3. INDEX TRADERS AND SWAP DEALERS; 

DISAGGREGATION OF INDEX FUNDS. 

Section 4 of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6) (as amended by section 2) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) INDEX TRADERS AND SWAP DEALERS.— 
‘‘(1) REPORTING.—The Commission shall— 
‘‘(A) issue a proposed rule regarding rou-

tine reporting requirements for index traders 
and swap dealers (as those terms are defined 
by the Commission) in energy and agricul-
tural transactions (as those terms are de-
fined by the Commission) within the juris-
diction of the Commission not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, and issue a final rule regarding such 
reporting requirements not later than 270 
days after the date of enactment of this sub-
section; and 

‘‘(B) subject to the provisions of section 8, 
disaggregate and make public monthly infor-
mation on the positions and value of index 
funds and other passive, long-only positions 
in the energy and agricultural futures mar-
kets. 

‘‘(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this subsection, the 
Commission shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
regarding— 

‘‘(A) the scope of commodity index trading 
in the futures markets; 
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‘‘(B) whether classification of index traders 

and swap dealers in the futures markets can 
be improved for regulatory and reporting 
purposes; and 

‘‘(C) whether, based on a review of the 
trading practices for index traders in the fu-
tures markets— 

‘‘(i) index trading activity is adversely im-
pacting the price discovery process in the fu-
tures markets; and 

‘‘(ii) different practices and controls 
should be required.’’. 
SEC. 4. IMPROVED OVERSIGHT AND ENFORCE-

MENT. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that— 
(1) crude oil prices are at record levels and 

consumers in the United States are paying 
record prices for gasoline; 

(2) funding for the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission has been insufficient to 
cover the significant growth of the futures 
markets; 

(3) since the establishment of the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, the 
volume of trading on futures exchanges has 
grown 8,000 percent while staffing numbers 
have decreased 12 percent; and 

(4) in today’s dynamic market environ-
ment, it is essential that the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission receive the fund-
ing necessary to enforce existing authority 
to ensure that all commodity markets, in-
cluding energy markets, are properly mon-
itored for market manipulation. 

(b) ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES.—As soon as 
practicable after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission shall hire at least 100 additional 
full-time employees— 

(1) to increase the public transparency of 
operations in energy futures markets; 

(2) to improve the enforcement in those 
markets; and 

(3) to carry out such other duties as are 
prescribed by the Commission. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to any other funds made available 
to carry out the Commodity Exchange Act (7 
U.S.C. 1 et seq.), there are authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as are necessary to 
carry out this section for fiscal year 2009. 

SA 5157. Mr. ENZI (for himself and 
Mr. BARRASSO) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows; 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY TO DE-

DUCT AMOUNTS FROM SHARE OF 
OIL AND GAS LEASING REVENUES 
PROVIDED TO STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective December 26, 
2007, the matter under the heading ‘‘ADMINIS-
TRATIVE PROVISIONS’’ under the heading 
‘‘MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE’’ of title I 
of the Department of the Interior, Environ-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008 (Subdivision F of Public Law 110– 
161; 121 Stat. 2109) is amended by striking the 
second undesignated paragraph. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall not deduct any amount from or reduce 
the amount of payments otherwise payable 
to States under section 35 of the Mineral 
Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 191). 

SA 5158. Mr. ENZI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 

him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows; 

Strike section 3. 

SA 5159. Mr. ENZI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows; 

Strike section 6. 

SA 5160. Mr. STEVENS (for himself 
and Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Supporting Alternative and Viable En-
ergy for America Act of 2008’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
TITLE I—LEASING PROGRAM FOR LAND 

WITHIN COASTAL PLAIN 
Sec. 101. Definitions. 
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TITLE I—LEASING PROGRAM FOR LAND 

WITHIN COASTAL PLAIN 
SEC. 101. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) COASTAL PLAIN.—The term ‘‘Coastal 

Plain’’ means that area identified as the 
‘‘1002 Coastal Plain Area’’ on the map. 

(2) FEDERAL AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Fed-
eral Agreement’’ means the Federal Agree-
ment and Grant Right-of-Way for the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline issued on January 23, 1974, 
in accordance with section 28 of the Mineral 
Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 185) and the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline Authorization Act (43 U.S.C. 
1651 et seq.). 

(3) FINAL STATEMENT.—The term ‘‘Final 
Statement’’ means the final legislative envi-
ronmental impact statement on the Coastal 
Plain, dated April 1987, and prepared pursu-
ant to section 1002 of the Alaska National In-
terest Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
3142) and section 102(2)(C) of the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)). 

(4) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
entitled ‘‘Arctic National Wildlife Refuge’’, 
dated September 2005, and prepared by the 
United States Geological Survey. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior (or the 
designee of the Secretary), acting through 
the Director of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment in consultation with the Director of 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
and in coordination with a State coordinator 
appointed by the Governor of the State of 
Alaska. 
SEC. 102. LEASING PROGRAM FOR LAND WITHIN 

THE COASTAL PLAIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATION.—Congress authorizes 

the exploration, leasing, development, pro-
duction, and economically feasible and pru-
dent transportation of oil and gas in and 
from the Coastal Plain. 
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(2) ACTIONS.—The Secretary shall take 

such actions as are necessary— 
(A) to establish and implement, in accord-

ance with this title, a competitive oil and 
gas leasing program that will result in an en-
vironmentally sound program for the explo-
ration, development, and production of the 
oil and gas resources of the Coastal Plain 
while taking into consideration the interests 
and concerns of residents of the Coastal 
Plain, which is the homeland of the 
Kaktovikmiut Inupiat; and 

(B) to administer this title through regula-
tions, lease terms, conditions, restrictions, 
prohibitions, stipulations, and other provi-
sions that— 

(i) ensure the oil and gas exploration, de-
velopment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, their habi-
tat, subsistence resources, and the environ-
ment; and 

(ii) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion to all exploration, development, and 
production operations under this title in a 
manner that ensures the receipt of fair mar-
ket value by the public for the mineral re-
sources to be leased. 

(b) REPEAL.— 
(1) REPEAL.—Section 1003 of the Alaska Na-

tional Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 
U.S.C. 3143) is repealed. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents contained in section 1 of that Act 
(16 U.S.C. 3101 note) is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 1003. 

(c) COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS UNDER 
CERTAIN OTHER LAWS.— 

(1) COMPATIBILITY.—For purposes of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System Adminis-
tration Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 668dd et seq.)— 

(A) the oil and gas pre-leasing and leasing 
program, and activities authorized by this 
section in the Coastal Plain, shall be consid-
ered to be compatible with the purposes for 
which the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
was established; and 

(B) no further findings or decisions shall be 
required to implement that program and 
those activities. 

(2) ADEQUACY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR’S LEGISLATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT STATEMENT.—The Final Statement 
shall be considered to satisfy the require-
ments under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) that 
apply with respect to pre-leasing activities, 
including exploration programs and actions 
authorized to be taken by the Secretary to 
develop and promulgate the regulations for 
the establishment of a leasing program au-
thorized by this title before the conduct of 
the first lease sale. 

(3) COMPLIANCE WITH NEPA FOR OTHER AC-
TIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Before conducting the 
first lease sale under this title, the Secretary 
shall prepare an environmental impact 
statement under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et 
seq.) with respect to the actions authorized 
by this title that are not referred to in para-
graph (2). 

(B) IDENTIFICATION AND ANALYSIS.—Not-
withstanding any other law, in carrying out 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall not be re-
quired— 

(i) to identify nonleasing alternative 
courses of action; or 

(ii) to analyze the environmental effects of 
those courses of action. 

(C) IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED ACTION.— 
Not later than 18 months after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(i) identify only a preferred action and a 
single leasing alternative for the first lease 
sale authorized under this title; and 

(ii) analyze the environmental effects and 
potential mitigation measures for those 2 al-
ternatives. 

(D) PUBLIC COMMENTS.—In carrying out 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall consider 
only public comments that are filed not later 
than 20 days after the date of publication of 
an environmental analysis. 

(E) EFFECT OF COMPLIANCE.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, compli-
ance with this paragraph shall be considered 
to satisfy all requirements for the analysis 
and consideration of the environmental ef-
fects of proposed leasing under this title. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO STATE AND LOCAL AU-
THORITY.—Nothing in this title expands or 
limits any State or local regulatory author-
ity. 

(e) SPECIAL AREAS.— 
(1) DESIGNATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, after con-

sultation with the State of Alaska, the 
North Slope Borough, Alaska, and the City 
of Kaktovik, Alaska, may designate not 
more than 45,000 acres of the Coastal Plain 
as a special area if the Secretary determines 
that the special area would be of such unique 
character and interest as to require special 
management and regulatory protection. 

(B) SADLEROCHIT SPRING AREA.—The Sec-
retary shall designate as a special area in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (A) the 
Sadlerochit Spring area, comprising approxi-
mately 4,000 acres as depicted on the map. 

(2) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall 
manage each special area designated under 
this subsection in a manner that— 

(A) respects and protects the Native people 
of the area; and 

(B) preserves the unique and diverse char-
acter of the area, including fish, wildlife, 
subsistence resources, and cultural values of 
the area. 

(3) EXCLUSION FROM LEASING OR SURFACE 
OCCUPANCY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ex-
clude any special area designated under this 
subsection from leasing. 

(B) NO SURFACE OCCUPANCY.—If the Sec-
retary leases all or a portion of a special 
area for the purposes of oil and gas explo-
ration, development, production, and related 
activities, there shall be no surface occu-
pancy of the land comprising the special 
area. 

(4) DIRECTIONAL DRILLING.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this sub-
section, the Secretary may lease all or a por-
tion of a special area under terms that per-
mit the use of horizontal drilling technology 
from sites on leases located outside the spe-
cial area. 

(f) LIMITATION ON CLOSED AREAS.—The Sec-
retary may not close land within the Coastal 
Plain to oil and gas leasing or to explo-
ration, development, or production except in 
accordance with this title. 

(g) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 15 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, in 
consultation with appropriate agencies of 
the State of Alaska, the North Slope Bor-
ough, Alaska, and the City of Kaktovik, 
Alaska, the Secretary shall issue such regu-
lations as are necessary to carry out this 
title, including rules and regulations relat-
ing to protection of the fish and wildlife, fish 
and wildlife habitat, and subsistence re-
sources of the Coastal Plain. 

(2) REVISION OF REGULATIONS.—The Sec-
retary may periodically review and, as ap-
propriate, revise the rules and regulations 
issued under paragraph (1) to reflect any sig-
nificant scientific or engineering data that 
come to the attention of the Secretary. 

SEC. 103. LEASE SALES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Land may be leased pur-

suant to this title to any person qualified to 
obtain a lease for deposits of oil and gas 
under the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 
et seq.). 

(b) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulation, establish procedures for— 

(1) receipt and consideration of sealed 
nominations for any area in the Coastal 
Plain for inclusion in, or exclusion (as pro-
vided in subsection (c)) from, a lease sale; 

(2) the holding of lease sales after that 
nomination process; and 

(3) public notice of and comment on des-
ignation of areas to be included in, or ex-
cluded from, a lease sale. 

(c) LEASE SALE BIDS.—Bidding for leases 
under this title shall be by sealed competi-
tive cash bonus bids. 

(d) ACREAGE MINIMUM IN FIRST SALE.—For 
the first lease sale under this title, the Sec-
retary shall offer for lease those tracts the 
Secretary considers to have the greatest po-
tential for the discovery of hydrocarbons, 
taking into consideration nominations re-
ceived pursuant to subsection (b)(1), but in 
no case less than 200,000 acres. 

(e) TIMING OF LEASE SALES.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(1) not later than 22 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act, conduct the first 
lease sale under this title; 

(2) not later than 90 days after the date of 
the completion of the sale, evaluate the bids 
in the sale and issue leases resulting from 
the sale; and 

(3) conduct additional sales at appropriate 
intervals if sufficient interest in exploration 
or development exists to warrant the con-
duct of the additional sales. 
SEC. 104. GRANT OF LEASES BY THE SECRETARY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon payment by a lessee 
of such bonus as may be accepted by the Sec-
retary, the Secretary may grant to the high-
est responsible qualified bidder in a lease 
sale conducted pursuant to section 103 a 
lease for any land on the Coastal Plain. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT TRANSFERS.—No lease 
issued under this title may be sold, ex-
changed, assigned, sublet, or otherwise 
transferred except with the approval of the 
Secretary. 
SEC. 105. LEASE TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An oil or gas lease issued 
pursuant to this title shall— 

(1) provide for the payment of a royalty of 
not less than 121⁄2 percent of the amount or 
value of the production removed or sold from 
the lease, as determined by the Secretary in 
accordance with regulations applicable to 
other Federal oil and gas leases; 

(2) provide that the Secretary may close, 
on a seasonal basis, such portions of the 
Coastal Plain to exploratory drilling activi-
ties as are necessary to protect caribou 
calving areas and other species of fish and 
wildlife; 

(3) require that each lessee of land within 
the Coastal Plain shall be fully responsible 
and liable for the reclamation of land within 
the Coastal Plain and any other Federal land 
that is adversely affected in connection with 
exploration, development, production, or 
transportation activities within the Coastal 
Plain conducted by the lessee or by any of 
the subcontractors or agents of the lessee; 

(4) provide that the lessee may not dele-
gate or convey, by contract or otherwise, 
that reclamation responsibility and liability 
to another person without the express writ-
ten approval of the Secretary; 

(5) provide that the standard of reclama-
tion for land required to be reclaimed under 
this title shall be, as nearly as practicable— 

(A) a condition capable of supporting the 
uses that the land was capable of supporting 
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prior to any exploration, development, or 
production activities; or 

(B) upon application by the lessee, to a 
higher or better standard, as approved by the 
Secretary; 

(6) contain terms and conditions relating 
to protection of fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment as required under section 
102(a)(2); 

(7) provide that the lessee, and each agent 
and contractor of a lessee, use their best ef-
forts to provide a fair share of employment 
and contracting for Alaska Natives and Alas-
ka Native Corporations from throughout the 
State of Alaska, as determined by the level 
of obligation previously agreed to in the 1974 
agreement implementing section 29 of the 
Federal Agreement and Grant of Right of 
Way for the Operation of the Trans-Alaska 
Pipeline; and 

(8) contain such other provisions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary to en-
sure compliance with this title and regula-
tions issued under this title. 

(b) PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary, as a term and condition of each lease 
under this title, and in recognizing the pro-
prietary interest of the Federal Government 
in labor stability and in the ability of con-
struction labor and management to meet the 
particular needs and conditions of projects 
to be developed under the leases issued pur-
suant to this title (including the special con-
cerns of the parties to those leases), shall re-
quire that each lessee, and each agent and 
contractor of a lessee, under this title nego-
tiate to obtain a project labor agreement for 
the employment of laborers and mechanics 
on production, maintenance, and construc-
tion under the lease. 
SEC. 106. COASTAL PLAIN ENVIRONMENTAL PRO-

TECTION. 
(a) NO SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE EFFECT 

STANDARD TO GOVERN AUTHORIZED COASTAL 
PLAIN ACTIVITIES.—In accordance with sec-
tion 102, the Secretary shall administer this 
title through regulations, lease terms, condi-
tions, restrictions, prohibitions, or stipula-
tions that— 

(1) ensure, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, that oil and gas exploration, devel-
opment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, and the environment; 

(2) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion on all new exploration, development, 
and production operations; and 

(3) ensure that the maximum surface acre-
age covered in connection with the leasing 
program by production and support facili-
ties, including airstrips and any areas cov-
ered by gravel berms or piers for support of 
pipelines, does not exceed 2,000 acres on the 
Coastal Plain. 

(b) SITE-SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT AND MITIGA-
TION.—The Secretary shall require, with re-
spect to any proposed drilling and related ac-
tivities on the Coastal Plain, that— 

(1) a site-specific environmental analysis 
be made of the probable effects, if any, that 
the drilling or related activities will have on 
fish and wildlife, fish and wildlife habitat, 
subsistence resources, subsistence uses, and 
the environment; 

(2) a plan be implemented to avoid, mini-
mize, and mitigate (in that order and to the 
maximum extent practicable) any signifi-
cant adverse effect identified under para-
graph (1); and 

(3) the development of the plan occur after 
consultation with— 

(A) each agency having jurisdiction over 
matters mitigated by the plan; 

(B) the State of Alaska; 

(C) North Slope Borough, Alaska; and 
(D) the City of Kaktovik, Alaska. 
(c) REGULATIONS TO PROTECT COASTAL 

PLAIN FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES, SUB-
SISTENCE USERS, AND THE ENVIRONMENT.—Be-
fore implementing the leasing program au-
thorized by this title, the Secretary shall 
prepare and issue regulations, lease terms, 
conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, or 
stipulations designed to ensure, to the max-
imum extent practicable, that the activities 
carried out on the Coastal Plain under this 
title are conducted in a manner consistent 
with the purposes and environmental re-
quirements of this title. 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND OTHER REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The proposed regulations, lease 
terms, conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, 
and stipulations for the leasing program 
under this title shall require— 

(1) compliance with all applicable provi-
sions of Federal and State environmental 
law (including regulations); 

(2) implementation of and compliance 
with— 

(A) standards that are at least as effective 
as the safety and environmental mitigation 
measures, as described in items 1 through 29 
on pages 167 through 169 of the Final State-
ment, on the Coastal Plain; 

(B) seasonal limitations, the duration of 
which shall not exceed 120 days, on explo-
ration, development, and related activities, 
as necessary, to avoid significant adverse ef-
fects during periods of concentrated fish and 
wildlife breeding, denning, nesting, spawn-
ing, and migration; 

(C) design safety and construction stand-
ards for all pipelines and any access and 
service roads that minimize, to the max-
imum extent practicable, adverse effects 
on— 

(i) the passage of migratory species (such 
as caribou); and 

(ii) the flow of surface water by requiring 
the use of culverts, bridges, or other struc-
tural devices; 

(D) prohibitions on general public access 
to, and use of, all pipeline access and service 
roads; 

(E) stringent reclamation and rehabilita-
tion requirements in accordance with this 
title for the removal from the Coastal Plain 
of all oil and gas development and produc-
tion facilities, structures, and equipment on 
completion of oil and gas production oper-
ations, except in a case in which the Sec-
retary determines that those facilities, 
structures, or equipment— 

(i) would assist in the management of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge; and 

(ii) are donated to the United States for 
that purpose; 

(F) appropriate prohibitions or restrictions 
on— 

(i) access by all modes of transportation; 
(ii) sand and gravel extraction; and 
(iii) use of explosives; 
(G) reasonable stipulations for protection 

of cultural and archaeological resources; 
(H) measures to protect surface water, in-

cluding— 
(i) avoidance, to the maximum extent 

practicable, of springs, streams, and river 
systems; 

(ii) the protection of natural surface drain-
age patterns and wetland and riparian habi-
tats; and 

(iii) the regulation of methods or tech-
niques for developing or transporting ade-
quate supplies of water for exploratory drill-
ing; and 

(I) research, monitoring, and reporting re-
quirements; 

(3) that exploration activities (except sur-
face geological studies) be limited to the pe-
riod between approximately November 1 and 

May 1 of each year and be supported, if nec-
essary, by ice roads, winter trails with ade-
quate snow cover, ice pads, ice airstrips, and 
air transport methods (except that those ex-
ploration activities may be permitted at 
other times if the Secretary determines that 
the exploration will have no significant ad-
verse effect on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment of the Coastal Plain); 

(4) consolidation of facility siting; 
(5) avoidance or reduction of air traffic-re-

lated disturbance to fish and wildlife; 
(6) treatment and disposal of hazardous 

and toxic wastes, solid wastes, reserve pit 
fluids, drilling muds and cuttings, and do-
mestic wastewater, including, in accordance 
with applicable Federal and State environ-
mental laws (including regulations)— 

(A) preparation of an annual waste man-
agement report; 

(B) development and implementation of a 
hazardous materials tracking system; and 

(C) prohibition on the use of chlorinated 
solvents; 

(7) fuel storage and oil spill contingency 
planning; 

(8) conduct periodic field crew environ-
mental briefings; 

(9) avoidance of significant adverse effects 
on subsistence hunting, fishing, and trap-
ping; 

(10) compliance with applicable air and 
water quality standards; and 

(11) appropriate seasonal and safety zone 
designations around well sites, within which 
subsistence hunting and trapping may be 
limited. 

(e) CONSIDERATIONS.—In preparing and 
issuing regulations, lease terms, conditions, 
restrictions, prohibitions, or stipulations 
under this section, the Secretary shall take 
into consideration— 

(1) the stipulations and conditions that 
govern the National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska leasing program, as set forth in the 
1999 Northeast National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska Final Integrated Activity Plan/Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement; 

(2) the environmental protection standards 
that governed the initial Coastal Plain seis-
mic exploration program under parts 37.31 
through 37.33 of title 50, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations; and 

(3) the land use stipulations for explor-
atory drilling on the KIC–ASRC private land 
described in Appendix 2 of the agreement be-
tween Arctic Slope Regional Corporation and 
the United States dated August 9, 1983. 

(f) FACILITY CONSOLIDATION PLANNING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—After providing for public 

notice and comment, the Secretary shall pre-
pare and periodically update a plan to gov-
ern, guide, and direct the siting and con-
struction of facilities for the exploration, de-
velopment, production, and transportation of 
oil and gas resources from the Coastal Plain. 

(2) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the plan 
shall be— 

(A) the avoidance of unnecessary duplica-
tion of facilities and activities; 

(B) the encouragement of consolidation of 
common facilities and activities; 

(C) the location or confinement of facili-
ties and activities to areas that will mini-
mize impact on fish and wildlife, fish and 
wildlife habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment; 

(D) the use of existing facilities, to the 
maximum extent practicable; and 

(E) the enhancement of compatibility be-
tween wildlife values and development ac-
tivities. 

(g) ACCESS TO PUBLIC LAND.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) manage public land in the Coastal Plain 
in accordance with subsections (a) and (b) of 
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section 811 of the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3121); and 

(2) ensure that local residents shall have 
reasonable access to public land in the 
Coastal Plain for traditional uses. 
SEC. 107. EXPEDITED JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) FILING OF COMPLAINTS.— 
(1) DEADLINE.—A complaint seeking judi-

cial review of a provision of this title or an 
action of the Secretary under this title shall 
be filed during the 90-day period beginning 
on the date on which the action being chal-
lenged was carried out. 

(2) VENUE.—A complaint seeking judicial 
review of a provision of this title or an ac-
tion of the Secretary under this title shall be 
filed in the United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia. 

(3) SCOPE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Judicial review of a deci-

sion of the Secretary under this title (includ-
ing an environmental analysis of such a 
lease sale) shall be— 

(i) limited to a review of whether the deci-
sion is in accordance with this title; and 

(ii) based on the administrative record of 
the decision. 

(B) PRESUMPTIONS.—Any identification by 
the Secretary of a preferred course of action 
relating to a lease sale, and any analysis by 
the Secretary of environmental effects, 
under this title shall be presumed to be cor-
rect unless proven otherwise by clear and 
convincing evidence. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OTHER REVIEW.—Any ac-
tion of the Secretary that is subject to judi-
cial review under this section shall not be 
subject to judicial review in any civil or 
criminal proceeding. 
SEC. 108. RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND EASEMENTS 

ACROSS COASTAL PLAIN. 
For purposes of section 1102(4)(A) of the 

Alaska National Interest Lands Conserva-
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 3162(4)(A)), any rights-of- 
way or easements across the Coastal Plain 
for the exploration, development, produc-
tion, or transportation of oil and gas shall be 
considered to be established incident to the 
management of the Coastal Plain under this 
section. 
SEC. 109. CONVEYANCE. 

Notwithstanding section 1302(h)(2) of the 
Alaska National Interest Lands Conserva-
tion Act (16 U.S.C. 3192(h)(2)), to remove any 
cloud on title to land, and to clarify land 
ownership patterns in the Coastal Plain, the 
Secretary shall— 

(1) to the extent necessary to fulfill the en-
titlement of the Kaktovik Inupiat Corpora-
tion under sections 12 and 14 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1611, 1613), as determined by the Secretary, 
convey to that Corporation the surface es-
tate of the land described in paragraph (1) of 
Public Land Order 6959, in accordance with 
the terms and conditions of the agreement 
between the Secretary, the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the Bureau of 
Land Management, and the Kaktovik 
Inupiat Corporation, dated January 22, 1993; 
and 

(2) convey to the Arctic Slope Regional 
Corporation the remaining subsurface estate 
to which that Corporation is entitled under 
the agreement between that corporation and 
the United States, dated August 9, 1983. 
SEC. 110. FEDERAL AND STATE DISTRIBUTION OF 

REVENUES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, of the amount of ad-
justed bonus, rental, and royalty revenues 
from Federal oil and gas leasing and oper-
ations authorized under this title for each 
fiscal year— 

(1) 50 percent shall be paid to the State of 
Alaska each fiscal year, of which not less 
than 37.5 percent shall be used each fiscal 

year to provide local government impact aid 
and community service assistance under sec-
tion 111; and 

(2) the balance shall be transferred to the 
ANWR Alternative Energy Trust Fund estab-
lished by section 112. 

(b) PAYMENTS TO ALASKA.—Payments to 
the State of Alaska under this section shall 
be made semiannually. 

SEC. 111. LOCAL GOVERNMENT IMPACT AID AND 
COMMUNITY SERVICE ASSISTANCE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition on the re-

ceipt of funds under section 110(a)(1), the 
State of Alaska shall establish in the treas-
ury of the State, and administer in accord-
ance with this section, a fund to be known as 
the ‘‘Coastal Plain Local Government Im-
pact Aid Assistance Fund’’ (referred to in 
this section as the ‘‘Fund’’). 

(2) DEPOSITS.—Subject to paragraph (1), the 
amount made available under section 
110(a)(1) to provide local government impact 
aid and community service assistance shall 
be deposited into the Fund. 

(3) INVESTMENT.—The Governor of the 
State of Alaska (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Governor’’) shall invest amounts in the 
Fund in interest-bearing securities of the 
United States or the State of Alaska. 

(b) ASSISTANCE.—The Governor, in coopera-
tion with the Mayor of the North Slope Bor-
ough, shall use amounts in the Fund to pro-
vide assistance to North Slope Borough, 
Alaska, the City of Kaktovik, Alaska, and 
any other borough, municipal subdivision, 
village, or other community in the State of 
Alaska that is directly impacted by explo-
ration for, or the production of, oil or gas on 
the Coastal Plain under this title, or any 
Alaska Native Regional Corporation acting 
on behalf of the villages and communities 
within its region whose lands lie along the 
right of way of the Trans Alaska Pipeline 
System, as determined by the Governor. 

(c) APPLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To receive assistance 

under subsection (b), a community or Re-
gional Corporation described in that sub-
section shall submit to the Governor, or to 
the Mayor of the North Slope Borough, an 
application in such time, in such manner, 
and containing such information as the Gov-
ernor may require. 

(2) ACTION BY NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH.—The 
Mayor of the North Slope Borough shall sub-
mit to the Governor each application re-
ceived under paragraph (1) as soon as prac-
ticable after the date on which the applica-
tion is received. 

(3) ASSISTANCE OF GOVERNOR.—The Gov-
ernor shall assist communities in submitting 
applications under this subsection, to the 
maximum extent practicable. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS.—A community or Re-
gional Corporation that receives funds under 
subsection (b) may use the funds— 

(1) to plan for mitigation, implement a 
mitigation plan, or maintain a mitigation 
project to address the potential effects of oil 
and gas exploration and development on en-
vironmental, social, cultural, recreational, 
and subsistence resources of the community; 

(2) to develop, carry out, and maintain— 
(A) a project to provide new or expanded 

public facilities; or 
(B) services to address the needs and prob-

lems associated with the effects described in 
paragraph (1), including firefighting, police, 
water and waste treatment, first responder, 
and other medical services; 

(3) to compensate residents of the Coastal 
Plain for significant damage to environ-
mental, social, cultural, recreational, or sub-
sistence resources; and 

(4) in the City of Kaktovik, Alaska— 

(A) to develop a mechanism for providing 
members of the Kaktovikmiut Inupiat com-
munity an opportunity to— 

(i) monitor development on the Coastal 
Plain; and 

(ii) provide information and recommenda-
tions to the Governor based on traditional 
aboriginal knowledge of the natural re-
sources, flora, fauna, and ecological proc-
esses of the Coastal Plain; and 

(B) to establish a local coordination office, 
to be managed by the Mayor of the North 
Slope Borough, in coordination with the City 
of Kaktovik, Alaska— 

(i) to coordinate with and advise devel-
opers on local conditions and the history of 
areas affected by development; 

(ii) to provide to the Committee on Re-
sources of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate annual reports on the 
status of the coordination between devel-
opers and communities affected by develop-
ment; 

(iii) to collect from residents of the Coast-
al Plain information regarding the impacts 
of development on fish, wildlife, habitats, 
subsistence resources, and the environment 
of the Coastal Plain; and 

(iv) to ensure that the information col-
lected under clause (iii) is submitted to— 

(I) developers; and 
(II) any appropriate Federal agency. 

SEC. 112. ANWR ALTERNATIVE ENERGY TRUST 
FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRUST FUND.—There 
is established in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the 
‘‘ANWR Alternative Energy Trust Fund’’, 
consisting of such amounts as may be trans-
ferred to the ANWR Alternative Energy 
Trust Fund as provided in section 110(a)(2). 

(b) EXPENDITURES FROM ANWR ALTER-
NATIVE ENERGY TRUST FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts in the ANWR Al-
ternative Energy Trust Fund shall be avail-
able without further appropriation to carry 
out specified provisions of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (Public Law 109–58; referred to in 
this section as ‘‘EPAct2005’’), the Energy 
Independence and Security Act of 2007 (Pub-
lic Law 110–140; referred to in this section as 
‘‘EISAct2007’’), and subtitle A of title V of 
this Act, as follows: 

To carry out the provisions of: 

The following per-
centage of annual 
receipts to the 
ANWR Alternative 
Energy Trust 
Fund, but not to 
exceed the limit on 
amount author-
ized, if any: 

EPAct2005: 
Section 210 ......................... 1.5 percent 
Section 242 ......................... 1.0 percent 
Section 369 ......................... 2.0 percent 
Section 401 ......................... 6.0 percent 
Section 812 ......................... 6.0 percent 
Section 931 ......................... 16.0 percent 
Section 942 ......................... 1.5 percent 
Section 962 ......................... 3.0 percent 
Section 968 ......................... 1.5 percent 
Section 1704 ........................ 5.5 percent 

EISAct2007: 
Section 207 ......................... 15.0 percent 
Section 607 ......................... 1.0 percent 
Title VI, Subtitle B ............ 3.0 percent 
Title VI, Subtitle C ............ 1.5 percent 
Section 641 ......................... 9.0 percent 
Title VII, Subtitle A .......... 10.0 percent 
Section 1112 ........................ 1.5 percent 
Section 1304 ........................ 5.0 percent 
Title V of this Act, Subtitle 

A: ..................................... 10.0 percent. 

(2) APPORTIONMENT OF EXCESS AMOUNT.— 
Notwithstanding paragraph (1), any amounts 
allocated under paragraph (1) that are in ex-
cess of the amounts authorized in the appli-
cable cited section or subtitle of EPAct2005 
and EISAct2007 shall be reallocated to the 
remaining sections and subtitles cited in 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00176 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7379 July 24, 2008 
paragraph (1), up to the amounts otherwise 
authorized by law to carry out those sections 
and subtitles, in proportion to the amounts 
authorized by law to be appropriated for 
those other sections and subtitles. 
SEC. 113. PROHIBITION ON EXPORTS. 

An oil or gas lease issued under this title 
shall prohibit the exportation of oil or gas 
produced under the lease. 
SEC. 114. SEVERABILITY. 

If any provision of this title, or the appli-
cation of such provision to any person or cir-
cumstance, is held to be unconstitutional, 
the remainder of this title and the applica-
tion of such provisions to any person or cir-
cumstance shall not be affected thereby. 
TITLE II—OCS IMPACT READINESS ACT OF 

2008 
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘OCS Impact 
Readiness Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 202. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘‘coastal political subdivision’’, with 
respect to a Fairness State, means a county- 
equivalent subdivision of a Fairness State— 

(A) all or a portion of which lies within the 
coastal zone (as defined in section 304 of the 
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 
U.S.C. 1453); and 

(B) the closest point of which is not more 
than 300 statute miles from the geographical 
center of any leased tract. 

(2) DISTANCE.—The term ‘‘distance’’ means 
minimum great circle distance. 

(3) FAIRNESS STATE.—The term ‘‘Fairness 
State’’ means a coastal State with a coastal 
seaward boundary within a distance of 300 
statute miles of the geographical center of a 
leased tract in an outer Continental Shelf 
planning area that, as of January 1, 2000— 

(A) had no oil or natural gas production; 
and 

(B) is not a ‘‘Gulf producing State’’ (as de-
fined in section 102 of the Gulf of Mexico En-
ergy Security Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; 
Public Law 109–432)). 

(4) LEASED TRACT.—The term ‘‘leased 
tract’’ means a tract leased under the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 
et seq.) for the purpose of drilling for, devel-
oping, and producing oil or natural gas re-
sources. 

(5) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
RECEIPTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘qualified outer 
Continental Shelf receipts’’ means all 
amounts received by the United States, in 
the fiscal year immediately following the fis-
cal year in which this Act is enacted and 
each fiscal year thereafter— 

(i) from each leased tract or portion of a 
leased tract, the geographical center of 
which lies within a distance of 300 statute 
miles from any part of the coastline of a 
Fairness State, including— 

(I) bonus bids; 
(II) rents; 
(III) royalties (including the value of roy-

alties taken in kind); 
(IV) net profit share payments; 
(V) fees; and 
(VI) related late payment interest; and 
(ii) from leases entered into on or after 

January 1, 2000. 
(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘qualified 

outer Continental Shelf receipts’’ does not 
include— 

(i) receipts from the forfeiture of a bond or 
other surety securing obligations other than 
royalties, or civil penalties; or 

(ii) receipts generated from leases subject 
to section 8(g) of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(g)). 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

SEC. 203. DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER 
CONTINENTAL SHELF RECEIPTS 
FROM OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
OIL AND GAS LEASING PLANNING 
AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act 
(43 U.S.C. 1338) and subject to the other pro-
visions of this section, for each applicable 
fiscal year, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall deposit— 

(1) 62.5 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf receipts in the miscellaneous 
receipts of the Treasury; and 

(2) 37.5 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf receipts in a special account in 
the Treasury that the Secretary shall dis-
burse to Fairness States and certain coastal 
political subdivisions of those Fairness 
States. 

(b) ALLOCATION AMONG FAIRNESS STATES 
AND THEIR COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVI-
SIONS.— 

(1) ALLOCATION AMONG FAIRNESS STATES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective for the fiscal 

year immediately following the fiscal year in 
which this Act is enacted and each fiscal 
year thereafter, the amount made available 
under subsection (a)(2) shall be allocated by 
the Secretary to each Fairness State in 
amounts (based on a formula established by 
the Secretary by regulation) that are in-
versely proportional to the respective dis-
tances between the point on the coastline of 
each Fairness State that is closest to the 
geographical center of the applicable leased 
tract and the geographical center of the 
leased tract. 

(B) SINGLE FAIRNESS STATE.—If only 1 Fair-
ness State is within a distance of 300 miles of 
the geographical center of a lease described 
in subparagraph (A), the entire amount made 
available under subsection (a)(2) from the 
lease shall be allocated to that Fairness 
State. 

(2) ALLOCATION AMONG COASTAL POLITICAL 
SUBDIVISIONS OF FAIRNESS STATES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
40 percent of the allocable share of each 
Fairness State, as determined under para-
graph (1), to certain coastal political sub-
divisions of the Fairness State. 

(B) ALLOCATION.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—For each leased tract used 

to calculate the allocation for a Fairness 
State, the Secretary shall pay each coastal 
political subdivision located within a dis-
tance of 300 miles of the geographical center 
of the leased tract based on the relative dis-
tance of the coastal political subdivision 
from the leased tract in accordance with 
clauses (ii) and (iii). 

(ii) DETERMINATION OF DISTANCES.—For 
each coastal political subdivision described 
in clause (i), the Secretary shall determine 
the distance between the point on the coast-
al political subdivision coastline closest to 
the geographical center of the leased tract 
and the geographical center of the tract. 

(iii) INVERSELY PROPORTIONAL ALLOCA-
TION.—The Secretary shall divide and allo-
cate the qualified Outer Continental Shelf 
receipts derived from the leased tract among 
coastal political subdivisions described in 
clause (i) in amounts that are inversely pro-
portional to the distances determined under 
clause (ii). 

(c) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under subsection (a)(2) for the ap-
plicable fiscal year shall be made available 
in accordance with subsection (a)(2) during 
the first 90 days of the fiscal year imme-
diately following the applicable fiscal year. 

(d) AUTHORIZED USES.—Each Fairness 
State and coastal political subdivision shall 
use all amounts received under subsection 
(b), in accordance with all applicable Federal 
and State laws, only for 1 or more of the fol-
lowing purposes: 

(1) Projects and activities for the purposes 
of coastal protection (including conserva-
tion), coastal restoration, storm protection, 
and infrastructure directly affected by coast-
al wetland and tundra losses. 

(2) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

(3) Implementation of a federally-approved 
marine, coastal, or comprehensive conserva-
tion management plan. 

(4) Mitigation of the impact of outer Conti-
nental Shelf activities through the funding 
of onshore infrastructure projects. 

(5) Any other purpose authorized for the 
use of those amounts under State law. 

(e) REVENUE SHARING FROM AREAS IN ALAS-
KA ADJACENT ZONE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
through (4), revenues from production that 
occurs beginning on the date that is 5 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act in an 
area in the Alaska Adjacent Zone shall be 
distributed in the same proportion as pro-
vided in subsection (b). 

(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF ALASKA OFFSHORE 
CONTINENTAL SHELF COORDINATION OFFICE.— 
Before disbursing funds otherwise allocable 
to coastal political subdivisions in the State 
of Alaska under subsection (b)(2), the Sec-
retary shall annually set aside $10,000,000 for 
an Alaska Offshore Continental Shelf Coordi-
nation Office to be established and main-
tained by the Mayor of the North Slope Bor-
ough. 

(3) DEPOSITS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), for each fiscal year, the Secretary shall 
pay to the North Slope Borough $10,000,000 
from the amount otherwise allocable to 
coastal political subdivisions in the State of 
Alaska under subsection (b)(2) for the pur-
pose of establishing and maintaining a local 
coordination office. 

(B) INSUFFICIENT AMOUNTS.—If, for any fis-
cal year, less than $10,000,000 is available 
under subsection (b)(2), the Secretary shall 
set aside and pay to the North Slope Bor-
ough all funds available under subsection 
(b)(2) for the purpose of establishing and 
maintaining the Alaska Offshore Conti-
nental Shelf Coordination Office. 

(4) USE OF FUNDS FOR LOCAL COORDINATION 
OFFICE.—The North Slope Borough shall use 
amounts received under paragraph (3), in ac-
cordance with all applicable Federal and 
State laws, to establish a local coordination 
office— 

(A) to coordinate with and advise devel-
opers on local conditions and the history of 
areas affected by development; 

(B) to provide to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources of the Senate annual reports 
on the status of the coordination between de-
velopers and communities affected by devel-
opment; 

(C) to collect from residents of the North 
Slope information regarding the impacts of 
development on marine wildlife, coastal 
habitats, marine and coastal subsistence re-
sources, and the marine and coastal environ-
ment of the North Slope region of the State 
of Alaska; and 

(D) to ensure that the information col-
lected under subparagraph (C) is submitted 
to— 

(i) developers of the Alaska outer Conti-
nental Shelf; and 

(ii) any appropriate Federal agency. 
(f) LIMITATIONS ON AMOUNT OF DISTRIBUTED 

QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF RE-
CEIPTS.—The total amount of qualified outer 
Continental Shelf receipts made available 
under subsection (a)(2) to an individual Fair-
ness State and coastal political subdivisions 
of the Fairness State shall not exceed 
$500,000,000 for each fiscal year, as indexed 
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for United States dollar inflation from fiscal 
year 2008 (as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index). 

TITLE III—ALASKA NATURAL GAS 
PIPELINE 

SEC. 301. DISCHARGES INTO NAVIGABLE WA-
TERS. 

Section 104 of the Alaska Natural Gas 
Pipeline Act (15 U.S.C. 720b) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) DISCHARGES INTO NAVIGABLE WA-
TERS.—The discharge of dredged or fill mate-
rial into the navigable waters at any site 
necessary for the construction of the pipe-
line under this Act or to otherwise carry out 
this Act shall not be subject to section 404 of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1251) (including any consultation or 
mitigation requirements of that section) un-
less the discharge directly enters into navi-
gable waters that exhibit a continuous, visi-
ble surface flow for a substantial part of the 
year during which the discharge takes 
place.’’. 
SEC. 302. FEDERAL COORDINATOR. 

(a) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN ACTIONS.—Sec-
tion 106(d)(3) of the Alaska Natural Gas Pipe-
line Act (15 U.S.C. 720d(d)(3)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘Unless required by law’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Unless explicitly required by stat-
ute’’. 

(b) STATE COORDINATION.—Section 106(e) of 
the Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline Act (15 
U.S.C. 720d(e)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATIVE COMPLIANCE.—The 
Federal Coordinator may establish a sched-
ule and deadline for administrative compli-
ance of Federal agencies with this Act using 
authority that is commensurate with and 
parallel to the authority provided to the 
Commission under section 104(c)(1).’’. 

(c) AGENCY AUTHORIZED OFFICERS.—Section 
106(h) of the Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline 
Act (15 U.S.C. 720d(h)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(5) AGENCY AUTHORIZED OFFICERS.—The 
Federal Coordinator may require a Federal 
agency to designate and provide mutually- 
agreed on agency authorized officers to the 
Office of the Federal Coordinator for pur-
poses of expediting and coordinating the du-
ties of the agency in furtherance of the ob-
jectives of the Federal Coordinator.’’. 
TITLE IV—INVENTORY OF ALASKA WATER 

POWER RESOURCES 
SEC. 401. INVENTORY OF ALASKA WATER POWER 

RESOURCES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy, 

in consultation with representatives of the 
State of Alaska, shall conduct an inventory 
of water power resources of the State of 
Alaska, including hydropower, stream, and 
ocean (including current, wave, tidal, ki-
netic, and thermal) resources. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress, the President, and the 
Governor of the State of Alaska a report de-
scribing the results of the inventory. 
TITLE V—NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION 
Subtitle A—Nuclear Power Technology and 

Manufacturing 
SEC. 501. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) ENGINEERING INTEGRATION COSTS.—The 

term ‘‘engineering integration costs’’ in-
cludes the costs of engineering tasks relating 
to— 

(A) the redesign of manufacturing proc-
esses to produce qualifying components and 
nuclear power generation technologies; 

(B) the design of new tooling and equip-
ment for production facilities that produce 
qualifying components and nuclear power 
generation technologies; and 

(C) the establishment or expansion of man-
ufacturing or processing operations for 
qualifying components and nuclear power 
generation technologies. 

(2) NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION.—The term 
‘‘nuclear power generation’’ means genera-
tion of electricity by an electric generation 
unit that— 

(A) emits no carbon dioxide into the at-
mosphere; 

(B) uses uranium as its fuel source; and 
(C) was placed into commercial service 

after the date of enactment of this Act. 
(3) NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION TECH-

NOLOGY.—The term ‘‘nuclear power genera-
tion technology’’ means a technology used to 
produce nuclear power generation. 

(4) QUALIFYING COMPONENT.—The term 
‘‘qualifying component’’ means a component 
that the Secretary determines to be spe-
cially designed for nuclear power generation 
technology. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. 502. SPENT FUEL RECYCLING PROGRAM. 

(a) PURPOSE.—It is the policy of the United 
States to recycle spent nuclear fuel to ad-
vance energy independence by maximizing 
the energy potential of nuclear fuel in a pro-
liferation-resistant manner that reduces the 
quantity of waste dedicated to a permanent 
Federal repository. 

(b) SPENT FUEL RECYCLING RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT FACILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall begin construction of a spent 
fuel recycling research and development fa-
cility. 

(2) PURPOSE.—The facility described in 
paragraph (1) shall serve as the lead site for 
continuing research and development of ad-
vanced nuclear fuel cycles and separation 
technologies. 

(3) SITE SELECTION.—In selecting a site for 
the facility, the Secretary shall give pref-
erence to a site that has— 

(A) the most technically sound bid; 
(B) a demonstrated technical expertise in 

spent fuel recycling; and 
(C) proximity to existing and proposed nu-

clear reactors. 
(c) CONTRACTS.—The Secretary shall use 

amounts made available under section 112(b), 
and such other amounts as are appropriated 
to carry out this section, to enter into long- 
term contracts with private sector entities 
for the recycling of spent nuclear fuel. 

(d) COMPETITIVE SELECTION.—Contracts 
awarded under subsection (c) shall be award-
ed on the basis of a competitive bidding proc-
ess that— 

(1) maximizes the competitive efficiency of 
the projects funded; 

(2) best serves the goal of reducing the 
amount of waste requiring disposal under 
this Act; and 

(3) ensures adequate protection against the 
proliferation of nuclear materials that could 
be used in the manufacture of nuclear weap-
ons. 

(e) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, in collaboration with the Secretary, 
shall promulgate regulations for the licens-
ing of facilities for recovery and use of spent 
nuclear fuel that provide reasonable assur-
ance that licenses issued for that purpose 
will not be counter to the defense, security, 
and national interests of the United States. 
SEC. 503. FINANCIAL INCENTIVES PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year be-
ginning on or after October 1, 2010, the Sec-
retary shall use amounts made available 
under section 112(b) (but not to exceed a 
total amount of $1,000,000,000 for any fiscal 

year) to competitively award financial in-
centives under this subtitle in the following 
technology categories: 

(1) The production of electricity from new 
nuclear power generation. 

(2) Facility establishment or conversion by 
manufacturers and suppliers of nuclear 
power generation technology and qualifying 
components. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make 

awards under this section to— 
(A) domestic producers of new nuclear 

power generation; 
(B) manufacturers and suppliers of nuclear 

power generation technology and qualifying 
components; and 

(C) owners or operators of existing nuclear 
power generation facilities. 

(2) BASIS FOR AWARDS.—The Secretary shall 
make awards under this section— 

(A) in the case of producers of new nuclear 
power generation, based on the bid of each 
producer in terms of dollars per megawatt- 
hour of electricity generated; 

(B) in the case of manufacturers and sup-
pliers of nuclear power generation tech-
nology and qualifying components, based on 
the criteria described in section 505; and 

(C) in the case of owners or operators of ex-
isting nuclear power generating facilities, 
based upon criteria described in section 505. 

(3) ACCEPTANCE OF BIDS.—In making awards 
under this subsection, the Secretary shall— 

(A) solicit bids for reverse auction from ap-
propriate producers, manufacturers, and sup-
pliers, as determined by the Secretary; and 

(B) award financial incentives to the pro-
ducers, manufacturers, and suppliers that 
submit the lowest bids that meet the re-
quirements established by the Secretary. 
SEC. 504. FORMS OF AWARDS. 

(a) NUCLEAR POWER GENERATORS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An award for nuclear 

power generation under this subtitle shall be 
in the form of a contract to provide a pro-
duction payment for commercial service of 
the generation unit in an amount equal to 
the product obtained by multiplying— 

(A) the amount bid by the producer of the 
nuclear power generation; and 

(B) except as provided in paragraph (2), the 
net megawatt-hours generated by the nu-
clear power generation unit each year during 
the first 10 years following the end of the 
calendar year of the award. 

(2) FIRST YEAR.—For purposes of paragraph 
(1)(B), the first year of commercial service of 
the generating unit shall be within 5 years of 
the end of the calendar year of the award. 

(b) MANUFACTURING OF NUCLEAR POWER 
GENERATION TECHNOLOGY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An award for facility es-
tablishment or conversion costs for nuclear 
power generation technology under this sub-
title shall be in an amount equal to not more 
than 30 percent of the cost of— 

(A) establishing, reequipping, or expanding 
a manufacturing facility to produce— 

(i) qualifying nuclear power generation 
technology; or 

(ii) qualifying components; 
(B) engineering integration costs of nu-

clear power generation technology and quali-
fying components; and 

(C) property, machine tools, and other 
equipment acquired or constructed primarily 
to enable the recipient to test equipment 
necessary for the construction or operation 
of a nuclear power generation facility. 

(2) AMOUNT.—The Secretary shall use the 
amounts made available to carry out this 
section to make awards to entities for the 
manufacturing of nuclear power generation 
technology. 
SEC. 505. SELECTION CRITERIA. 

In making awards under this subtitle to 
producers, manufacturers, and suppliers of 
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nuclear power generation technology and 
qualifying components, the Secretary shall 
select producers, manufacturers, and sup-
pliers that— 

(1) document the greatest use of domesti-
cally-sourced parts and components; 

(2) return to productive service existing 
idle manufacturing capacity; 

(3) are located in States or political sub-
divisions with the greatest dependence on 
fossil fuel-based energy; 

(4) demonstrate a high probability of com-
mercial success; and 

(5) meet other appropriate criteria, as de-
termined by the Secretary. 

Subtitle B—Accelerated Depreciation 
SEC. 511. 5-YEAR ACCELERATED DEPRECIATION 

PERIOD FOR NEW NUCLEAR POWER 
PLANTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 168(e)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end 
of clause (v), by striking the period at the 
end of clause (vi)(III) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, 
and by inserting after clause (vi) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(vii) any advanced nuclear power facility 
(as defined in section 45J(d)(1), determined 
without regard to subparagraph (B) thereof) 
the original use of which commences with 
the taxpayer after December 31, 2008.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
168(e)(3)(E)(vii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by inserting ‘‘and not de-
scribed in subparagraph (B)(vii) of this para-
graph’’ after ‘‘section 1245(a)(3)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2008. 

TITLE VI—JUDICIAL REVIEW 
SEC. 601. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION.—Except for 
review by the Supreme Court on writ of cer-
tiorari, the United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit shall 
have original and exclusive jurisdiction to 
determine— 

(1) the validity of any final order or action 
(including any failure to act) of any Federal 
agency or officer under or in furtherance of 
titles II and V; 

(2) the constitutionality of any provision 
of this Act, or any decision made or action 
taken under or in furtherance of titles II and 
V; and 

(3) the adequacy of any environmental im-
pact statement or similar analysis required 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) with re-
spect to any action under or in furtherance 
of titles II and V, including— 

(A) the final environmental impact state-
ment for Chukchi Sea Planning Area Oil and 
Gas Lease Sale 193 as the statement relates 
to activities proposed and undertaken in af-
fected areas, including activities to lease 
blocks— 

(i) NR 03–01; 
(ii) NR 03–02; 
(iii) NR 03–03; 
(iv) NR 03–04; 
(v) NR 03–08; and 
(vi) NR 04–01; and 
(B) the environmental assessment for Pro-

posed Beaufort Sea Planning Area Oil and 
Gas Lease Sale 202 as the assessment relates 
to activities proposed and undertaken in af-
fected areas, including activities to lease 
blocks— 

(i) NR 05–01; 
(ii) NR 05–02; 
(iii) NR 05–04; 
(iv) NR 06–03; 
(v) NR 06–04; 
(vi) NR 07–03; and 
(vii) NR 07–05. 
(b) DEADLINE FOR FILING CLAIM.—A claim 

arising under title II or V may be brought 

not later than 60 days after the date of the 
decision or action giving rise to the claim. 

(c) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION.—The United 
States Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit shall set any action 
brought under subsection (a) for expedited 
consideration, taking into account the na-
tional interest of enhancing national energy 
security by providing access to the signifi-
cant resources needed to meet the con-
tinuing and anticipated domestic demand for 
energy. 

(d) ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte-

rior and the Secretary of Energy may not ex-
tend the time period for administrative re-
view of, or action against, any project, pro-
posal, or activity taken under title II or V. 

(2) CONSTRUCTIVE APPROVAL.—If no decision 
on administrative review of an action under 
title II or V is made within the time period 
required under that title, the decision shall 
be considered affirmed. 

TITLE VII—OIL SPECULATION 
SEC. 701. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Oil Specu-
lation Control Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 702. DEFINITION OF INSTITUTIONAL INVES-

TOR. 
(a) DEFINITION.—Section 1a of the Com-

modity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 1a) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (22) 
through (34) as paragraphs (23) through (35), 
respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (21) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(22) INSTITUTIONAL INVESTOR.—The term 
‘institutional investor’ means a long-term 
investor in financial markets (including pen-
sion funds, endowments, and foundations) 
that— 

‘‘(A) invests in energy commodities as an 
asset class in a portfolio of financial invest-
ments; and 

‘‘(B) does not take or make physical deliv-
ery of energy commodities on a frequent 
basis, as determined by the Commission.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 13106(b)(1) of the Food, Con-

servation, and Energy Act of 2008 is amended 
by striking ‘‘section 1a(32)’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 1a’’. 

(2) Section 402(d)(1)(B) of the Legal Cer-
tainty for Bank Products Act of 2000 (7 
U.S.C. 27(d)(1)(B)) is amended by striking 
‘‘section 1a(33)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 1a’’. 
SEC. 703. INSPECTOR GENERAL. 

Section 2(a) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2(a)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(13) INSPECTOR GENERAL.— 
‘‘(A) OFFICE.—There shall be in the Com-

mission, as an independent office, an Office 
of the Inspector General. 

‘‘(B) APPOINTMENT.—The Office shall be 
headed by an Inspector General, appointed in 
accordance with the Inspector General Act of 
1978 (5 U.S.C. App.). 

‘‘(C) COMPENSATION.—The Inspector Gen-
eral shall be compensated at the rate pro-
vided for level IV of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5315 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

‘‘(D) ADMINISTRATION.—The Inspector Gen-
eral shall exert independent control of the 
budget allocations, expenditures, and staff-
ing levels, personnel decisions and processes, 
procurement, and other administrative and 
management functions of the Office.’’. 
SEC. 704. TRADING PRACTICES REVIEW WITH RE-

SPECT TO INDEX TRADERS, SWAP 
DEALERS, AND INSTITUTIONAL IN-
VESTORS. 

Section 4 of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(e) TRADING PRACTICES REVIEW WITH RE-
SPECT TO INDEX TRADERS, SWAP DEALERS, 
AND INSTITUTIONAL INVESTORS.— 

‘‘(1) REVIEW.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Commission shall carry out a re-
view of the trading practices of index trad-
ers, swap dealers, and institutional investors 
in markets under the jurisdiction of the 
Commission— 

‘‘(i) to ensure that index trading is not ad-
versely impacting the price discovery proc-
ess; 

‘‘(ii) to determine whether different prac-
tices or regulations should be implemented; 
and 

‘‘(iii) to gather data for use in proposing 
regulations to limit the size and influence of 
institutional investor positions in com-
modity markets. 

‘‘(B) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY.—For the 60- 
day period described in subparagraph (A), in 
accordance with each applicable rule adopted 
under section 5(d)(6), the Commission shall 
exercise the emergency authority of the 
Commission to prevent institutional inves-
tors from increasing the positions of the in-
stitutional investors in— 

‘‘(i) energy commodity futures; and 
‘‘(ii) commodity future index funds. 
‘‘(2) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 

the date described in paragraph (1)(A), the 
Commission shall submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress a report that con-
tains recommendations for such legislation 
as the Commission determines to be nec-
essary to limit the size and influence of in-
stitutional investor positions in commodity 
markets.’’. 
SEC. 705. BONA FIDE HEDGING TRANSACTIONS 

OR POSITIONS. 
Section 4a(c) of the Commodity Exchange 

Act (7 U.S.C. 6a(c)) is amended by striking 
‘‘(c) No rule’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(c) BONA FIDE HEDGING TRANSACTIONS OR 
POSITIONS.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITION OF BONA FIDE HEDGING 
TRANSACTION OR POSITION.—The term ‘bona 
fide hedging transaction or position’ means a 
transaction or position that represents a 
hedge against price risk exposure relating to 
physical transactions involving an energy 
commodity. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION WITH RESPECT TO BONA 
FIDE HEDGING TRANSACTIONS OR POSITIONS.— 
No rule’’. 
SEC. 706. SPECULATION LIMITS RELATING TO 

SPECULATORS IN ENERGY MAR-
KETS. 

Section 4a of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6a) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(f) SPECULATION LIMITS RELATING TO 
SPECULATORS IN ENERGY MARKETS.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITION OF SPECULATOR.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘speculator’ includes 
any institutional investor or investor of an 
investment fund that holds a position 
through an intermediary broker or dealer. 

‘‘(2) ENFORCEMENT OF SPECULATION LIM-
ITS.—The Commission shall enforce specula-
tion limits with respect to speculators in en-
ergy markets.’’. 
SEC. 707. LARGE TRADER REPORTING WITH RE-

SPECT TO INDEX TRADERS, SWAP 
DEALERS, AND INSTITUTIONAL IN-
VESTORS. 

Section 4g of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6g) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(g) LARGE TRADER REPORTING WITH RE-
SPECT TO INDEX TRADERS, SWAP DEALERS, 
AND INSTITUTIONAL INVESTORS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each recordkeeping and 
reporting requirement under this section re-
lating to large trader transactions and posi-
tions shall apply to index traders, swaps 
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dealers, and institutional investors in mar-
kets under the jurisdiction of the Commis-
sion. 

‘‘(2) PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS.—As 
soon as practicable after the date of enact-
ment of this subsection, the Commission 
shall promulgate regulations to establish 
separate classifications for index traders, 
swaps dealers, and institutional investors— 

‘‘(A) to enforce the recordkeeping and re-
porting requirements described in paragraph 
(1); and 

‘‘(B) to enforce position limits and position 
accountability levels with respect to energy 
commodities under section 4a(f).’’. 
SEC. 708. INSTITUTIONAL INVESTOR SPECULA-

TION LIMITS. 
(a) CORE PRINCIPLES APPLICABLE TO SIG-

NIFICANT PRICE DISCOVERY CONTRACTS.—Sec-
tion 2(h)(7)(C)(ii)(IV) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (7 U.S.C. 2(h)(7)(C)(ii)(IV)) is 
amended by inserting after ‘‘speculators’’ 
the following: ‘‘(including institutional in-
vestors that do not take delivery of energy 
commodities and that hold positions in en-
ergy commodities through swaps dealers or 
other third parties)’’. 

(b) CORE PRINCIPLES FOR CONTRACT MAR-
KETS.—Section 5(d)(5) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (7 U.S.C. 7(d)(5)) is amended by 
inserting after ‘‘speculators’’ the following: 
‘‘(including institutional investors that do 
not take delivery of energy commodities and 
that hold positions in energy commodities 
through swaps dealers or other third par-
ties)’’. 

TITLE VIII—OIL SPILL DAMAGES 
CONSISTENCY 

SEC. 801. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Oil Spill 

Damages Consistency Act’’. 
SEC. 802. PUNITIVE DAMAGES FOR DISCHARGES 

OF OIL OR HAZARDOUS SUB-
STANCES. 

Title III of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act is amended by inserting after 
section 311 (33 U.S.C. 1321) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 311A. DISCHARGES OF CARGO. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The terms ‘contiguous 

zone’, ‘discharge’, ‘hazardous substance’, ‘in-
land waters of the United States’, ‘oil’, 
‘owner or operator’, and ‘vessel’ have the 
meanings given the terms in section 311. 

‘‘(2) CARGO.—The term ‘cargo’ means any 
lading or freight of a vessel, including— 

‘‘(A) oil; and 
‘‘(B) a hazardous substance. 
‘‘(3) DETRIMENTAL DISCHARGE.—The term 

‘detrimental discharge’ means a discharge of 
the cargo of a vessel— 

‘‘(A)(i) into or on— 
‘‘(I) navigable waters or inland waters of 

the United States; 
‘‘(II) an adjoining shoreline; or 
‘‘(III) the waters of the contiguous zone; or 
‘‘(ii) in connection with an activity carried 

out under— 
‘‘(I) the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act 

(43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.); or 
‘‘(II) the Deepwater Port Act of 1974 (33 

U.S.C. 1501 et seq.); and 
‘‘(B) in a quantity that, as determined by 

the Secretary, may adversely affect a nat-
ural resource belonging to, or under the ex-
clusive management authority of, the United 
States (including any resource under the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.)). 

‘‘(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of the department in 
which the Coast Guard is operating. 

‘‘(b) PROHIBITION ON DETRIMENTAL DIS-
CHARGES.— 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2) or any other provision of this 
Act, a detrimental discharge is prohibited. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS.—The prohibition under 
paragraph (1) shall not apply to a detri-
mental discharge that is— 

‘‘(A) permitted under the International 
Convention for the Prevention of Pollution 
from Ships, 1973, as modified by the Protocol 
of 1978 relating thereto (MARPOL); or 

‘‘(B) in such quantities and at such times 
and locations or under such circumstances or 
conditions as the Secretary determines, by 
regulation, not to be harmful. 

‘‘(c) ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who has been 

harmed by a detrimental discharge may 
bring a civil action for relief against any 
owner or operator or person in charge of a 
vessel from which the detrimental discharge 
was made, in accordance with this sub-
section. 

‘‘(2) RELIEF.—In a civil action under para-
graph (1), a court of competent jurisdiction 
may award appropriate relief, including— 

‘‘(A) compensatory damages; and 
‘‘(B) punitive damages in an amount not to 

exceed an amount equal to the product ob-
tained by multiplying— 

‘‘(i) the amount of compensatory damages 
awarded under subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(ii) 5. 
‘‘(3) CORPORATE LIABILITY.—A corporation 

shall be liable under this section for punitive 
damages awarded under paragraph (2)(B) for 
harm resulting from any act of recklessness 
by a managerial employee of the corpora-
tion, including the captain of any applicable 
vessel. 

‘‘(4) JURISDICTION.—A civil action under 
paragraph (1) may be brought in— 

‘‘(A) the United States District Court for 
the District of Columbia; or 

‘‘(B) the United States district court for 
the district in which the applicable detri-
mental discharge is alleged to have occurred. 

‘‘(d) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PROVISIONS.— 
Nothing in this section limits or otherwise 
affects the application of any administrative 
or civil penalty under— 

‘‘(1) section 311; or 
‘‘(2) any other provision of law.’’. 
TITLE IX—TELEWORK ENHANCEMENT 

SEC. 901. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Telework 

Enhancement Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 902. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘employee’’ has 

the meaning given that term by section 2105 
of title 5, United States Code. 

(2) EXECUTIVE AGENCY.—The term ‘‘execu-
tive agency’’ has the meaning given that 
term by section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(3) NONCOMPLIANT.—The term ‘‘noncompli-
ant’’ means not conforming to the require-
ments under this title. 

(4) TELEWORK.—The term ‘‘telework’’ 
means a work arrangement in which an em-
ployee regularly performs officially assigned 
duties at home or other worksites geographi-
cally convenient to the residence of the em-
ployee during at least 20 percent of each pay 
period that the employee is performing offi-
cially assigned duties. 
SEC. 903. EXECUTIVE AGENCIES TELEWORK RE-

QUIREMENT. 
(a) TELEWORK ELIGIBILITY.—Not later than 

180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the head of each executive agency 
shall— 

(1) establish a policy under which eligible 
employees of the agency may be authorized 
to telework; 

(2) determine the eligibility for all employ-
ees of the agency to participate in telework; 
and 

(3) notify all employees of the agency of 
their eligibility to telework. 

(b) PARTICIPATION.—The policy described 
under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) ensure that telework does not diminish 
employee performance or agency operations; 

(2) require a written agreement between an 
agency manager and an employee authorized 
to telework in order for that employee to 
participate in telework; 

(3) provide that an employee may not be 
authorized to telework if the performance of 
that employee does not comply with the 
terms of the written agreement between the 
agency manager and that employee; 

(4) except in emergency situations as de-
termined by an agency head, not apply to 
any employee of the agency whose official 
duties require daily physical presence for ac-
tivity with equipment or handling of secure 
materials; and 

(5) determine the use of telework as part of 
the continuity of operations plans the agen-
cy in the event of an emergency. 
SEC. 904. TRAINING AND MONITORING. 

The head of each executive agency shall 
ensure that— 

(1) an interactive telework training pro-
gram is provided to— 

(A) employees eligible to participate in the 
telework program of the agency; and 

(B) all managers of teleworkers; 
(2) no distinction is made between tele-

workers and nonteleworkers for the purposes 
of performance appraisals; and 

(3) when determining what constitutes di-
minished employee performance, the agency 
shall consult the established performance 
management guidelines of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management. 
SEC. 905. POLICY AND SUPPORT. 

(a) AGENCY CONSULTATION WITH THE OFFICE 
OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT.—Each execu-
tive agency shall consult with the Office of 
Personnel Management in developing 
telework policies. 

(b) GUIDANCE AND CONSULTATION.—The Of-
fice of Personnel Management shall— 

(1) provide policy and policy guidance for 
telework in the areas of pay and leave, agen-
cy closure, performance management, offi-
cial worksite, recruitment and retention, 
and accommodations for employees with dis-
abilities; and 

(2) consult with— 
(A) the Federal Emergency Management 

Agency on policy and policy guidance for 
telework in the areas of continuation of op-
erations and long-term emergencies; and 

(B) the General Services Administration on 
policy and policy guidance for telework in 
the areas of telework centers, travel, tech-
nology, and equipment. 

(c) CONTINUITY OF OPERATIONS PLANS.— 
During any period that an agency is oper-
ating under a continuity of operations plan, 
that plan shall supersede any telework pol-
icy. 

(d) TELEWORK WEBSITE.—The Office of Per-
sonnel Management shall— 

(1) maintain a central telework website; 
and 

(2) include on that website related— 
(A) telework links; 
(B) announcements; 
(C) guidance developed by the Office of 

Personnel Management; and 
(D) guidance submitted by the Federal 

Emergency Management Agency, and the 
General Services Administration to the Of-
fice of Personnel Management not later than 
10 business days after the date of submission. 
SEC. 906. TELEWORK MANAGING OFFICER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) APPOINTMENT.—The head of each execu-

tive agency shall appoint an employee of the 
agency as the Telework Managing Officer. 
The Telework Managing Officer shall be es-
tablished within the Office of the Chief 
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Human Capital Officer or a comparable office 
with similar functions. 

(2) TELEWORK COORDINATORS.— 
(A) APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2004.—Section 627 

of the Departments of Commerce, Justice, 
and State, the Judiciary, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2004 (Public Law 
108–199; 118 Stat. 99) is amended by striking 
‘‘designate a ‘Telework Coordinator’ to be’’ 
and inserting ‘‘appoint a Telework Managing 
Officer to be’’. 

(B) APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005.—Section 622 
of the Departments of Commerce, Justice, 
and State, the Judiciary, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 
108–447; 118 Stat. 2919) is amended by striking 
‘‘designate a ‘Telework Coordinator’ to be’’ 
and inserting ‘‘appoint a Telework Managing 
Officer to be’’. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Telework Managing Offi-
cer shall— 

(1) be devoted to policy development and 
implementation related to agency telework 
programs; 

(2) serve as— 
(A) an advisor for agency leadership, in-

cluding the Chief Human Capital Officer; 
(B) a resource for managers and employees; 

and 
(C) a primary agency point of contact for 

the Office of Personnel Management on 
telework matters; and 

(3) perform other duties as the applicable 
appointing authority may assign. 
SEC. 907. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

(a) SUBMISSION OF REPORTS.—Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of this Act and on an annual basis thereafter, 
the Director of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement shall— 

(1) submit a report addressing the telework 
programs of each executive agency to— 

(A) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives; and 

(2) transmit a copy of the report to the 
Comptroller General and the Office of Man-
agement and Budget. 

(b) CONTENTS.—Each report submitted 
under this section shall include— 

(1) the telework policy, the measures in 
place to carry out the policy, and an analysis 
of employee telework participation during 
the preceding 12-month period provided by 
each executive agency; 

(2) an assessment of the progress of each 
agency in maximizing telework opportuni-
ties for employees of that agency without di-
minishing employee performance or agency 
operations; 

(3) the definition of telework and telework 
policies and any modifications to such defi-
nitions; 

(4) the degree of participation by employ-
ees of each agency in teleworking during the 
period covered by the evaluation, including— 

(A) the number and percent of the employ-
ees in the agency who are eligible to 
telework; 

(B) the number and percent of employees 
who engage in telework; 

(C) the number and percent of eligible em-
ployees in each agency who have declined 
the opportunity to telework; and 

(D) the number of employees who were not 
authorized, willing, or able to telework and 
the reason; 

(5) the extent to which barriers to maxi-
mize telework opportunities have been iden-
tified and eliminated; and 

(6) best practices in agency telework pro-
grams. 
SEC. 908. COMPLIANCE OF EXECUTIVE AGENCIES. 

(a) EXECUTIVE AGENCIES.—An executive 
agency shall be in compliance with this title 

if each employee of that agency partici-
pating in telework regularly performs offi-
cially assigned duties at home or other 
worksites geographically convenient to the 
residence of the employee during at least 20 
percent of each pay period that the employee 
is performing officially assigned duties. 

(b) AGENCY MANAGER REPORTS.—Not later 
than 180 days after the establishment of a 
policy described under section 903, and annu-
ally thereafter, each agency manager shall 
submit a report to the Chief Human Capital 
Officer and Telework Managing Officer of 
that agency that contains a summary of— 

(1) efforts to promote telework opportuni-
ties for employees supervised by that man-
ager; and 

(2) any obstacles which hinder the ability 
of that manager to promote telework oppor-
tunities. 

(c) CHIEF HUMAN CAPITAL OFFICER RE-
PORTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each year the Chief 
Human Capital Officer of each agency, in 
consultation with the Telework Managing 
Officer of that agency, shall submit a report 
to the Chair and Vice Chair of the Chief 
Human Capital Offices Council on agency 
management efforts to promote telework. 

(2) REVIEW AND INCLUSION OF RELEVANT IN-
FORMATION.—The Chair and Vice Chair of the 
Chief Human Capital Offices Council shall— 

(A) review the reports submitted under 
paragraph (1); 

(B) include relevant information from the 
submitted reports in the annual report to 
Congress required under section 907(b)(2); and 

(C) use that relevant information for other 
purposes related to the strategic manage-
ment of human capital. 

(d) COMPLIANCE REPORTS.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of submission of each 
report under section 907, the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall submit a report to 
Congress that— 

(1) identifies and recommends corrective 
actions and time frames for each executive 
agency that the Office of Management and 
Budget determines is noncompliant; and 

(2) describes progress of noncompliant ex-
ecutive agencies, justifications of any con-
tinuing noncompliance, and any rec-
ommendations for corrective actions planned 
by the Office of Management and Budget or 
the executive agency to eliminate non-
compliance. 
SEC. 909. EXTENSION OF TRAVEL EXPENSES TEST 

PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5710 of title 5, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘for a 

period not to exceed 24 months’’; and 
(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘7 years’’ 

and inserting ‘‘16 years’’. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall take effect as 
though enacted as part of the Travel and 
Transportation Reform Act of 1998 (Public 
Law 105–264; 112 Stat. 2350). 

SA 5161. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL OF EXPLO-

RATION, DEVELOPMENT, AND PRO-
DUCTION PROJECTS UNDER FED-
ERAL OIL AND GAS LEASES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) the responsible development of the do-

mestic oil and gas resources of the United 

States is vital to the economy and national 
security of the United States; 

(2) the immediate and long-term interests 
of the people of United States are served by 
encouraging domestic oil and gas explo-
ration, development, and production; 

(3) to achieve those objectives, domestic 
energy development projects should proceed 
without persistent litigation, subject to the 
regulatory oversight of responsible Federal 
agencies; and 

(4) the long-term planning and heavy in-
vestments of human and financial resources 
necessary to develop and produce domestic 
oil and gas resources are frustrated, and fu-
ture investments discouraged, when projects 
that have been reviewed and approved by the 
responsible executive branch agencies are 
enjoined or otherwise halted in the courts. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to authorize the President to review and 
approve oil and gas exploration, develop-
ment, and production projects under Federal 
oil and gas leases, both onshore and offshore, 
on a finding that the project complies with 
all applicable Federal law. 

(c) REVIEW BY PRESIDENT.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the 
President may review any project for the ex-
ploration, development, or production of oil 
or gas resources under a Federal lease, lo-
cated onshore or offshore, to determine 
whether the project complies with all appli-
cable Federal law. 

(d) APPROVAL.—A project described in sub-
section (c) (including all authorizations, per-
mits, studies, or other forms of executive 
branch approvals otherwise required to con-
duct the project) shall be conclusively ap-
proved and authorized to proceed on a writ-
ten finding submitted by the President to 
Congress that the project— 

(1) serves the public interest in responsible 
domestic oil or gas development; and 

(2) complies with all applicable Federal 
law. 

(e) ADMINISTRATIVE OR JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 
The decision of the President under this sec-
tion and the project approved under sub-
section (d) shall not be subject to further ad-
ministrative or judicial review, stay, or in-
junction or, if pending, continued adminis-
trative or judicial review, stay, or injunc-
tion, except with respect to an appeal filed 
by an applicant for a permit to carry out the 
project or a claim based on the Constitution 
of the United States. 

(f) REGULATORY OVERSIGHT.—A project ap-
proved by the President under this section 
shall— 

(1) continue to be subject to the regulatory 
oversight of the Federal agencies with juris-
diction over activities conducted under the 
project, as otherwise provided by law; and 

(2) be regulated under the terms, condi-
tions, and requirements of any authoriza-
tion, permit, or other approval necessary to 
conduct the activities. 

SA 5162. Mr. WARNER (for himself 
and Mr. WEBB) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. AVAILABILITY OF CERTAIN AREAS FOR 

LEASING. 
Section 8 of the Outer Continental Shelf 

Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(q) AVAILABILITY OF CERTAIN AREAS FOR 
LEASING.— 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00181 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S24JY8.REC S24JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7384 July 24, 2008 
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) ATLANTIC COASTAL STATE.—The term 

‘Atlantic Coastal State’ means each of the 
States of Maine, New Hampshire, Massachu-
setts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Delaware, 
New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
and Florida. 

‘‘(B) GOVERNOR.—The term ‘Governor’ 
means the Governor of the State. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED REVENUES.—The term 
‘qualified revenues’ means all rentals, royal-
ties, bonus bids, and other sums due and pay-
able to the United States from leases entered 
into on or after the date of enactment of this 
Act for natural gas exploration and extrac-
tion activities authorized by the Secretary 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(D) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means the 
State of Virginia. 

‘‘(2) PETITION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Governor may sub-

mit to the Secretary— 
‘‘(i) a petition requesting that the Sec-

retary issue leases authorizing the conduct 
of natural gas exploration activities only to 
ascertain the presence or absence of a nat-
ural gas reserve in any area that is at least 
50 miles beyond the coastal zone of the 
State; and 

‘‘(ii) if a petition for exploration by the 
State described in clause (i) has been ap-
proved in accordance with paragraph (3) and 
the geological finding of the exploration jus-
tifies extraction, a second petition request-
ing that the Secretary issue leases author-
izing the conduct of natural gas extraction 
activities in any area that is at least 50 
miles beyond the coastal zone of the State. 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—In any petition under sub-
paragraph (A), the Governor shall include a 
detailed plan of the proposed exploration and 
subsequent extraction activities, as applica-
ble. 

‘‘(3) ACTION BY SECRETARY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(F), as soon as practicable after the date of 
receipt of a petition under paragraph (2), the 
Secretary shall approve or deny the petition. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS FOR EXPLORATION.—The 
Secretary shall not approve a petition sub-
mitted under paragraph (2)(A)(i) unless the 
State legislature has enacted legislation sup-
porting exploration for natural gas in the 
coastal zone of the State. 

‘‘(C) REQUIREMENTS FOR EXTRACTION.—The 
Secretary shall not approve a petition sub-
mitted under paragraph (2)(A)(ii) unless the 
State legislature has enacted legislation sup-
porting extraction for natural gas in the 
coastal zone of the State. 

‘‘(D) CONSISTENCY WITH LEGISLATION.—The 
plan provided in the petition under para-
graph (2)(B) shall be consistent with the leg-
islation described in subparagraph (B) or (C), 
as applicable. 

‘‘(E) COMMENTS FROM ATLANTIC COASTAL 
STATES.—On receipt of a petition under para-
graph (2), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) provide Atlantic Coastal States with 
an opportunity to provide to the Secretary 
comments on the petition; and 

‘‘(ii) take into consideration, but not be 
bound by, any comments received under 
clause (i). 

‘‘(F) CONFLICTS WITH MILITARY OPER-
ATIONS.—The Secretary shall not approve a 
petition for a drilling activity under this 
paragraph if the drilling activity would con-
flict with any military operation, as deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense. 

‘‘(4) DISPOSITION OF REVENUES.—Notwith-
standing section 9, for each applicable fiscal 
year, the Secretary of the Treasury shall de-
posit— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of qualified revenues in a 
Clean Energy Fund in the Treasury, which 
shall be established by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of qualified revenues in a 
special account in the Treasury from which 
the Secretary shall disburse— 

‘‘(i) 75 percent to the State; 
‘‘(ii) 12.5 percent to provide financial as-

sistance to States in accordance with section 
6 of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5); and 

‘‘(iii) 12.5 percent to a reserve fund to be 
used to mitigate for any environmental dam-
age that occurs as a result of extraction ac-
tivities authorized under this subsection, re-
gardless of whether the damage is— 

‘‘(I) reasonably foreseeable; or 
‘‘(II) caused by negligence, natural disas-

ters, or other acts.’’. 

SA 5163. Mr. WARNER (for himself 
and Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commmodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. IMMEDIATE STEPS TO CONSERVE GAS-

OLINE ACT. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘Immediate Steps to Conserve 
Gasoline Act’’. 

(b) FEDERAL CONSERVATION OF GASOLINE.— 
(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(A) each day, as Americans contend with 

rising gasoline prices, personal stories re-
flect the ways in which Americans are alter-
ing their family budgets, including food 
budgets, to cope with record high gasoline 
costs; 

(B) as a consequence of economic pres-
sures, Americans are taking initiatives to re-
duce consumption of gasoline, such as— 

(i) driving less frequently; 
(ii) altering daily routines; and 
(iii) changing, or even cancelling, family 

vacation plans; 
(C) the conservation efforts being taken by 

Americans, on their own initiative, bring 
hardships but save funds that can be redi-
rected— 

(i) to meet essential family needs; and 
(ii) to relieve, to some extent, the demand 

for gasoline; 
(D) just as individuals are taking initia-

tives to reduce gasoline consumption, the 
Federal Government, including Congress, 
should take initiatives to conserve gasoline; 

(E) such Government-wide initiatives to 
conserve gasoline would send a signal to 
Americans that the Federal Government— 

(i) recognizes the burdens imposed by un-
precedented gasoline costs; and 

(ii) will participate in activities to reduce 
gasoline consumption; 

(F) an overall reduction of gasoline con-
sumption by the Federal Government by 
even 3 percentage points would send a strong 
signal that, as a nation, the United States is 
working to conserve energy; 

(G) in 2005, policies directed at reducing 
the usage of energy in Federal agency and 
department buildings by 20 percent by 2015, 
at a rate of a 2-percent reduction per cal-
endar year, were enacted by the President 
and Congress; 

(H) in 2007, policies increasing the energy 
reduction goal to 30 percent by 2015, at a rate 
of a 3-percent reduction per calendar year, 
were enacted by the President and Congress; 
and 

(I) Congress and the President should ex-
tend the precedent of those mandatory con-

servation initiatives taken in 2005 and 2007 to 
usage by the Federal Government of gaso-
line. 

(2) REDUCTION OF GASOLINE USAGE BY FED-
ERAL DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES.—For fiscal 
year 2009, each Federal department and agen-
cy shall develop and carry out initiatives to 
reduce by not less than 3 percent the annual 
consumption of gasoline by the department 
or agency. 

(3) CONGRESSIONAL CONSERVATION OF GASO-
LINE.—For fiscal year 2009, Congress shall de-
velop and carry out initiatives to reduce by 
not less than 3 percent the annual consump-
tion of gasoline by Congress. 

(c) STUDIES AND REPORTS ON NATIONAL 
SPEED LIMIT AND FUTURE GASOLINE CON-
SERVATION.— 

(1) NATIONAL SPEED LIMIT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Energy Information 
Administration shall conduct, and submit to 
Congress a report describing the results of, a 
study of the potential transportation fuel 
savings of imposing a national speed limit on 
highways on the Interstate System of 60 
miles per hour. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The study under subpara-
graph (B) shall include— 

(i) an examination of the fuel efficiency of 
automobiles in use as of the date on which 
the study is conducted; 

(ii) a description of the range at which 
those automobiles are most fuel-efficient on 
highways on the Interstate System; 

(iii) an analysis of actions carried out by 
the Federal Government, with the full sup-
port of Congress, during the 1973–1974 energy 
crisis, resulting in a national speed limit on 
highways on the Interstate System of 55 
miles per hour, which remained in effect 
until 1995; 

(iv) a recognition that in 1974, when fewer 
than 137,000,000 cars traveled in the United 
States (as compared to 250,000,000 cars in 
2006) and only 30 percent of United States oil 
was imported from foreign sources (as com-
pared to 60 percent of oil so imported on the 
date of enactment of this Act), 167,000 barrels 
of oil per day were saved by the imposition 
of a national speed limit, such that greater 
savings are possible on the date of enact-
ment of this Act than the savings realized in 
1974; and 

(v) a determination of whether a limitation 
on the national speed limit on highways on 
the Interstate System similar to the limita-
tion described in clause (iii) could serve as a 
model to generate gasoline savings, through 
a national speed limit on highways on the 
Interstate System of 60 miles per hour, given 
the improved fuel efficiency of automobile 
engines in use on the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) FUTURE GASOLINE CONSERVATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall conduct, and submit to the Committees 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, Environment and Public Works, and 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committees on House Administra-
tion, Transportation and Infrastructure, and 
Energy and Commerce of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report describing the results 
of, a study to determine whether additional 
gasoline reduction measures by Federal de-
partments and agencies and Congress are 
technically feasible. 

(B) INCLUSION.—The report under subpara-
graph (A) shall include a proposed schedule 
of future gasoline reduction measures, if the 
measures are determined to be technically 
feasible. 
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SA 5164. Mr. BURR submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commmodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. MORATORIUM ON ALL OUTER CONTI-

NENTAL SHELF LEASING. 
Notwithstanding the Outer Continental 

Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), the 
Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of 2006 
(43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public Law 109–432), or 
any other provision of law, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall not offer for leasing, 
preleasing, or any related activity any area 
on the outer Continental Shelf (as defined in 
section 2 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331)). 

SA 5165. Mr. BURR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. USE OF INFORMATION ABOUT OIL AND 

GAS PUBLIC CHALLENGES. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that the Gov-

ernment Accountability Office, in report 
GAO–05–124, found that— 

(1) the Bureau of Land Management does 
not systematically gather and use nation-
wide information on public challenges to 
manage the oil and gas program of the Bu-
reau; and 

(2) that failure— 
(A) prevents the Director of the Bureau 

from assessing the impact of public chal-
lenges on the workload of the Bureau of 
Land Management State offices; and 

(B) eliminates the ability of the Director 
to make appropriate staffing and funding re-
source allocation decisions. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall systematically— 

(1) collect and use nationwide information 
on public challenges to manage the oil and 
gas programs of the Department of the Inte-
rior and the Department of Agriculture, re-
spectively; 

(2) gather the information at the planning, 
leasing, exploration, and development 
stages; and 

(3) maintain the information electronically 
with current data. 

SA 5166. Mr. BURR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
TITLE II—DEEP SEA EXPLORATION 

SEC. 201. PUBLICATION OF PROJECTED STATE 
LINES ON OUTER CONTINENTAL 
SHELF. 

Section 4(a)(2)(A) of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(2)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by designating the first, second, and 
third sentences as clause (i), (iii), and (iv), 
respectively; 

(2) in clause (i) (as so designated), by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of the Stop Excessive Energy 
Speculation Act of 2008’’; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (i) (as so des-
ignated) the following: 

‘‘(ii)(I) The projected lines shall also be 
used for the purpose of preleasing and leas-
ing activities conducted in new producing 
areas under section 32. 

‘‘(II) This clause shall not affect any prop-
erty right or title to Federal submerged land 
on the outer Continental Shelf. 

‘‘(III) In carrying out this clause, the 
President shall consider the offshore admin-
istrative boundaries beyond State submerged 
lands for planning, coordination, and admin-
istrative purposes of the Department of the 
Interior, but may establish different bound-
aries.’’. 
SEC. 202. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
The Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 

U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 32. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
political subdivision of a new producing 
State any part of which political subdivision 
is— 

‘‘(A) within the coastal zone (as defined in 
section 304 of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)) of the new pro-
ducing State as of the date of enactment of 
this section; and 

‘‘(B) not more than 200 nautical miles from 
the geographic center of any leased tract. 

‘‘(2) MORATORIUM AREA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘moratorium 

area’ means an area covered by sections 104 
through 105 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2118) (as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this section). 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘moratorium 
area’ does not include an area located in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

‘‘(3) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘new 
producing area’ means any moratorium area 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of a State 
that is located greater than 50 miles from 
the coastline of the State. 

‘‘(4) NEW PRODUCING STATE.—The term ‘new 
producing State’ means a State that has, 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of the 
State, a new producing area available for oil 
and gas leasing under subsection (b). 

‘‘(5) OFFSHORE ADMINISTRATIVE BOUND-
ARIES.—The term ‘offshore administrative 
boundaries’ means the administrative bound-
aries established by the Secretary beyond 
State submerged land for planning, coordina-
tion, and administrative purposes of the De-
partment of the Interior and published in the 
Federal Register on January 3, 2006 (71 Fed. 
Reg. 127). 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
REVENUES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ means all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of enactment of this section for new pro-
ducing areas. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ does not 
include— 

‘‘(i) revenues from a bond or other surety 
forfeited for obligations other than the col-
lection of royalties; 

‘‘(ii) revenues from civil penalties; 
‘‘(iii) royalties taken by the Secretary in- 

kind and not sold; 
‘‘(iv) revenues generated from leases sub-

ject to section 8(g); or 
‘‘(v) any revenues considered qualified 

outer Continental Shelf revenues under sec-
tion 102 of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-
rity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432). 

‘‘(b) PETITION FOR LEASING NEW PRODUCING 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date on 
which the President delineates projected 
State lines under section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii), the 
Governor of a State, with the concurrence of 
the legislature of the State, with a new pro-
ducing area within the offshore administra-
tive boundaries beyond the submerged land 
of the State may submit to the Secretary a 
petition requesting that the Secretary make 
the new producing area available for oil and 
gas leasing. 

‘‘(2) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—Notwith-
standing section 18, as soon as practicable 
after receipt of a petition under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve the petition 
if the Secretary determines that leasing the 
new producing area would not create an un-
reasonable risk of harm to the marine, 
human, or coastal environment. 

‘‘(c) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM NEW PRO-
DUCING AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 and subject to the other provisions of this 
subsection, for each applicable fiscal year, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in the general fund of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in a special account in 
the Treasury from which the Secretary shall 
disburse— 

‘‘(i) 75 percent to new producing States in 
accordance with paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(ii) 25 percent to provide financial assist-
ance to States in accordance with section 6 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5). 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING STATES 
AND COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(A) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING 
STATES.—Effective for fiscal year 2008 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, the amount made 
available under paragraph (1)(B)(i) shall be 
allocated to each new producing State in 
amounts (based on a formula established by 
the Secretary by regulation) proportional to 
the amount of qualified outer Continental 
Shelf revenues generated in the new pro-
ducing area offshore each State. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
20 percent of the allocable share of each new 
producing State, as determined under sub-
paragraph (A), to the coastal political sub-
divisions of the new producing State. 

‘‘(ii) ALLOCATION.—The amount paid by the 
Secretary to coastal political subdivisions 
shall be allocated to each coastal political 
subdivision in accordance with the regula-
tions promulgated under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—The amount al-
located to a new producing State for each 
fiscal year under paragraph (2) shall be at 
least 5 percent of the amounts available for 
the fiscal year under paragraph (1)(B)(i). 

‘‘(4) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under subparagraph (B) of para-
graph (1) for the applicable fiscal year shall 
be made available in accordance with that 
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subparagraph during the fiscal year imme-
diately following the applicable fiscal year. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZED USES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), each new producing State and coastal 
political subdivision shall use all amounts 
received under paragraph (2) in accordance 
with all applicable Federal and State laws, 
only for 1 or more of the following purposes: 

‘‘(i) Projects and activities for the purposes 
of coastal protection, including conserva-
tion, coastal restoration, hurricane protec-
tion, and infrastructure directly affected by 
coastal wetland losses. 

‘‘(ii) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

‘‘(iii) Implementation of a federally ap-
proved marine, coastal, or comprehensive 
conservation management plan. 

‘‘(iv) Funding of onshore infrastructure 
projects. 

‘‘(v) Planning assistance and the adminis-
trative costs of complying with this section. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 3 percent 
of amounts received by a new producing 
State or coastal political subdivision under 
paragraph (2) may be used for the purposes 
described in subparagraph (A)(v). 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—Amounts made 
available under paragraph (1)(B) shall— 

‘‘(A) be made available, without further ap-
propriation, in accordance with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(B) remain available until expended; and 
‘‘(C) be in addition to any amounts appro-

priated under— 
‘‘(i) other provisions of this Act; 
‘‘(ii) the Land and Water Conservation 

Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.); or 
‘‘(iii) any other provision of law. 
‘‘(d) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-

TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM OTHER 
AREAS.—Notwithstanding section 9, for each 
applicable fiscal year, the terms and condi-
tions of subsection (c) shall apply to the dis-
position of qualified outer Continental Shelf 
revenues that— 

‘‘(1) are derived from oil or gas leasing in 
an area that is not included in the current 5- 
year plan of the Secretary for oil or gas leas-
ing; and 

‘‘(2) are not assumed in the budget of the 
United States Government submitted by the 
President under section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code.’’. 
SEC. 203. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

Sections 104 and 105 of the Department of 
the Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public 
Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118) are amended by 
striking ‘‘No funds’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in section 
32 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, 
no funds’’. 
SEC. 204. LOW-INCOME HOME ENERGY ASSIST-

ANCE APPROPRIATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 

in addition to any amounts appropriated 
under any other provision of Federal law, 
there is appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
fiscal year 2008— 

(1) $1,265,000,000 (to remain available until 
expended) for making payments under sub-
sections (a) through (d) of section 2604 of the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Act of 
1981 (42 U.S.C. 8623); and 

(2) $1,265,000,000 (to remain available until 
expended) for making payments under sec-
tion 2604(e) of the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 8623(e)), not-
withstanding the designation requirement of 
section 2602(e) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 8621(e)). 

(b) NEW PRODUCING STATES.—In the case of 
a new producing State (as defined in section 
32(a) of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands 
Act), amounts made available under sub-

section (a) shall not be allocated for a new 
producing State until the legislature of the 
new producing State considers and approves 
or disapproves legislation that would make 
new producing areas (as so defined) in the 
new producing State available for oil and gas 
leasing. 

(c) EMERGENCY REQUIREMENT.—The amount 
provided under this section is designated as 
an emergency requirement and necessary to 
meet emergency needs, pursuant to section 
204 of S. Con. Res. 21 (110th Congress), the 
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2008. 

SA 5167. Mr. BURR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. IMPROVING MOTOR FUEL SUPPLY AND 

DISTRIBUTION. 
(a) LIMITING NUMBER OF BOUTIQUE FUELS.— 

Section 211(c)(4)(C) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7545(c)(4)(C)) is amended by striking 
the second clause (v) (as added by section 
1541(b) of Public Law 109–58) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(vi)(I) The Administrator shall have no 
authority, when considering a State imple-
mentation plan or a State implementation 
plan revision, to approve under this para-
graph any fuel included in such plan or revi-
sion if the effect of such approval would be 
to increase the total number of fuels ap-
proved under this paragraph as of January 1, 
2009 in all State implementation plans. 

‘‘(II) The Administrator, in consultation 
with the Secretary of Energy, shall deter-
mine the total number of fuels approved 
under this paragraph as of January 1, 2009, in 
all State implementation plans and shall 
publish a list of such fuels, including the 
states and Petroleum Administration for De-
fense District in which they are used, in the 
Federal Register no later than 90 days after 
enactment. 

‘‘(III) The Administrator shall remove a 
fuel from the list published under subclause 
(II) if a fuel ceases to be included in a State 
implementation plan or if a fuel in a State 
implementation plan is identical to a Fed-
eral fuel formulation implemented by the 
Administrator, but the Administrator shall 
not reduce the total number of fuels author-
ized under the list published under subclause 
(II). 

‘‘(IV) Subclause (I) shall not apply to ap-
proval by the Administrator of a control or 
prohibition respecting any new fuel under 
this paragraph in a State’s implementation 
plan or a revision to that State’s implemen-
tation plan after the date of enactment of 
this Act if the fuel, as of the date of consid-
eration by the Administrator— 

‘‘(aa) would replace completely a fuel on 
the list published under subclause (II); 

‘‘(bb) has been approved in at least one 
State implementation plan in the applicable 
Petroleum Administration for Defense Dis-
trict; or 

‘‘(cc) is a fuel that differs from the Federal 
conventional gasoline specifications under 
subsection (k)(8) only with respect to the re-
quirement of a summertime Reid Vapor 
Pressure of 7.0 or 7.8 pounds per square inch. 

‘‘(V) Nothing in this clause shall be con-
strued to have any effect regarding any 
available authority of States to require the 
use of any fuel additive registered in accord-
ance with subsection (b), including any fuel 

additive registered in accordance with sub-
section (b) after the enactment of this sub-
clause. 

‘‘(VI) In this clause: 
‘‘(aa) The term ‘control or prohibition re-

specting a new fuel’ means a control or pro-
hibition on the formulation, composition, or 
emissions characteristics of a fuel that 
would require the increase or decrease of a 
constituent in gasoline or diesel fuel. 

‘‘(bb) The term ‘fuel’ means gasoline, die-
sel fuel, and any other liquid petroleum 
product commercially known as gasoline and 
diesel fuel for use in highway and non-road 
motor vehicles.’’. 

(b) TEMPORARY WAIVERS DURING SUPPLY 
EMERGENCIES.—Section 211(c)(4) of the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7545(c)(4)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(D) TEMPORARY WAIVERS DURING SUPPLY 
EMERGENCIES.—The Administrator may tem-
porarily waive a control or prohibition with 
respect to the use of a fuel or fuel additive 
required or regulated by the Administrator 
under subsection (c), (h), (i), (k), or (m), or 
prescribed in an applicable implementation 
plan under section 110 that is approved by 
the Administrator under subparagraph 
(c)(4)(C)(i), if, after consultation with and 
concurrence by the Secretary of Energy, the 
Administrator determines that— 

‘‘(i) an extreme and unusual fuel or fuel ad-
ditive supply circumstance exists in a State 
or region that prevents the distribution of an 
adequate supply of the fuel or fuel additive 
to consumers; 

‘‘(ii) the extreme and unusual fuel or fuel 
additive supply circumstance is the result of 
a natural disaster, an act of God, a pipeline 
or refinery equipment failure, or another 
event that could not reasonably have been 
foreseen or prevented and not a lack of pru-
dent planning on the part of the suppliers of 
the fuel or fuel additive to the State or re-
gion; and 

‘‘(iii) it is in the public interest to grant 
the waiver. 

‘‘(E) REQUIREMENTS FOR WAIVER.— 
‘‘(i) DEFINITION OF MOTOR FUEL DISTRIBU-

TION SYSTEM.—In this subparagraph, the 
term ‘motor fuel distribution system’ has 
the meaning given the term by the Adminis-
trator, by regulation. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—A waiver under sub-
paragraph (D) shall be permitted only if— 

‘‘(I) the waiver applies to the smallest geo-
graphic area necessary to address the ex-
treme and unusual fuel or fuel additive sup-
ply circumstance; 

‘‘(II) the waiver is effective for a period of 
15 calendar days or, if the Administrator de-
termines that a shorter or longer waiver pe-
riod is adequate, for the shortest practicable 
time period necessary to permit the correc-
tion of the extreme and unusual fuel or fuel 
additive supply circumstances and to miti-
gate impact on air quality; 

‘‘(III) the waiver permits a transitional pe-
riod, the duration of which shall be deter-
mined by the Administrator, after the termi-
nation of the temporary waiver to permit 
wholesalers and retailers to blend down 
wholesale and retail inventory; 

‘‘(IV) the waiver applies to all persons in 
the motor fuel distribution system; and 

‘‘(V) the Administrator has given public 
notice regarding consideration by the Ad-
ministrator of, and, if applicable, the grant-
ing of, a waiver to all parties in the motor 
fuel distribution system, State and local reg-
ulators, public interest groups, and con-
sumers in the State or region to be covered 
by the waiver. 

‘‘(F) AFFECT ON WAIVER AUTHORITY.—Noth-
ing in subparagraph (D)— 
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‘‘(i) limits or otherwise affects the applica-

tion of any other waiver authority of the Ad-
ministrator under this section or a regula-
tion promulgated pursuant to this section; 
or 

‘‘(ii) subjects any State or person to an en-
forcement action, penalties, or liability sole-
ly arising from actions taken pursuant to 
the issuance of a waiver under subparagraph 
(D).’’. 

SA 5168. Mr. BURR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE II—NEW RESOURCES FOR 
DOMESTIC CONSUMPTION 

SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘New Re-

sources for Domestic Consumption Act of 
2008’’. 
SEC. 202. DEFINITION OF 1002 AREA OF ALASKA. 

In this title, the term ‘‘1002 Area of Alas-
ka’’ means the area described in appendix I 
to part 37 of title 50, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, as in effect on July 14, 2008, popularly 
known as the ‘‘Coastal Plain of the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge’’. 
SEC. 203. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this title is to provide for 
the expeditious development of oil, natural 
gas, and other resources of the 1002 Area of 
Alaska by transferring to the State of Alas-
ka all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the 1002 Area of Alaska. 
SEC. 204. TRANSFER OF 1002 AREA TO STATE OF 

ALASKA. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b) 

and notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not later than 30 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall transfer to the State of Alaska 
all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the 1002 Area of Alaska. 

(b) CONDITION.—As a condition of any 
transfer under this section, the Secretary 
shall require the State of Alaska to pay to 
the United States 50 percent of all amounts 
received by the State of Alaska as a result of 
development of oil, natural gas, and other 
natural resources of the 1002 Area of Alaska. 
SEC. 205. PROHIBITION ON EXPORT OF OIL. 

No oil produced in the 1002 Area of Alaska 
after the date of any transfer under section 
204 may be exported from the United States. 

SA 5169. Mr. BURR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. REPROCESSING OF COMMERCIAL NU-

CLEAR WASTE. 
Not later than 90 days after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary of Energy 
shall take such actions as are necessary to 
ensure, to the maximum extent practicable, 
that all commercial nuclear waste in exist-
ence on the date of enactment of this Act be 
designated for reprocessing only. 

SA 5170. Mr. SMITH (for himself, Mr. 
CRAIG, Mr. STEVENS, and Ms. MUR-

KOWSKI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act, to prevent excessive 
price speculation with respect to en-
ergy commodities, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. llll. SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS AND 

COMMUNITY SELF-DETERMINATION 
PROGRAM. 

(a) REAUTHORIZATION OF THE SECURE RURAL 
SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITY SELF-DETERMINA-
TION ACT OF 2000.—The Secure Rural Schools 
and Community Self-Determination Act of 
2000 (16 U.S.C. 500 note; Public Law 106–393) is 
amended by striking sections 1 through 403 
and inserting the following: 
‘‘SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

‘‘This Act may be cited as the ‘Secure 
Rural Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2000’. 
‘‘SEC. 2. PURPOSES. 

‘‘The purposes of this Act are— 
‘‘(1) to stabilize and transition payments 

to counties to provide funding for schools 
and roads that supplements other available 
funds; 

‘‘(2) to make additional investments in, 
and create additional employment opportu-
nities through, projects that— 

‘‘(A)(i) improve the maintenance of exist-
ing infrastructure; 

‘‘(ii) implement stewardship objectives 
that enhance forest ecosystems; and 

‘‘(iii) restore and improve land health and 
water quality; 

‘‘(B) enjoy broad-based support; and 
‘‘(C) have objectives that may include— 
‘‘(i) road, trail, and infrastructure mainte-

nance or obliteration; 
‘‘(ii) soil productivity improvement; 
‘‘(iii) improvements in forest ecosystem 

health; 
‘‘(iv) watershed restoration and mainte-

nance; 
‘‘(v) the restoration, maintenance, and im-

provement of wildlife and fish habitat; 
‘‘(vi) the control of noxious and exotic 

weeds; and 
‘‘(vii) the reestablishment of native spe-

cies; and 
‘‘(3) to improve cooperative relationships 

among— 
‘‘(A) the people that use and care for Fed-

eral land; and 
‘‘(B) the agencies that manage the Federal 

land. 
‘‘SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘In this Act: 
‘‘(1) ADJUSTED SHARE.—The term ‘adjusted 

share’ means the number equal to the 
quotient obtained by dividing— 

‘‘(A) the number equal to the quotient ob-
tained by dividing— 

‘‘(i) the base share for the eligible county; 
by 

‘‘(ii) the income adjustment for the eligible 
county; by 

‘‘(B) the number equal to the sum of the 
quotients obtained under subparagraph (A) 
and paragraph (8)(A) for all eligible counties. 

‘‘(2) BASE SHARE.—The term ‘base share’ 
means the number equal to the average of— 

‘‘(A) the quotient obtained by dividing— 
‘‘(i) the number of acres of Federal land de-

scribed in paragraph (7)(A) in each eligible 
county; by 

‘‘(ii) the total number acres of Federal land 
in all eligible counties in all eligible States; 
and 

‘‘(B) the quotient obtained by dividing— 
‘‘(i) the amount equal to the average of the 

3 highest 25-percent payments and safety net 
payments made to each eligible State for 

each eligible county during the eligibility 
period; by 

‘‘(ii) the amount equal to the sum of the 
amounts calculated under clause (i) and 
paragraph (9)(B)(i) for all eligible counties in 
all eligible States during the eligibility pe-
riod. 

‘‘(3) COUNTY PAYMENT.—The term ‘county 
payment’ means the payment for an eligible 
county calculated under section 101(b). 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE COUNTY.—The term ‘eligible 
county’ means any county that— 

‘‘(A) contains Federal land (as defined in 
paragraph (7)); and 

‘‘(B) elects to receive a share of the State 
payment or the county payment under sec-
tion 102(b). 

‘‘(5) ELIGIBILITY PERIOD.—The term ‘eligi-
bility period’ means fiscal year 1986 through 
fiscal year 1999. 

‘‘(6) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘eligible 
State’ means a State or territory of the 
United States that received a 25-percent pay-
ment for 1 or more fiscal years of the eligi-
bility period. 

‘‘(7) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘Federal 
land’ means— 

‘‘(A) land within the National Forest Sys-
tem, as defined in section 11(a) of the Forest 
and Rangeland Renewable Resources Plan-
ning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1609(a)) exclusive 
of the National Grasslands and land utiliza-
tion projects designated as National Grass-
lands administered pursuant to the Act of 
July 22, 1937 (7 U.S.C. 1010–1012); and 

‘‘(B) such portions of the revested Oregon 
and California Railroad and reconveyed Coos 
Bay Wagon Road grant land as are or may 
hereafter come under the jurisdiction of the 
Department of the Interior, which have here-
tofore or may hereafter be classified as 
timberlands, and power-site land valuable 
for timber, that shall be managed, except as 
provided in the former section 3 of the Act of 
August 28, 1937 (50 Stat. 875; 43 U.S.C. 1181c), 
for permanent forest production. 

‘‘(8) 50-PERCENT ADJUSTED SHARE.—The 
term ‘50-percent adjusted share’ means the 
number equal to the quotient obtained by di-
viding— 

‘‘(A) the number equal to the quotient ob-
tained by dividing— 

‘‘(i) the 50-percent base share for the eligi-
ble county; by 

‘‘(ii) the income adjustment for the eligible 
county; by 

‘‘(B) the number equal to the sum of the 
quotients obtained under subparagraph (A) 
and paragraph (1)(A) for all eligible counties. 

‘‘(9) 50-PERCENT BASE SHARE.—The term ‘50- 
percent base share’ means the number equal 
to the average of— 

‘‘(A) the quotient obtained by dividing— 
‘‘(i) the number of acres of Federal land de-

scribed in paragraph (7)(B) in each eligible 
county; by 

‘‘(ii) the total number acres of Federal land 
in all eligible counties in all eligible States; 
and 

‘‘(B) the quotient obtained by dividing— 
‘‘(i) the amount equal to the average of the 

3 highest 50-percent payments made to each 
eligible county during the eligibility period; 
by 

‘‘(ii) the amount equal to the sum of the 
amounts calculated under clause (i) and 
paragraph (2)(B)(i) for all eligible counties in 
all eligible States during the eligibility pe-
riod. 

‘‘(10) 50-PERCENT PAYMENT.—The term ‘50- 
percent payment’ means the payment that is 
the sum of the 50-percent share otherwise 
paid to a county pursuant to title II of the 
Act of August 28, 1937 (chapter 876; 50 Stat. 
875; 43 U.S.C. 1181f), and the payment made 
to a county pursuant to the Act of May 24, 
1939 (chapter 144; 53 Stat. 753; 43 U.S.C. 1181f– 
1 et seq.). 
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‘‘(11) FULL FUNDING AMOUNT.—The term 

‘full funding amount’ means— 
‘‘(A) $526,079,656 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $520,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; and 
‘‘(C) for fiscal year 2010 and each fiscal 

year thereafter, the amount that is equal to 
90 percent of the full funding amount for the 
preceding fiscal year. 

‘‘(12) INCOME ADJUSTMENT.—The term ‘in-
come adjustment’ means the square of the 
quotient obtained by dividing— 

‘‘(A) the per capita personal income for 
each eligible county; by 

‘‘(B) the median per capita personal in-
come of all eligible counties. 

‘‘(13) PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME.—The 
term ‘per capita personal income’ means the 
most recent per capita personal income data, 
as determined by the Bureau of Economic 
Analysis. 

‘‘(14) SAFETY NET PAYMENTS.—The term 
‘safety net payments’ means the special pay-
ment amounts paid to States and counties 
required by section 13982 or 13983 of the Om-
nibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993 
(Public Law 103–66; 16 U.S.C. 500 note; 43 
U.S.C. 1181f note). 

‘‘(15) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term 
‘Secretary concerned’ means— 

‘‘(A) the Secretary of Agriculture or the 
designee of the Secretary of Agriculture with 
respect to the Federal land described in para-
graph (7)(A); and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary of the Interior or the 
designee of the Secretary of the Interior 
with respect to the Federal land described in 
paragraph (7)(B). 

‘‘(16) STATE PAYMENT.—The term ‘State 
payment’ means the payment for an eligible 
State calculated under section 101(a). 

‘‘(17) 25-PERCENT PAYMENT.—The term ‘25- 
percent payment’ means the payment to 
States required by the sixth paragraph under 
the heading of ‘forest service’ in the Act of 
May 23, 1908 (35 Stat. 260; 16 U.S.C. 500), and 
section 13 of the Act of March 1, 1911 (36 Stat. 
963; 16 U.S.C. 500). 
‘‘TITLE I—SECURE PAYMENTS FOR 

STATES AND COUNTIES CONTAINING 
FEDERAL LAND 

‘‘SEC. 101. SECURE PAYMENTS FOR STATES CON-
TAINING FEDERAL LAND. 

‘‘(a) STATE PAYMENT.—For each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011, the Secretary of Ag-
riculture shall calculate for each eligible 
State an amount equal to the sum of the 
products obtained by multiplying— 

‘‘(1) the adjusted share for each eligible 
county within the eligible State; by 

‘‘(2) the full funding amount for the fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(b) COUNTY PAYMENT.—For each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall calculate for each eligible 
county that received a 50-percent payment 
during the eligibility period an amount 
equal to the product obtained by multi-
plying— 

‘‘(1) the 50-percent adjusted share for the 
eligible county; by 

‘‘(2) the full funding amount for the fiscal 
year. 
‘‘SEC. 102. PAYMENTS TO STATES AND COUNTIES. 

‘‘(a) PAYMENT AMOUNTS.—Except as pro-
vided in section 103, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall pay to— 

‘‘(1) a State or territory of the United 
States an amount equal to the sum of the 
amounts elected under subsection (b) by each 
county within the State or territory for— 

‘‘(A) if the county is eligible for the 25-per-
cent payment, the share of the 25-percent 
payment; or 

‘‘(B) the share of the State payment of the 
eligible county; and 

‘‘(2) a county an amount equal to the 
amount elected under subsection (b) by each 
county for— 

‘‘(A) if the county is eligible for the 50-per-
cent payment, the 50-percent payment; or 

‘‘(B) the county payment for the eligible 
county. 

‘‘(b) ELECTION TO RECEIVE PAYMENT 
AMOUNT.— 

‘‘(1) ELECTION; SUBMISSION OF RESULTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The election to receive 

a share of the State payment, the county 
payment, a share of the State payment and 
the county payment, a share of the 25-per-
cent payment, the 50-percent payment, or a 
share of the 25-percent payment and the 50- 
percent payment, as applicable, shall be 
made at the discretion of each affected coun-
ty by August 1, 2008, and August 1 of each 
second fiscal year thereafter, in accordance 
with paragraph (2), and transmitted to the 
Secretary concerned by the Governor of each 
eligible State. 

‘‘(B) FAILURE TO TRANSMIT.—If an election 
for an affected county is not transmitted to 
the Secretary concerned by the date speci-
fied under subparagraph (A), the affected 
county shall be considered to have elected to 
receive a share of the State payment, the 
county payment, or a share of the State pay-
ment and the county payment, as applicable. 

‘‘(2) DURATION OF ELECTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A county election to re-

ceive a share of the 25-percent payment or 
50-percent payment, as applicable shall be ef-
fective for 2 fiscal years. 

‘‘(B) FULL FUNDING AMOUNT.—If a county 
elects to receive a share of the State pay-
ment or the county payment, the election 
shall be effective for all subsequent fiscal 
years through fiscal year 2011. 

‘‘(3) SOURCE OF PAYMENT AMOUNTS.—The 
payment to an eligible State or eligible 
county under this section for a fiscal year 
shall be derived from— 

‘‘(A) any revenues, fees, penalties, or mis-
cellaneous receipts, exclusive of deposits to 
any relevant trust fund, special account, or 
permanent operating funds, received by the 
Federal Government from activities by the 
Bureau of Land Management or the Forest 
Service on the applicable Federal land; 

‘‘(B) for fiscal year 2008, any funds appro-
priated to carry out this Act; and 

‘‘(C) to the extent of any shortfall, out of 
any amounts in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated. 

‘‘(c) DISTRIBUTION AND EXPENDITURE OF 
PAYMENTS.— 

‘‘(1) DISTRIBUTION METHOD.—A State that 
receives a payment under subsection (a) for 
Federal land described in section 3(7)(A) 
shall distribute the appropriate payment 
amount among the appropriate counties in 
the State in accordance with— 

‘‘(A) the Act of May 23, 1908 (16 U.S.C. 500); 
and 

‘‘(B) section 13 of the Act of March 1, 1911 
(36 Stat. 963; 16 U.S.C. 500). 

‘‘(2) EXPENDITURE PURPOSES.—Subject to 
subsection (d), payments received by a State 
under subsection (a) and distributed to coun-
ties in accordance with paragraph (1) shall be 
expended as required by the laws referred to 
in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(d) EXPENDITURE RULES FOR ELIGIBLE 
COUNTIES.— 

‘‘(1) ALLOCATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) USE OF PORTION IN SAME MANNER AS 25- 

PERCENT PAYMENT OR 50-PERCENT PAYMENT, AS 
APPLICABLE.—Except as provided in para-
graph (3)(B), if an eligible county elects to 
receive its share of the State payment or the 
county payment, not less than 80 percent, 
but not more than 85 percent, of the funds 
shall be expended in the same manner in 
which the 25-percent payments or 50-percent 
payment, as applicable, are required to be 
expended. 

‘‘(B) ELECTION AS TO USE OF BALANCE.—Ex-
cept as provided in subparagraph (C), an eli-

gible county shall elect to do 1 or more of 
the following with the balance of any funds 
not expended pursuant to subparagraph (A): 

‘‘(i) Reserve any portion of the balance for 
projects in accordance with title II. 

‘‘(ii) Reserve not more than 7 percent of 
the total share for the eligible county of the 
State payment or the county payment for 
projects in accordance with title III. 

‘‘(iii) Return the portion of the balance not 
reserved under clauses (i) and (ii) to the 
Treasury of the United States. 

‘‘(C) COUNTIES WITH MODEST DISTRIBU-
TIONS.—In the case of each eligible county to 
which more than $100,000, but less than 
$350,000, is distributed for any fiscal year 
pursuant to either or both of paragraphs 
(1)(B) and (2)(B) of subsection (a), the eligible 
county, with respect to the balance of any 
funds not expended pursuant to subpara-
graph (A) for that fiscal year, shall— 

‘‘(i) reserve any portion of the balance 
for— 

‘‘(I) carrying out projects under title II; 
‘‘(II) carrying out projects under title III; 

or 
‘‘(III) a combination of the purposes de-

scribed in subclauses (I) and (II); or 
‘‘(ii) return the portion of the balance not 

reserved under clause (i) to the Treasury of 
the United States. 

‘‘(2) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Funds reserved by an el-

igible county under subparagraph (B)(i) or 
(C)(i) of paragraph (1) for carrying out 
projects under title II shall be deposited in a 
special account in the Treasury of the 
United States. 

‘‘(B) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts deposited 
under subparagraph (A) shall— 

‘‘(i) be available for expenditure by the 
Secretary concerned, without further appro-
priation; and 

‘‘(ii) remain available until expended in ac-
cordance with title II. 

‘‘(3) ELECTION.— 
‘‘(A) NOTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible county shall 

notify the Secretary concerned of an elec-
tion by the eligible county under this sub-
section not later than September 30 of each 
fiscal year. 

‘‘(ii) FAILURE TO ELECT.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (B), if the eligible 
county fails to make an election by the date 
specified in clause (i), the eligible county 
shall— 

‘‘(I) be considered to have elected to ex-
pend 85 percent of the funds in accordance 
with paragraph (1)(A); and 

‘‘(II) return the balance to the Treasury of 
the United States. 

‘‘(B) COUNTIES WITH MINOR DISTRIBUTIONS.— 
In the case of each eligible county to which 
less than $100,000 is distributed for any fiscal 
year pursuant to either or both of para-
graphs (1)(B) and (2)(B) of subsection (a), the 
eligible county may elect to expend all the 
funds in the same manner in which the 25- 
percent payments or 50-percent payments, as 
applicable, are required to be expended. 

‘‘(e) TIME FOR PAYMENT.—The payments re-
quired under this section for a fiscal year 
shall be made as soon as practicable after 
the end of that fiscal year. 
‘‘SEC. 103. TRANSITION PAYMENTS TO CERTAIN 

STATES. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ADJUSTED AMOUNT.—The term ‘ad-

justed amount’ means, with respect to a cov-
ered State— 

‘‘(A) for fiscal year 2008— 
‘‘(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal 

year 2006 under section 102(a)(2) (as in effect 
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the covered State that have elected 
under section 102(b) to receive a share of the 
State payment for fiscal year 2008; and 
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‘‘(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal 

year 2006 under section 103(a)(2) (as in effect 
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the State of Oregon that have elected 
under section 102(b) to receive the county 
payment for fiscal year 2008; 

‘‘(B) for fiscal year 2009, 90 percent of— 
‘‘(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal 

year 2006 under section 102(a)(2) (as in effect 
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the covered State that have elected 
under section 102(b) to receive a share of the 
State payment for fiscal year 2009; and 

‘‘(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal 
year 2006 under section 103(a)(2) (as in effect 
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the State of Oregon that have elected 
under section 102(b) to receive the county 
payment for fiscal year 2009; 

‘‘(C) for fiscal year 2010, 81 percent of— 
‘‘(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal 

year 2006 under section 102(a)(2) (as in effect 
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the covered State that have elected 
under section 102(b) to receive a share of the 
State payment for fiscal year 2010; and 

‘‘(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal 
year 2006 under section 103(a)(2) (as in effect 
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the State of Oregon that have elected 
under section 102(b) to receive the county 
payment for fiscal year 2010; and 

‘‘(D) for fiscal year 2011, 73 percent of— 
‘‘(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal 

year 2006 under section 102(a)(2) (as in effect 
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the covered State that have elected 
under section 102(b) to receive a share of the 
State payment for fiscal year 2011; and 

‘‘(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal 
year 2006 under section 103(a)(2) (as in effect 
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the State of Oregon that have elected 
under section 102(b) to receive the county 
payment for fiscal year 2011. 

‘‘(2) COVERED STATE.—The term ‘covered 
State’ means each of the States of Cali-
fornia, Louisiana, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Texas, and 
Washington. 

‘‘(b) TRANSITION PAYMENTS.—For each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2011, in lieu of the 
payment amounts that otherwise would have 
been made under paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(B) 
of section 102(a), the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall pay the adjusted amount to each 
covered State and the eligible counties with-
in the covered State, as applicable. 

‘‘(c) DISTRIBUTION OF ADJUSTED AMOUNT IN 
OREGON AND WASHINGTON.—It is the intent of 
Congress that the method of distributing the 
payments under subsection (b) among the 
counties in a covered State (other than Cali-
fornia) for each of fiscal years 2008 through 
2011 be in the same proportion that the pay-
ments were distributed to the eligible coun-
ties in that State in fiscal year 2006. 

‘‘(d) DISTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS IN CALI-
FORNIA.—The following payments shall be 
distributed among the eligible counties in 
the State of California in the same propor-
tion that payments under section 102(a)(2) 
(as in effect on September 29, 2006) were dis-
tributed to the eligible counties for fiscal 
year 2006: 

‘‘(1) Payments to the State of California 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) The shares of the eligible counties of 
the State payment for California under sec-
tion 102 for fiscal year 2011. 

‘‘(e) TREATMENT OF PAYMENTS.—For pur-
poses of this Act, any payment made under 
subsection (b) shall be considered to be a 
payment made under section 102(a). 

‘‘TITLE II—SPECIAL PROJECTS ON 
FEDERAL LAND 

‘‘SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS. 
‘‘In this title: 

‘‘(1) PARTICIPATING COUNTY.—The term 
‘participating county’ means an eligible 
county that elects under section 102(d) to ex-
pend a portion of the Federal funds received 
under section 102 in accordance with this 
title. 

‘‘(2) PROJECT FUNDS.—The term ‘project 
funds’ means all funds an eligible county 
elects under section 102(d) to reserve for ex-
penditure in accordance with this title. 

‘‘(3) RESOURCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The 
term ‘resource advisory committee’ means— 

‘‘(A) an advisory committee established by 
the Secretary concerned under section 205; or 

‘‘(B) an advisory committee determined by 
the Secretary concerned to meet the require-
ments of section 205. 

‘‘(4) RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The 
term ‘resource management plan’ means— 

‘‘(A) a land use plan prepared by the Bu-
reau of Land Management for units of the 
Federal land described in section 3(7)(B) pur-
suant to section 202 of the Federal Land Pol-
icy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 
1712); or 

‘‘(B) a land and resource management plan 
prepared by the Forest Service for units of 
the National Forest System pursuant to sec-
tion 6 of the Forest and Rangeland Renew-
able Resources Planning Act of 1974l (16 
U.S.C. 1604). 
‘‘SEC. 202. GENERAL LIMITATION ON USE OF 

PROJECT FUNDS. 
‘‘(a) LIMITATION.—Project funds shall be ex-

pended solely on projects that meet the re-
quirements of this title. 

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZED USES.—Project funds may 
be used by the Secretary concerned for the 
purpose of entering into and implementing 
cooperative agreements with willing Federal 
agencies, State and local governments, pri-
vate and nonprofit entities, and landowners 
for protection, restoration, and enhancement 
of fish and wildlife habitat, and other re-
source objectives consistent with the pur-
poses of this Act on Federal land and on non- 
Federal land where projects would benefit 
the resources on Federal land. 
‘‘SEC. 203. SUBMISSION OF PROJECT PROPOSALS. 

‘‘(a) SUBMISSION OF PROJECT PROPOSALS TO 
SECRETARY CONCERNED.— 

‘‘(1) PROJECTS FUNDED USING PROJECT 
FUNDS.—Not later than September 30 for fis-
cal year 2008, and each September 30 there-
after for each succeeding fiscal year through 
fiscal year 2011, each resource advisory com-
mittee shall submit to the Secretary con-
cerned a description of any projects that the 
resource advisory committee proposes the 
Secretary undertake using any project funds 
reserved by eligible counties in the area in 
which the resource advisory committee has 
geographic jurisdiction. 

‘‘(2) PROJECTS FUNDED USING OTHER 
FUNDS.—A resource advisory committee may 
submit to the Secretary concerned a descrip-
tion of any projects that the committee pro-
poses the Secretary undertake using funds 
from State or local governments, or from the 
private sector, other than project funds and 
funds appropriated and otherwise available 
to do similar work. 

‘‘(3) JOINT PROJECTS.—Participating coun-
ties or other persons may propose to pool 
project funds or other funds, described in 
paragraph (2), and jointly propose a project 
or group of projects to a resource advisory 
committee established under section 205. 

‘‘(b) REQUIRED DESCRIPTION OF PROJECTS.— 
In submitting proposed projects to the Sec-
retary concerned under subsection (a), a re-
source advisory committee shall include in 
the description of each proposed project the 
following information: 

‘‘(1) The purpose of the project and a de-
scription of how the project will meet the 
purposes of this title. 

‘‘(2) The anticipated duration of the 
project. 

‘‘(3) The anticipated cost of the project. 
‘‘(4) The proposed source of funding for the 

project, whether project funds or other 
funds. 

‘‘(5)(A) Expected outcomes, including how 
the project will meet or exceed desired eco-
logical conditions, maintenance objectives, 
or stewardship objectives. 

‘‘(B) An estimate of the amount of any 
timber, forage, and other commodities and 
other economic activity, including jobs gen-
erated, if any, anticipated as part of the 
project. 

‘‘(6) A detailed monitoring plan, including 
funding needs and sources, that— 

‘‘(A) tracks and identifies the positive or 
negative impacts of the project, implementa-
tion, and provides for validation monitoring; 
and 

‘‘(B) includes an assessment of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(i) Whether or not the project met or ex-
ceeded desired ecological conditions; created 
local employment or training opportunities, 
including summer youth jobs programs such 
as the Youth Conservation Corps where ap-
propriate. 

‘‘(ii) Whether the project improved the use 
of, or added value to, any products removed 
from land consistent with the purposes of 
this title. 

‘‘(7) An assessment that the project is to be 
in the public interest. 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZED PROJECTS.—Projects pro-
posed under subsection (a) shall be con-
sistent with section 2. 
‘‘SEC. 204. EVALUATION AND APPROVAL OF 

PROJECTS BY SECRETARY CON-
CERNED. 

‘‘(a) CONDITIONS FOR APPROVAL OF PRO-
POSED PROJECT.—The Secretary concerned 
may make a decision to approve a project 
submitted by a resource advisory committee 
under section 203 only if the proposed project 
satisfies each of the following conditions: 

‘‘(1) The project complies with all applica-
ble Federal laws (including regulations). 

‘‘(2) The project is consistent with the ap-
plicable resource management plan and with 
any watershed or subsequent plan developed 
pursuant to the resource management plan 
and approved by the Secretary concerned. 

‘‘(3) The project has been approved by the 
resource advisory committee in accordance 
with section 205, including the procedures 
issued under subsection (e) of that section. 

‘‘(4) A project description has been sub-
mitted by the resource advisory committee 
to the Secretary concerned in accordance 
with section 203. 

‘‘(5) The project will improve the mainte-
nance of existing infrastructure, implement 
stewardship objectives that enhance forest 
ecosystems, and restore and improve land 
health and water quality. 

‘‘(b) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEWS.— 
‘‘(1) REQUEST FOR PAYMENT BY COUNTY.— 

The Secretary concerned may request the re-
source advisory committee submitting a pro-
posed project to agree to the use of project 
funds to pay for any environmental review, 
consultation, or compliance with applicable 
environmental laws required in connection 
with the project. 

‘‘(2) CONDUCT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.— 
If a payment is requested under paragraph 
(1) and the resource advisory committee 
agrees to the expenditure of funds for this 
purpose, the Secretary concerned shall con-
duct environmental review, consultation, or 
other compliance responsibilities in accord-
ance with Federal laws (including regula-
tions). 

‘‘(3) EFFECT OF REFUSAL TO PAY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a resource advisory 

committee does not agree to the expenditure 
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of funds under paragraph (1), the project 
shall be deemed withdrawn from further con-
sideration by the Secretary concerned pursu-
ant to this title. 

‘‘(B) EFFECT OF WITHDRAWAL.—A with-
drawal under subparagraph (A) shall be 
deemed to be a rejection of the project for 
purposes of section 207(c). 

‘‘(c) DECISIONS OF SECRETARY CONCERNED.— 
‘‘(1) REJECTION OF PROJECTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A decision by the Sec-

retary concerned to reject a proposed project 
shall be at the sole discretion of the Sec-
retary concerned. 

‘‘(B) NO ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL OR JUDI-
CIAL REVIEW.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, a decision by the Secretary 
concerned to reject a proposed project shall 
not be subject to administrative appeal or 
judicial review. 

‘‘(C) NOTICE OF REJECTION.—Not later than 
30 days after the date on which the Secretary 
concerned makes the rejection decision, the 
Secretary concerned shall notify in writing 
the resource advisory committee that sub-
mitted the proposed project of the rejection 
and the reasons for rejection. 

‘‘(2) NOTICE OF PROJECT APPROVAL.—The 
Secretary concerned shall publish in the 
Federal Register notice of each project ap-
proved under subsection (a) if the notice 
would be required had the project originated 
with the Secretary. 

‘‘(d) SOURCE AND CONDUCT OF PROJECT.— 
Once the Secretary concerned accepts a 
project for review under section 203, the ac-
ceptance shall be deemed a Federal action 
for all purposes. 

‘‘(e) IMPLEMENTATION OF APPROVED 
PROJECTS.— 

‘‘(1) COOPERATION.—Notwithstanding chap-
ter 63 of title 31, United States Code, using 
project funds the Secretary concerned may 
enter into contracts, grants, and cooperative 
agreements with States and local govern-
ments, private and nonprofit entities, and 
landowners and other persons to assist the 
Secretary in carrying out an approved 
project. 

‘‘(2) BEST VALUE CONTRACTING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For any project involv-

ing a contract authorized by paragraph (1) 
the Secretary concerned may elect a source 
for performance of the contract on a best 
value basis. 

‘‘(B) FACTORS.—The Secretary concerned 
shall determine best value based on such fac-
tors as— 

‘‘(i) the technical demands and complexity 
of the work to be done; 

‘‘(ii)(I) the ecological objectives of the 
project; and 

‘‘(II) the sensitivity of the resources being 
treated; 

‘‘(iii) the past experience by the contractor 
with the type of work being done, using the 
type of equipment proposed for the project, 
and meeting or exceeding desired ecological 
conditions; and 

‘‘(iv) the commitment of the contractor to 
hiring highly qualified workers and local 
residents. 

‘‘(3) MERCHANTABLE TIMBER CONTRACTING 
PILOT PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall establish a pilot program to im-
plement a certain percentage of approved 
projects involving the sale of merchantable 
timber using separate contracts for— 

‘‘(i) the harvesting or collection of mer-
chantable timber; and 

‘‘(ii) the sale of the timber. 
‘‘(B) ANNUAL PERCENTAGES.—Under the 

pilot program, the Secretary concerned shall 
ensure that, on a nationwide basis, not less 
than the following percentage of all ap-
proved projects involving the sale of mer-
chantable timber are implemented using sep-
arate contracts: 

‘‘(i) For fiscal year 2008, 25 percent. 
‘‘(ii) For fiscal year 2009, 35 percent. 
‘‘(iii) For fiscal year 2010, 45 percent. 
‘‘(iv) For each of fiscal years 2011 and 2012, 

50 percent. 
‘‘(C) INCLUSION IN PILOT PROGRAM.—The de-

cision whether to use separate contracts to 
implement a project involving the sale of 
merchantable timber shall be made by the 
Secretary concerned after the approval of 
the project under this title. 

‘‘(D) ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary concerned 

may use funds from any appropriated ac-
count available to the Secretary for the Fed-
eral land to assist in the administration of 
projects conducted under the pilot program. 

‘‘(ii) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.— 
The total amount obligated under this sub-
paragraph may not exceed $1,000,000 for any 
fiscal year during which the pilot program is 
in effect. 

‘‘(E) REVIEW AND REPORT.— 
‘‘(i) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than Sep-

tember 30, 2009, the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committees on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry and Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committees on Agriculture and Natural Re-
sources of the House of Representatives a re-
port assessing the pilot program. 

‘‘(ii) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall submit to the Committees on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry and En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committees on Agriculture and Nat-
ural Resources of the House of Representa-
tives an annual report describing the results 
of the pilot program. 

‘‘(f) REQUIREMENTS FOR PROJECT FUNDS.— 
The Secretary shall ensure that at least 50 
percent of all project funds be used for 
projects that are primarily dedicated— 

‘‘(1) to road maintenance, decommis-
sioning, or obliteration; or 

‘‘(2) to restoration of streams and water-
sheds. 

‘‘SEC. 205. RESOURCE ADVISORY COMMITTEES. 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE OF RE-
SOURCE ADVISORY COMMITTEES.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall establish and maintain resource 
advisory committees to perform the duties 
in subsection (b), except as provided in para-
graph (4). 

‘‘(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of a resource 
advisory committee shall be— 

‘‘(A) to improve collaborative relation-
ships; and 

‘‘(B) to provide advice and recommenda-
tions to the land management agencies con-
sistent with the purposes of this title. 

‘‘(3) ACCESS TO RESOURCE ADVISORY COMMIT-
TEES.—To ensure that each unit of Federal 
land has access to a resource advisory com-
mittee, and that there is sufficient interest 
in participation on a committee to ensure 
that membership can be balanced in terms of 
the points of view represented and the func-
tions to be performed, the Secretary con-
cerned may, establish resource advisory 
committees for part of, or 1 or more, units of 
Federal land. 

‘‘(4) EXISTING ADVISORY COMMITTEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An advisory committee 

that meets the requirements of this section, 
a resource advisory committee established 
before September 29, 2006, or an advisory 
committee determined by the Secretary con-
cerned before September 29, 2006, to meet the 
requirements of this section may be deemed 
by the Secretary concerned to be a resource 
advisory committee for the purposes of this 
title. 

‘‘(B) CHARTER.—A charter for a committee 
described in subparagraph (A) that was filed 
on or before September 29, 2006, shall be con-
sidered to be filed for purposes of this Act. 

‘‘(C) BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ADVI-
SORY COMMITTEES.—The Secretary of the In-
terior may deem a resource advisory com-
mittee meeting the requirements of subpart 
1784 of part 1780 of title 43, Code of Federal 
Regulations, as a resource advisory com-
mittee for the purposes of this title. 

‘‘(b) DUTIES.—A resource advisory com-
mittee shall— 

‘‘(1) review projects proposed under this 
title by participating counties and other per-
sons; 

‘‘(2) propose projects and funding to the 
Secretary concerned under section 203; 

‘‘(3) provide early and continuous coordina-
tion with appropriate land management 
agency officials in recommending projects 
consistent with purposes of this Act under 
this title; 

‘‘(4) provide frequent opportunities for citi-
zens, organizations, tribes, land management 
agencies, and other interested parties to par-
ticipate openly and meaningfully, beginning 
at the early stages of the project develop-
ment process under this title; 

‘‘(5)(A) monitor projects that have been ap-
proved under section 204; and 

‘‘(B) advise the designated Federal official 
on the progress of the monitoring efforts 
under subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(6) make recommendations to the Sec-
retary concerned for any appropriate 
changes or adjustments to the projects being 
monitored by the resource advisory com-
mittee. 

‘‘(c) APPOINTMENT BY THE SECRETARY.— 
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT AND TERM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary con-

cerned, shall appoint the members of re-
source advisory committees for a term of 4 
years beginning on the date of appointment. 
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‘‘(B) REAPPOINTMENT.—The Secretary con-

cerned may reappoint members to subse-
quent 4-year terms. 

‘‘(2) BASIC REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary 
concerned shall ensure that each resource 
advisory committee established meets the 
requirements of subsection (d). 

‘‘(3) INITIAL APPOINTMENT.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary concerned shall make 
initial appointments to the resource advi-
sory committees. 

‘‘(4) VACANCIES.—The Secretary concerned 
shall make appointments to fill vacancies on 
any resource advisory committee as soon as 
practicable after the vacancy has occurred. 

‘‘(5) COMPENSATION.—Members of the re-
source advisory committees shall not receive 
any compensation. 

‘‘(d) COMPOSITION OF ADVISORY COM-
MITTEE.— 

‘‘(1) NUMBER.—Each resource advisory 
committee shall be comprised of 15 members. 

‘‘(2) COMMUNITY INTERESTS REPRESENTED.— 
Committee members shall be representative 
of the interests of the following 3 categories: 

‘‘(A) 5 persons that— 
‘‘(i) represent organized labor or non-tim-

ber forest product harvester groups; 
‘‘(ii) represent developed outdoor recre-

ation, off highway vehicle users, or commer-
cial recreation activities; 

‘‘(iii) represent— 
‘‘(I) energy and mineral development inter-

ests; or 
‘‘(II) commercial or recreational fishing in-

terests; 
‘‘(iv) represent the commercial timber in-

dustry; or 
‘‘(v) hold Federal grazing or other land use 

permits, or represent nonindustrial private 
forest land owners, within the area for which 
the committee is organized. 

‘‘(B) 5 persons that represent— 
‘‘(i) nationally recognized environmental 

organizations; 
‘‘(ii) regionally or locally recognized envi-

ronmental organizations; 
‘‘(iii) dispersed recreational activities; 
‘‘(iv) archaeological and historical inter-

ests; or 
‘‘(v) nationally or regionally recognized 

wild horse and burro interest groups, wildlife 
or hunting organizations, or watershed asso-
ciations. 

‘‘(C) 5 persons that— 
‘‘(i) hold State elected office (or a des-

ignee); 
‘‘(ii) hold county or local elected office; 
‘‘(iii) represent American Indian tribes 

within or adjacent to the area for which the 
committee is organized; 

‘‘(iv) are school officials or teachers; or 
‘‘(v) represent the affected public at large. 
‘‘(3) BALANCED REPRESENTATION.—In ap-

pointing committee members from the 3 cat-
egories in paragraph (2), the Secretary con-
cerned shall provide for balanced and broad 
representation from within each category. 

‘‘(4) GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION.—The mem-
bers of a resource advisory committee shall 
reside within the State in which the com-
mittee has jurisdiction and, to extent prac-
ticable, the Secretary concerned shall ensure 
local representation in each category in 
paragraph (2). 

‘‘(5) CHAIRPERSON.—A majority on each re-
source advisory committee shall select the 
chairperson of the committee. 

‘‘(e) APPROVAL PROCEDURES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (3), 

each resource advisory committee shall es-
tablish procedures for proposing projects to 
the Secretary concerned under this title. 

‘‘(2) QUORUM.—A quorum must be present 
to constitute an official meeting of the com-
mittee. 

‘‘(3) APPROVAL BY MAJORITY OF MEMBERS.— 
A project may be proposed by a resource ad-
visory committee to the Secretary con-
cerned under section 203(a), if the project has 
been approved by a majority of members of 
the committee from each of the 3 categories 
in subsection (d)(2). 

‘‘(f) OTHER COMMITTEE AUTHORITIES AND 
REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘‘(1) STAFF ASSISTANCE.—A resource advi-
sory committee may submit to the Secretary 
concerned a request for periodic staff assist-
ance from Federal employees under the ju-
risdiction of the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) MEETINGS.—All meetings of a resource 
advisory committee shall be announced at 
least 1 week in advance in a local newspaper 
of record and shall be open to the public. 

‘‘(3) RECORDS.—A resource advisory com-
mittee shall maintain records of the meet-
ings of the committee and make the records 
available for public inspection. 
‘‘SEC. 206. USE OF PROJECT FUNDS. 

‘‘(a) AGREEMENT REGARDING SCHEDULE AND 
COST OF PROJECT.— 

‘‘(1) AGREEMENT BETWEEN PARTIES.—The 
Secretary concerned may carry out a project 
submitted by a resource advisory committee 
under section 203(a) using project funds or 
other funds described in section 203(a)(2), if, 
as soon as practicable after the issuance of a 
decision document for the project and the ex-
haustion of all administrative appeals and 
judicial review of the project decision, the 
Secretary concerned and the resource advi-
sory committee enter into an agreement ad-
dressing, at a minimum, the following: 

‘‘(A) The schedule for completing the 
project. 

‘‘(B) The total cost of the project, includ-
ing the level of agency overhead to be as-
sessed against the project. 

‘‘(C) For a multiyear project, the esti-
mated cost of the project for each of the fis-
cal years in which it will be carried out. 

‘‘(D) The remedies for failure of the Sec-
retary concerned to comply with the terms 
of the agreement consistent with current 
Federal law. 

‘‘(2) LIMITED USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS.—The 
Secretary concerned may decide, at the sole 
discretion of the Secretary concerned, to 
cover the costs of a portion of an approved 
project using Federal funds appropriated or 
otherwise available to the Secretary for the 
same purposes as the project. 

‘‘(b) TRANSFER OF PROJECT FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) INITIAL TRANSFER REQUIRED.—As soon 

as practicable after the agreement is reached 
under subsection (a) with regard to a project 
to be funded in whole or in part using project 
funds, or other funds described in section 
203(a)(2), the Secretary concerned shall 
transfer to the applicable unit of National 
Forest System land or Bureau of Land Man-
agement District an amount of project funds 
equal to— 

‘‘(A) in the case of a project to be com-
pleted in a single fiscal year, the total 
amount specified in the agreement to be paid 
using project funds, or other funds described 
in section 203(a)(2); or 

‘‘(B) in the case of a multiyear project, the 
amount specified in the agreement to be paid 
using project funds, or other funds described 
in section 203(a)(2) for the first fiscal year. 

‘‘(2) CONDITION ON PROJECT COMMENCE-
MENT.—The unit of National Forest System 
land or Bureau of Land Management District 
concerned, shall not commence a project 
until the project funds, or other funds de-
scribed in section 203(a)(2) required to be 
transferred under paragraph (1) for the 
project, have been made available by the 
Secretary concerned. 

‘‘(3) SUBSEQUENT TRANSFERS FOR 
MULTIYEAR PROJECTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For the second and sub-
sequent fiscal years of a multiyear project to 
be funded in whole or in part using project 
funds, the unit of National Forest System 
land or Bureau of Land Management District 
concerned shall use the amount of project 
funds required to continue the project in 
that fiscal year according to the agreement 
entered into under subsection (a). 

‘‘(B) SUSPENSION OF WORK.—The Secretary 
concerned shall suspend work on the project 
if the project funds required by the agree-
ment in the second and subsequent fiscal 
years are not available. 
‘‘SEC. 207. AVAILABILITY OF PROJECT FUNDS. 

‘‘(a) SUBMISSION OF PROPOSED PROJECTS TO 
OBLIGATE FUNDS.—By September 30 of each 
fiscal year through fiscal year 2011, a re-
source advisory committee shall submit to 
the Secretary concerned pursuant to section 
203(a)(1) a sufficient number of project pro-
posals that, if approved, would result in the 
obligation of at least the full amount of the 
project funds reserved by the participating 
county in the preceding fiscal year. 

‘‘(b) USE OR TRANSFER OF UNOBLIGATED 
FUNDS.—Subject to section 208, if a resource 
advisory committee fails to comply with 
subsection (a) for a fiscal year, any project 
funds reserved by the participating county in 
the preceding fiscal year and remaining un-
obligated shall be available for use as part of 
the project submissions in the next fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(c) EFFECT OF REJECTION OF PROJECTS.— 
Subject to section 208, any project funds re-
served by a participating county in the pre-
ceding fiscal year that are unobligated at the 
end of a fiscal year because the Secretary 
concerned has rejected one or more proposed 
projects shall be available for use as part of 
the project submissions in the next fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(d) EFFECT OF COURT ORDERS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If an approved project 

under this Act is enjoined or prohibited by a 
Federal court, the Secretary concerned shall 
return the unobligated project funds related 
to the project to the participating county or 
counties that reserved the funds. 

‘‘(2) EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS.—The returned 
funds shall be available for the county to ex-
pend in the same manner as the funds re-
served by the county under subparagraph (B) 
or (C)(i) of section 102(d)(1). 
‘‘SEC. 208. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The authority to ini-
tiate projects under this title shall termi-
nate on September 30, 2011. 

‘‘(b) DEPOSITS IN TREASURY.—Any project 
funds not obligated by September 30, 2012, 
shall be deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States. 

‘‘TITLE III—COUNTY FUNDS 
‘‘SEC. 301. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘In this title: 
‘‘(1) COUNTY FUNDS.—The term ‘county 

funds’ means all funds an eligible county 
elects under section 102(d) to reserve for ex-
penditure in accordance with this title. 

‘‘(2) PARTICIPATING COUNTY.—The term 
‘participating county’ means an eligible 
county that elects under section 102(d) to ex-
pend a portion of the Federal funds received 
under section 102 in accordance with this 
title. 
‘‘SEC. 302. USE. 

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZED USES.—A participating 
county, including any applicable agencies of 
the participating county, shall use county 
funds, in accordance with this title, only— 

‘‘(1) to carry out activities under the 
Firewise Communities program to provide to 
homeowners in fire-sensitive ecosystems 
education on, and assistance with imple-
menting, techniques in home siting, home 
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construction, and home landscaping that can 
increase the protection of people and prop-
erty from wildfires; 

‘‘(2) to reimburse the participating county 
for search and rescue and other emergency 
services, including firefighting, that are— 

‘‘(A) performed on Federal land after the 
date on which the use was approved under 
subsection (b); 

‘‘(B) paid for by the participating county; 
and 

‘‘(3) to develop community wildfire protec-
tion plans in coordination with the appro-
priate Secretary concerned. 

‘‘(b) PROPOSALS.—A participating county 
shall use county funds for a use described in 
subsection (a) only after a 45-day public com-
ment period, at the beginning of which the 
participating county shall— 

‘‘(1) publish in any publications of local 
record a proposal that describes the proposed 
use of the county funds; and 

‘‘(2) submit the proposal to any resource 
advisory committee established under sec-
tion 205 for the participating county. 
‘‘SEC. 303. CERTIFICATION. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than February 
1 of the year after the year in which any 
county funds were expended by a partici-
pating county, the appropriate official of the 
participating county shall submit to the Sec-
retary concerned a certification that the 
county funds expended in the applicable year 
have been used for the uses authorized under 
section 302(a), including a description of the 
amounts expended and the uses for which the 
amounts were expended. 

‘‘(b) REVIEW.—The Secretary concerned 
shall review the certifications submitted 
under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
cerned determines to be appropriate. 
‘‘SEC. 304. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The authority to ini-
tiate projects under this title terminates on 
September 30, 2011. 

‘‘(b) AVAILABILITY.—Any county funds not 
obligated by September 30, 2012, shall be re-
turned to the Treasury of the United States. 
‘‘TITLE IV—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
‘‘SEC. 401. REGULATIONS. 

‘‘The Secretary of Agriculture and the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall issue regulations 
to carry out the purposes of this Act. 
‘‘SEC. 402. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated such sums as are necessary 
to carry out this Act for each of fiscal years 
2008 through 2011. 

‘‘(b) EMERGENCY DESIGNATION.—Of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated under 
subsection (a) for fiscal year 2008, $425,000,000 
is designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 402 of H. Con. Res. 95 
(109th Congress). 
‘‘SEC. 403. TREATMENT OF FUNDS AND REVE-

NUES. 
‘‘(a) RELATION TO OTHER APPROPRIATIONS.— 

Funds made available under section 402 and 
funds made available to a Secretary con-
cerned under section 206 shall be in addition 
to any other annual appropriations for the 
Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Man-
agement. 

‘‘(b) DEPOSIT OF REVENUES AND OTHER 
FUNDS.—All revenues generated from 
projects pursuant to title II, including any 
interest accrued from the revenues, shall be 
deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States.’’. 

(b) FOREST RECEIPT PAYMENTS TO ELIGIBLE 
STATES AND COUNTIES.— 

(1) ACT OF MAY 23, 1908.—The sixth para-
graph under the heading ‘‘forest service’’ in the 
Act of May 23, 1908 (16 U.S.C. 500) is amended 
in the first sentence by striking ‘‘twenty-five 
percentum’’ and all that follows through 

‘‘shall be paid’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘an amount equal to the annual average of 
25 percent of all amounts received for the ap-
plicable fiscal year and each of the preceding 
6 fiscal years from each national forest shall 
be paid’’. 

(2) WEEKS LAW.—Section 13 of the Act of 
March 1, 1911 (commonly known as the 
‘‘Weeks Law’’) (16 U.S.C. 500) is amended in 
the first sentence by striking ‘‘twenty-five 
percentum’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘shall be paid’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘an amount equal to the annual average of 
25 percent of all amounts received for the ap-
plicable fiscal year and each of the preceding 
6 fiscal years from each national forest shall 
be paid’’. 

(c) PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6906 of title 31, 

United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘§ 6906. Funding 

‘‘For each of fiscal years 2008 through 
2011— 

‘‘(1) each county or other eligible unit of 
local government shall be entitled to pay-
ment under this chapter; and 

‘‘(2) sums shall be made available to the 
Secretary of the Interior for obligation or 
expenditure in accordance with this chap-
ter.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 69 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 6906 and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘6906. Funding.’’. 

(3) BUDGET SCOREKEEPING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the 

Budget Scorekeeping Guidelines and the ac-
companying list of programs and accounts 
set forth in the joint explanatory statement 
of the committee of conference accom-
panying Conference Report 105–217, the 
amendment made by paragraph (1)— 

(i) shall be treated under section 252 of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (as in effect before Sep-
tember 30, 2002), by the Chairpersons of the 
Committee on the Budget of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on the 
Budget of the Senate, as appropriate, for 
purposes of budget enforcement in the House 
of Representatives and the Senate, and under 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) as changing direct spend-
ing or receipts, as appropriate (as if such lan-
guage were included in an Act other than an 
appropriations Act); and 

(ii) shall be treated in the baseline after 
fiscal year 2008 for purposes of section 257 of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 907) (as in effect 
before September 30, 2002), by the Chair-
persons of the Committee on the Budget of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the Senate, as ap-
propriate, for purposes of budget enforce-
ment in the House of Representatives and 
the Senate, and under the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) as if 
Payment in Lieu of Taxes (14-1114-0-1-806) 
were an account designated as Appropriated 
Entitlements and Mandatories for Fiscal 
Year 1997 in the joint explanatory statement 
of the committee of conference accom-
panying Conference Report 105-217. 

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This paragraph 
shall— 

(i) be effective beginning on the date of en-
actment of this Act; and 

(ii) remain in effect for any fiscal year for 
which the entitlement in section 6906 of title 
31, United States Code (as amended by para-
graph (1)), applies. 

(d) MODIFICATION OF EFFECTIVE DATE OF 
LEASING PROVISIONS OF THE AMERICAN JOBS 
CREATION ACT OF 2004.— 

(1) LEASES TO FOREIGN ENTITIES.—Section 
849(b) of the American Jobs Creation Act of 
2004 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) LEASES TO FOREIGN ENTITIES.—In the 
case of tax-exempt use property leased to a 
tax-exempt entity which is a foreign person 
or entity, the amendments made by this part 
shall apply to taxable years beginning after 
December 31, 2006, with respect to leases en-
tered into on or before March 12, 2004.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in the enactment of the American 
Jobs Creation Act of 2004. 

(e) APPLICATION OF RULES TREATING IN-
VERTED CORPORATIONS AS DOMESTIC CORPORA-
TIONS TO CERTAIN TRANSACTIONS OCCURRING 
AFTER MARCH 20, 2002.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 7874(b) (relating 
to inverted corporations treated as domestic 
corporations) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) INVERTED CORPORATIONS TREATED AS 
DOMESTIC CORPORATIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
7701(a)(4), a foreign corporation shall be 
treated for purposes of this title as a domes-
tic corporation if such corporation would be 
a surrogate foreign corporation if subsection 
(a)(2) were applied by substituting ‘80 per-
cent’ for ‘60 percent’. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN TRANS-
ACTIONS OCCURRING AFTER MARCH 20, 2002.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If— 
‘‘(i) paragraph (1) does not apply to a for-

eign corporation, but 
‘‘(ii) paragraph (1) would apply to such cor-

poration if, in addition to the substitution 
under paragraph (1), subsection (a)(2) were 
applied by substituting ‘March 20, 2002’ for 
‘March 4, 2003’ each place it appears, 
then paragraph (1) shall apply to such cor-
poration but only with respect to taxable 
years of such corporation beginning after De-
cember 31, 2006. 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULES.—Subject to such rules 
as the Secretary may prescribe, in the case 
of a corporation to which paragraph (1) ap-
plies by reason of this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) the corporation shall be treated, as of 
the close of its last taxable year beginning 
before January 1, 2008, as having transferred 
all of its assets, liabilities, and earnings and 
profits to a domestic corporation in a trans-
action with respect to which no tax is im-
posed under this title, 

‘‘(ii) the bases of the assets transferred in 
the transaction to the domestic corporation 
shall be the same as the bases of the assets 
in the hands of the foreign corporation, sub-
ject to any adjustments under this title for 
built-in losses, 

‘‘(iii) the basis of the stock of any share-
holder in the domestic corporation shall be 
the same as the basis of the stock of the 
shareholder in the foreign corporation for 
which it is treated as exchanged, and 

‘‘(iv) the transfer of any earnings and prof-
its by reason of clause (i) shall be dis-
regarded in determining any deemed divi-
dend or foreign tax creditable to the domes-
tic corporation with respect to such transfer. 

‘‘(C) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out this para-
graph, including regulations to prevent the 
avoidance of the purposes of this para-
graph.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2006. 

SA 5171. Mr. VOINOVICH (for him-
self, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mr. SUNUNU) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
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be proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, 
to amend the Commodity Exchange 
Act, to prevent excessive price specula-
tion with respect to energy commod-
ities, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE II—DEEP SEA EXPLORATION 
SEC. 201. PUBLICATION OF PROJECTED STATE 

LINES ON OUTER CONTINENTAL 
SHELF. 

Section 4(a)(2)(A) of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(2)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by designating the first, second, and 
third sentences as clause (i), (iii), and (iv), 
respectively; 

(2) in clause (i) (as so designated), by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of the Stop Excessive Energy 
Speculation Act of 2008’’; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (i) (as so des-
ignated) the following: 

‘‘(ii)(I) The projected lines shall also be 
used for the purpose of preleasing and leas-
ing activities conducted in new producing 
areas under section 32. 

‘‘(II) This clause shall not affect any prop-
erty right or title to Federal submerged land 
on the outer Continental Shelf. 

‘‘(III) In carrying out this clause, the 
President shall consider the offshore admin-
istrative boundaries beyond State submerged 
lands for planning, coordination, and admin-
istrative purposes of the Department of the 
Interior, but may establish different bound-
aries.’’. 
SEC. 202. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
The Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 

U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 32. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
political subdivision of a new producing 
State any part of which political subdivision 
is— 

‘‘(A) within the coastal zone (as defined in 
section 304 of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)) of the new pro-
ducing State as of the date of enactment of 
this section; and 

‘‘(B) not more than 200 nautical miles from 
the geographic center of any leased tract. 

‘‘(2) MORATORIUM AREA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘moratorium 

area’ means an area covered by sections 104 
through 105 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2118) (as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this section). 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘moratorium 
area’ does not include an area located in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

‘‘(3) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘new 
producing area’ means any moratorium area 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of a State 
that is located greater than 50 miles from 
the coastline of the State. 

‘‘(4) NEW PRODUCING STATE.—The term ‘new 
producing State’ means a State that has, 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of the 
State, a new producing area available for oil 
and gas leasing under subsection (b). 

‘‘(5) OFFSHORE ADMINISTRATIVE BOUND-
ARIES.—The term ‘offshore administrative 
boundaries’ means the administrative bound-
aries established by the Secretary beyond 

State submerged land for planning, coordina-
tion, and administrative purposes of the De-
partment of the Interior and published in the 
Federal Register on January 3, 2006 (71 Fed. 
Reg. 127). 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
REVENUES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ means all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of enactment of this section for new pro-
ducing areas. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ does not 
include— 

‘‘(i) revenues from a bond or other surety 
forfeited for obligations other than the col-
lection of royalties; 

‘‘(ii) revenues from civil penalties; 
‘‘(iii) royalties taken by the Secretary in- 

kind and not sold; 
‘‘(iv) revenues generated from leases sub-

ject to section 8(g); or 
‘‘(v) any revenues considered qualified 

outer Continental Shelf revenues under sec-
tion 102 of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-
rity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432). 

‘‘(7) QUALIFIED REVENUE.—The term ‘quali-
fied revenue’ means the amount estimated 
by the Secretary of the Federal share of all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of the enactment of the Stop Excessive En-
ergy Speculation Act of 2008 for new pro-
ducing areas under this section. 

‘‘(b) PETITION FOR LEASING NEW PRODUCING 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date on 
which the President delineates projected 
State lines under section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii), the 
Governor of a State, with the concurrence of 
the legislature of the State, with a new pro-
ducing area within the offshore administra-
tive boundaries beyond the submerged land 
of the State may submit to the Secretary a 
petition requesting that the Secretary make 
the new producing area available for oil and 
gas leasing. 

‘‘(2) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—Notwith-
standing section 18, as soon as practicable 
after receipt of a petition under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve the petition 
if the Secretary determines that leasing the 
new producing area would not create an un-
reasonable risk of harm to the marine, 
human, or coastal environment. 

‘‘(c) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-
TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM NEW PRO-
DUCING AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 and subject to the other provisions of this 
subsection, for each applicable fiscal year, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in the general fund of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of qualified outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues in a special account in 
the Treasury from which the Secretary shall 
disburse— 

‘‘(i) 75 percent to new producing States in 
accordance with paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(ii) 25 percent to provide financial assist-
ance to States in accordance with section 6 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5). 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING STATES 
AND COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(A) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING 
STATES.—Effective for fiscal year 2008 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, the amount made 

available under paragraph (1)(B)(i) shall be 
allocated to each new producing State in 
amounts (based on a formula established by 
the Secretary by regulation) proportional to 
the amount of qualified outer Continental 
Shelf revenues generated in the new pro-
ducing area offshore each State. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
20 percent of the allocable share of each new 
producing State, as determined under sub-
paragraph (A), to the coastal political sub-
divisions of the new producing State. 

‘‘(ii) ALLOCATION.—The amount paid by the 
Secretary to coastal political subdivisions 
shall be allocated to each coastal political 
subdivision in accordance with the regula-
tions promulgated under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—The amount al-
located to a new producing State for each 
fiscal year under paragraph (2) shall be at 
least 5 percent of the amounts available for 
the fiscal year under paragraph (1)(B)(i). 

‘‘(4) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under subparagraph (B) of para-
graph (1) for the applicable fiscal year shall 
be made available in accordance with that 
subparagraph during the fiscal year imme-
diately following the applicable fiscal year. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZED USES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), each new producing State and coastal 
political subdivision shall use all amounts 
received under paragraph (2) in accordance 
with all applicable Federal and State laws, 
only for 1 or more of the following purposes: 

‘‘(i) Projects and activities for the purposes 
of coastal protection, including conserva-
tion, coastal restoration, hurricane protec-
tion, and infrastructure directly affected by 
coastal wetland losses. 

‘‘(ii) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

‘‘(iii) Implementation of a federally ap-
proved marine, coastal, or comprehensive 
conservation management plan. 

‘‘(iv) Funding of onshore infrastructure 
projects. 

‘‘(v) Planning assistance and the adminis-
trative costs of complying with this section. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 3 percent 
of amounts received by a new producing 
State or coastal political subdivision under 
paragraph (2) may be used for the purposes 
described in subparagraph (A)(v). 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—Amounts made 
available under paragraph (1)(B) shall— 

‘‘(A) be made available, without further ap-
propriation, in accordance with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(B) remain available until expended; and 
‘‘(C) be in addition to any amounts appro-

priated under— 
‘‘(i) other provisions of this Act; 
‘‘(ii) the Land and Water Conservation 

Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.); or 
‘‘(iii) any other provision of law. 
‘‘(d) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CON-

TINENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM OTHER 
AREAS.—Notwithstanding section 9, for each 
applicable fiscal year, the terms and condi-
tions of subsection (c) shall apply to the dis-
position of qualified outer Continental Shelf 
revenues that— 

‘‘(1) are derived from oil or gas leasing in 
an area that is not included in the current 5- 
year plan of the Secretary for oil or gas leas-
ing; and 

‘‘(2) are not assumed in the budget of the 
United States Government submitted by the 
President under section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code. 

‘‘(e) ENERGY TRUST FUND.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

in the Treasury of the United States a re-
volving fund, to be known as the ‘Energy 
Trust Fund’, consisting of such amounts as 
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may be transferred to the Trust Fund under 
paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) TRANSFERS TO TRUST FUND.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), the Secretary shall transfer to the En-
ergy Trust Fund amounts equivalent to 20 
percent of the qualified revenue received for 
each fiscal year under this section. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION ON TRANSFERS TO ENERGY 
TRUST FUND.—The amounts transferred to 
the Energy Trust Fund for any fiscal year 
under this paragraph shall not exceed 
$1,000,000,000. 

‘‘(3) EXPENDITURES.—On request by the 
Secretary of Energy, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall transfer from the Energy 
Trust Fund to the Secretary of Energy such 
amounts as the Secretary of Energy deter-
mines are necessary to carry out activities— 

‘‘(A) to accelerate the use of clean domes-
tic renewable energy resources (including 
solar, wind, clean coal, and nuclear energy 
resources) and alternative fuels (including 
ethanol, and including cellulosic ethanol, 
biodiesel, and fuel cell technology); 

‘‘(B) to promote the use of energy-efficient 
products and practices and conservation; and 

‘‘(C) to increase research, development, 
and deployment of clean renewable energy 
and efficiency technologies. 

‘‘(4) TRANSFERS OF AMOUNTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The amounts required 

to be transferred to the Energy Trust Fund 
under this subsection shall be transferred at 
least monthly from the general fund of the 
Treasury to the Energy Trust Fund on the 
basis of estimates made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENTS.—Proper adjustment 
shall be made in amounts subsequently 
transferred to the extent prior estimates 
were in excess of or less than the amounts 
required to be transferred.’’. 
SEC. 203. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

Sections 104 and 105 of the Department of 
the Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public 
Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118) are amended by 
striking ‘‘No funds’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in section 
32 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, 
no funds’’. 

SA 5172. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. GULF OF MEXICO ENERGY SECURITY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 102(9)(A)(i) of the 
Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of 2006 
(43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public Law 109–432) is 
amended— 

(1) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(III) any area in the 181 Area that was not 

available for leasing on July 1, 2008; and’’. 
(b) OFFSHORE OIL AND GAS LEASING.—Sec-

tion 103(a) of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Se-
curity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Except’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) LEASING AFTER CERTAIN DATE.—The 

Secretary shall offer any part of the 181 Area 
for oil and gas leasing pursuant to the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 
et seq.) that was not available for leasing on 

July 1, 2008, as soon as practicable, but not 
later than 2 years, after that date and at any 
time thereafter, as the Secretary determines 
to be appropriate.’’. 

(c) MORATORIUM ON LEASING.—Section 
104(a) of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security 
Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public Law 
109–432) is amended by striking paragraph (3) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(3) any area in the Central Planning Area 
that is— 

‘‘(A) outside the 181 Area; 
‘‘(B) east of the western edge of the Pensa-

cola Official Protection Diagram (UTM X co-
ordinate 1,393,920 (NAD 27 feet)); and 

‘‘(C) within 100 miles of the coastline of the 
State of Florida.’’. 

SA 5173. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE ll—BETTER ENERGY STRATEGY 
FOR TOMORROW 

SEC. l01. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Better En-

ergy Strategy for Tomorrow Act of 2008’’ or 
the ‘‘BEST Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. l02. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) AIR POLLUTANT.—The term ‘‘air pollut-

ant’’ has the meaning given the term in sec-
tion 302 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7602). 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. l03. FEDERAL ENERGY POLICIES. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act and annually thereafter, 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) conduct an analysis of all policies of the 
Federal Government (including mandates, 
subsidies, tariffs, and tax policy) that en-
courage, or have the potential to encourage, 
energy production in the United States; and 

(2) submit to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives a report that con-
tains recommendations for the adjustment of 
the policies described in paragraph (1) to re-
duce— 

(A) the dependence of the United States on 
foreign sources of energy; 

(B) the quantity of air pollutants in the en-
vironment; 

(C) greenhouse gas emissions; and 
(D) the cost of energy. 

SEC. l04. ENERGY SECURITY STRATEGY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this Act and 
every 4 years thereafter, the President shall 
develop an energy security strategy that 
proposes comprehensive and long-range en-
ergy policies for the United States to re-
duce— 

(1) the dependence of the United States on 
foreign sources of energy; 

(2) the quantity of air pollutants in the en-
vironment; 

(3) greenhouse gas emissions; and 
(4) the cost of energy. 
(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act and every 
4 years year thereafter, the President shall 
submit to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives a report that de-
scribes the latest energy security strategy 
developed under subsection (a), including— 

(1) an estimate of the domestic and foreign 
energy supplies needed to meet the projected 
energy demand of the United States con-
sistent with the strategy developed under 
subsection (a); and 

(2) a summary of research and development 
efforts funded by the Federal Government to 
achieve the strategy developed under sub-
section (a). 
SEC. l05. ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) COMMENTS.—In preparing each report 
required under sections l03(2) and l04(b) 
(referred to in this section as ‘‘each report’’), 
the Secretary and the President, respec-
tively, shall seek the comments of State and 
local agencies and the private sector to en-
sure, to the maximum extent practicable, 
that the views and proposals of all segments 
of the economy are taken into account in 
preparing each report. 

(b) DATA AND ANALYSIS.—The Secretary 
and the President shall include in each re-
port such data and analyses as are necessary 
to support the objectives, resource needs, 
and policy recommendations of each report. 

(c) REVIEW.—The Secretary and the Presi-
dent shall enter into an arrangement with 
the National Academy of Sciences under 
which the Academy shall— 

(1) conduct a review of each report; and 
(2) submit to the Committee on Energy and 

Natural Resources of the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives, and the Secretary 
a report that describes the results of each re-
view. 

SA 5174. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. STUDY OF DIESEL VEHICLE AT-

TRIBUTES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy, 

in consultation with the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency and 
the Secretary of Transportation, shall con-
duct a study to identify— 

(1) the environmental and efficiency at-
tributes of diesel-fueled vehicles as compared 
to comparable vehicles fueled by gasoline or 
E-85 fuel and hybrid vehicles; 

(2) the technical, economic, regulatory, en-
vironmental, and other obstacles to increas-
ing the usage of diesel-fueled vehicles; 

(3) the legislative, administrative, and 
other actions that could reduce or eliminate 
the obstacles identified under paragraph (2); 
and 

(4) the costs and benefits associated with 
reducing or eliminating the obstacles identi-
fied under paragraph (2). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives a report de-
scribing the results of the study conducted 
under subsection (a). 

SA 5175. Mr. INHOFE (for himself 
and Mr. DOMENICI) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 
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At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. REPEAL. 

Section 526 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17142) is 
repealed. 

SA 5176. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 43, after line 24, add the following: 
SEC. 17. ESTABLISHMENT OF CHIEF ENERGY AND 

ENERGY SERVICES NEGOTIATOR. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 141(b)(2) of the 

Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2171(b)(2)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2)(A) There shall be in the Office 3 Dep-
uty United States Trade Representatives, 1 
Chief Agricultural Negotiator, and 1 Chief 
Energy and Energy Services Negotiator. 

‘‘(B) The 3 Deputy United States Trade 
Representatives, the Chief Agricultural Ne-
gotiator, and the Chief Energy and Energy 
Services Negotiator shall be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. 

‘‘(C) As an exercise of the rulemaking 
power of the Senate, any nomination of a 
Deputy United States Trade Representative, 
the Chief Agricultural Negotiator, or the 
Chief Energy and Energy Services Nego-
tiator submitted to the Senate for its advice 
and consent, and referred to a committee, 
shall be referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

‘‘(D) Each Deputy United States Trade 
Representative, the Chief Agricultural Nego-
tiator, and the Chief Energy and Energy 
Services Negotiator shall hold office at the 
pleasure of the President and shall have the 
rank of Ambassador’’. 

(b) DUTIES.—Section 141(c) of the Trade Act 
of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2171(c)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(6) The principal function of the Chief En-
ergy and Energy Services Negotiator shall be 
to eliminate energy subsidies and policies of 
foreign governments that distort trade and 
adversely affect the United States.’’. 
SEC. 18. STUDIES AND REPORTS ON SUBSIDIZA-

TION OF FUELS AND ENERGY USE BY 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

(a) ITC ANNUAL STUDY AND REPORT ON ECO-
NOMIC IMPACT OF FOREIGN SUBSIDIZATION OF 
RETAIL FUEL AND ENERGY.— 

(1) STUDY.—Not later than 60 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act and annu-
ally thereafter, the International Trade 
Commission shall commence a study on— 

(A) the subsidization by foreign govern-
ments of retail fuel and energy use in foreign 
countries; and 

(B) the impact of such subsidization on the 
economy of the United States. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than June 1, 2009, 
and June 1 of each year thereafter, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report de-
scribing the findings of the Secretary with 
respect to the most recent study commenced 
by the Secretary under paragraph (1). 

(b) USTR BI-ANNUAL STUDY AND REPORT ON 
ENERGY USE SUBSIDIES PROVIDED BY FOREIGN 
GOVERNMENTS.— 

(1) STUDY.—Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act and every 
180 days thereafter, the United States Trade 
Representative shall conduct a study on the 
provision by foreign governments of energy 
use subsidies. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than January 1, 
2009, and every 180 days thereafter, the 

United States Trade Representative shall 
submit to the Industry Trade Advisory Com-
mittee on Energy and Energy Services of the 
Department of Commerce and Congress a re-
port on the findings of the United States 
Trade Representative with respect to the 
most recent study conducted by the United 
States Trade Representative under para-
graph (1), including a description of the 
amounts of energy use subsidies provided by 
foreign governments. 

(c) ENERGY INFORMATION AGENCY ANNUAL 
STUDY AND REPORT ON FOREIGN SUBSIDIZA-
TION OF ENERGY AND FUEL USE.— 

(1) ANNUAL STUDY.—Each year, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall, acting through the 
Administrator of the Energy Information 
Administration, conduct a study on foreign 
governments that subsidize energy and fuel 
use and assess the impact of such subsidiza-
tion on energy costs in the United States. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than June 1 
of each year, the Secretary of Energy shall 
submit to the President and Congress a re-
port on the findings of the Secretary with re-
spect to the most recent study conducted 
under paragraph (1). 
SEC. 19. DEPARTMENT OF STATE ANNUAL RE-

PORT ON ENERGY SECURITY. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than March 
1 of each year, the Secretary of State shall 
submit to the appropriate committees of 
Congress a report on the efforts undertaken 
by the Secretary in the previous calendar 
year to achieve the following goals: 

(1) To eliminate energy subsidies and poli-
cies of foreign governments that distort 
trade and adversely affect the United States. 

(2) To enhance United States and global 
energy security by— 

(A) promoting open and transparent, inte-
grated, and diversified energy markets; 

(B) encouraging appropriate energy-sector 
investments to expand access to energy and 
increase economic growth and opportunity; 
and 

(C) developing clean and efficient energy 
technologies. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON-
GRESS.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; 

(2) the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources of the Senate; 

(3) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(4) the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives. 

SA 5177. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE II—NATURAL GAS 
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Drive 
America on Natural Gas Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 202. NEW QUALIFIED ALTERNATIVE FUEL 

MOTOR VEHICLE CREDIT ALLOWED 
FOR DUAL FUELED MOTOR VEHI-
CLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (i) of section 
30B(e)(4)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to definition of new qualified 
alternative fuel motor vehicle) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(i) which— 
‘‘(I) is only capable of operating on an al-

ternative fuel, or 

‘‘(II) is capable of operating on an alter-
native fuel alone and gasoline or diesel fuel 
alone,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 203. NATURAL GAS VEHICLE RESEARCH, DE-

VELOPMENT, AND DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) NATURAL GAS.—The term ‘‘natural gas’’ 
means compressed natural gas, liquefied nat-
ural gas, biomethane, and mixtures of hydro-
gen and methane or natural gas. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) PROGRAM.—The Secretary, in coordina-
tion with the Administrator, shall conduct a 
program of natural gas vehicle research, de-
velopment, and demonstration. 

(c) PURPOSE.—The program under this sec-
tion shall focus on— 

(1) the continued improvement and devel-
opment of new, cleaner, more efficient light- 
duty, medium-duty, and heavy-duty natural 
gas vehicle engines; 

(2) the integration of those engines into 
light-duty, medium-duty, and heavy-duty 
natural gas vehicles for onroad and offroad 
applications; 

(3) expanding product availability by as-
sisting manufacturers with the certification 
of the engines or vehicles described in para-
graph (1) or (2) to Federal and California cer-
tification requirements and in-use emission 
standards; 

(4) the demonstration and proper operation 
and use of the vehicles described in para-
graph (2) under all operating conditions; 

(5) the development and improvement of 
nationally recognized codes and standards 
for the continued safe operation of natural 
gas vehicles and components; 

(6) improvement in the reliability and effi-
ciency of natural gas fueling station infra-
structure; 

(7) the certification of natural gas fueling 
station infrastructure to nationally recog-
nized and industry safety standards; 

(8) the improvement in the reliability and 
efficiency of onboard natural gas fuel stor-
age systems; 

(9) the development of new natural gas fuel 
storage materials; 

(10) the certification of onboard natural 
gas fuel storage systems to nationally recog-
nized and industry safety standards; and 

(11) the use of natural gas engines in hy-
brid vehicles. 

(d) CERTIFICATION OF CONVERSION SYS-
TEMS.—The Secretary shall coordinate with 
the Administrator on issues related to 
streamlining the certification of natural gas 
conversion systems to the appropriate Fed-
eral certification requirements and in-use 
emission standards. 

(e) COOPERATION AND COORDINATION WITH 
INDUSTRY.—In developing and carrying out 
the program under this section, the Sec-
retary shall coordinate with the natural gas 
vehicle industry to ensure cooperation be-
tween the public and the private sector. 

(f) CONDUCT OF PROGRAM.—The program 
under this section shall be conducted in ac-
cordance with sections 3001 and 3002 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 13541, 
13542). 

(g) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report on 
the implementation of this section. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary such sums as are necessary to 
carry out this section. 
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SEC. 204. DEVELOPMENT OF LOW-EMISSION NAT-

URAL GAS TRANSPORTATION- 
FUELED VEHICLES. 

Part C of title II of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7581 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘SEC. 251. DEVELOPMENT OF LOW-EMISSION 
NATURAL GAS TRANSPORTATION- 
FUELED VEHICLES. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ALTERNATIVE FUEL.—The term ‘alter-

native fuel’ means compressed or liquefied 
natural gas or liquefied petroleum gas. 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATIVE-FUELED VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘alternative-fueled vehicle’ means a ve-
hicle that is manufactured or converted to 
operate using alternative fuel. 

‘‘(3) BI-FUELED VEHICLE.—The term ‘bi- 
fueled vehicle’ means a vehicle that is capa-
ble of operating on gasoline or an alternative 
fuel, but not both at the same time. 

‘‘(4) CONVERT.—The term ‘convert’, with re-
spect to a vehicle, means to modify the en-
gine and other applicable components of the 
vehicle to enable the vehicle to operate 
using an alternative fuel (including com-
pressed natural gas). 

‘‘(5) OBD SYSTEM.—The term ‘OBD system’ 
means an on-board, computer-based diag-
nostic system built into certain vehicles to 
monitor the performance of certain primary 
engine components of the vehicle (including 
components responsible for controlling emis-
sions). 

‘‘(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the alternative-fueled vehicle development 
demonstration program established under 
subsection (b). 

‘‘(7) SMALL VOLUME MANUFACTURER.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘small volume 

manufacturer’ means a manufacturer of ve-
hicles described in section 86.001–1(e) of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations (or a suc-
cessor regulation) that is approved and cer-
tified in accordance with part 86 of sub-
chapter C of chapter I of title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations (or successor regula-
tions). 

‘‘(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘small volume 
manufacturer’ includes a manufacturer of 
kits or equipment used to convert vehicles. 

‘‘(b) PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—For the period of fis-

cal years 2009 through 2013, the Adminis-
trator shall establish and carry out a dem-
onstration program to assist States in facili-
tating the development of alternative-fueled 
vehicles. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—A State may partici-
pate in the program by submitting to the 
Administrator an application at such time, 
in such form, and containing such informa-
tion as the Administrator shall specify. 

‘‘(3) BENEFITS AVAILABLE TO PARTICIPATING 
SMALL VOLUME MANUFACTURERS.—Under the 
program, with respect to small volume man-
ufacturers located in States participating in 
the program, the Administrator shall, by 
regulation— 

‘‘(A) waive all fees applicable to small vol-
ume manufacturers for the certification and 
conversion of alternative-fueled vehicles; 

‘‘(B) waive requirements for recertification 
of kits for the conversion of vehicles in any 
case in which, as determined by the Adminis-
trator— 

‘‘(i) the kit has been previously certified 
for the model of vehicle to be converted; and 

‘‘(ii) neither the kit nor the design and 
specifications of the model of vehicle to be 
converted have substantially changed; 

‘‘(C) modify such regulatory requirements 
relating to OBD systems as the Adminis-
trator determines to be appropriate to pro-
vide flexibility to small volume manufactur-
ers in reprogramming OBD systems to be 
compatible with the use of alternative fuel; 

‘‘(D) permit small volume manufacturers 
to include more vehicles and engines in a 
single engine category to improve the cost- 
efficiency of emission testing of converted 
vehicles; 

‘‘(E) waive the liability of small volume 
manufacturers, in the case of a bi-fueled ve-
hicle capable of operating on gasoline or 
compressed natural gas, for the compliance 
of the gasoline system of the bi-fueled vehi-
cle with applicable emission requirements; 

‘‘(F) provide additional guidance to small 
volume manufacturers with respect to the 
conversion of older models of vehicles; and 

‘‘(G) revise and streamline certification re-
quirements applicable to small volume man-
ufacturers. 

‘‘(4) STATE RESPONSIBILITY.—As a condition 
of participating in the program, during the 
period of fiscal years 2009 through 2013, a 
State shall— 

‘‘(A) develop regulations for (as compared 
to Federal requirements in effect as of the 
date of enactment of this section) an equally 
effective but less burdensome system of cer-
tifying and verifying emissions of alter-
native-fueled vehicles and equipment used 
for conversions; and 

‘‘(B) not later than December 31, 2012, sub-
mit the proposed regulations of the State to 
the Administrator for review. 

‘‘(c) STATE PROGRAMS.—Upon receipt of 
proposed regulations of a State under sub-
section (b)(4), the Administrator shall— 

‘‘(1) review the regulations; and 
‘‘(2) if the Administrator determines that 

the implementation of the regulations would 
result in (as compared to Federal require-
ments in effect as of the date of enactment 
of this section) an equally effective but less 
burdensome system of certifying and 
verifying emissions of alternative-fueled ve-
hicles and equipment used for conversions, 
authorize the State to implement the regula-
tions with respect to small volume manufac-
turers in the State for the period of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, subject to— 

‘‘(A) the submission of annual reports to 
the Administrator; and 

‘‘(B) such periodic inspection and other 
oversight requirements as the Administrator 
determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(d) DURATION OF PROGRAM.—The program 
and all authority under the program (other 
than the authority of the Administrator de-
scribed in subsection (c)) shall terminate on 
December 31, 2013, unless the Adminis-
trator— 

‘‘(1) in consultation with the States, elects 
to continue the program; and 

‘‘(2) promulgates such regulations as are 
necessary to continue the program. 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion.’’. 
SEC. 205. NATURAL GAS CONVERSION EMISSION 

CERTIFICATIONS. 
Part C of title II of the Clean Air Act (42 

U.S.C. 7581 et seq.) (as amended by section 
204) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 252. NATURAL GAS CONVERSION EMISSION 

CERTIFICATIONS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

waive requirements for recertification of 
kits for the conversion of vehicles into vehi-
cles that are powered by natural gas or liq-
uefied petroleum gas in any case in which, as 
determined by the Administrator— 

‘‘(1) the kit has been previously certified 
for the model of vehicle to be converted; and 

‘‘(2) neither the kit nor the design and 
specifications of the model of vehicle to be 
converted have substantially changed. 

‘‘(b) OLDER VEHICLES.—The Administrator 
shall waive emission certification system re-

quirements for a vehicle that is over 10 years 
old or has over 120,000 miles that is powered 
by natural gas.’’. 

SA 5178. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE II—MARGINAL WELL PRODUCTION 

PRESERVATION AND ENHANCEMENT 
SEC. 21. TAX TREATMENT FOR PROLONGED MAR-

GINAL PRODUCTION. 
(a) INCREASE IN PERCENTAGE DEPLETION FOR 

OIL AND NATURAL GAS PRODUCED FROM MAR-
GINAL PROPERTIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (6) of section 
613A(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(relating to oil and natural gas produced 
from marginal properties), as amended by 
this Act, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(6) OIL AND NATURAL GAS PRODUCED FROM 
MARGINAL PROPERTIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (d)— 

‘‘(i) the allowance for depletion under sec-
tion 611 shall be computed in accordance 
with section 613 with respect to the tax-
payer’s marginal production of domestic 
crude oil and domestic natural gas, and 

‘‘(ii) 27.5 percent shall be deemed to be 
specified in subsection (b) of section 613 for 
purposes of subsection (a) of that section. 

‘‘(B) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PRODUCTION 
OF DOMESTIC OIL AND NATURAL GAS.—For pur-
poses of this subsection— 

‘‘(i) no allowance for depletion shall be al-
lowed by reason of paragraph (1) with respect 
to the taxpayer’s marginal production of do-
mestic crude oil and domestic natural gas, 
and 

‘‘(ii) such production shall not be taken 
into account— 

‘‘(I) in determining under paragraph (1) 
how much of the taxpayer’s depletable oil 
quantity or depletable natural gas quantity 
has been used, or 

‘‘(II) for purposes of applying subparagraph 
(A), (B), or (C) of paragraph (7). 

‘‘(C) MARGINAL PRODUCTION.—The term 
‘marginal production’ means domestic crude 
oil or domestic natural gas which is pro-
duced during any taxable year from a prop-
erty which— 

‘‘(i) is a stripper well property for the cal-
endar year in which the taxable year begins, 
or 

‘‘(ii) is a property substantially all of the 
production of which during such calendar 
year is heavy oil. 

‘‘(D) STRIPPER WELL PROPERTY.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the term ‘stripper 
well property’ means, with respect to any 
calendar year, any property with respect to 
which the amount determined by dividing— 

‘‘(i) the average daily production of domes-
tic crude oil and domestic natural gas from 
producing wells on such property for such 
calendar year, by 

‘‘(ii) the number of such wells, 
is 15 barrel equivalents or less. 

‘‘(E) HEAVY OIL.—For purposes of this para-
graph, the term ‘heavy oil’ means domestic 
crude oil produced from any property if such 
crude oil had a weighted average gravity of 
20 degrees API or less (corrected to 60 de-
grees Fahrenheit). 

‘‘(F) NONAPPLICATION OF TAXABLE INCOME 
LIMIT WITH RESPECT TO MARGINAL PRODUC-
TION.—The second sentence of subsection (a) 
of section 613 shall not apply to so much of 
the allowance for depletion as is determined 
under subparagraph (A).’’. 
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(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 613A(c)(3) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 (defining depletable oil 
quantity) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(3) DEPLETABLE OIL QUANTITY.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the taxpayer’s deplet-
able oil quantity shall be 1,000 barrels.’’. 

(B) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of section 
613A(c)(7) of such Code are each amended by 
striking ‘‘or (6), as the case may be’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

(b) 1-YEAR EXTENSION OF SUSPENSION OF 
TAXABLE INCOME LIMIT.—Section 
613A(c)(6)(H) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to temporary suspension of 
taxable income limit with respect to mar-
ginal production) is amended by striking 
‘‘2008’’ and inserting ‘‘2009’’. 
SEC. 22. OIL AND GAS WELLS AND PIPELINE FA-

CILITIES TECHNICAL AMENDMENT. 
Section 112(n)(4)(A) of the Clean Air Act (42 

U.S.C. 7412(n)(4)(A)) is amended by striking 
‘‘this section’’ and inserting ‘‘this Act’’. 
SEC. 23. NATIONAL RESPONSE SYSTEM. 

Section 311(j) of the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(j)) is amend-
ed by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) SYSTEM.— 
‘‘(A) DEFINITION OF.—In this paragraph, the 

term ‘wastewater treatment facility’ in-
cludes produced water from an oil production 
facility. 

‘‘(B) REGULATIONS.—Consistent with the 
National Contingency Plan required under 
subsection (d), as soon as practicable after 
the effective date of this section, and from 
time to time thereafter, the President shall 
promulgate regulations consistent with mar-
itime safety and marine and navigation 
laws— 

‘‘(i) establishing methods and procedures 
for removal of discharged oil and hazardous 
substances; 

‘‘(ii) establishing criteria for the develop-
ment and implementation of local and re-
gional oil and hazardous substance removal 
contingency plans; 

‘‘(iii) establishing procedures, methods, 
and equipment and other requirements for 
equipment to prevent discharges of oil and 
hazardous substances from vessels and from 
onshore facilities and offshore facilities 
(other than wastewater treatment facilities), 
and to contain those discharges; and 

‘‘(iv) governing the inspection of vessels 
carrying cargoes of oil and hazardous sub-
stances and the inspection of those cargoes 
in order to reduce the likelihood of dis-
charges of oil from vessels in violation of 
this section. 

‘‘(C) SMALL FACILITIES.—In carrying out 
clause (iii) of subparagraph (B), not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
that clause, the Administrator shall estab-
lish procedures, methods, and equipment and 
other requirements for, and consider the 
cost-effectiveness of those requirements on, 
small facilities (including agricultural and 
oil production facilities) to prevent dis-
charges from facilities and offshore facili-
ties, and to contain those discharges, by de-
veloping regulations based on storage vol-
ume and capacity that, with respect to those 
small facilities— 

‘‘(i) apply to any facility the total oil stor-
age capacity of which is at least 1,320 gallons 
but less than 50,000 gallons, and at which no 
single tank exceeds a nominal capacity of 
21,000 gallons; and 

‘‘(ii) establish minimal requirements and 
plans by eliminating engineer certification, 
flow lines, loading and unloading areas, in-
tegrity testing, and other requirements that, 
as determined by the Administrator, do not 

take into consideration and meet cost-effec-
tiveness standards.’’. 
SEC. 24. RECOVERY PERIOD FOR DEPRECIATION 

OF PROPERTY USED TO INJECT 
QUALIFIED TERTIARY INJECTANTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(e)((3)(A) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (defining 3- 
year property) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end of clause (ii), by striking the pe-
riod at the end of clause (iii) and inserting ‘‘, 
and’’, and by adding at the end the following 
new clause: 

‘‘(iv) any qualified tertiary injectant prop-
erty.’’. 

(b) QUALIFIED TERTIARY INJECTANT PROP-
ERTY.—Section 168(e) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (relating to classification of 
property) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(8) QUALIFIED TERTIARY INJECTANT PROP-
ERTY.—The term ‘qualified tertiary injectant 
property’ means— 

‘‘(A) any property— 
‘‘(i) the principal use of which is to inject 

any tertiary injectant as a part of a tertiary 
recovery method (as defined in section 
193(b)(3)), or 

‘‘(ii) which is a pipeline used to carry any 
tertiary injectant in connection with such 
tertiary recovery method, and 

‘‘(B) which has a class life of more than 4 
years.’’. 

(c) ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM.—The table con-
tained in section 168(g)(3)(B) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to subparagraph 
(A)(iii) the following new item: 
‘‘(A)(iv) .............................................. 7’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, in taxable years ending 
after such date. 

SA 5179. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, 
Mr. KYL, Mr. MCCAIN, and Mr. INHOFE) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, 
to amend the Commodity Exchange 
Act, to prevent excessive price specula-
tion with respect to energy commod-
ities, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
TITLE l—NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION 

Subtitle A—Credit for Qualifying Nuclear 
Power Manufacturing 

SEC. ll01. CREDIT FOR QUALIFYING NUCLEAR 
POWER MANUFACTURING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart E of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as amended by this 
Act, is amended by inserting after section 
48B the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 48C. QUALIFYING NUCLEAR POWER MANU-

FACTURING CREDIT. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—For purposes 

of section 46, the qualifying nuclear power 
manufacturing credit for any taxable year is 
an amount equal to 20 percent of the quali-
fied investment for such taxable year. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED INVESTMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a), the qualified investment for any 
taxable year is the basis of property placed 
in service by the taxpayer during such tax-
able year which is certified under subsection 
(c) and— 

‘‘(A) which is either part of a qualifying 
nuclear power manufacturing project or is 
qualifying nuclear power manufacturing 
equipment, 

‘‘(B)(i) the construction, reconstruction, or 
erection of which is completed by the tax-
payer, or 

‘‘(ii) which is acquired by the taxpayer if 
the original use of such property commences 
with the taxpayer, 

‘‘(C) with respect to which depreciation (or 
amortization in lieu of depreciation) is al-
lowable, and 

‘‘(D) which is placed in service on or before 
December 31, 2015. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN SUBSIDIZED 
PROPERTY.—Rules similar to the rules of sec-
tion 48(a)(4) shall apply for purposes of this 
section. 

‘‘(3) CERTAIN QUALIFIED PROGRESS EXPENDI-
TURES RULES MADE APPLICABLE.—Rules simi-
lar to the rules of subsections (c)(4) and (d) of 
section 46 (as in effect on the day before the 
enactment of the Revenue Reconciliation 
Act of 1990) shall apply for purposes of this 
section. 

‘‘(c) QUALIFYING NUCLEAR POWER MANUFAC-
TURING PROJECT AND QUALIFYING NUCLEAR 
POWER MANUFACTURING EQUIPMENT CERTIFI-
CATION.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this section, the 
Secretary, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Energy, shall establish a program 
to consider and award certifications for prop-
erty eligible for credits under this section as 
part of either a qualifying nuclear power 
manufacturing project or as qualifying nu-
clear power manufacturing equipment. The 
total amounts of credit that may be allo-
cated under the program shall not exceed 
$100,000,000. 

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

‘‘(1) QUALIFYING NUCLEAR POWER MANUFAC-
TURING PROJECT.—The term ‘qualifying nu-
clear power manufacturing project’ means 
any project which is designed primarily to 
enable the taxpayer to produce or test equip-
ment necessary for the construction or oper-
ation of a nuclear power plant. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFYING NUCLEAR POWER MANUFAC-
TURING EQUIPMENT.—The term ‘qualifying nu-
clear power manufacturing equipment’ 
means machine tools and other similar 
equipment, including computers and other 
peripheral equipment, acquired or con-
structed primarily to enable the taxpayer to 
produce or test equipment necessary for the 
construction or operation of a nuclear power 
plant. 

‘‘(3) PROJECT.—The term ‘project’ includes 
any building constructed to house qualifying 
nuclear power manufacturing equipment.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) ADDITIONAL INVESTMENT CREDIT.—Sec-

tion 46 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, 
as amended by this Act, is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (4); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (5) and inserting ‘‘, and’’; and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) the qualifying nuclear power manufac-
turing credit.’’. 

(2) APPLICATION OF SECTION 49.—Subpara-
graph (C) of section 49(a)(1) of such Code, as 
amended by this Act, is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause 
(iv); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
clause (v) and inserting ‘‘, and’’; and 

(C) by inserting after clause (v) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(vi) the basis of any property which is 
part of a qualifying nuclear power manufac-
turing project or qualifying nuclear power 
manufacturing equipment under section 
48C.’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart E of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code, as 
amended by this Act, is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 48B the 
following new item: 
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‘‘Sec. 48C. Qualifying nuclear power manu-

facturing credit.’’. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to prop-
erty— 

(1) the construction, reconstruction, or 
erection of which begins after the date of en-
actment of this Act; or 

(2) which is acquired by the taxpayer on or 
after such date and not pursuant to a binding 
contract which was in effect on the day prior 
to such date. 

Subtitle B—Accelerated Depreciation 
SEC. l11. 5-YEAR ACCELERATED DEPRECIATION 

PERIOD FOR NEW NUCLEAR POWER 
PLANTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 168(e)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end 
of clause (v), by striking the period at the 
end of clause (vi)(III) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, 
and by inserting after clause (vi) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(vii) any advanced nuclear power facility 
(as defined in section 45J(d)(1), determined 
without regard to subparagraph (B) thereof) 
the original use of which commences with 
the taxpayer after December 31, 2008.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
168(e)(3)(E)(vii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by inserting ‘‘and not de-
scribed in subparagraph (B)(vii) of this para-
graph’’ after ‘‘section 1245(a)(3)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2008. 

Subtitle C—Next Generation Nuclear Plant 
Project Modifications 

SEC. l21. NEXT GENERATION NUCLEAR PLANT 
PROJECT MODIFICATIONS. 

(a) PROJECT ESTABLISHMENT.—Section 641 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16021) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking the subsection designation 

and heading and all that follows through 
‘‘The Secretary’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND OBJECTIVE.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) OBJECTIVE.— 
‘‘(A) DEFINITION OF HIGH-TEMPERATURE, 

GAS-COOLED NUCLEAR ENERGY TECHNOLOGY.— 
In this paragraph, the term ‘high-tempera-
ture, gas-cooled nuclear energy technology’ 
means any nongreenhouse gas-emitting nu-
clear energy technology that provides— 

‘‘(i) an alternative to the burning of fossil 
fuels for industrial applications; and 

‘‘(ii) process heat to generate, for example, 
electricity, steam, hydrogen, and oxygen for 
activities such as— 

‘‘(I) petroleum refining; 
‘‘(II) petrochemical processes; 
‘‘(III) converting coal to synfuels and other 

hydrocarbon feedstocks; and 
‘‘(IV) desalination. 
‘‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF OBJECTIVE.—The ob-

jective of the Project shall be to carry out 
demonstration projects for the development, 
licensing, and operation of high-tempera-
ture, gas-cooled nuclear energy technologies 
to support commercialization of those tech-
nologies. 

‘‘(C) REQUIREMENTS.—The functional, oper-
ational, and performance requirements for 
high-temperature, gas-cooled nuclear energy 
technologies shall be determined by the 
needs of marketplace industrial end-users 
(such as owners and operators of nuclear en-
ergy facilities, petrochemical entities, and 
petroleum entities), as projected for the 40- 
year period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this paragraph.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by inserting ‘‘licensing,’’ after ‘‘design,’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘942(d)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘952(d)’’; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(2) demonstrates the capability of the nu-
clear energy system to provide high-tem-
perature process heat to produce— 

‘‘(A) electricity, steam, and other heat 
transport fluids; and 

‘‘(B) hydrogen and oxygen, separately or in 
combination.’’. 

(b) PROJECT MANAGEMENT.—Section 642 of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16022) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 642. PROJECT MANAGEMENT. 

‘‘(a) DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Project shall be 

managed in the Department by the Office of 
Nuclear Energy. 

‘‘(2) GENERATION IV NUCLEAR ENERGY SYS-
TEMS INITIATIVE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Project may be carried out in coordi-
nation with the Generation IV Nuclear En-
ergy Systems Initiative. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—Regardless of whether 
the Project is carried out in coordination 
with the Generation IV Nuclear Energy Sys-
tems Initiative under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall establish a separate budget 
line-item for the Project. 

‘‘(3) INTERACTION WITH INDUSTRY.—Any ac-
tivity to support the Project by an indi-
vidual or entity in the private industry shall 
be carried out pursuant to a competitive co-
operative agreement or other assistance 
agreement (such as a technology investment 
agreement) between the Department and the 
industry group established under subsection 
(c). 

‘‘(b) LABORATORY MANAGEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Idaho National Lab-

oratory shall be the lead National Labora-
tory for the Project. 

‘‘(2) COLLABORATION.—The Idaho National 
Laboratory shall collaborate regarding re-
search and development activities with other 
National Laboratories, institutions of higher 
education, research institutes, representa-
tives of industry, international organiza-
tions, and Federal agencies to support the 
Project. 

‘‘(c) INDUSTRY GROUP.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a group of appropriate industrial 
partners in the private sector to carry out 
cost-shared activities with the Department 
to support the Project. 

‘‘(2) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

offer to enter into a cooperative agreement 
or other assistance agreement with the in-
dustry group established under paragraph (1) 
to manage and support the development, li-
censing, construction, and initial operation 
of the Project. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—The agreement under 
subparagraph (A) shall contain a provision 
under which the industry group may enter 
into contracts with entities in the public 
sector for the provision of services and prod-
ucts to that sector that reflect typical com-
mercial practices, including (without limita-
tion) the conditions applicable to sales under 
section 2563 of title 10, United States Code. 

‘‘(C) PROJECT MANAGEMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The industry group shall 

use commercial practices and project man-
agement processes and tools in carrying out 
activities to support the Project. 

‘‘(ii) INTERFACE REQUIREMENTS.—The re-
quirements for interface between the project 
management requirements of the Depart-
ment (including the requirements contained 
in the document of the Department num-
bered DOE O 413.3A and entitled ‘Program 
and Project Management for the Acquisition 

of Capital Assets’) and the commercial prac-
tices and project management processes and 
tools described in clause (i) shall be defined 
in the agreement under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) COST SHARING.—Activities of industrial 
partners funded by the Project shall be cost- 
shared in accordance with section 988. 

‘‘(4) PREFERENCE.—Preference in deter-
mining the final structure of industrial part-
nerships under this part shall be given to a 
structure (including designating as a lead in-
dustrial partner an entity incorporated in 
the United States) that retains United 
States technological leadership in the 
Project while maximizing cost sharing op-
portunities and minimizing Federal funding 
responsibilities. 

‘‘(d) REACTOR TEST CAPABILITIES.—The 
Project shall use, if appropriate, reactor test 
capabilities at the Idaho National Labora-
tory. 

‘‘(e) OTHER LABORATORY CAPABILITIES.— 
The Project may use, if appropriate, facili-
ties at other National Laboratories.’’. 

(c) PROJECT ORGANIZATION.—Section 643 of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16023) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by inserting ‘‘trans-
port and’’ before ‘‘conversion’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking subparagraph (C); and 
(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), 

(B), and (D) as clauses (i), (ii), and (iii), re-
spectively, and indenting the clauses appro-
priately; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘, 

through a competitive process,’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘reac-

tor’’ and inserting ‘‘energy system’’; 
(iii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘hy-

drogen or electricity’’ and inserting ‘‘energy 
transportation, conversion, and’’; and 

(iv) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) as clauses (i) through (iv), re-
spectively, and indenting the clauses appro-
priately; 

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, 
and indenting the subparagraphs appro-
priately; 

(D) by striking ‘‘The Project shall be’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Project shall be’’; 
and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) OVERLAPPING PHASES.—The phases de-

scribed in paragraph (1) may overlap for the 
Project or any portion of the Project, as nec-
essary.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘pow-

erplant’’ and inserting ‘‘power plant’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end 

the following: 
‘‘(E) INDUSTRY GROUP.—The industry group 

established under section 642(c) may enter 
into any necessary contracts for services, 
support, or equipment in carrying out an 
agreement with the Department.’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘RESEARCH’’; 
(ii) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘Research’’; 
(iii) by striking ‘‘NERAC’’ each place it ap-

pears and inserting ‘‘NEAC’’; 
(iv) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by striking clause (i) and inserting the 

following: 
‘‘(i) review program plans for the Project 

prepared by the Office of Nuclear Energy and 
all progress under the Project on an ongoing 
basis;’’; 

(II) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(III) by adding at the end the following: 
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‘‘(iii) ensure that industrial support for the 

first project phase under subsection (b)(1)(A) 
is continued before initiating the second 
project phase under subsection (b)(1)(B).’’; 

(v) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘or ap-
point’’ and inserting ‘‘by appointing’’; and 

(vi) in subparagraph (D)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘On a determination’’ and 

inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—On a determination’’; 
(II) in clause (i) (as designated by sub-

clause (I))— 
(aa) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(1)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘subsection (b)(1)(A)’’; and 
(bb) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(2)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘subsection (b)(1)(B)’’; and 
(III) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) SCOPE.—The scope of the review con-

ducted under clause (i) shall be in accord-
ance with an applicable cooperative agree-
ment or other assistance agreement (such as 
a technology investment agreement) be-
tween the Secretary and the industry group 
established under section 642(c).’’. 

(d) NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION.— 
Section 644 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16024) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 

through (4) as subparagraphs (A) through 
(D), respectively, and indenting the subpara-
graphs appropriately; 

(B) by striking ‘‘Not later than’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT.—To the maximum ex-

tent practicable, in carrying out subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) of paragraph (1), the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission shall inde-
pendently review and, as appropriate, use the 
results of analyses conducted for or by the li-
cense applicant.’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) ONGOING INTERACTION.—The Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission shall establish a 
separate program office for advanced reac-
tors— 

‘‘(1) to develop and implement regulatory 
requirements consistent with the safety 
bases of the type of nuclear reactor devel-
oped by the Project, with the specific objec-
tive that the requirements shall be applied 
to follow-on commercialized high-tempera-
ture, gas-cooled nuclear reactors; 

‘‘(2) to avoid conflicts in the availability of 
resources with licensing activities for light 
water reactors; 

‘‘(3) to focus and develop resources of the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission for the re-
view of advanced reactors; 

‘‘(4) to support the effective and timely re-
view of preapplication activities and review 
of applications to support applicant needs; 
and 

‘‘(5) to provide for the timely development 
of regulatory requirements, including 
through the preapplication process, and re-
view of applications for advanced tech-
nologies, such as high-temperature, gas- 
cooled nuclear technology systems.’’. 

(e) PROJECT TIMELINES AND AUTHORIZATION 
OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Section 645 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16025) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT.—Not later 
than December 31, 2009, the Secretary shall 
submit to Congress a report that contains a 
summary of each cooperative agreement or 
other assistance agreement (such as a tech-
nology investment agreement) entered into 
between the Secretary and the industry 
group under section 642(a)(3), including a de-
scription of the means by which the agree-
ment will provide for successful completion 

of the development, design, licensing, con-
struction, and initial operation and dem-
onstration period of the prototype facility of 
the Project. 

‘‘(b) OVERALL PROJECT PLAN.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than December 

31, 2009, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress an overall plan for the Project, to be 
prepared jointly by the Secretary and the in-
dustry group established under section 
642(c), pursuant to a cooperative agreement 
or other assistance agreement (such as a 
technology investment agreement). 

‘‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—The plan under para-
graph (1) shall include— 

‘‘(A) a summary of the schedule for the de-
sign, licensing, construction, and initial op-
eration and demonstration period for the nu-
clear energy system prototype facility and 
hydrogen production prototype facility of 
the Project; 

‘‘(B) the process by which a specific design 
for the prototype nuclear energy system fa-
cility and hydrogen production facility will 
be selected; 

‘‘(C) the specific licensing strategy for the 
Project, including— 

‘‘(i) resource requirements of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission; and 

‘‘(ii) the schedule for the submission of a 
preapplication, the submission of an applica-
tion, and application review for the proto-
type nuclear energy system facility of the 
Project; 

‘‘(D) a summary of the schedule for each 
major event relating to the Project; and 

‘‘(E) a time-based cost and cost-sharing 
profile to support planning for appropria-
tions.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘research 
and construction activities’’ and inserting 
‘‘research and development, design, licens-
ing, construction, and initial operation and 
demonstration activities’’. 

SA 5180. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for him-
self and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

In section 4a(h)(4)(C)(i) of the Commodity 
Exchange Act (as added by section 6), strike 
subclause (II) and insert the following: 

‘‘(II) APPLICATION.—The Commission shall 
apply the limits imposed under subclause (I) 
to— 

‘‘(aa) any person who executes accounts, 
agreements, or transactions involving an en-
ergy commodity for the own account of the 
person and to any person for whom an agent 
in fact or substance executes accounts, 
agreements, or transactions involving an en-
ergy commodity, on a registered entity or in 
covered over-the-counter trading; and 

‘‘(bb) any citizen of the United States who 
executes accounts, agreements, or trans-
actions involving an energy commodity for 
the own account of the citizen and to any 
citizen of the United States for whom an 
agent in fact or substance executes accounts, 
agreements, or transactions involving an en-
ergy commodity, on a foreign board of trade 
or trading facility based in a country other 
than the United States. 

SA 5181. Mr. THUNE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 

other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. 16. PUBLICATION OF PROJECTED STATE 

LINES ON OUTER CONTINENTAL 
SHELF. 

Section 4(a)(2)(A) of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(2)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by designating the first, second, and 
third sentences as clause (i), (iii), and (iv), 
respectively; 

(2) in clause (i) (as so designated), by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of the Stop Excessive Energy 
Speculation Act of 2008’’; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (i) (as so des-
ignated) the following: 

‘‘(ii)(I) The projected lines shall also be 
used for the purpose of preleasing and leas-
ing activities conducted in new producing 
areas under section 32. 

‘‘(II) This clause shall not affect any prop-
erty right or title to Federal submerged land 
on the outer Continental Shelf. 

‘‘(III) In carrying out this clause, the 
President shall consider the offshore admin-
istrative boundaries beyond State submerged 
lands for planning, coordination, and admin-
istrative purposes of the Department of the 
Interior, but may establish different bound-
aries.’’. 
SEC. 17. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL GAS 

IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS AND 
FEDERAL PRODUCTION AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 32. PRODUCTION OF OIL AND NATURAL 

GAS IN NEW PRODUCING AREAS. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.—The 

term ‘coastal political subdivision’ means a 
political subdivision of a new producing 
State any part of which political subdivision 
is— 

‘‘(A) within the coastal zone (as defined in 
section 304 of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453)) of the new pro-
ducing State as of the date of enactment of 
this section; and 

‘‘(B) not more than 200 nautical miles from 
the geographic center of any leased tract. 

‘‘(2) FEDERAL PRODUCTION AREA.—The term 
‘Federal production area’ means any morato-
rium area within the offshore administrative 
boundaries beyond the submerged land of a 
State that is located more than 60 miles 
from the coastline of the State and more 
than 125 miles off the Gulf Coast of Florida. 

‘‘(3) MORATORIUM AREA.—The term ‘mora-
torium area’ means an area covered by sec-
tions 104 through 105 of the Department of 
the Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public 
Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118) (as in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
section). 

‘‘(4) NEW PRODUCING AREA.—The term ‘new 
producing area’ means any moratorium area 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of a State 
that is located within 60 miles of the coast-
line of the State and within 125 miles of the 
Gulf Coast of Florida. 

‘‘(5) NEW PRODUCING STATE.—The term ‘new 
producing State’ means a State that has, 
within the offshore administrative bound-
aries beyond the submerged land of the 
State, a new producing area available for oil 
and gas leasing under subsection (b). 

‘‘(6) OFFSHORE ADMINISTRATIVE BOUND-
ARIES.—The term ‘offshore administrative 
boundaries’ means the administrative bound-
aries established by the Secretary beyond 
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State submerged land for planning, coordina-
tion, and administrative purposes of the De-
partment of the Interior and published in the 
Federal Register on January 3, 2006 (71 Fed. 
Reg. 127). 

‘‘(7) QUALIFIED FEDERAL PROTECTION AREA 
REVENUES.—The term ‘qualified Federal pro-
tection area revenues’ means qualified outer 
Continental Shelf revenues from leases for 
Federal protection areas. 

‘‘(8) QUALIFIED NEW PRODUCING AREA REVE-
NUES.—The term ‘qualified new producing 
area revenues’ means qualified Outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues from leases for new 
producing areas. 

‘‘(9) QUALIFIED OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
REVENUES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ means all 
rentals, royalties, bonus bids, and other 
sums due and payable to the United States 
from leases entered into on or after the date 
of enactment of this section. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘qualified 
outer Continental Shelf revenues’ does not 
include— 

‘‘(i) revenues from a bond or other surety 
forfeited for obligations other than the col-
lection of royalties; 

‘‘(ii) revenues from civil penalties; 
‘‘(iii) royalties taken by the Secretary in- 

kind and not sold; 
‘‘(iv) revenues generated from leases sub-

ject to section 8(g); or 
‘‘(v) any revenues considered qualified 

outer Continental Shelf revenues under sec-
tion 102 of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-
rity Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public 
Law 109–432). 

‘‘(b) PETITION FOR LEASING NEW PRODUCING 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date on 
which the President delineates projected 
State lines under section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii), the 
Governor of a State with a new producing 
area within the offshore administrative 
boundaries beyond the submerged land of the 
State may submit to the Secretary a peti-
tion requesting that the Secretary make the 
new producing area available for oil and gas 
leasing. 

‘‘(2) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—Notwith-
standing section 18, as soon as practicable 
after receipt of a petition under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve the petition 
if the Secretary determines that leasing the 
new producing area would not create an un-
reasonable risk of harm to the marine, 
human, or coastal environment. 

‘‘(3) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED NEW PRO-
DUCING AREA REVENUES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
9 and subject to the other provisions of this 
paragraph, for each applicable fiscal year, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit— 

‘‘(i) 50 percent of qualified new producing 
area revenues in the Energy Independence 
Fund established under section 19 of the Stop 
Excessive Energy Speculation Act of 2008; 
and 

‘‘(ii) 50 percent of qualified new producing 
area revenues in a special account in the 
Treasury from which the Secretary shall dis-
burse— 

‘‘(I) 75 percent to new producing States in 
accordance with subparagraph (B); and 

‘‘(II) 25 percent to provide financial assist-
ance to States in accordance with section 6 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l –8), which shall be 
considered income to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund for purposes of section 2 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5). 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING STATES 
AND COASTAL POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(i) ALLOCATION TO NEW PRODUCING 
STATES.—Effective for fiscal year 2008 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, the amount made 

available under subparagraph (A)(ii)(I) shall 
be allocated to each new producing State in 
amounts (based on a formula established by 
the Secretary by regulation) proportional to 
the amount of qualified new producing area 
revenues generated in the new producing 
area offshore each State. 

‘‘(ii) PAYMENTS TO COASTAL POLITICAL SUB-
DIVISIONS.— 

‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 
20 percent of the allocable share of each new 
producing State, as determined under clause 
(i), to the coastal political subdivisions of 
the new producing State. 

‘‘(II) ALLOCATION.—The amount paid by the 
Secretary to coastal political subdivisions 
shall be allocated to each coastal political 
subdivision in accordance with subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) of section 31(b)(4). 

‘‘(C) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—The amount 
allocated to a new producing State for each 
fiscal year under subparagraph (B) shall be 
at least 5 percent of the amounts available 
under for the fiscal year under subparagraph 
(A)(ii)(I). 

‘‘(D) TIMING.—The amounts required to be 
deposited under clause (ii) of subparagraph 
(B) for the applicable fiscal year shall be 
made available in accordance with that 
clause during the fiscal year immediately 
following the applicable fiscal year. 

‘‘(E) AUTHORIZED USES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), 

each new producing State and coastal polit-
ical subdivision shall use all amounts re-
ceived under subparagraph (B) in accordance 
with all applicable Federal and State laws, 
only for 1 or more of the following purposes: 

‘‘(I) Projects and activities for the pur-
poses of coastal protection, including con-
servation, coastal restoration, hurricane pro-
tection, and infrastructure directly affected 
by coastal wetland losses. 

‘‘(II) Mitigation of damage to fish, wildlife, 
or natural resources. 

‘‘(III) Implementation of a federally ap-
proved marine, coastal, or comprehensive 
conservation management plan. 

‘‘(IV) Mitigation of the impact of outer 
Continental Shelf activities through the 
funding of onshore infrastructure projects. 

‘‘(V) Planning assistance and the adminis-
trative costs of complying with this section. 

‘‘(ii) LIMITATION.—Not more than 3 percent 
of amounts received by a new producing 
State or coastal political subdivision under 
subparagraph (B) may be used for the pur-
poses described in clause (i)(V). 

‘‘(F) ADMINISTRATION.—Amounts made 
available under subparagraph (A)(ii) shall— 

‘‘(i) be made available, without further ap-
propriation, in accordance with this para-
graph; 

‘‘(ii) remain available until expended; and 
‘‘(iii) be in addition to any amounts appro-

priated under— 
‘‘(I) other provisions of this Act; 
‘‘(II) the Land and Water Conservation 

Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.); or 
‘‘(III) any other provision of law. 
‘‘(4) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED OUTER CONTI-

NENTAL SHELF REVENUES FROM OTHER 
AREAS.—Notwithstanding section 9, for each 
applicable fiscal year, the terms and condi-
tions of paragraph (3) shall apply to the dis-
position of qualified outer Continental Shelf 
revenues that— 

‘‘(A) are derived from oil or gas leasing in 
an area that is not included in the current 5- 
year plan of the Secretary for oil or gas leas-
ing; and 

‘‘(B) are not assumed in the budget of the 
United States Government submitted by the 
President under section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code. 

‘‘(c) LEASING IN FEDERAL PRODUCTION 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall make the Federal production 
areas available for oil and gas leasing. 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—The Secretary may 
prioritize the lease sales under paragraph (1) 
based on available data of oil and gas re-
serves in the Federal production areas. 

‘‘(3) DISPOSITION OF QUALIFIED FEDERAL 
PRODUCING AREA REVENUES.—For each appli-
cable fiscal year, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall deposit— 

‘‘(A) 85 percent of qualified Federal pro-
ducing area revenues in the Energy Inde-
pendence Fund established by section 19; and 

‘‘(B) 15 percent of qualified Federal pro-
ducing area revenues in a special account in 
the Treasury from which the Secretary shall 
disburse to provide financial assistance to 
States in accordance with section 6 of the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–8), which shall be consid-
ered income to the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund for purposes of section 2 of 
that Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–5)’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Sections 104 
through 105 of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110–161; 
121 Stat. 2118) are repealed. 
SEC. 18. OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF INVEN-

TORY. 
(a) IN GENERAL .—Not later than 3 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Director of the Minerals Management Serv-
ice shall conduct a comprehensive inventory 
of oil and gas reserves of the outer Conti-
nental Shelf. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Beginning on the 
date that is 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act and annually thereafter 
until the inventory required under sub-
section (a) is completed, the Director of the 
Minerals Management Service shall submit 
to the appropriate committees of Congress a 
report describing the progress of the inven-
tory. 
SEC. 19. ENERGY INDEPENDENCE TRUST FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury of the United States a fund, 
to be known as the ‘‘Energy Independence 
Trust Fund’’ (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Fund’’), consisting of— 

(1) such amounts as are deposited in the 
Fund under subsections (b)(3)(A)(i) and 
(c)(3)(A) of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (as added by section 17(a)); and 

(2) any interest earned from investment of 
amounts in the Fund. 

(b) AUTHORIZED USES.—Subject to appro-
priations, the amounts in the Fund shall be 
available to offset the cost of alternative 
fuel and conservation programs carried out 
by the Department of Agriculture, Depart-
ment of Energy, and Department of Trans-
portation that— 

(1) enhance and accelerate the use of do-
mestic renewable energy resources and alter-
native fuels, with an emphasis on cellulosic 
ethanol; 

(2) increase the development and deploy-
ment of biofuels infrastructure, including— 

(A) alternative fuel refueling pumps, which 
are capable of dispensing blends of gasoline 
from 10 percent ethanol to 85 percent eth-
anol; and 

(B) a biofuel dedicated pipeline; 
(3) promote the utilization of energy-effi-

cient products and practices and encourage 
and reward sound energy conservation prac-
tices; 

(4) expand research, development, and de-
ployment of renewable energy and efficiency 
technologies; 

(5) expand research development, and de-
ployment of hydrogen fuel cell technology; 
or 
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(6) expand research, development, and de-

ployment of electric plug-in vehicle and ad-
vanced battery technology. 

SA 5182. Mr. BURR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

In section 1(a) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act (as amended by section 2(a)), strike para-
graph (13) and insert the following: 

‘‘(13) ENERGY COMMODITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘energy com-

modity’ means each energy commodity trad-
ed on— 

‘‘(i) the Chicago Mercantile Exchange; 
‘‘(ii) the Chicago Board of Trade; 
‘‘(iii) the New York Mercantile Exchange; 

and 
‘‘(iv) any other United States Exchange. 
‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘energy com-

modity’ includes— 
‘‘(i) a petroleum product, including— 
‘‘(I) light sweet crude oil; 
‘‘(II) heating oil; and 
‘‘(III) Reformulated Blendstock for Oxy-

genate Blending (RBOB) gasoline; 
‘‘(ii) natural gas; 
‘‘(iii) ethanol; 
‘‘(iv) electricity; 
‘‘(v) uranium; 
‘‘(vi) coal; and 
‘‘(vii) carbon.’’. 

SA 5183. Mr. SMITH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 43, after line 17, add the following: 
SEC. 17. EMERGENCY TRANSFER FROM AIRPORT 

AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Department of 

Transportation Appropriations Act, 2008 
(title I of division K of Public Law 110–161) is 
amended, under the heading ‘‘PAYMENTS TO 
AIR CARRIERS’’, by striking ‘‘$60,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$120,000,000’’. 

(b) EMERGENCY REQUIREMENT.—The addi-
tional amount made available by the amend-
ment under subsection (a) is designated as an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
204 of S. Con. Res. 21 (110th Congress). 

SA 5184. Mr. REED (for himself and 
Ms. SNOWE) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3268, to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act, to prevent excessive 
price speculation with respect to en-
ergy commodities, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE l—NATIONAL OILHEAT RESEARCH 

ALLIANCE 
SEC. l01. NATIONAL OILHEAT RESEARCH ALLI-

ANCE ACT OF 2000. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Section 702 of the National 

Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 (42 
U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended by striking ‘‘oilheat’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘oilheat fuel’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 703 of the Na-
tional Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 
(42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘oilheat’’ each place it ap-
pears (other than paragraph (10)) and insert-
ing ‘‘oilheat fuel’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(7) OILHEAT FUEL.—The term ‘oilheat fuel’ 
means distillate liquid that is used as a fuel 
for nonindustrial commercial or residential 
space or hot water heating.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘OILHEAT’’ 
and inserting ‘‘OILHEAT FUEL’’; 

(4) in paragraph (14)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘No. 1 distillate or No. 2 

dyed distillate’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘distillate liquid’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sells 
the distillate’’ and inserting ‘‘sells the dis-
tillate liquid’’; 

(5) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(13) and (14) as paragraphs (4) through (14) 
and (16), respectively, and moving paragraph 
(16) (as so redesignated) to appear after para-
graph (15); and 

(6) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) DISTILLATE LIQUID.—The term ‘dis-
tillate liquid’ means— 

‘‘(A) No. 1 distillate; 
‘‘(B) No. 2 dyed distillate; or 
‘‘(C) a liquid blended with No. 1 distillate 

or No. 2 dyed distillate.’’. 
(c) REFERENDA.—Section 704 of the Na-

tional Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 
(42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘oilheat’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘oilheat fuel’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘No. 1 distillate and No. 2 
dyed distillate’’ each place it appears in sub-
sections (a) and (c) and inserting ‘‘distillate 
liquid’’; 

(3) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (5)(B), by striking ‘‘Ex-

cept as provided in subsection (b), the’’ and 
inserting ‘‘The’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘, No. 1 
distillate, or No. 2 dyed distillate’’ and in-
serting ‘‘or distillate liquid’’; and 

(4) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘under’’ 
and inserting ‘‘consistent with’’. 

(d) MEMBERSHIP.—Section 705 of the Na-
tional Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 
(42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘oilheat’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘oilheat fuel’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘No. 1 
distillate and No. 2 dyed distillate’’ and in-
serting ‘‘distillate liquid’’; and 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) NUMBER OF MEMBERS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The membership of the 

Alliance shall be as follows: 
‘‘(A) 1 member representing each State 

participating in the Alliance. 
‘‘(B) 5 representatives of retail marketers, 

of whom 1 shall be selected by each of the 
qualified State associations of the 5 States 
with the highest volume of annual oilheat 
fuel sales. 

‘‘(C) 5 additional representatives of retail 
marketers. 

‘‘(D) 21 representatives of wholesale dis-
tributors. 

‘‘(E) 6 public members, who shall be rep-
resentatives of significant users of oilheat 
fuel, the oilheat fuel research community, 
State energy officials, or other groups with 
expertise in oilheat fuel. 

‘‘(2) FULL-TIME OWNERS OR EMPLOYEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), other than the public 
members of the Alliance, Alliance members 
shall be full-time managerial owners or em-
ployees of members of the oilheat fuel indus-
try. 

‘‘(B) EMPLOYEES.—Members described in 
subparagraphs (B), (C), and (D) of paragraph 
(1) may be employees of the qualified indus-
try organization or an industry trade asso-
ciation.’’. 

(e) FUNCTIONS.—Section 706 of the National 
Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 (42 
U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended by striking ‘‘oilheat’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘oilheat fuel’’. 

(f) ASSESSMENTS.—Section 707 of the Na-
tional Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 
(42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘oilheat’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘oilheat fuel’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(a) RATE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The assessment rate for 

calendar years 2008 and 2009 shall be equal to 
2⁄10 of 1 cent per gallon of distillate liquid. 

‘‘(2) SUBSEQUENT ASSESSMENTS.—Subject to 
paragraphs (3) and (4), beginning with cal-
endar year 2010, the annual assessment rate 
shall be sufficient to cover the costs of the 
plans and programs developed by the Alli-
ance. 

‘‘(3) MAXIMUM RATE.—The annual assess-
ment rate shall not exceed 1⁄2 of 1 cent per 
gallon of distillate liquid. 

‘‘(4) LIMITATIONS ON INCREASE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The annual assessment 

shall not be increased by more than 1⁄2 of 1 
cent per gallon in any 1 year. 

‘‘(B) APPROVAL.—No increase in the assess-
ment may occur unless the increase is ap-
proved by 2⁄3 of the members voting at a reg-
ularly scheduled meeting of the Alliance. 

‘‘(C) NOTICE.—The Alliance shall provide 
notice of a change in assessment at least 90 
days before the date on which the change is 
to take effect.’’; 

(3) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘No. 1 distillate or No. 2 

dyed distillate’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘distillate liquid’’; and 

(B) in paragraphs (2)(B) and (5)(B), by 
striking ‘‘fuel’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘distillate liquid’’; and 

(4) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘No. 1 dis-
tillate and No. 2 dyed distillate’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘Distillate liquid’’. 

(g) MARKET SURVEY AND CONSUMER PROTEC-
TION.—Section 708 of the National Oilheat 
Research Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended by 
striking ‘‘oilheat’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘oilheat fuel’’. 

(h) VIOLATIONS.—Section 712(a) of the Na-
tional Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 
(42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘oilheat’’ 
and inserting ‘‘oilheat fuel’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(3) a direct reference to a competing prod-
uct.’’. 

(i) REPEAL OF SUNSET.—Section 713 of the 
National Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 
2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) 
is repealed. 

SA 5185. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE ll—ENERGY SECURITY 

SEC. l01. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Energy Se-

curity Act of 2008’’. 
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SEC. l02. PURPOSE AND GOALS. 

The purpose of this title is to provide sup-
port for projects and activities to facilitate 
the energy security of the United States so 
as to ensure that all but 10 percent of the en-
ergy needs of the United States are supplied 
by domestic energy sources by calendar year 
2017. 
SEC. l03. NATIONAL COMMISSION ON ENERGY 

SECURITY. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established a 

commission, to be known as the ‘‘National 
Commission on Energy Security’’ (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Commission’’). 

(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The Commission shall be 
composed of 15 members, of whom— 

(A) 3 shall be appointed by the President; 
(B) 3 shall be appointed by the majority 

leader of the Senate; 
(C) 3 shall be appointed by the minority 

leader of the Senate; 
(D) 3 shall be appointed by the Speaker of 

the House of Representatives; and 
(E) 3 shall be appointed by the minority 

leader of the House of Representatives. 
(3) CO-CHAIRPERSONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall des-

ignate 2 co-chairpersons from among the 
members of the Commission appointed. 

(B) POLITICAL AFFILIATION.—The co-chair-
persons designated under subparagraph (A) 
shall not both be affiliated with the same po-
litical party. 

(4) DEADLINE FOR APPOINTMENT.—Members 
of the Commission shall be appointed not 
later than 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

(5) TERM; VACANCIES.— 
(A) TERM.—A member of the Commission 

shall be appointed for the life of the Commis-
sion. 

(B) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the Com-
mission— 

(i) shall not affect the powers of the Com-
mission; and 

(ii) shall be filled in the same manner as 
the original appointment. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The Commission shall con-
duct a comprehensive review of the energy 
policy of the United States by— 

(1) reviewing relevant analyses of the cur-
rent and long-term energy policy of, and con-
ditions in, the United States; 

(2) identifying problems that may threaten 
the achievement by the United States of 
long-term energy policy goals, including en-
ergy security; 

(3) analyzing potential solutions to prob-
lems that threaten the long-term ability of 
the United States to achieve those energy 
policy goals; and 

(4) providing recommendations that will 
ensure, to the maximum extent practicable, 
that the energy policy goals of the United 
States are achieved. 

(c) REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than June 30 of 

each of calendar years 2009, 2011, 2013, and 
2015, the Commission shall submit to Con-
gress and the President a report on the 
progress of United States in meeting the 
long-term energy policy goal of energy secu-
rity, including a detailed statement of the 
findings, conclusions, and recommendations 
of the Commission. 

(2) LEGISLATIVE LANGUAGE.—If a rec-
ommendation submitted under paragraph (1) 
involves legislative action, the report shall 
include proposed legislative language to 
carry out the action. 

(d) COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 
(1) STAFF AND DIRECTOR.—The Commission 

shall have a staff headed by an Executive Di-
rector. 

(2) STAFF APPOINTMENT.—The Executive 
Director may appoint such personnel as the 

Executive Director and the Commission de-
termine to be appropriate. 

(3) EXPERTS AND CONSULTANTS.—With the 
approval of the Commission, the Executive 
Director may procure temporary and inter-
mittent services under section 3109(b) of title 
5, United States Code. 

(4) FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 
(A) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the 

Commission, the head of any Federal agency 
may detail, without reimbursement, any of 
the personnel of the Federal agency to the 
Commission to assist in carrying out the du-
ties of the Commission. 

(ii) NATURE OF DETAIL.—Any detail of a 
Federal employee under clause (i) shall not 
interrupt or otherwise affect the civil service 
status or privileges of the Federal employee. 

(B) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Upon the re-
quest of the Commission, the head of a Fed-
eral agency shall provide such technical as-
sistance to the Commission as the Commis-
sion determines to be necessary to carry out 
the duties of the Commission. 

(e) RESOURCES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall 

have reasonable access to materials, re-
sources, statistical data, and such other in-
formation from Executive agencies as the 
Commission determines to be necessary to 
carry out the duties of the Commission. 

(2) FORM OF REQUESTS.—The co-chair-
persons of the Commission shall make re-
quests for access described in paragraph (1) 
in writing, as necessary. 

SA 5186. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, 
Mr. LIEBERMAN, and Mr. NELSON of 
Florida) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill 
S. 3268, to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy 
commodities, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In section 6, at page 10 line 8, strike all 
through page 20 line 6 and insert the fol-
lowing: 

Section 4a of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6a) (as amended by section 5) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(h) ELIMINATION OF EXCESSIVE SPECULA-
TION AS A CAUSE OF HIGH OIL, GAS, AND EN-
ERGY PRICES.— 

‘‘(1) ‘‘(1).—DEFINITION OF BONA-FIDE HEDGE 
TRADING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Bona-Fide 
Hedge Trading’ means a transaction that— 

(aa) represents a substitute for a trans-
action to be made or a position to be taken 
at a later time in a physical marketing chan-
nel; 

(bb) is economically appropriate for the re-
duction of risks in the conduct and manage-
ment of a commercial enterprise that uses 
the underlying commodity in the production 
or operation of its business; and 

(cc) arises from the potential change in the 
value of— 

(AA) assets that a person owns, produces, 
manufactures, possesses, or merchandises (or 
anticipates owning, producing, manufac-
turing, possessing, or merchandising); 

(BB) liabilities that a person incurs or an-
ticipates incurring; or 

(CC) services that a person provides or pur-
chases (or anticipates providing or pur-
chasing). 

(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘Bona-fide Hedge 
Trading’ does not include a transaction en-
tered into on a designated contract market 
for the purpose of offsetting a financial risk 
arising from an over-the-counter commodity 
derivative.’’ 

‘‘(2) IDENTIFICATION OF BONA-FIDE HEDGE 
TRADING.—In carrying out this Act, the Com-
mission shall distinguish between— 

‘‘(A) bona-fide hedge trading; and 
‘‘(B) all other trading in energy commod-

ities. 
(3) DEFINITION OF COVERED OVER-THE- 

COUNTER COMMODITY DERIVATIVE.—The term 
‘over-the-counter commodity derivative’ 
means any agreement, contract, or trans-
action that— 

(A) (aa) traded or executed in the United 
States; 

(bb) is held by a person located in the 
United States; or 

(B) is not traded on a designated contract 
market or derivatives transaction execution 
facility; and 

(C) (aa) is a put, call, cap, floor, collar, or 
similar option of any kind for the purchase 
or sale of, or substantially based on the 
value of, or more qualifying commodities or 
an economic or financial index or measure of 
economic or financial risk primarily associ-
ated with 1 or more qualifying commodities; 

(bb) provides on an executory basis for the 
applicable transaction, on a fixed or contin-
gent basis, of 1 or more payments substan-
tially based on the value of 1 or more quali-
fying commodities or an economic or finan-
cial index or measure of economic or finan-
cial risk primarily associated with 1 or more 
qualifying commodities, and that transfers 
between the parties to the transaction, in 
whole or in part, the economic or financial 
risk associated with a future change in any 
such value without also conveying a current 
or future direct or indirect ownership inter-
est in an asset or liability that incorporates 
the financial risk that is transferred; or 

(cc) is any combination or permutation of, 
or option on, any agreement, contract, or 
transaction described in item (aa) or (bb). 

‘‘(4) ‘‘CONTROL ENTITY.—For purposes of 
this Act, a control entity shall mean a per-
son or entity that holds or controls a posi-
tion in proportion to the person or entity’s 
direct or indirect ownership or equity inter-
est in the position. 

(5) In section 4a(h)(4)(C)(i) of the Com-
modity Exchange Act (as added by section 6), 
strike subclause (II) and insert the following: 

‘‘(II) APPLICATION.—The Commission shall 
apply the limits imposed under subclause (I) 
to— 

‘‘(aa) any person who executes accounts, 
agreements, or transactions involving an en-
ergy commodity for the own account of the 
person and to any person for whom an agent 
in fact or substance executes accounts, 
agreements, or transactions involving an en-
ergy commodity, on a registered entity or in 
covered over-the-counter trading; and 

‘‘(bb) any citizen of the United States who 
executes accounts, agreements, or trans-
actions involving an energy commodity for 
the own account of the citizen and to any 
citizen of the United States for whom an 
agent in fact or substance executes accounts, 
agreements, or transactions involving an en-
ergy commodity, on a foreign board of trade 
or trading facility based in a country other 
than the United States. 

‘‘(4) ELIMINATION OF EXCESSIVE SPECULA-
TION.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this Act, the Commission 
shall review all regulations, rules, exemp-
tions, exclusions, guidance, no action letters, 
orders, and other actions taken by or on be-
half of the Commission (including any action 
or inaction taken pursuant to delegated au-
thority by an exchange, self-regulatory orga-
nization, or any other entity) regarding all 
energy futures market participants or mar-
ket activity (referred to in this subsection 
individually as a ‘prior action’) to ensure 
that— 
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‘‘(i) bona fide hedge trading is protected 

and promoted; and 
‘‘(ii) excessive speculation is eliminated. 
‘‘(B) PRIOR ACTION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall 

modify or revoke the application after the 
date of enactment of this subsection of any 
prior action taken by the Commission (in-
cluding any prior action taken pursuant to 
delegated authority by any other entity) 
with respect to any trade on any market, ex-
change, foreign board of trade, swap or swap 
transaction, index or index market partici-
pant or trade, hedge fund, pension fund, and 
any other transaction, trade, trader, or pe-
troleum or energy futures market activity 
unless the Commission affirmatively deter-
mines that such prior action will protect and 
promote bona fide hedge trading and does 
not permit or encourage excessive specula-
tion. 

‘‘(ii) REVOCATION.—In carrying out this 
subparagraph, the Commission shall modify 
or revoke the results of each prior action 
that, in whole or in part, has the direct or in-
direct affect of limiting, reducing, or elimi-
nating the filing of any report or data re-
garding any direct or indirect trade or trad-
er, including the filing of large trader re-
ports. 

‘‘(C) AGGREGATE SPECULATIVE POSITION LIM-
ITS APPLICABLE TO TRADING IN ENERGY COM-
MODITIES AND DERIVATIVES THAT IS NOT 
BONAFIDE HEDGE TRADING.— 

‘‘(i) AGGREGATE SPECULATIVE POSITION LIM-
ITS.— 

‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Commission shall impose, by 
rule, regulation, or order, aggregate specula-
tive position limits on trading that is not 
bona fide hedge trading at the control entity 
level, 

‘‘(a) on designated contract markets; 
‘‘(b) on derivatives transaction execution 

facilities; and 
‘‘(c) in covered over-the-counter com-

modity derivatives. 
‘‘(II) In establishing aggregate speculative 

position limits, the Commission shall set the 
limits at the minimum level practicable— 

(a) to ensure sufficient market liquidity 
for the conduct of bonafide hedging activi-
ties; 

(b) to ensure that price discovery is not 
disrupted; 

(c) to protect and promote bonafide hedge 
trading; 

(d) to minimize non-bonafide hedge trad-
ing; and (e) to eliminate excess speculation.’’ 

‘‘(II) The aggregate speculative position 
limits shall apply to positions held that ex-
pire during— 

(a) the spot month; 
(b) each separate futures trading month 

(other than the spot month); or 
(c) the sum of each trading month (includ-

ing the spot month).’’ 
‘‘(ii) ADVISORY GROUP.—Physical Hedgers 

Energy Advisory Committee 
(a) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—Not later than 

30 days after enactment, the CFTC shall es-
tablish a ‘‘physical hedgers energy advisory 
committee’’ for users of futures and swaps 
transactions for price discovery or hedging 
price risk of physical energy commodities 
(hereinafter ‘‘physical hedgers’’), which shall 
include: 

(aa) commercial producers or sellers, 
(bb) purchasers or users, or 
(cc) middlemen involved with the purchase 

or sale of such energy commodities 
(b) COMPOSITION.—In making appoint-

ments, not fewer than 75% of the member-
ship of this committee shall be composed of 
participants (or their associations) for whom 
the preponderance of their participation in 
futures or over the counter markets is con-

fined to hedging price risk for an energy 
commodity in their capacity as a commer-
cial producer, seller, purchaser, user or mid-
dleman involved with such commodities. Not 
fewer than two representatives shall be ap-
pointed from each category: 

(aa) Airlines 
(bb) Trucking and Railroads 
(cc) Petroleum Marketers and Heating Oil 

Distributors 
(dd) Industrial Energy Consumers 
(ee) Public and private gas and electric 

utilities 
(ff) Oil and distillate refiners 
(gg) Crude oil producers and shippers/ter-

minal operators 
(hh) Natural gas producers and pipeline op-

erators 
(ii) Other energy producers or sellers who 

use futures markets 
Up to 25% of such committee shall include 

consumer advocacy organizations, futures 
exchanges and trading facilities, state and 
local governments, financial services indus-
try participants. 

(c) MEETINGS.—This committee shall meet 
not less than 4 times per year, but shall meet 
more often upon the call of the Chair or by 
the request of the Commission. 

(d) PURPOSES.—The Physical Hedgers En-
ergy Advisory Committee shall provide ad-
vice to the Commission on rules, regulations 
and policies related to energy commodity 
markets, recommend appropriate levels of li-
quidity necessary for price discovery and 
physical hedging, review and make rec-
ommendations on the size of speculative po-
sitions limits, review and make rec-
ommendations on transactions that should 
be deemed commercial or non-commercial, 
evaluate whether additional policies are 
needed to prevent excessive speculation, and 
recommend improvements to rules, regula-
tions and policies, and for other purposes. 

(e) CHAIR AND TENURE.—The Chair shall be 
selected by the full Commission. Members 
shall serve for 3 year terms. The Committee 
shall have not more than 24 members. 

(f) FACA.—The Committee shall be subject 
to the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(FACA). 

(g) INTERIM RECOMMENDATIONS TO CFTC.— 
Not later than 60 days after enactment, the 
‘‘physical hedgers energy advisory com-
mittee’’ shall submit to the CFTC interim 
recommendations on the establishment of an 
appropriate level for aggregate speculative 
position limits for each energy commodity. 
Such recommendation shall be transmitted 
to Congress. 

‘‘(iii) REVIEW OF RECOMMENDATIONS.—Not 
later than 270 days after the date of enact-
ment of this subsection, the Commission 
shall— 

‘‘(I) analyze and review the recommenda-
tions submitted by the advisory group under 
clause (ii)(II); and 

‘‘(II) submit to the appropriate committees 
of Congress a report describing each rec-
ommendation (including each modification 
to the statutory authority of the Commis-
sion that the Commission determines to be 
necessary to effectuate each recommenda-
tion). 

‘‘(iv) RULEMAKING.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Commission shall promulgate a 
final rule that establishes speculative posi-
tion limits— 

‘‘(aa) for any person engaged in trading of 
an energy commodity that is not bona-fide 
hedge trading; and 

‘‘(bb) that are consistent with this Act. 
‘‘(II) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The final rule de-

scribed in subclause (I) shall take effect on 
the date that is 30 days after the date on 
which the Commission promulgates the final 
rule. 

‘‘(V) DEVELOPMENT OF METHODOLOGY.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Commission shall propose a 
methodology to determine and set aggregate 
speculative position limits for each person 
engaging trading that is not bona-fide hedge 
trading of energy commodities— 

‘‘(aa) on designated contract markets; 
‘‘(bb) on derivatives transaction execution 

facilities; and 
‘‘(cc) in covered over-the-counter com-

modity derivatives. 
‘‘(dd) The aggregate speculative position 

limits established under this subsection shall 
apply to positions held that expire during— 

(AA) the spot month; 
(BB) each separate futures trading month 

(other than the spot month); or 
(CC) the sum of each trading month (in-

cluding the spot month).’’ 
‘‘(II) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Commission shall submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress a report 
that contains— 

‘‘(aa) any recommendations regarding any 
additional statutory authority that the 
Commission determines to be necessary for 
the imposition of the speculative position 
limits described in subclause (I); and 

‘‘(bb) a description of the resources that 
the Commission considers to be necessary to 
implement the speculative position limits. 

‘‘(D) MAXIMUM LEVEL OF SPECULATIVE POSI-
TION LIMITS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL. In establishing specula-
tive position limits under this section (in-
cluding subparagraph (C)(iv)), the Commis-
sion shall set the limits at the minimum 
level practicable— 

‘‘(I) to ensure sufficient market liquidity 
for the conduct of bona-fide hedging activi-
ties; 

‘‘(II) to ensure that price discovery is not 
disrupted; 

‘‘(III) to protect and promote bona-fide 
hedge trading; 

‘‘(IV) to minimize trading of an energy 
commodity that is not bona-fide hedge trad-
ing; and 

‘‘(V) to eliminate excess speculation. 

SA 5187. Mrs. DOLE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
TITLE II—NEW CLEAN FUELS 

SEC. 21. SHORT TITLE. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This title may be cited 

as the ‘‘New Clean Energy Tax Extenders 
Act’’. 

(b) REFERENCE.—Except as otherwise ex-
pressly provided, whenever in this title an 
amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of 
an amendment to, or repeal of, a section or 
other provision, the reference shall be con-
sidered to be made to a section or other pro-
vision of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this title is as follows: 

TITLE II—NEW CLEAN FUELS 
Sec. 21. Short title. 

Subtitle A—Extension of Clean Energy 
Production Incentives 

Sec. 22. Extension and modification of re-
newable energy production tax 
credit. 

Sec. 23. Extension and modification of solar 
energy and fuel cell investment 
tax credit. 
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Sec. 24. Extension and modification of resi-

dential energy efficient prop-
erty credit. 

Sec. 25. Extension and modification of credit 
for clean renewable energy 
bonds. 

Sec. 26. Extension of special rule to imple-
ment FERC restructuring pol-
icy. 

Subtitle B—Extension of Incentives to 
Improve Energy Efficiency 

Sec. 27. Extension and modification of credit 
for energy efficiency improve-
ments to existing homes. 

Sec. 28. Extension and modification of tax 
credit for energy efficient new 
homes. 

Sec. 29. Extension and modification of en-
ergy efficient commercial 
buildings deduction. 

Sec. 30. Modification and extension of en-
ergy efficient appliance credit 
for appliances produced after 
2007. 

Subtitle C—Revenue Provisions 
Sec. 31. Denial of deduction for major inte-

grated oil companies for income 
attributable to domestic pro-
duction of oil, gas, or primary 
products thereof. 

Sec. 32. Elimination of the different treat-
ment of foreign oil and gas ex-
traction income and foreign oil 
related income for purposes of 
the foreign tax credit. 

Subtitle A—Extension of Clean Energy 
Production Incentives 

SEC. 22. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF RE-
NEWABLE ENERGY PRODUCTION 
TAX CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Each of the fol-
lowing provisions of section 45(d) (relating to 
qualified facilities) is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 
2013’’: 

(1) Paragraph (1). 
(2) Clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph (2)(A). 
(3) Clauses (i)(I) and (ii) of paragraph 

(3)(A). 
(4) Paragraph (4). 
(5) Paragraph (5). 
(6) Paragraph (6). 
(7) Paragraph (7). 
(8) Paragraph (8). 
(9) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph 

(9). 
(b) PRODUCTION CREDIT FOR ELECTRICITY 

PRODUCED FROM MARINE RENEWABLES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 

45(c) (relating to resources) is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph 
(G), by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (H) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(I) marine and hydrokinetic renewable 
energy.’’. 

(2) MARINE RENEWABLES.—Subsection (c) of 
section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy’ means en-
ergy derived from— 

‘‘(i) waves, tides, and currents in oceans, 
estuaries, and tidal areas, 

‘‘(ii) free flowing water in rivers, lakes, and 
streams, 

‘‘(iii) free flowing water in an irrigation 
system, canal, or other man-made channel, 
including projects that utilize nonmechan-
ical structures to accelerate the flow of 
water for electric power production purposes, 
or 

‘‘(iv) differentials in ocean temperature 
(ocean thermal energy conversion). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude any energy which is derived from any 
source which utilizes a dam, diversionary 
structure (except as provided in subpara-
graph (A)(iii)), or impoundment for electric 
power production purposes.’’. 

(3) DEFINITION OF FACILITY.—Subsection (d) 
of section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(11) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY FACILITIES.—In the case of a facility 
producing electricity from marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy, the term 
‘qualified facility’ means any facility owned 
by the taxpayer— 

‘‘(A) which has a nameplate capacity rat-
ing of at least 150 kilowatts, and 

‘‘(B) which is originally placed in service 
on or after the date of the enactment of this 
paragraph and before January 1, 2013.’’. 

(4) CREDIT RATE.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 45(b)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘or (9)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(9), or (11)’’. 

(5) COORDINATION WITH SMALL IRRIGATION 
POWER.—Paragraph (5) of section 45(d), as 
amended by subsection (a), is amended by 
striking ‘‘January 1, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
date of the enactment of paragraph (11)’’. 

(c) SALES OF ELECTRICITY TO REGULATED 
PUBLIC UTILITIES TREATED AS SALES TO UN-
RELATED PERSONS.—Section 45(e)(4) (relating 
to related persons) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new sentence: ‘‘A tax-
payer shall be treated as selling electricity 
to an unrelated person if such electricity is 
sold to a regulated public utility (as defined 
in section 7701(a)(33).’’. 

(d) TRASH FACILITY CLARIFICATION.—Para-
graph (7) of section 45(d) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘facility which burns’’ and 
inserting ‘‘facility (other than a facility de-
scribed in paragraph (6)) which uses’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘COMBUSTION’’. 
(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—The amendments made by 

subsection (a) shall apply to property origi-
nally placed in service after December 31, 
2008. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS.—The amendments made 
by subsections (b) and (c) shall apply to elec-
tricity produced and sold after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, in taxable years 
ending after such date. 

(3) TRASH FACILITY CLARIFICATION.—The 
amendments made by subsection (d) shall 
apply to electricity produced and sold before, 
on, or after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 23. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

SOLAR ENERGY AND FUEL CELL IN-
VESTMENT TAX CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.— 
(1) SOLAR ENERGY PROPERTY.—Paragraphs 

(2)(A)(i)(II) and (3)(A)(ii) of section 48(a) (re-
lating to energy credit) are each amended by 
striking ‘‘January 1, 2009’’ and inserting 
‘‘January 1, 2017’’. 

(2) FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Subparagraph 
(E) of section 48(c)(1) (relating to qualified 
fuel cell property) is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘January 
1, 2017’’. 

(3) QUALIFIED MICROTURBINE PROPERTY.— 
Subparagraph (E) of section 48(c)(2) (relating 
to qualified microturbine property) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘January 1, 2017’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE OF ENERGY CREDIT AGAINST 
ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—Subparagraph 
(B) of section 38(c)(4) (relating to specified 
credits) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end of clause (iii), by striking the period at 
the end of clause (iv) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, 
and by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(v) the credit determined under section 46 
to the extent that such credit is attributable 
to the energy credit determined under sec-
tion 48.’’. 

(c) REPEAL OF DOLLAR PER KILOWATT LIMI-
TATION FOR FUEL CELL PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48(c)(1) (relating 
to qualified fuel cell), as amended by sub-
section (a)(2), is amended by striking sub-
paragraph (B) and by redesignating subpara-
graphs (C), (D), and (E) as subparagraphs (B), 
(C), and (D), respectively. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
48(a)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘paragraphs 
(1)(B) and (2)(B) of subsection (c)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subsection (c)(2)(B)’’. 

(d) PUBLIC ELECTRIC UTILITY PROPERTY 
TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
48(a) is amended by striking the second sen-
tence thereof. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Paragraph (1) of section 48(c), as 

amended by this section, is amended by 
striking subparagraph (C) and redesignating 
subparagraph (D) as subparagraph (C). 

(B) Paragraph (2) of section 48(c), as 
amended by subsection (a)(3), is amended by 
striking subparagraph (D) and redesignating 
subparagraph (E) as subparagraph (D). 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—The amendments made by 

subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(2) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.—The amendments made by sub-
section (b) shall apply to credits determined 
under section 46 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 in taxable years beginning after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and to 
carrybacks of such credits. 

(3) FUEL CELL PROPERTY AND PUBLIC ELEC-
TRIC UTILITY PROPERTY.—The amendments 
made by subsections (c) and (d) shall apply 
to periods after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, in taxable years ending after such 
date, under rules similar to the rules of sec-
tion 48(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (as in effect on the day before the date 
of the enactment of the Revenue Reconcili-
ation Act of 1990). 
SEC. 24. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF RES-

IDENTIAL ENERGY EFFICIENT PROP-
ERTY CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 25D(g) (relating to 
termination) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2012’’. 

(b) NO DOLLAR LIMITATION FOR CREDIT FOR 
SOLAR ELECTRIC PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25D(b)(1) (relating 
to maximum credit) is amended by striking 
subparagraph (A) and by redesignating sub-
paragraphs (B) and (C) as subparagraphs (A) 
and (B), respectively. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
25D(e)(4) is amended— 

(A) by striking clause (i) in subparagraph 
(A), 

(B) by redesignating clauses (ii) and (iii) in 
subparagraph (A) as clauses (i) and (ii), re-
spectively, and 

(C) by striking ‘‘, (2),’’ in subparagraph (C). 
(c) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 

MINIMUM TAX.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 

25D is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(c) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX; 

CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 

In the case of a taxable year to which section 
26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit allowed 
under subsection (a) for the taxable year 
shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section) and 
section 27 for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) RULE FOR YEARS IN WHICH ALL PER-

SONAL CREDITS ALLOWED AGAINST REGULAR 
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AND ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—In the case 
of a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) ap-
plies, if the credit allowable under sub-
section (a) exceeds the limitation imposed by 
section 26(a)(2) for such taxable year reduced 
by the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section), such 
excess shall be carried to the succeeding tax-
able year and added to the credit allowable 
under subsection (a) for such succeeding tax-
able year. 

‘‘(B) RULE FOR OTHER YEARS.—In the case 
of a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) 
does not apply, if the credit allowable under 
subsection (a) exceeds the limitation im-
posed by paragraph (1) for such taxable year, 
such excess shall be carried to the suc-
ceeding taxable year and added to the credit 
allowable under subsection (a) for such suc-
ceeding taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 23(b)(4)(B) is amended by in-

serting ‘‘and section 25D’’ after ‘‘this sec-
tion’’. 

(B) Section 24(b)(3)(B) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘, 25B, and 25D’’. 

(C) Section 25B(g)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 23’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 23 
and 25D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, and 25D’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2007. 

(2) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendments made by subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) of subsection (c)(2) shall be subject to 
title IX of the Economic Growth and Tax Re-
lief Reconciliation Act of 2001 in the same 
manner as the provisions of such Act to 
which such amendments relate. 
SEC. 25. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

CREDIT FOR CLEAN RENEWABLE EN-
ERGY BONDS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 54(m) (relating to 
termination) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2012’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN NATIONAL LIMITATION.— 
Section 54(f) (relating to limitation on 
amount of bonds designated) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, and for the period begin-
ning after the date of the enactment of the 
New Clean Energy Tax Extenders Act and 
ending before January 1, 2013, $400,000,000’’ 
after ‘‘$1,200,000,000’’ in paragraph (1), 

(2) by striking ‘‘$750,000,000 of the’’ in para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘$750,000,000 of the 
$1,200,000,000’’, and 

(3) by striking ‘‘bodies’’ in paragraph (2) 
and inserting ‘‘bodies, and except that the 
Secretary may not allocate more than 1⁄3 of 
the $400,000,000 national clean renewable en-
ergy bond limitation to finance qualified 
projects of qualified borrowers which are 
public power providers nor more than 1⁄3 of 
such limitation to finance qualified projects 
of qualified borrowers which are mutual or 
cooperative electric companies described in 
section 501(c)(12) or section 1381(a)(2)(C)’’. 

(c) PUBLIC POWER PROVIDERS DEFINED.— 
Section 54(j) is amended— 

(1) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(6) PUBLIC POWER PROVIDER.—The term 
‘public power provider’ means a State utility 
with a service obligation, as such terms are 
defined in section 217 of the Federal Power 
Act (as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this paragraph).’’, and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘; PUBLIC POWER PRO-
VIDER’’ before the period at the end of the 
heading. 

(d) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—The third sen-
tence of section 54(e)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘subsection (l)(6)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (l)(5)’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 26. EXTENSION OF SPECIAL RULE TO IMPLE-

MENT FERC RESTRUCTURING POL-
ICY. 

(a) QUALIFYING ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION 
TRANSACTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 451(i)(3) (defining 
qualifying electric transmission transaction) 
is amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘January 1, 2013’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to trans-
actions after December 31, 2007. 

(b) INDEPENDENT TRANSMISSION COMPANY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 451(i)(4)(B)(ii) (de-

fining independent transmission company) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the date which is 5 years after the 
date of such transaction’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in the amendments made by sec-
tion 909 of the American Jobs Creation Act 
of 2004. 

Subtitle B—Extension of Incentives to 
Improve Energy Efficiency 

SEC. 27. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
CREDIT FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY 
IMPROVEMENTS TO EXISTING 
HOMES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Section 25C(g) 
(relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2012’’. 

(b) QUALIFIED BIOMASS FUEL PROPERTY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25C(d)(3) is 

amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-

paragraph (D), 
(B) by striking the period at the end of 

subparagraph (E) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(F) a stove which uses the burning of bio-

mass fuel to heat a dwelling unit located in 
the United States and used as a residence by 
the taxpayer, or to heat water for use in such 
a dwelling unit, and which has a thermal ef-
ficiency rating of at least 75 percent.’’. 

(2) BIOMASS FUEL.—Section 25C(d) (relating 
to residential energy property expenditures) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) BIOMASS FUEL.—The term ‘biomass 
fuel’ means any plant-derived fuel available 
on a renewable or recurring basis, including 
agricultural crops and trees, wood and wood 
waste and residues (including wood pellets), 
plants (including aquatic plants), grasses, 
residues, and fibers.’’. 

(c) MODIFICATIONS OF STANDARDS FOR EN-
ERGY-EFFICIENT BUILDING PROPERTY.— 

(1) ELECTRIC HEAT PUMPS.—Subparagraph 
(B) of section 25C(d)(3) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(A) an electric heat pump which achieves 
the highest efficiency tier established by the 
Consortium for Energy Efficiency, as in ef-
fect on January 1, 2008.’’. 

(2) CENTRAL AIR CONDITIONERS.—Section 
25C(d)(3)(D) is amended by striking ‘‘2006’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2008’’. 

(3) WATER HEATERS.—Subparagraph (E) of 
section 25C(d) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(E) a natural gas, propane, or oil water 
heater which has either an energy factor of 
at least 0.80 or a thermal efficiency of at 
least 90 percent.’’. 

(4) OIL FURNACES AND HOT WATER BOILERS.— 
Paragraph (4) of section 25C(d) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS, PROPANE, AND 
OIL FURNACES AND HOT WATER BOILERS.— 

‘‘(A) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS FURNACE.— 
The term ‘qualified natural gas furnace’ 

means any natural gas furnace which 
achieves an annual fuel utilization efficiency 
rate of not less than 95. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED NATURAL GAS HOT WATER 
BOILER.—The term ‘qualified natural gas hot 
water boiler’ means any natural gas hot 
water boiler which achieves an annual fuel 
utilization efficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PROPANE FURNACE.—The 
term ‘qualified propane furnace’ means any 
propane furnace which achieves an annual 
fuel utilization efficiency rate of not less 
than 95. 

‘‘(D) QUALIFIED PROPANE HOT WATER BOIL-
ER.—The term ‘qualified propane hot water 
boiler’ means any propane hot water boiler 
which achieves an annual fuel utilization ef-
ficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(E) QUALIFIED OIL FURNACES.—The term 
‘qualified oil furnace’ means any oil furnace 
which achieves an annual fuel utilization ef-
ficiency rate of not less than 90. 

‘‘(F) QUALIFIED OIL HOT WATER BOILER.— 
The term ‘qualified oil hot water boiler’ 
means any oil hot water boiler which 
achieves an annual fuel utilization efficiency 
rate of not less than 90.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made this section shall apply to expenditures 
made after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 28. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF TAX 

CREDIT FOR ENERGY EFFICIENT 
NEW HOMES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Subsection (g) 
of section 45L (relating to termination) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2012’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE FOR CONTRACTOR’S PER-
SONAL RESIDENCE.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 45L(a)(1) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B)(i) acquired by a person from such eli-
gible contractor and used by any person as a 
residence during the taxable year, or 

‘‘(ii) used by such eligible contractor as a 
residence during the taxable year.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to homes 
acquired after December 31, 2008. 
SEC. 29. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF EN-

ERGY EFFICIENT COMMERCIAL 
BUILDINGS DEDUCTION. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 179D(h) (relating 
to termination) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2012’’. 

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF MAXIMUM DEDUCTION 
AMOUNT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 179D(b)(1) (relating to maximum 
amount of deduction) is amended by striking 
‘‘$1.80’’ and inserting ‘‘$2.25’’. 

(2) PARTIAL ALLOWANCE.—Paragraph (1) of 
section 179D(d) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$.60’’ and inserting 
‘‘$0.75’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘$1.80’’ and inserting 
‘‘$2.25’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 30. MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION OF EN-

ERGY EFFICIENT APPLIANCE CRED-
IT FOR APPLIANCES PRODUCED 
AFTER 2007. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
45M (relating to applicable amount) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
subsection (a)— 

‘‘(1) DISHWASHERS.—The applicable amount 
is— 

‘‘(A) $45 in the case of a dishwasher which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009 
and which uses no more than 324 kilowatt 
hours per year and 5.8 gallons per cycle, and 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a dishwasher which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, 
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or 2010 and which uses no more than 307 kilo-
watt hours per year and 5.0 gallons per cycle 
(5.5 gallons per cycle for dishwashers de-
signed for greater than 12 place settings). 

‘‘(2) CLOTHES WASHERS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $75 in the case of a residential top- 
loading clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008 which meets or exceeds a 1.72 
modified energy factor and does not exceed a 
8.0 water consumption factor, 

‘‘(B) $125 in the case of a residential top- 
loading clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008 or 2009 which meets or ex-
ceeds a 1.8 modified energy factor and does 
not exceed a 7.5 water consumption factor, 

‘‘(C) $150 in the case of a residential or 
commercial clothes washer manufactured in 
calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 which meets 
or exceeds 2.0 modified energy factor and 
does not exceed a 6.0 water consumption fac-
tor, and 

‘‘(D) $250 in the case of a residential or 
commercial clothes washer manufactured in 
calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 which meets 
or exceeds 2.2 modified energy factor and 
does not exceed a 4.5 water consumption fac-
tor. 

‘‘(3) REFRIGERATORS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $50 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, and 
consumes at least 20 percent but not more 
than 22.9 percent less kilowatt hours per 
year than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards, 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009, 
and consumes at least 23 percent but no 
more than 24.9 percent less kilowatt hours 
per year than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards, 

‘‘(C) $100 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, 
or 2010, and consumes at least 25 percent but 
not more than 29.9 percent less kilowatt 
hours per year than the 2001 energy con-
servation standards, and 

‘‘(D) $200 in the case of a refrigerator man-
ufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 
and which consumes at least 30 percent less 
energy than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.— 
(1) SIMILAR TREATMENT FOR ALL APPLI-

ANCES.—Subsection (c) of section 45M (relat-
ing to eligible production) is amended— 

(A) by striking paragraph (2), 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1) IN GENERAL’’ and all 

that follows through ‘‘the eligible’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The eligible’’, and 

(C) by moving the text of such subsection 
in line with the subsection heading and re-
designating subparagraphs (A) and (B) as 
paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF BASE PERIOD.—Para-
graph (2) of section 45M(c), as amended by 
paragraph (1) of this section, is amended by 
striking ‘‘3-calendar year’’ and inserting ‘‘2- 
calendar year’’. 

(c) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.—Subsection (d) of section 45M (defin-
ing types of energy efficient appliances) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—For purposes of this section, the 
types of energy efficient appliances are— 

‘‘(1) dishwashers described in subsection 
(b)(1), 

‘‘(2) clothes washers described in sub-
section (b)(2), and 

‘‘(3) refrigerators described in subsection 
(b)(3).’’. 

(d) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
(1) INCREASE IN LIMIT.—Paragraph (1) of 

section 45M(e) (relating to aggregate credit 
amount allowed) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(1) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
The aggregate amount of credit allowed 
under subsection (a) with respect to a tax-
payer for any taxable year shall not exceed 
$75,000,000 reduced by the amount of the 
credit allowed under subsection (a) to the 
taxpayer (or any predecessor) for all prior 
taxable years beginning after December 31, 
2007.’’. 

(2) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN REFRIGERATOR 
AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Paragraph (2) of sec-
tion 45M(e) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT ALLOWED FOR CERTAIN REFRIG-
ERATORS AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Refrig-
erators described in subsection (b)(3)(D) and 
clothes washers described in subsection 
(b)(2)(D) shall not be taken into account 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(e) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
45M(f) (defining qualified energy efficient ap-
pliance) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—The term ‘qualified energy efficient 
appliance’ means— 

‘‘(A) any dishwasher described in sub-
section (b)(1), 

‘‘(B) any clothes washer described in sub-
section (b)(2), and 

‘‘(C) any refrigerator described in sub-
section (b)(3).’’. 

(2) CLOTHES WASHER.—Section 45M(f)(3) (de-
fining clothes washer) is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘commercial’’ before ‘‘residential’’ the 
second place it appears. 

(3) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—Sub-
section (f) of section 45M (relating to defini-
tions) is amended by redesignating para-
graphs (4), (5), (6), and (7) as paragraphs (5), 
(6), (7), and (8), respectively, and by inserting 
after paragraph (3) the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(4) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—The 
term ‘top-loading clothes washer’ means a 
clothes washer which has the clothes con-
tainer compartment access located on the 
top of the machine and which operates on a 
vertical axis.’’. 

(4) REPLACEMENT OF ENERGY FACTOR.—Sec-
tion 45M(f)(6), as redesignated by paragraph 
(3), is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(6) MODIFIED ENERGY FACTOR.—The term 
‘modified energy factor’ means the modified 
energy factor established by the Department 
of Energy for compliance with the Federal 
energy conservation standard.’’. 

(5) GALLONS PER CYCLE; WATER CONSUMP-
TION FACTOR.—Section 45M(f) (relating to 
definitions), as amended by paragraph (3), is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(9) GALLONS PER CYCLE.—The term ‘gal-
lons per cycle’ means, with respect to a dish-
washer, the amount of water, expressed in 
gallons, required to complete a normal cycle 
of a dishwasher. 

‘‘(10) WATER CONSUMPTION FACTOR.—The 
term ‘water consumption factor’ means, with 
respect to a clothes washer, the quotient of 
the total weighted per-cycle water consump-
tion divided by the cubic foot (or liter) ca-
pacity of the clothes washer.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to appli-
ances produced after December 31, 2007. 

Subtitle C—Revenue Provisions 
SEC. 31. DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR IN-

TEGRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR IN-
COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(b) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 32. ELIMINATION OF THE DIFFERENT 

TREATMENT OF FOREIGN OIL AND 
GAS EXTRACTION INCOME AND FOR-
EIGN OIL RELATED INCOME FOR 
PURPOSES OF THE FOREIGN TAX 
CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 907 (relating to special rules in case 
of foreign oil and gas income) are amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) REDUCTION IN AMOUNT ALLOWED AS 
FOREIGN TAX UNDER SECTION 901.—In apply-
ing section 901, the amount of any foreign oil 
and gas taxes paid or accrued (or deemed to 
have been paid) during the taxable year 
which would (but for this subsection) be 
taken into account for purposes of section 
901 shall be reduced by the amount (if any) 
by which the amount of such taxes exceeds 
the product of— 

‘‘(1) the amount of the combined foreign oil 
and gas income for the taxable year, 

‘‘(2) multiplied by— 
‘‘(A) in the case of a corporation, the per-

centage which is equal to the highest rate of 
tax specified under section 11(b), or 

‘‘(B) in the case of an individual, a fraction 
the numerator of which is the tax against 
which the credit under section 901(a) is taken 
and the denominator of which is the tax-
payer’s entire taxable income. 

‘‘(b) COMBINED FOREIGN OIL AND GAS IN-
COME; FOREIGN OIL AND GAS TAXES.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) COMBINED FOREIGN OIL AND GAS IN-
COME.—The term ‘combined foreign oil and 
gas income’ means, with respect to any tax-
able year, the sum of— 

‘‘(A) foreign oil and gas extraction income, 
and 

‘‘(B) foreign oil related income. 
‘‘(2) FOREIGN OIL AND GAS TAXES.—The term 

‘foreign oil and gas taxes’ means, with re-
spect to any taxable year, the sum of— 

‘‘(A) oil and gas extraction taxes, and 
‘‘(B) any income, war profits, and excess 

profits taxes paid or accrued (or deemed to 
have been paid or accrued under section 902 
or 960) during the taxable year with respect 
to foreign oil related income (determined 
without regard to subsection (c)(4)) or loss 
which would be taken into account for pur-
poses of section 901 without regard to this 
section.’’. 

(b) RECAPTURE OF FOREIGN OIL AND GAS 
LOSSES.—Paragraph (4) of section 907(c) (re-
lating to recapture of foreign oil and gas ex-
traction losses by recharacterizing later ex-
traction income) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(4) RECAPTURE OF FOREIGN OIL AND GAS 
LOSSES BY RECHARACTERIZING LATER COM-
BINED FOREIGN OIL AND GAS INCOME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The combined foreign 
oil and gas income of a taxpayer for a tax-
able year (determined without regard to this 
paragraph) shall be reduced— 

‘‘(i) first by the amount determined under 
subparagraph (B), and 

‘‘(ii) then by the amount determined under 
subparagraph (C). 
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The aggregate amount of such reductions 
shall be treated as income (from sources 
without the United States) which is not com-
bined foreign oil and gas income. 

‘‘(B) REDUCTION FOR PRE-2008 FOREIGN OIL 
EXTRACTION LOSSES.—The reduction under 
this paragraph shall be equal to the lesser 
of— 

‘‘(i) the foreign oil and gas extraction in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year 
(determined without regard to this para-
graph), or 

‘‘(ii) the excess of— 
‘‘(I) the aggregate amount of foreign oil ex-

traction losses for preceding taxable years 
beginning after December 31, 1982, and before 
January 1, 2008, over 

‘‘(II) so much of such aggregate amount as 
was recharacterized under this paragraph (as 
in effect before and after the date of the en-
actment of the Energy Advancement and In-
vestment Act of 2007) for preceding taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 1982. 

‘‘(C) REDUCTION FOR POST-2008 FOREIGN OIL 
AND GAS LOSSES.—The reduction under this 
paragraph shall be equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) the combined foreign oil and gas in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year 
(determined without regard to this para-
graph), reduced by an amount equal to the 
reduction under subparagraph (A) for the 
taxable year, or 

‘‘(ii) the excess of— 
‘‘(I) the aggregate amount of foreign oil 

and gas losses for preceding taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2007, over 

‘‘(II) so much of such aggregate amount as 
was recharacterized under this paragraph for 
preceding taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2007. 

‘‘(D) FOREIGN OIL AND GAS LOSS DEFINED.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this 

paragraph, the term ‘foreign oil and gas loss’ 
means the amount by which— 

‘‘(I) the gross income for the taxable year 
from sources without the United States and 
its possessions (whether or not the taxpayer 
chooses the benefits of this subpart for such 
taxable year) taken into account in deter-
mining the combined foreign oil and gas in-
come for such year, is exceeded by 

‘‘(II) the sum of the deductions properly 
apportioned or allocated thereto. 

‘‘(ii) NET OPERATING LOSS DEDUCTION NOT 
TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.—For purposes of clause 
(i), the net operating loss deduction allow-
able for the taxable year under section 172(a) 
shall not be taken into account. 

‘‘(iii) EXPROPRIATION AND CASUALTY LOSSES 
NOT TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.—For purposes of 
clause (i), there shall not be taken into ac-
count— 

‘‘(I) any foreign expropriation loss (as de-
fined in section 172(h) (as in effect on the day 
before the date of the enactment of the Rev-
enue Reconciliation Act of 1990)) for the tax-
able year, or 

‘‘(II) any loss for the taxable year which 
arises from fire, storm, shipwreck, or other 
casualty, or from theft, 

to the extent such loss is not compensated 
for by insurance or otherwise. 

‘‘(iv) FOREIGN OIL EXTRACTION LOSS.—For 
purposes of subparagraph (B)(ii)(I), foreign 
oil extraction losses shall be determined 
under this paragraph as in effect on the day 
before the date of the enactment of the En-
ergy Advancement and Investment Act of 
2007.’’. 

(c) CARRYBACK AND CARRYOVER OF DIS-
ALLOWED CREDITS.—Section 907(f) (relating 
to carryback and carryover of disallowed 
credits) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘oil and gas extraction 
taxes’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘foreign oil and gas taxes’’, and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) TRANSITION RULES FOR PRE-2008 AND 2008 
DISALLOWED CREDITS.— 

‘‘(A) PRE-2008 CREDITS.—In the case of any 
unused credit year beginning before January 
1, 2008, this subsection shall be applied to 
any unused oil and gas extraction taxes car-
ried from such unused credit year to a year 
beginning after December 31, 2007, by sub-
stituting ‘oil and gas extraction taxes’ for 
‘foreign oil and gas taxes’ each place it ap-
pears in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), and by 
substituting ‘foreign oil and gas extraction 
income’ for ‘foreign oil and gas income’ in 
applying subsection (a) for each relevant 
year. 

‘‘(B) 2008 CREDITS.—In the case of any un-
used credit year beginning in 2008, the 
amendments made to this subsection by the 
Energy Advancement and Investment Act of 
2007 shall be treated as being in effect for 
any preceding year beginning before January 
1, 2008, solely for purposes of determining 
how much of the unused foreign oil and gas 
taxes for such unused credit year may be 
deemed paid or accrued in such preceding 
year.’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
6501(i) is amended by striking ‘‘oil and gas 
extraction taxes’’ and inserting ‘‘foreign oil 
and gas taxes’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2007. 

SA 5188. Mr. LAUTENBERG sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 3268, to 
amend the Commodity Exchange Act, 
to prevent excessive price speculation 
with respect to energy commodities, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. OPEC ACCOUNTABILITY. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘OPEC Accountability Act’’. 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Gasoline prices have more than quad-
rupled since January 2002, with crude oil re-
cently trading at more than $119 per barrel 
for the first time ever. 

(2) Rising gasoline prices have placed an 
inordinate burden on American families. 

(3) High gasoline prices have hindered and 
will continue to hinder economic recovery. 

(4) The Organization of Petroleum Export-
ing Countries (OPEC) has formed a cartel 
and engaged in anticompetitive practices to 
manipulate the price of oil, keeping it artifi-
cially high. 

(5) Eight member nations of OPEC—Ecua-
dor, Indonesia, Kuwait, Nigeria, Qatar, Saudi 
Arabia, United Arab Emirates, and Ven-
ezuela—are also members of the World Trade 
Organization. Algeria, Iran, Iraq, and Libya 
are also Observer Governments of the World 
Trade Organization. 

(6) The agreement among OPEC member 
nations to limit oil exports is an illegal pro-
hibition or restriction on the exportation or 
sale for export of a product under article XI 
of the GATT 1994. 

(7) The export quotas and resulting high 
prices harm American families, undermine 
the American economy, impede American 
and foreign commerce, and are contrary to 
the national interests of the United States. 

(c) ACTIONS TO CURB CERTAIN CARTEL ANTI-
COMPETITIVE PRACTICES.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(A) GATT 1994.—The term ‘‘GATT 1994’’ has 

the meaning given such term in section 
2(1)(B) of the Uruguay Round Agreements 
Act (19 U.S.C. 3501(1)(B)). 

(B) UNDERSTANDING ON RULES AND PROCE-
DURES GOVERNING THE SETTLEMENT OF DIS-
PUTES.—The term ‘‘Understanding on Rules 
and Procedures Governing the Settlement of 
Disputes’’ means the agreement described in 
section 101(d)(16) of the Uruguay Round 
Agreements Act (19 U.S.C. 3511(d)(16)). 

(C) WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘World Trade 

Organization’’ means the organization estab-
lished pursuant to the WTO Agreement. 

(ii) WTO AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘WTO 
Agreement’’ means the Agreement Estab-
lishing The World Trade Organization en-
tered into on April 15, 1994. 

(2) ACTION BY PRESIDENT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, the President shall, 
not later than 15 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, initiate consultations 
with the countries described in subparagraph 
(B) to seek the elimination by those coun-
tries of any action that— 

(i) limits the production or distribution of 
oil, natural gas, or any other petroleum 
product; 

(ii) sets or maintains the price of oil, nat-
ural gas, or any petroleum product; or 

(iii) otherwise is an action in restraint of 
trade with respect to oil, natural gas, or any 
petroleum product, when such action con-
stitutes an act, policy, or practice that is un-
justifiable and burdens and restricts United 
States commerce. 

(B) COUNTRIES DESCRIBED.—The countries 
described in this paragraph are the fol-
lowing: 

(i) Indonesia. 
(ii) Kuwait. 
(iii) Nigeria. 
(iv) Qatar. 
(v) The United Arab Emirates. 
(vi) Venezuela. 
(vii) Ecuador. 
(viii) Saudi Arabia. 
(3) INITIATION OF WTO DISPUTE PRO-

CEEDINGS.—If the consultations described in 
paragraph (2) are not successful with respect 
to any country described in paragraph (2)(B), 
the United States Trade Representative 
shall, not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, institute proceedings 
pursuant to the Understanding on Rules and 
Procedures Governing the Settlement of Dis-
putes with respect to that country and shall 
take appropriate action with respect to that 
country under the trade remedy laws of the 
United States. 

SA 5189. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5181 submitted by 
Mr. THUNE and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
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(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5190. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5171 submitted by 
Mr. VOINOVICH (for himself, Mr. ROB-
ERTS, and Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to 
be proposed to the bill S. 3268, to 
amend the Commodity Exchange Act, 
to prevent excessive price speculation 
with respect to energy commodities, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5191. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5166 submitted by 
Mr. BURR and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 

miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5192. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5162 submitted by 
Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. WEBB) 
and intended to be proposed to the bill 
S. 3268, to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy 
commodities, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5193. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5161 submitted by 
Mr. CORNYN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5194. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 

to amendment SA 5154 submitted by 
Mr. COBURN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5195. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5153 submitted by 
Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
BOND, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. INHOFE) and 
intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy 
commodities, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5196. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5147 submitted by 
Mr. DEMINT and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
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excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5197. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5137 submitted by 
Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr. DOMEN-
ICI, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. MCCONNELL, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. 
BOND, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING, 
Mr. BURR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. CORNYN, 
Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. ROBERTS, 
Mr. VITTER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. WICK-
ER, and Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to be 
proposed to the bill S. 3268, to amend 
the Commodity Exchange Act, to pre-
vent excessive price speculation with 
respect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5198. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5132 submitted by 

Ms. LANDRIEU and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5199. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5123 submitted by 
Mr. BOND and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5200. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5121 submitted by 
Mr. BOND and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5201. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5116 submitted by 
Mr. DOMENICI and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5202. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5110 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 
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(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 

and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5203. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5090 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5204. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5097 submitted by 
Mr. COLEMAN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 

qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5205. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5108 submitted by 
Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 

SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-
COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
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means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5206. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5109 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-

utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5207. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5110 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 

gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5208. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5116 submitted by 
Mr. DOMENICI and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 
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(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 

199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5209. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5121 submitted by 
Mr. BOND and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 

to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5210. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5123 submitted by 
Mr. BOND and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5211. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5132 submitted by 
Ms. LANDRIEU and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 
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SA 5212. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 

an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5137 submitted by 
Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr. DOMEN-
ICI, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. MCCONNELL, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. 
BOND, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING, 
Mr. BURR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. CORNYN, 
Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. ROBERTS, 
Mr. VITTER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. WICK-
ER, and Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to be 
proposed to the bill S. 3268, to amend 
the Commodity Exchange Act, to pre-
vent excessive price speculation with 
respect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 

to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5213. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5147 submitted by 
Mr. DEMINT and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 

‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5214. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5153 submitted by 
Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
BOND, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. INHOFE) and 
intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy 
commodities, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 
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(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5215. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5154 submitted by 
Mr. COBURN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5216. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5161 submitted by 
Mr. CORNYN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5217. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 

to amendment SA 5162 submitted by 
Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. WEBB) 
and intended to be proposed to the bill 
S. 3268, to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy 
commodities, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5218. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5166 submitted by 
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Mr. BURR and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5219. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5171 submitted by 
Mr. VOINOVICH (for himself, Mr. ROB-
ERTS, and Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to 

be proposed to the bill S. 3268, to 
amend the Commodity Exchange Act, 
to prevent excessive price speculation 
with respect to energy commodities, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5220. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5181 submitted by 
Mr. THUNE and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-

cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5221. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5090 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
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purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5222. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5092 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5223. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5097 submitted by 
Mr. COLEMAN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 

preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5224. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5108 submitted by 
Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 
preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5225. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5109 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike the period at the end of the amend-
ment and insert a period and the following: 
SEC. lll. CONSENT FOR NEW OIL AND GAS 

LEASING ACTIVITIES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no new offshore oil and gas leasing, 
preleasing, or related activity may com-
mence in any State— 

(1)(A) in the waters of which offshore oil 
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related ac-
tivity has, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, never been permitted; or 

(B) all or a portion of the waters of which 
are subject to any moratorium on oil and gas 

preleasing, leasing, and related activity de-
scribed in section 104 or 105 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008 
(Public Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2118), regard-
less of whether any preleasing, leasing, or re-
lated activity is ongoing in the waters of the 
State as of the date of enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) without the consent of each other State 
the waters of which are located within 100 
miles of the waters of the State in which the 
new offshore oil and gas preleasing, leasing, 
or related activity is proposed to occur. 

SA 5226. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5090 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5227. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5092 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
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to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5228. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5097 submitted by 
Mr. COLEMAN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 

Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5229. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5108 submitted by 
Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5230. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5109 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5231. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5110 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
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purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5232. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5116 submitted by 
Mr. DOMENICI and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5233. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5121 submitted by 
Mr. BOND and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 

demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5234. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5123 submitted by 
Mr. BOND and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5235. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5132 submitted by 
Ms. LANDRIEU and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 
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At the end of the amendment, add the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5236. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5137 submitted by 
Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr. DOMEN-
ICI, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. MCCONNELL, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. 
BOND, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING, 
Mr. BURR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. CORNYN, 
Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. ROBERTS, 
Mr. VITTER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. WICK-
ER, and Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to be 
proposed to the bill S. 3268, to amend 
the Commodity Exchange Act, to pre-
vent excessive price speculation with 
respect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 

subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5237. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5147 submitted by 
Mr. DEMINT and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 

define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5238. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5153 submitted by 
Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
BOND, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. INHOFE) and 
intended to be proposed to the bill S. 
3268, to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy 
commodities, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 
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SA 5239. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 

an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5154 submitted by 
Mr. COBURN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5240. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5161 submitted by 
Mr. CORNYN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5241. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5161 submitted by 
Mr. CORNYN and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 

Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5242. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5166 submitted by 
Mr. BURR and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5243. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
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to amendment SA 5171 submitted by 
Mr. VOINOVICH (for himself, Mr. ROB-
ERTS, and Mr. SUNUNU) and intended to 
be proposed to the bill S. 3268, to 
amend the Commodity Exchange Act, 
to prevent excessive price speculation 
with respect to energy commodities, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5244. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5181 submitted by 
Mr. THUNE and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 

any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) LEASES.—Effective beginning on the 
date of promulgation of regulations under 

subsection (c), the Secretary shall not issue 
any new lease that authorizes the explo-
ration for or production of oil or natural gas 
under section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(33 U.S.C. 226), the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.), or the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1331 et seq.) to a person unless the person— 

(1) certifies for each existing lease under 
those Acts for the production of oil or gas 
with respect to which the person is a lessee, 
that the person has diligently developed the 
Federal land that is subject to the lease in 
order to produce oil or natural gas or is pro-
ducing oil or natural gas from the land; or 

(2) has relinquished all Federal oil and gas 
leases under which oil and gas is not being 
diligently developed. 

(c) DILIGENT DEVELOPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that 
define ‘‘diligently developed’’ for purposes of 
this section. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations shall— 
(A) include benchmarks for oil and gas de-

velopment that will ensure that leaseholders 
produce oil and gas from each lease within 
the original term of the lease; and 

(B) require each leaseholder to submit to 
the Secretary a diligent development plan 
demonstrating how the lessee will meet the 
benchmarks. 

(d) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Any person that fails to comply 
with this section (including any regulation 
or order issued under this section) shall be 
liable for a civil penalty under the terms and 
conditions of section 109 of the Federal Oil 
and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 
U.S.C. 1719). 

SA 5245. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5092 submitted by 
Mr. VITTER and intended to be proposed 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent ex-
cessive price speculation with respect 
to energy commodities, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end add the following: 
SEC. lll. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after 
clause (iii) the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraph (9) as paragraph (10) 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) of such Code (relating to application 
to individuals) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a)(1)(B) and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SA 5246. Ms. CANTWELL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 5135 submitted by 
Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, Mr. REID, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. DOR-
GAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. KERRY, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mrs. CLIN-
TON, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. 
NELSON of Florida, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) 
and intended to be proposed to the bill 
S. 3268, to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy 
commodities, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 92, after line 23, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE V—TAX PROVISIONS 
SEC. 501. AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this title an amendment or re-
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or repeal of, a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986. 

Subtitle A—Energy Production Incentives 
PART I—RENEWABLE ENERGY 

INCENTIVES 
SEC. 511. RENEWABLE ENERGY CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.— 
(1) 1-YEAR EXTENSION FOR WIND FACILI-

TIES.—Paragraph (1) of section 45(d) is 
amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2009’’ and 
inserting ‘‘January 1, 2010’’. 

(2) 3-YEAR EXTENSION FOR CERTAIN OTHER 
FACILITIES.—Each of the following provisions 
of section 45(d) is amended by striking ‘‘Jan-
uary 1, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2012’’: 

(A) Clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph (2)(A). 
(B) Clauses (i)(I) and (ii) of paragraph 

(3)(A). 
(C) Paragraph (4). 
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(D) Paragraph (5). 
(E) Paragraph (6). 
(F) Paragraph (7). 
(G) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph 

(9). 

(b) MODIFICATION OF CREDIT PHASEOUT.— 
(1) REPEAL OF PHASEOUT.—Subsection (b) of 

section 45 is amended— 
(A) by striking paragraph (1), and 
(B) by striking ‘‘the 8 cent amount in para-

graph (1),’’ in paragraph (2) thereof. 
(2) LIMITATION BASED ON INVESTMENT IN FA-

CILITY.—Subsection (b) of section 45 is 
amended by inserting before paragraph (2) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON INVESTMENT IN 
FACILITY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied facility originally placed in service after 
December 31, 2009, the amount of the credit 
determined under subsection (a) for any tax-
able year with respect to electricity pro-
duced at such facility shall not exceed the 
product of— 

‘‘(i) the applicable percentage with respect 
to such facility, multiplied by 

‘‘(ii) the eligible basis of such facility. 
‘‘(B) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED LIMITATION 

AND EXCESS CREDIT.— 
‘‘(i) UNUSED LIMITATION.—If the limitation 

imposed under subparagraph (A) with respect 
to any facility for any taxable year exceeds 
the prelimitation credit for such facility for 
such taxable year, the limitation imposed 
under subparagraph (A) with respect to such 
facility for the succeeding taxable year shall 
be increased by the amount of such excess. 

‘‘(ii) EXCESS CREDIT.—If the prelimitation 
credit with respect to any facility for any 
taxable year exceeds the limitation imposed 
under subparagraph (A) with respect to such 
facility for such taxable year, the credit de-
termined under subsection (a) with respect 
to such facility for the succeeding taxable 
year (determined before the application of 
subparagraph (A) for such succeeding taxable 
year) shall be increased by the amount of 
such excess. With respect to any facility, no 
amount may be carried forward under this 
clause to any taxable year beginning after 
the 10-year period described in subsection 
(a)(2)(A)(ii) with respect to such facility. 

‘‘(iii) PRELIMITATION CREDIT.—The term 
‘prelimitation credit’ with respect to any fa-
cility for a taxable year means the credit de-
termined under subsection (a) with respect 
to such facility for such taxable year, deter-
mined without regard to subparagraph (A) 
and after taking into account any increase 
for such taxable year under clause (ii). 

‘‘(C) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable per-
centage’ means, with respect to any facility, 
the appropriate percentage prescribed by the 
Secretary for the month in which such facil-
ity is originally placed in service. 

‘‘(ii) METHOD OF PRESCRIBING APPLICABLE 
PERCENTAGES.—The applicable percentages 
prescribed by the Secretary for any month 
under clause (i) shall be percentages which 
yield over a 10-year period amounts of limi-
tation under subparagraph (A) which have a 
present value equal to 35 percent of the eligi-
ble basis of the facility. 

‘‘(iii) METHOD OF DISCOUNTING.—The 
present value under clause (ii) shall be deter-
mined— 

‘‘(I) as of the last day of the 1st year of the 
10-year period referred to in clause (ii), 

‘‘(II) by using a discount rate equal to the 
greater of 110 percent of the Federal long- 
term rate as in effect under section 1274(d) 
for the month preceding the month for which 
the applicable percentage is being pre-
scribed, or 4.5 percent, and 

‘‘(III) by taking into account the limita-
tion under subparagraph (A) for any year on 
the last day of such year. 

‘‘(D) ELIGIBLE BASIS.—For purposes of this 
paragraph— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible basis’ 
means, with respect to any facility, the sum 
of— 

‘‘(I) the basis of such facility determined as 
of the time that such facility is originally 
placed in service, and 

‘‘(II) the portion of the basis of any shared 
qualified property which is properly allo-
cable to such facility under clause (ii). 

‘‘(ii) RULES FOR ALLOCATION.—For purposes 
of subclause (II) of clause (i), the basis of 
shared qualified property shall be allocated 
among all qualified facilities which are pro-
jected to be placed in service and which re-
quire utilization of such property in propor-
tion to projected generation from such facili-
ties. 

‘‘(iii) SHARED QUALIFIED PROPERTY.—For 
purposes of this paragraph, the term ‘shared 
qualified property’ means, with respect to 
any facility, any property described in sec-
tion 168(e)(3)(B)(vi)— 

‘‘(I) which a qualified facility will require 
for utilization of such facility, and 

‘‘(II) which is not a qualified facility. 
‘‘(iv) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO GEO-

THERMAL FACILITIES.—In the case of any 
qualified facility using geothermal energy to 
produce electricity, the basis of such facility 
for purposes of this paragraph shall be deter-
mined as though intangible drilling and de-
velopment costs described in section 263(c) 
were capitalized rather than expensed. 

‘‘(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR FIRST AND LAST 
YEAR OF CREDIT PERIOD.—In the case of any 
taxable year any portion of which is not 
within the 10-year period described in sub-
section (a)(2)(A)(ii) with respect to any facil-
ity, the amount of the limitation under sub-
paragraph (A) with respect to such facility 
shall be reduced by an amount which bears 
the same ratio to the amount of such limita-
tion (determined without regard to this sub-
paragraph) as such portion of the taxable 
year which is not within such period bears to 
the entire taxable year. 

‘‘(F) ELECTION TO TREAT ALL FACILITIES 
PLACED IN SERVICE IN A YEAR AS 1 FACILITY.— 
At the election of the taxpayer, all qualified 
facilities which are part of the same project 
and which are placed in service during the 
same calendar year shall be treated for pur-
poses of this section as 1 facility which is 
placed in service at the mid-point of such 
year or the first day of the following cal-
endar year.’’. 

(c) TRASH FACILITY CLARIFICATION.—Para-
graph (7) of section 45(d) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘facility which burns’’ and 
inserting ‘‘facility (other than a facility de-
scribed in paragraph (6)) which uses’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘COMBUSTION’’. 
(d) EXPANSION OF BIOMASS FACILITIES.— 
(1) OPEN-LOOP BIOMASS FACILITIES.—Para-

graph (3) of section 45(d) is amended by re-
designating subparagraph (B) as subpara-
graph (C) and by inserting after subpara-
graph (A) the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) EXPANSION OF FACILITY.—Such term 
shall include a new unit placed in service 
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
paragraph in connection with a facility de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), but only to the 
extent of the increased amount of electricity 
produced at the facility by reason of such 
new unit.’’. 

(2) CLOSED-LOOP BIOMASS FACILITIES.—Para-
graph (2) of section 45(d) is amended by re-
designating subparagraph (B) as subpara-
graph (C) and inserting after subparagraph 
(A) the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) EXPANSION OF FACILITY.—Such term 
shall include a new unit placed in service 

after the date of the enactment of this sub-
paragraph in connection with a facility de-
scribed in subparagraph (A)(i), but only to 
the extent of the increased amount of elec-
tricity produced at the facility by reason of 
such new unit.’’. 

(e) SALES OF NET ELECTRICITY TO REGU-
LATED PUBLIC UTILITIES TREATED AS SALES 
TO UNRELATED PERSONS.—Paragraph (4) of 
section 45(e) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new sentence: ‘‘The net 
amount of electricity sold by any taxpayer 
to a regulated public utility (as defined in 
section 7701(a)(33)) shall be treated as sold to 
an unrelated person.’’. 

(f) MODIFICATION OF RULES FOR HYDRO-
POWER PRODUCTION.—Subparagraph (C) of 
section 45(c)(8) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(C) NONHYDROELECTRIC DAM.—For pur-
poses of subparagraph (A), a facility is de-
scribed in this subparagraph if— 

‘‘(i) the hydroelectric project installed on 
the nonhydroelectric dam is licensed by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and 
meets all other applicable environmental, li-
censing, and regulatory requirements, 

‘‘(ii) the nonhydroelectric dam was placed 
in service before the date of the enactment 
of this paragraph and operated for flood con-
trol, navigation, or water supply purposes 
and did not produce hydroelectric power on 
the date of the enactment of this paragraph, 
and 

‘‘(iii) the hydroelectric project is operated 
so that the water surface elevation at any 
given location and time that would have oc-
curred in the absence of the hydroelectric 
project is maintained, subject to any license 
requirements imposed under applicable law 
that change the water surface elevation for 
the purpose of improving environmental 
quality of the affected waterway. 
The Secretary, in consultation with the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, shall 
certify if a hydroelectric project licensed at 
a nonhydroelectric dam meets the criteria in 
clause (iii). Nothing in this section shall af-
fect the standards under which the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission issues li-
censes for and regulates hydropower projects 
under part I of the Federal Power Act.’’. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
originally placed in service after December 
31, 2008. 

(2) REPEAL OF CREDIT PHASEOUT.—The 
amendments made by subsection (b)(1) shall 
apply to taxable years ending after Decem-
ber 31, 2008. 

(3) LIMITATION BASED ON INVESTMENT IN FA-
CILITY.—The amendment made by subsection 
(b)(2) shall apply to property originally 
placed in service after December 31, 2009. 

(4) TRASH FACILITY CLARIFICATION; SALES TO 
RELATED REGULATED PUBLIC UTILITIES.—The 
amendments made by subsections (c) and (e) 
shall apply to electricity produced and sold 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(5) EXPANSION OF BIOMASS FACILITIES.—The 
amendments made by subsection (d) shall 
apply to property placed in service after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 512. PRODUCTION CREDIT FOR ELEC-

TRICITY PRODUCED FROM MARINE 
RENEWABLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
45(c) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end of subparagraph (G), by striking the pe-
riod at the end of subparagraph (H) and in-
serting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(I) marine and hydrokinetic renewable 
energy.’’. 

(b) MARINE RENEWABLES.—Subsection (c) of 
section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 
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‘‘(10) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 

ENERGY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘marine and 

hydrokinetic renewable energy’ means en-
ergy derived from— 

‘‘(i) waves, tides, and currents in oceans, 
estuaries, and tidal areas, 

‘‘(ii) free flowing water in rivers, lakes, and 
streams, 

‘‘(iii) free flowing water in an irrigation 
system, canal, or other man-made channel, 
including projects that utilize nonmechan-
ical structures to accelerate the flow of 
water for electric power production purposes, 
or 

‘‘(iv) differentials in ocean temperature 
(ocean thermal energy conversion). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude any energy which is derived from any 
source which utilizes a dam, diversionary 
structure (except as provided in subpara-
graph (A)(iii)), or impoundment for electric 
power production purposes.’’. 

(c) DEFINITION OF FACILITY.—Subsection (d) 
of section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(11) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY FACILITIES.—In the case of a facility 
producing electricity from marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy, the term 
‘qualified facility’ means any facility owned 
by the taxpayer— 

‘‘(A) which has a nameplate capacity rat-
ing of at least 150 kilowatts, and 

‘‘(B) which is originally placed in service 
on or after the date of the enactment of this 
paragraph and before January 1, 2012.’’. 

(d) CREDIT RATE.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 45(b)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘or (9)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(9), or (11)’’. 

(e) COORDINATION WITH SMALL IRRIGATION 
POWER.—Paragraph (5) of section 45(d), as 
amended by section 101, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘January 1, 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘the date 
of the enactment of paragraph (11)’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to elec-
tricity produced and sold after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, in taxable years 
ending after such date. 
SEC. 513. ENERGY CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.— 
(1) SOLAR ENERGY PROPERTY.—Paragraphs 

(2)(A)(i)(II) and (3)(A)(ii) of section 48(a) are 
each amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2009’’ 
and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2015’’. 

(2) FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Subparagraph 
(E) of section 48(c)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2014’’. 

(3) MICROTURBINE PROPERTY.—Subpara-
graph (E) of section 48(c)(2) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2014’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE OF ENERGY CREDIT AGAINST 
ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—Subparagraph 
(B) of section 38(c)(4) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of clause (iii), by redesig-
nating clause (iv) as clause (v), and by in-
serting after clause (iii) the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(iv) the credit determined under section 
46 to the extent that such credit is attrib-
utable to the energy credit determined under 
section 48, and’’. 

(c) ENERGY CREDIT FOR COMBINED HEAT AND 
POWER SYSTEM PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48(a)(3)(A) (defin-
ing energy property) is amended by striking 
‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (iii), by inserting 
‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (iv), and by adding 
at the end the following new clause: 

‘‘(v) combined heat and power system prop-
erty,’’. 

(2) COMBINED HEAT AND POWER SYSTEM 
PROPERTY.—Section 48 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) COMBINED HEAT AND POWER SYSTEM 
PROPERTY.—For purposes of subsection 
(a)(3)(A)(v)— 

‘‘(1) COMBINED HEAT AND POWER SYSTEM 
PROPERTY.—The term ‘combined heat and 
power system property’ means property com-
prising a system— 

‘‘(A) which uses the same energy source for 
the simultaneous or sequential generation of 
electrical power, mechanical shaft power, or 
both, in combination with the generation of 
steam or other forms of useful thermal en-
ergy (including heating and cooling applica-
tions), 

‘‘(B) which produces— 
‘‘(i) at least 20 percent of its total useful 

energy in the form of thermal energy which 
is not used to produce electrical or mechan-
ical power (or combination thereof), and 

‘‘(ii) at least 20 percent of its total useful 
energy in the form of electrical or mechan-
ical power (or combination thereof), 

‘‘(C) the energy efficiency percentage of 
which exceeds 60 percent, and 

‘‘(D) which is placed in service before Janu-
ary 1, 2015. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of combined 

heat and power system property with an 
electrical capacity in excess of the applica-
ble capacity placed in service during the tax-
able year, the credit under subsection (a)(1) 
(determined without regard to this para-
graph) for such year shall be equal to the 
amount which bears the same ratio to such 
credit as the applicable capacity bears to the 
capacity of such property. 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE CAPACITY.—For purposes 
of subparagraph (A), the term ‘applicable ca-
pacity’ means 15 megawatts or a mechanical 
energy capacity of more than 20,000 horse-
power or an equivalent combination of elec-
trical and mechanical energy capacities. 

‘‘(C) MAXIMUM CAPACITY.—The term ‘com-
bined heat and power system property’ shall 
not include any property comprising a sys-
tem if such system has a capacity in excess 
of 50 megawatts or a mechanical energy ca-
pacity in excess of 67,000 horsepower or an 
equivalent combination of electrical and me-
chanical energy capacities. 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(A) ENERGY EFFICIENCY PERCENTAGE.—For 

purposes of this subsection, the energy effi-
ciency percentage of a system is the frac-
tion— 

‘‘(i) the numerator of which is the total 
useful electrical, thermal, and mechanical 
power produced by the system at normal op-
erating rates, and expected to be consumed 
in its normal application, and 

‘‘(ii) the denominator of which is the lower 
heating value of the fuel sources for the sys-
tem. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATIONS MADE ON BTU BASIS.— 
The energy efficiency percentage and the 
percentages under paragraph (1)(B) shall be 
determined on a Btu basis. 

‘‘(C) INPUT AND OUTPUT PROPERTY NOT IN-
CLUDED.—The term ‘combined heat and 
power system property’ does not include 
property used to transport the energy source 
to the facility or to distribute energy pro-
duced by the facility. 

‘‘(4) SYSTEMS USING BIOMASS.—If a system 
is designed to use biomass (within the mean-
ing of paragraphs (2) and (3) of section 45(c) 
without regard to the last sentence of para-
graph (3)(A)) for at least 90 percent of the en-
ergy source— 

‘‘(A) paragraph (1)(C) shall not apply, but 
‘‘(B) the amount of credit determined 

under subsection (a) with respect to such 
system shall not exceed the amount which 
bears the same ratio to such amount of cred-
it (determined without regard to this para-
graph) as the energy efficiency percentage of 
such system bears to 60 percent.’’. 

(d) INCREASE OF CREDIT LIMITATION FOR 
FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Subparagraph (B) of 
section 48(c)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘$500’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$1,500’’. 

(e) PUBLIC UTILITY PROPERTY TAKEN INTO 
ACCOUNT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
48(a) is amended by striking the second sen-
tence thereof. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Paragraph (1) of section 48(c) is amend-

ed by striking subparagraph (D) and redesig-
nating subparagraph (E) as subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) Paragraph (2) of section 48(c) is amend-
ed by striking subparagraph (D) and redesig-
nating subparagraph (E) as subparagraph 
(D). 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.—The amendments made by sub-
section (b) shall apply to credits determined 
under section 46 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 in taxable years beginning after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and to 
carrybacks of such credits. 

(3) COMBINED HEAT AND POWER AND FUEL 
CELL PROPERTY.—The amendments made by 
subsections (c) and (d) shall apply to periods 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
in taxable years ending after such date, 
under rules similar to the rules of section 
48(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(as in effect on the day before the date of the 
enactment of the Revenue Reconciliation 
Act of 1990). 

(4) PUBLIC UTILITY PROPERTY.—The amend-
ments made by subsection (e) shall apply to 
periods after February 13, 2008, in taxable 
years ending after such date, under rules 
similar to the rules of section 48(m) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (as in effect on 
the day before the date of the enactment of 
the Revenue Reconciliation Act of 1990). 
SEC. 514. CREDIT FOR RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EF-

FICIENT PROPERTY. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Section 25D(g) is amended 

by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2014’’. 

(b) MAXIMUM CREDIT FOR SOLAR ELECTRIC 
PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25D(b)(1)(A) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$2,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$4,000’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
25D(e)(4)(A)(i) is amended by striking 
‘‘$6,667’’ and inserting ‘‘$13,333’’. 

(c) CREDIT FOR RESIDENTIAL WIND PROP-
ERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25D(a) is amended 
by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(2), by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (3) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) 30 percent of the qualified small wind 
energy property expenditures made by the 
taxpayer during such year.’’. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Section 25D(b)(1) is 
amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (B), by striking the period at the 
end of subparagraph (C) and inserting ‘‘, 
and’’, and by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) $500 with respect to each half kilowatt 
of capacity (not to exceed $4,000) of wind tur-
bines for which qualified small wind energy 
property expenditures are made.’’. 

(3) QUALIFIED SMALL WIND ENERGY PROP-
ERTY EXPENDITURES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 25D(d) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED SMALL WIND ENERGY PROP-
ERTY EXPENDITURE.—The term ‘qualified 
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small wind energy property expenditure’ 
means an expenditure for property which 
uses a wind turbine to generate electricity 
for use in connection with a dwelling unit lo-
cated in the United States and used as a resi-
dence by the taxpayer.’’. 

(B) NO DOUBLE BENEFIT.—Section 45(d)(1) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new sentence: ‘‘Such term shall not include 
any facility with respect to which any quali-
fied small wind energy property expenditure 
(as defined in subsection (d)(4) of section 
25D) is taken into account in determining 
the credit under such section.’’. 

(4) MAXIMUM EXPENDITURES IN CASE OF 
JOINT OCCUPANCY.—Section 25D(e)(4)(A) is 
amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of 
clause (ii), by striking the period at the end 
of clause (iii) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) $1,667 in the case of each half kilo-
watt of capacity (not to exceed $13,333) of 
wind turbines for which qualified small wind 
energy property expenditures are made.’’. 

(d) CREDIT FOR GEOTHERMAL HEAT PUMP 
SYSTEMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25D(a), as amend-
ed by subsection (c), is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (3), by strik-
ing the period at the end of paragraph (4) and 
inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) 30 percent of the qualified geothermal 
heat pump property expenditures made by 
the taxpayer during such year.’’. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Section 25D(b)(1), as 
amended by subsection (c), is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph 
(C), by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (D) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(E) $2,000 with respect to any qualified 
geothermal heat pump property expendi-
tures.’’. 

(3) QUALIFIED GEOTHERMAL HEAT PUMP 
PROPERTY EXPENDITURE.—Section 25D(d), as 
amended by subsection (c), is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(5) QUALIFIED GEOTHERMAL HEAT PUMP 
PROPERTY EXPENDITURE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified geo-
thermal heat pump property expenditure’ 
means an expenditure for qualified geo-
thermal heat pump property installed on or 
in connection with a dwelling unit located in 
the United States and used as a residence by 
the taxpayer. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED GEOTHERMAL HEAT PUMP 
PROPERTY.—The term ‘qualified geothermal 
heat pump property’ means any equipment 
which— 

‘‘(i) uses the ground or ground water as a 
thermal energy source to heat the dwelling 
unit referred to in subparagraph (A) or as a 
thermal energy sink to cool such dwelling 
unit, and 

‘‘(ii) meets the requirements of the Energy 
Star program which are in effect at the time 
that the expenditure for such equipment is 
made.’’. 

(4) MAXIMUM EXPENDITURES IN CASE OF 
JOINT OCCUPANCY.—Section 25D(e)(4)(A), as 
amended by subsection (c), is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause (iii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iv) 
and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new clause: 

‘‘(v) $6,667 in the case of any qualified geo-
thermal heat pump property expenditures.’’. 

(e) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 
MINIMUM TAX.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 
25D is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX; 
CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
In the case of a taxable year to which section 
26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit allowed 
under subsection (a) for the taxable year 
shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section) and 
section 27 for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) RULE FOR YEARS IN WHICH ALL PER-

SONAL CREDITS ALLOWED AGAINST REGULAR 
AND ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—In the case 
of a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) ap-
plies, if the credit allowable under sub-
section (a) exceeds the limitation imposed by 
section 26(a)(2) for such taxable year reduced 
by the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section), such 
excess shall be carried to the succeeding tax-
able year and added to the credit allowable 
under subsection (a) for such succeeding tax-
able year. 

‘‘(B) RULE FOR OTHER YEARS.—In the case 
of a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) 
does not apply, if the credit allowable under 
subsection (a) exceeds the limitation im-
posed by paragraph (1) for such taxable year, 
such excess shall be carried to the suc-
ceeding taxable year and added to the credit 
allowable under subsection (a) for such suc-
ceeding taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 23(b)(4)(B) is amended by in-

serting ‘‘and section 25D’’ after ‘‘this sec-
tion’’. 

(B) Section 24(b)(3)(B) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘, 25B, and 25D’’. 

(C) Section 25B(g)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 23’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 23 
and 25D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, and 25D’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2007. 

(2) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendments made by subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) of subsection (e)(2) shall be subject to 
title IX of the Economic Growth and Tax Re-
lief Reconciliation Act of 2001 in the same 
manner as the provisions of such Act to 
which such amendments relate. 
SEC. 515. SPECIAL RULE TO IMPLEMENT FERC 

AND STATE ELECTRIC RESTRUC-
TURING POLICY. 

(a) EXTENSION FOR QUALIFIED ELECTRIC 
UTILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
451(i) is amended by inserting ‘‘(before Janu-
ary 1, 2010, in the case of a qualified electric 
utility)’’ after ‘‘January 1, 2008’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED ELECTRIC UTILITY.—Sub-
section (i) of section 451 is amended by redes-
ignating paragraphs (6) through (10) as para-
graphs (7) through (11), respectively, and by 
inserting after paragraph (5) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED ELECTRIC UTILITY.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘qualified 
electric utility’ means a person that, as of 
the date of the qualifying electric trans-
mission transaction, is vertically integrated, 
in that it is both— 

‘‘(A) a transmitting utility (as defined in 
section 3(23) of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 796(23))) with respect to the trans-
mission facilities to which the election 
under this subsection applies, and 

‘‘(B) an electric utility (as defined in sec-
tion 3(22) of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 
796(22))).’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF PERIOD FOR TRANSFER OF 
OPERATIONAL CONTROL AUTHORIZED BY 
FERC.—Clause (ii) of section 451(i)(4)(B) is 

amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the date which is 4 years after the 
close of the taxable year in which the trans-
action occurs’’. 

(c) PROPERTY LOCATED OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES NOT TREATED AS EXEMPT UTILITY 
PROPERTY.—Paragraph (5) of section 451(i) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED 
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—The term ‘ex-
empt utility property’ shall not include any 
property which is located outside the United 
States.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—The amendments made by 

subsection (a) shall apply to transactions 
after December 31, 2007. 

(2) TRANSFERS OF OPERATIONAL CONTROL.— 
The amendment made by subsection (b) shall 
take effect as if included in section 909 of the 
American Jobs Creation Act of 2004. 

(3) EXCEPTION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED OUT-
SIDE THE UNITED STATES.—The amendment 
made by subsection (c) shall apply to trans-
actions after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 516. NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart I of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 54C. NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY 

BONDS. 
‘‘(a) NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY 

BOND.—For purposes of this subpart, the 
term ‘new clean renewable energy bond’ 
means any bond issued as part of an issue 
if— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the available project 
proceeds of such issue are to be used for cap-
ital expenditures incurred by governmental 
bodies, public power providers, or coopera-
tive electric companies for one or more 
qualified renewable energy facilities, 

‘‘(2) the bond is issued by a qualified issuer, 
and 

‘‘(3) the issuer designates such bond for 
purposes of this section. 

‘‘(b) REDUCED CREDIT AMOUNT.—The annual 
credit determined under section 54A(b) with 
respect to any new clean renewable energy 
bond shall be 70 percent of the amount so de-
termined without regard to this subsection. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-
IGNATED.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The maximum aggregate 
face amount of bonds which may be des-
ignated under subsection (a) by any issuer 
shall not exceed the limitation amount allo-
cated under this subsection to such issuer. 

‘‘(2) NATIONAL LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF 
BONDS DESIGNATED.—There is a national new 
clean renewable energy bond limitation of 
$2,000,000,000 which shall be allocated by the 
Secretary as provided in paragraph (3), ex-
cept that— 

‘‘(A) not more than 331⁄3 percent thereof 
may be allocated to qualified projects of pub-
lic power providers, 

‘‘(B) not more than 331⁄3 percent thereof 
may be allocated to qualified projects of gov-
ernmental bodies, and 

‘‘(C) not more than 331⁄3 percent thereof 
may be allocated to qualified projects of co-
operative electric companies. 

‘‘(3) METHOD OF ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(A) ALLOCATION AMONG PUBLIC POWER PRO-

VIDERS.—After the Secretary determines the 
qualified projects of public power providers 
which are appropriate for receiving an allo-
cation of the national new clean renewable 
energy bond limitation, the Secretary shall, 
to the maximum extent practicable, make 
allocations among such projects in such 
manner that the amount allocated to each 
such project bears the same ratio to the cost 
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of such project as the limitation under para-
graph (2)(A) bears to the cost of all such 
projects. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION AMONG GOVERNMENTAL 
BODIES AND COOPERATIVE ELECTRIC COMPA-
NIES.—The Secretary shall make allocations 
of the amount of the national new clean re-
newable energy bond limitation described in 
paragraphs (2)(B) and (2)(C) among qualified 
projects of governmental bodies and coopera-
tive electric companies, respectively, in such 
manner as the Secretary determines appro-
priate. 

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

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED RENEWABLE ENERGY FACIL-
ITY.—The term ‘qualified renewable energy 
facility’ means a qualified facility (as deter-
mined under section 45(d) without regard to 
paragraphs (8) and (10) thereof and to any 
placed in service date) owned by a public 
power provider, a governmental body, or a 
cooperative electric company. 

‘‘(2) PUBLIC POWER PROVIDER.—The term 
‘public power provider’ means a State utility 
with a service obligation, as such terms are 
defined in section 217 of the Federal Power 
Act (as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this paragraph). 

‘‘(3) GOVERNMENTAL BODY.—The term ‘gov-
ernmental body’ means any State or Indian 
tribal government, or any political subdivi-
sion thereof. 

‘‘(4) COOPERATIVE ELECTRIC COMPANY.—The 
term ‘cooperative electric company’ means a 
mutual or cooperative electric company de-
scribed in section 501(c)(12) or section 
1381(a)(2)(C). 

‘‘(5) CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BOND LEND-
ER.—The term ‘clean renewable energy bond 
lender’ means a lender which is a cooperative 
which is owned by, or has outstanding loans 
to, 100 or more cooperative electric compa-
nies and is in existence on February 1, 2002, 
and shall include any affiliated entity which 
is controlled by such lender. 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED ISSUER.—The term ‘quali-
fied issuer’ means a public power provider, a 
cooperative electric company, a govern-
mental body, a clean renewable energy bond 
lender, or a not-for-profit electric utility 
which has received a loan or loan guarantee 
under the Rural Electrification Act.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (1) of section 54A(d) is 

amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(1) QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BOND.—The term 

‘qualified tax credit bond’ means— 
‘‘(A) a qualified forestry conservation 

bond, or 
‘‘(B) a new clean renewable energy bond, 

which is part of an issue that meets require-
ments of paragraphs (2), (3), (4), (5), and (6).’’. 

(2) Subparagraph (C) of section 54A(d)(2) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PURPOSE.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified purpose’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) in the case of a qualified forestry con-
servation bond, a purpose specified in section 
54B(e), and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a new clean renewable 
energy bond, a purpose specified in section 
54C(a)(1).’’. 

(3) The table of sections for subpart I of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 

‘‘Sec. 54C. Qualified clean renewable energy 
bonds.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

PART II—CARBON MITIGATION 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 521. EXPANSION AND MODIFICATION OF AD-
VANCED COAL PROJECT INVEST-
MENT CREDIT. 

(a) MODIFICATION OF CREDIT AMOUNT.—Sec-
tion 48A(a) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end of paragraph (1), by striking the pe-
riod at the end of paragraph (2) and inserting 
‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) 30 percent of the qualified investment 
for such taxable year in the case of projects 
described in clause (iii) of subsection 
(d)(3)(B).’’. 

(b) EXPANSION OF AGGREGATE CREDITS.— 
Section 48A(d)(3)(A) is amended by striking 
‘‘$1,300,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,550,000,000’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL 
PROJECTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 48A(d)(3) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) PARTICULAR PROJECTS.—Of the dollar 
amount in subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
is authorized to certify— 

‘‘(i) $800,000,000 for integrated gasification 
combined cycle projects the application for 
which is submitted during the period de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(A)(i), 

‘‘(ii) $500,000,000 for projects which use 
other advanced coal-based generation tech-
nologies the application for which is sub-
mitted during the period described in para-
graph (2)(A)(i), and 

‘‘(iii) $1,250,000,000 for advanced coal-based 
generation technology projects the applica-
tion for which is submitted during the period 
described in paragraph (2)(A)(ii).’’. 

(2) APPLICATION PERIOD FOR ADDITIONAL 
PROJECTS.—Subparagraph (A) of section 
48A(d)(2) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) APPLICATION PERIOD.—Each applicant 
for certification under this paragraph shall 
submit an application meeting the require-
ments of subparagraph (B). An applicant 
may only submit an application— 

‘‘(i) for an allocation from the dollar 
amount specified in clause (i) or (ii) of para-
graph (3)(B) during the 3-year period begin-
ning on the date the Secretary establishes 
the program under paragraph (1), and 

‘‘(ii) for an allocation from the dollar 
amount specified in paragraph (3)(B)(iii) dur-
ing the 3-year period beginning at the earlier 
of the termination of the period described in 
clause (i) or the date prescribed by the Sec-
retary.’’. 

(3) CAPTURE AND SEQUESTRATION OF CARBON 
DIOXIDE EMISSIONS REQUIREMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 48A(e)(1) is 
amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (E), by striking the period at the 
end of subparagraph (F) and inserting ‘‘; 
and’’, and by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(G) in the case of any project the applica-
tion for which is submitted during the period 
described in subsection (d)(2)(A)(ii), the 
project includes equipment which separates 
and sequesters at least 65 percent (70 percent 
in the case of an application for reallocated 
credits under subsection (d)(4)) of such 
project’s total carbon dioxide emissions.’’. 

(B) HIGHEST PRIORITY FOR PROJECTS WHICH 
SEQUESTER CARBON DIOXIDE EMISSIONS.—Sec-
tion 48A(e)(3) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end of subparagraph (A)(iii), by strik-
ing the period at the end of subparagraph 
(B)(iii) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding 
at the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) give highest priority to projects with 
the greatest separation and sequestration 
percentage of total carbon dioxide emis-
sions.’’. 

(C) RECAPTURE OF CREDIT FOR FAILURE TO 
SEQUESTER.—Section 48A is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(i) RECAPTURE OF CREDIT FOR FAILURE TO 
SEQUESTER.—The Secretary shall provide for 
recapturing the benefit of any credit allow-
able under subsection (a) with respect to any 
project which fails to attain or maintain the 
separation and sequestration requirements 
of subsection (e)(1)(G).’’. 

(4) ADDITIONAL PRIORITY FOR RESEARCH 
PARTNERSHIPS.—Section 48A(e)(3)(B), as 
amended by paragraph (3)(B), is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause 
(ii), 

(B) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause 
(iv), and 

(C) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(iii) applicant participants who have a re-
search partnership with an eligible edu-
cational institution (as defined in section 
529(e)(5)), and’’. 

(5) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
48A(e)(3) is amended by striking ‘‘INTE-
GRATED GASIFICATION COMBINED CYCLE’’ in the 
heading and inserting ‘‘CERTAIN’’. 

(d) DISCLOSURE OF ALLOCATIONS.—Section 
48A(d) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) DISCLOSURE OF ALLOCATIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall, upon making a certification 
under this subsection or section 48B(d), pub-
licly disclose the identity of the applicant 
and the amount of the credit certified with 
respect to such applicant.’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply to credits 
the application for which is submitted dur-
ing the period described in section 
48A(d)(2)(A)(ii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 and which are allocated or reallocated 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) DISCLOSURE OF ALLOCATIONS.—The 
amendment made by subsection (d) shall 
apply to certifications made after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The amendment 
made by subsection (c)(5) shall take effect as 
if included in the amendment made by sec-
tion 1307(b) of the Energy Tax Incentives Act 
of 2005. 
SEC. 522. EXPANSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

COAL GASIFICATION INVESTMENT 
CREDIT. 

(a) MODIFICATION OF CREDIT AMOUNT.—Sec-
tion 48B(a) is amended by inserting ‘‘(30 per-
cent in the case of credits allocated under 
subsection (d)(1)(B))’’ after ‘‘20 percent’’. 

(b) EXPANSION OF AGGREGATE CREDITS.— 
Section 48B(d)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘shall not exceed $350,000,000’’ and all that 
follows and inserting ‘‘shall not exceed— 

‘‘(A) $350,000,000, plus 
‘‘(B) $250,000,000 for qualifying gasification 

projects that include equipment which sepa-
rates and sequesters at least 75 percent of 
such project’s total carbon dioxide emis-
sions.’’. 

(c) RECAPTURE OF CREDIT FOR FAILURE TO 
SEQUESTER.—Section 48B is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) RECAPTURE OF CREDIT FOR FAILURE TO 
SEQUESTER.—The Secretary shall provide for 
recapturing the benefit of any credit allow-
able under subsection (a) with respect to any 
project which fails to attain or maintain the 
separation and sequestration requirements 
for such project under subsection (d)(1).’’. 

(d) SELECTION PRIORITIES.—Section 48B(d) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) SELECTION PRIORITIES.—In determining 
which qualifying gasification projects to cer-
tify under this section, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) give highest priority to projects with 
the greatest separation and sequestration 
percentage of total carbon dioxide emissions, 
and 
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‘‘(B) give high priority to applicant par-

ticipants who have a research partnership 
with an eligible educational institution (as 
defined in section 529(e)(5)).’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to credits 
described in section 48B(d)(1)(B) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 which are allocated 
or reallocated after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 523. TEMPORARY INCREASE IN COAL EXCISE 

TAX. 
Paragraph (2) of section 4121(e) is amend-

ed— 
(1) by striking ‘‘January 1, 2014’’ in sub-

paragraph (A) and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2018’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘January 1 after 1981’’ in 
subparagraph (B) and inserting ‘‘December 31 
after 2007’’. 
SEC. 524. SPECIAL RULES FOR REFUND OF THE 

COAL EXCISE TAX TO CERTAIN COAL 
PRODUCERS AND EXPORTERS. 

(a) REFUND.— 
(1) COAL PRODUCERS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

sections (a)(1) and (c) of section 6416 and sec-
tion 6511 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, if— 

(i) a coal producer establishes that such 
coal producer, or a party related to such coal 
producer, exported coal produced by such 
coal producer to a foreign country or shipped 
coal produced by such coal producer to a pos-
session of the United States, or caused such 
coal to be exported or shipped, the export or 
shipment of which was other than through 
an exporter who meets the requirements of 
paragraph (2), 

(ii) such coal producer filed an excise tax 
return on or after October 1, 1990, and on or 
before the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and 

(iii) such coal producer files a claim for re-
fund with the Secretary not later than the 
close of the 30-day period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, 

then the Secretary shall pay to such coal 
producer an amount equal to the tax paid 
under section 4121 of such Code on such coal 
exported or shipped by the coal producer or 
a party related to such coal producer, or 
caused by the coal producer or a party re-
lated to such coal producer to be exported or 
shipped. 

(B) SPECIAL RULES FOR CERTAIN TAX-
PAYERS.—For purposes of this section— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—If a coal producer or a 
party related to a coal producer has received 
a judgment described in clause (iii), such 
coal producer shall be deemed to have estab-
lished the export of coal to a foreign country 
or shipment of coal to a possession of the 
United States under subparagraph (A)(i). 

(ii) AMOUNT OF PAYMENT.—If a taxpayer de-
scribed in clause (i) is entitled to a payment 
under subparagraph (A), the amount of such 
payment shall be reduced by any amount 
paid pursuant to the judgment described in 
clause (iii). 

(iii) JUDGMENT DESCRIBED.—A judgment is 
described in this subparagraph if such judg-
ment— 

(I) is made by a court of competent juris-
diction within the United States, 

(II) relates to the constitutionality of any 
tax paid on exported coal under section 4121 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and 

(III) is in favor of the coal producer or the 
party related to the coal producer. 

(2) EXPORTERS.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a)(1) and (c) of section 6416 and sec-
tion 6511 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, and a judgment described in paragraph 
(1)(B)(iii) of this subsection, if— 

(A) an exporter establishes that such ex-
porter exported coal to a foreign country or 

shipped coal to a possession of the United 
States, or caused such coal to be so exported 
or shipped, 

(B) such exporter filed a tax return on or 
after October 1, 1990, and on or before the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and 

(C) such exporter files a claim for refund 
with the Secretary not later than the close 
of the 30-day period beginning on the date of 
the enactment of this Act, 

then the Secretary shall pay to such ex-
porter an amount equal to $0.825 per ton of 
such coal exported by the exporter or caused 
to be exported or shipped, or caused to be ex-
ported or shipped, by the exporter. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply with respect to exported coal if a set-
tlement with the Federal Government has 
been made with and accepted by, the coal 
producer, a party related to such coal pro-
ducer, or the exporter, of such coal, as of the 
date that the claim is filed under this sec-
tion with respect to such exported coal. For 
purposes of this subsection, the term ‘‘settle-
ment with the Federal Government’’ shall 
not include any settlement or stipulation en-
tered into as of the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the terms of which contemplate a 
judgment concerning which any party has 
reserved the right to file an appeal, or has 
filed an appeal. 

(c) SUBSEQUENT REFUND PROHIBITED.—No 
refund shall be made under this section to 
the extent that a credit or refund of such tax 
on such exported or shipped coal has been 
paid to any person. 

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

(1) COAL PRODUCER.—The term ‘‘coal pro-
ducer’’ means the person in whom is vested 
ownership of the coal immediately after the 
coal is severed from the ground, without re-
gard to the existence of any contractual ar-
rangement for the sale or other disposition 
of the coal or the payment of any royalties 
between the producer and third parties. The 
term includes any person who extracts coal 
from coal waste refuse piles or from the silt 
waste product which results from the wet 
washing (or similar processing) of coal. 

(2) EXPORTER.—The term ‘‘exporter’’ means 
a person, other than a coal producer, who 
does not have a contract, fee arrangement, 
or any other agreement with a producer or 
seller of such coal to export or ship such coal 
to a third party on behalf of the producer or 
seller of such coal and— 

(A) is indicated in the shipper’s export dec-
laration or other documentation as the ex-
porter of record, or 

(B) actually exported such coal to a foreign 
country or shipped such coal to a possession 
of the United States, or caused such coal to 
be so exported or shipped. 

(3) RELATED PARTY.—The term ‘‘a party re-
lated to such coal producer’’ means a person 
who— 

(A) is related to such coal producer 
through any degree of common management, 
stock ownership, or voting control, 

(B) is related (within the meaning of sec-
tion 144(a)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986) to such coal producer, or 

(C) has a contract, fee arrangement, or any 
other agreement with such coal producer to 
sell such coal to a third party on behalf of 
such coal producer. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Treasury or the Sec-
retary’s designee. 

(e) TIMING OF REFUND.—With respect to 
any claim for refund filed pursuant to this 
section, the Secretary shall determine 
whether the requirements of this section are 
met not later than 180 days after such claim 
is filed. If the Secretary determines that the 
requirements of this section are met, the 

claim for refund shall be paid not later than 
180 days after the Secretary makes such de-
termination. 

(f) INTEREST.—Any refund paid pursuant to 
this section shall be paid by the Secretary 
with interest from the date of overpayment 
determined by using the overpayment rate 
and method under section 6621 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986. 

(g) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—The pay-
ment under subsection (a) with respect to 
any coal shall not exceed— 

(1) in the case of a payment to a coal pro-
ducer, the amount of tax paid under section 
4121 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
with respect to such coal by such coal pro-
ducer or a party related to such coal pro-
ducer, and 

(2) in the case of a payment to an exporter, 
an amount equal to $0.825 per ton with re-
spect to such coal exported by the exporter 
or caused to be exported by the exporter. 

(h) APPLICATION OF SECTION.—This section 
applies only to claims on coal exported or 
shipped on or after October 1, 1990, through 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(i) STANDING NOT CONFERRED.— 
(1) EXPORTERS.—With respect to exporters, 

this section shall not confer standing upon 
an exporter to commence, or intervene in, 
any judicial or administrative proceeding 
concerning a claim for refund by a coal pro-
ducer of any Federal or State tax, fee, or 
royalty paid by the coal producer. 

(2) COAL PRODUCERS.—With respect to coal 
producers, this section shall not confer 
standing upon a coal producer to commence, 
or intervene in, any judicial or administra-
tive proceeding concerning a claim for re-
fund by an exporter of any Federal or State 
tax, fee, or royalty paid by the producer and 
alleged to have been passed on to an ex-
porter. 
SEC. 525. CARBON AUDIT OF THE TAX CODE. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Treasury 
shall enter into an agreement with the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to undertake a 
comprehensive review of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to identify the types of and 
specific tax provisions that have the largest 
effects on carbon and other greenhouse gas 
emissions and to estimate the magnitude of 
those effects. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences shall submit to 
Congress a report containing the results of 
study authorized under this section. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $1,500,000 for the period 
of fiscal years 2008 and 2009. 

Subtitle B—Transportation and Domestic 
Fuel Security Provisions 

SEC. 531. INCLUSION OF CELLULOSIC BIOFUEL 
IN BONUS DEPRECIATION FOR BIO-
MASS ETHANOL PLANT PROPERTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
168(l) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(3) CELLULOSIC BIOFUEL.—The term ‘cel-
lulosic biofuel’ means any liquid fuel which 
is produced from any lignocellulosic or 
hemicellulosic matter that is available on a 
renewable or recurring basis.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection 
(l) of section 168 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘cellulosic biomass eth-
anol’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘cellulosic biofuel’’, 

(2) by striking ‘‘CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ETH-
ANOL’’ in the heading of such subsection and 
inserting ‘‘CELLULOSIC BIOFUEL’’, and 

(3) by striking ‘‘CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ETH-
ANOL’’ in the heading of paragraph (2) thereof 
and inserting ‘‘CELLULOSIC BIOFUEL’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
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placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, in taxable years ending 
after such date. 
SEC. 532. CREDITS FOR BIODIESEL AND RENEW-

ABLE DIESEL. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 40A(g), 6426(c)(6), 

and 6427(e)(5)(B) are each amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2009’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN RATE OF CREDIT.— 
(1) INCOME TAX CREDIT.—Paragraphs (1)(A) 

and (2)(A) of section 40A(b) are each amended 
by striking ‘‘50 cents’’ and inserting ‘‘$1.00’’. 

(2) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.—Paragraph (2) of 
section 6426(c) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the applicable amount is 
$1.00.’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Subsection (b) of section 40A is amend-

ed by striking paragraph (3) and by redesig-
nating paragraphs (4) and (5) as paragraphs 
(3) and (4), respectively. 

(B) Paragraph (2) of section 40A(f) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (b)(4) shall 
not apply with respect to renewable diesel.’’. 

(C) Paragraphs (2) and (3) of section 40A(e) 
are each amended by striking ‘‘subsection 
(b)(5)(C)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(b)(4)(C)’’. 

(D) Clause (ii) of section 40A(d)(3)(C) is 
amended by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(5)(B)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)(4)(B)’’. 

(c) UNIFORM TREATMENT OF DIESEL PRO-
DUCED FROM BIOMASS.—Paragraph (3) of sec-
tion 40A(f) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘diesel fuel’’ and inserting 
‘‘liquid fuel’’, 

(2) by striking ‘‘using a thermal 
depolymerization process’’, and 

(3) by striking ‘‘or D396’’ in subparagraph 
(B) and inserting ‘‘, D396, or other equivalent 
standard approved by the Secretary’’. 

(d) COPRODUCTION OF RENEWABLE DIESEL 
WITH PETROLEUM FEEDSTOCK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
40A(f) (defining renewable diesel) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sen-
tence: ‘‘Such term does not include any fuel 
derived from coprocessing biomass with a 
feedstock which is not biomass. For purposes 
of this paragraph, the term ‘biomass’ has the 
meaning given such term by section 
45K(c)(3).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(3) of section 40A(f) is amended by striking 
‘‘(as defined in section 45K(c)(3))’’. 

(e) ELIGIBILITY OF CERTAIN AVIATION 
FUEL.—Paragraph (3) of section 40A(f) (defin-
ing renewable diesel) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: ‘‘The term ‘renew-
able diesel’ also means fuel derived from bio-
mass which meets the requirements of a De-
partment of Defense specification for mili-
tary jet fuel or an American Society of Test-
ing and Materials specification for aviation 
turbine fuel.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply to fuel pro-
duced, and sold or used, after December 31, 
2008. 

(2) COPRODUCTION OF RENEWABLE DIESEL 
WITH PETROLEUM FEEDSTOCK.—The amend-
ments made by subsection (d) shall apply to 
fuel produced, and sold or used, after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 533. CLARIFICATION THAT CREDITS FOR 

FUEL ARE DESIGNED TO PROVIDE 
AN INCENTIVE FOR UNITED STATES 
PRODUCTION. 

(a) ALCOHOL FUELS CREDIT.—Paragraph (6) 
of section 40(d) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(6) LIMITATION TO ALCOHOL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall 
be determined under this section with re-

spect to any alcohol which is produced out-
side the United States for use as a fuel out-
side the United States. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘United States’ includes 
any possession of the United States.’’. 

(b) BIODIESEL FUELS CREDIT.—Subsection 
(d) of section 40A is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO BIODIESEL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall 
be determined under this section with re-
spect to any biodiesel which is produced out-
side the United States for use as a fuel out-
side the United States. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘United States’ includes 
any possession of the United States.’’. 

(c) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6426 is amended 

by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(i) LIMITATION TO FUELS WITH CONNECTION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.— 

‘‘(1) ALCOHOL.—No credit shall be deter-
mined under this section with respect to any 
alcohol which is produced outside the United 
States for use as a fuel outside the United 
States. 

‘‘(2) BIODIESEL AND ALTERNATIVE FUELS.— 
No credit shall be determined under this sec-
tion with respect to any biodiesel or alter-
native fuel which is produced outside the 
United States for use as a fuel outside the 
United States. 
For purposes of this subsection, the term 
‘United States’ includes any possession of 
the United States.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(e) of section 6427 is amended by redesig-
nating paragraph (5) as paragraph (6) and by 
inserting after paragraph (4) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO FUELS WITH CONNECTION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—No amount shall be 
payable under paragraph (1) or (2) with re-
spect to any mixture or alternative fuel if 
credit is not allowed with respect to such 
mixture or alternative fuel by reason of sec-
tion 6426(i).’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to claims 
for credit or payment made on or after May 
15, 2008. 
SEC. 534. CREDIT FOR NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN 

ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart B of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 30D. NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC 

DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLES. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—There shall be 

allowed as a credit against the tax imposed 
by this chapter for the taxable year an 
amount equal to the sum of the credit 
amounts determined under subsection (b) 
with respect to each new qualified plug-in 
electric drive motor vehicle placed in service 
by the taxpayer during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) PER VEHICLE DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount determined 

under this subsection with respect to any 
new qualified plug-in electric drive motor ve-
hicle is the sum of the amounts determined 
under paragraphs (2) and (3) with respect to 
such vehicle. 

‘‘(2) BASE AMOUNT.—The amount deter-
mined under this paragraph is $3,000. 

‘‘(3) BATTERY CAPACITY.—In the case of a 
vehicle which draws propulsion energy from 
a battery with not less than 5 kilowatt hours 
of capacity, the amount determined under 
this paragraph is $200, plus $200 for each kilo-
watt hour of capacity in excess of 5 kilowatt 
hours. The amount determined under this 
paragraph shall not exceed $2,000. 

‘‘(c) APPLICATION WITH OTHER CREDITS.— 
‘‘(1) BUSINESS CREDIT TREATED AS PART OF 

GENERAL BUSINESS CREDIT.—So much of the 

credit which would be allowed under sub-
section (a) for any taxable year (determined 
without regard to this subsection) that is at-
tributable to property of a character subject 
to an allowance for depreciation shall be 
treated as a credit listed in section 38(b) for 
such taxable year (and not allowed under 
subsection (a)). 

‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this 

title, the credit allowed under subsection (a) 
for any taxable year (determined after appli-
cation of paragraph (1)) shall be treated as a 
credit allowable under subpart A for such 
taxable year. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF 
TAX.—In the case of a taxable year to which 
section 26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit al-
lowed under subsection (a) for any taxable 
year (determined after application of para-
graph (1)) shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(i) the sum of the regular tax liability (as 
defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax imposed 
by section 55, over 

‘‘(ii) the sum of the credits allowable under 
subpart A (other than this section and sec-
tions 23 and 25D) and section 27 for the tax-
able year. 

‘‘(d) NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC 
DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLE.—For purposes of this 
section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘new qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle’ means a 
motor vehicle (as defined in section 
30(c)(2))— 

‘‘(A) the original use of which commences 
with the taxpayer, 

‘‘(B) which is acquired for use or lease by 
the taxpayer and not for resale, 

‘‘(C) which is made by a manufacturer, 
‘‘(D) which has a gross vehicle weight rat-

ing of less than 14,000 pounds, 
‘‘(E) which has received a certificate of 

conformity under the Clean Air Act and 
meets or exceeds the Bin 5 Tier II emission 
standard established in regulations pre-
scribed by the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency under section 
202(i) of the Clean Air Act for that make and 
model year vehicle, and 

‘‘(F) which is propelled to a significant ex-
tent by an electric motor which draws elec-
tricity from a battery which— 

‘‘(i) has a capacity of not less than 4 kilo-
watt hours, and 

‘‘(ii) is capable of being recharged from an 
external source of electricity. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The term ‘new qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle’ shall 
not include any vehicle which is not a pas-
senger automobile or light truck if such ve-
hicle has a gross vehicle weight rating of less 
than 8,500 pounds. 

‘‘(3) OTHER TERMS.—The terms ‘passenger 
automobile’, ‘light truck’, and ‘manufac-
turer’ have the meanings given such terms in 
regulations prescribed by the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency for 
purposes of the administration of title II of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7521 et seq.). 

‘‘(4) BATTERY CAPACITY.—The term ‘capac-
ity’ means, with respect to any battery, the 
quantity of electricity which the battery is 
capable of storing, expressed in kilowatt 
hours, as measured from a 100 percent state 
of charge to a 0 percent state of charge. 

‘‘(e) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF NEW QUALI-
FIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHI-
CLES ELIGIBLE FOR CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a new 
qualified plug-in electric drive motor vehicle 
sold during the phaseout period, only the ap-
plicable percentage of the credit otherwise 
allowable under subsection (a) shall be al-
lowed. 

‘‘(2) PHASEOUT PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the phaseout period is the 
period beginning with the second calendar 
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quarter following the calendar quarter which 
includes the first date on which the number 
of new qualified plug-in electric drive motor 
vehicles manufactured by the manufacturer 
of the vehicle referred to in paragraph (1) 
sold for use in the United States after the 
date of the enactment of this section, is at 
least 60,000. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable per-
centage is— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent for the first 2 calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, 

‘‘(B) 25 percent for the 3d and 4th calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, and 

‘‘(C) 0 percent for each calendar quarter 
thereafter. 

‘‘(4) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—Rules similar to 
the rules of section 30B(f)(4) shall apply for 
purposes of this subsection. 

‘‘(f) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) BASIS REDUCTION.—The basis of any 

property for which a credit is allowable 
under subsection (a) shall be reduced by the 
amount of such credit (determined without 
regard to subsection (c)). 

‘‘(2) RECAPTURE.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulations, provide for recapturing the ben-
efit of any credit allowable under subsection 
(a) with respect to any property which ceases 
to be property eligible for such credit. 

‘‘(3) PROPERTY USED OUTSIDE UNITED 
STATES, ETC., NOT QUALIFIED.—No credit shall 
be allowed under subsection (a) with respect 
to any property referred to in section 50(b)(1) 
or with respect to the portion of the cost of 
any property taken into account under sec-
tion 179. 

‘‘(4) ELECTION NOT TO TAKE CREDIT.—No 
credit shall be allowed under subsection (a) 
for any vehicle if the taxpayer elects to not 
have this section apply to such vehicle. 

‘‘(5) PROPERTY USED BY TAX-EXEMPT ENTITY; 
INTERACTION WITH AIR QUALITY AND MOTOR VE-
HICLE SAFETY STANDARDS.—Rules similar to 
the rules of paragraphs (6) and (10) of section 
30B(h) shall apply for purposes of this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH ALTERNATIVE 
MOTOR VEHICLE CREDIT.—Section 30B(d)(3) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) EXCLUSION OF PLUG-IN VEHICLES.—Any 
vehicle with respect to which a credit is al-
lowable under section 30D (determined with-
out regard to subsection (c) thereof) shall 
not be taken into account under this sec-
tion.’’. 

(c) CREDIT MADE PART OF GENERAL BUSI-
NESS CREDIT.—Section 38(b) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ each place it appears 
at the end of any paragraph, 

(2) by striking ‘‘plus’’ each place it appears 
at the end of any paragraph, 

(3) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (32) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(33) the portion of the new qualified plug- 
in electric drive motor vehicle credit to 
which section 30D(c)(1) applies.’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1)(A) Section 24(b)(3)(B), as amended by 

section 104, is amended by striking ‘‘and 
25D’’ and inserting ‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(B) Section 25(e)(1)(C)(ii) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘30D,’’ after ‘‘25D,’’. 

(C) Section 25B(g)(2), as amended by sec-
tion 104, is amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ 
and inserting ‘‘, 25D, and 30D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1), as amended by section 
104, is amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and in-
serting ‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(E) Section 1400C(d)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting ‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(2) Section 1016(a) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (35), by strik-
ing the period at the end of paragraph (36) 

and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(37) to the extent provided in section 
30D(f)(1).’’. 

(3) Section 6501(m) is amended by inserting 
‘‘30D(f)(4),’’ after ‘‘30C(e)(5),’’. 

(4) The table of sections for subpart B of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 30D. New qualified plug-in electric 

drive motor vehicles.’’. 
(e) TREATMENT OF ALTERNATIVE MOTOR VE-

HICLE CREDIT AS A PERSONAL CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 

30B(g) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.—The credit allowed 

under subsection (a) for any taxable year 
(after application of paragraph (1)) shall be 
treated as a credit allowable under subpart A 
for such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Subparagraph (A) of section 30C(d)(2) is 

amended by striking ‘‘sections 27, 30, and 
30B’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 27 and 30’’. 

(B) Paragraph (3) of section 55(c) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘30B(g)(2),’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

(2) TREATMENT OF ALTERNATIVE MOTOR VE-
HICLE CREDIT AS PERSONAL CREDIT.—The 
amendments made by subsection (e) shall 
apply to taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2007. 

(g) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendment made by subsection (d)(1)(A) 
shall be subject to title IX of the Economic 
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001 in the same manner as the provision of 
such Act to which such amendment relates. 
SEC. 535. EXCLUSION FROM HEAVY TRUCK TAX 

FOR IDLING REDUCTION UNITS AND 
ADVANCED INSULATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4053 is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para-
graphs: 

‘‘(9) IDLING REDUCTION DEVICE.—Any device 
or system of devices which— 

‘‘(A) is designed to provide to a vehicle 
those services (such as heat, air condi-
tioning, or electricity) that would otherwise 
require the operation of the main drive en-
gine while the vehicle is temporarily parked 
or remains stationary using one or more de-
vices affixed to a tractor, and 

‘‘(B) is determined by the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Energy 
and the Secretary of Transportation, to re-
duce idling of such vehicle at a motor vehi-
cle rest stop or other location where such ve-
hicles are temporarily parked or remain sta-
tionary. 

‘‘(10) ADVANCED INSULATION.—Any insula-
tion that has an R value of not less than R35 
per inch.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to sales or 
installations after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 536. RESTRUCTURING OF NEW YORK LIB-

ERTY ZONE TAX CREDITS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part I of subchapter Y of 

chapter 1 is amended by redesignating sec-
tion 1400L as section 1400K and by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 1400L. NEW YORK LIBERTY ZONE TAX 

CREDITS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a New 

York Liberty Zone governmental unit, there 
shall be allowed as a credit against any taxes 
imposed for any payroll period by section 
3402 for which such governmental unit is lia-
ble under section 3403 an amount equal to so 

much of the portion of the qualifying project 
expenditure amount allocated under sub-
section (b)(3) to such governmental unit for 
the calendar year as is allocated by such 
governmental unit to such period under sub-
section (b)(4). 

‘‘(b) QUALIFYING PROJECT EXPENDITURE 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualifying 
project expenditure amount’ means, with re-
spect to any calendar year, the sum of— 

‘‘(A) the total expenditures paid or in-
curred during such calendar year by all New 
York Liberty Zone governmental units and 
the Port Authority of New York and New 
Jersey for any portion of qualifying projects 
located wholly within the City of New York, 
New York, and 

‘‘(B) any such expenditures— 
‘‘(i) paid or incurred in any preceding cal-

endar year which begins after the date of en-
actment of this section, and 

‘‘(ii) not previously allocated under para-
graph (3). 

‘‘(2) QUALIFYING PROJECT.—The term ‘quali-
fying project’ means any transportation in-
frastructure project, including highways, 
mass transit systems, railroads, airports, 
ports, and waterways, in or connecting with 
the New York Liberty Zone (as defined in 
section 1400K(h)), which is designated as a 
qualifying project under this section jointly 
by the Governor of the State of New York 
and the Mayor of the City of New York, New 
York. 

‘‘(3) GENERAL ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Governor of the 

State of New York and the Mayor of the City 
of New York, New York, shall jointly allo-
cate to each New York Liberty Zone govern-
mental unit the portion of the qualifying 
project expenditure amount which may be 
taken into account by such governmental 
unit under subsection (a) for any calendar 
year in the credit period. 

‘‘(B) AGGREGATE LIMIT.—The aggregate 
amount which may be allocated under sub-
paragraph (A) for all calendar years in the 
credit period shall not exceed $2,000,000,000. 

‘‘(C) ANNUAL LIMIT.—The aggregate 
amount which may be allocated under sub-
paragraph (A) for any calendar year in the 
credit period shall not exceed the sum of— 

‘‘(i) $115,000,000 ($425,000,000 in the case of 
the last 2 years in the credit period), plus 

‘‘(ii) the aggregate amount authorized to 
be allocated under this paragraph for all pre-
ceding calendar years in the credit period 
which was not so allocated. 

‘‘(D) UNALLOCATED AMOUNTS AT END OF 
CREDIT PERIOD.—If, as of the close of the 
credit period, the amount under subpara-
graph (B) exceeds the aggregate amount allo-
cated under subparagraph (A) for all cal-
endar years in the credit period, the Gov-
ernor of the State of New York and the 
Mayor of the City of New York, New York, 
may jointly allocate to New York Liberty 
Zone governmental units for any calendar 
year in the 5-year period following the credit 
period an amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) the lesser of— 
‘‘(I) such excess, or 
‘‘(II) the qualifying project expenditure 

amount for such calendar year, reduced by 
‘‘(ii) the aggregate amount allocated under 

this subparagraph for all preceding calendar 
years. 

‘‘(4) ALLOCATION TO PAYROLL PERIODS.— 
Each New York Liberty Zone governmental 
unit which has been allocated a portion of 
the qualifying project expenditure amount 
under paragraph (3) for a calendar year may 
allocate such portion to payroll periods be-
ginning in such calendar year as such gov-
ernmental unit determines appropriate. 

‘‘(c) CARRYOVER OF UNUSED ALLOCATIONS.— 
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‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), if the amount allocated under 
subsection (b)(3) to a New York Liberty Zone 
governmental unit for any calendar year ex-
ceeds the aggregate taxes imposed by section 
3402 for which such governmental unit is lia-
ble under section 3403 for periods beginning 
in such year, such excess shall be carried to 
the succeeding calendar year and added to 
the allocation of such governmental unit for 
such succeeding calendar year. 

‘‘(2) REALLOCATION.—If a New York Liberty 
Zone governmental unit does not use an 
amount allocated to it under subsection 
(b)(3) within the time prescribed by the Gov-
ernor of the State of New York and the 
Mayor of the City of New York, New York, 
then such amount shall after such time be 
treated for purposes of subsection (b)(3) in 
the same manner as if it had never been allo-
cated. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) CREDIT PERIOD.—The term ‘credit pe-
riod’ means the 12-year period beginning on 
January 1, 2009. 

‘‘(2) NEW YORK LIBERTY ZONE GOVERN-
MENTAL UNIT.—The term ‘New York Liberty 
Zone governmental unit’ means— 

‘‘(A) the State of New York, 
‘‘(B) the City of New York, New York, and 
‘‘(C) any agency or instrumentality of such 

State or City. 
‘‘(3) TREATMENT OF FUNDS.—Any expendi-

ture for a qualifying project taken into ac-
count for purposes of the credit under this 
section shall be considered State and local 
funds for the purpose of any Federal pro-
gram. 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT OF CREDIT AMOUNTS FOR 
PURPOSES OF WITHHOLDING TAXES.—For pur-
poses of this title, a New York Liberty Zone 
governmental unit shall be treated as having 
paid to the Secretary, on the day on which 
wages are paid to employees, an amount 
equal to the amount of the credit allowed to 
such entity under subsection (a) with respect 
to such wages, but only if such governmental 
unit deducts and withholds wages for such 
payroll period under section 3401 (relating to 
wage withholding). 

‘‘(e) REPORTING.—The Governor of the 
State of New York and the Mayor of the City 
of New York, New York, shall jointly submit 
to the Secretary an annual report— 

‘‘(1) which certifies— 
‘‘(A) the qualifying project expenditure 

amount for the calendar year, and 
‘‘(B) the amount allocated to each New 

York Liberty Zone governmental unit under 
subsection (b)(3) for the calendar year, and 

‘‘(2) includes such other information as the 
Secretary may require to carry out this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(f) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary may pre-
scribe such guidance as may be necessary or 
appropriate to ensure compliance with the 
purposes of this section.’’. 

(b) TERMINATION OF SPECIAL ALLOWANCE 
AND EXPENSING.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 1400K(b)(2), as redesignated by sub-
section (a), is amended by striking the par-
enthetical therein and inserting ‘‘(in the 
case of nonresidential real property and resi-
dential rental property, the date of the en-
actment of the Energy Independence and Tax 
Relief Act of 2008 or, if acquired pursuant to 
a binding contract in effect on such enact-
ment date, December 31, 2009)’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 38(c)(3)(B) is amended by strik-

ing ‘‘section 1400L(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
1400K(a)’’. 

(2) Section 168(k)(2)(D)(ii) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 1400L(c)(2)’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 1400K(c)(2)’’. 

(3) The table of sections for part I of sub-
chapter Y of chapter 1 is amended by redesig-

nating the item relating to section 1400L as 
an item relating to section 1400K and by in-
serting after such item the following new 
item: 

‘‘Sec. 1400L. New York Liberty Zone tax 
credits.’’ 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 537. TRANSPORTATION FRINGE BENEFIT TO 

BICYCLE COMMUTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
132(f) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(D) Any qualified bicycle commuting re-
imbursement.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON EXCLUSION.—Paragraph 
(2) of section 132(f) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph (A), by 
striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (B) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by add-
ing at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) the applicable annual limitation in 
the case of any qualified bicycle commuting 
reimbursement.’’. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—Paragraph (5) of section 
132(f) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(F) DEFINITIONS RELATED TO BICYCLE COM-
MUTING REIMBURSEMENT.— 

‘‘(i) QUALIFIED BICYCLE COMMUTING REIM-
BURSEMENT.—The term ‘qualified bicycle 
commuting reimbursement’ means, with re-
spect to any calendar year, any employer re-
imbursement during the 15-month period be-
ginning with the first day of such calendar 
year for reasonable expenses incurred by the 
employee during such calendar year for the 
purchase of a bicycle and bicycle improve-
ments, repair, and storage, if such bicycle is 
regularly used for travel between the em-
ployee’s residence and place of employment. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—The 
term ‘applicable annual limitation’ means, 
with respect to any employee for any cal-
endar year, the product of $20 multiplied by 
the number of qualified bicycle commuting 
months during such year. 

‘‘(iii) QUALIFIED BICYCLE COMMUTING 
MONTH.—The term ‘qualified bicycle com-
muting month’ means, with respect to any 
employee, any month during which such em-
ployee— 

‘‘(I) regularly uses the bicycle for a sub-
stantial portion of the travel between the 
employee’s residence and place of employ-
ment, and 

‘‘(II) does not receive any benefit described 
in subparagraph (A), (B), or (C) of paragraph 
(1).’’. 

(d) CONSTRUCTIVE RECEIPT OF BENEFIT.— 
Paragraph (4) of section 132(f) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘(other than a qualified bicycle 
commuting reimbursement)’’ after ‘‘quali-
fied transportation fringe’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 
SEC. 538. ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE REFUEL-

ING PROPERTY CREDIT. 

(a) INCREASE IN CREDIT AMOUNT.—Section 
30C is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘30 percent’’ in subsection 
(a) and inserting ‘‘50 percent’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$30,000’’ in subsection (b)(1) 
and inserting ‘‘$50,000’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Paragraph (2) of 
section 30C(g) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2010’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, in taxable years ending 
after such date. 

Subtitle C—Energy Conservation and 
Efficiency Provisions 

SEC. 541. QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 
BONDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart I of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1, as amended by 
section 106, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 54D. QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 

BONDS. 
‘‘(a) QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 

BOND.—For purposes of this subchapter, the 
term ‘qualified energy conservation bond’ 
means any bond issued as part of an issue 
if— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the available project 
proceeds of such issue are to be used for one 
or more qualified conservation purposes, 

‘‘(2) the bond is issued by a State or local 
government, and 

‘‘(3) the issuer designates such bond for 
purposes of this section. 

‘‘(b) REDUCED CREDIT AMOUNT.—The annual 
credit determined under section 54A(b) with 
respect to any qualified energy conservation 
bond shall be 70 percent of the amount so de-
termined without regard to this subsection. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-
IGNATED.—The maximum aggregate face 
amount of bonds which may be designated 
under subsection (a) by any issuer shall not 
exceed the limitation amount allocated to 
such issuer under subsection (e). 

‘‘(d) NATIONAL LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF 
BONDS DESIGNATED.—There is a national 
qualified energy conservation bond limita-
tion of $3,000,000,000. 

‘‘(e) ALLOCATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The limitation applica-

ble under subsection (d) shall be allocated by 
the Secretary among the States in propor-
tion to the population of the States. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATIONS TO LARGEST LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any State 
in which there is a large local government, 
each such local government shall be allo-
cated a portion of such State’s allocation 
which bears the same ratio to the State’s al-
location (determined without regard to this 
subparagraph) as the population of such 
large local government bears to the popu-
lation of such State. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION OF UNUSED LIMITATION TO 
STATE.—The amount allocated under this 
subsection to a large local government may 
be reallocated by such local government to 
the State in which such local government is 
located. 

‘‘(C) LARGE LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘large local 
government’ means any municipality or 
county if such municipality or county has a 
population of 100,000 or more. 

‘‘(3) ALLOCATION TO ISSUERS; RESTRICTION 
ON PRIVATE ACTIVITY BONDS.—Any allocation 
under this subsection to a State or large 
local government shall be allocated by such 
State or large local government to issuers 
within the State in a manner that results in 
not less than 70 percent of the allocation to 
such State or large local government being 
used to designate bonds which are not pri-
vate activity bonds. 

‘‘(f) QUALIFIED CONSERVATION PURPOSE.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified con-
servation purpose’ means any of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) Capital expenditures incurred for pur-
poses of— 

‘‘(i) reducing energy consumption in pub-
licly-owned buildings by at least 20 percent, 

‘‘(ii) implementing green community pro-
grams, 

‘‘(iii) rural development involving the pro-
duction of electricity from renewable energy 
resources, or 
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‘‘(iv) any qualified facility (as determined 

under section 45(d) without regard to para-
graphs (8) and (10) thereof and without re-
gard to any placed in service date). 

‘‘(B) Expenditures with respect to research 
facilities, and research grants, to support re-
search in— 

‘‘(i) development of cellulosic ethanol or 
other nonfossil fuels, 

‘‘(ii) technologies for the capture and se-
questration of carbon dioxide produced 
through the use of fossil fuels, 

‘‘(iii) increasing the efficiency of existing 
technologies for producing nonfossil fuels, 

‘‘(iv) automobile battery technologies and 
other technologies to reduce fossil fuel con-
sumption in transportation, or 

‘‘(v) technologies to reduce energy use in 
buildings. 

‘‘(C) Mass commuting facilities and related 
facilities that reduce the consumption of en-
ergy, including expenditures to reduce pollu-
tion from vehicles used for mass commuting. 

‘‘(D) Demonstration projects designed to 
promote the commercialization of— 

‘‘(i) green building technology, 
‘‘(ii) conversion of agricultural waste for 

use in the production of fuel or otherwise, 
‘‘(iii) advanced battery manufacturing 

technologies, 
‘‘(iv) technologies to reduce peak use of 

electricity, or 
‘‘(v) technologies for the capture and se-

questration of carbon dioxide emitted from 
combusting fossil fuels in order to produce 
electricity. 

‘‘(E) Public education campaigns to pro-
mote energy efficiency. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULES FOR PRIVATE ACTIVITY 
BONDS.—For purposes of this section, in the 
case of any private activity bond, the term 
‘qualified conservation purposes’ shall not 
include any expenditure which is not a cap-
ital expenditure. 

‘‘(g) POPULATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The population of any 

State or local government shall be deter-
mined for purposes of this section as pro-
vided in section 146(j) for the calendar year 
which includes the date of the enactment of 
this section. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR COUNTIES.—In deter-
mining the population of any county for pur-
poses of this section, any population of such 
county which is taken into account in deter-
mining the population of any municipality 
which is a large local government shall not 
be taken into account in determining the 
population of such county. 

‘‘(h) APPLICATION TO INDIAN TRIBAL GOV-
ERNMENTS.—An Indian tribal government 
shall be treated for purposes of this section 
in the same manner as a large local govern-
ment, except that— 

‘‘(1) an Indian tribal government shall be 
treated for purposes of subsection (e) as lo-
cated within a State to the extent of so 
much of the population of such government 
as resides within such State, and 

‘‘(2) any bond issued by an Indian tribal 
government shall be treated as a qualified 
energy conservation bond only if issued as 
part of an issue the available project pro-
ceeds of which are used for purposes for 
which such Indian tribal government could 
issue bonds to which section 103(a) applies.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (1) of section 54A(d), as 

amended by section 106, is amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BOND.—The term 
‘qualified tax credit bond’ means— 

‘‘(A) a qualified forestry conservation 
bond, 

‘‘(B) a new clean renewable energy bond, or 
‘‘(C) a qualified energy conservation bond, 

which is part of an issue that meets require-
ments of paragraphs (2), (3), (4), (5), and (6).’’. 

(2) Subparagraph (C) of section 54A(d)(2), as 
amended by section 106, is amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PURPOSE.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified purpose’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) in the case of a qualified forestry con-
servation bond, a purpose specified in section 
54B(e), 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a new clean renewable 
energy bond, a purpose specified in section 
54C(a)(1), and 

‘‘(iii) in the case of a qualified energy con-
servation bond, a purpose specified in section 
54D(a)(1).’’. 

(3) The table of sections for subpart I of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 54D. Qualified energy conservation 

bonds.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 542. CREDIT FOR NONBUSINESS ENERGY 

PROPERTY. 
(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Section 25C(g) is 

amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2008’’. 

(b) QUALIFIED BIOMASS FUEL PROPERTY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25C(d)(3) is 

amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-

paragraph (D), 
(B) by striking the period at the end of 

subparagraph (E) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(F) a stove which uses the burning of bio-

mass fuel to heat a dwelling unit located in 
the United States and used as a residence by 
the taxpayer, or to heat water for use in such 
a dwelling unit, and which has a thermal ef-
ficiency rating of at least 75 percent.’’. 

(2) BIOMASS FUEL.—Section 25C(d) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) BIOMASS FUEL.—The term ‘biomass 
fuel’ means any plant-derived fuel available 
on a renewable or recurring basis, including 
agricultural crops and trees, wood and wood 
waste and residues (including wood pellets), 
plants (including aquatic plants), grasses, 
residues, and fibers.’’. 

(c) COORDINATION WITH CREDIT FOR QUALI-
FIED GEOTHERMAL HEAT PUMP PROPERTY EX-
PENDITURES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
25C(d), as amended by subsection (b), is 
amended by striking subparagraph (C) and 
by redesignating subparagraphs (D), (E), and 
(F) as subparagraphs (C), (D), and (E), respec-
tively. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subpara-
graph (C) of section 25C(d)(2) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(C) REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR AIR 
CONDITIONERS AND HEAT PUMPS.—The stand-
ards and requirements prescribed by the Sec-
retary under subparagraph (B) with respect 
to the energy efficiency ratio (EER) for cen-
tral air conditioners and electric heat 
pumps— 

‘‘(i) shall require measurements to be 
based on published data which is tested by 
manufacturers at 95 degrees Fahrenheit, and 

‘‘(ii) may be based on the certified data of 
the Air Conditioning and Refrigeration Insti-
tute that are prepared in partnership with 
the Consortium for Energy Efficiency.’’. 

(d) MODIFICATION OF QUALIFIED ENERGY EF-
FICIENCY IMPROVEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
25C(c) is amended by inserting ‘‘, or an as-
phalt roof with appropriate cooling gran-
ules,’’ before ‘‘which meet the Energy Star 
program requirements’’. 

(2) BUILDING ENVELOPE COMPONENT.—Sub-
paragraph (D) of section 25C(c)(2) is amend-
ed— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘or asphalt roof’’ after 
‘‘metal roof’’, and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or cooling granules’’ 
after ‘‘pigmented coatings’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made this 
section shall apply to expenditures made 
after December 31, 2007. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF QUALIFIED ENERGY EF-
FICIENCY IMPROVEMENTS.—The amendments 
made by subsection (d) shall apply to prop-
erty placed in service after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 543. ENERGY EFFICIENT COMMERCIAL 

BUILDINGS DEDUCTION. 
Subsection (h) of section 179D is amended 

by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 
SEC. 544. MODIFICATIONS OF ENERGY EFFICIENT 

APPLIANCE CREDIT FOR APPLI-
ANCES PRODUCED AFTER 2007. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
45M is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
subsection (a)— 

‘‘(1) DISHWASHERS.—The applicable amount 
is— 

‘‘(A) $45 in the case of a dishwasher which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009 
and which uses no more than 324 kilowatt 
hours per year and 5.8 gallons per cycle, and 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a dishwasher which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, 
or 2010 and which uses no more than 307 kilo-
watt hours per year and 5.0 gallons per cycle 
(5.5 gallons per cycle for dishwashers de-
signed for greater than 12 place settings). 

‘‘(2) CLOTHES WASHERS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $75 in the case of a residential top- 
loading clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008 which meets or exceeds a 1.72 
modified energy factor and does not exceed a 
8.0 water consumption factor, 

‘‘(B) $125 in the case of a residential top- 
loading clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008 or 2009 which meets or ex-
ceeds a 1.8 modified energy factor and does 
not exceed a 7.5 water consumption factor, 

‘‘(C) $150 in the case of a residential or 
commercial clothes washer manufactured in 
calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 which meets 
or exceeds 2.0 modified energy factor and 
does not exceed a 6.0 water consumption fac-
tor, and 

‘‘(D) $250 in the case of a residential or 
commercial clothes washer manufactured in 
calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 which meets 
or exceeds 2.2 modified energy factor and 
does not exceed a 4.5 water consumption fac-
tor. 

‘‘(3) REFRIGERATORS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $50 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, and 
consumes at least 20 percent but not more 
than 22.9 percent less kilowatt hours per 
year than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards, 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009, 
and consumes at least 23 percent but no 
more than 24.9 percent less kilowatt hours 
per year than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards, 

‘‘(C) $100 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, 
or 2010, and consumes at least 25 percent but 
not more than 29.9 percent less kilowatt 
hours per year than the 2001 energy con-
servation standards, and 

‘‘(D) $200 in the case of a refrigerator man-
ufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 
and which consumes at least 30 percent less 
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energy than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.— 
(1) SIMILAR TREATMENT FOR ALL APPLI-

ANCES.—Subsection (c) of section 45M is 
amended— 

(A) by striking paragraph (2), 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1) IN GENERAL’’ and all 

that follows through ‘‘the eligible’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The eligible’’, 

(C) by moving the text of such subsection 
in line with the subsection heading, and 

(D) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively, 
and by moving such paragraphs 2 ems to the 
left. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF BASE PERIOD.—Para-
graph (2) of section 45M(c), as amended by 
paragraph (1), is amended by striking ‘‘3-cal-
endar year’’ and inserting ‘‘2-calendar year’’. 

(c) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.—Subsection (d) of section 45M (defin-
ing types of energy efficient appliances) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—For purposes of this section, the 
types of energy efficient appliances are— 

‘‘(1) dishwashers described in subsection 
(b)(1), 

‘‘(2) clothes washers described in sub-
section (b)(2), and 

‘‘(3) refrigerators described in subsection 
(b)(3).’’. 

(d) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
(1) INCREASE IN LIMIT.—Paragraph (1) of 

section 45M(e) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(1) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 

The aggregate amount of credit allowed 
under subsection (a) with respect to a tax-
payer for any taxable year shall not exceed 
$75,000,000 reduced by the amount of the 
credit allowed under subsection (a) to the 
taxpayer (or any predecessor) for all prior 
taxable years beginning after December 31, 
2007.’’. 

(2) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN REFRIGERATOR 
AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Paragraph (2) of sec-
tion 45M(e) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT ALLOWED FOR CERTAIN REFRIG-
ERATORS AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Refrig-
erators described in subsection (b)(3)(D) and 
clothes washers described in subsection 
(b)(2)(D) shall not be taken into account 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(e) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
45M(f) (defining qualified energy efficient ap-
pliance) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—The term ‘qualified energy efficient 
appliance’ means— 

‘‘(A) any dishwasher described in sub-
section (b)(1), 

‘‘(B) any clothes washer described in sub-
section (b)(2), and 

‘‘(C) any refrigerator described in sub-
section (b)(3).’’. 

(2) CLOTHES WASHER.—Section 45M(f)(3) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘commercial’’ before 
‘‘residential’’ the second place it appears. 

(3) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—Sub-
section (f) of section 45M is amended by re-
designating paragraphs (4), (5), (6), and (7) as 
paragraphs (5), (6), (7), and (8), respectively, 
and by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—The 
term ‘top-loading clothes washer’ means a 
clothes washer which has the clothes con-
tainer compartment access located on the 
top of the machine and which operates on a 
vertical axis.’’. 

(4) REPLACEMENT OF ENERGY FACTOR.—Sec-
tion 45M(f)(6), as redesignated by paragraph 
(3), is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(6) MODIFIED ENERGY FACTOR.—The term 
‘modified energy factor’ means the modified 

energy factor established by the Department 
of Energy for compliance with the Federal 
energy conservation standard.’’. 

(5) GALLONS PER CYCLE; WATER CONSUMP-
TION FACTOR.—Section 45M(f), as amended by 
paragraph (3), is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(9) GALLONS PER CYCLE.—The term ‘gal-
lons per cycle’ means, with respect to a dish-
washer, the amount of water, expressed in 
gallons, required to complete a normal cycle 
of a dishwasher. 

‘‘(10) WATER CONSUMPTION FACTOR.—The 
term ‘water consumption factor’ means, with 
respect to a clothes washer, the quotient of 
the total weighted per-cycle water consump-
tion divided by the cubic foot (or liter) ca-
pacity of the clothes washer.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to appli-
ances produced after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 545. ACCELERATED RECOVERY PERIOD FOR 

DEPRECIATION OF SMART METERS 
AND SMART GRID SYSTEMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(e)(3)(D) is 
amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of 
clause (i), by striking the period at the end 
of clause (ii) and inserting a comma, and by 
inserting after clause (ii) the following new 
clauses: 

‘‘(iii) any qualified smart electric meter, 
and 

‘‘(iv) any qualified smart electric grid sys-
tem.’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 168(i) is amended 
by inserting at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(18) QUALIFIED SMART ELECTRIC METERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 

smart electric meter’ means any smart elec-
tric meter which is placed in service by a 
taxpayer who is a supplier of electric energy 
or a provider of electric energy services. 

‘‘(B) SMART ELECTRIC METER.—For purposes 
of subparagraph (A), the term ‘smart electric 
meter’ means any time-based meter and re-
lated communication equipment which is ca-
pable of being used by the taxpayer as part 
of a system that— 

‘‘(i) measures and records electricity usage 
data on a time-differentiated basis in at 
least 24 separate time segments per day, 

‘‘(ii) provides for the exchange of informa-
tion between supplier or provider and the 
customer’s electric meter in support of time- 
based rates or other forms of demand re-
sponse, 

‘‘(iii) provides data to such supplier or pro-
vider so that the supplier or provider can 
provide energy usage information to cus-
tomers electronically, and 

‘‘(iv) provides net metering. 
‘‘(19) QUALIFIED SMART ELECTRIC GRID SYS-

TEMS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 

smart electric grid system’ means any smart 
grid property used as part of a system for 
electric distribution grid communications, 
monitoring, and management placed in serv-
ice by a taxpayer who is a supplier of electric 
energy or a provider of electric energy serv-
ices. 

‘‘(B) SMART GRID PROPERTY.—For the pur-
poses of subparagraph (A), the term ‘smart 
grid property’ means electronics and related 
equipment that is capable of— 

‘‘(i) sensing, collecting, and monitoring 
data of or from all portions of a utility’s 
electric distribution grid, 

‘‘(ii) providing real-time, two-way commu-
nications to monitor or manage such grid, 
and 

‘‘(iii) providing real time analysis of and 
event prediction based upon collected data 
that can be used to improve electric distribu-
tion system reliability, quality, and per-
formance.’’. 

(c) CONTINUED APPLICATION OF 150 PERCENT 
DECLINING BALANCE METHOD.—Paragraph (2) 
of section 168(b) is amended by striking ‘‘or’’ 
at the end of subparagraph (B), by redesig-
nating subparagraph (C) as subparagraph (D), 
and by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) any property (other than property de-
scribed in paragraph (3)) which is a qualified 
smart electric meter or qualified smart elec-
tric grid system, or’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 546. QUALIFIED GREEN BUILDING AND SUS-

TAINABLE DESIGN PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (8) of section 

142(l) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 
2009’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2012’’. 

(b) TREATMENT OF CURRENT REFUNDING 
BONDS.—Paragraph (9) of section 142(l) is 
amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2009’’ and 
inserting ‘‘October 1, 2012’’. 

(c) ACCOUNTABILITY.—The second sentence 
of section 701(d) of the American Jobs Cre-
ation Act of 2004 is amended by striking 
‘‘issuance,’’ and inserting ‘‘issuance of the 
last issue with respect to such project,’’. 

Subtitle D—Limitation of Oil Incentives 
SEC. 551. LIMITATION OF DEDUCTION FOR IN-

COME ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION OF OIL, GAS, OR PRI-
MARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF OIL, 
GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) (relating to exceptions) is 
amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of 
clause (ii), by striking the period at the end 
of clause (iii) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by in-
serting after clause (iii) the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of any major integrated 
oil company (as defined in section 
167(h)(5)(B)), the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
any taxable year described in section 
167(h)(5)(B).’’. 

(2) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OIL RELATED QUALIFIED 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES INCOME FOR TAX-
PAYERS OTHER THAN MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL 
COMPANIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d) is amended 
by redesignating paragraph (9) as paragraph 
(10) and by inserting after paragraph (8) the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) SPECIAL RULE FOR TAXPAYERS WITH OIL 
RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a taxpayer (other 
than a major integrated oil company (as de-
fined in section 167(h)(5)(B))) has oil related 
qualified production activities income for 
any taxable year beginning after 2009, the 
amount of the deduction under subsection (a) 
shall be reduced by 3 percent of the least of— 

‘‘(i) the oil related qualified production ac-
tivities income of the taxpayer for the tax-
able year, 

‘‘(ii) the qualified production activities in-
come of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or 

‘‘(iii) taxable income (determined without 
regard to this section). 

‘‘(B) OIL RELATED QUALIFIED PRODUCTION 
ACTIVITIES INCOME.—The term ‘oil related 
qualified production activities income’ 
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means for any taxable year the qualified pro-
duction activities income which is attrib-
utable to the production, refining, proc-
essing, transportation, or distribution of oil, 
gas, or any primary product thereof during 
such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
199(d)(2) (relating to application to individ-
uals) is amended by striking ‘‘subsection 
(a)(1)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections (a)(1)(B) 
and (d)(9)(A)(iii)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2008. 

SEC. 552. CLARIFICATION OF DETERMINATION 
OF FOREIGN OIL AND GAS EXTRAC-
TION INCOME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
907(c) is amended by redesignating subpara-
graph (B) as subparagraph (C), by striking 
‘‘or’’ at the end of subparagraph (A), and by 
inserting after subparagraph (A) the fol-
lowing new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) so much of any transportation of such 
minerals as occurs before the fair market 
value event, or’’. 

(b) FAIR MARKET VALUE EVENT.—Sub-
section (c) of section 907 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) FAIR MARKET VALUE EVENT.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘fair market 
value event’ means, with respect to any min-
eral, the first point in time at which such 
mineral— 

‘‘(A) has a fair market value which can be 
determined on the basis of a transfer, which 
is an arm’s length transaction, of such min-
eral from the taxpayer to a person who is not 
related (within the meaning of section 482) to 
such taxpayer, or 

‘‘(B) is at a location at which the fair mar-
ket value is readily ascertainable by reason 
of transactions among unrelated third par-
ties with respect to the same mineral (tak-
ing into account source, location, quality, 
and chemical composition).’’. 

(c) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN PETROLEUM 
TAXES.—Subsection (c) of section 907, as 
amended by subsection (b), is amended to by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(7) OIL AND GAS TAXES.—In the case of any 
tax imposed by a foreign country which is 
limited in its application to taxpayers en-
gaged in oil or gas activities— 

‘‘(A) the term ‘oil and gas extraction taxes’ 
shall include such tax, 

‘‘(B) the term ‘foreign oil and gas extrac-
tion income’ shall include any taxable in-
come which is taken into account in deter-
mining such tax (or is directly attributable 
to the activity to which such tax relates), 
and 

‘‘(C) the term ‘foreign oil related income’ 
shall not include any taxable income which 
is treated as foreign oil and gas extraction 
income under subparagraph (B).’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subparagraph (C) of section 907(c)(1), as 

redesignated by this section, is amended by 
inserting ‘‘or used by the taxpayer in the ac-
tivity described in subparagraph (B)’’ before 
the period at the end. 

(2) Subparagraph (B) of section 907(c)(2) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) so much of the transportation of such 
minerals or primary products as is not taken 
into account under paragraph (1)(B),’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Thursday, July 24, 2008, at 
9:30 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Thursday, 
July 24, 2008, in room 406 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building at 9:30 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Thursday, July 24, 2008, at 10 a.m., 
in room 215 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Thursday, July 24, 2008, at 2 p.m., in 
room 215 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Thursday, July 24, 2008, at 10 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on Thursday, July 24, at 9:30 a.m. in 
room 562 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate to conduct a hearing entitled, 
‘‘Crimes Associated with Polygamy: 
The Need for a Coordinated State and 
Federal Response’’ on Thursday, July 
24, 2008, at 10 a.m., in room SD–226 of 
the Dirksen Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FEDERAL FINANCIAL MAN-
AGEMENT, GOVERNMENT INFORMATION, FED-
ERAL SERVICES, AND INTERNATIONAL SECU-
RITY 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs’ Subcommittee on 
Federal Financial Management, Gov-
ernment Information, Federal Serv-
ices, and International Security be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on Thursday, July 24, 2008, 
at 2:30 p.m. to conduct a hearing enti-
tled, ‘‘Improving Federal Program 
Management Using Performance Infor-
mation.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Zachary Man-
ning, Byron Hurlbut, and Madeleine 
Ward, who are interns with my office 
and with the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee, be granted floor 
privileges today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

APPROVING RENEWAL OF IMPORT 
RESTRICTIONS IN THE BURMESE 
FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY ACT 
OF 2003 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 896, H.J. Res. 93, 
the Burma Sanctions Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the joint resolution 
by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 93), approving 
the renewal of import restrictions contained 
in the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act 
of 2003. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the joint resolu-
tion. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statutory 
time be yielded back, the joint resolu-
tion be read three times, passed, and 
the motions to reconsider be laid upon 
the table; that any statements relating 
thereto be printed in the RECORD, with-
out any intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The joint resolution (H.J. Res 93) was 
ordered to a third reading, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

f 

APPOINTMENT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the majority leader 
pursuant to Public Law 107–252, Title 
II, Section 214, appoints the following 
individual to serve as a member of the 
Election Assistance Board of Advisors: 
Dr. Barbara Simons, of California. 
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UNANIMOUS-CONSENT 

AGREEMENT—S. 3268 AND H.R. 3221 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that following the 
cloture vote on S. 3268, and if cloture 
has not been invoked, and the Senate 
has subsequently invoked cloture on 
the motion to concur in the House 
amendment to the Senate amendment 
to the House amendments to the Sen-
ate amendment to H.R. 3221, then 
postcloture debate time on Friday, 
July 25, be divided in 30-minute blocks, 
beginning at 10 a.m., and until 1 p.m., 
and as specified in a subsequent order; 
with postcloture time running during 
any recess or adjournment of the Sen-
ate; that when the Senate convenes on 
Saturday, July 26 at 9 a.m., after the 
opening of the Senate, the time until 11 
a.m. be equally divided and controlled 
by the leaders or their designees, with 
the time from 10:40 a.m. to 10:50 a.m. 
controlled by the Republican leader, 
and the time from 10:50 a.m. to 11 a.m. 
controlled by the majority leader; that 
at 11 a.m., all postcloture time be 
yielded back, the Senate proceed to 
vote on the motion to concur in the 
House amendment to the Senate 
amendment to the House amendments 
to the Senate amendment to H.R. 3221; 
that if the motion is successful, the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table and the motion to concur with an 
amendment be withdrawn; further, 
that if cloture is invoked on S. 3268, 
then the provisions of this agreement 
be null and void. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 3335 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I un-
derstand that S. 3335, which was intro-
duced earlier today by Senator BAUCUS, 
is at the desk. I ask for its first read-
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 3335) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring 
provisions, and for other purposes. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
for a second reading and object to my 
own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. The bill will be read the 
second time on the next legislative 
day. 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, JULY 25, 2008 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 9:15 a.m. tomor-
row, Friday July 25; that following the 
prayer and pledge, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed to have ex-
pired, and the time for the two leaders 
be reserved for their use later in the 
day, and the Senate resume consider-
ation of S. 3268, and immediately pro-
ceed to a vote on the motion to invoke 
cloture on S. 3268, the energy specula-
tion legislation. I further ask that the 
time from 10 a.m. until 1 p.m. be equal-
ly divided and controlled by the leaders 
in alternating 30-minute blocks of 
time, with the Republicans controlling 
the first 30 minutes and the majority 
controlling the next 30 minutes. Fi-
nally, I ask unanimous consent that 
Senators have until 10 a.m. Friday to 
file second-degree amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, to-
morrow, after 9:15 a.m., the Senate will 
proceed to a cloture vote on the energy 
speculation bill. If cloture is not in-
voked, the Senate will immediately 
proceed to a vote on a motion to in-
voke cloture on the motion to concur 
with respect to H.R. 3221, the housing 
reform legislation. Therefore, Senators 
should expect two rollcall votes begin-
ning at around 9:15 a.m. tomorrow. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:15 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 8:15 p.m., adjourned until Friday, 
July 25, 2008, at 9:15 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

THE JUDICIARY 

PAUL S. DIAMOND, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT, VICE 
FRANKLIN S. VAN ANTWERPEN, RETIRED. 

MITCHELL S. GOLDBERG, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE JOHN R. PADOVA, RE-
TIRED. 

C. DARNELL JONES II, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE BRUCE W. 
KAUFFMAN, RETIRED. 

CAROLYN P. SHORT, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE PAUL S. DIAMOND, UPON ELE-
VATION. 

JOEL H. SLOMSKY, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE JAMES T. GILES, RETIRED. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. DAVID J. SCOTT 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. LAWRENCE A. STUTZRIEM 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS PERMANENT PROFESSOR AT THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE ACADEMY IN THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 9333 (B) AND 9336 (A): 

To be colonel 

JEFFREY T. BUTLER 

IN THE ARMY 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 

THE UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be colonel 

LEMUEL H. CLEMENT 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be colonel 

MARCO E. HARRIS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be colonel 

ROBERT J. HOWELL, JR. 
DARYL D. JASCHEN 
STANELY R. JONES, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be colonel 

FRANCIS B. MAGURN II 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY NURSE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be major 

JOSEPH W. BROWN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be major 

VICTOR URSUA 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be major 

YVONNE M. BEALE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY DENTAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

GERALD P. JOHNSON 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY DENTAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be colonel 

MAUEL LABORDE 

To be major 

ANTHONY WOJCIK 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SPECIALIST CORPS 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be major 

GEORGE J. JICHA 
JOHN R. SABIN 
WILLIAM H. SMITHSON 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S 
CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be major 

CHRISTOPHER M. HARTLEY 
SARA M. ROOT 
LAJOHNNE A. WHITE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be colonel 

SAMUEL M. RUBEN 
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To be lieutenant colonel 

LORRAINE O. HARRISDAVIS 
DANIEL A. KRAMER 

To be major 

GEORGE D. HORN 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES 
NAVY RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be captain 

ERIC D. SEELAND 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR REGULAR AP-
POINTMENT IN THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE UNITED 

STATES NAVY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 
5582: 

To be commander 

WILLIAM L. HENDRICKSON 

To be lieutenant commander 

FOUAD A. ELZAATARI 
ORLANDO GALLARDO, JR. 

f 

WITHDRAWALS 

Executive message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on July 24, 
2008 withdrawing from further Senate 

consideration the following nomina-
tions: 

GENE E. K. PRATTER, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE THIRD CIR-
CUIT, VICE FRANKLIN S. VAN ANTWERPEN, RETIRED, 
WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON NOVEMBER 15, 2007. 

CAROLYN P. SHORT, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE GENE E. K. PRATTER, UPON 
ELEVATION, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON NO-
VEMBER 15, 2007. 
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HONORING THE 175TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF PRATTSVILLE, NY 

HON. KIRSTEN E. GILLIBRAND 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the Town of Prattsville, 
New York, which will be celebrating its 175th 
Anniversary on August 17th of this year. 
Named for Zadock Pratt, a tanner and former 
Member of Congress from Upstate New York, 
this community in the Catskill Mountains was 
originally known to the Mohawk Nation as the 
Onteora hunting grounds. In the early 18th 
Century, the area was settled by German im-
migrants and named Schoharie Kill. Through-
out the 19th Century, Prattsville thrived as a 
mill town and commercial hub for the Catskill 
region. 

Prattsville remains a ‘‘gem of the Catskills’’ 
to this day and is a haven for hikers, artists 
and sportsmen alike. I congratulate the people 
of Prattsville and offer the best wishes of this 
House as they celebrate their community next 
month. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHANTLAND 
MATERIAL HANDLING COMPANY 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate Chantland Material Handling 
Company (Chantland MHS) in Dakota City, 
Iowa for earning Monsanto’s 2007 Supplier 
Quality Recognition Award for being one of 
Monsanto’s top and trusted suppliers. 

Monsanto has 31,000 suppliers, and 
Chantland MHS is now one of 75 elite compa-
nies that have received the award in the past 
21 years. Each company is rated based on 
their performance, and feedback from 
Monsanto’s manufacturing sites factored heav-
ily into the final decision of the award winners. 
Chantland MHS supplied 17,000 feet of con-
veyor systems to Monsanto last year, which 
has helped Monsanto increase their corn ca-
pacity. The Dakota City manufacturing facility 
employs 86 people and is a leading supplier of 
bag fillers, conveyors, palletizers, robots and 
systems. 

Chantland MHS, dedication to providing out-
standing service and product quality has pro-
vided great benefit to the State of Iowa, and 
for this I offer Chantland MHS my utmost con-
gratulations and thanks. It is an honor to rep-
resent Jamie Flot, President and COO, and all 
the employees of the Chantland MHS, in the 
United States Congress, and I wish them con-
tinued success. 

HOUSING AND ECONOMIC 
RECOVERY ACT OF 2008 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ALLYSON Y. SCHWARTZ 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 22, 2008 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank Chairman RANGEL and Chairman FRANK 
for working with the Senate and the Adminis-
tration to modernize the Federal Housing Ad-
ministration, provide tax incentives to stimulate 
the private housing market, and to provide 
greater oversight of Fannie Mae and Freddie 
Mac. 

By addressing a whole range of issues— 
from the foreclosure crisis and market con-
cerns about Fannie and Freddie to the new 
and existing homes that are sitting vacant and 
further depressing the market—this package 
represents a significant step toward stabilizing 
the economy and restoring consumer con-
fidence. 

I am proud of the portion of this package 
that came through the Committee on Ways 
and Means, which includes a timely, targeted, 
and well-designed first-time homebuyers cred-
it, a new Federal tax deduction to help families 
meet rising state property taxes, and an ex-
panded ability of cities and states to raise cap-
ital for infrastructure improvements by 
partnering with the Federal Home Loan Banks. 

I am particularly pleased that the package 
includes a bill that I introduced, which would 
enable state housing finance agencies to raise 
capital through tax-exempt mortgage revenue 
bonds and use these additional funds to help 
at-risk borrowers to refinance their subprime 
loans, access mortgages at a fair rate, and 
enable them to meet their financial obligations 
and stay in their homes. 

Specifically, this legislative language allows 
state housing finance agencies to—for the first 
time—use funding raised by mortgage bonds 
to refinance qualified subprime mortgages. It 
also increases the current cap on these bonds 
by $11 billion to ensure that the housing fi-
nance agencies have sufficient capital to fully 
take advantage of this new abilty to help at- 
risk borrowers in their states. 

This provision will work hand in hand with 
the Federal Housing Administration reforms 
that have come out of Chairman FRANK’s 
Committee—and it will allow states to play a 
role in addressing the needs of their local 
communities. 

It is in everybody’s interest that we over-
come this crisis in the housing market, prevent 
a deepening of current economic troubles, and 
maintain our competitive edge in the global 
economy. 

The proposal before us takes a comprehen-
sive, reasonable and balanced approach to 
this challenge—and it is one that deserves bi-
partisan support. 

IN RECOGNITION OF DELORIS 
ROACH 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Deloris Roach for 40 years 
of public service as she retires from the Louis 
Stokes Department of Veterans Affairs Med-
ical Center in Cleveland, and in recognition of 
her advocacy and dedication to helping our 
nation’s veterans. 

Deloris began her career in public service 
with the Internal Revenue Service until moving 
to the Department of Veterans Affairs Medical 
Center 32 years ago. Through her dedication 
to the minority veterans program, she has 
helped to enroll over 1,000 veterans in the VA 
Health Care System of Ohio. Deloris has 
served as the Program Coordinator for the Mi-
nority Veterans Affairs Program for ten years, 
and also served as the Cleveland VA Medical 
Center’s Loaned Executive to the Combined 
Federal Campaign. As Co-Chair for VA’s 
Combined Federal Campaign, she inspired 
and encouraged fellow employees to donate, 
raising a record setting $267,000. Deloris also 
helped to raise over $8,000 in the ‘‘Making 
Strides against Breast Cancer Walk’’ for the 
American Cancer Society. Her activism and 
community involvement reach beyond her 
work on veteran’s issues; she is a lifetime 
member of Blacks in Government, Co-Chair of 
the EEO Diversity Action Committee, a mem-
ber of the American Red Cross Donor Com-
mittee, Minority Health Alliance, and the 
NAACP Minority Health Committee. 

Deloris has been the recipient of numerous 
awards, including the National Minority Vet-
erans Programs Coordinator of the Year in 
2001, the Cleveland Federal Executive Board 
‘‘Wings of Excellence Award’’ in 2002, and 
certificates of Special Congressional Recogni-
tion for Outstanding Contributions to Veterans 
and of Appreciation from the State of Ohio. 
While serving as the Cleveland VA Medical 
Center’s Loaned Executive to the Combined 
Federal Campaign, she received the Out-
standing Leadership and Performance Award. 
She has also received recognition from var-
ious veteran service organizations such as the 
American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, 
Blind Veterans Association, and AMVETS. In 
2005, the Department of Veterans Affairs An-
nual Performance and Accountability Report to 
the President of the United States, Deloris 
was recognized for her outstanding work on 
veteran’s affairs. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in honor of Deloris Roach, and in recogni-
tion of her leadership and inspirational work 
on veteran’s issues and for her commitment to 
the Greater Cleveland Community. 
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TRIBUTE TO MARY GLESE 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize Mrs. Mary Glese, principal at Hogan 
Elementary School in Marshalltown, Iowa, on 
the occasion of her retirement. I also wish to 
express my appreciation for Mary’s dedication 
and commitment to the youth of Iowa. 

For the past 39 years, Mrs. Glese has con-
tributed her time and talents to improving 
youths’ lives through education and mentoring. 
She grew up in Ames and graduated from 
Iowa State University before obtaining her 
master’s degree from the University of Colo-
rado in Boulder. During her career, Mrs. Glese 
also worked at schools in Minnesota and 
Mason City as well as a consultant for the 
Area Education Agency. 

Mrs. Glese has truly made a lasting impact 
on students, family and faculty throughout her 
illustrious career, and her leadership at Hogan 
Elementary will certainly be missed by every-
one. I consider it an honor to represent Mrs. 
Mary Glese in the United States Congress, 
and I wish her and her husband David a 
happy and healthy retirement. 

f 

MR. JAMES STRAYER 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure and honor that I congratulate 
Mr. James A. Strayer on his retirement from 
his position as the Business Manager for the 
Northwest Indiana Building and Construction 
Trades Council. Jim, a member of Ironworkers 
#395 for many years, has dedicated his life to 
the interests of his fellow tradesman and the 
entire community in Northwest Indiana. For his 
lifetime of service to the Ironworkers and the 
Building Trades Council, Jim will be honored 
at a retirement dinner taking place at Avalon 
Manor in Merrillville, Indiana, on August 1, 
2008. 

Jim Strayer has been a member of the Iron-
workers #395 for the past 39 years. During 
that time, he has held numerous positions. 
After six years as an Ironworker, Jim became 
an Apprentice Instructor, a position that al-
lowed him the opportunity to pass on his im-
mense knowledge to some of his younger 
counterparts. For five years, he fulfilled his du-
ties in this capacity with the determination and 
enthusiasm that would foreshadow what was 
to come in Jim’s career. As his commitment to 
leading his union remained, Jim would later be 
named Business Agent for Ironworkers #395. 
From there, Jim went on to become the Presi-
dent of the Northwest Indiana Building and 
Construction Trades Council in 1990. After six 
successful years in this capacity, Jim was 
named Business Manager for the Building 
Trades, the position he has excelled at for the 
past twelve years. 

Northwest Indiana has a rich history of ex-
cellence in its craftsmanship and loyalty by its 
tradesmen. For many years, Jim Strayer has 
displayed this unwavering dedication to the 

members of the Building Trades, and his nu-
merous positions have allowed him the oppor-
tunity to touch the lives of countless individ-
uals. Not only has Jim served his local trades-
man, but through his work with the Building 
Trades, he has been a remarkable example of 
just how much good an organization can do 
for a community. When it comes to serving 
those in need throughout the community, the 
Building Trades has long been one of North-
west Indiana’s most generous organizations, 
as well as one of its greatest assets. 

Although Jim has served the Building 
Trades and his community with complete dedi-
cation, it is his commitment to his family that 
is most impressive. Jim and his devoted wife, 
Pat, have two sons, Doug and Andy, and one 
daughter, Rebecca. 

Madam Speaker, James Strayer has given 
his time and efforts selflessly to the tradesmen 
he has worked with and represented, as well 
as to the people of Northwest Indiana through 
the many charitable efforts of the Building 
Trades Council. He has been a true role 
model to his peers and a true friend to North-
west Indiana. I respectfully ask that you and 
my other distinguished colleagues join me in 
commending Jim for his outstanding contribu-
tions and in wishing him well upon his retire-
ment. 

f 

CELEBRATING 50 YEARS OF ALVIN 
AILEY 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Alvin Ailey, a pioneer in the art of 
modern dance whose work is renowned 
throughout the world and beloved in his home-
town of Harlem. This year, the Dance Theater 
celebrates 50 years of enriching the lives of 
audiences throughout the world. The group 
has since won critical acclaim and has been 
called an ambassador of American culture. 

Today, the Alvin Ailey American Dance The-
ater has performed in 48 states and 71 coun-
tries for an estimated 21 million people. By in-
tegrating African-American tradition with clas-
sic modern dance, Ailey’s Dance Theater has 
created a unique experience that speaks to 
audiences all over the world. 

The innovation and freshness that Alvin 
Ailey brought to the world of modern dance 
has forever elevated the standard for perform-
ance art and has effectively engaged people 
of all backgrounds and world views with the 
Theatre’s legendary ‘‘Revelations.’’ After 50 
years, it is true now more than ever that to 
watch the Alvin Ailey American Dance Theater 
is to watch art come alive. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PETER FAUST 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize and congratulate Peter Faust for 
his longtime dedication to helping persons with 
disabilities, being an inspiration in his commu-

nity of Clear Lake, Iowa and earning the 
American Network of Community Options and 
Resources’ (ANCOR’s) Direct Support Profes-
sional (DSP) of Iowa Award. 

Pete has been working at Opportunity Vil-
lage for 31 years and is the only employee to 
work with the agency for more than 20 years. 
In 1994, Pete earned the Shirley Echelbarger 
Award, which is the highest honor an em-
ployee at Opportunity Village can receive. Al-
though Pete must work extra hours just to pay 
his bills, he continues to work at Opportunity 
Village because he understands that consist-
ency and familiarity are what his clients need. 

Pete’s sacrifices and dedication to his cli-
ents go above and beyond what we are asked 
as citizens of this country. His willingness to 
give a part of himself for the betterment of oth-
ers illustrates the compassion of Iowans, and 
for this I offer him my utmost congratulations 
and thanks. I consider it an honor to represent 
Peter Faust in the United States Congress, 
and I wish him the best in his future work 
serving others. 

f 

DTV TRANSITION ASSISTANCE ACT 

HON. PETER A. DeFAZIO 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Madam Speaker, I wish to 
express my strong support for the passage of 
S. 2607, the DTV Transition Assistance Act, 
which will aid rural communities by ensuring 
that low power translators get the funding 
needed for digital equipment upgrades. This 
bipartisan legislation is critical to rural Ameri-
cans that rely on over the air broadcast tele-
vision as their main conduit to entertainment, 
news and even lifesaving information in emer-
gency situations. That is why I joined with 
Representatives Walden and Boucher, the Co- 
Chairs of the DTV Caucus, in introducing simi-
lar legislation. 

Under current law, $65 million has been set 
aside for the upgrade of low powered trans-
lators for the DTV transition. In Oregon alone 
there are over 400 stations that broadcast 
over these low powered translators. While this 
money has been set aside to assist in upgrad-
ing these translators, the wording of the stat-
ute did not allow the money to be spent until 
September of 2010, almost 2 years after the 
transition. This bill would make these funds 
available on the day of the transition in Feb-
ruary of 2009. It would also give the NTIA the 
authority to use leftover funds from section 
3008 of the Digital Television Transition and 
Public Safety Act of 2005 for grants, contracts, 
and assistance programs to assist seniors, 
rural residents, and minorities. 

The Digital Television transition is the most 
sweeping and fundamental change to the tele-
vision landscape since the advent of color. 
The advent of color television however, did not 
require millions of Americans to buy a new tel-
evision or converter box or risk losing their 
picture. That fact alone makes the transition to 
digital television in February of 2009 a tectonic 
shift in broadcast television. 

While this bill is an important fix, many prob-
lems still remain. The auctioning off of the 
newly available spectrum being vacated due 
to the digital transition has made the govern-
ment over $19 billion. Despite this massive 
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collection of funds, the government has only 
allocated $5 million to educate the public 
about the transition, which is less than 0.03 
percent of the $19 billion in revenue from the 
auction. The results have been as obvious as 
they have been preventable. A December 
2007 survey by Consumer Reports found that 
36 percent of respondents were completely 
unaware of the transition. How can we tell our 
constituents that we did everything we could 
when we spent next to nothing on educating 
them about the transition? 

Instead the Bush Administration has 
privatized the outreach aspect of the transi-
tion, relying on private industry to inform view-
ers. The results have led to a jumble of dif-
ferent messages from different industries, all 
looking to benefit from the transition. There 
are examples of public service announce-
ments supposedly made to inform consumers 
about the transition instead being thinly veiled 
advertisements for their own products. 

The problems do not stop there. With only 
a 90 day window to buy convertor boxes be-
fore their coupons expire, many rural cus-
tomers are finding that many stores either do 
not carry any convertor boxes or they are not 
carrying a pass through capable converter box 
that the customer will need in order to get all 
of their channels. These customers should not 
be penalized because of where they live. 

Madam Speaker, this bill is an important 
step but it is only a step. We must do more 
to ensure that when Americans wake up on 
February 17th 2009, they are not left in the 
dark. 

f 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY BRIDGE RE-
CONSTRUCTION AND INSPECTION 
ACT OF 2008 

SPEECH OF 

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 
OF DELAWARE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 23, 2008 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 3999) to amend 
title 23, United States Code, to improve the 
safety of Federal-aid highway bridges, to 
strengthen bridge inspection standards and 
processes, to increase investment in the re-
construction of structurally deficient 
bridges on the National Highway System, 
and for other purposes: 

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Chairman, I rise in 
support of H.R. 3999, the National Highway 
Bridge Reconstruction and Inspection Act. 

In February, I joined experts from the Dela-
ware Department of Transportation for a tour 
of some of the most heavily traveled roads 
and bridges in Delaware. I have often heard 
Delaware referred to as ‘‘The East Coast’s 
Main Street’’—and it is true. In fact, during our 
tour, we visited construction sites where men 
and women were working diligently on impor-
tant highway, infrastructure, and bridge 
projects that are utilized by an estimated 
230,000 vehicles every day. 

Over the next 50 years, the United States is 
projected to add 150 million new residents, 
representing a 50 percent increase over our 
present population. This population surge will 
put a greater strain on our transportation sys-
tem—particularly at key chokepoints in dense 
areas like the northeast corridor. And last Au-

gust, the tragic Minneapolis bridge collapse, 
which killed 13 and injured 145, underscored 
the serious safety implications of this dramatic 
increase in highway users when combined 
with severely aging infrastructure. 

Clearly, this situation will continue to dete-
riorate unless we act soon. For this reason, I 
support passage of H.R. 3999 and I believe it 
is vital that we identify and prioritize funding to 
repair structurally deficient bridges to ensure 
the safety of all travelers. I also feel strongly 
that the Federal Government must allow 
States the appropriate flexibility to allocate 
these resources as efficiently as possible. I 
am hopeful that we will make progress in im-
proving these provisions and reducing burden-
some spending requirements when this legis-
lation goes to conference with the U.S. Sen-
ate. 

f 

HOUSING AND ECONOMIC 
RECOVERY ACT OF 2008 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 23, 2008 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
express my strong support for H.R. 3221, the 
American Housing Rescue and Foreclosure 
Act of 2008. I salute Chairman FRANK, Chair-
man RANGEL and Senator DODD for their lead-
ership and their efforts to pass this crucial leg-
islation at a time when American families des-
perately need our help. 

Families across the country are hurting. 
They’re being squeezed by the price of oil, ris-
ing food costs, higher education costs and 
now the struggle to hold onto their homes. For 
most Americans their main asset is their 
home. That’s why it is critical to end the fore-
closure crisis which is fundamental to the re-
covery of our economy. 

My home State of California has been af-
fected as badly as any State in our country. 
Foreclosures in the Bay area are at a 20-year 
high, and in Santa Clara County foreclosures 
are up 512 percent from a year ago. These 
troubling figures must change and that’s why 
I support this legislation. 

H.R. 3221 aims to bolster American home-
ownership by helping families across the 
country facing foreclosure keep their homes. It 
also takes steps to ensure that homeowners 
do not face foreclosures in the future. Afford-
able mortgage loan opportunities for families 
and seniors are expanded through the mod-
ernization of the Federal Housing Administra-
tion, with FHA loan limits raised to create af-
fordable mortgage loans for moderately priced 
homes. A permanent Affordable Housing Trust 
Fund is also created in this bill which will fund 
building projects throughout the Nation to in-
crease the stock of affordable housing in both 
urban and rural areas. Tax credits for first time 
homebuyers and low income homeowners are 
also included in this legislation and all of these 
items are accomplished without creating any 
new burdens to the taxpayer. 

The bill provides a new and substantially 
strengthened regulator to oversee Fannie 
Mae, Freddie Mac and the Federal Home 
Loan Banks. It gives stand-in authority to the 
Treasury Department in case the Government 
Sponsored Entities, such as Fannie Mae, re-

quire temporary federal financial intervention 
without placing any new risk on the American 
taxpayer. This is not a bailout. Taxpayers will 
be the first in line to be paid back before any 
shareholders are. Restrictions have been 
placed on the stock gains for shareholders 
and on compensation for the executives of the 
Government Sponsored Entities until tax-
payers are fully reimbursed. 

I’m proud to support this bill and I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote on the underlying legislation. 

f 

THE INTRODUCTION OF THE ‘‘PRE-
VENTION OF EQUINE CRUELTY 
ACT OF 2008’’ 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I am 
pleased to introduce the ‘‘Prevention of Equine 
Cruelty Act of 2008,’’ along with Representa-
tives BURTON, RAHALL, WALTER JONES, 
MORAN, CHABOT, GRIJALVA, BOBBY SCOTT, 
CHRISTOPHER SMITH, SCHAKOWSKY, 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, NADLER and SUTTON. 
This bill criminalizes the possession, sale and 
transport of horses in interstate or foreign 
commerce for the purpose of slaughter for 
human consumption. I thank the bipartisan co-
alition of Representatives who have joined me 
in introducing this important legislation. 

Horses have played an important role in the 
development of our country. They still fill the 
role of workhorses, racehorses, rodeo horses 
and pets. Unlike cattle and other livestock, 
horses in this country have never been raised 
as a human food source. 

The United States does not have a single 
plant where horses are slaughtered for human 
consumption, but such slaughterhouses oper-
ate across our borders in Mexico and Canada. 
Horses are bought at auctions within the 
United States and then transported to these 
foreign slaughterhouses for hours in packed 
and hot trailers without water, food or rest. 
The slaughter process that awaits these 
horses in many of the foreign plants is cruel 
and barbaric, and exists beyond the reach of 
United States law. 

The only way to prevent horses from suf-
fering this fate is to stop the sale and transport 
of horses to these foreign slaughterhouses be-
fore they leave the United States. This bill will 
do that. 

Again, I thank the bipartisan coalition of 
Representatives who have joined me in intro-
ducing this important legislation. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE FEDERAL 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION’S 
100TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. JUDY BIGGERT 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the 100th anniversary of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation and to 
thank the men and women of the Bureau for 
their dedicated service to the American peo-
ple. Over the last century, the FBI has been 
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an unwavering and powerful force in the ongo-
ing struggle to protect the United States from 
terrorism and enforce our laws against in-
creasingly sophisticated criminal forces. 

Formed in 1908 when then-U.S. Attorney 
General Charles J. Bonaparte asked Stanley 
W. Finch to lead the Department of Justice’s 
primary investigative division, the FBI began 
as a relatively small team of 34 Federal 
agents with no special name or designation. 
Over time, it grew into a strong and effective 
leader among U.S. law enforcement organiza-
tions. 

Today, the FBI has 56 field offices here in 
the United States, as well as close to 65 legal 
attaché offices across the world. The Bureau 
employs roughly 30,000 people, 12,000 of 
whom are sworn Special Agents. All of these 
highly-trained men and women deserve our 
deep gratitude and respect for putting their 
lives on the line each and every day to protect 
this country from enemies foreign and domes-
tic. I also would like to express my thanks to 
FBI Director Robert Mueller for his steadfast 
leadership of this dedicated group. 

My home district, the 13th of Illinois, falls 
under the jurisdiction of the FBI’s Chicago Di-
vision. I would especially like to thank the men 
and women of that office who have dedicated 
their careers to the protection of individuals 
and families—including my own—that reside in 
the Chicago region. 

Under the capable leadership of Special 
Agent In-Charge Robert D. Grant and Assist-
ant Special Agents In-Charge Bob Holly, Mitch 
Marrone, Bob Shields, Bill Monroe, and Arthur 
Everett, the highly-regarded Chicago Division 
has been a powerful force against criminal 
elements both in the city and throughout 
northern Illinois. 

This Friday, July 25th, the Chicago Field Of-
fice will join the Chicago chapter of the FBI 
Citizen’s Academy Alumni Association at Chi-
cago’s Navy Pier to celebrate the Bureau’s 
100-year anniversary. I wish them and all of 
the other field offices and alumni chapters 
celebrating this milestone the best as they 
toast to their past and look forward to future 
success. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in congratulating the FBI on the occa-
sion of its 100-year anniversary, and thank the 
men and women—both those serving today 
and those who sacrificed so much for us in 
the past—for their tireless service. Truly, they 
have fulfilled their duties in accordance with 
the Bureau’s long-held motto of ‘‘fidelity, brav-
ery, and integrity.’’ 

f 

AMY U. HICKMAN, FINDING SAFE 
HOMES FOR OUR CHILDREN 

HON. RON KLEIN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
today I rise to honor the tireless efforts of a 
true local hero, Amy U. Hickman, Esquire. 

A long-time Florida resident, Amy earned an 
Undergraduate and law degree from the Uni-
versity of Florida, then went on to intern for 
Judge Alcee Hastings, now my friend and col-
league in Congress. Since then, Amy has 
made a name for herself championing adop-
tion legislation improvements. 

Amy is known by her peers for her skills as 
a keen litigator and as THE go-to person for 
adoption cases. 

She had been an associate civil trial litigator 
at a prestigious South Florida law firm, but 
Amy chose to devote her career to serving the 
neediest in our community- our children. 

In 1996, Amy co-founded her own practice, 
with her partner Michelle Hausmann, to spe-
cialize in adoption placement, litigation, paren-
tal rights and surrogacy. 

In 2002, Amy drafted substantial revisions to 
Florida’s adoption law and has successfully 
lobbied to help children in the Florida legisla-
ture. 

Amy continues to be a force for positive 
change. Her career is a testament to her de-
votion to children that need a home. That is 
why I nominated Amy as an ‘‘angel in Adop-
tion.’’ Her commitment to finding safe homes 
for our kids is unparalleled. Countless children 
enjoy a caring childhood, thanks to Amy Hick-
man. I commend her for her service. 

f 

HONORING CHIEF RAY SAMUELS 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize Chief Ray Samuels’ retirement from 
the Newark, California Police Department and 
to honor his thirty-four years of exemplary 
service in law enforcement. 

Chief Samuels began his law enforcement 
career as a community service officer in 1974 
with the city of Vallejo, California. He was pro-
moted to police officer the following year. In 
1981 he began an eighteen-year career with 
the Police Department of Concord, California. 
During his tenure, Chief Samuels held numer-
ous positions within this organization, including 
Traffic Bureau Commander and Professional 
Standards Unit Commander. 

In March 1999, Chief Samuels joined the 
Newark Police Department as a Lieutenant. 
He was responsible for the Administrative Divi-
sion, Personnel and Training and the Inves-
tigation Division. He was promoted to the rank 
of Captain three years later in April 2002 and 
appointed Chief of Police in 2003. He became 
the seventh Police Chief since the City’s 1955 
incorporation. 

Chief Samuels received his Bachelor of Arts 
degree in Administration of Justice from Gold-
en Gate University. He is also a graduate of 
the California Commission of Peace Officer 
Standards and Training Command College, 
Boston’s Senior Management Institute for Po-
lice, and the FBI National Academy in 
Quantico, Virginia. 

Chief Samuel has been instrumental in the 
implementation of Community Policing strate-
gies while serving the Newark community. He 
facilitated the reorganization of the Community 
Services Division, which was designed to im-
prove coordination and enhance the efforts of 
the code enforcement unit and the patrol divi-
sion. Chief Samuels was also actively involved 
in facilitating a unique partnership between the 
Newark Police Department and the Newark 
Unified School District. Under his leadership, a 
three-officer Community Safety Team was de-
veloped and began its focus on gang edu-
cation, intervention, and enforcement in July 
2006. 

I join the City of Newark in applauding Chief 
Samuels’ leadership within the Newark Police 
Department and expressing appreciation for 
his commitment to community service. He has 
not only guided the Newark Police Department 
to excellence but has been active in civic and 
non-profit organizations to make a difference 
in the lives of others. 

f 

HONORING MR. AND MRS. DICK 
AND BETTE GAMEGAN 

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Dick and Bette 
Gamegan on the occasion of their 70th wed-
ding anniversary. This is truly a remarkable 
milestone and I am proud to stand here to rec-
ognize this extraordinary couple. 

Mr. and Mrs. Gamegan met in high school 
and quickly became a young couple. 

On July 17, 1938, Dick and Bette ex-
changed wedding vows before relatives and 
friends at Bette’s mother’s home in Fresno, 
California. That hot summer day in Fresno 
was the start of a union that has spanned 
seven decades. They spent their honeymoon 
in Pacific Grove, California where Mr. 
Gamegan was a golf caddy for the nearby golf 
course, Pebble Beach. 

Mr. Gamegan’s later position as a sales 
manager for the Sears Department Store 
moved the couple to several different cities 
across the Nation. Wherever his career would 
take them, they happily acclimated to each 
new place and shared the journey that each 
new city presented. 

After working for the Sears Company, Mr. 
Gamegan purchased and operated Gibbel 
Hardware Store in California’s Central Valley. 
After his retirement in 1972, the couple made 
their home in the mountains of Coarsegold, 
California where they currently reside. 

Mr. and Mrs. Gamegan’s family includes a 
daughter, Karen, and one granddaughter. 

Over the years, Mr. and Mrs. Gamegan 
have traveled extensively throughout the world 
and have shared countless memories to-
gether. Since their honeymoon trip to Pacific 
Grove, the two have been enthusiastic to visit 
as many places as possible. 

In addition to their strong commitment to 
one another, Mr. and Mrs. Gamegan have 
shared a tireless dedication for community in-
volvement in their area. They are outstanding 
community leaders and strong advocates in 
many worthwhile causes. 

Dick and Bette Gamegan have served ac-
tively on many neighborhood organizations 
and projects. Mr. Gamegan is an active mem-
ber of the Lions and Kiwanis Club. In addition 
to other charitable work, Mrs. Gamegan 
served on the Los Ninos Guild for many years, 
which raised money to benefit the local chil-
dren’s hospital. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Mr. and Mrs. Dick Gamegan on their 70th 
wedding anniversary. I invite my colleagues to 
join me in recognizing this remarkable couple 
on their special milestone and to wish them 
many more years of happiness. 
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TRIBUTE TO YOUTH AND SHELTER 
SERVICES OF MARSHALL COUNTY 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate Youth and Shelter Services of 
Marshall County, Iowa, on celebrating their 
25th anniversary and to express my apprecia-
tion for their commitment to providing services 
to Iowa’s youth and their families. 

Over 25 years, Youth and Shelter Services 
has grown from just a one person staff to six-
teen employees today. They began serving as 
a youth and run-away service but now serve 
school-based and home programs, which in-
cludes foster care and those on welfare as 
well. The agency has turned part of their focus 
towards prevention services to help children 
avoid making poor choices. 

I commend Youth and Shelter Services for 
continuing to provide a safety net for children 
and dedicated service to the Marshall County 
community. It is an honor to represent Director 
David Hicks, and all current and former mem-
bers of the Youth and Shelter Services team, 
in the United States Congress, and I wish 
them continued success in their future service 
to Marshall County youth. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
regret that I was unavoidably absent on Tues-
day and Wednesday, July 22 and 23, 2008, 
on very urgent business. Had I been present 
for the twelve votes which occurred on Tues-
day and Wednesday, I would have voted 
‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 6493, Rollcall vote No. 512; I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 1311, 
Rollcall vote No. 513; I would have voted 
‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 1202, Rollcall vote No. 514; 
I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on the Motion to Ad-
journ, Rollcall vote No. 515; I would have 
voted ‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 1363, Rollcall vote No. 
516; I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 
1363, Rollcall vote No. 517; I would have 
voted ‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 6532, Rollcall vote No. 
518; I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 3221, 
Rollcall vote No. 519; I would have voted 
‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 6545, Rollcall vote No. 520; I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 6545, Rollcall 
vote No. 521; I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on H. 
Res. 1344, Rollcall vote No. 522; I would have 
voted ‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 1344, Rollcall vote No. 
523. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. GENE GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise to explain my reason for miss-
ing votes on July 22 and July 23, 2008. My 
voting percentage is over 96% for the 110th 

and I rarely miss votes, but there are certain 
family events that cannot be missed, and for 
that reason, I was in Houston for the birth of 
our newest grandson. I am proud to report the 
newest grandson, as well as mother, father, 
and the rest of the family are doing fine. 

Had I been present for votes, I would have 
voted as follows: 

On rollcall vote No. 523, H. Res. 1344, On 
Agreeing to the Resolution, Rule providing for 
consideration of H.R. 3999—The National 
Highway Bridge Reconstruction and Inspection 
Act, I would have voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 522, H. Res. 1344, On 
Ordering the Previous Question on the Rule 
for H.R. 3999—The National Highway Bridge 
Reconstruction and Inspection Act 
(H.Res.1344) I would have voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 521, H.R. 6535, Table 
Motion to Reconsider, National Energy Secu-
rity Intelligence Act of 2008, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 520, H.R. 6535, On Mo-
tion to Suspend the Rules and Pass, National 
Energy Security Intelligence Act of 2008, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 519, H.R. 3221, Concur 
in Senate Amendment with House Amend-
ment, Foreclosure Prevention Act of 2008, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 518, H.R. 6532, to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
restore the Highway Trust Fund balance, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 517, H. Res. 1363, On 
Agreeing to the Resolution, Providing for con-
sideration of the Senate amendment to the 
House amendments to the Senate amendment 
to H.R. 3221, to provide needed housing re-
form and for other purposes, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 516, H. Res. 1363, On 
Ordering the Previous Question, Providing for 
consideration of the Senate amendment to the 
House amendments to the Senate amendment 
to H.R. 3221, to provide needed housing re-
form and for other purposes, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 515, On Motion to Ad-
journ, I would have voted ‘‘nay;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 514, H. Res. 1202, On 
Motion to Suspend the Rules and Agree, Sup-
porting the goals and ideals of a National 
Guard Youth Challenge Day, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 513, H. Res. 1311, On 
Motion to Suspend the Rules and Agree, Ex-
pressing support for the designation of Na-
tional GEAR UP Day, I would have voted 
‘‘aye;’’ 

On rollcall vote No. 512, H.R. 6493, On Mo-
tion to Suspend the Rules and Pass, as 
Amended, Aviation Safety Enhancement Act 
of 2008, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO RANDY 
SMITH 

HON. RON PAUL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that I rise today to recognize Randy 
M. Smith, the CEO/President of Randolph- 
Brooks Federal Credit Union, on his recent 

election to the Board of Directors of the Na-
tional Association of Federal Credit Unions 
(NAFCU). 

For the past 21 years, Mr. Smith has dedi-
cated his life to improving financial institutions 
in America, serving on the Credit Union Over-
sight Task Force of the Campaign for Con-
sumer Choice, NAFCU’s Legislative, Regu-
latory and Accounting Standards Committees 
and various committees of state and national 
credit union organizations. Currently, he is a 
member of the Air Education and Training 
Command’s Community Council and the 
Board of Trustees of the local United Way. I 
am also very proud to say that he is a fellow 
retired officer of the United States Air Force. 

As the President/CEO, Mr. Smith has fo-
cused on strengthening the way Randolph- 
Brooks delivers services aimed at improving 
the economic well being and quality of life of 
its members. Consistently ranked among the 
top 25 of the nearly 8,300 financial coopera-
tives, Randolph-Brooks is one of the strongest 
credit unions in the country with more than 
265,000 members and total assets exceeding 
$3 billion. Randolph-Brooks FCU was origi-
nally chartered in 1952 to serve personnel at 
Randolph Air Force Base but has since ex-
panded to include employees and associates 
at more than 1,300 select groups and eight 
underserved communities in the San Antonio 
and Austin areas. Randolph-Brooks FCU 
prides itself on doing more than just con-
ducting business in the communities they 
serve, instead becoming members of the com-
munity and sharing in the credit union philos-
ophy of ‘‘people helping people.’’ With this in 
mind, Randolph-Brooks provides assistance to 
hundreds of local charitable organizations in-
cluding the Children’s Miracle Network, Soci-
ety of St. Vincent de Paul, USO, American 
Red Cross, and the Fisher House Foundation. 

It is because of the good work of Mr. Smith 
and others like him that credit unions across 
the Nation have had such a tremendous im-
pact of the lives of millions of Americans. 
Such service is the hallmark of the credit 
union movement and I know that he will bring 
this dedication to his service on the NAFCU 
Board of Directors. I wish Mr. Smith the best 
of luck in this new role and I look forward to 
working with him in this new capacity. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE JAMES 
ZADROGA 9/11 HEALTH AND COM-
PENSATION ACT 

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, today, along with my colleagues, Mr. 
NADLER, Mr. FOSSELLA, Mr. KING of New York, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. TOWNS, and Mr. 
WEINER, I am introducing an updated version 
of the 9/11 Health and Compensation Act, 
which we had introduced previously in this 
Congress as H.R. 3543. 

After conferring with Speaker PELOSI and 
the leadership of both committees of jurisdic-
tion, it became clear that some changes were 
needed in the legislation in order to sharpen 
the scope of the proposal, so that the House 
could consider taking up the bill by the sev-
enth anniversary of 9/11. 
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This bill is our best attempt, working with 

the City of New York, the AFL–CIO, and the 
local community, to put forth a bill that the 
House could approve, and that would also 
provide medical monitoring to all who are at 
risk of illness because of exposure to Ground 
Zero toxins and treatment to all who are sick, 
as well as compensating those who sustained 
economic injuries due to their exposure to 
Ground Zero toxins. We believe that the re-
vised James Zadroga 9/11 Health and Com-
pensation Act does just that. 

f 

THE TURKISH MILITARY OCCUPA-
TION OF NORTHERN CYPRUS 
MUST END 

HON. ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speaker, the 
illegal Turkish occupation of the northern re-
gion of the sovereign state of Cyprus began 
34 years ago, and continues to this day. 

It must end, and Turkey must remove its 
forces from Cyprus’ territory. 

Very commendable efforts are underway by 
the Cypriot government to achieve a reunifica-
tion of Cyprus. Meetings are being held with 
the designated representative for the Turkish 
Cypriot community to discuss ways to create 
a federal structure that will ensure the rights 
and freedoms of all the people of Cyprus. 

But, just as the continued illegal occupation 
of northern Cyprus has to end, Turkey has to 
play a constructive role in supporting the talks 
on reunification. In that regard, it is simply not 
helpful to have Turkish military displays in 
northern Cyprus, marking the anniversary of 
the occupation, as took place this past week-
end. 

It is time for the barricades to come down, 
for the people who had been forced from their 
homes decades ago to return, for those who 
remain missing from the time of the invasion 
to be accounted for, and for freedom and eco-
nomic prosperity to be allowed to spread 
across the beautiful island-country of Cyprus. 

I note the anniversary of the Turkish military 
invasion of Cyprus with great disappointment 
that the Turkish military continues its illegal 
occupation. 

But I remain hopeful that the voices that are 
calling for peace and reunification of Cyprus 
will be heard and will prevail. 

Just as the ongoing talks have already led 
to the reopening of Ledra Street, a key thor-
oughfare in Nicosia that had been closed for 
over 40 years, those talks can lead to reunifi-
cation of all of Cyprus itself, if Turkey takes 
steps that will support that. 

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES 
ON S. 2062, NATIVE AMERICAN 
HOUSING ASSISTANCE AND 
SELF-DETERMINATION REAUTH-
ORIZATION ACT OF 2007 

SPEECH OF 

HON. DAN BOREN 
OF OKLAHOMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 17, 2008 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in re-
sponse to statements made on July 17, 2008 
referencing the Cherokee Nation and the 
Freedmen citizenship issue in discussions on 
the NAHASDA bill. The Cherokee Nation is 
the second-largest Indian nation within U.S. 
borders with 280,000 citizens. I represent the 
largest number of Cherokees in any Congres-
sional District—more than 95,000—and I am 
proud to serve as their Congressman. 

I believe that, regardless of what one thinks 
about the merits, this is an issue for the 
courts, and Congress should stay out of the 
litigation. A current federal court case in 
Washington, D.C. involving these issues was 
filed five years ago. Last year, more than 300 
people filed suit over these same issues in 
Cherokee Nation tribal courts. We in Congress 
need to let the courts do their work without 
interfering. The Bureau of Indian Affairs simi-
larly has said it will take no action until the 
courts decide. I cannot help but note the irony 
that we in Congress or any legislative body 
generally do all we can to avoid getting in-
volved with litigation until it is finally resolved. 
This issue should be treated no differently. 

That is why I have worked with Chairman 
FRANK and others to craft compromise lan-
guage that would allow the Cherokee Nation 
to continue receiving federal funds until the 
courts decide. It is not a perfect solution, as I 
would prefer this Congress avoid establishing 
the precedent that it is permissible to punish 
a single tribe for an internal decision. That is 
a dangerous slippery slope that will ultimately 
undermine the very meaning of sovereignty 
when it comes to all Indian tribes. 

There is another sad irony here; if the Cher-
okee Nation were to lose these funds, thou-
sands of my constituents would be hurt, in-
cluding the Freedmen descendants who have 
been recently reinstated in the tribe and who 
are also my constituents. I appreciate the fact 
that efforts have been aimed at helping them, 
but the reality of the legislation falls short of 
that goal if funding were ever to be cut. 

The consequences of losing this federal 
housing funding would be real, damaging and 
lasting. In 2008 alone, this would mean more 
than $30 million. Without it, more than 7,000 

low-income Cherokee families would lose their 
federal housing assistance. Many would lose 
their homes, precipitating a housing crisis in 
eastern Oklahoma. The State, which is al-
ready stretched, would be forced to pick up 
the slack. How tragic it would be if the U.S. 
Congress were once again responsible for re-
moving Native Americans from their homes. 
Truly, the most responsible and prudent thing 
we can do is wait for the tribal and federal 
courts to decide these issues first. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CONLEY NELSON 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Conley Nelson of Algona, Iowa, 
for his appointment to the National Pork 
Board. 

Conley was one of five people appointed to 
the 15-member board at the World Pork Expo 
at the Iowa State Fairgrounds and will serve a 
three year term. The National Pork Board, 
which was created by Congress as part of the 
Pork Promotion, Research and Consumer In-
formation Act of 1985, is designed to develop 
budgets and award contracts to carry out 
projects that bring pork into the marketplace. 

Conley is the general manager of the Mur-
phy-Brown LLC Midwest operation. His large- 
scale operation includes 89,000 sows and 
markets 3.7 million hogs a year. In addition, 
he owns a 4,400 head wean-to-finish oper-
ation. Conley is a member of the National 
Checkoff’s Pork Leadership Academy and 
serves on the Iowa Pork Producers board of 
directors, its Audit Committee, the Member-
ship and Leadership Committees and the 
Swine Health and Animal Well-Being Commit-
tees. He is also a member of both the Kossuth 
County Pork Producers and Humboldt County 
Farm Bureau. Conley’s broad range of experi-
ence and involvement in the pork industry cer-
tainly has earned him a position on the Na-
tional Pork Board, and I am eager to see him 
excel in his role of helping pork producers 
across the country. 

I commend Conley Nelson for his dedication 
to his work and congratulate him on his new 
nomination. I consider it an honor to represent 
Conley in the United States Congress, and I 
wish him great success while serving on the 
National Pork Board. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:53 Jul 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A24JY8.011 E24JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

64
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



D941 

Thursday, July 24, 2008 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S7203–S7433 
Measures Introduced: Thirteen bills and two reso-
lutions were introduced, as follows: S. 3323–3335, 
and S. Res. 622–623.                                       Pages S7278–79 

Measures Reported: 
S. 2617, to increase, effective as of December 1, 

2008, the rates of compensation for veterans with 
service-connected disabilities and the rates of de-
pendency and indemnity compensation for the sur-
vivors of certain disabled veterans, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 
110–430)                                                                        Page S7278 

Measures Passed: 
Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act: Senate 

passed H.J. Res. 93, approving the renewal of im-
port restrictions contained in the Burmese Freedom 
and Democracy Act of 2003, clearing the measure 
for the President.                                                        Page S7432 

Measures Considered: 
Warm in Winter and Cool in Summer Act: Sen-
ate continued consideration of the motion to proceed 
to consideration of S. 3186, to provide funding for 
the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program. 
                                                                Pages S7207–45, S7246–70 

Appointments: 
Election Assistance Board of Advisors: The Chair, 
on behalf of the Majority Leader pursuant to Public 
Law 107–252, Title II, Section 214, appointed the 
following individual to serve as a member of the 
Election Assistance Board of Advisors: Dr. Barbara 
Simons, of California.                                               Page S7432 

Foreclosure Prevention Act—Agreement: A 
unanimous-consent-time agreement was reached pro-
viding that if the motion to invoke cloture on S. 
3268, to amend the Commodity Exchange Act, to 
prevent excessive price speculation with respect to 
energy commodities, is not agreed to and the motion 
to invoke cloture on the motion to concur in the 
House amendment to the Senate amendment to the 
House amendments to the Senate amendment to 
H.R. 3221, to provide needed housing reform, is 

agreed to, then post-cloture debate time on Friday, 
July 25, 2008, be divided in 30 minute blocks, be-
ginning at 10 a.m. until 1 p.m, and that the Repub-
licans control the first 30 minutes; that any time 
consumed during a recess or adjournment of the Sen-
ate be counted against the post-cloture time under 
rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate; pro-
vided further, that when the Senate convenes at 9 
a.m. on Saturday, July 26, 2008, the time until 
10:40 a.m. be equally divided and controlled in the 
usual form, the Republican Leader control the time 
between 10:40 a.m. and 10:50 a.m., the Majority 
Leader control the time between 10:50 a.m. and 11 
a.m., and that at 11 a.m., all time be yielded back 
and Senate vote on the motion to concur in the 
House amendment to the Senate amendment to the 
House amendments to the Senate amendment to 
H.R. 3221; and that, if the motion is agreed to, a 
motion to reconsider be considered made and laid on 
the table, and the motion to concur with an amend-
ment be withdrawn; provided further, if the motion 
to invoke cloture on S. 3268, to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy commodities, is 
agreed to, then all provisions of this agreement be 
null and void.                                                               Page S7433 

Stop Excessive Energy Speculation Act—Agree-
ment: A unanimous-consent-time agreement was 
reached providing that at approximately 9:15 a.m., 
on Friday, July 25, 2008, Senate resume consider-
ation of S. 3268, to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act, to prevent excessive price speculation 
with respect to energy commodities, and vote on the 
motion to invoke cloture on the bill; provided fur-
ther, that the time from 10 a.m. to 1 p.m. be equal-
ly divided and controlled by the two Leaders in al-
ternating 30-minute blocks of time, and that the 
Republicans control the first 30 minutes, and the 
Majority control the next 30 minutes; provided fur-
ther, that Senators have until 10 a.m., on Friday, 
July 26, 2008 to file second-degree amendments. 
                                                                                            Page S7433 

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 
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Paul S. Diamond, of Pennsylvania, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the Third Circuit. 

Mitchell S. Goldberg, of Pennsylvania, to be 
United States District Judge for the Eastern District 
of Pennsylvania. 

C. Darnell Jones II, of Pennsylvania, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania. 

Carolyn P. Short, of Pennsylvania, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania. 

Joel H. Slomsky, of Pennsylvania, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania. 

2 Air Force nominations in the rank of general. 
Routine lists in the Air Force, Army, Navy. 

                                                                                    Pages S7433–34 

Nominations Withdrawn: Senate received notifica-
tion of withdrawal of the following nominations: 

Gene E. K. Pratter, of Pennsylvania, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the Third Circuit, which 
was sent to the Senate on November 15, 2007. 

Carolyn P. Short, of Pennsylvania, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania, which was sent to the Senate on No-
vember 15, 2007.                                                       Page S7434 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S7278 

Measures Referred:                                                 Page S7278 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S7279–80 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                             Pages S7280–S7301 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S7277–78 

Amendments Submitted:                     Pages S7301–S7432 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S7432 

Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S7432 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 9:30 a.m. and 
adjourned at 8:15 p.m., until 9:15 a.m. on Friday, 
July 25, 2008. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s 
Record on page S7433.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

IRAN 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee met in closed 
session to receive a briefing on Iran from Dolores A. 
Powers, Deputy Iran Mission Manager, Alan R. 
Pino, National Intelligence Officer for the Near East, 
and William J. Keller, Deputy National Intelligence 
Officer for Weapons of Mass Destruction, all of the 
Office of the Director of National Intelligence; Jef-

frey D. Feltman, Principal Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary of State for the Bureau of Near Eastern Af-
fairs; and James R. Clapper, Jr., Under Secretary for 
Intelligence, Michael G. Vickers, Assistant Secretary 
for Special Operations/Low-Intensity Conflict and 
Interdependent Capabilities, and Lieutenant General 
Carter F. Ham, USA, Director, J–3 Operations Di-
rectorate, Joint Chiefs of Staff, all of the Department 
of Defense. 

CAYMAN ISLANDS AND OFFSHORE TAX 
ISSUES 
Committee on Finance: Committee concluded a hearing 
to examine the Cayman Islands, focusing on offshore 
tax issues, including the nature and extent of United 
States persons’ involvement with Ugland House reg-
istered entities and the nature of such business, the 
reasons that U.S. persons conduct business in the 
Cayman Islands, information available to the U.S. 
government regarding U.S. persons’ Cayman activi-
ties, and the U.S. government’s compliance and en-
forcement efforts, after receiving testimony from Mi-
chael Brostek, Director, Strategic Issues, Government 
Accountability Office; Frank Ng, Commissioner, 
Large and Mid-Sized Businesses, Internal Revenue 
Service, Department of the Treasury; and Jack A. 
Blum, Baker and Hostetler, Washington, D.C. 

HIGHWAY PUBLIC–PRIVATE 
PARTNERSHIPS 
Committee on Finance: Subcommittee on Energy, Nat-
ural Resources, and Infrastructure concluded a hear-
ing to examine tax and financing aspects of highway 
public-private partnerships, including the benefits, 
costs, and trade-offs of highway public-private part-
nerships, the ways public officials have identified and 
acted to protect the public interest in these arrange-
ments, and the federal role in highway public-private 
partnerships and potential changes in this role, after 
receiving testimony from Edward D. Kleinbard, 
Chief of Staff, Joint Committee on Taxation; JayEtta 
Z. Hecker, Director, Physical Infrastructure Issues, 
Government Accountability Office; Pat Choate, 
Manufacturing Policy Project, Washington, Virginia; 
Linda E. Carlisle, White and Case LLP, Washington, 
D.C.; and Dennis J. Enright, NW Financial, Jersey 
City, New Jersey. 

IMPROVING FEDERAL PROGRAM 
MANAGEMENT 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs: Subcommittee on Federal Financial Manage-
ment, Government Information, Federal Services, 
and International Security concluded a hearing to ex-
amine ways to improve federal program management 
using performance information, after receiving testi-
mony from Bernice Steinhardt, Director, Strategic 
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Issues, Government Accountability Office; Marcus C. 
Peacock, Deputy Administrator, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency; Jim Dyer, Chief Financial Officer 
and Performance Improvement Officer, United States 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission; Scott Pace, Asso-
ciate Administrator for Program Analysis and Eval-
uation, National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion (NASA); Daniel A. Tucker, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs for Budget; Maryland 
Governor Martin O’Malley, Annapolis; and Donald 
F. Kettl, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia. 

TRIBAL COURTS 
Committee on Indian Affairs: Committee concluded an 
oversight hearing to examine tribal courts and the 
administration of justice in Indian country, after re-
ceiving testimony from Pat Ragsdale, Director, Of-
fice of Justice Services, Bureau of Indian Affairs, and 
Joe Little, Associate Deputy Director, Office of Jus-
tice Services-Division of Tribal Justice Support, both 
of the Department of the Interior; Roman J. Duran, 
Jicarilla Apache Nation Courts, Albuquerque, New 
Mexico, on behalf of the National American Indian 

Court Judges Association; Joseph Thomas Flies- 
Away, Hualapai Judiciary, Peach Springs, Arizona; 
Theresa M. Pouley, Tulalip Tribal Court Judge, 
Tulalip, Washington, on behalf of the Northwest 
Tribal Court Judges Association; John St. Clair, Sho-
shone and Arapaho Tribal Court of the Wind River 
Indian Reservation, Fort Washakie, Wyoming; and 
Dorma L. Sahneyah, Hopi Tribal Chief Prosecutor, 
Kykotsmovi, Arizona. 

CRIMES ASSOCIATED WITH POLYGAMY 
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine crimes associated with polygamy, 
focusing on the need for a coordinated state and fed-
eral response, after receiving testimony from Senator 
Reid; Gregory A. Brower, United States Attorney, 
District of Nevada, and Brett L. Tolman, United 
States Attorney, District of Utah, both of the De-
partment of Justice; Terry Goddard, Arizona Attor-
ney General, Phoenix; Greg Abbott, Texas Attorney 
General, Austin; Stephen Singular, Denver, Colo-
rado; Dan Fischer, Sandy, Utah; and Carolyn Jessop, 
West Jordan, Utah. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 31 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 6593–6598, 6600–6624; 9 resolu-
tions, H. Con. Res. 396; and H. Res. 1373–1380 
were introduced.                                                 Pages H7163–65 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H7165–66 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 2780, to amend section 8339(p) of title 5, 

United States Code, to clarify the method for com-
puting certain annuities under the Civil Service Re-
tirement System which are based on part-time serv-
ice, with an amendment (H. Rept. 110–770); 

H.R. 6388, to provide additional authorities to 
the Comptroller General of the United States, with 
an amendment (H. Rept. 110–771); 

H.R. 674, to amend title 38, United States Code, 
to repeal the provision of law requiring termination 
of the Advisory Committee on Minority Veterans as 
of December 31, 2009 (H. Rept. 110–772); 

H.R. 2192, to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to establish an Ombudsman within the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, with an amendment 
(H. Rept. 110–773); 

H.R. 4255, to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to authorize the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 

to provide assistance to the Paralympic Program of 
the United States Olympic Committee, with an 
amendment (H. Rept. 110–774); 

H.R. 6599, making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2009 (H. Rept. 110–775); 

H.R. 4806, to require the Secretary of Homeland 
Security to develop a strategy to prevent the over- 
classification of homeland security and other infor-
mation and to promote the sharing of unclassified 
homeland security and other information, with an 
amendment (H. Rept. 110–776); and 

H.R. 5983, to amend the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 to enhance the information security of the 
Department of Homeland Security, with an amend-
ment (H. Rept. 110–777).                    Pages H7131, H7163 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein she 
appointed Representative Tauscher to act as Speaker 
Pro Tempore for today.                                           Page H7061 

Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the guest 
Chaplain, Rev. Kelly D. McInerney, Bible Baptist 
Church, Wilmington, Ohio.                                 Page H7061 
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Discharge Petition: Representative Souder moved 
to discharge the Committee on Rules from the con-
sideration of H. Res. 1331, providing for the consid-
eration of the bill (H.R. 1399) to restore Second 
Amendment rights in the District of Columbia (Dis-
charge Petition No. 14). 
Providing for consideration of motions to sus-
pend the rules: The House agreed to H. Res. 1367, 
to provide for consideration of motions to suspend 
the rules, by a yea-and-nay vote of 226 yeas to 190 
nays, Roll No. 525, after agreeing to order the pre-
vious question by a yea-and-nay vote of 232 yeas to 
184 nays, Roll No. 524.                                Pages H7071–79 

Suspension—Failed: The House failed to agree to 
suspend the rules and pass the following measure: 

Providing for the sale of light grade petroleum 
from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and its re-
placement with heavy grade petroleum: H.R. 6578, 
amended, to provide for the sale of light grade pe-
troleum from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and 
its replacement with heavy grade petroleum, by a 2/ 
3 yea-and-nay vote of 268 yeas to 157 nays, Roll 
No. 527.                                                                 Pages H7079–93 

Agreed by unanimous consent that debate on the 
motion to suspend the rules and pass H.R. 6578 be 
extended by 15 minutes, equally divided and con-
trolled.                                                                             Page H7085 

National Highway Bridge Reconstruction and 
Inspection Act of 2008: The House passed H.R. 
3999, to amend title 23, United States Code, to im-
prove the safety of Federal-aid highway bridges, to 
strengthen bridge inspection standards and processes, 
and to increase investment in the reconstruction of 
structurally deficient bridges on the National High-
way System, by a yea-and-nay vote of 367 yeas to 
55 nays, Roll No. 530. Consideration of the measure 
began on Wednesday, July 23rd.               Pages H7093–97 

Rejected the Poe motion to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
with instructions to report the same back to the 
House forthwith with an amendment, by a recorded 
vote of 151 ayes to 268 noes with 5 voting 
‘‘present’’, Roll No. 529.                               Pages H7094–96 

Accepted: 
Childers amendment (No. 10 printed in part B of 

H. Rept. 110–760), that was debated on Wednes-
day, July 23rd, that seeks to provide that none of 
the funds may be used to employ workers in viola-
tion of section 274A of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (by a recorded vote of 416 ayes to 1 
no with 6 voting ‘‘present’’, Roll No. 528). 
                                                                                            Page H7093 

Agreed that the Clerk be authorized to make 
technical and conforming changes to reflect the ac-
tions of the House.                                                    Page H7097 

H. Res. 1344, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to on Wednesday, July 23rd. 
Moment of Silence: The House observed a moment 
of silence in honor of Officer Jacob J. Chestnut and 
Detective John M. Gibson of the United States Cap-
itol Police who were killed in the line of duty de-
fending the Capitol against an intruder armed with 
a gun on July 24, 1998.                                         Page H7096 

Tom Lantos and Henry J. Hyde United States 
Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Reauthorization Act of 
2008: The House agreed to the Senate amendment 
to H.R. 5501, to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
years 2009 through 2013 to provide assistance to 
foreign countries to combat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
and malaria, by a yea-and-nay vote of 303 yeas to 
115 nays, Roll No. 531—clearing the measure for 
the President.                             Pages H7097–H7122, H7132–33 

H. Res. 1362, the rule providing for consideration 
of the Senate amendment to the bill, was agreed to 
by voice vote, after agreeing to order the previous 
question by a yea-and-nay vote of 231 yeas to 185 
nays, Roll No. 526.                             Pages H7065–71, H7079 

Relating to the House procedures contained in 
section 803 of the Medicare Prescription Drug, 
Improvement, and Modernization Act of 2003: 
The House agreed to H. Res. 1368, relating to the 
House procedures contained in section 803 of the 
Medicare Prescription Drug, Improvement, and 
Modernization Act of 2003, by a yea-and-nay vote of 
231 yeas to 184 nays, Roll No. 532, after agreeing 
to order the previous question. 
                                                                Pages H7122–32, H7133–34 

Suspension—Proceedings Resumed: The House 
agreed to suspend the rules and agree to the fol-
lowing measure which was debated on Wednesday, 
July 23rd: 

Supporting the designation of a National Child 
Awareness Month to promote awareness of chil-
dren’s charities and youth-serving organizations 
across the United States and recognizing their ef-
forts on behalf of children and youth as a positive 
investment for the future of our Nation: H. Res. 
1296, amended, to support the designation of a Na-
tional Child Awareness Month to promote awareness 
of children’s charities and youth-serving organiza-
tions across the United States and to recognize their 
efforts on behalf of children and youth as a positive 
investment for the future of our Nation, by a 2/3 
yea-and-nay vote of 404 yeas with none voting 
‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 533.                                               Page H7134 

Speaker Pro Tempore: Read a letter from the 
Speaker wherein she appointed Representative Hoyer 
and Representative Van Hollen to act as Speaker pro 
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tempore to sign enrolled bills and joint resolutions 
through July 28, 2008.                                           Page H7134 

Governing Board of the Office of Congressional 
Ethics—Appointments: The Chair announced the 
appointment of the following individuals to serve as 
the Governing Board of the Office of Congressional 
Ethics, pursuant to section 1(b) of H. Res. 895, 
110th Congress, and the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007: Nominated by the Speaker with the 
concurrence of the Minority Leader: Mr. David 
Skaggs of Colorado, Chairman; Mrs. Yvonne Brath-
waite Burke of California, subject to section 
1(b)(6)(B); Ms. Karan English of Arizona, subject to 
section 1(b)(6)(B); and Mr. Abner Mikva of Illinois, 
Alternate. Nominated by the Minority Leader with 
the concurrence of the Speaker: Mr. Porter J. Goss 
of Florida, Cochairman; Mr. James M. Eagen, III of 
Colorado, subject to section 1(b)(6)(B); Ms. Allison 
R. Hayward of Virginia, subject to section 
1(b)(6)(B); and Mr. Bill Frenzel of Virginia, Alter-
nate.                                                                          Pages H7134–35 

Meeting Hour: Agreed that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 11 a.m. on Mon-
day, July 28th, and further, when the House ad-
journs on that day, it adjourn to meet at 10:30 a.m. 
on Tuesday, July 29th for morning hour debate. 
                                                                                            Page H7137 

Calendar Wednesday: Agreed to dispense with the 
Calendar Wednesday business of Wednesday, July 
30th.                                                                                 Page H7137 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
today appears on page H7061. 
Quorum Calls—Votes: Eight yea-and-nay votes and 
two recorded votes developed during the proceedings 
of today and appear on pages H7077–78, H7078, 
H7079, H7092–93, H7093, H7095–96, H7096–97, 
H7132–33, H7133, and H7134. There were no 
quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 11:01 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
AGRICULTURE PRODUCERS RENEWABLE 
FUELS STANDARD ELIGIBILITY 
Committee on Agriculture: Subcommittee on Conserva-
tion, Credit, Energy, and Research held a hearing to 
review Renewable Fuels Standard implementation 
and agriculture producer eligibility. Testimony was 
heard from Robert Meyers, Principal Deputy Admin-
istrator, Office of Air and Radiation, EPA; Arthur 
Blazer, Forestry Division, Department of Energy, 
Minerals and Natural Resources, State of New Mex-
ico; and public witnesses. 

PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT; IMPROVING 
PHYSICAL EDUCATION 
Committee on Education and Labor: Ordered reported, 
as amended, H.R. 1338, Paycheck Fairness Act. 

The Committee also held a hearing on the Bene-
fits of Physical and Health Education for our Na-
tion’s Children. Testimony was heard from Rep-
resentatives Kind and Wamp; Lori Rose Benson, Di-
rector, Fitness and Health Education, Department of 
Education, New York City; Richard Simmons, Fit-
ness Expert; Tim Brown, former Oakland Raider; 
and public witnesses. 

CARBON SEQUESTRATION’S DRINKING 
WATER RISKS 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Environment and Hazardous Materials held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Carbon Sequestration: Risks, Opportuni-
ties, and Protection of Drinking Water.’’ Testimony 
was heard from Benjamin Grumbles, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Water, EPA; Robert C. 
Burruss, Research Geologist, Energy Resources 
Team, U.S. Geological Survey, Department of the 
Interior; Scott M. Klara, Director, Strategic Center 
for Coal, National Energy Technology Laboratory, 
Department of Energy; and public witnesses. 

LONG-TERM CARE INSURANCE 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Long-Term Care Insurance: Are Consumers Pro-
tected for the Long Term?’’ Testimony was heard 
from John E. Dicken, Director, Health Care, GAO; 
Jack E. Vogelsong, Chief, Division of Long Term 
Living Outreach and Education, Department of 
Aging, State of Pennsylvania; Sean Dilweg, Commis-
sioner of Insurance, State of Wisconsin; Kevin M. 
McCarty, Commissioner of Insurance, State of Flor-
ida; Eric Dinallo, Superintendent, Department of In-
surance, State of New York; Mike Kreidler, Com-
missioner, Office of the Insurance Commissioner, 
State of Washington; and public witnesses. 

FINANCIAL MARKETS REGULATORY 
RESTRUCTURING; WEAK DOLLAR’S 
ECONOMIC IMPLICATIONS 
Committee on Financial Services: Continued hearings 
entitled ‘‘Systemic Risk and the Financial Markets.’’ 
Testimony was heard from Christopher Cox, Chair-
man, SEC; and Timothy F. Geithner, President and 
Chief Executive Officer, Federal Reserve Bank of 
New York, Federal Reserve System. 

The Committee also held a hearing entitled ‘‘Im-
plications of a Weaker Dollar for Oil Prices and the 
U.S. Economy.’’ Testimony was heard from public 
witnesses. 
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MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Ordered reported H.R. 
6574, United States-Russian Federation Nuclear Co-
operation Agreement Act of 2008. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee urged the 
Chairman to request that the following resolutions 
be considered on the Suspension Calendar: H. Res. 
1370, amended, Calling on the Government of the 
People’s Republic of China to immediately end its 
abuses of the human rights of its citizens, to cease 
repression of Tibetan and Uighur citizens, and to 
end its support for the Governments of Sudan and 
Burma to ensure that the Beijing 2008 Olympic 
Games take place in an atmosphere that honors the 
Olympic traditions of freedom and openness; H. Res. 
1369, Recognizing nongovernmental organizations 
working to bring just and lasting peace between 
Israelis and Palestinians; H. Res. 1351, amended, 
Expressing support for the United Nations African 
Union Mission in Darfur (NAMID) and calling upon 
United Nations Member States and the international 
community to contribute the resources necessary to 
ensure the success of UNAMID; H. Res. 1361, Ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Representatives 
that the United States should lead a high-level dip-
lomatic effort to defeat the campaign by some mem-
bers of the Organization of Islamic Conference to di-
vert the United Nation’s Durban Review Conference 
from a review of problems in their own and other 
countries by attacking Israel, promoting anti-Semi-
tism, and undermining the Universal Charter of 
Human Rights and to ensure that the Durban Re-
view Conference serves as a forum to review commit-
ments to combat all forms of racism; and H. Con. 
Res. 374, amended, Supporting the spirit of peace 
and desire for unity displayed in the letter from 138 
Muslim scholars, and in the Pope’s response. 

NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism, Nonproliferation and Trade, hearing on Sav-
ing the NPT and the Nonproliferation Regime in an 
Era of Nuclear Renaissance. Testimony was heard 
from public witnesses. 

STATE VIDEO TAX FAIRNESS ACT 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Com-
mercial and Administrative Law approved for full 
Committee action, as amended, H.R. 3679, State 
Video Tax Fairness Act of 2007. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION 2004 LESSONS 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on the Con-
stitution, Civil Rights, and Civil Liberties held a 
hearing on Lessons Learned from the 2004 Presi-

dential Election. Testimony was heard from public 
witnesses. 

IMMIGRATION RAIDS 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Immi-
gration, Citizenship, Refugees, Border Security, and 
International Law held a hearing on Immigration 
Raids: Postville and Beyond. Testimony was heard 
from Representatives Braley of Iowa; Jackson-Lee of 
Texas, Woolsey, and David Davis of Tennessee; 
Deborah Rhodes, Senior Associate Deputy Attorney 
General, Department of Justice; March Forman Di-
rector of Investigations, U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement, Department of Homeland Secu-
rity; and public witnesses. 

MARINE SANCTUARY MEASURES 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Oceans held a hearing on the 
following bills: H.R. 6537, Sanctuary Enhancement 
Act of 2008; and H.R. 6204, Thunder Bay National 
Marine Sanctuary and Underwater Preserve Boundary 
Modification Act. Testimony was heard from Rep-
resentatives Ros-Lehtinen and McCotter; John 
Dunnigan, Assistant Administrator, Ocean Services 
and Coastal Zone Management, National Ocean 
Service, NOAA, Department of Commerce; and pub-
lic witnesses. 

OVERSIGHT—DISABLED ACCESS TO 
FEDERAL LANDS 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests and Public Lands held an over-
sight hearing on Expanding Access to Federal Lands 
for People with Disabilities. Testimony was heard 
from James S. Bedwell, Director, Recreation, Herit-
age, and Volunteer Resources, Forest Service, USDA; 
Stephen E. Whitesell, Associate Director, Park Plan-
ning, Facilities, and Lands, National Park Service, 
Department of the Interior; Carole Fraser, Universal 
Access Coordinator, Division of Lands and Forests, 
Department of Environmental Conservation, New 
York State; and public witnesses. 

MEDICARE DRUG BENEFIT DISCOUNTS 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘The Medicare Drug Benefit: Are 
Private Insurers Getting Good Discounts for the 
Taxpayer?’’ Testimony was heard from Kerry 
Weems, Acting Administrator, Center for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of Health and 
Human Services; and public witnesses. 

POSTAL REFORM 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Federal Workforce, Postal Service, and 
the District of Columbia held a hearing entitled 
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‘‘The Three R’s of the Postal Network Plan: Re-
alignment, Right-Sizing, and Responsiveness.’’ Testi-
mony was heard from Phillip Herr, Director, Phys-
ical Infrastructure Issues, GAO; the following offi-
cials of the U.S. Postal Service: David Williams, In-
spector General; and Patrick Donahoe, Deputy Post-
master General; John Waller, Director, Office of Ac-
countability and Compliance, Postal Regulatory 
Commission; and public witnesses. 

STRENGTHENING WINDSTORM HAZARD 
MITIGATION 
Committee on Science and Technology: Subcommittee on 
Technology and Innovation held a hearing on The 
National Windstorm Impact Reduction Program: 
Strengthening Windstorm Hazard Mitigation. Testi-
mony was heard from Sharon L. Hays, Associate Di-
rector, Office of Science and Technology Policy; and 
public witnesses. 

SMALL BUSINESS ECONOMIC STIMULUS 
Committee on Small Business: Held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Economic Stimulus for Small Business: A Look 
Back and Assessing Need for Additional Relief.’’ 
Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

COMMERCIAL TRUCK DRIVER MEDICAL 
OVERSIGHT 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Held a 
hearing on FMCSA’s Progress in Improving Medical 
Oversight of Commercial Drivers. Testimony was 
heard from Mitchell A. Garber, M.D., Medical Offi-
cer, National Transportation Safety Board; Gregory 
D. Kutz, Managing Director, Forensic Audits and 
Special Investigations, GAO; and Rose McMurray, 
Chief Safety Officer and Assistant Administrator, 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration, Depart-
ment of Transportation. 

AVIATION SECURITY UPDATE 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sub-
committee on Aviation held a hearing on Aviation 
Security: An Update. Testimony was heard from Kip 
Hawley, Assistant Secretary, Transportation Security 
Administration, Department of Homeland Security; 
Cathleen Berrick, Director, Homeland Security and 
Justice Issues, GAO; Timothy L. Campbell, Execu-
tive Director, Aviation Administration, State of 
Maryland; and public witnesses. 

PROMOTING HEALTH INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY 
Committee on Ways and Means: Subcommittee on 
Health held a hearing on promoting health informa-
tion technology. Testimony was heard from Peter R. 
Orszag, Director, CBO; and public witnesses. 

Joint Meetings 
SMALL MARKET DRUGS 
Joint Economic Committee: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the escalating prices of certain 
prescription drugs, focusing on the impact on the 
pharmaceutical market, hospital budgets, and pa-
tients’ medical bills, especially people with rare dis-
eases, after receiving testimony from Madeline M. 
Carpinelli, University of Minnesota College of Phar-
macy PRIME Institute, and Alan L. Goldbloom, 
Children’s Hospitals and Clinics of Minnesota, both 
of Minneapolis; and Danielle Foltz, Providence, 
Rhode Island. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR FRIDAY, 
JULY 25, 2008 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 

Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, to continue 
hearings to examine financial institutions located in off-
shore tax havens, focusing on ways to strengthen United 
States domestic and international tax enforcement efforts, 
9:30 a.m., SD–342. 

Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine the nom-
ination of James A. Williams, of Virginia, to be Admin-
istrator of General Services Administration, 12 noon, 
SD–342. 

House 
Committee on Financial Services,, hearing entitled ‘‘A Re-

view of Mortgage Servicing Practices and Foreclosure 
Mitigation,’’ 10 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Judiciary, hearing on Executive Power 
and Its Constitutional Limitations, 10 a.m., 2141 Ray-
burn. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

9:15 a.m., Friday, July 25 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Friday: Senate will continue consideration 
of S. 3268, Stop Excessive Energy Speculation Act, and 
vote on the motion to invoke cloture thereon at approxi-
mately 9:15 a.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

11 a.m., Monday, July 28 

House Chamber 

Program for Monday: The House will meet in pro 
forma session at 11 a.m. 
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