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But not being of the committee, and

representing the committee on this
suspension, I would like to say this:
Many Members on this side of the aisle
respect the efforts of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS), and we
know that the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. GEKAS) has taken what
he could in the process with the other
body.

What he has brought to the floor is
good enough for us. We would like to
see it better. We are hoping and appeal-
ing to the chairman that, in the next
opportunity, that that broader exten-
sion and perhaps a permanent delinea-
tion could be effected.

Having said that, I would also like to
say that I have passed laws on home
mortgages and now veterans’ VA loans
to provide for, upon one-month, 4-day
delinquency, a notice of counseling
programs available with a 1–800 number
where the delinquent owner and mort-
gage holder can call for assistance.
They have had great success in work-
ing this out.

I want to also let the Congress know
that I am going to attempt to have
that type of language inserted for spe-
cific small farm and farm activities to
make sure and ensure that, when they
get in trouble, they will know what the
service is.

What the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. GEKAS) is doing today, we
support. We would appreciate his con-
sideration in the future.

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

Mr. GEKAS. I yield myself such time
as I might consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to launch a fili-
buster now to give ample opportunity
to our colleague the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SMITH) to appear if he is
on his way so that he may give his per-
sonal witness to this legislation.

So I will recite the Gettysburg Ad-
dress and a few other staples from
American history, but I am being urged
by staff to bring us to a quick close.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the chairman for yielding
to me.

Mr. Speaker, there is no question
that farmers and agriculture are cur-
rently in a very serious plight, and
there is no question that much-needed
work has been done on bankruptcy re-
form in the 105th Congress. Our bank-
ruptcy laws are too lenient and have
become a source of debt evasion rather
than a means of equitably resolving
differences between debtors and credi-
tors.

While we have been hammering out
an agreement, one important issue got
lost in the shuffle. Bankruptcy relief
for farmers has been allowed to expire
during the period of severe hardship for
American farmers.

American farmers are going to be los-
ing this year between 10 and 20 percent
of their income, over $8 billion, as a

drop in farm income. Some farmers
have been and are going to be forced
into bankruptcy.

There has been a problem of weather,
of disease, of low commodity prices, of
a loss of Asian markets. What we need
to do is we need immediate action to
ensure that the chapter 12 reorganiza-
tion is restored to American producers
as soon as possible. Both the chairman
and the ranking member also have felt
that this is important.

Chapter 12 expired on September 30 of
this year. Enacted during the 1986 farm
crisis, chapter 12 made significant
bankruptcy relief available to a group
of Americans that has difficulty in get-
ting credit and managing their assets
since the country’s founding, and of
course that is the American farmers.

Specifically, it opened many of the
advantages of chapter 13 filings to
farmers who were, for the most part,
too indebted to take advantage of
chapter 13 and had to use other less ad-
vantageous provisions of the bank-
ruptcy code.

For example, chapter 7 was accessible
to farmers to give them some of the, if
you will, fresh start promise to debtors
under the bankruptcy code. But under
chapter 7, the farm which might have
been in the family for generations was
usually lost. Congress needed to find a
way to ensure that creditors are pro-
tected while at the same time being
able to maintain that family farm.

I understand that chapter 12 may
need some changes. Both the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Chairman
GEKAS) and Senator GRASSLEY, the fa-
ther of chapter 12, have proposed
changing chapter 12 in various ways. It
may well be that chapter 12 should be
changed, but this needed provision to
extend it from the current sunset of
last October 1 needs not to lapse.

Currently, we are in the midst of an-
other crisis in the saga of the Amer-
ican farmer. The weather, the disease,
the devastated crops, export markets
shrinking, commodity prices at his-
toric lows, changes to chapter 12 can
and must be maintained.

It is unacceptable to allow the desire
for reform to prevent the renewal of
this program in this time of need for
the American agriculture.

My bill, H.R. 4831, would extend the
chapter 12 provisions so that we can de-
bate needed changes in a period of less
urgence for farmers. This legislation
that makes the farmer provisions of
chapter 12 retroactive to last October
1st is supported by the Senate and the
administration. I hope all my col-
leagues will join me today in passing
this legislation.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, we thank
the gentleman for his heroic efforts in
bringing this to a successful conclu-
sion.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BALLENGER). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS) that the

House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 4831, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

ENERGY CONSERVATION
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1998

Mr. DAN SCHAEFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the House amendments to the
Senate bill (S. 417) to extend energy
conservation programs under the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act
through September 30, 2002.

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate Amendments to House Amend-

ments:
Page 13, after the matter following line 19,

of the House engrossed amendments, insert:
SEC. 9. PURCHASES FROM STRATEGIC PETRO-

LEUM RESERVE BY ENTITIES IN IN-
SULAR AREAS OF UNITED STATES
AND FREELY ASSOCIATED STATES.

(a) Section 161 of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6241) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘‘(j) PURCHASES FROM STRATEGIC PETROLEUM
RESERVE BY ENTITIES IN INSULAR AREAS OF
UNITED STATES AND FREELY ASSOCIATED
STATES.—

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:
‘‘(A) BINDING OFFER.—The term ‘binding

offer’ means a bid submitted by the State of Ha-
waii for an assured award of a specific quantity
of petroleum product, with a price to be cal-
culated pursuant to paragraph (2) of this sub-
section, that obligates the offeror to take title to
the petroleum product without further negotia-
tion or recourse to withdraw the offer.

‘‘(B) CATEGORY OF PETROLEUM PRODUCT.—
The term ‘category of petroleum product’ means
a master line item within a notice of sale.

‘‘(C) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible en-
tity’ means an entity that owns or controls a re-
finery that is located within the State of Ha-
waii.

‘‘(D) FULL TANKER LOAD.—The term ‘full
tanker load’ means a tanker of approximately
700,000 barrels of capacity, or such lesser tanker
capacity as may be designated by the State of
Hawaii.

‘‘(E) INSULAR AREA.—The term ‘insular area’
means the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, the United States Virgin Islands, Guam,
American Samoa, the Freely Associated States
of the Republic of the Marshall Islands, the
Federated States of Micronesia, and the Repub-
lic of Palau.

‘‘(F) OFFERING.—The term ‘offering’ means a
solicitation for bids for a quantity or quantities
of petroleum product from the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve as specified in the notice of sale.

‘‘(G) NOTICE OF SALE.—The term ‘notice of
sale’ means the document that announces—

‘‘(i) the sale of Strategic Petroleum Reserve
products;

‘‘(ii) the quantity, characteristics, and loca-
tion of the petroleum product being sold;

‘‘(iii) the delivery period for the sale; and
‘‘(iv) the procedures for submitting offers.
‘‘(2) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an offering

of a quantity of petroleum product during a
drawdown of the Strategic Petroleum Reserve—

‘‘(A) the State of Hawaii, in addition to hav-
ing the opportunity to submit a competitive bid,
may—

‘‘(i) submit a binding offer, and shall on sub-
mission of the offer, be entitled to purchase a
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category of a petroleum product specified in a
notice of sale at a price equal to the
volumetrically weighted average of the success-
ful bids made for the remaining quantity of the
petroleum product within the category that is
the subject of the offering; and

‘‘(ii) submit 1 or more alternative offers, for
other categories of the petroleum product, that
will be binding if no price competitive contract
is awarded for the category of petroleum prod-
uct on which a binding offer is submitted under
clause (i); and

‘‘(B) at the request of the Governor of the
State of Hawaii, a petroleum product purchased
by the State of Hawaii at a competitive sale or
through a binding offer shall have first pref-
erence in scheduling for lifting.

‘‘(3) Limitation on quantity.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In administering this sub-

section, in the case of each offering, the Sec-
retary may impose the limitation described in
subparagraph (B) or (C) that results in the pur-
chase of the lesser quantity of petroleum prod-
uct.

‘‘(B) PORTION OF QUANTITY OF PREVIOUS IM-
PORTS.—The Secretary may limit the quantity of
a petroleum product that the State of Hawaii
may purchase through a binding offer at any
offering to 1/12 of the total quantity of imports
of the petroleum product brought into the State
during the previous year (or other period deter-
mined by the Secretary to be representative).

‘‘(C) PERCENTAGE OF OFFERING.—The Sec-
retary may limit the quantity that may be pur-
chased through binding offers at any offering to
3 percent of the offering.

‘‘(4) ADJUSTMENTS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any limi-

tation imposed under paragraph (3), in admin-
istering this subsection, in the case of each of-
fering, the Secretary shall, at the request of the
Governor of the State of Hawaii, or an eligible
entity certified under paragraph (7), adjust the
quantity to be sold to the State of Hawaii in ac-
cordance with this paragraph.

‘‘(B) UPWARD ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary
shall adjust upward to the next whole number
increment of a full tanker load if the quantity
to be sold is—

‘‘(i) less than 1 full tanker load; or
‘‘(ii) greater than or equal to 50 percent of a

full tanker load more than a whole number in-
crement of a full tanker load.

‘‘(C) DOWNWARD ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary
shall adjust downward to the next whole num-
ber increment of a full tanker load if the quan-
tity to be sold is less than 50 percent of a full
tanker load more than a whole number incre-
ment of a full tanker load.

‘‘(5) DELIVERY TO OTHER LOCATIONS.—The
State of Hawaii may enter into an exchange or
a processing agreement that requires delivery to
other locations, if a petroleum product of similar
value or quantity is delivered to the State of Ha-
waii.

‘‘(6) STANDARD SALES PROVISIONS.—Except as
otherwise provided in this Act, the Secretary
may require the State of Hawaii to comply with
the standard sales provisions applicable to pur-
chasers of petroleum product at competitive
sales.

‘‘(7) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraphs

(B) and (C) and notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this paragraph, if the Governor of the
State of Hawaii certifies to the Secretary that
the State has entered into an agreement with an
eligible entity to carry out this Act, the eligible
entity may act on behalf of the State of Hawaii
to carry out this subsection.

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—The Governor of the State
of Hawaii shall not certify more than 1 eligible
entity under this paragraph for each notice of
sale.

‘‘(C) BARRED COMPANY.—If the Secretary has
notified the Governor of the State of Hawaii
that a company has been barred from bidding
(either prior to, or at the time that a notice of

sale is issued), the Governor shall not certify the
company under this paragraph.

‘‘(8) SUPPLIES OF PETROLEUM PRODUCTS.—At
the request of the Governor of an insular area,
the Secretary shall, for a period not to exceed
180 days following a drawdown of the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve, assist the insular area or the
President of a Freely Associated State in its ef-
forts to maintain adequate supplies of petroleum
products from traditional and nontraditional
suppliers.’’.

(b) REGULATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy

shall issue such regulations as are necessary to
carry out the amendment made by subsection
(a).

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE.—Regulations
issued to carry out the amendment made by sub-
section (a) shall not be subject to—

(A) section 523 of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6393); or

(B) section 501 of the Department of Energy
Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7191).

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) takes effect on the earlier of—

(1) the date that is 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act; or

(2) the date that final regulations are issued
under subsection (a).
SEC. 10. INDIAN ENERGY RESOURCE DEVELOP-

MENT.
Section 2603 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992

(25 U.S.C. 3503) is amended in subsection (c) by
striking ‘‘and 1997’’ each place it appears and
inserting ‘‘1999, 2000, 2001, 2002 and 2003’’ in
lieu thereof.
SEC. 11. REMEDIAL ACTION.

(a) Section 1001(b)(2)(C) of the Energy Policy
Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 2296a) is amended by
striking ‘‘$65,000,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$140,000,000’’.

(b) Section 1003(a) of such Act (42 U.S.C.
2296a–2) is amended by striking ‘‘$415,000,000’’
and inserting ‘‘$490,000,000’’.

(c) Section 1802(a) of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2297g–1) is amended by striking
‘‘$480,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$488,333,333’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. DAN SCHAEFER) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. DAN SCHAEFER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAN SCHAEFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that all Members may have 5 legisla-
tive days within which to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material on S. 417.

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

There was no objection.
Mr. DAN SCHAEFER of Colorado.

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes.
Mr. Speaker, today, the House does

consider S. 417, the Energy Conserva-
tion Reauthorization Act of 1998. S. 417
improves U.S. energy security by reau-
thorizing various conservation pro-
grams. It also reduces the energy bills
paid by low income consumers, cuts
the energy bill paid by the taxpayers
through improving the energy effi-
ciency of Federal agencies, and pro-
motes energy security by encouraging
the use of biodiesel fuel to reduce de-
pendence on the petroleum motor fuels.

This is not a controversial bill. It
passed the House on September 28 by a

voice vote, and it had very strong bi-
partisan support. The original House
bill was introduced jointly by the rank-
ing member of the Subcommittee on
Energy and Power, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HALL), and was strongly
supported by many on the other side of
the aisle. When the House considered
the bill last month, not one Member
rose in opposition.

The Senate approved an amendment
to S. 417 that adds three sections to the
bill. One section assures that the State
of Hawaii has access to oil from the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve in the
event of a drawdown. Another reau-
thorizes a program that assists Indian
tribes develop energy sources of their
own. The final section provides for
cleanup of contaminated thorium sites.
I have no objections to the Senate
amendment.

The first section of the Senate
amendment assures the State of Ha-
waii has access to oil supplies in the
event of a Strategic Petroleum Reserve
drawdown. The State of Hawaii needs
assurance of access to oil during a
SPRO drawdown because it is much
more dependent on oil in other parts of
the U.S.

This amendment does not undermine
the SPRO of which I am very favorable
to for many years. I have spent the last
4 years fighting to protect the SPRO
against misguided attempts to sell off
our Nation’s oil stockpile. I have done
so to assure that the SPRO is available
in the event of an oil supply emer-
gency. I would not support the Senate
amendment if it undermined the SPRO
reserves.

The Senate amendment also reauthorizes a
program that provides grants and loans to In-
dian tribes to assist their development of en-
ergy resources. Many Indian tribes are in re-
mote areas that are not well-connected to the
electric and natural gas transmission system.
This program provides funding to assist Indian
tribes develop energy resources.

The new thorium section addresses con-
cerns about the adequacy of funding for con-
taminated thorium sites. In the Energy Policy
Act of 1992, the Federal government accepted
responsibility for funding its fair share of clean-
up at such sites. The Senate amendment sim-
ply ensures the Federal government continues
to own up to its responsibility for thorium
cleanup.

I urge support for S. 417.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of

my time.
Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. HALL of Texas asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased, of course, today to rise in
support of this bill, the underlying ve-
hicle for this package of legislation,
H.R. 4017, which was introduced by the
chairman of the Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Power, my good friend, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. DAN
SCHAEFER), and have joined him as a
cosponsor. That measure passed the
House, I think, back in September.
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Due to what then appeared to be the

lateness of the congressional session,
the body of H.R. 4017 was substituted
for the text of a bill that was being
held at the Speaker’s desk, the Senate
bill, S. 417, and forwarded to the Sen-
ate.

The other body added three other
provisions to the measure, and they re-
turned it to us. The provisions would
ensure, and this is a very important
segment of it, ensure that Hawaii was
guaranteed access to the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve during an oil supply
disruption, and extend the authoriza-
tion of some things.

But because of the distance of Ha-
waii, and not being contiguous to the
other 48 States, they are in a peculiar
and a different position and have an ac-
cess to the SPRO, as does the State of
Texas and other States that are here in
the 48.

This bill is a companion to H.R. 2472
that the President signed into law on
June 1. A new energy security law re-
authorized the SPRO and amended the
international energy agency statutes
to comply.

Actually, the use of biodiesel, that is
a part of this that the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) and the gentle-
woman from Missouri (Ms. MCCARTHY)
have added that will help make biodie-
sel blended fuel a more attractive op-
tion as a replacement fuel under the
Energy Policy Act of 1992 that will give
them some more leeway and some more
help in addition to having access to the
SPRO. The use of biodiesel will reduce
the carbon dioxide emissions. There is
a lot of good things it does.

b 1315
It reduces other air pollutants, par-

ticulates, carbon monoxide and sulfur
dioxide. Our new Secretary of Energy
also, Mr. Bill Richardson, highlighted
these facts when as a member of the
House he joined 33 of the other col-
leagues here writing to then Secretary
of Energy Mrs. O’Leary to urge DOE to
include a 20 percent biodiesel blend as
an alternative fuel under the 1992 En-
ergy Policy Act.

I think it is a good act. I urge that
we pass this act.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise today in
support of S. 417. The underlying vehicle for
this package of legislation, H.R. 4017, was in-
troduced by the chairman of the Energy and
Power Subcommittee, my good friend DAN
SCHAEFER. I joined him as an original cospon-
sor, and that measure passed the House by
voice vote on September 28. Due to what then
appeared to be the lateness of the congres-
sional session, the body of H.R. 4017 was
substituted for the text of a bill that was being
held at the Speaker’s desk, S. 417, and for-
warded to the Senate. The other body added
three other provisions to that measure and re-
turned it to us. Those provisions would ensure
that Hawaii has guaranteed access to the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve during an oil
supply disruption, extend the authorization of
the Indian Energy Resources Program through
2003, and authorize additional funding for
cleanup of a thorium-contaminated site in
West Chicago, Illinois.

This bill is a companion measure to H.R.
2472, which the President signed into law on
June 1st. That new energy security law reau-
thorized the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and
amended the International Energy Agency
statutes.

The bill before us today reauthorizes several
small, but important, energy conservation pro-
grams for five years. They include: the State
Energy Conservation Program and Institutional
Conservation Program; and the weatherization
conservation program in the Energy Conserva-
tion and Production Act.

The bill also includes a number of technical
changes to the three statutes that are being
reauthorized or amended: the Energy Policy
and Conservation Act; the Energy Conserva-
tion and Production Act; and the National En-
ergy Conservation Policy Act. I commend the
staff, both with our Committee and with the
Legislative Counsel’s office, for their attention
to detail and for the time they have committed
to this effort to make our public laws as accu-
rate and as easy to interpret as possible.

Additionally, S. 417 makes legislative and
judicial branch entities eligible to enter into En-
ergy Savings Performance Contracts and ex-
tends permanently the provisions of the De-
fense Production Act of 1950 which provide
the President with priority contracting authority
for projects which maximize domestic energy
supplies in times of emergency.

This legislation also includes a very impor-
tant, bipartisan amendment, authored by Rep-
resentatives SHIMKUS of Illinois and KAREN
MCCARTHY of Missouri, that will help make
biodiesel blended fuel a more attractive option
as a replacement fuel under the Energy Policy
Act of 1992. This amendment sets up a credit
mechanism, through which heavy duty vehicle
users may accumulate modest credits that
may be used, under the existing provisions of
the 1992 Act, to help fleets meet their petro-
leum displacement requirements. This lan-
guage, which was adopted by the Commerce
Committee after lengthy, bipartisan negotia-
tions that included representatives of the Natu-
ral Gas Vehicle Coalition and the National Bio-
diesel Board, is a modified version of H.R.
2568, legislation introduced by Representa-
tives SHIMKUS and MCCARTHY.

Mr. Speaker, the use of biodiesel will reduce
carbon dioxide emissions. Biodiesel use also
substantially reduces other air pollutants—par-
ticulars, carbon monoxide and sulfur dioxide.
Our new Secretary of Energy, former House
Commerce Committee member Bill Richard-
son, highlighted these facts when, as a mem-
ber of this House, he joined with 33 of his col-
leagues in writing to then-Energy Secretary
O’Leary to urge DOE to include a 20 percent
biodiesel blend as an alternative fuel under
the 1992 Energy Policy Act. I include a copy
of this correspondence with my statement and
urge my colleagues to support this legislation
today so it can be sent to the President for his
signature.

U.S. CONGRESS,
Washington, DC, October 25, 1996.

Hon. HAZEL R. O’LEARY,
Secretary, U.S. Department of Energy,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SECRETARY O’LEARY, As members of
the U.S. House of Representatives concerned
with our nation’s energy security, we would
like to express our support for biodiesel, a
renewable alternative fuel for diesel engines
derived from vegetable oils, such as soybean
oil. We believe the Department of Energy

(DOE) should initiate a rulemaking to in-
clude B20, a 20% biodiesel/80% diesel fuel
blend, as an alternative fuel under the En-
ergy Policy Act of 1992 (EPACT). B20 is good
for farmers, good for the environment, good
for the economy and will contribute to na-
tional energy security. Including B20 as an
alternative fuel would also be consistent
with the legislative intent of EPACT.

Biodiesel has important environmental
benefits. Biodiesel is registered with the
EPA as a fuel and fuel additive. Scientific
evidence demonstrates that using B20 re-
duces most harmful exhaust emissions from
diesel engines. Biodiesel can also be proc-
essed from recycled cooking oils and waste
animal fats.

Biodiesel promotes economic development
and energy security. As a renewable fuel,
biodiesel offers America’s farmers stable,
long-term markets for efficiently-produced
soybean oil. Biodiesel also means jobs and
tax revenues from processing a greater por-
tion of our domestic soybean oil in the U.S.
Use of domestic biodiesel improves national
energy security by displacing imported en-
ergy.

Under current DOS regulations, 75% of af-
fected federal and state government fleet ve-
hicle purchases and 90% of affected fleet ve-
hicle purchases by private alternative fuel
suppliers must be alternative fueled vehicles
by the year 2001. Future DOE EPACT regula-
tions may extend similar vehicle purchase
requirements to municipal and other large
private company fleets.

Congress clearly intended that EPACT
should be ‘‘fuel neutrial’’ Fuel neutrality
simply means there is no presumption in the
law to favor any particular alternative fuels
as a means of compliance with the goals of
EPACT. Congress made EPACT fuel neutral
to give regulated fleets the flexibility to de-
cide which alternative fuels are compatible
with their operations. B20, therefore, will
give regulated fleets greater flexibility to
comply with EPACT.

B20 is the most popular biodiesel blend
tested so far with diesel consumers and en-
gine manufacturers. B20 provides many of
the environmental and safety benefits of
pure biodiesel at a fraction of the cost. B20 is
also compatible with existing diesel engine
maintenance and refueling facilities. More
than 10 million miles of in-service pilot pro-
grams have been conducted across the nation
using B20. For these reasons, B20 should be a
popular EPACT compliance option for regu-
lated fleets that use diesel vehicles.

Before B20 can be included as an EPACT
alternative fuel, the DOE must amend its
current regulations. The American Soybean
Association and other supporters of B20 have
recently submitted a petition to the DOE to
initiate a B20 rulemaking. Initiating a rule-
making will allow the DOE to collect data on
B20 and to render a reasoned decision. Once
all of the data on the benefits of B20 is
placed in the public record, we are confident
that you will decide to include B20 as an al-
ternative fuel. Therefore, we urge you to im-
mediately initiate a rulemaking to amend
existing DOE regulations to include B20 as
an EPACT alternative fuel.

The recent re-escalation of conflict in the
Middle East has again highlighted our na-
tion’s dependence on imported energy. In-
cluding B20 as an EPACT alternative fuel
will allow domestically produced biodiesel to
immediately play a role in reducing that de-
pendence. It will also benefit the environ-
ment, our farmers and our economy, as well
as assist regulated fleets to comply with
EPACT.

We appreciate your active interest in ex-
panding the role of renewable fuels in U.S.
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energy policy. Please keep us apprised of
your progress on this important matter.

Sincerely,
Tom Latham, — —, Jim Bunning, Dick

Durbin, Jerry F. Costello, Doug
Bereuer, Jan Meyers, Lane Evans, Bill
Richardson, Ed Bryant, John Spratt,
Tom Ewing, Tim Hutchinson, John D.
Dingell, Glenn Poshard, James A.
Leach, — —Ed Whitfield, David Minge,
Jim Lightfoot, Collin C. Peterson,
Charles T. Canady, Ron Lewis, John
Joseph Moakley, Roger F. Wicker, Jim
Nussle, Greg Ganske, —,— —, Walter B.
Jones, Jr., — —, Dave Camp, Saxby
Chambliss, Eva M. Clayton.

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

Mr. DAN SCHAEFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT).

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, Ste-
ven Covey in his book ‘‘The Seven Hab-
its of Highly Effective People’’ says
one of the most important habits is to
think win-win. I am very happy about
this bill today and I am very happy to
stand in support, particularly of the
biodiesel portion of this because this is
not just win-win, it really is win-win-
win. It is a win for our environment be-
cause when you blend soybean oil with
diesel fuel, you cut particulates by al-
most half. If you have ever sat behind
a diesel truck or a bus when it was tak-
ing off, I think the whole notion of
eliminating or cutting those particu-
lates by 50 percent is something that
clearly is a win for the environment. It
is also a win for our farmers because
the Soybean Growers Association says
this bill will add between 7 and 10 cents
to the price of a bushel of soybeans.
Particularly in this market, that is
very much an important win for our
farmers. But finally it is a win for our
energy independence. We really have
not had much of an energy policy for
the last several years. This is a good
step in the right direction.

I want to congratulate the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS), the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. DAN SCHAE-
FER), the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL) and all of the Members of Con-
gress who have worked on this very im-
portant piece of legislation. It really is
a win-win-win situation.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. TRAFICANT).

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, I
want to associate myself with the com-
ments of our chairman the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. DAN SCHAEFER), the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) and
all the supporters of this bill. I believe
energy independence should be a goal
of the Congress in addition to con-
servation and our environment. But I
have asked for this time for a different
reason. Our illustrious chairman, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. DAN
SCHAEFER), this is probably and, unless
he has another bill today, could be his
last bill.

There are so many Members that
love DAN SCHAEFER. He has been a
great chairman, a great friend and ev-

erybody on both sides of the aisle ap-
preciates that. I want you to know that
from the bottom of my heart and I
thank you.

I want to cite one example. Although
he destroyed the Democrat baseball
team every year, he is undefeated with
help from guys like SHIMKUS and
LARGENT, et cetera, but he even played
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN and JO ANN
EMERSON. And I said to him, ‘‘Chair-
man, you’re playing these two women
and if you had any guts you’d call them
into your office and cut them,’’ natu-
rally jokingly. And he laughed. But
then he not only played ILEANA and JO
ANN EMERSON, he found the time to put
them in the game and reward them,
two great women in our Congress, for
having practiced. I cite that, because
that is about the way DAN SCHAEFER is;
fair, he made sure everybody got a
shot, he did that with me and my dis-
trict, and we thank you, Chairman.
With that, I support this bill very
strongly.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TRAFICANT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Would the gen-
tleman also join me in this next ses-
sion if in the event we are both back,
and I am hoping we will be, that when
we do finally deregulate electricity
that that bill be named the Electrical
Deregulation Schaefer Bill of 1999 or
maybe the Schaefer Bill of the Year
2010 or something like that?

Mr. TRAFICANT. Reclaiming my
time, I think we could also say that
this chairman has his fingerprints on
changing the tax policy in America,
too. But if I am back, I want to see a
building named after the illustrious
chairman.

I thank him for all he has done.
Mr. DAN SCHAEFER of Colorado.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS),
the author of the biodiesel bill.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. DAN SCHAEFER) and I want to
thank the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. BLILEY) for their hard work and
persistence in bringing S. 417 to the
floor today. Included in this legislation
is language which the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Ms. MCCARTHY) and I
authored to promote the use of biodie-
sel fuel.

Our legislation would afford vehicle
fleet managers affected by the Energy
Policy Act of 1992 more flexibility to
comply with the onerous mandates of
this act by allowing them to substitute
actual biodiesel fuel used for vehicle
acquisitions.

This legislation would also enhance
our national energy security by devel-
oping an environmentally friendly die-
sel fuel which is made in America. As
many of my colleagues know by now,
biodiesel is derived from agricultural
products such as soybeans, rapeseed or
beef tallow. Some producers even make
this fuel out of reprocessed deep fryer

fat. In short, biodiesel will reduce our
nation’s dependence on foreign oil im-
ports.

This legislation is supported by nu-
merous organizations, including the
American Soybean Association, the
Natural Gas Vehicle Coalition, the
American Farm Bureau Federation and
many others.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to thank a
staff member of the House Commerce
Committee, Joe Kelliher. He has done
excellent work on this issue and has al-
ways made his services available to me
and my staff. Thank you, Joe.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of S. 417, the Energy Con-
servation Reauthorization Act of 1998.

The legislation we are considering today is
important to the State of Hawaii and the Na-
tion. Hawaii and the Pacific territories have
special needs during an energy emergency
since we are isolated from the U.S. energy
supply by more than 7,000 miles or one-quar-
ter of the way around the globe. Oil accounts
for more than 90 percent of Hawaii’s energy
and almost all of our oil is imported. In addi-
tion, we depend entirely on oil for our elec-
tricity generation.

The U.S. Strategic Petroleum Reserve in
Louisiana and Texas is designed to help all
consumers by dampening price rises and
using markets to allocate oil efficiently through
swaps or proximity delivery. Even so, time
emergency deliveries are still problematic.
Since all of our oil is delivered by tanker, we
are very vulnerable to a cutoff of oil supplies.
This bill gives Hawaii emergency access to
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve so that we
can submit a special bid for oil during a de-
clared emergency.

The oil price from the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve would equal the average of all SPR
bids accepted by the Department of Energy.
This bill also permits Hawaii to enter into an
exchange agreement directing the SPR oil to
be delivered to locations other than Hawaii.

Another important provision in this bill is the
biodiesel amendment. This provision should
be important to all farmers and people con-
cerned about the environment. Biodiesel is a
renewable alternative fuel derived from vege-
table oil or animal fat. It can be made from
soybeans, canola, and even waste oils from
fast food restaurants.

Biodiesel fuel has many advantages. It is
nontoxic. It can cut emissions of particulate
matter and hydrocarbons in half. It can also
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Most im-
portant, biodiesel can reduce our national reli-
ance on foreign oil.

Biodiesel can be used directly in bus, truck,
and marine vessel diesel engines. It does not
require new refueling stations, new parts or
expensive engine modifications.

Islands are particularly suited to the manu-
facture of biodiesel fuels, as shown by Pacific
Biodiesel. All islands have a difficult time dis-
posing of waste products since landfill space
is limited. On the islands of Hawaii, used
cooking oils were unnecessarily taking up
landfill space. Pacific Biodiesel currently proc-
esses 10,000 gallons of used cooking oil each
month into premium biodiesel fuel. Many of
the hotel buses in Hawaii now use biodiesel
fuel that is produced by Pacific Biodiesel.
Boats in the marinas are also using this high-
quality fuel.
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The amendments to this bill will protect Ha-

waii from an energy crisis. They will also help
our farmers and our environment. I urge my
colleagues to support S. 417.

Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of S. 417 as amended by the
Senate last week. This legislation, a compan-
ion to H.R. 4017 of which I am a co-sponsor,
represents a bipartisan, bicameral, win-win so-
lution for communities like Kansas City which
currently find it cost-prohibitive to comply with
the requirements of the Energy Policy Act.

On September 29, 1998, the day after H.R.
4017 passed the House, I participated in a
Forum on Transportation, sponsored jointly by
the Kansas City Chamber of Commerce and
the Mid America Regional Council. When I
shared with the Forum participants the news
of our success with H.R. 4017 in the House,
they were very excited about the opportunities
this legislation would present for the use of
biodiesel products in metropolitan transpor-
tation fleets and for the growth of associated
markets, such as agricultural waste products
and soybean products.

S. 417 is a step in the right direction—for
cleaner air, for less dependence on foreign
petroleum, for opening up new markets for in-
digenous energy use, and for cost-effective
compliance with EPAct standards. I urge my
colleagues to support this measure. Thank
you.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
support S. 417, which incorporates legislation
previously reported by the House as well as
several new provisions added by the Senate.
The bill is companion legislation to H.R. 2472,
which was signed into law by the President
earlier this year and reauthorized other provi-
sions of the Energy Policy and Conservation
Act (EPCA).

The measure before us today reauthorizes
several other EPCA programs pertaining to
energy conservation for a period of five years.
The bill makes needed technical changes to
EPCA, the National Energy Conservation Pol-
icy Act, and the Energy Conservation and Pro-
duction Act. In addition, the bill authorizes leg-
islative and judicial branch entities to enter
into Energy Savings Performance Contracts
and extends a provision of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950 granting the President pri-
ority contracting authority for projects which
maximize domestic energy supplies in times of
emergency.

In addition to these important reauthoriza-
tions, S. 417 amends the Energy Policy Act of
1992 to help biodiesel blended fuel a more at-
tractive option as a replacement fuel. This bi-
partisan amendment, coauthored by Rep-
resentative SHIMKUS and Representative
KAREN MCCARTHY, will reduce emissions of
carbon dioxide and air pollutants.

The legislation also reauthorizes a program
initiated under the Energy Policy Act of 1992
to promote energy resource development on
Indian reservations, and amends that Act to
facilitate the continued clean up of a contami-
nated thorium site in West Chicago, Illinois.

Finally, the legislation amends EPCA to pro-
vide the State of Hawaii special access to the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) during a
declared oil supply emergency. Agreement to
include this provision would not have been
achieved without the tireless efforts of Mr.
ABERCROMBIE, who brought this issue to our
attention and helped forge a consensus.

Hawaii depends entirely on oil imports for
electric generation, and this provision is critical

to ensuring its citizens’ well-being during an oil
supply emergency. The legislation authorizes
Hawaii to submit a special bid for SPR oil dur-
ing a declared oil emergency, and to purchase
the oil at the average price of other bids ac-
cepted by the Department of Energy.

Of course, other parties also are entitled to
bid on SPR oil in an emergency, and the Sec-
retary of Energy may limit the amount of oil
made available to Hawaii under this measure.
Finally, in keeping with other provisions in
ERCA, the bill allows Hawaii to enter into an
exchange agreement directing that SPR oil be
delivered to locations other than Hawaii. The
right to exchange SPR oil, however, is condi-
tioned on the obligation to deliver oil of similar
quantity to Hawaii. This will help ensure that
the benefits reach the citizens of Hawaii, rath-
er than speculators who might wish to resell
SPR oil for great profit on the open market.

I commend my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle for their cooperation in crafting and
reaching agreement on this important legisla-
tion, and urge my colleagues to support the
bill.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DAN SCHAEFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, I have no further requests
for time, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BALLENGER). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. DAN SCHAEFER) that the
House suspend the rules and concur in
the Senate amendment to the House
amendments to the Senate bill, S. 417.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendment to the House amend-
ments was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

STATE DEPARTMENT BASIC
AUTHORITIES ACT AMENDMENT

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R.
4660) to amend the State Department
Basic Authorities Act of 1956 to provide
rewards for information leading to the
arrest or conviction of any individual
for the commission of an act, or con-
spiracy to act, of international terror-
ism, narcotics related offenses, or for
serious violations of international hu-
manitarian law relating to the Former
Yugoslavia, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendment:
Strike out all after the enacting clause and

insert:
TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF STATE

REWARDS PROGRAM
SEC. 101. REVISION OF PROGRAM.

Section 36 of the State Department Basic Au-
thorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2708) is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 36. DEPARTMENT OF STATE REWARDS PRO-

GRAM.
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established a pro-

gram for the payment of rewards to carry out
the purposes of this section.

‘‘(2) PURPOSE.—The rewards program shall be
designed to assist in the prevention of acts of
international terrorism, international narcotics
trafficking, and other related criminal acts.

‘‘(3) IMPLEMENTATION.—The rewards program
shall be administered by the Secretary of State,
in consultation, as appropriate, with the Attor-
ney General.

‘‘(b) REWARDS AUTHORIZED.—In the sole dis-
cretion of the Secretary (except as provided in
subsection (c)(2)) and in consultation, as appro-
priate, with the Attorney General, the Secretary
may pay a reward to any individual who fur-
nishes information leading to—

‘‘(1) the arrest or conviction in any country of
any individual for the commission of an act of
international terrorism against a United States
person or United States property;

‘‘(2) the arrest or conviction in any country of
any individual conspiring or attempting to com-
mit an act of international terrorism against a
United States person or United States property;

‘‘(3) the arrest or conviction in any country of
any individual for committing, primarily outside
the territorial jurisdiction of the United States,
any narcotics-related offense if that offense in-
volves or is a significant part of conduct that in-
volves—

‘‘(A) a violation of United States narcotics
laws such that the individual would be a major
violator of such laws;

‘‘(B) the killing or kidnapping of—
‘‘(i) any officer, employee, or contract em-

ployee of the United States Government while
such individual is engaged in official duties, or
on account of that individual’s official duties,
in connection with the enforcement of United
States narcotics laws or the implementing of
United States narcotics control objectives; or

‘‘(ii) a member of the immediate family of any
such individual on account of that individual’s
official duties, in connection with the enforce-
ment of United States narcotics laws or the im-
plementing of United States narcotics control
objectives; or

‘‘(C) an attempt or conspiracy to commit any
act described in subparagraph (A) or (B);

‘‘(4) the arrest or conviction in any country of
any individual aiding or abetting in the commis-
sion of an act described in paragraph (1), (2), or
(3); or

‘‘(5) the prevention, frustration, or favorable
resolution of an act described in paragraph (1),
(2), or (3).

‘‘(c) COORDINATION.—
‘‘(1) PROCEDURES.—To ensure that the pay-

ment of rewards pursuant to this section does
not duplicate or interfere with the payment of
informants or the obtaining of evidence or infor-
mation, as authorized to the Department of Jus-
tice, the offering, administration, and payment
of rewards under this section, including proce-
dures for—

‘‘(A) identifying individuals, organizations,
and offenses with respect to which rewards will
be offered;

‘‘(B) the publication of rewards;
‘‘(C) the offering of joint rewards with foreign

governments;
‘‘(D) the receipt and analysis of data; and
‘‘(E) the payment and approval of payment,

shall be governed by procedures developed by
the Secretary of State, in consultation with the
Attorney General.

‘‘(2) PRIOR APPROVAL OF ATTORNEY GENERAL
REQUIRED.—Before making a reward under this
section in a matter over which there is Federal
criminal jurisdiction, the Secretary of State
shall obtain the concurrence of the Attorney
General.

‘‘(d) FUNDING.—
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

Notwithstanding section 102 of the Foreign Re-
lations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1986 and
1987 (Public Law 99–93; 99 Stat. 408), but subject
to paragraph (2), there are authorized to be ap-
propriated to the Department of State from time
to time such amounts as may be necessary to
carry out this section.
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