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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON-
NELLY). On this vote, the yeas are 67,
the nays are 27. Three-fifths of the Sen-
ators duly chosen and sworn having
voted in the affirmative, the motion is
agreed to.

Cloture having been invoked, the mo-
tion to recommit fails.

VOTE EXPLANATION

e Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, I was unable to return to Wash-
ington, DC, prior to the vote this
evening due to unavoidable weather-re-
lated delays of my airline flight, which
were beyond my control. I was there-
fore unable to cast a vote for rollcall
vote No. 160, the motion to invoke clo-
ture on Leahy amendment No. 1183 to
S. 744, the Comprehensive Immigration
Reform Bill. Had I been present, I
would have voted yea.®

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask
unanimous consent the Senate proceed
to a period of morning business with
Senators permitted to speak for up to
10 minutes each, with the exception of
15 minutes for Senator PORTMAN and 20
minutes for Senator INHOFE, and the
time count postcloture.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

Mr. INHOFE. Reserving the right to
object, the mic was not on.

Mr. REID. Rearrange the time. Twen-
ty minutes for the Senator INHOFE,
PORTMAN 15, and INHOFE goes first.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. I would say to my friend—
I am sure he is ready to speak—I may
have a little closing business that I
may have to interrupt. If he would be
good enough to allow me to do that, we
would take only a minute or two.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

——————

DOMESTIC OIL PRODUCTION

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the majority leader making this
arrangement. I was wanting to get a
little more time than that. However,
let me just mention two bills that I
plan one to reintroduce, another to in-
troduce, which I think are timely to-
night because of something that is
going to happen tomorrow.
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Tomorrow I am going to reintroduce
a bill making it clear that States are
sole regulators of the hydraulic frac-
turing process, and there is a reason
for bringing this up in the next bill.

I am pleased to be joined by Senators
VITTER, PORTMAN, ROBERTS, ENZI, SES-
SIONS, COBURN, CRAPO, RISCH, SCOTT,
CRUZ, HATCH, JOHNSON, and LEE.

Since 2008, domestic o0il production
has increased by 40 percent. This has
never happened before. That is just in
the last 4 years. Because of the new ap-
plications for such processes as hori-
zontal drilling and hydraulic frac-
turing, we have been able to do this.
But the most interesting thing is that
with a 40-percent increase, 100 percent
of that has been in State or in private
land.

That is critical, because we keep
hearing from this administration that
they somehow want to take credit for
the fact that we have had an increase
in that period of time, when the fact is
that has all been done on private land
or on State land. None of it has been
done on Federal land.

In fact, the Congressional Research
Service came out earlier this year:

All of the increase from FY2007 to FY2012
took place on non-federal lands, and the fed-
eral share of total U.S. crude oil production
fell by about seven percentage points.

That means that while we increased
40 percent, that which was on Federal
land decreased by 7 percent. It just
goes to show the real consequences of
the administration’s all-out war on fos-
sil fuels. The President has made it so
difficult for anyone to lease Federal
land or obtain drilling permits that
many producers have simply stopped
working on Federal lands altogether.
For those who remain, the process is
dysfunctional and unfriendly.

For instance, it takes an average of
207 days to get a drilling permit on
Federal lands. By contrast, in my
State of Oklahoma it only takes 10
hours, and 83 percent of the Federal
lands are off-limits.

I think we need to understand all the
benefits that could be out there are in
spite of this administration and the
policies of this administration. We
shouldn’t be fooled. The President may
claim he likes natural gas, but he is ac-
tually taking every step he can to im-
pose more burdensome regulations on
industries so he can shut them down in
favor of his beloved renewables. This
war against hydraulic fracturing is
part of that effort.

I can remember when we had some-
thing that took place a few months ago
called date night. A lot of the Demo-
crats, on national TV at a joint session
of the legislature, didn’t like the idea
when something came up that was not
popular with the people at home and
happened to be popular with Demo-
crats, so they had date night, so indi-
viduals would be scattered out and
they wouldn’t have all the Republicans
on one side and all the Democrats on
one side.

I thought it was kind of interesting
because, I won’t mention her name, but
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one of my very good friends who hap-
pens to be a liberal Democrat, when
the President stood up and made the
statement, he said:

Now there is an abundance of good, clean,
natural gas that we can have for the future.

I nudged her and I said:

Are you listening to this?

And she said back to me:

Wait a minute, you are going to hear some-
thing else.

He came out, and this is what he said
right after that:

[we will be] requiring all companies that
drill for gas on public lands to disclose the
chemicals they use. Because America will
develop this resource without putting the
health and safety of our citizens at risk.

Which are other words for: However,
we are not going to be doing hydraulic
fracturing. This is kind of interesting
because we cannot have natural gas
production without having hydraulic
fracturing.

In response to this charge by the
President, the Department of the Inte-
rior recently proposed new regulations
that would apply to any hydraulic frac-
turing that occurs on Federal lands.
These new regulations cover every-
thing from chemical disclosure to
water use and cement bonding require-
ments. They add a massive new layer
of regulatory compliance to any oper-
ator looking to develop reserves on
Federal lands at a cost of as much as
$250,000 per well. It costs that much
more with no environmental benefits.

You might ask: Why no environ-
mental benefits? It is because Lisa
Jackson, who is Barack Obama’s Direc-
tor of EPA, stated on the record:

In no case have we made a definitive deter-
mination that the fracking process has
caused chemicals to enter ground water.

In other words, in the last 60 years—
and I can attest to the last 60 years be-
cause the first hydraulic fracturing
took place in Duncan, OK, in my State,
in 1949. Since then, over 1 million wells
have been fracked without any ground
water contamination.

So why would the President want to
take the authority away from the
States if they have such an excellent
track record? It is because of his war
on fossil fuels.

To combat this I am introducing the
Fracturing Regulations Are Effective
in State Hands Act.

The bill T am talking about simply
makes it clear that States are the sole
regulators of hydraulic fracturing, as
they have been for the last 60 years. It
includes Federal lands located within
the borders of a State, so my bill would
render the President’s new regulations
moot and ineffective and keep States
in the driver’s seat, effectively regu-
lating the process.

I urge my colleagues to support this.
This is something that would be a
major effort. If you stop and think
about the people talking about the bad
economy and all that, you just go to
the oil States and see what has hap-
pened. We could be enjoying this pros-
perity all throughout the country. We
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used to think of the oil and gas produc-
tion as being primarily in the western
part of the United States.

However, that is not the case any-
more. The Marcellus shale—talking
about Pennsylvania, New York, and
other States—could have great benefits
by opening that area. To do that we
want to continue the State regulation
of hydraulic fracturing as it has been
in the past.

I have another bill I am going to be
introducing, and I think it is impor-
tant. It closely relates to this and the
speech the President is going to make
tomorrow.

First of all, the 10th Amendment to
the Constitution says:

The powers not delegated to the United
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited
by it to the States, are reserved to the
States respectively, or to the people.

That is something we all know. We
learned this many years ago when we
were in school. Today the Framers
would be shocked to know the govern-
ment’s annual budget is near $4 trillion
a year, with consistent $1 trillion defi-
cits under the Obama administration.

They would also be astonished to
know that the Federal Government is
involving itself in nearly every facet of
American life, ranging from the ab-
surd, such as protecting the small bur-
rowing beetle in eastern Oklahoma, to
the offensive, such as mandating that
private companies provide contracep-
tives to employees despite objections
of conscience.

I was reading a book written by a
friend of mine, who is deceased now,
Bill Bright. His book has a daily mes-
sage. The one for today, which happens
to be day 175, the 24th of June, is kind
of interesting. It was written by Mal-
colm Muggeridge. He went back and
talked about what we are—keep in
mind this is 40 years ago. He talked
about putting the frogs in cold water
and then slowly heating it up, and of
course they end up dying in the water.
However, if you put them in, and it
happened all at once, they would not
notice. I think that is what he is talk-
ing about. Yet he said this is not hap-
pening today, but it could happen. If he
were around today, I wonder what he
would say. This is not the way it was
supposed to be. The 10th Amendment
was supposed to be robust.

James Madison, in Federalist 39,
wrote:

In this relation then the proposed Govern-
ment cannot be deemed a national one; since
its jurisdiction extends to certain enumer-
ated objects only, and leaves to the several
States a residuary and inviolable sov-
ereignty over all other objects.

He continues to say:

The powers delegated by the proposed Con-
stitution to the federal government, are few
and defined. Those which are to remain in
the State governments are numerous and in-
finite. The former will be exercised prin-
cipally on external objects, as war, peace, ne-
gotiation, and foreign commerce ... The
powers reserved to the several States will ex-
tend to all the objects which, in the ordinary
course of affairs, concern the lives, liberties,
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and properties of the people, and the internal
order, improvement, and prosperity of the
State.

We talk about the Constitution a lot.
Yet people seem to forget the very im-
portant parts of the Constitution.
Given this, it should come as no sur-
prise that for the first 100 years of our
history, as States were added to the
Union, the Federal Government sold off
vast quantities of its land. If the Fed-
eral Government were to be limited,
then why would they need to own a lot
of land? In fact, we can see in this
chart the Federal revenues from the
land sales were a significant compo-
nent in the total revenues until just
before the Civil War, and then it
dropped off.

Today the Federal Government owns
over 600 million acres of land, and this
chart shows how much of the country
it actually is. It is astonishing. If we
look at this chart, it shows most of it
being in the western part of the United
States, but it is all over the country.

This land is endowed with substan-
tial natural resources. As we can see in
this chart, a substantial amount of oil
and gas is located in the tight shale
formations on these Federal lands.
These are Federal lands, and it shows
the great potential out there which has
recently proven to be highly productive
because of the advances in technologies
such as hydraulic fracturing and hori-
zontal drilling.

As a result of these discoveries, oil
and natural gas production has boomed
across the country. In the last 5 years,
oil production has increased by over 7
million barrels a day, which is 40 per-
cent higher. As I said when presenting
the bill right before this one, all of
that was done in the private sector and
in the State. While that increased by 40
percent, the Federal lands decreased by
7 percent. As the Congressional Re-
search Service confirmed in the last re-
port, it said all the increase in U.S.
production from 2007 to 2012 took place
on non-Federal lands.

President Obama is the reason this
land is locked up. He has made it im-
possible for new oil and gas production
to occur on Federal lands, and in addi-
tion to working to shut down develop-
ment in areas such as western Okla-
homa by proposing to list the lesser
prairie chicken as an endangered spe-
cies, he made the process of drilling on
Federal land so difficult that it takes
300 days to get a drilling permit from
the Federal Government while it only
takes 10 hours to get one from Okla-
homa. Further, 83 percent of the land is
off limits to oil and gas production.

Today we are within striking dis-
tance of achieving energy independ-
ence. Due to this, we must be able to
get to the resources on Federal lands
because they are enormous. For in-
stance, ANWR in Alaska holds 16 bil-
lion barrels of oil equivalent. The
Rocky Mountain West holds 1.8 trillion
barrels of oil equivalent. If we ex-
panded o0il and gas production to its po-
tential in all Federal areas, the impact
would be astounding.
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The Institute for Energy Research re-
cently issued a report based on the
most recent government data about
these off-limits lands and showed that
if we enacted policies that allowed ag-
gressive development of these Federal
lands, the process would generate $14.4
trillion in economic activity, create 2.5
million jobs, and reduce the deficit by
$2.7 trillion.

Had we stuck to the principles of our
Founders as articulated in the Fed-
eralist Papers and ratified in the 10th
Amendment, we would not be having
this conversation because the States
would already be in control. So what
we are trying to do is make sure the
States can go back and control and do
something that has been successful.
What we need to do is get back to the
basics, which I am introducing in the
Federal Land Freedom Act today. I
want to thank Senator VITTER, and all
the other Senators who are cosponsors
of the previous bills are also cosponsors
of this bill.

This bill would reestablish the prin-
ciples of Federalism when it comes to
the energy policy of our Federal lands.
The bill gives States the right to de-
velop all forms of energy resources, in-
cluding renewables, located on Federal
lands located within their borders. To
get the authority, all a State would
need to do is figure out how it would
release, permit, and regulate energy
activities on its Federal lands.

Upon a State’s declaration to the
Federal Government that this program
has been created, the energy develop-
ment rights would automatically
transfer to the State. The Federal Gov-
ernment would retain ownership of the
land and its resources. The royalty
share would remain unchanged. It
would be a split, 50-50, between the
State and the Federal Government as
enumerated in the Minerals Leasing
Act.

The Energy Information Administra-
tion on Friday said the United States
could become a net oil exporter by 2040.

This bill could make it happen much
faster than that. There is a guy named
Harold Hamm, the CEO of Continental
Resources, arguably one of the most
successful operators—maybe the most
successful—in the country. I called him
up because people in the administra-
tion keep saying if we are able to drill
on public lands, it would take 10 years
before this would reach the economy.
They are talking about the high price
of heating a home or cooling a home or
the price of gasoline.

So I said I am going to go on a na-
tional show, and they are going to ask
me the question of about 10 years, be-
cause I know that is not true. So I told
Mr. Hamm that I would like to quote
him as an authority, and so he should
be honest with his answer because I am
going to use his name on national TV.
If we had everything set and we are
going to go ahead and start drilling
now, how long would it take the first
barrel of oil out of the ground to reach
the market? Without hesitating he said
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70 days. Then he went through and ex-
plained each step in the process from
drilling to hydraulic fracturing to
transportation and all of this. He said
it would take 70 days.

That was just a few months ago, and
no one has challenged this since then.
Energy independence today—this is a
reality we could be living in, and it
would dramatically improve our econ-
omy.

Unemployment continues to hover
around 8 percent nationwide, but in
States such as Oklahoma and North
Dakota we are at full employment.
Why? Because of energy development.
With greater development of Federal
energy resources, we would see a dra-
matic improvement in our economy,
and there is simply no reason not to do
it. The States have clearly dem-
onstrated they are capable of handling
oil and gas development processes and
regulations. They have been doing it
for 100 years on State and private
lands. Why shouldn’t they be able to do
it on Federal lands as well? I think the
10th Amendment trusts the States and
the Senate should do the same.

I bring this up now because tomorrow
there is going to be a speech. President
Obama is going to give a speech on—I
would say global warming, but they
don’t call it that anymore since the
globe isn’t warming. It is a climate
speech on the unilateral first steps to
regulating greenhouse gases under the
Clean Air Act—mow we are talking
about powerplants—new and existing
plants; energy efficiency of appliances.
He will be talking about that. He will
talk about renewable energy produc-
tion on Federal lands, but he will not
be talking about the cost of these regu-
lations.

We all remember what he has already
done. Utility MACT set new limits on
mercury, coal, and oil-fired power-
plants at a $100 billion cost and 1.65
million jobs lost. MACT means max-
imum achievable control technology.
What this administration has been try-
ing to do is mandate emissions that are
below the technology to get there.
Boiler MACT set strict new limits on
emissions of hazardous air pollutants
from industrial and commercial boilers
costing $63.3 billion and 800,000 jobs.

The same thing is going on now with
what he is not talking about but what
he is planning on doing. Ozone, for ex-
ample. He is going to be promoting—
from the information we have now, it
would put 2,800 counties out of attain-
ment, including every county in my
State of Oklahoma. It could result in 7
million jobs and hundreds of billions in
costs, and it could shut down oil and
gas production in western Oklahoma.

Greenhouse gas for refineries, first
ever greenhouse gas limits on refin-
eries; second largest emitter after pow-
erplants. What we are talking about is,
he is going to be able to go through and
continue in his effort, in his war on fos-
sil fuels, and he is going to attempt to
do it through the regulations. Let’s
keep in mind, he tried—they have been
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trying, I should say, since 12 years ago
with the Kyoto treaty to regulate
through legislation, all the way up to
the most recent bill which was the bill
that was defeated last year—the Wax-
man-Markey bill—and that would have
regulated emitters of those who emit
25,000 tons or more.

Now, that was bad. That would have
cost about $400 billion a year. However,
if he is successful—he being the Presi-
dent—in doing this through regulations
what he couldn’t do through legisla-
tion, it would be under the Clean Air
Act, and it wouldn’t be regulating
those who emit 25,000 tons or more. It
would be 250 tons or more. It would af-
fect every school, every hospital, every
apartment building.

I would like to have people aware of
that as the President makes his speech
tomorrow. I know he has an obligation.
I know that prior to the last election
he would not come out with these regu-
lations because he knew that would be
damaging to his reelection efforts.
However, now he has that commitment
to the far-left community who would
like to shut down the U.S. and the en-
ergy that keeps it running.

So let’s be attentive to what he says
tomorrow, and I will be anxious to re-
spond to his speech at that time. In the
meantime, we do know for a fact that
we have the ability to be totally inde-
pendent from any other country or
anyone else in providing our own en-
ergy to run this machine called Amer-
ica.

I thank the Presiding Officer, and I
yield the floor.

———————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

REMEMBERING KATIE JOHN

e Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, I am
here today to honor Katie John, an
Ahtna Athabascan elder, for her serv-
ice to Alaska Native peoples and to all
Alaskans. Katie made history in 1985
when she filed suit against the State of
Alaska to reopen her family’s fish
camp at Batzulentas and to protect her
family’s right to subsistence fish. Katie
battled against the State and Federal
Government legal systems for almost
two decades in order to protect her
right and Alaska Native people’s right
to hunt and fish in their traditional
homelands.

Katie was born in Slana, AK, in 1915
to Sara and Charley Sanford, who
raised her in the traditional Ahtna
way. Her father was the last chief of
the Batzulnetas. When she was 14, she
took a job at Nabesna Mine, where she
learned English. At age 16, Katie mar-
ried Fred John, Sr., and moved to
Mentasta, where they had 14 children
and adopted 6. They raised their chil-
dren off the land, hunting, gathering,
and fishing with the changing seasons.

In 1964, the State of Alaska closed
down Katie’s fish camp at Batzulentas,
denying her the right to provide for her
family. The injustice of this was the
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State allowed sport and commercial
fisherman to continue fishing
downriver while denying upriver sub-
sistence users the ability to fish. In
1984, Katie and another Ahtna elder,
Doris Charles, submitted a proposal
asking the State of Alaska open
Batzuletas to subsistence fishing. When
their request was denied, Katie, with
the help of the Native American Rights
Fund, filed suit against the State and
argued that Federal law prioritizes and
protects subsistence uses of fish. For
the next 10 years, the case worked its
way through the court system. Katie
never wavered in her determination to
do what was right. She steadfastly
maintained that Alaska Natives had a
right to support their families in a way
that was culturally meaningful. Fi-
nally, in 1994, Katie won her case, but
it continued to be appealed and liti-
gated for years afterwards.

The Katie John Case, as her suit be-
came known, finally had some resolve
in 2001 when the ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals reaffirmed Katie’s—(and by ex-
tension all Alaska Native and rural
peoples—right to subsistence fish in all
Federal waters. For her hard work and
service to her family, Ahtna people,
Alaska Natives, and all of Alaska,
Katie was presented with an honorary
doctorate of law degree from the Uni-
versity of Alaska Fairbanks in 2011.

The Katie John Case, though it con-
tinues to be litigated, has become a
cornerstone of subsistence law in Alas-
ka. Katie stood up for what was right
and bravely fought to protect the Alas-
ka Native subsistence way of life.

Katie is survived by over 250 grand-
children, great-grandchildren, and
great-great-grandchildren, through
which her legacy lives on. Her work
changed the way fisheries and natural
resources are managed in Alaska for
the better. For that, Alaska Natives
and all Alaskans are grateful.e

———————

RECOGNIZING KIRKWOOD AMTRAK
VOLUNTEERS

® Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President,
today I wish to honor the nearly 70 vol-
unteers who have faithfully dedicated
their time to operating the Kirkwood
Amtrak Train Station for the past 10
years. In recognition of their out-
standing service, a celebration has
been planned for them this weekend, on
June 29, 2013, in Kirkwood, MO.

In 2002, the City of Kirkwood was on
the verge of losing its historic train
station due to budget constraints.
However, the residents of this commu-
nity rejected that possibility. Instead,
they banded together and the City of
Kirkwood arranged to purchase the
station from Amtrak. In doing so, the
citizens saved the 120-year-old branch
from destruction and preserved an
iconic landmark in downtown Kirk-
wood.

Following the purchase, the City of
Kirkwood called on volunteers to staff
and operate the facility. Nearly 200
people responded. Today, almost 70 reg-
ular volunteers answer questions about
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