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American Energy: our new economic frontier

At a recent speech before 
the National Association of 
Manufacturers, I challenged 
leaders in both parties to em-
brace a new economic frontier 
that will fuel robust economic 
growth, revitalize manufac-
turing, and make us a nation 
of builders again: American 
energy.

Just days later, President 
Obama gave a speech on the 
same topic – except his was 
an attack on American energy. 

Indeed, one White House ad-
visor said “a war on coal is 
exactly what’s needed,” but 
that’s far from the only target.

Thanks to improvements 
in technologies, like combin-
ing hydraulic fracturing and 
horizontal drilling, natural gas 
production on state and private 
lands is up 40 percent and oil 
is up 26 percent since 2007. 
However, federal oil and natu-
ral gas production has already 
dropped by more than 14 per-
cent on the president’s watch, 
and now his administration is 
expanding its reach and taking 
aim at the energy boom that’s 
happening outside its control. 
Making matters worse, on fed-
eral lands the administration 
has proposed new regulations 
that would impose a one-size-
fits-all policy on states that 
have been safely and effectively 
managing this type of energy 
production for years.

The Obama administra-
tion’s energy freeze extends 
offshore too, with a five-year 
leasing plan that puts 85 per-
cent of those areas off limits. 

This is the fewest number of 
new lease sales in history, and 
dismantles a bipartisan agree-
ment reached in 2008 to lift the 
long-standing moratorium on 
offshore energy exploration 
and development.

Energy costs are a make-or-
break issue for businesses large 
and small. Keeping our afford-
able resources under lock and 
key only hurts our ability to 
rebuild our manufacturing 
sector, create jobs, and make 
America more competitive.

A true all-of-the-above 
energy strategy that taps the 
full potential of America’s re-
sources will unleash a wave 
of innovation and prosperity. 
It is a key tenet of the Re-
publican Plan for Economic 
Growth and Jobs, and it will 
make life easier for American 
families and small businesses 
struggling with fewer jobs and 
higher energy bills.

As part of our all-of-the-
above energy agenda, the 
House recently passed legisla-
tion to open up America’s most 
resource-rich offshore areas to 

energy exploration and devel-
opment. Recognizing that our 
energy future must encom-
pass all types of power, we’ve 
passed bipartisan legislation 
to reduce unnecessary and du-
plicative costs holding back 
hydropower development – a 
renewable energy source that 
will bring jobs and revenue to 
rural areas. These efforts will 
continue, as will our fight for 
the widely-popular Keystone 
pipeline.

After more than four years 
of delay, we passed a bill to 
green-light the Keystone pipe-
line and remove legal barriers 
to its construction. The project 
is backed by an overwhelming 
majority of Americans, and has 
become a rallying point for 
workers. From construction to 
manufacturing to refining, the 
Keystone pipeline will create 
tens of thousands of new jobs 
in America and pump nearly 
a million barrels of oil a day 
to U.S. refineries, making us 
less dependent on unstable 
sources of foreign energy. And 
it will prevent jobs and energy 

from being shipped overseas to 
China. But while the benefits of 
Keystone are clear, its future 
under this administration is 
not.

The president now says he 
will approve the pipeline only 
if it does “not significantly 
exacerbate the problem of car-
bon pollution.” While some 
speculate that the president 
is signaling his intention to 
reject the pipeline, doing so 
would violate the standard he 
himself has laid out. According 
to the State Department, ap-
provingthe Keystone pipeline 
will have “no significant envi-
ronmental impact,” as those 
resources will be developed 
regardless of whether they’re 
shipped to America or China. 
We should keep Keystone jobs 
and energy right here in North 
America.

The House will continue 
working to advance an all-of-
the-above energy policy to 
create jobs and make energy 
more affordable. What we 
need now is a partner in the 
White House whorecognizes 

American energy for the new 
economic frontier that it is, 
and reverses course on the 
policies that are holding us 
back. Once we stop this war 
on American energy and put in 
place common-sense policies 
that expand American energy, 
we can revitalize U.S. manu-
facturing, bring jobs home, 
and begin a new era of robust 
economic growth.President 
Obama should put his political 
calculations aside, stop stand-
ing in the way of American en-
ergy, and join us in the effort to 
restore our nation of builders.

By Rep. John A. Boehner
Speaker of the House
(R-OH)
Representing Ohio’s 8th 
Congressional District

America is in the midst of 
an energy renaissance and on 
the brink of a manufacturing 
resurgence thanks to new tech-
nologies and private sector in-
novations that have allowed 
developers to tap into rich re-
sources and unlock a bounty 
of affordable energy supplies. 
This energy boom is transform-
ing our economy, helping to 
revive factories, and creating 
new jobs and investment op-
portunities across the country.

Our energy renaissance pro-
vides the promise of a 21st-
century industrial revolution, 

and it has the potential to be 
the American success story 
of our generation. But instead 
of taking steps to foster this 
growth and rebirth, the presi-
dent is proposing to reverse it 
with new energy-related regu-
lations and top-down govern-
ment mandates that will de-
stroy jobs and undermine our 
global competitiveness.

The administration’s re-
cently announced climate ac-
tion plan would impose ex-
pensive or unachievable new 
greenhouse gas regulations 
on America’s power plants, 
thereby raising the cost of en-
ergy, which will only serve to 
drive up families’ energy bills, 
handicap our manufacturers, 
and put more Americans in 
the unemployment line. Al-
though U.S. emissions in virtu-
ally every category are already 
on the decline, these new rules 
will have little effect on global 
carbon dioxide emissions. As 
the administration works to 
regulate American coal out of 
existence, China and India are 
reportedly building hundreds 
of new coal plants in the com-
ing years to meet their growing 

demand for energy.This, while 
American companies are facing 
an increasingly hostile regula-
tory environment that will also 
make it more difficult to export 
low-sulfur coal.

For American companies to 
be able to compete in a global 
marketplace we must find a 
way to keep energy affordable 
and reliable. The good news is 
that America has been blessed 
with an abundance of energy 
resources – we are the largest 
producer of natural gas, we 
have the world’s largest supply 
of coal, and we are on track 
to become the world’s largest 
oil producer. To achieve our 
full energy potential, we must 
embrace this supply abundance 
and move forward with a plan to 
safely and responsibly develop 
our resources. With so much 
at stake, leadership matters. 
That’s why it is so troubling 
that the president is placing 
our energy future squarely at 
the mercy of his Environmental 
Protection Agency.

The president’s announced 
plans to impose greenhouse 
gas regulations on new and 
existing and power plants will 

only add to the existing regula-
tory requirements and reams 
of red tape already dispensed 
by EPA. Over the past four and 
a half years, the agency has 
proposed and finalized a broad 
array of new rules imposing 
billions of dollars in compli-
ance costs, ranging from EPA’s 
Utility MACT rule (estimated 
by the agency to impose costs 
on energy producers totaling 
up to $9.6 billion annually) to 
the agency’s proposed Tier 3 
rule (which EPA estimates will 
cost $3.4 billion annually once 
fully implemented and could 
raise the cost of gasoline by up 
to 9 cents per gallon). The new 
power plant rules will result in 
yet more job losses and higher 
energy prices for American 
consumers, businesses, and 
manufacturers.

EPA is effectively setting our 
nation’s energy policy through 
its environmental policies, 
seeking to regulate where the 
administration was unable to 
legislate. Our new era of en-
ergy abundance, along with 
the prospect of new economic 
growth and job creation made 
possible by access to reliable 

and affordable energy, is being 
threatened by these costly gov-
ernment mandates.

Standing up for jobs and af-
fordable energy, the House is 
taking action to take back con-
trol of our energy future from 
EPA. The House will soon vote 
on commonsense legislation, 
the Energy Consumers Relief 
Act, which will increase the 
transparency and oversight of 
EPA’s most expensive energy-
related rules. The legislation, 
authored by Rep. Bill Cassidy 
(R-LA) and advanced by the 
Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, requires that before EPA 
finalizes new energy-related 
rules estimated to cost more 
than $1 billion, the agency must 
report to Congress on certain 
cost, benefit, energy price, and 
job impacts. A proposed bil-
lion-dollar energy rule would 
be prohibited if the Department 
of Energy determines, in con-
sultation with other relevant 
agencies, that it would cause 
significant adverse effects to 
the economy. These sensible 
checks and balances are neces-
sary to rein in EPA’s overreach 
and protect consumers and job 

creators from higher energy 
prices. It only makes sense that 
we should fully understand the 
costs of new regulations and 
their potential impacts on jobs 
and the economy before they 
are implemented.

America is at a critical cross-
roads. We can either choose 
higher energy prices and in-
dustrial stagnation, or we can 
embrace our energy abundance 
and its promise for our nation’s 
manufacturers and our overall 
economy. It is clear the presi-
dent and his administration 
have chosen the wrong path for 
America. The Energy Consum-
ers Relief Act is a step in the 
right direction to help get our 
energy future back on course.

Securing our energy future

By Rep. Fred Upton
(R-MI)

Representing Michigan’s 6th 
Congressional District

President Obama’s energy policies holding the economy hostage

In February, President Obama 
spoke to the American public in 
his annual State of the Union ad-
dress and said that“no area holds 
more promise than our invest-
ments in American energy.” He 
went on to say that “after years 
of talking about it, we’re finally 
poised to control our own en-
ergy future.”

Unfortunately, “finally poised 
to control our own future” seems 
to be stopping domestic energy 
production in favor of import-
ing more.

It seems to mean continuing 
to stand in the way of the Key-
stone XL pipeline and the jobs 
that come with it.

And perhaps most troubling, 
it seems to mean a “war” – in the 
words of one of the President’s 
energy advisors – on one of the 
most abundant forms of Ameri-
can energy – coal.

In my state of Utah, the fed-
eral government owns about 66 
percent of the land in the state. 
What does that mean? It means 
that bureaucrats in Washington 
can limit the development of 
American energy in our state. 
Utah can lead the way with the 
energy resources we have. We 
can create jobs through the re-
coverable oil from oil shale, oil 

sands, coal, coal-to-liquids and 
natural gas. But Washington 
continues to stand in the way of 
opening up more public lands 
for domestic energy produc-
tion, and in turn limiting the job 
creation that comes with that.

Here’s a perfect example. Last 
fall, the Bureau of Land Man-
agement (BLM) in Washington, 
DC said it would be limiting re-
search, demonstration and, most 
important, commercial produc-
tion of oil shale and tar sands 
in Utah and several other west-
ern states. In Utah, that meant 
that about 200 square miles of 
land previously-approved for 
commercial leasing would no 
longer be developed. That rep-
resents roughly a third of the 
lands proposed by the Bush 
administration.

It’s hard to imagine that this 
is what the most Americans had 
in mind when the President said 

that American energy holds 
much “promise.”

Also hard to imagine is why 
President Obama refuses to ap-
prove the Keystone pipeline, 
which will create thousands of 
jobs across the country.

Shortly after President 
Obama spoke so enthusiasti-
cally about developing more 
American energy in his State of 
the Union speech, I joined a bi-
partisan group of 19 of my Senate 
colleagues – 10 Republicans, 10 
Democrats – in writing to Secre-
tary of State John Kerry urging 
quick approval of the pipeline. 
It’s been radio silence since in 
the five months since.

Then most recently, mere 
hours before what was couched 
as yet another major speech by 
the President on energy policy, 
one of the President’s energy ad-
visors called for a “war on coal.”

Hours later, the President 

took the stage at Georgetown 
University and said “we need 
to act” on climate change. The 
President seems to forget the 
fact that his climate agenda 
– cap-and-trade – was shot 
down by both Republicans and 
Democrats. How bad would the 
President’s cap-and-trade en-
ergy policies be for our already 
struggling economy? Consider-
ing the fact that the President 
himself said energy costs would 
“necessarily skyrocket” under 
his wishlist, it’s hard to imagine 
that a struggling family in Sandy, 
Utah, or Chicago, Illinois would 
be too happy about paying more 
for the energy their family needs.

The fact is that when it comes 
to American energy production, 
the Obama Administration has 
been far more talk than action.

Americans deserve an en-
ergy agenda that works. They 
deserve policies that encourage 

the development of American 
energy, not the importation of 
foreign sources. They deserve 
American energy that lowers 
costs, not causes them to “sky-
rocket.” And this can all be done 
in a responsible and safe way.

But most importantly, we de-
serve action, not lip service. My 
state of Utah stands ready to help 
lead the way of our country’s 
economic recovery through en-
ergy development, but we need a 
President and an Administration 
that will let us do it.

By Sen. Orrin Hatch
(R-UT)
Representing the state of 
Utah
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After more than four years of comprehensive and exacting economic and environmental review 
by the U.S. State Department, the Obama administration will soon make the decision about 
whether to approve the Keystone XL pipeline from the oil sands in Alberta, Canada, to refineries 
in America’s Gulf Coast. 

America’s desire to effectively balance strong environmental policy, clean technology 
development, energy security and plentiful job opportunities for the middle class and returning 
war veterans mirrors that of the people of Alberta. 

And these joint values reflect the actions of the Government of Alberta. This is why choosing to 
approve Keystone XL and oil from a neighbor, ally, friend and responsible energy developer is 
the choice of reason. 

The State Department has indicated that Keystone XL will not have a significant impact on the 
environment. Yet some still argue Keystone should be decided on emotion rather than science 
and fact about Canada’s responsibly developed oil sands resource. 

Learn more about the oil sands and Alberta’s environmental 
track record at oilsands.alberta.ca

 More energy from a reliable ally with a strong environmental track record 

 Less gasoline in the tank from unstable foreign regimes 

 42,100 direct and spinoff jobs for Americans during construction* 

 An average of 138,000 American spinoff jobs per year for the next 25 years 
from continued oil sands development**

Why Keystone XL is the choice of reason:

Keystone XL: 
The Choice of Reason

Did you know? 
 In 2008, Alberta was the first place in North America to legally require all large industry to 
curb greenhouse gas emissions, and Alberta already has a $15-per-tonne price on carbon. 

 Alberta is committed to pushing the bar higher on its leading climate change policy that 
already includes a $1.3 billion investment in carbon capture and storage and a fund that 
is helping to finance more than 40 clean technology projects. 

 Canada and the U.S. share one of the world’s closest trading relationships. In 2012, 
for every dollar of oil the U.S. imported from Canada, 90 cents returned through Canadian 
imports of goods produced in the U.S. This compares to 33 cents for oil imported from 
Saudi Arabia and 46 cents for Venezuela.

 Greenhouse gas emissions from the oil sands in Alberta make up just over 1/10th of 
one per cent of the world’s emissions.

 * Source: U.S. State Department 
 ** Source: Canadian Energy Research Institute, July 2012 (CERI)
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Go with Canada

Much has been made about 
the proposed Keystone XL proj-
ect. But there is more to the 
Canada-U.S. energy relationship 
than going from 81 to 82 pipe-
lines between our two countries. 

Canada is the United States’ 
largest trading partner. Every 
year, there is more than $700 
billion in two-way trade between 
our two countries. In fact, a truck 
crosses our shared border every 
three seconds, every single day. 
Canada is the number one export 
market for 38 American states, 
contributing to more than eight 

million American jobs. 
At the heart of that economic 

partnership is energy. Knit to-
gether by a vast, interlocking net-
work of pipelines and transmis-
sion lines, Canada is a leading 
supplier of all forms of energy 
to the United States, including 
three million barrels of oil and 
petroleum products per day, well 
over the combined U.S. imports 
of oil from Saudi Arabia and 
Venezuela. 

Almost every kilowatt of 
electricity that America im-
ports comes from Canada, fa-
cilitated by proximity and the 
largest shared electrical grid in 
the world. Canadian electric-
ity not only provides a reliable 
source of energy; it also plays 
a critical role in our collective 
efforts to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions (GHGs). 63 per cent 
of the electricity generated in 
Canada is renewable. Canada is 
well positioned to provide the 
U.S. with clean, renewable, and 
reliable electricity for decades 
to come. Agreements with elec-
tricity companies from both our 
countries also allow us to assist 

each other in restoring power 
following natural disasters. 

Beyond hydro-electric power, 
Canada is also expanding its 
capacity to generate electricity 
from other renewables. Wind 
and solar photovoltaic (PV) are 
now the fastest growing sources 
of electricity in Canada. The 
average annual growth rate for 
wind and solar has approached 
40 percent over the past 10 years. 

Since 2006, Canada has in-
vested more than $10 billion in 
green infrastructure, energy 
efficiency, clean energy tech-
nologies and the production of 
cleaner fuels and smarter elec-
tricity grids. These investments 
contribute to our goal of reduc-
ing GHG emissions by 17 percent 
below 2005 levels by 2020 – a 
target shared by both the U.S. 
and Canada. 

To reach this target, Canada 
has introduced stringent emis-
sion standards for new and exist-
ing coal-fired electricity plants. 
This standard will lead to a phase 
out of coal plants using tradi-
tional technology.

Canada has also established 

tough new regulations to reduce 
GHG emissions from vehicles. 
Canada is working closely with 
the U.S. on the development 
of all of its vehicle and engine 
emission regulations, to ensure 
common standards are in place 
on both sides of the border. 

Canada’s per capita GHG 
emissions are at their lowest 
level since tracking began in 
1990. 

While both the U.S. and Can-
ada are working hard to develop 
alternative sources of energy, 
it’s clear that oil will remain a 
dominant fuel for years to come. 
In fact, according to the Inter-
national Energy Agency, fossil 
fuels will continue to be a major 
source of energy in the world in 
2035. That is true even under the 
most optimistic scenarios for 
the development of alternatives. 
Finding reliable, stable sources 
of oil is critical. 

Canada has the third largest 
oil reserves in the world at 173 
billion barrels. The oil sands rep-
resent 97 per cent of Canada’s re-
serves and are an enormous stra-
tegic asset in meeting American 

energy needs while lessening 
dependence on unstable foreign 
suppliers. 

The oil sands also present 
exciting economic opportunities 
for Americans. More than 1,000 
American companies supply 
goods and services to Canadian 
oil sands producers. According 
to the Canadian Energy Research 
Institute, with future growth in 
oil sands production reaching 4.5 
mb/d by 2035, oil sands develop-
ment could support an annual 
average of about 170,000 indirect 
and induced jobs in the U.S. and 
contribute an annual average of 
$15 billion to the U.S. economy 
between 2011 and 2035. 

Canada and Mexico have the 
resources to meet all of Ameri-
cas’ future needs for imported 
oil. The proposed Keystone XL 
pipeline would transport oil from 
Canada, Montana and North 
Dakota to the Gulf Coast. KXL 

is consistent with our nations’ 
historic energy, environmental 
and economic interests. Three 
environmental assessments by 
the State Department have de-
termined that KXL would have 
no significant environmental 
impacts. KXL would create tens 
of thousands of American jobs, 
enhance U.S. energy security 
and be done in an environmen-
tally responsible manner by a 
country that shares a common 
commitment to environmental 
stewardship.

As Americans look to the 
future and to their need for safe 
and secure sources of energy, 
they can do so knowing that 
just such a supplier is close at 
hand. With a stable democracy, 
strong economy and proven en-
vironmental record, Canada is 
America’s partner in providing 
the energy North America needs 
to build the future we seek.

By His Excellency 
Gary Doer, OM 
Canadian Ambassador 
to the United States

Energy independence deserves its vote in the Senate

Americans can all agree they 
are sick and tired of high energy 
prices. From the gas they pump 
into their cars to their home elec-
tricity bills, high energy costs 
are plaguing the pocketbooks of 
Americans and leaving families 

with less disposable income to 
spend on food, bills, and leisure. 
Reasonably, Americans expect 
their elected officials in Wash-
ington to address these prob-
lems in a smart, bipartisan and 
responsible manner. 

Throughout my 40 years in 
Congress, I have seen plenty of 
quick fixes thrown at the prob-
lem, but to truly address it, the 
United States must become en-
ergy independent; and the good 
news is that we have the ability 
to do so.

Since taking office over four 
years ago, President Obama 
has advocated for an “all of the 
above” energy plan, but sadly his 
definition of “all of the above” 
means driving up the cost of the 
inexpensive, reliable fossil en-
ergy that propelled America into 
prosperity, in exchange for costly 

and inefficient energy sources 
favored by his political backers 
and special interest elites. 

Instead, average Americans, 
who are already seeing their 
incomes shrink, their home val-
ues diminish, and their retire-
ment savings lose value, can 
hardly afford to pay a premium 
for politically-favored, expensive 
energy. Americans cannot afford 
another Solyndra, A123, or Ever-
green Solar bankruptcy. 

However, House Republicans 
offer a different approach, one 
that offers to relieve high energy 
prices and leaves more money in 
the wallets of American families. 

Since taking control of the 
House of Representatives in 
January 2011, House Republi-
cans have been committed to 
moving the country toward true 
energy independence through 

legislation promoting the re-
sponsible development of natu-
ral resources.  

Over the past two and half 
years, House Republicans have 
been focused on advancing poli-
cies that grow our economy and 
put Americans back to work.   
And there’s no better job cre-
ation program than responsi-
bly developing our own natural 
resources.

So far, the House has passed 
scores of legislation that would 
increase exploration and devel-
opment on federal land, lower 
barriers to investment, stop job 
killing regulations, open areas 
to offshore development closed 
off by President Obama, and ap-
prove the Keystone XL Pipeline. 
All of these policy improvements 
will lead to jobs, jobs, jobs, while 
lowering the high cost of energy.

For my home state of Alaska 
specifically, the House has en-
gaged on multiple fronts to 
increase energy development 
in the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge, the National Petroleum 
Reserve, the Beaufort and Chuk-
chi Seas, and elsewhere. These 
areas alone could provide mil-
lions of barrels of oil every day 
to a thirsty domestic market for 
generations to come.  

Unfortunately, despite the 
continued aggressive actions by 
the House, the Democrat con-
trolled Senate continues to chug 
along ignoring a problem even 
exists. Regardless of what energy 
source you support, the Senate is 
asleep at the wheel, not sending 
one piece of energy legislation 
of any significance to the House 
during the entirety of the 112th 
Congress. By the same token, 

the Democrats who control the 
Senate, refused to even take a 
vote on the myriad of legislative 
proposals passed by the House. 
As the 113th Congress continues, 
I hope we find a willing partner 
with our Democratic friends 
across the Capitol.

By Rep. Don Young
(R-AK)

Representing the At Large 
District of Alaska

Developing oil sands responsibly
When Dr. Karl Clark bor-

rowed his wife’s washing ma-
chine in 1921 to conduct an 
experiment with a heavy petro-
leum product called oil sands, 
little did he realize he was un-
locking the future prosperity of 
Alberta, Canada.  By “washing” 
oil sands in a hot water process, 
he successfully separated the oil 
from the sands and proved that 
this sticky product, which was 
once used to repair canoes or 
pave roads, could be upgraded 
to commercial grade oil. 

Fast forward almost 100 years 
and thanks to technological ad-
vancements in extraction and 
upgrading, the oil sands are one 
of the biggest drivers of Alberta’s 
and Canada’s economy.

With established reserves of 
169 billion barrels – the third 
largest in the world - the heavy 
crudes that form the oil sands 
areas are poised to address the 
world’s increasing demand for 
oil. Oil sands production has 

already reached 1.7 million bar-
rels a day and that number will 
continue to grow, as will exports 
to the United States.

Indeed, Alberta is already 
America’s largest source of im-
ported oil, constituting a text-
book example of a mutually 
beneficial relationship.  Con-
tinued oil sands development is 
expected to lead to an average 
of 138,000 spinoff jobs annually 
in the US over the next 25 years, 
and increase American GDP by 
$521 billion.

We know there are questions 
about Alberta’s oil sands and the 
heavy oil they produce, which 
already fills pipelines supplying 
America. We also know there 
are questions about proposed 
new pipelines like Keystone 
XL. Alberta is committed to 
strong environmental policy, 
clean technology development, 
a healthy energy sector, eco-
nomic growth and plentiful job 
opportunities for the middle 

class. The challenge for policy 
and decision makers on both 
sides of the border is striking 
the right balance and moving 
our countries forward, together.

We stand ready to demon-
strate our strong track record on 
responsible oil sands develop-
ment. And we are prepared to 
work with our federal govern-
ment and our American friends 
to push the bar higher in address-
ing climate change.

Through our policies and our 
actions past, present and future, 
Americans can be confident that 
Alberta is the safest, most secure 
and responsible energy supplier 
to the U.S. The same cannot be 
said for the other foreign coun-
tries and regimes that currently 
feed U.S. energy demand.

Americans should also under-
stand that Alberta, and specifi-
cally projects like Keystone XL, 
are not looking for a free pass. 
Far from it.  As a world-leading 
responsible energy producer, we 

know there is additional focus 
on what we are doing, and ad-
ditional responsibilities for us to 
meet.  We continue to push in-
dustry to improve performance 
while lessening the impact of 
oil sands development on the 
environment. And we will be 
open and transparent about the 
results.

That’s why Alberta has de-
veloped a comprehensive and 
accessible database of industry 
environmental performance 
available at www.oilsands.al-
berta.ca . That’s also why we’re 
setting up an arm’s-length 
agency to oversee environmen-
tal monitoring in the oil sands 
region of northeastern Alberta. 
This science-based environmen-
tal monitoring and reporting 
initiative will eventually spread 
province-wide.

Alberta welcomes the scru-
tiny.  We have nothing to hide 
and much more to gain from 
informed discussions of the 

issues. Good science is driven 
by informed debate and dia-
logue.  Open and easy access 
to information allows people 
to form their own opinions and 
ask questions about oil sands 
industry performance and regu-
latory oversight.  We think our 
public reporting is a model for 
all jurisdictions to follow, and we 
know that the trend for oil sands 
production is to lower emissions.

To echo remarks by Presi-
dent Obama, North Americans 
shouldn’t have to choose be-
tween jobs, growth and security 
on the one hand, and strong 
environmental protection on 
the other. It’s up to all of us to 
nurture our deeply rooted part-
nership, and demonstrate that 
our vision is broad enough to 

embrace the environment and 
the economy. This is what Can-
ada-US energy trade is about. 
This is what our friendship and 
our whole relationship is about. 

The best in all of us will make 
our path to energy independence 
also be our path to economic 
recovery. 

In Alberta, we work con-
stantly to balance the need for 
economic development with 
the imperative to safeguard our 
water, air, land, and biodiversity.  
We’re taking bold steps in con-
tinued development of the oil 
sands and to ensure the world 
knows that this critical resource 
is being developed responsibly.  
It’s a matter of putting the facts 
into the debate, so everyone un-
derstands what we’re fighting for.
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*Oak Ridge National Laboratory. Combined Heat & Power:  
Effective Energy Solutions for a Sustainable Future, 2008.

Harness the heat  
to create new jobs 

and make our country 

more competitive.

Each year, America’s utilities and factories send enough heat up their 
chimneys to power all of Japan. But with existing, proven technologies, 
we can harness that wasted energy, dramatically cut electricity costs, and 
make our manufacturers more competitive. 

According to Oak Ridge National Laboratory, significantly increasing  
our industrial energy efficiency would spur more than $200 billion in new 
private investment in the U.S. and create up to 1,000,000 jobs.*
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“Sue and Settle” and the Carbon Tax

At once, the Obama Admin-
istration has advanced the most 
aggressive, far-left environmen-
tal agenda ever and developed 
the most secretive, behind-
closed-doors way of doing it. 
And that’s not by accident. Hid-
ing its full plans from the pub-
lic is essential because of their 
sweeping effect – lost jobs and 
higher energy prices.

One favorite technique the 
Obama crowd uses to advance its 

far-left agenda in relative obscu-
rity is through “sue and settle.” 
This is how it works: a far-left 
environmental group sues a fed-
eral department or agency, like 
the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), claiming that the 
government is not satisfying its 
regulatory obligations. Then, 
after the group and the EPA 
plan and discuss the matter – 
without the involvement of any 
others, including affected busi-
ness, landowners, and state and 
local governments – they draft 
a settlement agreement com-
mitting the agency to regulate 
a certain sector of the economy 
or type of private property. All 
that’s left is to get the presid-
ing judge to bless their friendly 
agreement. 

There’s even a bonus prize in 
this scheme. Because such a set-
tlement is counted as a “win” for 
the environmental group plain-
tiff, that suing group is awarded 
all of its costs and attorney’s fees, 
creating a revolving fund for its 
continuing activity, courtesy of 
our wallets.

Presto: the left, including 
the Obama Administration, 

advances its aggressive envi-
ronmental agenda. No need for 
messy Congressional hearings 
or opposing arguments. 

During this Administration’s 
tenure, these friendly settlement 
agreements have become the 
norm for the environmental ac-
tivist community, allowing them 
to force action at the agency. Un-
fortunately, the resulting regula-
tion often has large scale, nega-
tive economic impacts for states, 
businesses, and landowners.

Environmental groups partic-
ularly see “sue and settle” deals 
as a way to get the EPA moving 
on the specific rule-making they 
want. The EPA is notorious for 
missing statutory rulemaking 
deadlines on virtually every-
thing – particularly Clean Air 
Act (CAA) programs. In the last 
20 years, the EPA has met CAA 
rulemaking deadlines just two 
percent of the time. Because of 
this, environmental groups can 
pick and choose what areas to 
focus on, such as New Source 
Performance Standards and Util-
ity MACT regulations that target 
coal, gaining enormous leverage 
and involvement in the process.

As the Obama Administration 
turns its attention to the recently 
announced Climate Action Plan, 
these secret “sue and settle” 
consent decrees will facilitate 
EPA and environmentalists ef-
forts to raise energy costs. Be on 
the lookout in particular for the 
left to try to use “sue and settle” 
to establish a carbon tax or its 
equivalent. 

During a June 25 speech, Pres-
ident Obama laid the ground-
work to implement regulations 
that effectively introduce a car-
bon tax on Americans. Now to 
be clear, a tax on carbon is a tax 
on our energy supply. It is an 
economic burden that would be 
clearly felt by every consumer – 
every American who drives to 
work, uses air conditioning in 
the summer, or heats their home 
in the winter. 

Because a carbon tax will be 
a real body blow to the economy, 
it makes perfect sense that the 
Administration and its allies 
would prefer to do this behind 
closed doors. They already know 
there’s zero chance Congress 
will pass a carbon tax. During 
the Budget Resolution debate 

in March, Senator Sheldon 
Whitehouse (D-R.I.) offered a 
carbon tax amendment, which 
was soundly defeated 41 to 58 in 
the Democrat-led Senate. In the 
House, the Republican majority 
has made it clear that a carbon 
tax is not on the table, or even 
in the room.

So will President Obama and 
his far-left allies implement this 
crucial part of their extreme 
agenda without Congressional 
action?

The answer is they’re trying 
their darndest. And the Admin-
istration clearly has found a suc-
cessful loophole with “sue and 
settle” that allows them to force 
unpopular policy on the Ameri-
can people without input from 
the public and other branches 
of government.

To combat this, Republicans 
on the Environment and Public 
Works Committee made “sue 
and settle” abuse a major issue 
during the recent confirmation 
process for the EPA administra-
tor. As a result, we won several 
concessions from the EPA, which 
will shed more light on the 
agency’s actions. This includes 

requiring the EPA to publish 
on two websites the Notices of 
Intent to Sue (NOI) and Petitions 
for Rulemaking upon receipt. 
Those websites are already up 
and running and will give af-
fected parties far more notice 
regarding what the EPA is up to. 

But more work remains. We 
still need a heck of a lot more 
transparency and accountability 
to make a difference in stopping 
the hidden far-left environmen-
tal agenda that could put our 
economy further in trouble. 
Hard-working Americans de-
serve to know exactly what’s 
being proposed and the impacts 
it would have on the environ-
ment, as well as energy prices 
and jobs. 

By Sen. David Vitter
(R-LA)

Senator David Vitter of 
Louisiana is the top-ranking 
Republican on the Senate 
Environment and Public 
Works Committee.

America needs a states first, all-of-the-above approach to energy development

The headlines now regularly 
report the United States is break-
ing some new record in fossil 
fuel energy development. “The 
United States is on track this 
year to attain record levels of 
domestic production of fossil 
fuels, making the country the 
most energy independent it has 
been since 1990,” a newspaper 
article proclaimed last fall.

In both 2011 and 2012 the U.S. 
broke all-time production re-
cords, thanks to places like my 
home state of North Dakota and 

others. Moreover, by April of this 
year, domestic oil production 
was up 25 percent, portending 
yet another record year in 2013.

Virtually all of this growth is 
happening on state and private 
lands, not because of the sup-
port and encouragement of the 
federal government, but in spite 
of it. In fact, this administra-
tion’s centralized and heavy-
handed approach to regulation 
will only continue to discourage 
the investment, innovation and 
knowhow of the private sector, 
and undermine the competence 
and experience our states have 
demonstrated in managing the 
nation’s energy resources.

That’s why I am proposing a 
new approach to American en-
ergy development, a “states first” 
approach. It is, after all, states 
like my home state of North 
Dakota, as well as Alaska, Wyo-
ming, Texas and others that are 
driving what many are calling 
an energy revolution by making 
the most of our energy resources 
and doing so with good environ-
mental stewardship.

North Dakota blazed this trail 

over the last decade by building 
a comprehensive energy plan 
we called Empower North Da-
kota. Through Empower ND, 
we worked to create a business 
climate that encouraged energy 
companies across all industry 
sectors to invest in our state. 
We created the kind of legal, tax 
and regulatory certainty that 
attracted capital, expertise and 
jobs in North Dakota.

North Dakota’s oil industry 
is a good example of how this 
works. Ironically, ten years ago, 
oil companies had left or were 
leaving our state’s oil patch for 
a host of reasons: better returns 
elsewhere, inadequate technol-
ogy, an aging workforce, lack 
of transportation infrastructure 
and insufficient data about our 
oil reserves.

To turn that around, we built 
a climate for investment. Our 
measures included building a 
pro-growth tax environment 
that invited investment; updating 
geological studies of the Bakken 
oil formation; improving infra-
structure; and creating a pipeline 
authority to expand transport 

capacity. These steps drew bil-
lions of dollars of investment to 
our oil patch, which unleashed 
the potential of North Dakota’s 
oil fields. 

Since 2006, North Dakota has 
grown to become the 2nd largest 
oil-producing state in the nation, 
surpassing Alaska, Oklahoma, 
Louisiana and California. No-
tably, our energy policies were 
not about government spending. 
They were about our state creat-
ing an environment for private 
investment that generated rev-
enues, broadened the economic 
base and actually enabled us to 
reduce taxes several times over 
the decade.

Since becoming senator, I 
have advanced similar initia-
tives in the U.S. Senate that will 
provide states with the authority 
they need to create a business 
environment that will encourage 
energy investment. For example, 
the Domestic Energy and Jobs 
Act, or DEJA, is a package of 13 
diverse energy bills addressing 
both traditional and renewable 
development.

DEJA is designed to 

streamline and simplify regula-
tions, boost domestic energy 
supplies, build American en-
ergy infrastructure – including 
the Keystone XL pipeline. Like 
Empower North Dakota, it’s a 
true all-of-the-above approach 
to energy development that will 
help drive America’s overall eco-
nomic recovery and help ad-
vance us toward energy security.

A second measure I have in-
troduced, the Empower States 
Act, is vital to the recent remark-
able growth of shale oil extrac-
tion. It will help to ensure that 
states retain primary authority 
to manage hydraulic fractur-
ing. The bill takes a states-first 
approach because states know 
their land, their geology and 
their water resources and have 
a vital stake in protecting their 
environment and citizens.

The need for a sensible ap-
proach to fracking was under-
scored by a U.S. Chamber study 
of shale energy production re-
leased late last year. The study 
projects that between 2013 and 
2035, the shale energy industry 
is expected to invest more than 

$5 trillion, create nearly 3.5 mil-
lion jobs and generate more than 
$2.5 trillion to in local, state and 
federal tax revenues. It will do all 
that, I believe, only if we have a 
legal, tax and regulatory environ-
ment that allows it.

At this moment in our history, 
we are poised to realize a long-
elusive goal – true energy secu-
rity. We must seize this opportu-
nity to make America stronger, 
safer and more financially secure 
by giving states the flexibility to 
develop American energy right 
here at home to meet our needs, 
now and for the future.

By Sen. John Hoeven
(R-ND)

Representing the state of 
North Dakota

Stop holding up jobs for Americans

Given the sluggish state of 
our economy and the recent 
epidemic of bad news about 
the negative economic effects of 
the president’s health care law, 
you’d think the president would 
be ready to seize any opportu-
nity to create jobs and grow our 
economy. In fact, the president 
is giving a speech today on the 
importance of focusing on job 
creation.

Yet right now, the president is 
refusing to approve a project that 
would create thousands of jobs 

for American workers without 
spending a dime of taxpayer 
money.

Almost five years ago, Trans-
Canada applied for a presidential 
permit to build the Keystone 
XL pipeline, which would carry 
up to 830,000 barrels of oil per 
day from Canada and the Upper 
Great Plains to U.S. refineries on 
the Gulf Coast. Construction 
of the pipeline would support 
42,000 jobs in the United States 
without the federal government 
having to spend a penny. 

My own state of South Da-
kota, like the other states along 
the pipeline’s route, would see 
hundreds of new construction 
jobs, plus significant increases 
in revenue to state and local 
governments once the pipeline 
is operational. 

The pipeline wouldn’t just 
benefit our economy. It would 
also be a significant step for-
ward in achieving energy in-
dependence. The United States 
currently imports 4 million bar-
rels of oil per day from volatile 
places like the Middle East and 

Venezuela. The Keystone pipe-
line would increase American 
energy production and reduce 
our dependence on oil from 
these countries. With a com-
bination of oil from Canadian 
oil sands and U.S. shale oil and 
gas production, North America 
could be energy self-sufficient 
by 2030. Building the pipeline 
would also further strengthen 
our relationship with Canada, 
our nation’s largest trading 
partner. 

Approving the pipeline is a 
no-brainer. It would be a signifi-
cant shot in the arm to our slug-
gish economy. It would promote 
American energy security and 
independence. It is enthusiasti-
cally supported by a bipartisan 
majority in the House and Sen-
ate as well as by unions, whose 
members would benefit from the 
many jobs created by the pipe-
line. No taxpayer dollars would 
be required for its construction. 
And poll after poll has shown 
strong support from the Ameri-
can people. Yet despite all this, 
the president has stubbornly 

refused to approve Keystone.
To justify his opposition, the 

president cites environmental 
concerns. He says the pipeline 
should only be approved if it 
does not “significantly exacer-
bate” climate change and insists 
that further study is needed. Yet 
his own State Department has 
already conducted four envi-
ronmental reviews and has con-
cluded that the pipeline would 
not significantly impact climate 
change. 

Additionally, more than 
10,000 pages of environmental 
reviews have concluded that the 
overall environmental impact of 
the pipeline will be minimal. In 
fact, not building the pipeline 
could actually be worse for the 
environment. Pipelines are actu-
ally one of the safest and cleanest 
ways to transport oil relative to 
shipping it by truck or rail. 

Denying the pipeline per-
mit does not mean Canada will 
leave this oil in the ground: one 
way or another, Canada will be 
transporting this oil. Denying the 
permit just means Canada will 

be transporting it in a less envi-
ronmentally friendly way – and 
likely transporting it to China 
instead of to us. Additionally, re-
fining the oil in the United States 
is cleaner and more efficient than 
refining the oil in China.

So far, the president has de-
layed approval of the pipeline 
for more than 1,760 days – that’s 
close to five years. During that 
time, American workers have 
been through a steep reces-
sion and a recovery that never 
seems to pick up much steam. 
The president’s stimulus bill, 
which was supposed to turn our 
economy around, was a $900 bil-
lion failure. American workers 
are facing the prospect of more 
economic hardship thanks to 
the president’s health care law 
– every day a new story comes 
out about increases in insur-
ance premiums, reduced worker 
hours, or businesses that aren’t 
hiring. And now the president 
is endangering even more jobs 
with crippling new environmen-
tal regulations.   

It’s time for the president to 

actually do something to create 
jobs by approving the Keystone 
pipeline. There is no excuse for 
further delay. 

The president’s own admin-
istration has confirmed that 
the pipeline will benefit our 
economy without harming our 
environment. The only possible 
reason for the president to con-
tinue to withhold his approval is 
to curry favor with the extreme 
environmental wing of his party. 

The president should stop 
holding Americans hostage to 
the whims of the environmental 
lobby and approve the pipeline 
and the thousands of jobs it will 
create. It’s time to get the Ameri-
can economy moving again. 

By Sen. John Thune
(R-SD)

Representing the state of 
South Dakota
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It’s time to build the Keystone Pipeline

Since I’ve been in Congress 
one of my top priorities has been 
to limit our nation’s energy de-
pendence from the OPEC cartel. 
That’s precisely why I’ve fought 
so hard for an all-of-the-above 
energy plan. 

The OPEC countries that we 
rely on for our energy needs 
have interests that are often at 
odds with our own. The case is 
made by the recent offer of asy-
lum by OPEC country Venezuela 
to Edward Snowden who is well 
known for deliberately trying to 

sabotage U.S. national security 
interests by leaking informa-
tion about classified surveillance 
programs. 

One option available that 
will help move us toward on 
North American energy inde-
pendence is approving the Key-
stone Pipeline. 

In the 1,700 days since the 
initial permits were filed to build 
the Keystone Pipeline there have 
been over 15,000 pages of en-
vironmental reviews. The lat-
est draft environmental impact 
statement from the Department 
of State says there would be no 
significant impact on the envi-
ronment if Keystone were ap-
proved. In a recent speech on 
climate change in June, President 
Obama said that, “allowing the 
Keystone Pipeline to be built 
requires a finding that doing so 
would be in our nation’s interest. 
And our national interest will be 
served only if this project does 
not significantly exacerbate the 
problem of carbon pollution.”

The important thing for 
the President to understand is 
that the Keystone Pipeline is a 

method of transporting crude 
from the oil sands to our refiner-
ies in the Gulf. So whether or not 
Keystone is approved, oil sands 
development will continue to 
occur at the same rate. There-
fore, per the State Department’s 
own draft environmental impact 
statement, if the Keystone Pipe-
line were approved, there will 
be a negligible effect on carbon 
emissions.

Under this standard set by 
the President and the science 
found in the State Department’s 
draft EIS, we should expect the 
speedy approval of the Keystone 
Pipeline. 

I would take it one step for-
ward to argue that by not approv-
ing the Keystone Pipeline there 
would be a more damaging effect 
on carbon pollution and run 
contrary to our national interest. 
The State Department’s draft 
EIS all but acknowledges that 
other countries will continue to 
explore oil sands. For instance, 
if we don’t approve Keystone, 
China has indicated a willing-
ness to build a pipeline to the 
West to ship crude from the oil 

sands overseas to refine these 
developments under Chinese 
carbon emission standards.

But to put it in the President’s 
perspective, the job creation and 
economic security that could 
be gained by building Keystone 
would be another reason the 
pipeline should be deemed in 
our nation’s interest.  In yet 
another one of the President’s 
jobs tours, he pointed out how 
streamlining the federal permit-
ting process would help create 
jobs by building critical infra-
structure projects. Ironically, the 
President gave this speech at the 
manufacturing facility of a busi-
nessman who had testified the 
previous day before the House 
Small Business Committee that 
approving the Keystone Pipeline 
was about jobs. 

It’s estimated that the Key-
stone Pipeline will create up to 
20,000 jobs directly related to the 
construction of the pipeline and 
another 118,000 jobs at manufac-
turing facilities like the President 
visited. Back at home in Omaha, 
labor leaders tell me the pipeline 
will create up to 2,000 jobs.

It would be easy for the Presi-
dent with the stroke of a pen to 
approve the necessary permits 
to build Keystone. But unfor-
tunately loos like we’ll miss an-
other construction season to get 
started on this critical infrastruc-
ture project. 

Oil is a commodity and sus-
ceptible to market pressures and 
priced at market prices. The 
energy independencethat would 
come from Keystone could cush-
ion gasoline price spikes caused 
by turmoil in cartel countries in 
Middle East. Providing our coun-
try with a reliable and plentiful 
supply of energy is an answer 
that makes economic sense. The 
830,000 barrels of oil per day will 
prime the pump to reduce our 
nation’s energy dependence on 
these hostile nations, create jobs, 
and strengthen our relationship 
with our nation’s number one 
trading partner.

The State Department has 
said there will be no significant 
impact to the environment. The 
Senate has already voted with 
filibuster proof majorities to not 
only build the pipeline but to 

stop the endless studies that con-
tinue to delay the project. The 
House voted in a bipartisan man-
ner to approve my legislation 
the Northern Route Approval 
Act which issues the necessary 
permits that would be required 
should the project be deemed in 
the national interest. 

Public opinion polls show 
that over 2/3 of Americans sup-
port moving forward with this 
critical infrastructure project. 
There is no reason for more 
delays. The science is right and 
the support is there. It’s time to 
build the Keystone Pipeline. 

By Rep. Lee Terry
(R-NE)

Representing Nebraska’s 2nd 
Congressional District

Time for DC liberals to ditch the Carbon Tax

Hard work, grit, and deter-
mination built America.  Those 
values remain at the core of 
what makes our nation the 
greatest country in the his-
tory of the world.  That same 
spirit lives on today in states 
like Louisiana where the do-
mestic energy industry creates 
high-paying American jobs for 
middle class families and helps 
lead our march towards energy 
independence.  

But Washington liberals, with 
their heads in the sand, want to 
change all that.  They ignore 
common sense and unbiased 
facts, in a mad rush to pursue 
their radical agenda of restrict-
ing American energy develop-
ment at any cost.  

Their latest proposal is noth-
ing new really, just the same 
repackaged and renamed initia-
tive – a nationwide carbon tax.  
Regardless of the name, and it 
has had many over the years, the 
effect of a carbon tax will always 
be the same - higher energy costs 
on families and fewer jobs here at 
home.  Make no mistake - imple-
menting a carbon-tax under the 
guise of environmental regula-
tions is just the latest salvo in the 
liberals’ pursuit of their radical 
agenda, and yet another attempt 
to feed their unquenchable thirst 
for job-killing tax hikes.

Fortunately, the American 
people and the House GOP re-
fuse to be steamrolled by Wash-
ington liberals seeking to im-
plement radical polices behind 

closed doors.  A recent survey by 
the Institute for Energy Research 
shows that a strong majority 
of American voters oppose a 
carbon tax.  I’m proud to lead 
the effort to oppose a national 
carbon tax in Congress.  With 
more than 145 cosponsors to our 
bill, a powerful group of carbon 
tax opponents is organized and 
ready to act swiftly to defend 
our nation from the threat of yet-
another liberal job-killing tax. 

When it comes to America’s 
energy reserves, the paradigm 
has shifted from the threat of en-
ergy scarcity to the new blessing 
of energy abundance.  We must 
continue this positive trend to-
ward American energy security 
if we hope to control our own 
destiny.  Simply put, a carbon tax 
is a step in the wrong direction, 
and will just be used as another 
source to fund more bloated 
wasteful Washington spending.

We need only look abroad 
to see the real-world effects of 
such radical proposals.  Just last 
week, high energy prices and 

diminished competiveness in the 
global marketplace forced Aus-
tralia to announce they would 
ditch their version of a carbon 
tax.  

It’s been proven that a carbon 
tax will lead to more Ameri-
can jobs forced overseas, and 
will increase the cost of virtu-
ally every manufactured good 
that families purchase.  A study 
by the National Association of 
Manufacturers recently found 
that a carbon tax would drop 
output by as much as 15 percent 
in energy-intensive sectors of 
our economy and 7.7 percent in 
non-energy intensive sectors. 
It would also force the cost of 
natural gas to increase by more 
than 40 percent and cause the 
price of gas to spike by more than 
20 cents per gallon.  

American families are already 
struggling to stay afloat in the 
failed Obama economy.  More 
than four and a half years of 
failed big-government laws and 
regulations (See: Obamacare) 
threaten to devastate millions 

more families and small busi-
nesses.  Americans need solu-
tions from Washington, not more 
job-killing regulations and taxes.  

The penchant for Washing-
ton liberals to seek new ways 
to implement radical policies 
in the pursuit of their extreme 
agenda has pushed our nation to 
the brink.  Two distinct paths are 
laid out before our nation.  The 
future holds endless potential if 
we choose the free-market path 
towards energy independence 
with less government intrusion 
and common-sense regulations.  
Diverging from that path leads 
down a road choked with radi-
cal government regulations, big-
government overreach, and the 
slow dissolve of the American 
Dream as we know it.

Washington cannot continue 
handcuffing hardworking Amer-
ican families and small busi-
nesses to a stagnant economy 
and a bleak future.  It’s time for 
the liberals in Washington to 
abandon their push for a carbon 
tax, admit the devastating impact 

of their reckless big government 
policies, and work with House 
Republicans to achieve Ameri-
can energy independence and 
finally get our economy back 
on track. 

Congressman Steve Scalise 
represents Louisiana’s First 
Congressional District.  He 
serves on the House Energy 
and Commerce Committee and 
is the Chairman of the Republi-
can Study Committee, a group 
of more than 170 conservative 
members in the House. 

By Rep. Steve Scalise
(R-LA)

Representing Louisiana’s 1st 
Congressional District

Securing Our Energy Future

Natural gas production is 
booming, changing the eco-
nomic and geopolitical fortunes 
of nations across the globe. 
Countries like Ukraine are eager 
to develop their own reserves, 
while others such as Germany 
are actively engaged in seri-
ous deliberations on shale gas 
drilling. Why? Because natural 
gas success stories are shifting 

global energy’s balance of power 
away from belligerent producer-
states to abundant domestic sup-
plies. This is a homegrown issue 
for my congressional district 
in Southwestern Pennsylvania. 
The Marcellus Shale, the most 
productive natural gas field in 
the United States, covers nearly 
the entire state. Our experiences 
with shale gas and hydraulic 
fracturing provide an important 
and instructive example to those 
nations looking to unlock their 
economic potential.

We know future energy needs 
in the United States and other 
Western nations cannot be met 
by current solar and wind tech-
nologies. Despite massive gov-
ernment subsidies, solar and 
wind will always be limited by 
natural fluctuations: the sun 
must set and the wind subsides. 
Given that natural gas and fossil 
fuels are necessary for future 
energy generation, chemical 
production, and transportation, 
the question of who controls 

access to, and regulations for, 
these critically needed energy 
sources becomes all the more 
important. 

Consider the three key areas 
of environment, economy, and 
geopolitics.

Of the mixture used to free 
gas from shale rock, 99.5 per-
cent of it is water and sand. 
The remaining one-half percent 
is comprised of naturally oc-
curring additives used to make 
the drilling process more effi-
cient. Nonetheless, the number 
of chemical additives has been 
reduced to four or even three 
in the case of newer wells, and 
as research continues industry 
is expected to use even fewer. 
And although fracturing oppo-
nents worry that drilling will 
lead to environmental degrada-
tion, fracturing has been used 
to extract natural gas for the last 
six decades in the United States 
from at least 1.5 million wells. My 
home state of Pennsylvania has 
been safely producing shale gas 

by fracturing for years. Contrary 
to the claims of certain “docu-
mentary” films, our country has 
never experienced one case of 
direct groundwater contamina-
tion, ever. A recent study by the 
Department of Energy’s National 
Energy Technology Laboratory 
looking at drinking water safety 
confirms this. To get natural gas 
right, nations can and must set 
strong environmental standards 
that can be updated, upgraded or 
modified when needed and as 
latest technologies are deployed.

With domestic production 
of a safe, reliable energy source 
like shale gas, the impact on the 
economy is sizable. Shale gas 
supports 245,000 jobs in Penn-
sylvania, and affordable energy 
has revitalized US domestic in-
dustries like steel and chemi-
cals. Now, billions of dollars are 
flowing into the state economy 
following the expanded safe 
development of shale gas. The 
Pennsylvania Department of 
Revenue reports in a five-year 

period the drilling industry paid 
over $1.1 billion in state taxes. 
The Department of Energy re-
ports shale gas contributes over 
$250 billion annually to federal 
government revenue.

As for the geopolitical con-
sequences of domestic versus 
foreign energy, relying on other 
nations for energy has real and 
sobering consequences. Take 
for instance the events of 2009, 
when Russia cut off natural gas 
deliveries to Ukraine following a 
price dispute, or when Egypt uni-
laterally terminated a gas con-
tract with Israel in 2012. Then of 
course there was the 1973 Arab 
embargo when oil shipments to 
the United State s were cut off for 
five months, resulting in snarled 
lines of drivers and empty filling 
stations. Energy independence, 
and its simultaneous impact on 
the security, safety, and financial 
well-being of a nation, can’t be 
understated.

With careful exploration and 
commonsense regulation, other 

countries can tap into the natu-
ral gas revolution and begin to 
lower their energy prices while 
expanding economic growth. 
The breakthrough technology 
of hydraulic fracturing has been 
proven safe over and over again 
in Pennsylvania and elsewhere. 
In the balance of “power” debate 
nations literally cannot afford to 
ignore, let the actual evidence 
of the Marcellus Shale in South-
western Pennsylvania be your 
guide.

By Rep. Tim Murphy
(R-PA)

Representing Pennsylvania’s 
18th Congressional District
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Eight years of unrealistic biofuel 
mandates under the failed 
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) 
has been long enough – it is 
time to end this broken program 
once and for all. If the EPA does 
nothing, the nation will soon hit 
the E10 blendwall—the point 
at which no more ethanol can 

be blended into the fuel supply 
without placing consumers 
at risk for both economic 
and engine damage.

Full repeal is the only answer to an 
unworkable and broken RFS. Take 
action. Visit act.afpm.org and tell 
Congress to repeal the RFS today.  

Image ©Shutterstock. 

afpm.org

@AFPMonline

broken  /'bro·k   n/
Definition: DamageD, Defective, 
fractureD, unworkable 
Synonym: the renewable 
fuel StanDarD
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US Energy Security and it’s impact on Foreign Policy

In the last five years, the 
American energy renaissance 
has transformed our nation from 
a beggar on the global energy 
stage to a titan. For our economy, 
the benefits seem never ending. 
For our national security, they 
are just beginning.

Throughout the 20th century, 
US foreign policy was closely 
tied to our energy needs. In 
the 1970s, Arab oil-producing 
countries imposed an oil boycott 

on America in retaliation to our 
military support for Israel in 
its war against Egypt and Syria. 
Americans were soon waiting 
in long lines at gas stations. Our 
reliance on foreign energy al-
lowed other nations to wound 
our economy, exposing an Achil-
les’ heel in America’s ability to 
project power and influence. 

Our dependence on unre-
liable foreign energy only es-
calated. By the middle of the 
2000’s, oil imports reached epic 
levels -nearly 11 million barrels 
per day. At the same time, US 
companies spent billions build-
ing facilities to importliquefied 
natural gas. American energy 
dollars were being sent out of 
the country, often landing in the 
coffers of potential adversaries.

Fortunately, American inno-
vation came to the rescue when 
the well-known and well-used 
process of hydraulic fracturing 
was meshed with the newer 
technology known as directional 
drilling. Directional drilling al-
lows producers to send a drill-bit 
straight down and then turn 90 
degrees to tap specific strata of 

fossil energy, often far from the 
surface drilling site. Along with 
advancements in locating these 
resources, these technologies 
began unlocking over a century 
of previously unreachable re-
serves of American oil and gas 
- assets primarily under private 
land. The result has slashed US 
crude oil imports to nearly seven 
million barrels per day - and fall-
ing. Imports from OPEC nations 
have slumped dramatically.

Equally remarkable has been 
the utter collapse in imports of 
natural gas from overseas. Since 
2007, imports of liquefied gas 
have dropped by a remarkable 
77%. The increase in our domes-
tic natural gas supply has sig-
nificantly reduced our reliance 
on energy suppliers like Egypt, 
Algeria and Nigeria – countries 
marked by political instability.

The American energy renais-
sance is creating wealth in our 
own backyard. Our abilityto ta-
precord amounts of oil shale 
has cut unemployment in North 
Dakota to 3.3%. That number 
looks like a typo in the era of 
the Obama economy. Parts of 

Ohio, hurt by losses in the manu-
facturing industry, have been 
revitalized. Drilling activity in 
Pennsylvania has brought in over 
$200 million in local revenue 
last year alone. The economy of 
South Texas, historically a place 
with limited opportunities, now 
flourishes, and a generation that 
previously would have had little 
to hope for now commands high-
paying skilled jobs supporting 
the rigs drilling the Eagle Ford 
shale.

This paradigm shift means 
energy dollars stay in the USin-
stead of heading off to unstable 
suppliers or hostile governments 
like Venezuela. It will also trans-
form our future national security 
andforeign policies. Our path 
to self-sufficiency will neces-
sarily change our outlook and 
approach to the rest of the world. 

We must further this revolu-
tion. For example, the private 
sector is paving the way on a 
large scale - as long as the Obama 
Administration stays out of the 
way - to turn cheap and abundant 
natural gas into liquefied natural 
gas for export. The Department 

of Energy has approved two ex-
port facilities and many more are 
waiting in line. These facilities 
will ship American gas overseas 
to allies like Japan, India and 
Eastern Europe, strengthening 
our alliances, giving those na-
tions a better option for energy, 
and increasing our leverage with 
our common adversaries. 

An understanding of how this 
new era of American energy 
dominance will impact our for-
eign policy is only beginning to 
emerge. We know that only a de-
cade ago, an embargo of Iranian 
oil by America’s global partners 
would have been nearly impos-
sible - they needed their oil too 
much. Now, US energy security 
has the power to offer alterna-
tives to our allies and influence 
their interactions with Iran as 
well as other rogue regimes. 
Today, thanks in part to increases 
in US oil production, Iranian 
tankers sit in their ports while 
ships loaded with gasoline and 
diesel stream from the Gulf of 
Mexico headed for foreign ports. 

The American energy re-
naissance has just begun and 

we are writing the next great 
chapter in our nation’s history. 
It is a narrative that, if allowed 
to flourish, can mean energy 
security, national security, and 
economic growth and opportu-
nity. American energy security 
has the capacity to fundamen-
tally transform how we interact 
with our global partners and 
less friendly nations. We should 
begin to study and better un-
derstand what our future global 
outlook and role will be. A clear 
perception of an energy self-
sufficient America will allow us 
to better consider and appreci-
ate what our approach to, and 
engagement with, the rest of the 
world will be.

By Rep. Pete Olson
(R-TX)

Representing the 22nd  
Congressional District of 
Texas

You might be surprised to learn 
that in many states, most power 
plants operate at efficiency lev-
els of just 33 to 45 percent. That 
means as much as two-thirds of 
the fuel used to produce electric-
ity is released into the atmosphere 
and wasted. Fortunately, there’s a 
better way of doing things.

As consumers, it’s hard to 
imagine paying for 10 gallons of 
gas and being able to use only 
three. But that’s exactly what local 
businesses often experience as 
they pay their utility bills. Wasted 
fuel (coal, natural gas, or bio-
mass) at power plants hurts the 

ratepayers and makes manufactur-
ers less competitive. By finding 
ways to deploy technologies that 
reduce waste and promote ef-
ficiency, we can help businesses 
save money on energy, achieve 
clean energy goals, and grow the 
manufacturing sector, which, in 
Ohio for instance, employs more 
than 660,000 people.

Industrial energy-efficiency 
technologies, which have been 
used in some form for more than 
100 years, can help. The easiest 
efficiency gain is normally the 
simplest as well, such as turning 
heat into power through various 

methods of “co-generation.” 
Waste-heat recovery, for example, 
uses available heat in the exhaust 
from existing manufacturing and 
power plants to produce addi-
tional power. Another co-gen-
eration technique is combined 
heat and power, which captures 
waste heat that normally would be 
expelled through cooling towers 
to generate electricity. Using these 
methods, businesses can achieve 
energy efficiencies of 75 percent 
or greater.

The United States currently 
generates 82 gigawatts of elec-
tricity -- about 8 percent of total 
U.S. production -- from the more 
than 3,700 facilities using these 
efficient technologies. In Ohio, 
though, less than 2 percent of the 
state’s electricity-- approximately 
521 megawatts -- is generated by 
about 45 businesses, hospitals, 
and universities using industrial-
efficiency systems.

Some states have taken on 
this challenge. Ohio is serving 
as a model for others by allowing 
waste heat recovery and com-
bined heat and power systems 
to qualify as renewable power 
technologies. In turn, that deci-
sion will enable the state to meet 
its renewable energy and energy 

efficiency goal of producing 25 
percent of its energy from renew-
able sources by 2025.

That gets us moving in the 
right direction, but we can do 
better. The consulting firm ICF 
International estimates that it is 
possible to capture more than 10 
GW of waste heat in just Ohio, 
which would deliver electric-
ity to customers at a lower cost 
than almost all other generating 
technologies.

To get there, we need national 
goals and the right incentives. 
Last August, the White House 
announced a goal of increasing 
industrial efficiency 50 percent 
by 2020 and of studying barriers 
to deployment with stakeholders. 
This is an excellent first step, but 
more needs to be done.

Recently, U.S. Sens. Rob Port-
man (R-Ohio) and Jeanne Shaheen 
(D-N.H.) introduced bipartisan 
legislation to help manufacturers 
and new users of these technolo-
gies deploy them more broadly 
through a revolving grant fund 
to the states. Federal efforts to 
improve tax incentives for invest-
ment in industrial-efficiency proj-
ects can complement their work.

A national increase to more 
than 160 GW in industrial energy 

efficiency -- double current ca-
pacity -- could create as many as 
1 million highly skilled jobs, ac-
cording to the Oak Ridge National 
Laboratory. And improving the 
efficiency of power generation 
could result in more than $200 
billion in private investment over 
10 years, according to a study by 
the Industrial Energy Consumers 
of America.

Now is the time for businesses 
across the country to strengthen 
their competitiveness by pro-
moting these strategies to lower 
energy costs and increase pro-
ductivity. Research by The Pew 
Charitable Trusts consistently 
shows that countries with con-
sistent energy policies, such as 
China, Germany, and Japan, real-
ize increased private investment 
as well as manufacturing and job 

growth. Here in the United States, 
industry leaders have told con-
gressional and federal leaders that 
we need to adopt clear, consistent, 
long-term energy policies that 
allow American businesses to 
thrive and make our country more 
energy secure.

We know there is a multi-
trillion-dollar opportunity in the 
clean energy sector. With such 
a great potential to deploy addi-
tional industrial-efficiency tech-
nologies, it is critical to establish 
policies that allow companies to 
pursue these opportunities. With 
proper incentives, businesses and 
manufacturers can embrace these 
innovations, create jobs, and bol-
ster the state’s economic position. 
And this is precisely the kind of 
jump start our economy needs.

Efficiency starts with industrial systems

By Phyllis Cuttino and Philip Brennan

Phyllis Cuttino directs clean energy programs for The Pew 
Charitable Trusts. Philip Brennan is CEO of Echogen Power 
Systems.

Basing crucial economic and Energy-related decisions on flawed scientific climate models

Imagine picking up an old 
issue of Newsweek magazine. 
As you flip through the pages, 
you come across a story that 
describes a rapidly changing 
global climate with ominous de-
scriptions of extreme weather 
events. The forecast is based 
on the “unanimous” consensus 
among the scientific community.  
Sound familiar?

Curiously you look at the date 
on the magazine: April 28, 1975. 
The title of the article is “The 
Cooling World,” describing a 
coming global ice age. This was 
not an isolated article. There 
were similar predictions of 

global cooling during the 1970’s 
from the New York Times, Time 
Magazine, NASA and the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences. 

But today, nearly 40 years 
later, these predictions have 
proven to be bogus because they 
were based on flawed scientific 
climate models.  Unfortunately 
climate alarmism is still alive and 
well.  This time the doomsayers 
are predicting increasing tem-
peratures and manmade global 
warming.

But there is another differ-
ence.  Policy makers are now 
basing crucial economic and en-
ergy-related decisions on these 
climate models that once again 
may prove to be as incorrect now 
as they were in the 1970’s. 

What if they are wrong?
President Obama’s climate 

change plan depends on unreli-
able theories, much like those 
that previously forecast a cooling 
period. There are tens of thou-
sands of scientists who disagree 
with the so-called consensus on 
manmade global warming.  

Man may be contributing to 
a limited degree to the global 
temperature changes of the past 
150 years; but to argue that man 
alone is to blame is irresponsible 
and unscientifically simplistic.  
America deserves better.

The anti-coal  policies being 
pursued by the Obama Adminis-
tration – from shuttering existing  
power plants to discouraging 
the construction of new power 
plants– will hurt millions of 
Americans and lead to fewer 
jobs and higher electricity bills. 

It’s widely acknowledged the 
President and his allies intend to 
zero out coal-generated electric-
ity eventually. But according to 
a Heritage Foundation report, 
this would cost 500,000 jobs 
in industries ranging from coal 
mining to manufacturing, and 
reduce average family incomes 
by $1,000 per year. 

In the coal fields across 
America, these anti-coal policies 
would devastate communities.  
They will not only impact thou-
sands of coal miners, but also 
construction workers, mechan-
ics, pharmacists, and teachers. 
The coal industry is the lifeblood 
of many small towns, and if that 
gets taken away, entire commu-
nities suffer.

The negative shock to the 
economy will not only be felt by 
coal country, but by anyone that 
uses electricity. Shifting from 
low-cost electricity from coal 
to other more expensive sources 
will increase electric bills for 
families and businesses by more 

than 20%.
Some will see an even greater 

increase. States like West Vir-
ginia which generate electricity 
from coal have lower costs than 
states that use little coal. For in-
stance, in 2011 the average price 
per kilowatt hour for a home 
in West Virginia was around 
8 cents. New York, which only 
gets 6% of its electricity from 
coal, pays more than twice that.  
Each year an average family in 
New York pays $1000 more in 
electric bills than a family in 
West Virginia.

What if they are right?
For the sake of argument, let’s 

assume that President Obama 
is right on climate change and 
America should reduce carbon 
emissions. The question is what 
will these policies do to slow 
climate change and improve 
health?  

A report by the Science and 
Public Policy Institute shows 
that if the United States stopped 
emitting ALL carbon dioxide 
today, the impact on global tem-
peratures would be a negligible 
reduction of 0.08 degrees Celsius 
by 2050. Removing the United 
States entirely from using coal 
would also have little impact 
on global carbon output. And 
according to the U.S. Energy 

Information Administration, 
the growth of carbon emissions 
from the rest of the world would 
make up for the United States’ 
share within 7 years. 

America doesn’t exist in a 
vacuum. China and India are 
opening a new coal power plant 
every week. It is becoming in-
creasingly evident that President 
Obama’s unilateral pursuit of 
his “war on coal” will have little 
impact in America other than 
hurting our economy.

On the health side, President 
Obama argues that reducing car-
bon emissions will minimize 
the occurrence of asthma and 
other respiratory diseases.  But 
according to Dr. David Bernstein 
and other noted immunologists, 
there is no direct link between 
carbon output and asthma. In 
fact, even as greenhouse gas 
emissions have declined, the 
incidences of asthma have loga-
rithmically increased.

To summarize: the President’s 
ideologically-driven climate 
change plan will have an imme-
diate negative impact on hard-
working Americans, effecting  
jobs and the cost of electricity, 
while having negligible impact 
on temperatures, carbon output, 
and health. 

The economic cost to 

Americans is too high to risk 
gambling our financial security 
by blindly following  the flawed 
climate models used by Presi-
dent Obama.  Imagine if policy 
makers in the 1970’s had pur-
sued a similar agenda to deal 
with their own projected climate 
change using the “consensus” of 
scientists of that era.

Congress should be making 
decisions using facts and analy-
sis grounded on tested scientific 
data, rather than giving in to the 
political theories of President 
Obama and his advisors. To do 
otherwise, we risk a self-inflicted 
wound to our economy with ill-
advised policies that won’t solve 
the problem they’ve identified.

By Rep. David McKinley
(R-WV)

Representing West Virginia’s 
1st Congressional District
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Washington unites against the RFS

With rampant partisanship 
in Washington, it is refreshing 
when a number of diverse or-
ganizations as well as both Re-
publicans and Democrats on 
Capitol Hill come together to 
unite around a policy goal. One 
such policy goal that has been 
uniting Washington is fixing the 
failed Renewable Fuel Standard 
(RFS).

The RFS was hyped to Ameri-
cans as the pathway to a cleaner 

and greener U.S. energy future, 
yet has proven to be anything 
but. Environmentalists, food 
producers and livestock groups, 
anti-hunger advocates, auto, boat 
and small engine manufacturers, 
the refining industry and mem-
bers of both political parties are 
working hard to revisit the RFS.

The rationale is clear.  
One of the many conse-

quences of ethanol mandates 
included in the RFS is potential 
engine damage, which indepen-
dent studies show result from 
the use of E15, a gasoline con-
taining 15 percent ethanol. Last 
year, the EPA approved E15 use 
in vehicle models built in 2001 
and later. But nearly every au-
tomobile manufacturer has said 
their warranties would not cover 
E15 use because of its corrosive 
nature and potential to harm 
engines, leaving consumers on 
the hook for costly repair bills. 

Unfortunately, the damage 
doesn’t stop in our engines. Con-
sumers are also paying more at 

the pump AND the grocery store 
because of the ethanol man-
dates and expanded biofuels 
production. 

Ethanol contains 33 percent 
less energy than regular gaso-
line, which means lower fuel 
economy and more frequent 
trips to the pump. When you fac-
tor in that corn ethanol delivers 
two-thirds the energy content 
of gasoline, ethanol is actually 
more expensive than gas per 
mile driven.

And beyond the pump, Amer-
ican families are feeling the ef-
fects at the grocery store, as well. 
Since the RFS was expanded in 
2007, prices for cereal and bakery 
products in the United States 
have risen 77 percent; prices 
for meat, poultry, fish and eggs 
increased 78 percent; and prices 
for vegetable oil and fats are up a 
staggering 444 percent. Last year, 
the average U.S. family of four 
was hit with $2,000 in increased 
food costs. This dramatic change 
in food affordability is due in 

large part to booming prices for 
corn brought on by the RFS. 

In addition to putting engines 
at risk and lightening consum-
ers’ wallets, the RFS also puts 
refiners in a costly predicament 
thanks to the volatile prices 
of Renewable Identification 
Numbers, or RINs. A RIN  is a 
credit assigned to track each 
gallon of ethanol produced or 
imported into the United States 
and blended into the fuel supply. 
Fuel refiners and importers are 
required to purchase RINs to 
demonstrate to the EPA that the 
mandated amounts of ethanol 
have actually been blended into 
consumer fuels.  

Since the RFS mandates using 
more ethanol than can safely 
be mixed into the fuel supply, 
refiners are required to hand in 
more RINs to meet the mandate 
than will actually be available. 
As RINs become scarce, their 
cost skyrockets, from 2-3 cents 
at the end of 2012 to as much as 
$1.48 per gallon just last week. 

The scarcity of RINs may also 
force refiners to reduce domestic 
supply and could lead to higher 
consumer fuel costs.

What’s more: it’s not just 
American consumers, automak-
ers, agriculture producers and 
refiners that have taken serious 
issue with the RFS. Environmen-
tal groups, along with global 
hunger advocates, continue to 
stress the negative impacts of 
using food for fuel. Congress 
originally included biofu-
els mandates in the RFS  with 
the intention of reducing U.S. 
greenhouse gas emissions. But 
countless research has shown 
that ethanol fails to deliver on 
its promise of lower emissions 
and can actually harm our en-
vironment. Land-use change 
needed to accommodate biofuels 
feedstock is expected to double 
greenhouse gas emissions over 
the next 30 years.

Internationally, biofuel man-
dates are so harmful that the 
United Nations recently asked 

the U.S. to suspend the RFS be-
cause it is increasing the cost of 
critical staple foods around the 
world, driving the poor deeper 
into poverty. The total amount of 
ethanol produced in the United 
States in 2011 was 13.95 billion 
gallons, enough to feed 570 mil-
lion people that same year. 

Taken all together, it is abun-
dantly clear that the growing 
concern over the RFS is one 
shared by many. From its im-
pact on food and fuel prices, to 
potential engine damage and the 
detrimental environmental im-
pacts, the RFS is proving costly 
for U.S. businesses and families. 
It is time for Congress to repeal 
the Renewable Fuel Standard be-
fore even more damage is done.

By Charles T. Drevna

AFPM President

CANCER ANSWER?
Standard Water Tests Don’t Tell You What’s In Your Water

WATERCURESANYTHING.COM
Any Doubts?

WAtch A viDeo of John ellis -the 82 yeAr olD inventor At 
www.youtube.com/watch?v=tvFfixHs6rk&feature 

LISTEN TO A TOLL FREE RECORDING AT 1-800-433-9553 
BUY BOTTLED WATER!!! WaterCuresanything.Com 

Call us for a frEE samplE of our watEr at: 570-296-0214 

John Ellis® complained about it for years until the Associated Press called him and tested the water in a major 
city in the northeast KNOWN FOR THEIR GOOD WATER (AP 3/10/08). GUESS WHAT!! 57 DRUGS in the 
drinking water (you would be surprised if they didn’t get Cancer, MS etc) and 41 million people didn’t even 
know it!! WHERE DO THE DRUGS COME FROM? When millions of people flush their toilets, the drugs 
and the Disease Markers for their diseases (expressed in a Blood Test which is why they are taking the drugs), 
are flushed into an aquifer and end up in your spring water, well water, bottled water and eventually your 
tap water (above)!! WE HAVE THE ONLY PRODUCT THAT CAN DESTROY THESE MAKERS BECAUSE 
ordinary water products DON’T PROCESS THE WATER LONG ENOUGH! Oncologists from Sloan Ket-
tering (another just retired after 30 years at Sloan) confirmed an investigation by The Washington Post as far 
back as 1/27/92: “Cures Anything” 10,000 people/day along with a description of our worldwide patents (“The 
curative power is the result of movements of water between two metal tanks” which was removed from the 
original article, on our website, by dishonest competitors so they could use it!!). Our home water machines 
process water with INTENSE ULTRAVIOLET MODULAR FREQUENCY and HEAT 100’s of times/gallon 
(NOT ONCE!!) TO MAKE SURE WE GET THEM ALL including bacteria that travel with the steam in an 
ordinary distiller (even a CORNING Lab Still) including a tiny virus that causes hepatitis, that can survive 30 
minutes of boiling, and go through ANY ordinary distiller, filter, reverse osmosis or “PH ionizer” making them 
USELESS (they don’t want you to know that) while also producing POOR BLOOD FLOW to the extremities 

(Blood is 94% water)! As a result, diabetics lose their limbs because water Dealers are lying to them i.e. UCLA 
Medical School M.D. years ago: “Nobody can argue with something you can measure. Nothing is even close to 
your water for Blood Flow!” using Doppler Ultrasound non-invasively on the SKIN which is why Regulators 
allowed the product “Put It Where It Hurts!” They can also use a tunneling electron microscope (or a child 
can measure Solubility) to see how we have changed water PROPERTIES to produce these MEASURABLE 
results! Learn more… it may save your life as thousands have already found out! 

® Call us for information
845-754-8696

or fax your name and address to 845-754-7866

Name:______________________________________________________

Address: ____________________________________________________

City/State/Zip: ______________________________________________

Dept. WT1005, Westbrookville, NY 12785

About This Supplement
This supplement was produced by the Advocacy Department of The Washington Times and did not involve the Editorial Staff of  

The Washington Times. The viewpoints expressed by the participants are published as a public service. For more information about this 
supplement or to learn more about placing your advertisement, please contact Art Crofoot, National Sales Manager at 202-636-3062.
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ENERGY
IS 

HERE.
Our Energy Independence is Here NOW.

Coal. Natural Gas. Oil. All Right Here in America. From the Land. From under the Sea. 
And by Extracting Those Natural Resources We Can Free Our Nation From the 

Dependence on Foreign Energy Sources.  Keeping America Free to Set its Own Destiny.

WE NEED TO DEcIDE HOW TO BEST MaNaGE  
THE aBuNDaNcE Of OuR RESOuRcES.  

HERE aND NOW.

V i s i t  at r . o r g  H  J o i n  u s  H  L e t  Y o u r  V o i c e  B e  H e a r d .

H  H  H  E n E r g y. a n d . n at u r a l . r E s o u r c E s  H  H  H
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Beyond this Gatehouse 
is what may well be the 
“Key” to Cold Fusion — 
Light Water — 
with a bond angle of 114° that may  
aid in creating heat with cold water...
using 2% or less of the energy it  
creates to generate enough energy to 
light a home, power the family car or  
fuel an 18-wheeler on a busy highway.

Water—H2O (hydrogen hydrogen oxygen) with a simple bond angle of 
104° is absolutely essential to life. All life. Not just people and animals, but 
all organic life on Earth which includes every organic and inorganic living 
thing on this planet. A space traveler approaching Earth would be amazed 
at the one key difference between Earth and all of the other planets in our 
solar system it appears blue. Our planet looks blue not because water is 
blue, because it isn’t. It is the oxygen molecules present in the atmosphere 
that make it appear blue. NASA calls Earth the “big blue marble.” Most 
scientists are fascinated by the anomaly, but at least one, an engineer by 
trade, became ever more fascinated by those simple 104° bond angle water 
drops that still make the world look blue from space. But that engineer 
and inventor—John Ellis™ of Crystal Clear™—turned water completely 
upside down using a radically different, patented method of distillation that 
permanently changes the bond angle of water from 104° to 114°.

Over 50 years ago John Ellis™, who holds over 28 patents in everything 
from aeronautical design to the most unique water distilling systems in 
the world stumbled across the process to alter the property of water with 
the most unique distillers invented by man. Why distillers? Because John 
Ellis™ became fascinated by the curative characteristics of water. Water 
is a solvent and a transporter of all of the elements that enter our bodies. 
Every nutrient we consume as fuel is transported to every cell in our body 
by water. Our bodies, while carbon-based, are 96% water. The blood that 
courses through our veins is largely water. That blood, which carries oxy-
gen to every organ in our body does so because water makes blood liquid 
enough to flow. Without water as a transporter, your blood would thicken 
into sludge, and just like clean oil is needed to lubricate industrial gears 
and keep that machinery running smoothly, water is the lubricant that 
keeps our body parts working smoothly because water is also the cleanser 
that clears waste from our body.

Add to that John’s natural curiosity about...well, just about everything. 
So when the Ellis family entertained pharmaceutical pioneer Elmer 
Bobst (head of what was Warner Lambert at that time, now Pfizer), Mary 
Lasker, founder of the American Cancer Society and a man known to 
the Ellis family only as “Otto.” At the Ellis estate, John was fascinated 
by the views of his guests. Otto piqued John’s interest to delve deeper 
into water—simple water—to determine its curative properties. Only, the 
water John Ellis™ electron distillers created was not simple. The idea 
came from Otto, who turned out to be Baron Otto von Bolshwing—a man 
with a CIA dossier that any movie director would have paid a fortune to 
convert into a movie script.

What started John’s mind on this odyssey was a comment Otto made: 
“The only home water system that will work to clear pathogens from the 
body must change the properties of water, and subject water to intense 
ultraviolet radiation and heat by repeatedly recycling that water hundreds 
of times per gallon—not just once!” Then Lasker said something that 
chilled Ellis to the bones. “Millions of people will become susceptible 
to cancer [not because they are genetically predisposed to it but] because 
when the mixtures of drugs and latent disease markers are flushed into 
the city’s sewer system and end up in the ground water supply, eventu-
ally to be reprocessed back into our drinking water supply because water 
treatment plants use a ‘single pass’ purification, distillation and filtration 
system...” Those drinking that water will consume whatever pathogens 
and waste particles were not filtered by nature nor killed in the purifica-
tion and distillation process at the treatment facility. Remember, we live 
in a world that reuses everything. Nature is, itself, the world’s greatest re-
cycler. What you drink and expel today will quite possibly be in someone 
else’s cooking pot tomorrow.

*** *** ***
Edward Coty, a Washington Post Foreign Service writer wrote an article 
on January 27, 1992, page A10 about a “miracle well” in Tlacote, Mexico. 
His article began: “By the thousands they waited; men, women and chil-
dren, equipped with plastic jerrycans and tranquil faith in miracles that 
has adorned Mexican history since pre-Hispanic times.

“The line stretched alongside a dusty road for more than a quarter of a 
mile one day last week. On other days it strung out for more than a mile 
as hundreds of thousands of sick and lame line up for the “light water” 
in Jesus Chahin’s well—the miracle water that is said to cure everything 
from AIDS and cancer to obesity or high cholesterol.

“For me, all of these things are God’s miracles,” said Mary Guadalupe 
Aguilar, a Dominican nun who drove 175 miles from Puebla along with a 
fellow nun and a priest, Father Juan Crespo, who has prostate cancer.

“Chahin, a wealthy rancher, has been making the water available free to the 
public since May, 1991 ever since he accidentally discovered its healthy 
properties by observing the swift recovery of a farm dog who had lapped 
some of it. But Chahin quickly dismissed the reporters continued reference 
to “miracle water,” by explaining he was using distillers purchased from 
Crystal Clear in the United States, and the “curative power” comes from the 
constant movement of water from one metal tank (the distillers) to another. 
Whenever any of those in search of a miracle through references to Chris-
tian faith, Chahin said he tells them there’s no miracles here, only science.

“But Chahin, a Roman Catholic himself, makes sure when those seeking 
water speak of miracles, they understand the water has no divine power. 
“The water is scientific,” Chahin told the Washington Post, but man is 
God’s creation.”

Millions of people go to John Ellis.com every year. Thousands of people buy 
one or more of the Crystal Clear™ distillers that permanently turns the bond 
angle of his water from 104° to 114°, or they buy gallons and gallons of his 
water. For that reason, Crystal Clear™ is now the best known distillers in the 
world . And, for that same reason, sooner or later someone who needs John Ellis 
water™ for something other than drinking would read the John Ellis™ ads and 
apply John’s water for some other scientific application. All scientific advances 
begin with curiosity.

The curious person was David Davies, CEO of Powergate Technologies, 
LLC which has been researching and developing HHO (hydrogen-hydro-
gen-oxygen) hybrid conversion systems for trucks and cars since late 2007. 
Powergate’s current hybrid system adds 25% to 35% gains in fuel mileage. In 
addition to creating a fuel-efficient HHO conversion hit for cars and trucks, 
Powergate is also perfecting a zero-pollution, extremely efficient home heat-
ing and cooling system that burns HHO generated from tap water. Add to that 
the possibility of buying an HHO electric generator that serves as a back-up 
system to your power company’s electrical system.

Okay, now you’re curious. What would Davies want with John Ellis’ 114° bond 
angle water, the stuff you drink? Davies discovered that the properties about 
John Ellis™ water, that makes thousands of American homes buy his water, 
may well work in an entirely different application. It might even be the key to 
something called “cold fusion.” John Ellis™ water may well be the catalyst that 
makes cold fusion really work.

Davies, like scores of other HHO developers was quick to grab what in-
formation they could from the late Stanley Meyers 44 patents on HHO 
technology when the patents expired after Meyers’ death in 1997. Meyers 
claimed to have perfected the science behind HHO powered automobiles 
which is like claiming you have perfected Cold Fusion) by producing 
300% more energy than the electricity required to generate the hydrogen 
needed to operate the vehicle from water. Meyers was a deliberately ob-
scure inventor who equipped his dune buggy with a HHO fuel system and 
ran it on nothing but tap water for three years.

As Meyers continued to defend his statements of generating 300% more 
energy than the electricity consumed to create it, scientists continued to 
refute his claims by saying an over-unity device was impossible. To prove 
he was correct, Meyers subjected his patents to three years of rigorous 
testing by the US Patent Office, proving beyond a shadow of a doubt that 
his HHO invention really worked. The one problem with Meyers’ work is 
that because he constantly feared someone would steal it, he cloaked his 
discoveries and methods in obscure terminology that he simply made up 
to protect his work. He used that created terminology in his patent ap-
plications, keeping his code secret. Meyers’ Water Fuel Cell, a variation 
of which is now being used by Davies and everyone else experimenting 
with HHO, was subjected to three years of testing by the Patent Office 
and Meyers claims have been substantiated.

Davies had one problem with his invention—he couldn’t achieve the 300-to-
1 ratio Meyers claimed in his notes. In Meyers’ notes, Davies observed the 
question Meyers asked himself: “How do we switch off the covalent bond 
of the water molecule, and do it economically?” He answered himself: “We 
need a way to switch off the bonds and not process the water molecule in any 
way. Normally the oxygen atom has 8 protons and 8 electrons.

But when the oxygen atom accepts the negatively charged hydrogen electron 
there is an electrical imbalance. The oxygen atom still has 8 protons, but be-
cause of the hydrogen atoms, it has 10 electrons. Meyers realized that because 
there is no electromagnetic field between hydrogen and oxygen, all he had to 
do was reverse the electrolysis process. Under Newton’s second law, all Meyers 
had to do was set up opposite electrical charges to make the positive field at-
tract the negative charge. The positive field, according to Coulombs Law, would 
repel the positive charge and the positive field would then attract the negative 
charge. When Meyers’ patent clerk realized Meyers was describing a form of 
cold fusion in his patent application, he said: “Why in the world did no one ever 
think of this?” I think someone did. His name was Michael Faraday.

Faraday may have theorized cold fusion in the early 1800s, long before the tech-
nology to achieve it existed. Meyers may have achieved the concept in 1997, 
but David Davies wasn’t getting the results he wanted.

On April 23, 2013 John Ellis™ received a fax from David Davies concerning 
what the as many as 10,000 pilgrims a day carrying their jerrycans to Jesus 
Chahin’s well called “miracle water.” Davies needs some “exceptional” water. 
In his fax, Davies said:

“I’ve been researching and building hydrogen generators for big trucks 
since 2007. So, when a friend of mine sent me a copy of the John Ellis™ 
water advertisement from a magazine I went ahead and requested a free 
sample of John Ellis™ water to test with my new HHO (hydrogen-hydro-
gen-oxygen) cell design.

“After mixing KOH and well water for the electrolyte, I connected my 
cell to my Pulse Width Modulator that pulses energy from a 12-volt 
battery. As suspected, the amps shot up to over 35 amps blowing a few 
30 amp fuses. So, I added two cups of hydrogen peroxide to dilute the 
electrolyte. “The cell had excellent HHO output and the amperage 
immediately dropped a little bit down to 29 to 30 amp range where it 
remained. Every day I ran the cell for about 15 minutes and the amps 
remained in the same 29 to 30 range.

Then my 4 oz. free sample of John 
Ellis™ water arrived so I put 10 
drops of the water into the elec-
trolyte. I continued to run the 
cell several times a day for 15 to 
30 minutes and, to my surprise, 
the amperage kept getting lower. 
It was using less of the battery’s 
power to make hydrogen. A couple 
of days later the cell was still producing 
lots of HHO, But the amps had dropped to about 15 amps, then to 12, 
then to 7.5 amps. So, I decided if a little more John Ellis™ water could 
make the electrolysis so efficient, I would add another 10 drops. The 
amps continued to drop. I was dumbfounded. My electronic engineer 
said there had to be something wrong with my ammeter or I messed up 
my experiment somehow. After seven days of testing, it remained steady 
at 1 amp—but the HHO output was the same as when the cell required 
33 amps.

Today, I decided to save the electrolyte with the John Ellis™ water and 
use it to test a brand new cell in case there was something defective with 
the original test cell. To my total amazement, the cell began to produce 
lots of HHO as it was “broken in”...but the amps dropped from one amp 
to an indicated zero amps. The ammeter goes up to 60 amps so the cali-
brations are coarse, but even so, my new cell is using no more than 1/2 
amp to produce lots of HHO.

As a researcher who devotes all of his time in the study of using water for 
the fuel process, this appears to be a breakthrough since I’m producing 
abundant HHO (lots of energy when burned), using almost no electrical 
power to generate the HHO fuel. This is the cleanest energy on the planet 
since the only emissions when HHO is burned is pure H2O. If the John 
Ellis™ water is used with my new cell design, fuel mileage will go way 
up. The HHO can also be used to heat and power your home because they 
are no harmful emissions, and it is so efficient the device, using John El-
lis™ water as a booster, consumes very little Electricity.”

Each new discovery man makes is a new first step of a new journey to even 
more important discoveries. Stanley Meyers started the journey that David 
Davies now walks. Davies footsteps just crossed paths with the footsteps of 
engineer and scientist John Ellis who discovered that H2O with a bond angle 
of 114° instead of 104° permanently alters water and makes HHO burn a 
hundred times more efficiently.

About the same time Davies was starting Powergate, Dennis J. Klein of 
Clearwater, Florida formed his own company, also in the footsteps of Stan-
ley Meyers’ genius. His company is called Hydrogen Technologies Applica-
tions, He is also using HHO to power cars. He branded his product as Aquy-
gen® gas (a new spelling for the word “oxygen.”) Klein converted his Ford 
Escort to use HHO. He calls his hybrid HHO system HHOS for “a hybrid 
hydrogen-oxygen system.”

What makes Klien’s HHO application interesting is that after converting his 
Escort into a HHO hybrid, he began experimenting with other applications 
for HHO gas. Klein converted a normal acetylene torch into a HHO torch. 
When he lights up the torch, he can place his bare fingers at the metal tip 
of the torch just below the flame—and it remains cool to the touch. Yet the 
flame of the torch is so hot it will immediately cut a building brick in half 
with a heat comparable to the heat of the sun. The heat was so intense, it took 
only seconds to burn a hole completely through a cannonball-sized piece of 
charcoal. Three seconds turned a brass ball into a glowing sphere and tung-
sten lights up like a fluorescent tube. Steel slices on contact. Yet, the instant 
Klein turned off the torch, it was still cool to the touch. That is Cold Fusion.

If Cold Fusion has been around since before 1997, why are our cars pow-
ered by gasoline, and our homes heated, cooled and lighted by coal and oil? 
Because, until David Davies put ten drops of John Ellis’ 114° bond angle 
H2O in the hydrogen cell he was experimenting with, HHO consumed too 
much of the power it produced while creating it. But it just may be that the 
world’s purest and most pathogen-free drinking water just may be the 
key to Cold Fusion. In fact, if you really think about it, when you look 
at the John Ellis water™ for drinking, you could probably call it “cold 
fusion for the body.”

About John Ellis Water® ….The 82 
year old inventor is a Choate School and 
Lafayette College Engineering graduate. 
At just 17 years old, he invented a 
scientific measuring device that is still 
used worldwide. After working as an 
Oil Well Engineer, a Design Engineer 
at Douglas Aerospace and Honeywell 
Engineer, he started his own business at age 30 and invented 
a switch that operates (on-off) within .0001 of an inch. 
Honeywell and Military/Industrial users say, “He’s the only 
person that knows how to produce it!” Likewise, textbook 
sciences claim “you can’t change water properties” but 
John Ellis HAS changed the properties of water…for the 
benefit of all mankind!

LISTEN TO A TOLL FREE RECORDING AT 1-800-433-9553
Watch a video online of John Ellis, 82 year old Inventor • www.WaterCuresAnything.com
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