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Michigan (Mr. KNOLLENBERG), a mem-
ber of our subcommittee.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. I thank the
gentleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the amendment. The amend-
ment is overly broad and would pro-
hibit all agencies in the Energy and
Water bill including the Corps of Engi-
neers, the Department of Energy, and a
portion of the Department of the Inte-
rior from expending funds for drilling
in the Great Lakes. I have concerns
that needed grants from these Federal
agencies would be cut off as a result of
this amendment. This is another at-
tempt by the amendment’s author and
others to shift decision-making author-
ity over the Great Lakes to the Federal
Government, just like the water man-
agement issue. They would rather have
bureaucrats in Washington to manage
our resources than those of us who ac-
tually live there. I do not think that is
right.

The issue is under the jurisdiction of
the State of Michigan and our State
legislature and the governments of all
the Great Lakes States. This is not
just a Michigan issue. The Michigan
State legislature has made a decision
that this will be handled by State
agencies, including the Michigan De-
partment of Environmental Quality,
Department of Natural Resources, and
the State’s Natural Resources Commis-
sion.
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They have made this decision on
their own, free from Federal inter-
ference, which is as it should be. In
fact, my home State of Michigan is not
alone in this sentiment. It is shared by
others. In a letter from the Interstate
Oil and Gas Compact Commission, and
I have a letter here, which has 30 of our
Nation’s 50 States as members, this let-
ter went to EPA administrator Christie
Todd Whitman, who writes, ‘‘The mem-
ber States of the OIGCC regard drilling
beneath the Great Lakes and protec-
tion of the environment in relation to
that drilling to be matters that are
within the exclusive jurisdiction of the
States and not the United States EPA
or other Federal agencies.’’

This amendment would be counter to
the belief of the IOGCC and the major-
ity of States in our Union. Remember
again, there are 30 States involved
here.

Mr. Chairman, directional drilling
should not be confused with offshore
drilling. Directional drilling sites are
inland. In the State of Michigan, they
are prohibited from being closer than
1,500 feet from the shoreline. Con-
versely, offshore drilling done from
ships or rigs directly in the water is
prohibited by State law in five of the
eight Great Lakes States.

In 1997, the Michigan Environmental
Science Board concluded directional
drilling posed little or no risk to the
contamination to the Great Lakes.
Since 1979, there have been no acci-
dents and no significant impact to the

environment or public health. I think
the evidence shows clearly that direc-
tional drilling is safe and an effective
procedure and does not warrant any
kind of Federal encroachment. State
geologists estimate the production of
new oil and gas resources from the
Great Lakes could provide, contrary to
what one might have heard, as much as
$100 million to the Michigan Natural
Resources Trust Fund, the State’s sole
source of funds for land acquisitions,
recreational projects, and natural re-
source development projects.

The revenue produced by leasing of
land for drilling is crucial; and without
it, state-owned natural resources could
be taken without compensation by pri-
vate wells drilled along the State of
Michigan shorelines and the other
States as well; on private lands, I
might add.

Furthermore, I believe directional
drilling can be done in an environ-
mentally safe manner, and it may be
one solution, one solution, to some of
our energy woes.

This amendment is counter-
productive because our Nation, par-
ticularly those in California, are cur-
rently experiencing an energy supply
shortage and prohibiting directional
drilling in the Great Lakes would cut
off a critical supply source.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is lit-
tle more than an example of mission
creep by which the Federal Govern-
ment slowly, slowly gains more and
more authority. This mission creep
amendment should not pass this House.
I urge Members to oppose this amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will
rise informally.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS) assumed the Chair.

f

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Ms.
Wanda Evans, one of his secretaries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Committee will resume its sitting.

f

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2002

The Committee resumed its sitting.
Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1

minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK).

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Chairman, first I want
to commend the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. CALLAHAN) for restoring
funding for renewable energy in this
bill.

With regard to contamination of
Lake Michigan, we have had the Rock
Gobie, the Fish Hook Flea, alewife, nu-
clear waste and PCBs. Lake Michigan
has had enough. We killed Lake Erie in
the 1960s and nearly killed Lake Michi-
gan. The Great Lakes are home to half
of the world’s supply of fresh water. It

is one of our Nation’s greatest environ-
mental treasures. I strongly support
the Bonior-LaTourette bipartisan
amendment and am totally committed
to Lake Michigan’s environment and
urge Members to support this worthy
goal.

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, I might point out that
the purpose of this debate, what the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. BONIOR)
is attempting to do, is to restrict the
Corps of Engineers from granting any
further permits for this venture.

This is what the Corps of Engineers
is all about. The Corps of Engineers is
there to protect the environment, to
make absolutely certain that every-
thing with respect to any type of activ-
ity on the lake is in the best interest of
the environment and of the American
people and the area.

So I would beg to differ that the per-
mitting process on this is not taking
place, because it is. They cannot do it
without permits. If the gentleman’s
amendment is adopted, the Corps
would be prevented from issuing the
permits, resulting in a halting of fur-
ther exploration.

I might say that every day we hear in
these 1-minutes the Members of the mi-
nority talking about the energy crisis,
and this is an opportunity to do some-
thing about the energy crisis while not
doing anything to harm the environ-
ment. So I would urge the Members to
pay close attention to what this debate
is all about.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON).

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I would
join my Michigan Republican col-
leagues who have spoken in support of
this amendment, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CAMP) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA),
also in support of the amendment.

Some say that this is a safe process,
slant drilling. Well, I have to say that
I am not convinced that the science, in
fact, will protect us. No one has ever
suggested that the oil perhaps under-
neath the Great Lakes is an Arab oil
field. It will not provide a lot of oil
under anyone’s estimation. So why
should we take the risk?

I grew up on the shores of Lake
Michigan, and I can remember as a
young boy in the 1960s and even into
the 1970s there in fact had been an oil
spill on the southern shore of Lake
Michigan, and I will say virtually
every day, every day in St. Joe, Benton
Harbor, my hometown and along the
southern shore of Lake Michigan, any-
one that went to the beach got oil from
the sand on themselves. I do not think
there was a house along the street that
did not have a little bottle of Mr. Clean
on the kitchen step, which was the
only stuff that would take that oil off
our clothes, off our shoes, name it.

That smell of Mr. Clean stays with
me from this day, from those summer
days of always getting oil on our feet.
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One of the first pieces of legislation I

passed as a young Member of this
House was oil-spill legislation. I re-
member almost a catastrophic event in
Bay City, Michigan, that would have
destroyed, I think, the ecosystem of
the Great Lakes for decades, if not
more than 100 years.

This is a Great Lakes watershed area
that is not like someplace else. When
the oil is there, it stays there and it
stays there for a long time.

I support this amendment. It is bi-
partisan. For those of us that have dis-
tricts along the Great Lakes, I think
that all of us, I would hope, would sup-
port it. After all, we know our Great
Lakes area better than just about any-
body else.

This is a wise amendment. I support
the amendment. I would hope that my
colleagues would also vote for this
when we take it up tomorrow. I appre-
ciate the bipartisanship that it cer-
tainly has, and I would just com-
pliment my colleagues in support of
this amendment to make sure that, in
fact, we do not have oil spills through-
out the Great Lakes.

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS).

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I have
a lot of good friends on both sides of
the aisle that are addressing this issue,
and I really get concerned and I strug-
gle with this.

Southern Illinois used to have one of
the largest oil fields in the country 50
years ago, decades ago. Guess what? It
was all pumped out. To benefit the
United States of America, we drilled in
southern Illinois. We still have some
marginal wells there. They pump about
two barrels a day. They are the little
seesaw horses that one sees when they
drive down the road.

My cornfields and soybean fields are
just as important as any lakefront
beach property. Sometimes I think we
get very selfish. We are in an energy
crisis. Fuel is at an all-time high.

We do not want to drill off the Great
Lakes. We had a vote yesterday, where
we do not want to drill off of Florida.
Heavens, no, we do not want to go into
ANWR. So my basic question is: Where
do we go?

I will say where we go. We are going
to the Saudi Arabia sheiks. We are
going to pony up our dollars. We are
going to be held hostage by Saudi Ara-
bia for our oil.

I just do not understand. We can send
people to the Moon. We can send people
to Mars. We can go all over this world,
and we cannot drill safely?

So I ask us to bring a little common
sense to this and to realize that we
have some natural resources. We have
places that expended our natural re-
sources for the benefit of our country.
Now it is time to make sure that we
are energy self-sufficient, not reliant
on foreign oil. If we want low-cost gas-

oline, we have to do a couple of things.
We have to drill. We have to transport
and we have to refine and, of course, we
have to add ethanol.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR), the
cosponsor of the amendment.

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BONIOR) for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, last week the Mem-
bers of our body voted to send a mes-
sage to the Bush administration that
oil and water do not mix. The House
voted overwhelmingly to stop offshore
drilling off the coast of Florida by a
vote of 247 to 164. Seventy Republicans
joined 177 Democrats in a rebuke to the
White House drilling policy. Nonethe-
less, Vice President CHENEY claims
that drilling can be conducted without
environmental damage. Where does the
administration stop in its single-mind-
ed desire to appease the oil and gas spe-
cial interests? How many times do we
have to send this message before the
administration gets it?

The Bonior-Stupak-Kaptur amend-
ment is a message: hands-off the Great
Lakes. The President and Vice Presi-
dent need to understand that the peo-
ple of the Great Lakes region do not
want drilling. In my State, our Repub-
lican Governor is opposed to drilling in
the Great Lakes. So are both our Re-
publican Senators and our congres-
sional delegation.

Lake Erie, Ohio’s lake, is the
shallowest of the Great Lakes and thus
the most vulnerable to the administra-
tion’s scheme. The Lake Erie shoreline,
including the area in my congressional
district, is a delicate ecosystem. Con-
gressman DINGELL and I are working
on ways to protect it for generations
into the future. To expose that fragile
ecosystem to oil and gas drilling makes
no sense. It is reckless policy. It is irre-
sponsible. Our freshwater ecosystem is
a powerful, competitive advantage for
our economy and a priceless national
and international resource that be-
longs to all the people, not to any spe-
cial interest.

For hundreds of years, even before
the Northwest Territory was open, the
Great Lakes have defined an entire re-
gion of our continent and the world. In
the region, we see the Great Lakes as
precious jewels. The administration
sees another drilling platform. Please
support the Bonior-Stupak-Kaptur
amendment. Oil and water do not mix.

[From the Anna Arbor News, June 19, 2001]
CHENEY: DRILLING COULD CAUSE NO HARM

PROTESTERS CHARGE SLANT DRILLS UNDER
LAKES WON’T REDUCE OIL DEPENDENCE

(By Karessa E. Weir, News Staff Reporter)
GENOA TOWNSHIP.—In his first visit to

Michigan since taking office, Vice President
Dick Cheney said drilling under the Great
Lakes can be done without environmental
damage.

As environmentalists protested outside
Lake Pointe Manor banquet hall where he

was speaking, Cheney said he supports
searching for new sources of fuel. Possibly,
he said, that could include the controversial
plan to slant drill under the lakes.

‘‘The technology in my judgment is ex-
traordinarily good,’’ Cheney said.

‘‘I’d also like to remind everybody that we
have a serious problem in our dependence on
foreign (oil) sources.’’

He added that to meet the country’s elec-
tricity needs, between 1,300 and 1,900 new
generators would have to be built for coal,
gas and nuclear energy.

‘‘Those are the three options for the fore-
seeable future,’’ he said. ‘‘The attractive fea-
tures of coal are that we’ve got a lot of it
. . . and it’s cheap.’’

Cheney was at the banquet hall south of
Howell attending a $1,000-a-plate fund-raiser
for Brighton Republican Mike Rogers.

Outside, Dan Farough, program director
for the Sierra Club and one of about 25 pro-
testers, said continuing to put more federal
money into coal-burning endeavors will hurt
Michigan and the country without lowering
reliance on imported oil.

‘‘Michigan’s lakes already are under an ad-
visory for mercury. Where does he think the
mercury comes from? It comes from the
emissions of those dirty coal-fire plants,’’
Farough said. ‘‘He is pushing drilling in
Alaska and in the Great Lakes but even if we
kept all of what we could get, it would only
lower our imports by 2 percent.’’

Cheney, flanked by Rogers and Lt. Gov.
Dick Posthumus, spent the day in Michigan,
first touring General Motors Corp.’s Vehicle
Emission Lab in Warren and then attending
the fund-raiser.

Cheney also spoke to about 500 people who
paid $25 each to attend a rally at the banquet
hall, where he touted the passage of the
‘‘largest tax cut in a generation’’ and efforts
to reform Social Security and create a global
missile defense system.

‘‘We will not accept that the U.S. is
undefended from ballistic missiles,’’ Cheney
said.

Inside, the reception to Cheney was warm-
er.

‘‘He’s doing great,’’ said Millie Geisert of
Howell. ‘‘He’s bringing integrity and moral-
ity back to our country.’’

In Warren, Cheney climbed into a fuel-cell
vehicle and munched on popcorn produced by
the excess energy of a hybrid truck. He said
he was impressed by what he saw at the GM
facility.

‘‘I am . . . optimistic. With American tech-
nology and ingenuity there’s no question we
can solve any problems down the road,’’ Che-
ney said.

The tour came a week after GM announced
a 25-year collaboration with General Hydro-
gen Corp., a pioneer in fuel-cell technology.
GM hopes the partnership will accelerate the
development of fuel-cell vehicles, which cre-
ate electricity directly from a reaction be-
tween hydrogen and oxygen. The vehicles
emit only water vapor from their tailpipes.

Rick Wagoner, GM’s president and CEO,
applauded the Bush administration’s energy
plan.

‘‘We believe the plan makes sense and be-
lieve the auto industry can help implement
it,’’ Wagoner said.

Rogers, who defeated state Sen. Dianne
Byrum, D–Onondaga, by 110 votes in Novem-
ber, garnered more than $350,000 for his cam-
paign through the Cheney visit. He faces his
first re-election bid in 2002.

The Associated Press contributed to this
report.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. BONIOR) for yielding me this time.
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