HENRY A. WAXMAN, CALIFORNIA
CHAIRMAN

JOHN D. DINGELL, MICHIGAN

CHAIRMAN EMERITUS
EDWARD J, MARKEY, MASSACHUSETTS
RICK BOUCHER, VIRGINIA
FRANK PALLONE, Ja., NEW JERSEY
BART GORDON, TENNESSEE
BOBBY L. RUSH, ILLINOIS
ANNA G. ESHOO, CALIFORNIA
BART STUPAK, MICHIGAN
ELIOT L. ENGEL, NEW YORK
GENE GREEN, TEXAS
DIANA DeGETTE, COLORADO

VICE CHAIRMAN
LOIS CAPPS, CALIFORNIA
MIKE DOYLE, PENNSYLVANIA
JANE HARMAN, CALIFORNIA
JAN SCHAKOWSKY, ILLINOIS
CHARLES A. GONZALEZ, TEXAS
JAY INSLEE, WASHINGTON
TAMMY BALDWIN, WISCONSIN
MIKE ROSS, ARKANSAS
ANTHONY D. WEINER, NEW YORK
JIM MATHESON, UTAH
G.K. BUTTERFIELD, NORTH CAROLINA
CHARLIE MELANCON, LOUISIANA
JOHN BARROW, GEORGIA
BARON P. HILL, INDIANA
DORIS 0. MATSUI, CALIFORNIA
DONNA CHRISTENSEN, VIRGIN ISLANDS
KATHY CASTOR, FLORIDA
JOHN SARBANES, MARYLAND
CHRISTOPHER MURPHY, CONNECTICUT
ZACHARY T. SPACE, OHIO
JERRY MCNERNEY, CALIFORNIA
BETTY SUTTON, OHIO
BRUCE BRALEY, IOWA
PETER WELCH, VERMONT

ONE HUNDRED ELEVENTH CONGRESS

Congress of the United States

1Houge of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE
2125 RAYBURN House OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC 20515-6115
MaAsORITY  (202) 225-2927

FacsimMwLe  (202) 225-2525
MiNORITY  (202) 225-3641

energycommerce.house.gov

Opening Statement of Rep. Henry A. Waxman
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce

JOE BARTON, TEXAS
RANKING MEMBER

RALPH M. HALL, TEXAS

FRED UPTON, MICHIGAN

CLIFF STEARNS, FLORIDA

NATHAN DEAL, GEORGIA

ED WHITFIELD, KENTUCKY

JOHN SHIMKUS, ILLINOIS

JOHN B. SHADEGG, ARIZONA

ROY BLUNT, MISSOURI

STEVE BUYER, INDIANA

GEORGE RADANOVICH, CALIFORNIA
JOSEPH R. PITTS, PENNSYLVANIA
MARY BONO MACK, CALIFORNIA
GREG WALDEN, OREGON

LEE TERRY, NEBRASKA

MIKE ROGERS, MICHIGAN

SUE WILKINS MYRICK, NORTH CAROLINA
JOHN SULLIVAN, OKLAHOMA

TIM MURPHY, PENNSYLVANIA
MICHAEL C. BURGESS, TEXAS
MARSHA BLACKBURN, TENNESSEE
PHIL GINGREY, GEORGIA

STEVE SCALISE, LOUISIANA

Allowance Allocation Policies in Climate Legislation: Assisting Consumers, Investing in a

Clean Energy Future, and Adapting to Climate Change

June 9, 2009

Today’s hearing examines the allocation of allowances in H.R. 2454, the American Clean
Energy and Security Act, as reported out of Committee.

H.R. 2454 requires that major U.S. sources of emissions obtain an allowance for each ton
of global warming pollution emitted into the atmosphere.

EPA estimates that in 2005 dollars, these allowances will cost $11 to $15 in 2012 and

increase to $22 to $28 by 2025. EPA’s estimates are consistent with estimates by the
Congressional Budget Office. At these prices, the total value of the allowances created under the
legislation ranges from $50 to $70 billion in 2012 to $90 to $120 billion in 2025.

The emission allowances provide a critically important tool in transitioning the country to
a clean energy future. In deciding how to use the value of the allowances, the Committee was
guided by four primary goals.

First, we wanted to assist consumers with the transition and we use over 50% of the
allowances for this purpose. The legislation establishes five programs to protect consumers from
energy price increases —

One for electricity price increases;

One for natural gas price increases;

One for heating oil price increases;

One to protect low- and moderate-income families; and
One to provide tax dividends to consumers.

In combination, these programs ensure that American consumers are protected as the
legislation is implemented.



Second, H.R. 2454 invests in developing and deploying energy efficiency programs and
clean energy technology. This will be a driver of jobs and innovation. It will help us break the
connection between energy generation and carbon emissions, allowing us to meet the
increasingly tighter emissions limits at lower costs than are predicted today. This will also help
the U.S. be a global leader in clean energy technologies.

Third, we worked hard to assist industry in making the transition to a clean energy
economy. We cannot afford to add significant uncompensated costs that would disadvantage
manufacturing and production here compared to other countries that do not have emission
limitations, like China and India.

Providing transition assistance to our industries helps ensure that the reductions in
emissions occur because our industry is becoming more efficient, not because they are moving
production — and emissions — overseas.

Finally, H.R. 2454 provides allowances for a number of other important purposes. It
would provide assistance to help us adapt to climate change both here and abroad. The
international adaptation piece rises to moral obligations and will help the President negotiate a
strong treaty in Copenhagen. It will also help address some of the national security issues that
Senator John Warner and others have warned us about. The bill would also generate large
additional low cost emissions reductions by reducing tropical deforestation, helping to avoid
dangerous climate change.

The Committee has worked hard on this allocation plan to ensure that it is fair. It does
what a good energy bill needs to do — it balances the interests of different parts of the country,
and of different stakeholders, and accomplishes much of what is important to everyone. It will
go a long way to moving the country into a clean energy future.



