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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

REMARKS OF SENATOR DANIEL K.
INOUYE

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, there
are times when one reads a speech that
has been given by another Senator and
reaches a conclusion and says: I could
have given that speech.

Today I was given a copy of the
statement made by my Senate brother
from Hawaii, Senator INOUYE, at the
David Sarnoff Award Banquet last
night. I came to the floor to commend
that speech to Members of the Senate.
I do think if Senators read it, some of
them at least might change their posi-
tion on some of the issues that are
going to come before us next week.

This is a very thoughtful speech that
Senator INOUYE made. This David
Sarnoff Award, as we all know, is
named after the founder of the Associa-
tion of Communications, Electronics,
Intelligence and Information Systems
Professionals, a group of people who
have devoted their lives to improving
the technology for our people who are
engaged in the intelligence-gathering
system of the United States.

This is an award that has been given
to many distinguished people in the
past—former Secretary Bill Perry, Sec-
retary of State Colin Powell, former
Senator and Vice President Al Gore,
our current Vice President, DICK CHE-
NEY. It is an award anyone would be
proud to receive, but as a practical
matter, I bet those people did not ex-
pect the speech of the type they heard.
It is one that I think, as I said at the
beginning, demonstrates what we say
from time to time: That the two of us
think alike and speak alike.

I commend this speech to Members of
the Senate and hope Members will read
it and understand it. I ask unanimous
consent that Senator INOUYE’s speech
be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

STATEMENT OF SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE AT
THE DAVID SARNOFF AWARD BANQUET, SEP-
TEMBER 22, 2004
Admiral Browne, General Renzi, distin-

guished guests, I want to thank you for be-
stowing this great honor upon me. I am
pleased to accept the David Sarnoff Award,
named after your founder of the Association
of Communications, Electronics, Intelligence
and Information Systems Professionals.

Moreover, I am humbled to be included
with such notables as Bill Perry, Colin Pow-
ell, Al Gore, and Dick Cheney in receiving
this award.

David Sarnoff was a visionary who pro-
vided so much to the communications indus-
try.

%ising from humble beginnings to become
a powerhouse in the radio and television
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business, he is indicative of the American
success story. As one who has served in gov-
ernment most of my adult life, I especially
admire Mr. Sarnoff for his goal of fostering a
partnership between government and indus-
try.

This partnership between the communica-
tions, electronics and information tech-
nology business has been critical to our Na-
tion’s security and to the advances in our de-
fense and intelligence capabilities. So, I
thank you most sincerely for this award.

My friends, we live in interesting and very
dangerous times. Many felt with the collapse
of the Soviet Union we had entered into a
new era of global peace. Today however, we
recognize that we face a new enemy, one
that knows no borders and operates beyond
the norms of civilized society.

Much of what you in the AFCEA Associa-
tion do helps to fight this new threat and we
thank you for that. Your hard work pays
great dividends for our Nation’s security
every day. Through your efforts we have
made tremendous improvements in com-
mand and control and communications and
in information technology. These improve-
ments are so critical to our Nation’s defense
and its intelligence capabilities.

I often remark that we have the greatest
military in the world, perhaps in the history
of mankind. Our young men and women who
put on the uniform of this country serve us
all magnificently.

Let me remind you that it is only one per-
cent of our citizens who serve in our armed
forces to protect the remaining 99 percent of
us. We are truly in their debt.

It is for them that I strongly encourage
our leaders to approve a robust budget to
strengthen defense every year.

Your members also help to strengthen our
defenses by improving electronics, commu-
nications and information technology pro-
grams. Your work helps every day to protect
these young men and women and enable
them to perform their mission more effi-
ciently and effectively.

I would like to note tonight, in addition to
our military, our Nation is lucky to be
served by the men and women in our intel-
ligence community. They truly represent the
best in public service. And your work means
a great deal to their success.

Today in Washington we are focused on in-
telligence, specifically on the intelligence
community and the need for further im-
provement. The tragedy of 9-11 and the
faulty intelligence which had many believing
that Iraq had weapons of mass destruction
led the 9-11 Commission and many others to
call for reforming intelligence.

The Commission contends that we had an
intelligence failure, that it was a systemic
problem as opposed to several mistakes
being made by our intelligence community.
They blame it on a failure to connect the
dots and a lack of imagination.

In their analysis, they note that several
terrorists met in Malaysia and that a few
proceeded from there to the United States
and took part in the attack on 9-11. They
conclude that the CIA should have recog-
nized that these terrorists were linked to the
bombing of the USS Cole and should have in-
formed the FBI and the State Department
about the meeting.

It is this type of error which they say ne-
cessitates an overhaul of our intelligence in-
frastructure.

We all wish that our analysts would have
been prescient enough to recognize the rela-
tionship among these terrorists, and their
connection to the Cole bombing, and the im-
portance of the Malaysian meeting.

We all wish that these same analysts
would have made that information available
to the FBI and State Department where

S9557

there exists a possibility that it would have
triggered an investigation of their move-
ments here. But I for one believe it would
have taken a lot of luck for that to have hap-
pened—more than simply connecting the
dots or having better imagination.

Consider this point. It has been 3 years and
11 days since the attack on our Nation. In
that time, we have devoted billions of dollars
and we have sacrificed many young lives in
the war on terrorism, but as far as we know,
Osama Bin Laden remains hidden from view
directing the far flung al Qaeda network.

Would anyone seriously claim that we have
not worked hard enough to connect the dots?

Let’s assume we capture Osama soon,
somewhere in Pakistan. When we then learn
how he escaped from Tora Bora and made his
way to Pakistan will we blame faulty intel-
ligence for letting him slip through our
grasp?

I fear in today’s environment some will
offer that critique.

Ladies and gentlemen, intelligence is a
tough business. Many of you, perhaps most
of you have been involved as providers or
users of intelligence in your distinguished
careers. I am not telling you something new.

You have witnessed and in some cases
taken part in the advances in communica-
tions and in command and control which
have revolutionized intelligence. You know
the incredible progress we have made
through information technology. But, with
all the highly sophisticated tools in our arse-
nal we still can’t find Osama.

So I ask you, is then a failure of our intel-
ligence system? I think most, if not all of
you would agree it is not.

As you know, as ranking member of the
Defense Appropriations Subcommittee, I
have access to virtually all of our Nation’s
secrets, including those in the Defense De-
partment and in intelligence programs as
well.

I am well aware of what happens day to
day in our intelligence business.

But, because of the necessary secrecy of in-
telligence, most Americans never hear about
the success in intelligence.

If the CIA breaks up an al Qaeda cell in
southern Europe or western Africa, it is not
reported.

If a ship transporting raw materials for the
construction of weapons of mass destruction
is stopped in port before it reaches its des-
tination, the world is unaware. You know,
sometimes I just shake my head when I hear
those in the media and even some of my col-
leagues criticize our intelligence capabilities
because all they can see are the failures.

Over the past 3 years my committee has
been informed of multiple threats most of
which have never been publicized. The intel-
ligence community must treat each warning
with utmost care. They must research and
investigate each one to determine its verac-
ity, and then respond appropriately to those
incidents which are deemed credible.

In many cases what some call connecting
the dots is really like searching for a needle
in a haystack. And, just to make it more dif-
ficult, there are many haystacks to examine
and in some cases the needle looks exactly
like hay. Sure the needles are there and
theoretically they could be found, but should
we really expect our analysts to find them
every time?

My friends, intelligence is tough business.
Our experts are working round the clock on
these issues.

Furthermore, I want everyone to realize
that we are not standing still. The intel-
ligence community has come a long way in
improving intelligence cooperation.

We created the terrorist threat integration
center to bring analysts from various parts
of the community to work together. The en-
actment of the PATRIOT Act brought down
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a wall which had previously blocked infor-
mation sharing between various parts of the
intelligence community and the FBI.

Our leaders have successfully worked to
break stovepipes and to ensure that informa-
tion sharing is working.

The American communication and elec-
tronics business has been instrumental in as-
sisting this effort. You have provided the
technology to allow us to share information
across agencies.

You have invented new ways to protect
certain sensitive issues while still allowing
many analysts to see essential data. Cer-
tainly more improvements are needed in in-
telligence cooperation and in new tech-
nology to improve information sharing. To-
gether that partnership that David Sarnoff
talked about a half century ago can help
make this work. With your assistance I am
confident we will succeed.

Ladies and gentlemen, our Nation has the
finest national security apparatus—defense
and intelligence—in the world. It’s not per-
fect and it never will be. Some areas can be
improved. But it is a critical capability. Our
warfighters—our young men and women who,
as we speak, are serving in harm’s way—de-
pend on seamless intelligence. Many of you
help provide that capability to them. It is
our solemn duty to ensure that we can con-
tinue to provide them the best.

You who represent the providers of these
systems, you who are responsible for the rev-
olution in information technology, I offer
you my most heartfelt thanks for what you
do. I say this because you provide the tools
that protect our military.

You provide the tools to our first respond-
ers and homeland security managers that
will help them hopefully deny and certainly
defeat any additional terrorist activity. We
are grateful for all you have done to improve
our Nation’s security.

And to those that want to rush to change
our intelligence system and congressional
oversight I urge caution. I would urge all to
remember the old medical adage, first do no
harm.

Again, I thank you for inviting me here to
join you this evening and to receive the
David Sarnoff Award. I wish you all the best.
Thank you.

Mr. STEVENS. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COR-
NYN). The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

————
ALTERNATIVE ENERGY TAX
CREDITS
Mr. REID. Mr. President, we are

going to soon be dealing with a tax
conference report, and I am satisfied
with what it does for the middle class—
it is important and good—but I am dis-
appointed with what it does not do for
alternative energy.

It does have a provision in it dealing
with wind, and I think that is impor-
tant, but the United States needs a new
strategy, a new vision to meet our en-
ergy needs. We cannot meet the de-
mands for oil in this country by pro-
ducing our way out of the problem.
America controls less than 3 percent of
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the oil reserves in the world, including
what is in ANWR. So we must look
elsewhere for other sources of energy
like renewable energy.

This Nation is rich in renewable en-
ergy resources—the heat within the
Earth, the warmth of the Sun, and the
force of the wind. We have always been
blessed with these resources. Now we
have the technology to harness them
efficiently.

The Senate is already on record sup-
porting the development of renewable
energy. We know that renewable en-
ergy can provide a steady supply of
electricity that is made in the USA. We
know it can create thousands of jobs.
We know it can protect our environ-
ment and reduce global warming, and
we know it can help reduce our depend-
ence on oil from the Middle East. That
is why the Senate has voted repeatedly
to include strong incentives for the de-
velopment of renewable energy in com-
prehensive energy bills. In fact, 54 Sen-
ators signed a letter last fall sup-
porting a national goal of renewable
energy or a renewable portfolio stand-
ard that would have required 10 percent
of all electricity produced in this coun-
try by 2020 be generated from renew-
able sources.

Nevada has set some of the highest
goals in the Nation for developing re-
newable energy. We are going to stead-
ily increase our electricity generated
from renewable sources with a goal of
15 percent by the year 2013. The Senate
has also voted in its energy bills to ex-
pand and extend the section 45 produc-
tion tax credit for renewable resources.
In the last week, thirty-six Senators
signed a letter urging that an exten-
sion and expansion of the section 45
production tax credit for renewable en-
ergy resources be included in the FSC/
ETI bill, known as FSC.

The existing production tax credit
only covers wind energy, closed-loop
biomass, and poultry waste. We must
extend and expand the production tax
credit to include other renewable en-
ergy resources, such as geothermal,
solar, and open-loop biomass. This is
what the Senate has repeatedly sup-
ported.

We know the production tax credit
will spur the production of solar and
geothermal power because it has al-
ready worked for wind power.

There are farmers in the Midwest
who make more money producing elec-
tricity from the windmills than they
do from growing soybeans, wheat, and
corn.

Because of the existing credit, com-
bined with new technology, the devel-
opment of wind energy has exploded in
the past few years. By extending and
expanding that incentive, the section
45 production tax credit would spur bil-
lions of dollars worth of economic de-
velopment and create tens of thousands
of jobs, especially in rural areas. But
we may not be able to act on the FSC/
ETI bill this year, so I was hopeful that
the Senate and House committees that
met to finalize a bill on tax cuts for
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families would act to extend and ex-
pand section 45 production tax credits.
They did not do that, and I am dis-
appointed.

This legislation, which we will get
later this evening, will only extend the
production tax credit for a few renew-
able energy resources—wind, closed-
loop biomass, and poultry waste—and
they have enjoyed that credit for more
than 10 years. So our job certainly is
not done, and that is an understate-
ment.

We are not on the road to diversi-
fying the Nation’s energy supply by in-
creasing our use of renewable energy
resources.

Wind will help us in Nevada, there is
no question about that, but we would
do well with solar and geothermal. We
are the Saudi Arabia of geothermal en-
ergy. I like wind energy, but it is an
intermittent energy supply that must
be supplemented by geothermal, solar,
open-loop biomass, and other renew-
ables. Wind is stronger when it is part
of a balanced renewable energy port-
folio.

It is my understanding that the
House will shortly announce conferees
finally—finally—to the FSC bill so a
conference can be convened. Let’s do
that so we can extend the production
tax credit for eligible facilities from
date of enactment through at least De-
cember 1, 2006. Eligible resources need
to be expanded from wind and closed
loop to include geothermal, solar, bio-
mass, and other renewables.

It is important to include tradable
credits to public power utilities and
rural electric cooperatives, which serve
25 percent of the Nation’s power cus-
tomers, by allowing them to transfer
their credits to taxable entities.

We all know that a reliable, clean
supply of energy is a key to our Na-
tion’s success this century. We all ap-
preciate the United States has been
blessed with abundant resources of
clean, renewable energy, and we all re-
alize that the section 45 production tax
credit has successfully spurred the de-
velopment of wind power.

Now that tax incentive has expired.
We must extend it and expand it, which
we are going to do tonight for wind en-
ergy only, at least that is my under-
standing. So this is the first step to-
ward the kind of energy policy our Na-
tion needs, a policy that looks toward
the future and makes our Nation
stronger.

I repeat, I am quite certain that in
this conference report coming to the
floor this evening, there will be an ex-
tension of the wind energy production
tax credit. We so badly need it in the
other areas. This wind energy produc-
tion tax credit is going to work and it
is going to work well, but it would
work a lot better if it had its compan-
ions, sun and geothermal.

I ask unanimous consent to print a
letter from the Geothermal Energy As-
sociation in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
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