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Through it all, I greatly liked and ad-

mired Senator Thomas and appreciated 
him for the fine human being he was. 
He was a man of strong principle, one 
who knew the bottom line and didn’t 
hesitate to consult his colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle. What I will 
remember most about him, however, 
wasn’t his ability to work with his so- 
called foes or our tough fights in the 
Senate, but for his deep affinity for the 
beauty of this country. 

In fact, over the years, when I have 
traveled to Wyoming and looked up at 
that towering, earthly skyline of the 
Grand Tetons, I have often thought of 
Craig. 

Craig, after all, was perhaps one of 
the people who shared my deep love of 
the Grand Tetons. It was in those 
mountains and the Gros Ventre that we 
found a common bond. Together, we ex-
changed our marvels about the alpine 
lakes, the cutting glaciers, wind-swept 
glaciers and sparkling rivers. 

I will never forget his advice on en-
joying the beauty of Jackson Hole or 
his stories about long horseback rides 
or camping in the cool shadows of the 
mountains. I will never forget his in-
terest in the wildlife and his apprecia-
tion for the foliage. Nor will I forget 
how passionately he protected the au-
tonomy of the park, and how much he 
cherished the culture and beauty of his 
home. 

Senator Craig Thomas held my deep-
est respect; and, to his family and the 
people of Wyoming, I offer my deepest 
sympathies. He was a valuable public 
servant, a true fighter and a friend— 
and, more than anything, a true Amer-
ican. 

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to our colleague, 
our friend, and a great statesman, Sen-
ator Craig Thomas. 

It is a somber day in the Senate 
Chamber as we mourn this loss. 

His passing leaves a significant mark 
on the many lives he touched through-
out his life. On behalf of myself and my 
wife Annette, I send my deepest sym-
pathies to his wife Susan, his four chil-
dren, and the entire Thomas family. 

Craig was an influential force in the 
Senate for the people of Wyoming, as 
well as a thoughtful leader on national 
issues. 

Craig served the people of Wyoming 
with distinction and honor. 

His roots in the State ran deep, and 
Wyoming had no greater advocate. He 
has built his reputation as a fiscal con-
servative while focusing on the unique 
issues affecting the American west. 

He was honest, humble, good na-
tured, and loyal. It was these charac-
teristics that he brought to the Senate 
and to his work. He was an effective 
leader because he believed you could 
get a lot accomplished when you did 
not care who took the credit. 

Craig was committed to the values 
and principles he believed in deeply. He 
loved his State, and it showed. He was 
committed to protecting our Nation’s 
natural resources, improving the lives 

of those in rural America, and a leader 
in advocating a sound national energy 
policy. 

It was my true privilege to have 
served with Craig over the past 13 
years in the Senate. While we continue 
to mourn his passing, we should try to 
carry on with the same determination 
and energy he brought every day to the 
challenges he faced. 

He will be remembered as a dedicated 
American, a marine, a public servant, 
and the quintessential American cow-
boy who gave so much of his life in 
service to the Nation. 

I offer my thoughts and prayers to 
those close to Craig in this difficult 
time, especially to his family. 

f 

ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, 
today I come to the floor to discuss 
some of the changes that need to be 
made to our national energy policy. 
The simple truth is, our country is 
headed down the wrong energy path. 
Our current path has led to record-high 
electricity and gas prices. These prices 
are not only hurting ordinary families, 
they are also hurting businesses who 
are seeing their costs go up dramati-
cally. The growth of energy-intensive 
industries such as manufacturing is ac-
tually being stunted due to sky-
rocketing electricity costs. We already 
know the negative global impacts our 
current energy path is having on our 
environment. It is clear we can’t con-
tinue down this energy path anymore. 
It is not good policy. It is not good eco-
nomic policy, and it is not good envi-
ronmental policy. 

Mr. President, I will be introducing a 
bill that will lead the Nation down a 
path to a better, cleaner, more inde-
pendent energy economy, a path that 
takes us away from higher electric 
bills and leads to new opportunities for 
investment and innovation, more jobs, 
and more economic development. As 
the chart beside me illustrates, 52 per-
cent of our electricity is currently gen-
erated from coal; 15 percent is from 
natural gas; 3 percent from petroleum; 
20 percent from nuclear; 7 percent from 
hydro; and 3 percent from renewable 
energy. Clearly, this is not a diversified 
energy portfolio. Clearly, something 
needs to be done about rising energy 
costs. 

It is estimated that Americans will 
spend over $200 billion more on energy 
this year than last year. That is an in-
crease of nearly 25 percent. The bill 
will allow us to meet our future elec-
tricity needs. It will allow us to diver-
sify our electricity supply. It will allow 
us to reduce the vulnerability of our 
energy system, and it will allow us to 
stabilize electricity prices, protect the 
environment, and most of all, stimu-
late the economies of rural America. 

It is time to act. It is time to pass an 
aggressive renewable electricity stand-
ard, one requiring that all electricity 
providers would have to generate or 
purchase 25 percent of their electricity 

from renewable sources by the year 
2025. Twenty-two States throughout 
the country have already demonstrated 
the value of establishing renewable 
electricity standards. 

This chart shows what is going on 
around the country. I am looking at 
Rhode Island, to try one State, a 16- 
percent standard by 2019. You see Cali-
fornia, 20 percent by 2010. You see 
Washington, 15 percent by 2020. All 
over the country, we see a change 
afoot. The checkered States are ones 
that have voluntary goals, such as Illi-
nois. The striped States have standard 
goals, and the green States actually 
have standards put into law. 

While the States are already heading 
down the path toward the new ‘‘green 
economy,’’ the Federal Government 
has not even made it to the trail head. 
The Federal Government is stuck in 
the fossil age. 

I am proud to say my State of Min-
nesota is further down the path than 
any other State. In February, the 
Democratic Minnesota State legisla-
ture passed and our Republican Gov-
ernor signed into law what is consid-
ered the Nation’s most aggressive 
standard for promoting renewable en-
ergy in electricity production. It is a 
‘‘25-by-25’’ standard. By the year 2025, 
the State’s energy companies are re-
quired to generate 25 percent of their 
electricity from renewable sources 
such as wind, water, solar, and bio-
mass. The standard is even higher for 
the State’s largest utility, Excel En-
ergy, which must reach 30 percent by 
2020. The CEO has been in my office 
and said it is going to be tough but 
they are going to make it, and they are 
going to be able to meet this goal with-
out raising rates. 

I admire what the States and com-
munities and businesses are doing 
across the country. I admire them for 
their inspiration, and I admire them 
for their initiative. There is a famous 
phrase: the ‘‘laboratories of democ-
racy.’’ That is how Supreme Court Jus-
tice Louis Brandeis described the spe-
cial role of States in our Federal sys-
tem. 

In this model, States are where new 
ideas emerge, where policymakers can 
experiment, where innovative pro-
posals can be tested. 

Brandeis wrote over 70 years ago: 
It is one of the happy incidents of the fed-

eral system that a single courageous state 
may, if its citizens choose, serve as a labora-
tory; and try novel social and economic ex-
periments without risk to the rest of the 
country. 

But he did not mean for this to serve 
as an excuse for inaction by the Fed-
eral Government. Good ideas and suc-
cessful innovations are supposed to 
emerge from the laboratory and serve 
as a model for national policy and ac-
tion. That is now our responsibility in 
Congress. 

The courage we are seeing in the 
States, as they deal with global warm-
ing, climate change, should be matched 
by courage in Washington, DC. We 
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should be prepared to act on a national 
level, especially when the States and 
local communities are showing us the 
way. 

Now there is an opportunity for the 
Federal Government to act. It is time 
for the Federal Government to begin 
moving toward an aggressive national 
standard—on par with Minnesota’s 25- 
by-25 standard. 

There are many economic benefits of 
this aggressive standard. Yet, perhaps 
most importantly, an aggressive na-
tional standard opens the door to a new 
electricity industry that will bring 
thousands of jobs and pump billions of 
dollars into our economy. 

Over the last 20 years, America’s re-
newable energy industries—and the 
wind industry in particular—have 
achieved significant technological ad-
vancements. The industries for solar, 
wind, and biomass energy systems are 
expanding at rates exceeding 30 percent 
annually. 

The clean water revolution is still in 
its infancy. I think of it like the begin-
nings of the computer revolution when 
the computer used to take up an entire 
room. Now they are much cheaper, and 
they are much more efficient. That is 
what is happening with our green tech-
nology. But it will not happen unless 
we get into the act and set the stand-
ards as they should be. 

Businesses are coming on board. 
CEOs of major corporations such as 
DuPont, Duke Energy, and General 
Electric see the opportunities. High- 
tech entrepreneurs in our country want 
to develop the green technologies be-
fore they do it in India and Japan. It is 
already starting. 

Nationally, venture capital invest-
ments in ‘‘green’’ or ‘‘clean’’ tech-
nologies have increased dramatically. 
Last year, venture capital investment 
in green technologies reached an im-
pressive $2.9 billion. From 2001 to 2006, 
there was a 243 percent increase in 
green technology venture capital in-
vestments. 

Not only is clean technology the fast-
est growing venture capital sector, it is 
now the third largest category—behind 
only biotech and computer software. 

The economic benefits are not just 
limited to high-risk investors. In Sep-
tember of 2004, the Union of Concerned 
Scientists used the Energy Information 
Administration’s National Energy 
Modeling System to examine the costs 
and benefits of an aggressive national 
standard. Their analysis found an ag-
gressive national standard would re-
duce electric and natural gas prices 
and provide significant economic bene-
fits for all of America. 

For example, as you can see from 
this chart, an aggressive national 
standard would create 355,000 new 
jobs—nearly twice as many as gener-
ating electricity from fossil fuels. 

We would see economic development, 
such as $72.6 billion in new capital in-
vestment; $16.2 billion in income to 
farmers, ranchers, and rural land-
owners; $5 billion in new local tax rev-

enue. We would see consumer savings. 
We would see $49 billion in lower elec-
tricity and natural gas bills. We would 
have a healthier environment. We 
would see reductions in global warm-
ing, pollution equal to taking nearly 71 
million cars off the road. We would see 
less air pollution, less damage to land, 
and better water use. 

So while traditional manufacturing 
jobs continue to move away from the 
United States, the country now has an 
opportunity to become a global hub of 
new, high-quality jobs in manufac-
turing and other high-skill areas, while 
generating environmental benefits at 
the same time. 

So the future looks bright. Never be-
fore have we seen such strong interest 
and growth in renewable energy and 
energy-efficiency technologies. But the 
question we face is this: Does the 
United States want to be a leader in 
creating the new green technologies 
and the new green industries of the fu-
ture? Or are we going to sit back and 
watch the opportunities pass us by? 

In this country, we have the fields to 
grow the energy that will keep this Na-
tion moving. And we have the wind en-
ergy to propel our economy forward. 
Right here in the United States, we 
have the science, we have the univer-
sities, we have the technological know- 
how, and we have the financial capital 
to harness our own homegrown energy. 

It is time to act. The only thing hold-
ing us back is complacency. A national 
renewable energy standard will be a 
major contributor in driving innova-
tion in green technologies. 

Now, I know there are critics of a na-
tional standard. These critics—who I 
believe are stuck in the fossil age—be-
lieve an aggressive standard would neg-
atively affect the reliability of an en-
ergy system. Yet, these critics seem to 
forget that numerous countries in Eu-
rope, including Spain, Germany, and 
Denmark—where wind power supplies 
over 30 percent of their electricity— 
have seen no adverse impacts on the re-
liability of their systems. 

In fact, a renewable electricity stand-
ard can actually increase the overall 
reliability of an electric system. It can 
diversify our electricity sources so we 
are not so reliant on energy sources 
such as natural gas that are vulnerable 
to periodic shortages or other supply 
interruptions. 

Not only is a national standard more 
reliable and good for the economy, it 
will also, of course, protect the envi-
ronment and public health. Electricity 
production has a significant impact on 
our environment. Today, electricity ac-
counts for more than 26 percent of 
smog-producing emissions, one-third of 
toxic mercury emissions, and some 40 
percent of climate-changing green-
house gases. 

An aggressive standard will reduce 
CO2 emissions by 434 million metric 
tons per year by 2020—reductions of 15 
percent below current levels. This, as I 
said, is equivalent to taking nearly 71 
million cars off the road. 

A couple of weeks ago, Minnesota’s 
own Tom Friedman had a cover story 
in the New York Times magazine about 
‘‘The Power of Green.’’ It should be re-
quired reading for anyone who cares 
not only about the future of our envi-
ronment but also our economic future 
and our future national security. He 
talked about the need in this area for 
setting the standards. When you set 
the standards, and people can see off 
into the future, we will see the invest-
ment. People say: Well, why do you 
have a standard set at 2025? Obviously, 
our bill is going to have a standard 
growing each year. But the reason you 
want to go out to 2025 is you want 
American businesses and capitalists 
and people involved in this to under-
stand if they invest, where they are 
going. 

In his article, Tom Friedman asks: 
‘‘How do our kids compete in a flatter 
world? How do they thrive in a warmer 
world? How do they survive in a more 
dangerous world?’’ 

The answer is in making the most of 
the economic and technological oppor-
tunities to reduce our dependence on 
fossil fuels and the greenhouse gas pol-
lution that comes from it. 

Friedman says clean energy tech-
nology is going to be ‘‘the next great 
global industry.’’ Well, if that is the 
case—and I believe he is right—then we 
need to make America the leader. We 
cannot afford to sit back and watch the 
opportunities pass us by. 

As I mentioned before, we are seeing 
unprecedented interest and growth in 
renewable energy technologies. But at 
the same time, we are no longer the 
world leader in two important clean 
energy fields. We rank third in wind 
power production, behind Denmark and 
Spain. We are third in solar power in-
stalled, behind Germany and Japan. 

Ironically, these countries surpassed 
us largely by adopting technologies 
that had first been developed right here 
in the United States. We came up with 
the right ideas, but we did not cap-
italize on these innovations with ade-
quate policies to spur deployment. Our 
foreign competition was able to leap-
frog over American businesses because 
these other countries have govern-
ment-driven investment incentives, ag-
gressive renewable energy targets, and 
other bold national policies. 

Friedman proposes a ‘‘Green New 
Deal’’—‘‘one in which government’s 
role is not funding projects, as in the 
original New Deal, but seeding basic re-
search, providing loan guarantees 
where needed, and setting standards, 
taxes and incentives that will spawn’’ 
all kinds of new technologies. 

I agree. It is about leading the new 
economy. It is about making America 
the global environmental leader, in-
stead of a laggard. It is about creating 
a better economy for the next genera-
tion by inventing a whole new indus-
try, which will not only give us the 
clean power industrial assets to pre-
serve our American dream but also 
give us the technologies that billions of 
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others need to realize our own dreams 
without destroying the planet. 

It is about not being complacent. It 
is about getting on a new energy path. 
I believe an aggressive renewable elec-
tricity standard leads us down that 
path. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
an aggressive standard. I suggest Min-
nesota’s standard: 25 percent by 2025 for 
renewable electricity. It is a start 
down the path. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FORMER CONGRESS-
MAN PARREN J. MITCHELL 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, today I 
rise to pay tribute to a fallen pillar of 
the movement to extend equal oppor-
tunity to thousands of African-Amer-
ican and minority businesses through-
out our Nation: Congressman Parren J. 
Mitchell. 

With the passing of former Congress-
man Mitchell on May 28, 2007, our 
country has lost one of its legendary 
advocates for minority business own-
ers, a giant who knew that the struggle 
for civil rights and equal opportunity 
would be decided in America’s board 
rooms as well as its voting booths and 
lunch counters. 

Congressman Mitchell fought with 
heart, grit, integrity, and determina-
tion to level the playing field so more 
minority firms could do business with 
the Federal Government. He didn’t just 
serve as chairman of the House Small 
Business Committee, he served as 
Congress’s conscience. He also was 
founder and chairman of the Minority 
Business Enterprise Legal Defense and 
Education Fund. 

Congressman Mitchell’s life was an 
incredible story of courage and resolve. 
He became the first African-American 
graduate student at the University of 
Maryland when he challenged the uni-
versity’s policy of segregation. He was 
the first African American elected to 
Congress from the State of Maryland. 
He was the first African American 
elected to Congress who lived below the 
Mason-Dixon line since 1898. And he 
was the first African American to chair 
the House Small Business Committee. 

Congressman Mitchell’s work on that 
committee has left a legacy that is as 
long and impressive as his commit-
ment to equal opportunity for all of 
our nation’s citizens. Many of his poli-
cies made it possible for the rise of the 
minority business community. In 1976, 
he attached an amendment to a public 
works bill stipulating that cities and 
States receiving Federal grants had to 
award 10 percent of the money to mi-
nority-owned businesses. That year he 
also managed to pass a law requiring 
contractors to document their goals in 
contracting with minority-owned com-
panies. In 1980, he was able to success-
fully amend the Surface Transpor-
tation Assistance Act to require 10 per-
cent of the money to be set aside for 
minority businesses. 

On May 22, 2007, in the Senate Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entre-

preneurship we held a hearing to look 
at the state of minority small busi-
nesses. And while the witnesses at the 
hearing revealed that there have been 
many gains for minority businesses, 
they also revealed that there is still 
more that needs to be done. I believe 
that the accomplishments of those who 
testified at the hearing would have 
made Congressman Mitchell proud. I 
also believe that the testimony about 
discriminatory practices that still con-
front minority businesses would have 
confirmed for him as it did for me that 
there are still more hills to climb. 

The challenge now is to climb those 
hills by creating opportunities for mi-
nority businesses that will do justice 
to the memory of Congressman Mitch-
ell. As we move forward in the Senate 
Committee on Small Business and En-
trepreneurship, the best way to do that 
is to pass laws that expand opportuni-
ties for all Americans who have been 
shut out or left behind. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATIONS 
Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I 

regret that on May 24 I was unable to 
vote on the motion to concur in House 
amendment to Senate amendment to 
H.R. 2206, the U.S. Troop Readiness, 
Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and 
Iraq Accountability Appropriations 
Act of 2007. Regarding vote No. 181, I 
would have voted in favor of the mo-
tion to concur in House amendment to 
Senate amendment to H.R. 2206. My 
vote would not have altered the result 
of this motion. 

Mr. President, I also regret that on 
May 24 I was unable to vote on certain 
provisions of S. 1348, the Comprehen-
sive Immigration Reform Act of 2007. I 
wish to address these votes so that the 
people of the great State of Kansas, 
who elected me to serve them as U.S. 
Senator, may know my position. 

Regarding vote No. 176, on amend-
ment No. 1186, I would have voted in 
favor of this amendment. My vote 
would not have altered the final result 
of this vote. 

Regarding vote No. 177, on amend-
ment No. 1158, I would have voted in 
favor of this amendment. My vote 
would not have altered the final result 
of this vote. 

Regarding vote No. 178, on amend-
ment No. 1181, I would not have voted 
in favor of this amendment. My vote 
would not have altered the final result 
of this vote. 

Regarding vote No. 179, on amend-
ment No. 1223, I would have voted in 
favor of this amendment. My vote 
would not have altered the final result 
of this vote. 

Regarding vote No. 180, on amend-
ment No. 1157, I would not have voted 
in favor of this amendment. My vote 
would not have altered the final result 
of this vote. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
FIRST LIEUTENANT KEITH NEAL HEIDTMAN 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, every Me-
morial Day, words fight a losing battle 

against action. Each year, as spring 
warms into summer, we pause our lives 
and bow our heads in safety, and grope 
for words to honor the men and women 
who have made that safety possible. In-
evitably, we fail; we say ‘‘fallen’’ when 
we mean ‘‘killed’’; we say ‘‘sacrifice’’ 
for those who died unwillingly, in great 
pain. I believe we do so because we 
want to find a register for our voice to 
match the heroism of their work, but, 
also, because high words shield us from 
the immediacy of death in war. Even as 
we remember, we can’t help looking 
away. 

But some lack that luxury. They are 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, and they are 
living the war we speak about. For 10 
American soldiers in Iraq, Memorial 
Day was their last day. 

Last week, the Senate was out of ses-
sion in commemoration of Memorial 
Day, but now that we have returned, I 
want to honor the memory of one of 
those 10 soldiers: Army 1LT. Keith Neil 
Heidtman. He was a native of Norwich 
and a graduate of the University of 
Connecticut. He was 24 years old. On 
Monday, May 28, the helicopter he was 
copiloting crashed, likely brought 
down by enemy fire. Early the next 
morning, an Army chaplain brought 
the news to Lieutenant Heidtman’s 
family. 

For Maureen and Arthur Robidoux, 
his mother and stepfather, for Kerry 
Heidtman, his father, for Chris 
Heidtman, his uncle, and for Keely 
Heidtman, his older sister, memories 
will never fill the place of the live they 
loved. ‘‘If you had to pick your son, 
this is who you would pick,’’ said Chris 
Heidtman. ‘‘He was handsome, he was 
bright’’. A star baseball player and a 
distinguished ROTC cadet, Lieutenant 
Heidtman volunteered for pilot train-
ing upon his graduation in 2005. 

He learned the value of service from 
his parents, both public servants them-
selves: his mother at the State Depart-
ment of Children and Families, and his 
father in a State child-support pro-
gram. His death reminds us that the 
highest service carries the highest 
cost. ‘‘We’re sending our finest, and 
we’re losing them,’’ said Lieutenant 
Heidtman’s uncle. 

So today we honor one of our finest, 
who wore our uniform and died long be-
fore his time. Next Memorial Day, his 
name will join the rolls of our dead. I 
pray that by then time will have 
soaked up his family’s tears. Next 
spring, we will bow our heads and look 
for words to do him justice. I don’t be-
lieve those words exist. His best memo-
rial will be in our silence. 

f 

WAR CRIMES TRIAL 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, ear-
lier this week in a special chamber of 
the Special Court for Sierra Leone, 
based in The Hague, proceedings began 
in the trial of former Liberian Presi-
dent Charles Taylor, who is accused of 
crimes against humanity, war crimes, 
and serious violations of international 
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