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1505, with no amendment in order to 
the amendment prior to the vote, and 
that the time be equally divided and 
controlled between the Senator from 
Oklahoma, Mr. INHOFE, and the Sen-
ator from California, Mrs. BOXER, or 
their designees; and that at 11:45, the 
Senate proceed to vote in relation to 
the amendment without further inter-
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 

suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, last 
Wednesday I came to the floor and in-
troduced legislation that would place 
the country in a new direction, a path 
toward a better energy future, by re-
quiring that 25 percent of electricity be 
provided by renewable sources in this 
country. For me, this is not that rad-
ical an idea, since my State, the State 
of Minnesota, just enacted this plan 
this past year. It was brought into law 
by an overwhelming majority, a bipar-
tisan majority in a Democratic-con-
trolled legislature, and signed into law 
by a Republican Governor. In fact, it is 
even higher for Xcel Energy, which is 
our largest electricity company. They 
are bound to a 30-percent standard. In 
fact, the CEO of that company came 
and sat in my office and told me that 
he felt they could meet that standard 
without increasing rates. 

Part of this is that Minnesota has 
been on the front end of renewables. We 
have done it with fuel, with biodiesel, 
and with ethanol—in fact, we have 
about a third of this country’s ethanol 
that comes right in our State. And we 
have done it with wind. We have so 
many wind turbines right now down in 
southeastern Minnesota, in the 
Pipestone area, that they have actu-
ally opened a bed and breakfast. If you 
are looking for an interesting weekend, 
you can go to the bed and breakfast in 
Pipestone, MN, and wake up in the 
morning and look at a wind turbine. 

But this is serious stuff. I was proud 
to introduce that 25-by-25 standard, but 
I also want to say that I support the 
standard the Senator from New Mex-
ico, Mr. BINGAMAN, is introducing in 
the next few days, and that is a 15 per-
cent by 2020 standard. 

Our current path has led us to record- 
high electricity and natural gas prices. 
These prices are not only hurting ordi-
nary families, but they are also hurt-
ing businesses that see their own costs 
going up dramatically. The growth of 
energy-intensive industries, such as 
manufacturing, is actually being stunt-
ed due to skyrocketing energy costs. 
We already know the negative impact 

this situation is having on the environ-
ment. It is clear that we need a new di-
rection, that we cannot continue down 
the energy path we are on anymore. A 
strong renewable energy policy is good 
for this country. 

Currently, I will say, we do not have 
a diversified electricity portfolio. Mr. 
President, 52 percent of our electricity 
comes from coal, 20 percent is gen-
erated using nuclear power, 15 percent 
natural gas, 7 percent hydro, and only 
2.5 percent from renewable energy. A 
strong renewable electricity standard 
can actually diversify our energy 
sources so we are not so reliant on one 
energy source, such as natural gas, 
that could be vulnerable to periodic 
shortages or other supply interrup-
tions. 

A strong renewable energy standard 
can also save the American consumer 
money. According to several studies, a 
15-percent renewable electricity stand-
ard will save consumers a total of $16.4 
billion on their energy bills by the year 
2030. An aggressive national standard 
will also open the door to a new elec-
tricity industry that will bring in 
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, and the clean energy revolu-
tion is still in its infancy. So the ques-
tion is, Does the United States want to 
be a leader in creating new green tech-
nologies and the new green industries 
in the future? Are we going to sit back 
and watch the opportunities pass us 
by? 

We are no longer the world leader in 
two important energy fields. We rank 
third now in wind production between 
Denmark and Spain. We are also third 
in solar power installed, behind Ger-
many and Japan. Ironically, these 
countries surpassed us by using tech-
nology that was actually developed in 
our own country. We came up with the 
right ideas, but we didn’t have a plan 
or the standards in place to adequately 
fund the deployment of these tech-
nologies. That is because the Federal 
Government has been complacent and 
let the States take the lead. That is 
good in some ways. The States, as Jus-
tice Brandeis noted, are the labora-
tories of democracy. He always talked 
about, in that one opinion, how an in-
dividual State can have the courage to 
experiment and bring us new ideas on a 
national basis. But I don’t think he 
ever meant this should mean inaction 
by the Federal Government. Sadly, 
that is what has been happening. 

Twenty-two States now throughout 
the country have already demonstrated 
the value of establishing renewable 
electricity standards. As I mentioned, 
Minnesota has been one of the most ag-
gressive with its 25-by-25 standard. 

The way that bipartisan standard 
was set, with a Democratic legislature 

and a Republican Governor, should be a 
model for national action. The courage 
that we have seen in the States must 
be matched by courage in Washington. 
We have an opportunity in the next 2 
weeks for the Federal Government to 
act. It is time for the Federal Govern-
ment to begin moving toward an ag-
gressive national standard on power 
with State standards. 

We have everything we need, we just 
need to act. I have talked to many in-
vestors and businesspeople, and part of 
the issue is we never think in the long 
term in government. We don’t set these 
standards out because when you set 
those standards out, the money is 
going to follow in terms of investment. 
But they think the standard is going to 
change or maybe we just set it for the 
next 2 years instead of setting it out as 
Senator BINGAMAN has suggested in his 
amendment for the year 2020, when we 
get stronger investment confidence in 
what we are going to be doing in this 
country and the new direction in which 
we are going to be headed in this coun-
try. 

We have the fields to grow the energy 
that will keep our Nation moving, and 
we have the wind energy to propel our 
economy forward right here in the 
United States. We have the science, we 
have the universities, we have the 
technological know-how. We always be-
lieve in science. 

In my State, we brought the world 
the Post-it note and the pacemaker. 
We have always been on the front end 
in science. That is why the people who 
are committed to a strong, renewable 
standard in our State are not just lim-
ited to the people who might be invest-
ing in it. It is students at the univer-
sity who see the potential. It is kids 
who wear little buttons about ‘‘save 
our penguins.’’ It is the city council 
down in Lanesboro, MN, that recently 
changed out all of their lightbulbs be-
cause they are concerned about climate 
change. It is farmers who are putting 
up wind turbines in their backyard be-
cause they know it is going to save 
them money. It is school districts that 
say: Maybe I will get a wind turbine. It 
is governments across this land, with 
mayors and city councils that are in-
stalling solar energy, that see the fu-
ture and see this new direction. 

It is our job in the next 2 weeks to 
lead the new direction. And that is why 
I support a strong renewable standard. 
That is why I urge my fellow Senators 
to support the amendment, which I am 
already cosponsoring, for a 15-percent 
renewable standard for electricity in 
this country. We have to start now. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that there now be a 
period for the transaction of morning 
business with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 

suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

REMEMBERING SENATOR CRAIG 
THOMAS 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, there is a 
term that is often used here in the Sen-
ate when members refer to one an-
other. That term is ‘‘gentleman.’’ No 
one fit that term better than Senator 
Craig Thomas. I join with all my col-
leagues from both sides of the aisle in 
mourning the loss of Senator Thomas, 
and in extending our condolences to his 
wonderful wife Susan and the entire 
Thomas family. 

In the 10 years I was privileged to 
serve with Senator Thomas in this 
Chamber, I never once heard him raise 
his voice, and I never once saw him 
lose his temper. But that doesn’t mean 
that Senator Thomas was not a fighter 
for his beloved Wyoming. In fact, he 
was a very effective advocate for the 
people of Wyoming and all of rural 
America. His accomplishments were 
not the result of shouting. They were 
the result of perseverance, integrity, 
and a whole lot of hard work. 

I was privileged to serve with Sen-
ator Thomas on a number of commit-
tees, where I saw firsthand the scope of 
his interests and his effectiveness. On 
the Finance Committee, I saw how he 
was a champion for better health care 
for rural Americans, and I saw how he 
worked to open markets for the cattle-
men, farmers, and soda ash producers 
of Wyoming. 

On the Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee, he brought Wyoming’s 
unique perspective to the forefront on 
the energy debate, and, as chairman 
and ranking member of the National 
Parks Subcommittee, he brought the 
first reform overhaul to the National 
Parks Service in 20 years—a vital step 
in a State that is home to the Yellow-
stone National Park, one of the crown 
jewels of our park system. 

And I served with Craig on the Indian 
Affairs committee, where the Eastern 
Shoshone and Northern Arapaho tribes 
of Wyoming’s Wild River Reservation 
and Native Americans across the coun-
try could always count on his commit-
ment to improving their lives. 

Although Craig Thomas spent the 
last 18 years of his life working in the 
corridors of the U.S. Capitol, he never 
forgot where he came from. He was a 
true westerner, a straight-talker, and 
he was always just ‘‘Craig’’ to his con-
stituents. Always at Craig’s side was 
his wife and partner Susan, who is al-
ways a remarkable, eloquent advocate 
for Wyoming. The last several months 
have been difficult and challenging 
ones for Craig, and Susan was always 
there for him. 

Mr. President, my wife Sharon joins 
with me in extending our condolences 
to Susan, the Thomas family, and the 
people of Wyoming. I can say without 
hesitation that the ‘‘gentleman from 
Wyoming’’ will always be remembered 
by those of us who were fortunate to 
serve with him, and by all those he 
served with such diligence and distinc-
tion. 

f 

IRAQ 
Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I wish 

to join the majority leader in marking 
a solemn milestone in the war in Iraq. 
Three thousand five hundred members 
of the armed services have died fight-
ing in Iraq. Like those before them who 
died serving their country, those 3,500 
men and women have served honorably. 
We are all indebted to them for their 
courage and patriotism, as we are in-
debted to the 25,950 troops who have 
been wounded. 

It has been just under a year since 
the 2,500th U.S. servicemember died in 
Iraq. With the toll of this war con-
tinuing to mount, particularly since 
the President decided to escalate our 
involvement, we must redouble our ef-
forts to change course in Iraq. We owe 
it to the troops serving in Iraq. These 
brave men and women signed up to de-
fend their country, not to police an 
Iraqi civil war. Many of these individ-
uals chose to join the Armed Forces as 
a result of the horrific attacks of Sep-
tember 11. Yet they have found them-
selves fighting in a country that had 
nothing to do with those attacks. As 
they endure untold hardship in Iraq, al- 
Qaida and its extremist network are re-
building in Afghanistan, northern Afri-
ca and around the globe. 

As I am sure my colleagues have 
done, I have been to the memorial serv-
ices honoring the dead, I have handed 
the wounded their Purple Hearts, I 
have spoken to the parents whose chil-
dren have returned from war with 
brain injuries they will live with for 
the rest of their lives. These experi-
ences are a constant reminder of the 
responsibility we have to the brave in-
dividuals who have volunteered to de-
fend their country. We have a duty to 
ensure that when they are asked to 
fight on our behalf, it is not on the 
basis of false premises and shifting ra-
tionales. We have a duty not to put 
them in harm’s way when there is no 
exit strategy. Most importantly, we 
have a duty to bring them home be-
cause we know there is no military so-
lution to the war they are fighting. 

We must help the Iraqi people rebuild 
their country and we must work to 
build the broad international coalition 
that is needed to help bring peace and 
stability to Iraq. But our 
servicemembers in Iraq have been 
asked to do the impossible—they have 
been asked to resolve political and 
other differences by military force. The 
Congress has the power to change this 
misguided policy by forcing the Presi-
dent to redeploy U.S. troops. Measures 

that express the need for a policy shift, 
and concern for the well-being of the 
troops, may be well-intended but they 
do not go far enough and they will not 
help the troops. Only binding legisla-
tion requiring redeployment will pre-
vent further brave servicemembers 
from losing their lives for this adminis-
tration’s failed and self-defeating poli-
cies. 

Many soldiers serving in Iraq have 
written to me to express their support 
for my efforts to end this war. It is 
with them in mind that I will continue 
working to end this tragic mistake. 

f 

COLLAPSE OF THE BERLIN WALL 

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, I would 
like to note that exactly 20 years ago, 
on June 12, 1987, President Ronald 
Reagan stood at the Berlin wall, at the 
Brandenburg Gate, and issued his— 
issued liberty’s—famous challenge to 
Soviet tyranny: 

General Secretary Gorbachev, if you seek 
peace, if you seek prosperity for the Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe, if you seek liber-
alization: Come here to this gate! Mr. Gorba-
chev, open this gate! Mr. Gorbachev, tear 
down this wall! 

Although that speech was deeply 
rooted in the Cold War, and is indeed 
seen as a significant milestone in that 
war, it also spoke larger truths. Presi-
dent Reagan also said: 

Freedom leads to prosperity. Freedom re-
places the ancient hatreds among the na-
tions with comity and peace. Freedom is the 
victor. 

President Reagan was not just ad-
dressing West Berlin, and the Soviet 
General Secretary, he was addressing 
the world, and posterity. He was ex-
pounding on the American ideal of lib-
erty and justice for all. He was not ad-
dressing a regional problem, but man-
kind’s aspirations. It was a triumphant 
moment for Americans and our ideals. 

Accordingly, I have previously sub-
mitted a resolution, S. Con. Res. 1, 
calling for an artistic rendering of that 
moment in time to be painted into the 
Capitol, along with the other signifi-
cant scenes of our Nation’s past. As we 
walk through the building today, we 
can see scenes from the Nation’s found-
ing, from the Civil War, our westward 
expansion, even the Moon landing and 
Challenger astronauts. I would like to 
also see Reagan at the Brandenburg 
Gate. I think it would be entirely ap-
propriate to have this image added. It 
would be an important reminder of the 
struggle this Nation undertook. It 
would stand for the millions of Ameri-
cans who did their part for nearly half 
a century in that struggle, both mili-
tary and civilian. And it would testify 
to the greatness of our Nation, and the 
greatness of our 40th President. 

Today I am adding cosponsors to that 
resolution. I urge my remaining col-
leagues to join me as well. This is 
worth doing. 
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