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My home State of New Jersey real-

ized this a few years ago and set about 
enacting policies designed to spur the 
growth of its solar market. The results 
have been extremely successful. New 
Jersey has the second largest solar 
market in the entire Nation, from 6 in-
stallations to nearly 2,000 in just 5 
years, over 7 megawatts of installed ca-
pacity, and tens of millions of kilo-
watt-hours produced each year. New 
Jersey, of course, is blessed with many 
things, but it is not blessed with more 
Sun than most of the rest of the Na-
tion. The State simply recognized that 
by being visionary we could not only 
start generating large amounts of pol-
lution-free energy in our own State, 
but we could also provide a kick-start 
to a whole new industry. That indus-
try, of course, generates not only great 
energy, truly clean energy, truly re-
newable energy, but at the same time 
creates a very significant economic 
positive consequence as well. 

What New Jersey has done we must 
do as a nation. The renewable portfolio 
standard amendment, along with the 
extension of solar tax credits, will help 
expand the use of solar energy, and, 
most importantly, lower the cost. 

I also want to urge my colleagues to 
oppose the Domenici amendment—the 
amendment that Senator DOMENICI has 
offered to Senator BINGAMAN’s renew-
able portfolio standard amendment. 
That amendment would stall the devel-
opment of renewable energy and there-
by undercut the entire point of this 
bill. There are some who don’t want to 
challenge the industry. There are those 
who don’t want to bring us to a higher 
standard. For them, the Domenici 
amendment to Senator BINGAMAN’s re-
newable portfolio standard is their out. 
That is their out. 

For those Members of the Senate who 
don’t want to bring us to a higher chal-
lenge, who don’t want to challenge the 
industry, who, in essence, are happy to 
support the status quo, the Domenici 
amendment is their solution. 

The Domenici amendment, however, 
has numerous problems. To begin with, 
the substitute would allow States to 
opt out of the standard for just about 
any reason—just about any reason. If a 
State can opt out, the renewable indus-
tries will be hesitant to adequately in-
vest in these projects and, therefore, 
we won’t move forward. 

The substitute will also weaken re-
newable requirements by including 
nonrenewables, such as nuclear power. 
This would divert money from renew-
ables to an already well-subsidized en-
ergy source. 

The Domenici substitute would also 
allow the Department of Energy to des-
ignate ‘‘other clean energy sources’’ to 
qualify for clean energy credits with-
out any restrictions on the Secretary— 
without any restrictions on the Sec-
retary. Who knows what would be in-
cluded under such a definition. This 
would leave discretion for the Sec-
retary to include ‘‘clean coal’’ or any 
other source of energy one could put 
the word ‘‘clean’’ in front of. 

In addition, the Republican sub-
stitute would include energy ineffi-
ciency projects and demand-response 
programs. The more things we add to 
the standard, the less meaningful the 
standard becomes. We cannot pit effi-
ciency against renewables. We need 
both efficiency and renewables to 
flourish in partnership and not com-
pete for investment dollars. 

Once again, I praise Senator BINGA-
MAN, the chair of the Energy Com-
mittee, on which I have the privilege of 
sitting, for his amendment, for his vi-
sion, for bringing us and challenging us 
to a higher standard, one that the Na-
tion clearly needs. It will be beneficial 
for our environment, it will boost our 
domestic economy, and it will rein-
force the actions taken by 23 States 
that have already shown leadership by 
instituting renewable portfolio stand-
ards. If the States have already shown 
leadership in this regard, the Nation 
and the Senate need to show the same 
leadership. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of that important amendment and 
against efforts to weaken this impor-
tant provision. Those are, I hope, words 
that Members of the Senate will take 
to heart. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PETER CHASE 
NEUMANN 

Mr. REID. Madam President, today I 
rise to honor the achievements of Peter 
Chase Neumann. Not only is Peter rec-
ognized locally and nationally for his 
skill as a trial lawyer, he is also deeply 
involved with philanthropies whose 
work has been enormously beneficial to 
Nevada. These significant contribu-
tions have resulted in Peter being 
named the recipient of the Nevada 
Trial Lawyers Association Lifetime 
Achievement Award, and deservedly so. 

Peter has tried more than 150 civil 
and criminal cases to verdict and al-
most 50 appeals to the Nevada and Ari-
zona Supreme Courts. His ability in the 
legal profession is renowned, and his 
talents are wide-ranging, from trial ad-
vocacy in personal injury cases to writ-
ing academic articles. He has dedicated 
himself to the cause of justice for the 
wrongfully injured, and has been recog-
nized for his work in Town and Country 
Magazine’s Top Trial Lawyers in Amer-
ica, in Las Vegas Magazine, by Top 
Gun Lawyers in Nevada and by The 
Best Lawyers in America. 

His leadership in the legal commu-
nity is unparalleled: He has served as 
president of the Arizona, Nevada, and 
Western Trial Lawyers Association, 
and on the Board of Governors for the 
American Trial Lawyers Association. 
He was both legislative advocate for 
and president of the Plaintiff’s Bar, 
and was accepted as a diplomat in the 
International Society of Barristers and 
the American Board of Trial Advo-
cates. 

His devotion to the law has not in 
any way impeded his philanthropic 
contributions. He and his wife Renate 

have served with the Angel Kiss Foun-
dation, a nonprofit dedicated to help-
ing families cope with the financial 
burdens associated with childhood can-
cer. President Clinton recognized Pe-
ter’s influence and appointed him to 
the Tahoe Regional Planning Com-
mittee. He has involved himself with 
Scenic America and Scenic Nevada, 
committing himself to the cause of 
protecting Nevada’s natural treasures 
in the Lake Tahoe region and beyond. 

Peter is also an accomplished air-
plane pilot. In recent years, he has 
spent untold hours soaring in his glid-
ers all over America. 

Most people know Peter for his rep-
utation as a renowned trial lawyer or 
for his work in the philanthropic com-
munity in my State. But I have had 
the privilege to call Peter my friend. It 
is my great pleasure to offer congratu-
lations to Peter Chase Neumann for his 
lifetime of excellence in his profession, 
in his public service, and in his philan-
thropy. 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
with the cost of health care contin-
ually increasing for employers, individ-
uals, and the Government combined 
with the growing number of uninsured 
Americans it is clear that our health 
care system is in dire need of change. 
My goal is to help every American have 
access to affordable health insurance 
and to continue the State Children’s 
Health Insurance Program, SCHIP. 

In an op-ed in The Hill on June 6, 
2007, the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, Mike Leavitt, sug-
gested a very good proposal for increas-
ing access to health insurance. His pro-
posal calls for reauthorization of 
SCHIP and keeping the program’s focus 
on kids, providing the same tax advan-
tage to all Americans through a stand-
ard deduction for health insurance, and 
encouraging State innovation through 
grants to help low income individuals 
afford private health insurance. 

I support Secretary Leavitt’s ideas. 
However, health care reform is too big 
of an issue for one party to tackle on 
its own. Our only chance of achieving 
true, meaningful reform is if both par-
ties work together. This involves 
reaching across the aisle and getting 
Democrats to say two words ‘‘private 
markets’’ and Republicans to say to 
two words ‘‘universal access.’’ 

Two of my colleagues have put for-
ward two different but thoughtful 
pieces of legislation addressing the un-
insured Senator WYDEN’s Healthy 
Americans Act, S. 334, and Senator 
COBURN’s Universal Health Care Choice 
and Access Act, S. 1019. But I am doing 
something that I rarely do cospon-
soring both of them to encourage my 
goal of affordable health insurance for 
every American while continuing the 
SCHIP program helping children. 

I have cosponsored these bills in the 
spirit of reform, but that does not 
mean I support every provision in both 
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pieces of legislation. In fact, there are 
some provisions that I oppose. Though 
not perfect, these bills are an impor-
tant first step toward achieving access 
to health services for all Americans. 

f 

REQUEST FOR SEQUENTIAL 
REFERRAL 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent to have 
my letter of June 12, 2007, to Senator 
REID printed in the RECORD. 

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

U.S. SENATE, 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, 

Washington, DC, June 12, 2007. 
Hon. HARRY REID, 
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. LEADER: Pursuant to paragraph 
3(b) of Senate Resolution 400 of the 94th Con-
gress, I request that S. 1547, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008, 
and its companion measure, S. 1548, the De-
partment of Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2008, both of which were filed by 
the Committee on Armed Services on June 5, 
2007, be sequentially referred to the Select 
Committee on Intelligence for a period of 10 
days, as calculated under S. Res. 400. The 
basis for this request is that the bills contain 
matters within the jurisdiction of the Select 
Committee. 

Thank you for your assistance. 
Sincerely, 

JOHN D. ROCKEFELLER IV, 
Chairman. 

f 

CBO STUDIES 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, today 
there is a great deal of debate about 
how Americans are doing, in particular 
those considered low income. I rise 
today to dispel a major misconception 
about the progress of low-income 
Americans. Those on the other side of 
the aisle would have you believe that 
when one person does better it must be 
at the expense of another. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. In 
fact, when Congress adopts policies 
that encourages individuals to work 
harder, save, take risks, and invest 
more, the economy does better and ev-
eryone benefits. Two recent studies I 
requested from CBO prove a rising tide 
does lift all boats. 

The first report issued in December, 
entitled ‘‘Changes in Low Wage Labor 
Markets Between 1979 and 2005,’’ found 
that the inflation adjusted hourly 
earnings of U.S. workers was 10 percent 
higher now than back in 1979. Since 
1990 those in the bottom 10th percentile 
of wage earners witnessed their infla-
tion adjusted wages increase 12.8 per-
cent, more than 2.5 percentage points 
faster than those in the statistical 
middle. 

CBO’s second report entitled 
‘‘Changes in the Economic Resources of 
Low-Income Households with Chil-
dren’’ indicates that poor households 
with children experienced real earnings 
gains of 80 percent since 1991, out-
pacing even those in the top income 
quintile whose earnings grew 54 per-

cent. This fact is even more amazing 
viewed in the context of welfare re-
form. 

Those opposing welfare reforms in 
the mid 1990s argued that limiting di-
rect Government assistance and requir-
ing low-income people to work more 
would prove to be disastrous. However, 
low-income households with children 
now rely less on the Government, are 
more self reliant and have a higher 
standard of living. In 1991, low-income 
households relied on the Government 
for a majority of their income with 
earnings accounting for just 49 percent. 
Today, low-income households earn 65 
percent of their income and rely on 
Government assistance for the remain-
der. Female headed households also 
rely less on the Government for their 
livelihood. In 1991, 35 percent of their 
income was earned compared with 54 
percent now. The share of their income 
derived from AFDC or TANF fell from 
42 percent in 1991 to 7 percent in 2005. 

These two studies prove that when 
the Government interferes less in the 
lives of its citizens, they are more pro-
ductive. Once unencumbered by Gov-
ernment, people are motivated to work 
harder, save, and invest more. 

f 

PASSING OF ADEN ABDULLE 
OSMAN 

Mr. COLEMAN. Madam President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express sorrow on behalf of the Somali 
community of Minnesota, which is cur-
rently mourning the death of an impor-
tant figure for Somalia, former Presi-
dent Aden Abdulle Osman. Aden 
Abdulle Osman, known by many Soma-
lis as Aden Adde, passed away at the 
age of 99 on June 7, 2007. 

Aden Abdulle Osman became the first 
President of Somalia in 1960 after the 
country gained its independence on 
July 1. Mr. Osman served as President 
of the newly formed Somalia until 
June 10, 1967. President Osman led his 
country during the critical time of its 
formation and development into a full- 
fledged state. When he lost the Presi-
dential election in 1967, President 
Osman graciously ceded his position to 
his opponent, Abdirashid Ali 
Shermarke. In doing so, Aden Abdulle 
Osman set an example for the peaceful 
transfer of democratic power, which is 
a critical aspect of all democratic sys-
tems. For this reason, Aden Abdulle 
Osman is viewed throughout Somalia 
and Africa as a model of statesmanship 
that seeks the greater good. 

I am privileged to represent the 
State that has the largest Somali com-
munity in the U.S. The Somalis of Min-
nesota represent a thriving community 
that has enriched the fabric of our 
State through its vibrant culture. I 
would like to join my Somali constitu-
ents in expressing sorrow for Aden 
Abdulle Osman’s death. It is my sin-
cere hope that the current leaders of 
Somalia will look to his leadership as 
an example, and that such leadership 
will serve to usher Somalia towards 
peace, stability and democracy. 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

MODESTO’S NATIONAL NIGHT OUT 

∑ Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I ask 
my colleagues to join me in recog-
nizing the outstanding National Night 
Out program in Modesto, CA. For the 
past 6 years, the city of Modesto has ei-
ther ranked first or second in the Na-
tion in National Night Out participa-
tion among cities with populations of 
100,000 to 299,999. 

Since its inception in 1983, National 
Night Out has brought millions of 
Americans together to take a united 
stand against crime and send a clear 
message to criminals that citizens and 
neighborhoods are committed to crime 
prevention. National Night Out has 
played an instrumental role in helping 
to raise crime and drug prevention 
awareness, generate support for and 
participation in local anticrime pro-
grams, and perhaps most importantly, 
improve neighborhood spirit and 
strengthen community-police partner-
ships. 

In 2006, more than 35.2 million people 
and 11,125 communities from all 50 
States, U.S. territories, and military 
bases worldwide participated in the Na-
tional Night Out campaign. Conscien-
tious citizens, law enforcement agen-
cies and civic groups came together to 
participate in a variety of festive 
events and activities such as block par-
ties, ice cream socials, flashlight 
walks, and visits from law enforcement 
and other public agencies to help pro-
mote the importance of community in-
volvement in local crime-fighting pro-
grams. 

In Modesto, 123 neighborhoods par-
ticipated in National Night Out last 
year, making it the Nation’s leader 
among cities with populations of 
100,000 to 299,999. The city of Modesto is 
a shining example of the importance of 
community and cooperation in local 
crime-fighting efforts. 

As the residents of Modesto gather 
for another successful National Night 
Out campaign, I would like to con-
gratulate and commend its citizens, 
civic leaders, and the Modesto Police 
Department for their leadership and 
willingness to help make their city a 
safer and better place to call home.∑ 

f 

150TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
SACRAMENTO HIGH SCHOOL 

∑ Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I am 
pleased to recognize the 150th anniver-
sary of Sacramento High School in 
Sacramento County, CA. 

On September 1, 1856, as the Gold 
Rush came to an end in California and 
miners migrated into newly formed cit-
ies, Sacramento High School opened its 
doors and began a long tradition of 
quality education. As the second oldest 
high school west of the Mississippi, 
Sacramento High School is a historical 
landmark and symbol of a quality edu-
cational institution in California’s cap-
ital city. 
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