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I thank Senator BARRASSO for the
work he as done on that issue and the
kind words about Senator Thomas, and
I thank Senator BARRASSO for filling
in.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I miss
Craig Thomas. I loved him, and I wish
I had told him that more explicitly. He
is worthy of the ultimate comment and
praise given in my area of the country:
He was a good man. And he truly was.
He combined strength and genuine
modesty. He was wise and insightful on
important issues without any show of
pride or pomposity. He had integrity.
He was a man’s man. He was com-
fortable in his skin. He was a man of
courage. Most especially, he was a man
of principle, much like one of his he-
roes, Ronald Reagan.

Craig was truly also a man of the
West. It was in his bones. And he had in
his very being a love for America and a
deep understanding—intellectual and
intuitive—of its uniqueness, its
exceptionalism, and why this country
is so great. He understood that. His
love for America caused him to dedi-
cate his life to her, just as our soldiers
and his fellow marines place their lives
at risk this very moment in service to
our country.

I think that is why he undertook as
part of his duties on this side to pro-
mote a policy principled message each
morning in morning business on the
floor. He did that for a number of
years. He believed we ought to talk
about the issues that made America
great.

Craig Thomas loved his country, he
loved his wife Susan and his family. He
loved Wyoming. Truly, he was a good
man, and we do indeed miss him.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, let me
first thank the Senator from Texas for
allowing me to very briefly work in
here.

It happens that I was elected to the
House and then to the Senate at the
same time as Craig and Susan Thomas.
And you know, sometimes you see
someone for the first time and they
have, as Senator ENZI pointed out, that
infectious smile, and that was Craig.
That was Craig. Everyone had to love
Craig.

I have thought of him so often during
consideration of the bill that is on the
floor now. Craig had such convictions,
but he never quit smiling. What the
guy could do is, he could say the same
thing I would say and people would
love him, but they wouldn’t love me. I
don’t know how he got by with that,
but he did.

I picture him and where he would be
today if he were here while we have a
bill on the floor that has an increase in
gas taxes, $6.7 trillion of increases in
taxes over the life of the bill, with job
losses to China, and he wouldn’t be sit-
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ting there, he would be up here. I ap-
plaud his replacement, the junior Sen-
ator from Wyoming, Senator
BARRASSO. Every time I turn around,
he is coming down and saying exactly—
exactly—what Craig would be saying.

I would say this about Craig Thomas:
He was always there at our Senate
prayer breakfast every Wednesday
morning. He was a Jesus guy, like we
are, and so I don’t feel the sadness a lot
of people do with Craig Thomas, be-
cause I can only say right now: Craig,
I know you are here with us, and we
are going to see you later.

I thank my colleague, and I yield the
floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, may I
inquire how much time remains in
morning business for this side of the
aisle?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has 11%2 minutes in
the first 30 minutes.

Mr. CORNYN. I thank the Chair.

Mr. President, I join my colleagues in
invoking the memory of Craig Thomas.
On our side of the aisle, there was no-
body more dependable, more loyal, or
more of a team player. Whenever there
was an important issue, particularly
one concerning Wyoming or concerning
energy, he would be down here talking
about it and he would be enlightening
the debate, and we miss him. I can’t
help but think he would be down here
on this particular piece of legislation,
as Senator ENZI has alluded, in talking
about what is obviously a game of
‘“‘gotcha.”

———
CLIMATE SECURITY ACT

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, this is a
bill where we are actually on our third
version, I believe. The fourth version of
the bill. I stand corrected by the rank-
ing member of the Environment and
Public Works Committee, Senator
INHOFE. The last one I saw went from
342 pages to 491 pages. That was the one
that was read yesterday. I daresay that
not many, if any Senator who is going
to be called upon to vote on that legis-
lation, had a chance to read it yet in
detail. So I don’t think it was a wasted
exercise to have the clerk read the bill
yesterday to give people a chance to
understand what is in it.

When you look at a piece of legisla-
tion that comes with a $6.7 trillion
pricetag, and one that will raise and
not lower the price of gasoline and
electricity, will depress the American
economy and literally put people out of
work, I think we need to know what is
in it and we need to debate it. We need
to offer amendments to hopefully im-
prove it.

There is not one among us who does
not care about the environment. I
don’t know any person of good will
alive who doesn’t care about the qual-
ity of the air we breathe and the clean-
liness of the water we drink. So I think
those who would suggest that because
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there are questions about this huge
bill, this huge tax increase, this huge
increase in the cost of energy, that if
you are asking questions and want to
offer amendments to improve it sug-
gests you don’t care about the environ-
ment is demonstrably false.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. CORNYN. I will yield.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, Sen-
ator CORNYN is a fabulous and impor-
tant Senator. He knows what has been
happening here on all the important
issues and he knows the importance of
certain actions on the floor.

Senator REID, last night, as I under-
stand it, stood and filled the tree. As I
understand it, that impacts directly
the ability of persons on this side to
freely offer amendments; is that cor-
rect, I ask Senator CORNYN?

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I say to
the distinguished Senator from Ala-
bama that he is exactly right. To come
out here on the floor, as the assistant
majority leader has done this morning,
and say, Oh, we are interested in full
debate and amendments and we regret
the delay that occurred yesterday from
the reading of the bill, yet at the same
time to say no Member of the Senate
can offer an amendment because of the
actions of the majority leader, unless
the majority leader gives the green
light, is at odds with that claim. It is
not a demonstration, from my perspec-
tive, of a desire to have an open debate
and an amended process.

Mr. SESSIONS. And so that act was
a knowing and deliberate leadership
act by the majority leader that fun-
damentally says unless he approves an
amendment, whether it is offered by
those who favor the legislation or op-
pose it, that is a significant event that
constricts free amendments on this
bill; is that not correct?

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I say to
the Senator from Alabama, again he is
correct. I think what it demonstrates
is that the professed desire to actually
do something about this important
issue is, in fact, nothing more than a
political game. Because I predict what
will happen is that because he is block-
ing any amendments and an open de-
bate about the bill, we will have a vote
on the cloture motion, it will fail, and
then the majority leader will attempt
to pull this bill from the floor and con-
sideration. I hope Members of the Sen-
ate will prevent that from happening
by denying cloture on any future mo-
tions to proceed to other legislation. I
think it is important that we have the
kind of debate that a bill of this import
and this size deserves.

If I can refer my colleagues to this
chart, which is produced, I believe, by
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. Sen-
ator DORGAN, the Senator from North
Dakota, the other day said this bill
pales in comparison to ‘‘Hillary Care”’
in terms of its complexity. I remember
seeing the charts at the time of the
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huge bureaucracy that would have been
created by that government-run health
care system proposed by Senator CLIN-
TON when she was the First Lady of the
United States. I think it was back in
1993.

But this chart, produced by the U.S.
Chamber of Commerce, reflects all of
the regulations and mandates of the
Boxer climate tax and it indicates the
complexity of what has been proposed
here, and why I guess it shouldn’t be
surprising that the pricetag comes in
at $6.7 trillion, and where the Federal
Government, through a growth in the
bureaucracy, an intrusion in the free-
dom and lives of the American people
and small and large businesses alike,
will be the one that will choose the
winners and losers in this system, who
gets the goodies and who does not; who
gets permission to operate their power-
plant and who does not. That is why
the price of gasoline, that is why the
price of electricity is expected to go
through the roof as a result of this bill.

I agree with the Senator from Ten-
nessee, Senator CORKER, who called
this bill the ‘“mother of all earmarks.”
There has been a lot of discussion
about earmarks here and lack of trans-
parency in the way Congress spends
money. Well, this bill, if it is passed
and signed by the President of the
United States, would empower the Con-
gress to dole out earmarks with a com-
plete lack of transparency, in a way
that would allow massive Government
intrusion in the free market system.
That is why the Wall Street Journal
dubbed this bill ‘‘the biggest govern-
ment reorganization of the economy
since the 1930s.”

The National Association of Manu-
facturers has estimated the economic
impact on my State, the State of
Texas. We are fortunate now. While
some parts of the country are suffering
through a headwind when it comes to
the economy, we are doing pretty well,
relatively speaking. Unemployment is
at 4.1 percent. A lot of new jobs have
been created, a lot of opportunity. We
have seen a lot of growth in the popu-
lation because people are moving to
where the jobs and the opportunities
are. But under the Boxer climate tax
bill that we have before us on the floor
of the Senate, it is estimated that
334,000 of my constituents would lose
their jobs.

Why would they lose their job? Be-
cause this bill would be like a wet blan-
ket on the economy, raising electricity
prices, raising gas prices on everything
from agriculture to small businesses,
and it is estimated that it would cost
the average Texas household $8,000 in
additional costs. Now, that is on top of
the $1,400 that most Texas households
are currently having to pay because of
increased gas prices due to the obstruc-
tion of Congress in failing to allow de-
velopment of American natural re-
sources, an American solution to our
energy crisis. It would be a $52 billion
loss to the Texas economy. As you see
here, it is estimated that electricity
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prices would go up 145 percent and gas-
oline prices 147 percent.

I am sorry the assistant majority
leader refused to allow us to offer an
amendment designed to lower gas
prices, because I can’t think of any
more urgent, any more targeted relief
we could offer the American people
today than to provide some relief for
the pain at the pump. I think that
should be our highest priority as we go
about the process of developing a clean
energy future for this country, as we
transition out of an oil-based economy
into one for renewable forms of energy
and increased nuclear capacity, and
one that will improve the climate at
the same time.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a quick question? I
don’t want to use the Senator’s time.

Mr. CORNYN. I will yield.

Mr. INHOFE. I want it made clear
today, as we go into the debate, that
when we look back at the clean air
amendments of the 1990s, we had some-
thing like 180 amendments considered
at that time and we had it on the floor
for 5 weeks. This goes much further
than those amendments did, and yet
they are cutting us off.

Let us make it very clear: The Re-
publicans on this side of the aisle want
to debate this bill, want to vote, we
want recorded votes on amendments,
and we want to vote on the bill itself.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Oklahoma is
absolutely correct. That is why 74 Sen-
ators—I believe 74—voted for the mo-
tion to proceed, so that we could get on
the bill, so we could offer amendments,
and we have a list of amendments we
wish to offer. We wish to have debate
on those amendments because we think
the impact of this proposal would be
dramatic on the American people and
on the economy and would, in all like-
lihood, not accomplish the goal Sen-
ator BOXER professes to want to accom-
plish.

If in fact we impose this Draconian
bureaucracy and this huge expense on
the American people, and our competi-
tors in China and India are not going
to do it, we are going to put people out
of work in Texas while people in China
and India are going to continue to do
what they are doing now and enjoying
the prosperity caused by their access
to the energy which they need to grow
their economy. This bill would do noth-
ing to impose the same restrictions on
them, the same high prices on them
that the Congress proposes to impose
on the American people, including my
constituents.

So rather than increasing gas prices
by 147 percent, I would hope our friends
on the other side of the aisle would re-
consider and let us take up that most
urgent issue in the minds of most of
our constituents: How do we bring
down the price of gas at the pump? I
suggest the first thing we should do is
take advantage of the natural re-
sources God has given this great coun-
try of ours, which Congress has put out
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of bounds because of the moratorium
on that development going back to, I
believe, 1982.

Mr. President, I yield the floor

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WHITEHOUSE). The Senator from OKkla-
homa.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, how

much time do we have on our side?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first
30 minutes has expired. It is now the
majority’s time.

Mr. INHOFE. I thank the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.

REMEMBERING SENATOR CRAIG
THOMAS

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I
wish to add my voice of love, respect,
and a very deep feeling of comradeship
with the good Senator from Wyoming
who has died—Senator Thomas. My
family has been associated with Wyo-
ming for many years. In a sense, their
Senators have been Senators whom we
have related to. Senator Thomas, Sen-
ator ENZI, now a new Senator, these
are people we feel very strongly about.
I have particularly strong feelings
about both—about Senator ENZI be-
cause of his willingness to come to a
coal mine in West Virginia and actu-
ally write a bill that rewrote 30 years
of our mine inspection laws, and Sen-
ator Thomas simply because as mem-
ber of the Finance Committee he was
always an even, steady voice—level-
headed. You could trust him. He was
totally a man of his word, and I will
miss him greatly.

———————

PREWAR IRAQ INTELLIGENCE

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I
am pleased to report to the Senate that
the Senate Intelligence Committee has
completed its review of prewar intel-
ligence related to Iraq. Today the com-
mittee filed with the Senate and re-
leased to the public the two final re-
ports of what has been called phase 2 of
the review. One of these reports exam-
ines the public statements of senior
policymakers prior to the war and
compares those statements to the in-
telligence that was available to those
senior policymakers at the time they
made those statements. The second re-
port looks at the intelligence activities
of individuals working for the Office of
the Under Secretary of Defense Policy.

The first of these reports, report on
public statements, has obviously been
the most controversial aspect of the
committee’s work on prewar intel-
ligence. That was inevitable. Much has
been said and much has been written
since the beginning of the war about
how we got into it. In the end, the com-
mittee did conclude that the adminis-
tration repeatedly presented intel-
ligence as fact, when in reality it was
unsubstantiated and often contradicted
what they were saying, or even was
nonexistent.

The committee’s July 2004 report
found that the prewar assessments on
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