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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

————
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore.
The Republican leader is recognized.

HEALTH CARE WEEK X, DAY IITI

Mr. MCcCONNELL. Mr. President,
Senators are still hashing out the de-
tails of the Democrat health care pro-
posal that they plan to bring to the
floor, and it isn’t getting any better.

Americans wanted us to work to-
gether on reforms that improve the
system we have. What they are getting
instead is a bill that creates an en-
tirely different system in which gov-
ernment plays a bigger and bigger role
in people’s health care decisions. They
are slapping this plan together as
quickly as possible, and then they are
going to force it on the American peo-
ple whether they like it or not. That is
what is going on this week in the hear-
ing room of the Finance Committee.

Supporters of this bill are watching
the clock. They know the longer it sits
out there, the more Americans will op-
pose this trillion-dollar experiment
that cuts Medicare, raises taxes, and
threatens the health care choices that
millions of Americans now enjoy. That
is why they struck down a common-
sense amendment this week that would
have given the American people 72-
hours to look at the details of this leg-
islation.

They are rushing it through, hoping
no one gets to see the fine print. Why
else would they deny this 72-hour
amendment that gives people the time
they need to read a 1,000-page bill? Why
else would they be dismissing anyone
who raises a peep of opposition? Why
else would they be asking people to for-
ward fishy e-mails to the White House?
And why else would the administration
order an investigation into a private
company for telling its clients the
truth about what this legislation would
mean for them?

More and more, it seem like sup-
porters of this legislation just don’t be-
lieve that the American people know
what is best for themselves, so they
want to keep them in the dark about
the details. But that is not the way de-
mocracy works. And that is why Re-
publicans sent a letter to the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services
yesterday calling on the HHS Sec-
retary to rescind the gag order that it
placed on companies that want to tell
seniors how health care legislation will
affect them. Seniors deserve to know
what is in this bill, and insurers should
be free to tell them.

But until that gag rule is lifted, we
will tell seniors ourselves, because it
hits them hard. It cuts services that
millions of seniors currently enjoy. It
could force seniors off the plans they
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have with nearly $140 billion in cuts to
one popular Medicare plan; it calls for
nearly $120 billion in Medicare cuts for
hospitals that care for seniors; more
than $40 billion in cuts to home health
agencies; and nearly $8 billion in cuts
to hospice care.

Everyone agrees Medicare needs re-
form. This isn’t reform. Lawmakers
want to use Medicare as a piggy bank
to pay for their experiment, and sen-
iors are going to suffer for it. The re-
sponse we keep getting from the ad-
ministration is that hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars in cuts to Medicare
won’t affect services. Who can blame
seniors for scratching their heads over
that one? How do you cut half a tril-
lion dollars from something without
anybody noticing the difference? Sen-
iors, rightly, just aren’t buying it.

Americans want reform. They want
lower costs. They want greater access
for people without insurance. And they
want Congress to deliver commonsense
solutions to all these problems. What
they are getting instead is a trillion-
dollar experiment that cuts Medicare,
raises taxes, and threatens the health
care options that millions of Ameri-
cans now enjoy. And they are being
told it all has to be done as fast as pos-
sible to meet some artificial deadline
that no one can explain.

Americans want us to slow down, and
Congress is putting its foot on the ac-
celerator. Americans want to know
what this bill would mean for them,
and Congress won’t let them read it be-
fore a vote, won’t even allow them 72-
hours to look over the details of a 1,000
page piece of legislation that will af-
fect one of the most significant aspects
of their lives. Americans have concerns
about what they’re hearing, and they
are being told to shut up, sit down, and
take the health care we give you.

This is precisely the kind of conde-
scending attitude from lawmakers in
Washington that ordinary Americans
are tired of. This is the kind of thing
they are protesting and speaking out
against across the country. And over
the last few months, Congress hasn’t
given them any reason to believe that
their concerns aren’t exactly right.

I yield the floor.

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

————

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.
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Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———
FAA REAUTHORIZATION ACT

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, last
evening the Senate passed a 3-month
extension—until December 31—of the
Federal Aviation Administration reau-
thorization bill, and I wanted to men-
tion a word about that.

The 3-month extension is necessary
because the authorization ends at the
end of this month, September 30. This
is such an important issue, so I hope
we are able to find time on the floor of
the Senate—I have talked to the ma-
jority leader, Senator REID, about find-
ing time on the floor to consider the
FAA reauthorization bill, which in-
cludes important provisions to mod-
ernize our air traffic control system.

Let me talk about the process for
getting a bill considered on the floor
just for a moment. It has been difficult
here to get things done on the floor of
the Senate. Sometimes we have had co-
operation, sometimes not. Sometimes
on very noncontroversial things we
have had to file cloture just on the mo-
tion to proceed. It takes 2 days to get
cloture, have a vote on cloture, and
then the minority has insisted on 30
hours postcloture. So you have to take
the better part of a week just to get to
a piece of legislation, even the non-
controversial ones. So my hope would
be that perhaps we could get more co-
operation particularly when it comes
to passing the FAA Reauthorization
Act.

The FAA Reauthorization Act is
critically important because we need
to modernize the air traffic control
system. I chair the Aviation Sub-
committee, and that is why I wish to
bring this bill to the floor, along with
my colleague, Senator ROCKEFELLER,
and move rather rapidly on the issue of
modernization of the air traffic control
system.

We are still flying using ground-
based radar systems that have been
around for a long time. Previously, I
described on the floor of the Senate
that when flying began in this country
and we started to haul mail by air-
planes, planes could only fly during the
day when the pilot could see. Then
eventually they began flying at night
by building big bonfires 50 or 100 miles
out so the pilot could see the direction
they were supposed to head. Then, with
more sophistication, we developed
ground-based radar and we put tran-
sponders in an airplane which send sig-
nals to a radar on the ground, and that
radar then puts a little signal on a
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screen that says: Here is where the air-
plane is. Well, that is all fine, except in
most cases it’s actually: This is where
the airplane was. Because for the next
7 seconds that jet is elsewhere. It is
moving. So you have a single dot on a
ground-based radar system, and the
transponder says, here is where that jet
airplane is, but it is really not there
anymore. It is there for just a nano-
second, and during the rest of the
sweep of the radar that airplane is
somewhere else.

We need to go to an entirely new sys-
tem. Europe and the United States are
both moving to a system that uses GPS
so that we know exactly where that
airplane is. It is a much more effective
system and a safer system. It will save
energy. It will allow airlines to fly
more direct routes, so it will save time
for passengers. It will be better for the
environment because planes will be
using less energy. All of that is true.
But we can’t get there until we pass
the provisions that move the FAA for-
ward with modernization that are part
of the FAA reauthorization bill.

I and others have worked on this for
a long time. We extended the existing
reauthorization last evening until the
end of the year, but between now and
then we need to pass the reauthoriza-
tion bill through the Senate so that we
can conference it with the House and
get a bill to the President.

It also includes provisions dealing
with safety. For example, I have
chaired two hearings on the tragic ac-
cident in Buffalo, NY, with the Colgan
Air flight in which many lives were
lost. We have included in this legisla-
tion issues dealing with the FAA and
the issues of pilot fatigue, crew rest,
pilot training, and other issues dealing
with safety that are very important.

We also include the Passengers’ Bill
of Rights, which some of my colleagues
have worked on for a long while. I in-
cluded that in the mark that has now
passed the Commerce Committee. It in-
cludes, for example, one little piece in
the Passengers’ Bill of Rights says that
if you are on an airplane and you are
stranded someplace on a tarmac, they
can’t keep you more than 3 hours with-
out being required to take you back to
the terminal. We have had examples—
tragic examples, I should say—of peo-
ple being stuck on an airplane for way
too many hours and not allowed to
come back to the terminal. Well, we
put a provision in here dealing with
that which relates to the Passengers’
Bill of Rights.

My point is this: This is important to
passengers, it is important to the air-
lines, and it is important to our coun-
try to get this done and get it done
right. My fervent hope is that we will
get time on the schedule and get it
through the Senate so that we can get
it to conference with the House of Rep-
resentatives and see if we can get done
what should have been done 2 years
ago. It is called the Air Traffic Control
Modernization Program. It is part of
the FAA Reauthorization Act, and it is
very important for this country.
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ENERGY

Mr. President, I want to talk just for
a moment about energy. I know we
have been spending a lot of time deal-
ing with health care. I believe the Fi-
nance Committee is meeting and work-
ing on a health care bill, as we speak,
and that is important to continue that
work. Another important issue for the
Senate to address is energy. I want to
talk just for a moment about the need
for an expanded energy program in this
country and a new set of energy poli-
cies. Just as we have reported an FAA
reauthorization bill, we have also re-
ported a bill out of the Senate Energy
Committee. I worked with Senator
BINGAMAN and others on a bipartisan
bill, and we have reported a very im-
portant bill out of the Energy Com-
mittee which is now on the Senate cal-
endar. If we can pass it in the Senate
and House, resolve the differences, and
have the President sign it, this legisla-
tion can move us in the direction to-
ward addressing the climate change.
But it also makes us less dependent
upon foreign energy, thus improving
our energy and our national security
situation.

Here are the issues. We produce mil-
lions of barrels of oil every single day
by sucking it out of our planet. We
stick little straws in the dirt, and we
suck oil out at a rate of about 85 mil-
lion barrels a day. Think about a globe
in your office or someplace at school
and look at where we are relative to
the size of the planet. Even though we
produce 85 million barrels a day for the
world, one-fourth of it comes to this
patch called the United States of
America. We use one-fourth of all the
oil that is sucked out of our planet
every single day, so we have a pro-
digious appetite for energy.

That is not surprising. Everything we
do uses energy, and we are an advanced
industrial country. We get up in the
morning and turn on a switch and the
light goes on. We plug in an electric
razor and shave. We use it for the cof-
fee maker or for the toaster by using
electricity. We open the refrigerator
which keeps the food cool all the time.
We get in our cars, put a key in the ig-
nition and ignite an engine with prob-
ably 250 horses to take us to work or to
get a doughnut and coffee. We are un-
believable users of energy, and we do
not even think much about it. But if
tomorrow morning we awoke and none
of that energy were available, our lives
would change in a dramatic way.

Now think of this: Although we need
one-fourth of 85 million barrels of oil
today, brought to this country, almost
70 percent of the oil we use is produced
elsewhere. Some of it is produced in
countries that do not like us very
much. Then in addition to nearly 70
percent being produced elsewhere,
about 70 percent of the oil in this coun-
try is used in the transportation sec-
tor. So those are the elements of things
that ought to concern us. How do we
deal with all of this?

What we need to do is produce more
energy at home. We also need to
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produce different kinds of energy. I
happen to believe we ought to produce
virtually every kind of energy to the
extent that we can do so, and do it with
an eye and understanding on how that
impacts climate change issues. We
should be attending to and producing
more renewable energy—including
wind, solar, biomass and other renew-
able resources. Developing renewables
will move us in the direction of ad-
dressing climate change.

So here is what we have done in the
Energy Committee. We have produced
a piece of legislation that maximizes
the use of renewable energy.

Here is a picture of wind turbines.
They are plentiful in my State and in
many other States as well. We are tak-
ing energy from the wind and pro-
ducing electricity. When we put up a
turbine, it can blow for 10 years, 20
years or 50 years so that we are getting
energy from the wind. It is renewable,
increasingly reliable, carbon free, and
very protective of the environment.

By producing electricity from the
wind, solar or biomass resources, we
are capable of extending and expanding
our energy supply and in many ways,
making us less dependent on foreign oil
or energy that comes from foreign
sources. This is especially true as we
work to electrify our transportation
system.

One of the things we did with respect
to wind energy is, for the first time in
the Senate Energy bill, establish a na-
tional renewable electricity standard.
We said we believe there ought to be a
requirement of how much of our na-
tion’s electricity should come from re-
newable energy. So we have a 15-per-
cent requirement. When we get a bill to
the Senate floor, we ought to increase
it to a 20-percent requirement where 5
percent is for energy efficiency and 15
percent is for renewable energy. 1
would like to see if we can strengthen
that standard which came out of the
Energy Committee. But at least the
first renewable electricity standard of
15 percent is in the committee passed
bill. It is very important that we a
starting point for where we want to be.

There is this old saying: If you don’t
care where you are, you are never lost.
That is very true for public policy in
this country. If you don’t care where
you are, then you don’t set goals. But
we should set goals because we are un-
believably and dangerously dependent
on energy from other countries. That
doesn’t make any sense to me, so we
must maximize the production of re-
newable energy.

The problem is where the Sun shines
or where the wind blows and where we
can produce electricity from the wind
and the Sun may not necessarily be
where we most need the energy. What
we need to do is produce energy where
we can and move it to the load centers
where they need the electricity. So we
have a transmission piece in this en-
ergy legislation which is very impor-
tant because it essentially will create
an interstate highway of transmission
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capability to maximize the production
of renewable energy and move it to
where it is needed, the load centers.

We cannot seem to produce or build
transmission capabilities at this point
to the scale we need it. We have—we
built 11,000 miles of natural gas pipe-
lines in the last 9 years in this country
to move natural gas, but we have only
been able to build 668 miles of inter-
state, high voltage transmission lines.
We just can’t get it done. There are 100
different ways for people to say no. We
put a transmission piece in this legisla-
tion which will move us down the road
to maximize the production and the
movement of renewable energy. This is
a positive step for this country.

Here is a chart that describes what
has happened with domestic production
and use of petroleum in our country
from 1981 to today. It is pretty clear
from this graph what has happened,
and this ever growing gap is what
makes us dangerously dependent on
foreign oil. We use a lot of oil, and we
are unbelievably dependent on foreign
oil. As I indicated, some of it is from
countries that don’t like us very much,
and that is not smart at all.

The Energy bill passed in the Energy
Committee awaiting floor action is leg-
islation that contains an amendment I
successfully offered that would open
access to the eastern gulf of Mexico
which is closed for oil and gas produc-
tion. It would open it for oil and gas
production. That is very important be-
cause there are substantial amounts of
production available to us in this re-
gion.

Down in the Cuban waters we have
this misguided embargo against Cuba
for the last 50 years that has not
worked. It continues, and at the same
time, the Cubans are opening their wa-
ters for oil and gas production to com-
panies based in other countries. We un-
derstand there is about a half million
barrels a day for production available
in these waters. The Spanish are there,
the Indians are there, Canada is there—
they are all seeking to develop the re-
sources, but American o0il companies
can’t because of that embargo. That
makes no sense to me, and we ought to
remove that embargo, in my judgment.
But the point is, the bill I have just de-
scribed actually opens a substantial
area for additional oil and gas produc-
tion that came from an amendment
passed with bipartisan support.

Here is another chart describing
where we get our energy. It includes
coal, petroleum, natural gas, hydro-
electric, renewables, and nuclear. I
happen to think to the extent that we
can, even as we take action to protect
our environment, we ought to consider
all types of energy to make us less de-
pendent on foreign energy.

Coal—I recognize, by using coal to
produce energy, we release carbon into
the atmosphere. That is difficult when
we are dealing with a need to address
climate change. In the appropriations
committee I chair on energy and water,
what we are doing is making sure we
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are investing in finding ways to remove
the carbon from fossil energy. I believe
it can be done. I believe one day we will
have a near-zero emission, coal-fired,
electric-generating plant.

I think we ought to do a lot of every-
thing and do it well. I believe there are
s0 many exciting things going on that
will alter our future, if we just keep in-
vesting in them and make them hap-
pen.

I want to show a chart that is kind of
a Byzantine chart, actually. This
might not mean much to anybody at
first glance, but this is algae. It is sin-
gle-cell pond scum. We have all seen in
very common places, especially those
of us who grew up in rural areas. In a
pond when the Sun shines we will see
this film develop, this green slimy stuff
in a pond. It is pond scum, right?
Algae.

When I became chairman of the En-
ergy and Water Appropriations Sub-
committee, I restarted the algae re-
search work that had been discon-
tinued for 15 years. Why would we re-
search algae? Here is why: Because if
CO, is a problem in coal-burning or fos-
sil-fired plants, what we can do with it
is take the CO, from the facility and
feed it into a big old greenhouse. We
can grow algae because algae grows
with sunlight, water, and CO,. We get
rid of the CO, by feeding it into and
growing the algae, then harvesting the
algae and producing a diesel fuel. We
take the CO,, which is a problem be-
cause we want to protect the atmos-
phere.

There is research going on right now
in which I believe Exxon and Dr. Craig
Venter are working on for new algae
research. They are taking the algae
and excreting the lipids which, with
little manipulation, would then be-
come petroleum projects. Dr. Venter
was also one of several leading sci-
entists involved in the research to map
the human genome which gave us the
first owners manual for the human
body. Dr. Venter and Dr. Francis Col-
lins are remarkable Americans. He is
now doing research in which people are
trying to determine how to create syn-
thetic microbes that would consume
coal and, in the process of consuming
coal, leave methane gas behind.

Isn’t that interesting? Isn’t it some-
thing, if we could have synthetic mi-
crobes turn coal into gas by consuming
the coal? I don’t know what the future
holds for all of this. I do know this.
The Energy bill we have passed in our
Energy Committee builds on a lot of
these interesting and important ideas,
and I believe does it well. While I
haven’t mentioned nuclear, there are
loan guarantee funds and other incen-
tives that Congress has already passed
to try to build some of the first few nu-
clear projects, which obviously don’t
produce carbon.

I think it is important that we recog-
nize we should do a lot of things, do
them well, make us less dependent on
foreign o0il, protect the environment,
and provide greater national security
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and energy security as a result. That is
the point of it all.

The reason I have described all this—
I come from a State that produces a lot
of energy and I am on the Energy Com-
mittee. I am the second ranking Demo-
crat on the committee. I am also chair-
man of the appropriations sub-
committee that funds all energy and
water projects, and that is a great op-
portunity for me because I come from a
State that produces a lot of energy. We
have virtually every form of energy. In
the western half of that State, we
produce a lot of oil and natural gas. We
produce a lot of coal. We also have a
great deal of wind and biomass. In fact
we have more wind than any State in
America. According to the Department
of Energy, we are the Saudi Arabia of
wind.

Also, we have a plant that uses lig-
nite coal and produces from lignite
coal synthetic natural gas. It is the
only plant of its kind in the United
States. We take CO, from that facility,
put it in a pipeline to inject into the
oil fields in Canada. We are taking CO,,
sequestering it, selling it, using it in
enhanced oil recovery because a very
small amount of oil a new oil field is
actually brought up until we use addi-
tional means to move it. We can do
that by injecting it with CO, which
stays in the ground. Then we can bring
up a lot more oil. We are doing all
these things.

The reason I wanted to talk about
this today is we need to get that En-
ergy bill to the floor of the Senate, get
it passed, get it to the President for
signature. It is a significant first step
in the direction of addressing climate
change but is also a significant step in
making us less dependent on foreign
oil.

Senator BINGAMAN and Senator MUR-
KOWSKI, the chairman and ranking
member of the Energy Committee,
worked with me and other Members for
many months to produce this legisla-
tion. Some say let’s merge it with cli-
mate change.

We should put this energy bill and
climate change together and bring it to
the floor for a debate. Well, you know
what. I have said I think it would be
far more beneficial, as a matter of
practical policy, to bring the Energy
bill to the Senate floor, pass it, put
that progress in the bank because it is
a significant stride toward addressing
climate change, then follow that up
with a climate change bill behind that.

I know some have interpreted my re-
marks as saying I do not support cli-
mate change legislation. Well, I have
already spoken on the floor to clarify
that point. I do not support a cap-and-
trade bill as it relates to the market
trade portion of cap and trade.

I do not intend and do not have any
interest in consigning the price of en-
ergy tomorrow to the decisions in a $1
trillion carbon securities market that
will be populated by investment banks
and speculators today that are going to
tell us what they believe the price of
carbon should be tomorrow.
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I have had way too much acquaint-
ance with markets that are broken and
markets that do not work in recent
years to believe that is what we ought
to do. I do believe there is something
significant happening with respect to
our climate changing. I believe this
country should take, at a minimum, a
series of important ‘‘no regret’ steps
in addressing those issues.

But I have great difficulty with those
who believe we should do cap-and-trade
bill when you talk about carbon mark-
ing trading, given the experience we
have had in recent years in other mar-
kets. We have discovered that time on
the Senate floor is evaporating quickly
because health care is taking longer
than one would have expected.

We must also do financial reform. I
would hope that financial reforms
come after health care. My own view is
we do financial reform first this year
because that would have established
the foundation by which people could
have confidence in the system that
steered this country’s economy into
the ditch. I have expressed this to the
President.

But I understand health care is a
very serious problem as well. So we
need to consider health care and finan-
cial reform. I also hope we can consider
the issue of FAA reauthorization; all
these things and others are needed to
be done before the end of the year. The
majority leader understands all of
that, is working very hard to try to fit
the pieces of that puzzle into the time
available.

My only point for expressing the
point on the floor is that I would very
much hate to lose some important
work on energy that affects virtually
every form of energy, including energy
efficiency, the first ever national RES,
more transmission, additional access
to oil, and more that will make us less
dependent on foreign oil and start to
address climate change.

All of that is part of a plan that I
think is a plan that will advance the
interests of this country. So my hope is
that in the coming weeks, as we think
through and talk through what should
be our agenda in the near future, my
hope is we can find a way to move
these important parts of an energy bill.

This, I think, should represent a sig-
nificant opportunity for bipartisanship
at a time when there has been precious
little. Too little bipartisanship exists
right now. But if there is any area in
which most of us would believe our
country’s best interests reside, it has
to be producing more energy and doing
it the right way, protecting our envi-
ronment at the same time. That is very
much what this Energy bill strives to
do.

It will advance our country’s inter-
ests, and so my hope is that when the
calendar turns for the new year, we
will have sent to the President’s desk
an energy policy that has a lot to com-
mend in it for this country’s future. I
visited personally with the President,
the Majority Leader and others about
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this idea and commit to working with
them on it.

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KAUFMAN). The clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. DORGAN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

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

———

NATIONAL MESOTHELIOMA
AWARENESS DAY

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. Res. 288 submitted earlier
today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 288) Designating Sep-
tember 26, 2009, as ‘‘National Mesothelioma
Awareness Day.”’

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed
to, the motions to reconsider be laid
upon the table, with no interviewing
action or debate, and any statements
be printed in the RECORD.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. REs. 288

Whereas mesothelioma is a terminal can-
cer related to exposure to asbestos that af-
fects the lining of the lungs, abdomen, heart,
or testicles;

Whereas workers who are exposed to asbes-
tos on a daily basis over a long period of
time are most at risk, but even short-term
exposures to asbestos can cause the disease;

Whereas exposure to asbestos for as little
as 1 month can cause mesothelioma 20 to 50
years later;

Whereas asbestos was used in the construc-
tion of virtually all office buildings, public
schools, and homes built before 1975, and
more than 3,000 products sold in the United
States contain asbestos;

Whereas there is no known safe level of ex-
posure to asbestos;

Whereas millions of workers in the United
States have been, and continue to be, ex-
posed to dangerous levels of asbestos;

Whereas the National Institutes of Health
reported to Congress in 2006 that mesothe-
lioma is a difficult disease to detect, diag-
nose, and treat;

Whereas the National Cancer Institute rec-
ognizes a clear need for new treatments to
improve the outlook for patients with meso-
thelioma and other asbestos-related diseases;

Whereas the need to develop treatments
for mesothelioma was overlooked for dec-
ades;

Whereas even the best available treat-
ments for mesothelioma typically have only

288) was
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a very limited effect, and a person diagnosed
with mesothelioma is expected to survive be-
tween 8 and 14 months;

Whereas mesothelioma has claimed the
lives of such heroes and public servants as
Admiral Elmo Zumwalt, Jr., and Congress-
man Bruce F. Vento;

Whereas many mesothelioma victims were
exposed to asbestos while serving in the
Navy;

Whereas it is believed that many of the
firefighters, police officers, and rescue work-
ers who served at Ground Zero on September
11, 2001, may be at increased risk of con-
tracting mesothelioma in the future; and

Whereas cities and localities throughout
the United States will recognize September
26, 2009, as ‘‘Mesothelioma Awareness Day’’:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates September 26, 2009, as ‘‘Na-
tional Mesothelioma Awareness Day’’; and

(2) calls on the people of the United States,
Federal departments and agencies, States,
localities, organizations, and media to ob-
serve National Mesothelioma Awareness day
with appropriate ceremonies and activities.

————

RECESS

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
stand in recess until 3:15.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 12:10 p.m., recessed until 3:15 p.m.
and reassembled when called to order
by the Presiding Officer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii.

Mr. INOUYE. 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. 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.

————

ENERGY SECURITY THROUGH
TRANSPARENCY ACT

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to discuss a bill that will in-
crease energy security and combat pov-
erty through greater transparency in
the oil, gas and mining industries.

This week, Senator LUGAR and I,
along with Senators SCHUMER, WICKER
and FEINGOLD, introduced the Energy
Security Through Transparency Act.
This legislation will require all compa-
nies listed on U.S. exchanges to dis-
close their payments to foreign govern-
ments for the extraction of oil, gas and
minerals on a country-by-country
basis. This disclosure would apply to
all companies that file with the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, SEC,
regardless of where they are based, and
would be added to existing SEC re-
quirements.

This legislation will set a new inter-
national standard for corporate and
State behavior.

With this bill, we are changing the
paradigm within the world’s oil, gas
and mining companies operate, and,
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