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We don’t have 8 million Federal em-
ployees, but we have 8 million people
when we add in retirees and dependents
and so forth. We are part of this big
health care purchasing pool. We get
lower prices.

It is not free. We pay about 28 per-
cent of the cost of our premiums as
Federal employees and servants, if you
will, to people in our respective States,
and our employers, the taxpayers, pay
the other 72 percent or so.

But what we are going to do is pro-
vide the opportunity for individuals,
for families, for businesses—small and
midsize businesses—all over the coun-
try, in less than 24 months, to be able
to join a similar kind of purchasing
pool. We are going to start them, and
every State—New Hampshire, Dela-
ware, Alabama, and every other
State—will have the opportunity to
have their own large purchasing pool
to be able to take advantage of lower
administrative costs.

The administrative costs for our Fed-
eral Employees Health Benefits Plan is
$3 out of every $100 of the cost of the
premium. So $3 out of every $100 of pre-
mium costs goes for administration. In
most plans for individuals, for families
and small businesses, it is more like 20
or 30 percent. So 3 percent for our large
purchasing pool, and we will have those
available, in fact, in every State.

The other thing we have going for us
in the Federal Employees Health Bene-
fits Plan is we use private health insur-
ance plans. We are not using socialized
medicine or stuff like that. The private
health insurance plans in the country
can sign up and say they want to be
able to offer their plans to the folks
who are Federal employees with de-
pendents, to Federal retirees, and so we
can choose among them. So there is a
lot of competition between those
health insurance companies, and we
get the benefit from that competition.
It drives down cost. Competition helps
drive down cost and improves the range
of opportunities.

The other thing I like about the law
is that, for the most part, insurance
can’t be sold across State lines. But we
make an exception. I will use Delaware
as an example. We are boundaried on
the west by Maryland, to the north by
Pennsylvania, and to the east by New
Jersey. When we establish our own
health insurance pool in 2014, we will
have about 900,000 people. So we will
have a huge health insurance pool, but
we are sure not going to have 8 million
people.

But what we will have under the law
is the opportunity to create an inter-
state compact between Maryland or
Delaware or Delaware and Pennsyl-
vania or Delaware and New Jersey or
maybe all of the above and have a
multistate purchasing pool or ex-
change. The great thing about this ap-
proach is we, No. 1, will have a bigger
pool, which will drive down administra-
tive costs and increase the competi-
tion.

The health care that would be avail-
able in Delaware plans could be offered
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in Maryland, could be offered in Penn-
sylvania or offered in New Jersey. So
we would have a larger purchasing
pool, more competition, and a better
deal for the consumer. I think that is
another part of the heart and soul.

So two things, and I will close on this
and then turn to what I came to the
floor to talk about. But I was inspired
by my friend from Alabama. In terms
of the key reforms in the health care
legislation, No. 1, move away from fee-
for-service—just paying for treating
people when they are sick. Migrate
away from that. We still need to treat
people when they are sick, but migrate
to a system like we have at Mayo,
Cleveland Clinic, Geisinger, Inter-
mountain Health, and Kaiser
Permanente where they focus on how
we keep people well. Focus on preven-
tion and wellness and focus on treating
people in a coordinated fashion as a
team, not as individual providers. Very
smart.

The other key element is this idea of
creating these large purchasing pools
and trying to incentivize people to be
part of the health care delivery system
by taking better care of themselves. So
those are the two keys.

———

GAS PRICES

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, I
want to switch gears and talk a little
about gas prices. Madam President, I
don’t know what kind of vehicle you
drive most of your miles in while in
New Hampshire. The vehicle I drive
most of my miles in, and have been
driving in Delaware for 11 years now, is
a Town and Country Chrysler minivan.
When I stepped down as Governor in
2001, my old Chevrolet Corsica was
about 12 or 13 years old, and my wife
said: Don’t you think it is about time
to get something new? So I took my
oldest son Christopher, who was about
12 at the time, and I said: Let’s go out
and shop for a new car. I thought it
would be a man thing, a dad and son
thing.

So we went out and drove Porsches,
we drove Ferraris, and we bought a 2001
Chrysler Town and Country minivan,
which he laments to this day. Anyway,
fast-forward 11 years, and we had a
meeting yesterday morning, as you
know, with the CEO of Chrysler-Fiat,
and I mentioned at the meeting that
we bought this vehicle when I stepped
down as Governor, and 11 years later—
later this week—the odometer will re-
flect the numbers 300,000 and counting.
It will have over 300,000 miles. We are
going to go over 300,000 miles. So it was
built to last. What a great car, built in
this country, a terrific vehicle. But
when I stopped and got gas last week-
end, we paid about $3.81, and the prices
continue to go up—mostly up, some-
times down, and then back up again.

What I would like to do is talk a lit-
tle about high gas prices and how it
puts pressure on all budgets, including
the budget of my own family. We drive
that vehicle a whole lot and, hopefully,
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will drive it a few more miles before it
is ready do sit more in the driveway
and take a rest.

I want to begin by acknowledging
that I go home just about every night
and talk to people literally almost
every day, morning or evening, in Dela-
ware. I will cover the State this week-
end and for the next week or two dur-
ing our recess, so I hear a lot directly
from the folks I am privileged to rep-
resent about their concerns about gas
prices at the pump and the kind of
pressure it puts on the budgets within
their own families.

I understand gas prices are at their
peak. Actually, they have been higher
than this. I think they were a little
over 4 bucks during part of the Bush
administration, but this is as high as
they have been for some time. It puts a
strain on American families and Amer-
ican businesses, and it threatens to im-
pede or slow down our economic recov-
ery, which is actually moving at a
pretty good pace. Unfortunately, the
solution is not as simple as some would
suggest. If it were, we would not be
having this discussion every year or
two around the same time.

I am asked sometimes: Why don’t we
just drill more in this country? Some
assume high gas prices at the pump
must mean we have slowed down or
stopped drilling at home.

Many are surprised by the answer,
and the answer is we are drilling more
in America. In fact, I believe—correct
me if I am wrong—but we are drilling
more in this country than we have for
at least the last 8 years. Because we
are drilling more, the United States is
now a net oil exporter, not a net oil im-
porter. This country, which for years
we said we are the Saudi Arabia of
coal, is now on its way to becoming the
Saudi Arabia of natural gas. As we
have opened for drilling additional
acres onshore, offshore, off Alaska, and
the gulf, we are in a position to become
a net oil exporter.

The Obama administration has made
available millions of acres for oil and
gas exploration in the last year or two,
approving more than 400 drilling per-
mits since the new safety standards
were put in place. These safety stand-
ards, we may recall, were implemented
to make sure we didn’t have a repeat
oilspill disaster such as the BP oilspill
that occurred almost 2 years ago
today.

We have been joined on the floor by
Senator NELSON of Florida, who re-
members all too well the oil that
washed up in places such as Pensacola,
where I did basic training on my way
to becoming a naval flight officer. But
since we got that straightened out and
put in place tighter restrictions for
drilling safeguards, 400 or so new drill-
ing permits just since then have been
put in place with stronger safety stand-
ards.

As a result, we have a record number
of oil rigs operating right now, more
working oil and gas rigs than the rest
of the world combined. Let me say that
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again. With the changes that have been
made, the increases in permitting in a
year or two, we now have a record
number of oil rigs operating right now,
more working oil and gas rigs than the
rest of the world combined—combined.
Yet of the millions of acres our govern-
ment has allowed for oil and gas devel-
opment, only 25 percent of those acres
are being used for production.

We have a chart that demonstrates
that rather graphically. If you will,
think of all this as the millions of
acres that are available for oil and gas
development in this country. Of all
these in the orange, we have the per-
centage that are producing acres, that
actually have permits and the oil and
gas companies could be drilling; 25 per-
cent of these are producing acres and 75
percent of these are nonproducing
acres. It is not because people are drill-
ing and coming up with dry holes; it is
because, in many cases, they are not
drilling.

Keep that picture in mind. You know
the old saying, a picture is worth a
thousand words. This is worth at least
500, maybe even more than that.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Would the
Senator yield for that point?

Mr. CARPER. I would be happy to
yield.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Would the
Senator believe that in the Gulf of
Mexico, of all the production there, the
percentage is even worse in all those
acres that are under lease, which is 32
million acres.

Mr. CARPER. Just in the gulf?

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Just in the
gulf, 32 million acres. Guess how many
acres are actually drilled and pro-
ducing?

Mr. CARPER. Eight million.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Six million.

Mr. CARPER. Really.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Six. So 26
million acres are under lease in the
Gulf of Mexico and are not being pro-
duced.

Mr. CARPER. I thank the Senator for
that.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Wouldn’t it
suggest that they ought to use it or
lose it?

Mr. CARPER. It certainly would. I
thank the Senator for sharing that
point with us.

So here we are, more drilling in
America, onshore and offshore. We are
no longer a net oil importer. We have
75 million acres that are leased and
have yet to be tapped, and a lot of
those are down in the gulf, as Senator
NELSON suggests. Yet American con-
sumers are still paying more at the
pump.

All the while, the five largest oil
companies, BP, Chevron, Conoco-
Phillips, ExxonMobil, Royal Dutch
Shell Group did pretty well. They made
about $137 billion last year. To top it
off, these companies received billions
of dollars in taxpayer subsidies to drill
for oil and gas, even as they are mak-
ing very healthy—I think record-
breaking—profits.
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This doesn’t make a whole lot of
sense to me, but let me stop. I wish to
be clear on this point. I don’t think
any of us should begrudge the oil and
gas companies their success. They have
a fair amount at risk when they drill
for oil or gas, and it is not a business
without risk. But this is also a business
with enormous payoffs and enormous
rewards for assuming those risks.

But I do question giving away bil-
lions of taxpayer dollars in drilling
subsidies at a time when we are run-
ning record Federal deficits to estab-
lished and successful industries that I
don’t think need a whole lot of finan-
cial incentive to drill more in this
country. If they can make 100 or 110
bucks a barrel or so, that is pretty
good incentive, at least in my mind.

Why? Because at the end of this day,
it is not the solution. We can’t drill our
way out of the situation we are in.

I am told that, today, America con-
sumes some 19.5 million barrels every
day. The primary reason that amount
is so high is because Americans have
very little choice at the pump; and
until recently, we had very little
choice in the automotive showrooms.
That has changed rather dramatically
in 5 years, and it is going to change a
whole lot more. But we can choose be-
tween oil and oil most of the time
when we pull into a gas station to fill
up. Basically, every American driver’s
dollars are a foregone conclusion to the
oil industry.

What do we need to do about this?
How about some choice. Maybe we can
give Americans a choice. In the chart
we have, we have solar. Some of the
new vehicles that are being made actu-
ally have solar panels on their roofs.

Here we have wind. We are har-
nessing a lot of wind around the coun-
try. Hopefully, before long we will har-
ness it off the east coast, maybe from
North Carolina up to Maine, to provide
electricity. It will help provide the
juice they need for these hybrid elec-
tric vehicles that are being made more
and more. We have nuclear. We have a
lot of nuclear in the mid-Atlantic and
the Northeast that can provide elec-
tricity, if you will, the juice, for these
hybrid electric vehicles.

Here, we have companies such as Du-
Pont in our State working with BP to
actually create—not corn ethanol but
ethanol, cellulosic ethanol out of corn
stovers. What is a corn stover? That is
the cornstalk, that is the corncob, that
is the leaf of the corn—and create a
fuel called biobutanol that we will hear
more about in the years to come that
has better energy density than corn
ethanol. It mixes better with gasoline
than corn ethanol. It actually travels
through pipelines. Corn ethanol doesn’t
do that. It is like all the things corn
ethanol is not.

That is the kind of stuff we ought to
be doing. We need to be incentivizing—
not only being involved in the R&D of
that stuff but also encouraging its
being used, and I think market forces
will take it from there, whether the
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choice is natural gas, converting large
diesel vehicles into using natural gas,
electricity from clean energy or
biofuels or nuclear.

For the first time in 30 years, the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission has just
approved the construction of two nu-
clear powerplants. We went 30 years
without building a new nuclear power-
plant. Two are underway right now
down in Georgia. They use a new de-
sign called the AP-1000, also just ap-
proved by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. The new design is one
that literally shuts down a nuclear
plant. If we have a hurricane or if we
have an earthquake or if we have a tsu-
nami, basically it shuts itself down. We
don’t have to worry about the problems
they had in Fukushima, where they
lost communication, where they lost
the pumping system, where all this and
that happened, everything that could
go wrong went wrong. These systems
under the AP-1000 basically shut down
by themselves. It is a much smarter ap-
proach, and it is the way the two new
powerplants in Georgia are going to be
built. That is part of the solution as
well.

But we need investments in new fuels
and investments in new vehicles and
new infrastructure to use these new
American-made alternative fuels. We
already have vehicles that can run on
biofuels and natural gas and elec-
tricity. We had the folks from the U.S.
Navy in the other day, including some
people from down in Florida, and they
are flying Navy airplanes, Air Force
airplanes, using a 50-50 mixture of jet
fuel and biofuel and with no degrada-
tion in performance. We need to make
those vehicles—whether they are air-
craft or cars, trucks, and vans—make
those vehicles and the fuels for those
vehicles more available to the Amer-
ican people, in this case our Armed
Forces. We need a choice. We need a
greater choice than what we have had,
and the bill offered by Senator MENEN-
DEZ actually starts to give us that
choice.

I am getting close to the end, so let
me just say that instead of giving bil-
lions of dollars to oil companies to con-
tinue what they are already doing, why
don’t we put some Federal dollars in to
work to allow real choices at the
pump? It turns out that some of the
folks who are doing some cutting-edge
work in this turn out to be some of
these o0il companies. Some of the best
biofuels work is being done by, I think,
outfits like BP and Shell. Rather than
incentivize them just to drill more,
why don’t we incentivize them to come
up with alternative and biofuels and
other kinds of renewable forms of en-
ergy? They shouldn’t be cut out of
that. They are energy companies. They
are not just oil and gas companies.
Let’s incentivize them to create en-
ergy.

I wish to go back a couple years. I
wish to go back to 2002. T am told that
from 2002 to 2010, Chevron spent some-
thing like roughly $4.5 billion globally;
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from 2002 to 2010 they did it on research
and development for renewables and al-
ternatives including geothermal,
biofuels, advanced batteries, wind and
solar, as well as on energy-efficient
measures. That is about $4.4 billion.

In 2010 alone, ExxonMobil invested
about $67 million in research and devel-
opment in oil alternatives, mainly in
algae research. That same year, BP
spent $284 million. ConocoPhillips
spent something like $34 million on re-
search and development and dem-
onstrations in alternative fuels.

Again, the idea is these o0il companies
are doing R&D. Why don’t we
incentivize them to do R&D for renew-
able fuel, not oil and gas. Oil and gas,
at $100 a barrel, $90 a barrel, they don’t
need a whole lot in terms of incentives
to drill. Let’s incentivize them to do
the renewable fuels.

I wish to be mindful of our time and
be mindful of my colleague waiting.
Let’s close by saying let’s put Federal
dollars into choices at the pump that
are developed in America. I will say
that again.

We are taking money from the Treas-
ury. We are using that money to
incentivize the creation of more en-
ergy—in some cases more fuel. Rather
than just incentivizing creation of tra-
ditional fuel that comes out of the
ground, the oil, why don’t we
incentivize some of those same o0il
companies and a bunch of folks that
aren’t oil companies to create renew-
able fuels, the kind I just mentioned,
that will be produced in America, that
will help us lower our costs and create
jobs while they are doing it?

If we want an apple today, when is
the best time to plant a tree? The best
time to plant a tree is probably 10
years ago, perhaps 6 years ago, if we
nurture and care for that tree. That is
what we are dealing with today. We
need to start investing today for the
choices in lower utility costs at the
pump tomorrow.

As to building of the Keystone Pipe-
line, which is supported by some, op-
posed by others—the southern part of
that is actually underway. The rest is
going to be going through an approval
process and should be worked out with-
in the next year—is not going to solve
the price at the pump today. What we
need is what we call an all-of-the-above
approach—an all-of-the-above ap-
proach—which includes nuclear, in-
cludes offshore wind, onshore wind, in-
cludes biofuels, solar, natural gas in
big diesel vehicles that we transform to
take natural gas—all of the above.

That is what we need to do. We need
to nurture new investments for alter-
native fuels so we can see the economic
gains sooner rather than later. I think
Senator MENENDEZ’s legislation does
that. That is why I am calling on my
colleagues to support that kind of ap-
proach, whether it is this particular
approach or something similar to that.

That pretty much wraps up what I
want to say. I want to thank my friend
from Florida for being a voice of reason
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on this subject. This is a guy who is
good on just using some common sense.

My dad was a naval chief petty offi-
cer for 30-some years. He used to say to
my sister and me: Just use some com-
mon sense. We must not have had
much as kids because he sure said it a
lot. But I think the commonsense ap-
proach is an all-of-the-above approach.
We need to do all of the above, and we
need to incentivize the oil companies
and a lot of other folks not just to drill
for oil but actually to make sure there
are good alternatives to that.

With that I yield to my friend and
colleague and bid you adieu.

I thank the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Madam
President, I came to the floor to talk
about an outstanding citizen in our
State. But before I do, while my col-
league is here, I just want to thank
him for a very well-reasoned state-
ment.

What we need is overall income tax
code reform. My colleague from Dela-
ware and I have the privilege of sitting
on the Finance Committee. Even
though the prospects for Tax Code re-
form are very slim between now and
the election, perhaps shortly thereafter
we can get about the seriousness of the
Tax Code, making it more fair, more
simple, taking revenue that otherwise
escapes the Treasury because it goes
into all these tax preferences called tax
expenditures, tax loopholes, and use
that revenue to lower everybody’s
rates, including the individual rates
and the corporate rates.

That is eminently common sense.
The reason I want to point this out is
because our friend from Delaware has
just pointed out one of those loopholes
in an industry that is certainly not
hurting because the five top oil compa-
nies in the last quarter—that is 90
days—had profits, not revenue—the
five top—morth of $25 billion for five
companies for 90 days—not revenue,
profit.

We do not begrudge them the profit.
But should there be these tax pref-
erences that have been etched into the
Tax Code over a century that, in fact,
allow this industry to have tax pref-
erences—in other words, deductions—of
$4 billion a year?

I think that would be a place we
could start on tax preferences. You are
obviously not going to get it in the
context of the politics of an election.
And you are not going to get it in iso-
lation. We are going to have to look at
the overall Tax Code and start making
it more fair for the American taxpayer.
I daresay there are not very many
American taxpayers who think that
the IRS Tax Code is a fair code.

Mr. CARPER. Or simple.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Or simple.
And as a result I thank him for his elu-
cidation of what is a place that we
could start. It is not right or left; it is
not R or D; it is common sense.

One other thing I would add to the
excellent presentation of the Senator,
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and that is that as the cost of gas
creeps higher and higher—and in parts
of Florida it is now $4 a gallon, and oil
is being sold on the international mar-
ketplace at something like $120 a bar-
rel—how much of that is from specula-
tion of people who buy and sell oil con-
tracts for future delivery? How much is
from people who are not users of the
oil, such as an airline that would clear-
ly have reason to want to lock in a
fixed price for oil in the future as a
hedge against that price of oil going up
because they are going to use that oil
as fuel in their airline? No, these are
the ones who are merely flipping like
hamburgers the contracts, over and
over, which has a tendency to raise the
price of oil.

The price of a barrel of oil as it rises
then clearly is going to affect the price
we pay when we go into the gas station
and put gas in our gas tank.

If we would start using some common
sense in our approach to these things
and do it in a fair way, I think we
could get along so much better and the
American people would feel so much
better about their Tax Code.

I thank the Senator for his presen-
tation.

Mr. CARPER. If my friend would
yield to me for one more minute, a lot
of people go out this time of year and
they buy new cars, trucks, and vans.
Traditionally the spring is when people
shop for vehicles. Go back a couple of
years, to 2007. In 2007 we sold 16 million
cars, trucks, and vans in this country.
In 2009, as we had fallen into the great
recession, car sales and truck sales fell
to 9 million units; from 16 million to 9
million in less than 24 months.

That has changed now. We are on our
way. The CEO of Chrysler was here yes-
terday and said they are on their way
to record profits. They paid back the
rest of the money we invested in them
as taxpayers. But people are starting
to buy vehicles again. The average life
of vehicles people own in this country
is 11 years, like my Chrysler Town and
Country minivan. But this is the time
people will start to trade in vehicles or
buy something more energy efficient.

Unlike 5 years ago, people can go
into a Ford, Chrysler, GM dealership,
and foreign labels as well, and buy ve-
hicles that get 30, 35, 40 miles per gal-
lon and more. And finally, the avail-
ability of credit has come back. I say
to people who have that ability, think-
ing about trading and trading up, this
is a great time to do it—great vehicles,
great quality and much better effi-
ciency, and that is part of the solution
as well.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. I thank the
Senator for pulling up the chart that
showed the amount of acres that are
under lease and the minuscule portion
of those acres—this is domestic produc-
tion. We all know that domestic pro-
duction has shot up in the last 3 years,
considerably. Yet, of that domestic
production, there still is so much ca-
pacity that is already leased out there.

I use the example of the Gulf of Mex-
ico. In the central and the western



S2218

gulf, there are 32 million acres under
lease and only 6 million acres of that 32
million are actually drilled and pro-
duced.

There is ample opportunity for addi-
tional domestic energy production on
top of the substantial increase of pro-
duction that has occurred over the
course of the last several years if we
would stop fighting about this, if we
would stop beating each other over the
head politically with this and get seri-
ous.

Senator CARPER remembers when he
and I were young Congressmen, we had
a good example of leadership. We had
Tip O’Neill, the Speaker in the House,
and we had Bob Michel, the Republican
leader. The two of them would get into
their fights but they were personal
friends, so at the end of the day when
it was time to stop talking and get to-
gether and build consensus to get a
workable solution, they could do it. We
need that kind of model operating in
Washington, DC, and State capitals
around the country.

Mr. CARPER. Amen.

—————

TRIBUTE TO ROSEMARY
ARMSTRONG

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Madam
President, I came to the floor today be-
cause I want to congratulate a Flo-
ridian, Rosemary Armstrong, along
with her husband Sandy Weinberg. I
want to congratulate Rosemary be-
cause she has been such a long-time ad-
vocate of pro bono legal work in our
State.

She is a marvelous lawyer, a grad-
uate of Columbia, and why she is to be
congratulated at this point is that she
has received the 2012 Tobias Simon Pro
Bono Service Award. It is the highest
honor in the State of Florida bar for
pro bono legal work in our State.

This year marks the 30th anniversary
of the Tobias Simon award, and it was
named after the well-known civil
rights attorney in Florida. The award
honors the work of private lawyers for
30 years now, who provide free vol-
untary legal services to the poor.

Over the past 25 years, Rosemary has
used her time and she has used her tal-
ent to provide those pro bono legal
services. She has volunteered with the
Tampa Bay Area Legal Services Volun-
teer Lawyers Program since 1986. She
has donated 1,200 pro bono hours di-
rectly to serve those in need. She was
elected to the Bay Area Legal Services
Board and she served as a board mem-
ber for 22 years. She has served as
president of that board for 3 years.

Rosemary has handled so many cases
in so many areas of the law, including
elder law, housing, and juvenile de-
pendency cases. Of particular note is
the significance of her work with vic-
tims of domestic violence. Rosemary
was recognized last year for her work
with the Florida Bar President’s Pro
Bono Service Award.

This award is further recognition of
her commitment and dedication to
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making sure everyone is well rep-
resented when they have to go through
the legal process. She is supported by
her family. She is supported by her
husband, a fellow lawyer, Sandy
Weinberg.

Again, congratulations, Rosemary
Armstrong, for receiving the Tobias
Simon Pro Bono Service Award.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MANCHIN). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The

——
TRIBUTE TO MATT RUTHERFORD

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I come
to the floor today to speak about a
truly remarkable American—a truly
remarkable visionary, a dreamer, an
adventurer, a doer, and, most impor-
tant, a young man who has devoted
himself to the service to others far and
above the normal call of duty. This
young man’s name is Matt Rutherford.
I will tell my colleagues about him and
his remarkable adventure and his feat
that has been unparalleled.

He is a 30-year-old Ohioan, and here
is what he has been doing since June 13
of last year. On June 13 of last year, he
set sail in his 36-year-old, 27-foot Albin
Vega boat named St. Brendan. He left
Annapolis, MD, on June 13, 2011, and is
attempting to sail nearly 25,000 miles
from Annapolis, MD, up the east coast,
all the way around Newfoundland, up
by Greenland, through the Northwest
Passage, all the way over to Alaska,
then from Alaska all the way down to
Cape Horn, around Cape Horn, up
South America, and back into Annap-
olis. Now, what is so remarkable about
that? Well, it has never been done be-
fore. He is doing this solo, and he is
doing it nonstop. Think about that. He
has never touched land and has not
stopped since he left here 289 days ago.

The trip has taken Matt through
some of the Earth’s most treacherous
oceans, including the Arctic Ocean, the
oceans up around Alaska, Aleutian
Straits, of course all the way down
through the Pacific, around treach-
erous Cape Horn, and all this in a 27-
foot boat, the kind of boat most sailors
would maybe be comfortable on off the
BEastern Shore in the Chesapeake Bay
but not on a journey such as this. As I
said, he has not set foot on dry land for
the entire journey—a remarkable ad-
venture.

If my colleagues wish to learn more
about him, they can go to his Web site,
which is called www.solotheamericas
.org, and they can read all about his
amazing journey. He updates his trip.
The last update was yesterday. He is
right now east of Cuba and the Domini-
can Republic, right down here, and his
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last posting was what he called ‘‘Home
Stretch.” He hopes to enter the Chesa-
peake Bay by April 12, making his first
landfall in nearly a year in Annapolis
on April 13.

The Scott Polar Institute in Cam-
bridge, England, has recognized Matt
as the first person in history to make
it through the fabled Northwest Pas-
sage alone, nonstop, and on such a
small sailboat. It has never been done
before. One would think that would be
enough. No. He has continued on his in-
credible, remarkable journey.

Now, one might say: Why is he doing
that? He is just doing it to set a record.

He has set a lot of records already.
Why is he doing it? He is doing it to
raise money for Chesapeake Region Ac-
cessible Boating. It is an Annapolis-
based organization to provide sailing
opportunities for physically or develop-
mentally disabled people—for kids and
young people who are disabled but who
like to sail. And this organization,
Chesapeake Region Accessible Boating,
does just that—provides them that op-
portunity.

I had the privilege of talking to Matt
Rutherford last week. He called me on
his satellite phone. It was an exciting
phone call for me because I have
watched—I don’t know Matt Ruther-
ford personally, but I have watched his
journey, and, of course, I am very en-
thused about the Chesapeake Region
Accessible Boating organization. So in
talking with him by phone I was really
impressed by his courage, his char-
acter, his audacity. Above all, I am im-
pressed by the fact that he is doing this
for a cause larger than himself to make
it possible for more people with disabil-
ities to share in his passion for sailing.

Helen Keller once said, ‘It is a ter-
rible thing to see and yet have no vi-
sion.” Well, Matt Rutherford has the
gift of sight. He also has the gift of vi-
sion and indomitable courage. He is
one of those remarkable human beings
who dream big, who are driven by big
challenges, who refuse to accept the
limits and the boundaries that so-
called reasonable people want to place
on us. What is more, he has placed him-
self in the service of others less fortu-
nate than himself.

As the lead sponsor of the Americans
With Disabilities Act, I am particu-
larly impressed that Matt is using his
voyage to raise money to help people
with disabilities to partake in this
wonderful pastime of sailing—some-
thing which I have enjoyed all my
adult life since I was in the Navy. He is
doing this so that children and adults
can have the same opportunity. The
reason I am so enthused about this is
that one of the fundamental aspects of
the ADA—the Americans With Disabil-
ities Act—is that people with disabil-
ities should be able to participate fully
in all aspects of society, and that in-
cludes access to recreational opportu-
nities such as sailing, which can be ex-
hilarating and empowering for children
and adults with a wide range of disabil-
ities.
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