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rations—upon which some 6 million Su-
danese rely—will run out in January, 
adding another dimension of despera-
tion. 

In unanimously passing Resolution 
1706, the international community has 
delivered a clear message to the Gov-
ernment in Khartoum that it needs to 
abide by international law and its own 
commitments. Last-minute changes 
the recent resolution included a reaf-
firmation of the sovereignty and ‘‘ter-
ritorial integrity of Sudan’’ and the 
first paragraph of the resolution in-
vites the Sudanese Government to con-
sent to the deployment of a U.N. force, 
but such consent is not required by 
international law or the text of the res-
olution. Additionally, the U.N. Resolu-
tion threatens sanctions for any indi-
vidual or group that violates human 
rights or the Darfur Peace Agreement. 

At this critical juncture, the Govern-
ment of Sudan must fulfill its obliga-
tion to relieve the suffering of its citi-
zens by working with the United Na-
tions to agree upon a robust, coordi-
nated force to end the violence in 
Darfur. It is essential that the inter-
national community displays steadfast 
solidarity in insisting upon the imple-
mentation of United Nations Resolu-
tion 1706 and provides the troops and 
resources necessary to follow through 
on its commitment. The implications 
of allowing another genocide to take 
place in Africa could lead to a com-
plete collapse in the U.N.’s authority 
and the deterioration of international 
law. 

In conclusion, I am deeply troubled 
by recent developments regarding 
Sudan. The international community 
has asserted its determination to bring 
an end to the violence in Darfur. Now 
we need to act upon these intentions 
and pressure the Government of Sudan 
to cooperate in efforts to improve pros-
pects for peace throughout Sudan and 
the greater east Africa region. 

f 

FEDERAL FUNDING ACCOUNT-
ABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY 
ACT 
Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, I rise 

today to speak about the Federal 
Funding Accountability and Trans-
parency Act, which passed the Senate 
last week. 

This is an important bill that will 
bring badly needed transparency to 
Federal spending. The bill creates a 
user-friendly website to search all Gov-
ernment contracts, grants, earmarks, 
and loans, opening up Federal financial 
transactions to public scrutiny. By 
helping to lift the veil of secrecy in 
Washington, this website will help 
make us all better legislators. It will 
help make reporters better journalists. 
And it will help make all Americans 
more informed voters and more active 
citizens. 

I am heartened to see that Govern-
ment transparency can be a bipartisan 

issue. This bill has been cosponsored by 
more than 40 of our colleagues and has 
the support of more than 100 outside 
groups from all parts of the political 
spectrum. It has been endorsed by doz-
ens of editorial boards across the coun-
try from the Wall Street Journal, to 
the Chicago Sun-Times and The Okla-
homan. Most people I speak to in Illi-
nois or here in Washington or any-
where else wonder why a public website 
of all Federal spending does not al-
ready exist. To them, this is just com-
mon sense. 

Whether you believe the Government 
ought to spend more money or spend 
less, you should certainly be able to 
agree that the Government ought to 
spend every penny efficiently and 
transparently. Transparency is the 
first step to holding Government ac-
countable for its actions and is a pre-
requisite to oversight and financial 
control. We can’t reduce waste, fraud, 
and abuse without knowing how, 
where, and why Federal money is flow-
ing out the door. This bill will provide 
that transparency, and not just to 
Members of Congress. Anybody with 
access to the Internet will be able to 
see how Federal funds are being spent. 
If Government spending can’t with-
stand public scrutiny, then the money 
shouldn’t be spent. The American peo-
ple deserve no less. 

I want to express my appreciation for 
the hard work that went into getting 
S. 2590 passed. I would like to thank 
the majority leader and minority lead-
er, as well as the chairman and ranking 
member of the Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs Committee, for 
their assistance in moving this impor-
tant legislation forward. 

I would also like to thank the organi-
zations that helped create a grassroots 
movement in support of Government 
transparency and in support of this 
bill. Without the hard work of OMB 
Watch, the Project on Government 
Oversight, and Citizens Against Gov-
ernment Waste, to name just a few sup-
porters, this bill would not have been 
considered and passed so quickly. 

And most importantly, I would like 
to thank my colleague, Senator 
COBURN, and his outstanding staff for 
their diligence and dedication. Since 
Senator COBURN and I first met during 
freshman orientation, we have devel-
oped a close personal bond that has 
translated into a close working rela-
tionship to bring more transparency 
and accountability into the way that 
Government spends taxpayer money. I 
have been impressed by the commit-
ment and tenacity with which he 
stands up for his principles and beliefs, 
and it is these qualities that enabled 
this bill to get passed. 

The House of Representatives is ex-
pected to vote on this bill later this 
week, and I am confident that our bi-
partisan and bicameral collaboration 
will quickly become law. It is not often 

that two Senators from different par-
ties are able to bridge the partisan di-
vide in this town and get something ac-
complished. But the American people 
demand greater transparency and ac-
countability, and it is our honor and 
privilege—indeed, it is our duty—to 
provide the tools to help make that 
possible. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SORIN DUCARU 

Mr.BROWNBACK. I commend the Ro-
manian Ambassador to the United 
States for his service as a diplomat, a 
civil leader, a transatlantic thinker, 
and a friend of the United States. 

Sorin Ducaru has served as Roma-
nia’s principal diplomatic spokesman 
for the last 5 years. He played a key 
role in the Romanian Ministry of For-
eign Affairs as the first head of the Di-
vision for NATO and Strategic Issues 
and was deeply involved in events lead-
ing to Romania’s membership in 
NATO—ratified with the unanimous 
support of the U.S. Senate. 

Once Romania joined NATO, Ambas-
sador Ducaru was a part of the Roma-
nian team that helped pave the way for 
the establishment of U.S. military fa-
cilities in Romania. The agreement 
was signed in 2005, ratified this past 
summer, and is currently in its imple-
mentation phase. 

On this fifth anniversary of the 9/11 
attacks in particular, it is important 
to recall our partners in the war on 
terrorism. In 2001, just days after 9/11 
terrorist attacks, Ambassador Ducaru 
helped facilitate Romanian-American 
political dialogue that resulted in Ro-
mania’s offer to put its military and 
logistical facilities, air corridors, and 
troops at the disposal of the United 
States in the war on terrorism. Even 
before Romania was a NATO member, 
it participated with troops and 
logistical support in the war on ter-
rorism. Now, Romania is the fifth larg-
est contributor of troops in Afghani-
stan and Iraq. 

Ambassador Ducaru has been a 
strong supporter of Romania’s partici-
pation in the process of democratic and 
economic reconstruction of Afghani-
stan and Iraq, pointing to the lessons 
learned of his own country’s dramatic 
and sometimes painful transformations 
in the last 16 years. He has been a con-
stant advocate of cooperation between 
American businesses and the business 
potential of coalition countries. 

His support for democracy in Afghan-
istan and Iraq is not surprising because 
Ambassador Ducaru is a long-time ad-
vocate of democratic values. He is a 
member of the new generation of lead-
ers that transformed Romania to an 
open free society following the revolu-
tion of 1989. He has been at the fore-
front of a new generation of Central 
European leaders whose countries have 
evolved from nondemocratic and closed 
societies to countries that preserve 
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freedom, security, and economic oppor-
tunity. 

As he departs his current post to be-
come the Romanian Ambassador to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization, I 
express my gratitude for his efforts to 
build a strong and vibrant relationship 
between Romania and the United 
States. I look forward to working with 
him to continue efforts to expand polit-
ical, diplomatic, economic, and mili-
tary cooperation and stability through 
NATO. Ambassador Ducaru is a true 
friend of the United States, and I wish 
him well in his new capacity. 

f 

REDUCING FOREIGN ENERGY 
RELIANCE 

Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President. I rise 
today to request that my remarks, de-
livered in the keynote address to the 
Richard G. Lugar-Purdue University 
Summit on Energy Security, at Purdue 
University, West Lafayette, IN, on Au-
gust 29, 2006, be printed in the RECORD. 

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

I am honored to address this assembly, 
which will explore an aggressive agenda to 
reduce our nation’s dependence on foreign 
energy sources. I appreciate the opening 
words of my good friend, Governor Mitch 
Daniels. He and his administration have 
given priority to energy issues in Indiana. 
They are attempting to maximize the oppor-
tunities that our state has to become a lead-
er in a broad gamut of energy technologies. 
I also want to thank our host, Purdue Uni-
versity, and President Martin Jischke for 
promoting this energy summit. President 
Jischke has provided brilliant direction to 
this university. His advice on energy, agri-
culture, education, and many other topics 
has been of great benefit to me personally. I 
will deeply miss his leadership at Purdue 
when he steps down as President next June, 
but I look forward to a very productive year 
immediately ahead and many mutual en-
deavors in years to come. I am also delighted 
that Congressman Pete Visclosky, will ad-
dress the summit conference this noon. Pete 
has been a great partner on numerous issues, 
ranging from local projects of special impor-
tance to Hoosiers, to the global search for an 
AIDS vaccine. 

It is exciting to be surrounded by so many 
talented individuals who are committed to 
the objective of greater energy independence 
for the United States. I believe that in the 
future, the United States can be energy self 
sufficient or nearly so. Over the long term, 
we have the resources and the ingenuity to 
achieve this goal. 

The crucial question is what happens be-
tween now and then. Will we achieve this 
goal rapidly through a coherent and resolute 
national policy that takes advantage of 
America’s natural assets to create new eco-
nomic opportunities, a cleaner environment, 
and improved national security? Or will we 
achieve our objective only after many years 
of widespread economic pain and national 
vulnerability caused by scarcity, terrorist 
attacks, market shocks, and foreign manipu-
lation of our energy supplies? 

We must move now to address our energy 
vulnerability because sufficient investment 
cannot happen overnight, and it will take 

years to build supporting infrastructure and 
to change behavior. In other words, by the 
time a sustained energy crisis fully moti-
vates market forces, we are likely to be well 
past the point where we can save ourselves 
from extensive suffering. Our motivation 
will come too late and the resulting invest-
ment will come too slowly to prevent the se-
vere economic and national security con-
sequences of our oil dependence. This is the 
very essence of a problem requiring citizen, 
business, and governmental action. 

I will describe our energy dilemma as a six- 
pronged threat to national security. First, 
oil supplies are vulnerable to natural disas-
ters, wars, and terrorist attacks that can dis-
rupt the lifeblood of the international econ-
omy. Within the last year, the international 
flow of oil has been disrupted by hurricanes, 
unrest in Nigeria, and continued sabotage in 
Iraq. In late February of this year, terrorists 
penetrated the outer defenses of Saudi Ara-
bia’s largest oil processing facility with car 
bombs before being repulsed. Al-Qaeda and 
other terrorist organizations have openly de-
clared their intent to attack oil facilities to 
inflict pain on Western economies. 

Second, as large industrializing nations 
such as China and India seek new energy 
supplies, oil and natural gas will become 
more expensive. In the long run we will face 
the prospect that the world’s supply of oil 
may not be abundant and accessible enough 
to support continued economic growth in 
both the industrialized West and in large 
rapidly growing economies. As we approach 
the point where the world’s oil-hungry 
economies are competing for insufficient 
supplies of energy, oil will become an even 
stronger magnet for conflict. 

Third, adversarial regimes from Venezuela, 
to Iran, to Russia are using energy supplies 
as leverage against their neighbors. We are 
used to thinking in terms of conventional 
warfare between nations, but energy is be-
coming a weapon of choice for those who pos-
sess it. Nations experiencing a cutoff of en-
ergy supplies, or even the threat of a cutoff, 
may become desperate, increasing the 
chances of armed conflict, terrorism, and 
economic collapse. 

Fourth, the revenues flowing to authori-
tarian regimes often increase corruption in 
those countries and allow them to insulate 
themselves from international pressure and 
the democratic aspirations of their own peo-
ples. We are transferring hundreds of billions 
of dollars each year to some of the least ac-
countable regimes in the world. Some are 
using this money to invest abroad in ter-
rorism, instability, or demagogic appeals to 
populism. 

Fifth, the threat of climate change has 
been made worse by inefficient and unclean 
use of non-renewable energy. In the long run 
this could bring drought, famine, disease, 
and mass migration, all of which could lead 
to conflict and instability. 

Sixth, much of the developing world is 
being hit hard by rising energy costs, which 
often cancel the benefits of our foreign as-
sistance. Without a diversification of energy 
supplies that emphasizes environmentally 
friendly energy sources that are abundant in 
most developing countries, the national in-
comes of energy poor nations will remain de-
pressed, with negative consequences for sta-
bility, development, disease eradication, and 
terrorism. 

Each of these six threats from energy de-
pendence is becoming more acute as time 
passes. Any of them could be a source of ca-
tastrophe for the United States and the 
world. 

The vulnerability of the United States 
rests on some basic factors. With less than 5 
percent of the world’s population, our nation 
consumes 25 percent of its oil. World demand 
for oil and other forms of energy is rapidly 
increasing. Within 25 years, the world will 
need 50 percent more energy than it does 
now. If oil prices average $60 a barrel 
through 2006—a figure that we are currently 
well above—we will spend about $320 billion 
on oil imports this year. This is roughly the 
same amount that the United States has 
spent on the war and reconstruction effort in 
Iraq during the first three years of conflict. 

These conditions might be negotiable in 
the short and medium terms if oil resided 
with responsible, secure producers who maxi-
mize production during periods of elevated 
demand. But just the opposite is true. Ac-
cording to PFC Energy, about 79 percent of 
the world’s oil supply is controlled by state- 
run oil companies. These governments pro-
foundly affect prices through politicized in-
vestment and production decisions. The vast 
majority of these oil assets are afflicted by 
at least one of three problems: lack of in-
vestment, political manipulation, or the 
threat of instability and terrorism. 

As recently as four years ago, spare pro-
duction capacity exceeded world oil con-
sumption by about ten percent. As world de-
mand for oil has rapidly increased in the last 
few years, spare capacity has declined to less 
than two percent. Thus, even minor disrup-
tions of oil can drive up prices. Earlier this 
month, a routine inspection found corrosion 
in a section of BP’s Prudhoe Bay oil pipeline 
that shut down 8 percent of U.S. oil output, 
causing a $2 spike in oil prices. That the oil 
market is this vulnerable to something as 
mundane as corrosion in a pipeline is evi-
dence of the precarious conditions in which 
we live. 

Our current dependence on imported oil 
has put the United States in a position that 
no great power should tolerate. Our eco-
nomic health is subject to forces far beyond 
our control, including the decisions of hos-
tile countries. We maintain a massive mili-
tary presence overseas, partly to preserve 
our oil lifeline. One conservative estimate 
puts U.S. oil-dedicated military expenditures 
in the Middle East at $50 billion per year. 
But there is no guarantee that even our 
unrivaled military forces can prevent an en-
ergy disaster. We have lost leverage on the 
international stage and are daily exacer-
bating the problem by participating in an 
enormous wealth transfer to authoritarian 
nations that happen to possess the com-
modity that our economy can least do with-
out. 

Rising energy prices, news reports of hos-
tile oil producers, and the energy shocks ex-
perienced after the Katrina and Rita hurri-
canes, have awakened Americans to our en-
ergy vulnerability. 

Almost six months ago, I delivered an ad-
dress at the Brookings Institution in which I 
described ‘‘a shifting balance of realism’’ 
from those who believe in the immutability 
of oil domination of our economy and a lais-
sez faire approach to energy policy to those 
who recognize that our nation has no choice 
but to seek a major reorientation in the way 
we get our energy. With oil at $72 a barrel 
and multiple crises flaring in the Middle 
East, fewer pro-oil commentators still assert 
that dependence on oil is simply a choice of 
the marketplace and government can and 
should do little to change it. 

I believe that there is a growing consensus 
behind the new energy realism. There are 
clear signs that policy makers and a major-
ity of the public recognize that our oil de-
pendence is dangerously unsustainable. 
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