
● This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 154, Pt. 1216652 July 29, 2008 

SENATE—Tuesday, July 29, 2008 
(Legislative day of Monday, July 28, 2008) 

The Senate met at 10 a.m., on the ex-
piration of the recess, and was called to 
order by the Honorable JON TESTER, a 
Senator from the State of Montana. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal God, You have led us through 

our days and years. Show our law-
makers Your purpose for them and this 
land we love. As they devote them-
selves to the worthy task of freedom, 
supply them with undiminished 
strength and uncommon wisdom. May 
they contribute wisely to the security 
of our Nation and world, as they strive 
to do Your will on Earth as it is done 
in Heaven. Lord, encourage them as 
they encourage one another, and may 
they work together for the common 
good. Give them the wisdom to always 
do the right thing, to be faithful, kind, 
and humble. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JON TESTER led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, July 29, 2008. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JON TESTER, a Sen-
ator from the State of Montana, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. TESTER thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. REID. 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. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will now be a period of morning busi-
ness until 12:30 p.m., with Senators per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each, with the Republicans controlling 
the first 30 minutes and the majority 
controlling the next 30 minutes. 

Who yields time? 
The Senator from Tennessee is recog-

nized. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that my col-
leagues and I be allowed to speak in a 
colloquy in the 30 minutes we have 
been allocated. 

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

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Pre-
siding Officer. 

f 

HIGH GAS PRICES 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, $4 
gasoline is the subject before the Sen-
ate. It has been the subject before the 
Senate since the week before last. I am 
very encouraged that yesterday the 
majority leader indicated we might be 
able to move from talking to acting; in 
other words, to begin to offer amend-
ments, debate on those amendments, 
and come to a result which would help 
lower gasoline prices. 

Each week, for the last several 
weeks, I have been reading to the Sen-
ate e-mails and letters I have received 
from Tennesseans who have been hurt 
by the high price of gasoline. 

For example, Jason from Friends-
ville, TN, which is a Quaker town near 
where I live, is a firefighter with the 
Blount County Fire Department. He 
says that currently five of their sta-

tions have only one person in them. 
They rely on volunteers for the rest of 
their support, but since gasoline is so 
high, response from volunteers has 
been very small, and they have to 
allow other jurisdictions to respond. He 
is not sure how he is going to be able to 
keep driving across town to help other 
people when he can barely help him-
self. 

Gina from Elizabethton is a single 
mother who is spending about $65 each 
week to drive to and from work. She 
can barely afford groceries because ev-
erything is so expensive. She says they 
have been living on noodles to get by. 
She is very concerned that Congress 
and the President are doing a lot of 
talking but not doing anything about 
the problem, and she says, ‘‘This coun-
try is in such a mess.’’ 

William of Riceville is on disability 
and his wife is unable to work due to 
health problems. Rising gas prices have 
made them choose between driving to 
the doctor or paying for their medi-
cine. 

Tina from Nashville is a single moth-
er struggling to support her daughter. 
They can’t even afford to go out to the 
movies on the weekend, she says, be-
cause gas and food prices have risen so 
much. She says that right now she is 
spending about $200 each month on gas 
and prices keep going up, but her pay-
check isn’t going up at all. 

Judy from Joelton is a 61-year-old 
grandmother struggling to support her 
daughter and granddaughter who live 
with her. The gas to take her grand-
daughter to kindergarten is costing 
$115 each month, and they are strug-
gling to keep her in school. Judy says 
she is scared for her family. She has 
never seen it this difficult to get by. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that following my remarks, these 
letters and e-mails from constituents 
in Tennessee be printed in the RECORD. 

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

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, as I 

mentioned earlier, the Senate could 
have, since the week before last, been 
bringing up amendments from the 
Democratic side and the Republican 
side with proposals for dealing with $4 
gasoline. Hopefully, the majority lead-
er and the Republican leader are com-
ing to a conclusion today which will 
permit us to start doing that. We don’t 
expect every amendment we offer to be 
adopted, but we do represent millions 
of people who want us to try to solve 
the problem. 
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We have before this Senate a very 

specific proposal for bringing down the 
price of gasoline. It is based upon the 
law of supply and demand: finding 
more and using less. Now, on this side 
of the aisle, we usually instinctively 
talk about finding more; that is, off-
shore drilling and oil shale, but it is 
also important to emphasize that part 
of our plan is using less. 

The United States of America uses 25 
percent of all the oil in the world. The 
fastest way for us to bring down the 
price of $4 gasoline, if it depends upon 
finding more—supply—and using less— 
demand—is to use less. What is the 
most promising way to reduce, by a 
large amount, the amount of oil we 
use? Give Big Oil some competition. 
We believe it is plug-in electric cars 
and trucks. There are a great many 
Democrats who believe the same thing. 
That is part of our plan. That is what 
we would like to have had on this floor 
for the last 10 days to discuss. 

The bottom line is this: major auto 
companies—Ford, General Motors, Nis-
san, Toyota—have told us that in 2010, 
they will begin selling to us cars and 
trucks that can be plugged into our 
wall sockets at home and filled for 60 
cents or so instead of filled with gaso-
line for $80 or so. 

Now, most of these cars and trucks 
will be hybrids; in other words, they 
will have a gasoline engine and they 
will have an electric engine. Because 
there are new, more powerful batteries, 
these cars will be able to go, in effect, 
about 100 miles per gallon. These are 
not being produced by the Government; 
these are being produced by the car 
people, so they are coming. 

In addition to that, we have plenty of 
electricity. We see a lot on television 
from Mr. Boone Pickens, who has a 
plan, and it would require building a 
lot of new, large wind turbines for elec-
tricity, which might be a good plan. 
Our plan doesn’t require building any-
thing for electricity because we al-
ready have it. About half our elec-
tricity at night is idle. We are not 
using it for anything. We are asleep. 
Our lights are off. Computers are down. 
We are not using a lot of our elec-
tricity, so we can plug in our cars at 
night—the electricity would be cheap— 
run our cars on electricity instead of 
oil, and here would be the result: We 
would be trading, car by car, foreign oil 
for unused electric capacity. 

Ninety-eight percent of our transpor-
tation is oil. Two percent of our elec-
tricity is oil. Half our electricity at 
night is not being used. So we could 
begin, year by year, gradually con-
verting cars and trucks to electricity, 
instead of gasoline made from oil. If we 
converted the whole fleet of cars and 
light trucks, that would take many 
years and probably we would never 
convert them all, but if we did, we 
would get rid of 10 million of the 13 
million barrels of imported oil we have 

today. Or, if we converted half the 
fleet—which is a realistic assumption 
over a number of years—we would re-
duce by 40 percent our imported oil and 
cut by 25 percent our total oil con-
sumption. 

So plug-in cars, which the car compa-
nies are making and which we would 
like to create the environment to sup-
port, are coming, and we have the elec-
tricity. In other words, the cars are 
coming, we have the electricity; all we 
need is the cord, and that is the most 
promising way to reduce oil. 

I see the Senator from Texas is here. 
The use less part is something that 
both sides of the aisle probably can 
agree on, although I don’t know why 
we haven’t been fashioning a program 
over the last 10 days to do that. We 
could have been debating whether to 
have tax credits, whether to have ad-
vanced battery research, but we 
haven’t. Where we get stuck is over 
whether we need more supply. 

Our formula is pretty simple: Off-
shore drilling, oil shale, and plug-in 
cars and trucks. I say to the Senator 
from Texas, it seems that whenever we 
get to the question of needing more 
American energy, that is where we 
have a difference of opinion with the 
other side of the aisle. 

Mr. CORNYN. I agree, Mr. President, 
with the Senator from Tennessee. The 
way I have heard it expressed, it cer-
tainly explains my point of view, and I 
think the facts, as they are, are that 
we need all of the above. We need to 
use less, we need to conserve, and we 
need to find more energy. 

I ask the Senator from Tennessee: To 
me, it seems as though the problem 
sort of boils down to how do we gen-
erate more electricity and then how do 
we come up with ways to power our ve-
hicles and fly airplanes. As the Senator 
points out, 98 percent, I believe he said, 
of the energy used for transportation is 
oil-based at present. The Senator from 
Tennessee has come up with a very 
commonsense approach—forward-look-
ing—to try to figure out a way, as the 
car industry has, to do more using of 
electricity and to reduce our depend-
ency on oil. 

It would be helpful to look back at 
how we got where we are today, not 
necessarily to point the finger of blame 
but to point to the fact that it is not 
likely to get better in the future. 

I ask the Senator from Tennessee, 
isn’t it true that growing economies, 
such as China and India, are demanding 
more and more access to energy which 
has fueled their economic growth and, 
in his view, is it likely that is going to 
reduce anytime soon or just get worse? 
In other words, is this something that 
is going to go away—a temporary prob-
lem—or is this something that is going 
to become more and more of a problem 
as time goes on? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I think the Sen-
ator is exactly right. In the newspapers 

today and yesterday was the story of 
how in India they are introducing a 
new car which will be sold for $2,500. 
Now, there are more than a billion peo-
ple in India. They have a middle class 
that is bigger than the whole popu-
lation of the United States of America. 
When suddenly tens of millions of peo-
ple in India begin to drive cars that are 
powered by gasoline, what happens to 
the demand for oil in that country? 
The demand goes up, and if the supply 
doesn’t go up, too, the price goes up. 

We have the same thing in China. 
There is a story in the Washington 
Post today, which is part of a series, 
about how the Chinese, actually, for 
status purposes, like driving Hummers. 
They like big cars. Here we Americans 
are going to small cars and the Chinese 
are going to big cars and there are a lot 
of them as well. We know the demand 
for oil and gasoline is going up around 
the world, and we are in the world mar-
ket. So for the foreseeable future, as 
we move to a different kind of econ-
omy—a different kind of energy pic-
ture—we are going to need at least as 
much oil as we have today. 

I say to the Senator, I think the 
question is: Are we going to be sending 
$600 billion or $700 billion overseas to 
buy it, or are we going to be paying 
ourselves to use it during the next 10, 
20, 30 years while we are moving to a 
different type of energy environment? 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I know 
there are some who have suggested we 
ought to demand that Saudi Arabia 
and OPEC actually open the spigot 
wider, but it seems to me the Senator 
from Tennessee is exactly right. The 
problem is our dependency on imported 
oil from the Middle East and other 
countries around the world, when we 
have oil reserves right here in America 
that can be developed but that Con-
gress has, in fact, placed out of bounds. 
About 85 percent of the oil here at 
home could be produced, if Congress 
would simply allow it, by lifting the 
ban or the moratoria on development 
of that oil in the Outer Continental 
Shelf and the submerged lands along 
our coastline, and that could help us. I 
think Senator DOMENICI has talked 
about it as a bridge to a clean energy 
future, where we have more cars that 
run on battery electricity and we wean 
ourselves from our dependency—not 
only on foreign oil but on oil, period, 
because with the growing demand glob-
ally, the price pressure on that oil is 
going to get nothing but worse, rather 
than better. 

I say to the Senator from Tennessee, 
I know there has been a lot of commo-
tion on the floor over the last few 
weeks about whether we stay on this 
issue or whether we move off it to talk 
about other issues. I know this side of 
the aisle has insisted that high energy 
prices and high gasoline prices is the 
most pressing domestic issue facing 
our country today. We have been pret-
ty clear that we are not going to leave, 
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and we are not going to move off this 
issue to something else and leave this 
unresolved. 

I ask the Senator from Tennessee: Is 
that an approach he agrees with, and 
does he agree that this is the single 
most pressing issue facing our country 
from a domestic standpoint in our 
economy today? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Not only do I 
agree with the Senator from Texas, but 
so does Jason from Friendsville, TN, 
and Gina from Elizabethton and Wil-
liam from Riceville and Tina from 
Nashville. Tennesseans want us focused 
on $4 gasoline. I think the Senator is 
being generous when he says our posi-
tion is that the Senate should stay on 
$4 gasoline until we are finished. 

Our position is we wish to get on it. 
We have been talking about it. We have 
a right to talk, but until the majority 
leader creates an environment so we 
can begin to offer amendments we can 
then vote on and come to a result on, 
we cannot act as a Senate. To his cred-
it, yesterday he made such a proposal. 
I understand he is talking about it 
with the Republican leader. But we 
could have been doing this ever since a 
week ago Friday. 

I say to the Senator from Texas, 
sometimes I hear people say, well, it 
won’t do much good to drill offshore. 
The debate will probably be between 
some senators who will say let’s do a 
little more drilling where we already 
allow ourselves to drill, in the 15 per-
cent, and those of us who will say let’s 
give States the option to drill 50 miles 
offshore in the 85 percent of the Outer 
Continental Shelf, where we can’t drill 
today. By most conservative estimates, 
that will create over time about a mil-
lion barrels of oil a day. Some say that 
is not very much in the whole world, 
but I think of it this way: Every mil-
lion barrels of oil we produce here at 
$130 a barrel is 1 million times $130 we 
are not sending over there to somebody 
else. If the third largest producer, the 
United States, adds 1 million barrels a 
day to its supply, that is a significant 
addition on the supply side. So it seems 
to me that our contribution, in terms 
of offshore drilling, both would reduce 
our dependence upon foreign oil, keep-
ing money in this country, and make a 
contribution to the supply side, which 
helps bring down the price in the 
world. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Tennessee said earlier if 
we were all to make the decision in 
2010 to move to hybrid plug-in vehicles, 
it would take some time to replace the 
internal combustion cars in this coun-
try. Some said if we were to open up 
ANWR, the 2000-acre plot of land in a 19 
million-acre frozen tundra in Alaska, 
or if we were to open up the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf, it would take years be-
fore the oil would flow into the pipe-
line. 

I ask the Senator, if Congress were to 
send a message today that we were 

going to allow the development of as 
much as 3 million additional barrels of 
American oil a day, whether it is from 
the oil shale out West, or from ANWR, 
or from the Outer Continental Shelf, 
what in your view would be the mes-
sage to the commodities traders who 
trade oil as a global commodity, and 
who buy and sell futures contracts for 
the delivery of oil? In your opinion, 
would that have a rather immediate 
impact on the price of oil and, thus, 
the price of gasoline? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The answer is yes. 
I appreciate the Senator’s question 
very much. His figure of about 3 mil-
lion barrels a day is realistic. He men-
tioned ANWR, the area in Alaska, 
which is actually the most readily 
available to us. The history on that is 
going back to 1980, when President 
Carter agreed that 17 million or so 
acres would be put in the Arctic Refuge 
and off limits to any sort of drilling, 
but that 11⁄2 million could be drilled. 
When they were finished drilling, they 
would go into the refuge. So that has 
been in place for a long time. There is 
a pipeline there. Also, one well is there. 
So that oil would be coming quickly. 
There is infrastructure around many of 
the areas where we would do offshore 
drilling in the United States. But the 
answer is yes to the Senator’s ques-
tion. If the United States added 3 mil-
lion barrels to our production, that 
would be more than a third of an in-
crease in the production capacity of 
the third largest producer in the world. 
What if we heard that Saudi Arabia 
was going to increase production by a 
third? The effect on buyers and sellers 
of oil would be immediate. Martin 
Feldstein, a former chairman of Presi-
dent Reagan’s Council of Economic Ad-
visers, pointed out that today’s price of 
oil depends upon the expected supply 
and demand of oil. So if we elect, as the 
U.S. Government, to say we are going 
to significantly increase our supply by 
a third, and we are going to reduce our 
use of oil by about a third, over time, 
from the day we announced that new 
energy policy, I believe it begins to 
stabilize and drive down the price of 
oil. 

I see the Senator from Arizona here. 
The issue often comes up about what 
role speculation has in all of this. Of 
course, that is what buyers and sellers 
of oil do. They are guessing: Will the 
price go up or go down? 

My view always has been that the 
way you deal with speculation is in-
crease the supply or reduce the de-
mand, because the expected future 
price, supply, and future demand af-
fects today’s price. 

The Senator from Arizona is an ex-
pert on taxation and financial matters. 
I wonder what his view is on the effect 
of speculation on today’s oil prices. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I will an-
swer that question, but I will decline to 
take the position as an expert on finan-

cial matters. I will turn to a paper with 
which I don’t always agree and yet it is 
one of the leading newspapers in the 
country. The New York Times edito-
rialized on this issue yesterday. There-
fore, I will perhaps answer by quoting 
about four sentences from this July 28, 
New York Times editorial, called ‘‘Gas 
Price Follies.’’ The bottom line is they 
agree with the Senator from Ten-
nessee: 

Yet all evidence suggests that speculation 
has little to do with the rising price of crude. 
From rice to iron, commodity prices are all 
rising, even without much financial specula-
tion, due to a variety of factors, including a 
weak dollar and growing demand from China 
and India. 

They go on: 
A report by government agencies—includ-

ing the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, the Federal Reserve and the Treas-
ury and Energy Departments—found that 
speculative trades in oil contracts had little 
to no effect on the rise in prices over the last 
five years. 

They concluded with this: 
Oil futures are financial contracts for fu-

ture delivery of oil. Their price has been re-
sponding to the same factors: growing world 
demand in the face of stagnant supply and 
the expectation that this dynamic will con-
tinue. 

So it is precisely the point the Sen-
ator from Tennessee was making. 
These buyers, investors on the market, 
look to see whether demand is going to 
be greater or less than supply. If it is 
going to be greater, the price is obvi-
ously going to go up. That is the bet 
they place when they buy futures con-
tracts. 

The best single thing we can do to re-
spond to this and drive the price down 
is found on the chart of the Senator 
from Tennessee: find more and use less. 
The Times makes that point, by the 
way. If we can reduce consumption, 
that will reduce demand, but, far and 
away, the biggest answer is to find 
American energy sources to solve the 
American energy crisis. We have a 
huge volume of both natural gas and 
crude oil right here in the United 
States, primarily off our shores, which 
is why both the Senator from Texas, 
the Senator from Tennessee, and I, and 
most of my colleagues here support 
more offshore drilling to expand the 
production of American energy to meet 
this crisis. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
how much time do we have remaining? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There is 6 minutes 45 seconds. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. If supply and de-
mand is the major way to deal with 
speculation, I believe the Republican 
legislation, the Gas Price Reduction 
Act, has in it a couple of legislative 
suggestions for how we might appro-
priately deal with speculation, without 
interfering with supply and demand. 
The Senator from Texas helped to au-
thor that piece of legislation. 

Mr. CORNYN. The Senator knows we 
tried to find a consensus or common 
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ground we could hopefully agree upon 
and asked some of our friends on the 
other side to join us and, rather than 
talking about the issue, actually try to 
solve the problem. So we did include, 
as part of the ‘‘find more, use less’’ for-
mulation a title on speculation, where 
we say there needs to be certainly 
transparency so we can see what is 
going on; and to the extent the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission 
needs more cops on the beat, more re-
sources to do their job, then we need to 
supply those analysts, investigators, 
and resources to be able to make sure 
abuses don’t occur. 

I remember when the Senator from 
Arizona was talking about this. Warren 
Buffett has been quoted recently as 
saying that speculation is not the prob-
lem. He agrees with the New York 
Times. He says it is a matter of supply 
and demand. T. Boone Pickens, my 
constituent, who has made quite a 
splash with his energy plans, said if all 
you are going to do is focus on specula-
tion, that is a waste of time. 

So we tried to come up with a com-
monsense approach to this and one 
that could develop a critical mass of 
bipartisan support. Until now, the ma-
jority leader, who controls the floor in 
the Senate, has decided not to allow us 
that opportunity. Yesterday—I agree 
with the Senator from Tennessee—it 
looked as though there was a little 
speck of light in the darkness; a little 
hope was there that the majority lead-
er would perhaps modify his position. 

I hope we don’t leave here this week 
without doing something meaningful 
to bring down the price of gasoline. We 
are certainly willing to listen to the 
ideas our colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle have. I suspect that if they 
have the opportunity to vote, a number 
of them would agree with us. Maybe 
they would have ideas we would agree 
with, in an effort to build a bipartisan 
solution. We have to do something and, 
frankly, Congress has been part of the 
problem. We need to be part of the so-
lution. 

Mr. KYL. Would the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 
Mr. KYL. Would it be fair to charac-

terize the Republican approach to this 
as, in effect, all of the above, and that 
we recognize there is a role to beef up 
the agency that deals with speculation 
and make sure they can do their job, 
and to provide as much new production 
as possible offshore or oil shale—any-
where we believe we can find that pro-
duction—and that we also appreciate 
the fact that there is another side to 
this, not just transportation, which is 
energy production, electricity produc-
tion. We are going to see our elec-
tricity costs go up and, clearly, nuclear 
power is a key factor in that, as well 
as, potentially, coal liquification or 
gasification. As part of all of these— 
the ‘‘use less’’ part, which is to try to 

eventually convert at least our auto-
mobiles to battery-powered vehicles— 
obviously, it would be more difficult to 
do that with jet planes and our ship-
ping right now. But we could begin 
that process. 

So the Republican view is literally 
all of the above—to have a balanced ap-
proach that recognizes there is no one 
single thing but that offshore drilling 
would be the best, most immediate way 
to increase our production. Would that 
be a fair characterization? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen-
ator from Arizona. That is a fair char-
acterization. Unless we include new 
American sources of energy, our elec-
tric prices are going up, gasoline prices 
are going up, and our jobs are going 
overseas. We need both—to find more 
and use less—and we need to do it now. 
The $4 gasoline price we are suffering 
from today is the first recognition that 
in addition to losing less we have to 
use more new American energy. For us, 
that includes offshore drilling, oil 
shale, as well as plug-in cars and 
trucks. 

Mr. CORNYN. May I ask the Senator 
from Tennessee and the Senator from 
Arizona one question. We passed a mas-
sive housing bill, a $158 billion eco-
nomic stimulus package, because we 
are all concerned about the economy. 
Let’s assume we are successful in deal-
ing with those problems. Do you see 
the rising costs of gasoline and oil and 
energy as a big—or maybe even a big-
ger—threat ultimately to the economy, 
and that it might have the very direct 
effect of putting us into a bona fide re-
cession? 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, if I may re-
spond briefly, there was an article in 
the Wall Street Journal, I believe, yes-
terday. In any event, the point of the 
article was that while we may not have 
technically been in a recession, the def-
inition of which is two quarters of neg-
ative economic growth consecutively, 
the reality is that because of inflation, 
primarily fueled by high fuel costs, 
which reflects itself in everything from 
higher food prices to higher transpor-
tation costs, which find their way into 
the products we buy—because of that 
inflationary pressure, the reality is 
that for most Americans, we are feel-
ing the same effects as if we were in a 
recession, and at the heart of this is 
the energy problem. 

If we could solve the energy problem 
in a balanced way, from electricity 
production, through nuclear power, and 
offshore drilling, and reducing our de-
mand, that would affect our future eco-
nomic health and every American fam-
ily in this country. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. We should work 
across party lines to find more Amer-
ican energy, use less, and that would 
bring down prices. 

I thank the Senators from Arizona 
and Texas who yielded. 

EXHIBIT 1 

To: Alexander, Senator (Alexander) 
Subject: Gas Prices 

Hello My Name is Jason from Friendsville, 
TN. I am a Firefighter with the Blount Coun-
ty Fire Department. If you dont know we 
only have 1 man at 5 of our stations we have 
7 stations and the rest of the time we depend 
on volunteers to respond to our emergency 
and help us, and for the full timers that is a 
great chunk of our yearly income is running 
calls on our day off. Because of gas prices 
our response to some of the emergencies has 
been very small we have been calling on 
other departments for help and that ties up 
their resources should they have an emer-
gency in their jurisdiction. I know they say 
supply and demand but it is almost like a 
monopoly they can charge whatever and we 
have to pay. Someone has to go help put the 
fire out how much profit do you need to 
make to live comfortably. I am not sure but 
just because you say oil is up is no reason for 
you to raise prices to keep your income the 
same while ours greatly decreases. I heard 
our president say we have to stop our de-
pendency on oil and then ! he gets on a jet a 
jumbo jet with some guide planes and flies 
all over the place to accomplish nothing but 
say they have us over a barrel and it is our 
fault, and then gets on that same jet and 
flies home to Texas for a day or two to help 
relieve the stress. I am not saying he has 
done a horrible job I just think he is failing 
us greatly in this regard. The gas prices are 
killng a family of 5 who lives off of a fire-
man’s income and a wife’s who does medical 
billing I am not sure how long I can drive 
across town to help someone when I can’t 
help myself. The emergency would have to be 
in my back yard if this keeps up. 

Subject: How Gas Prices Are Affecting Me 
Dear Mr. Alexander, I will be happy to 

share my story . . . I’m a single mother of 1 
child. I don’t have a car payment . . . it’s 
paid off. I drive a Honda Passport . . . small 
SUV. I live in Elizabethton and drive to 
Johnson City (25 miles one way) Monday 
thru Friday to work. It takes $65 a week now 
for my gas and that is only to and from 
work. (That’s $260 a month) I don’t have any 
credit card debt, or outstanding debt. I pay 
for my home and utilities. I am taking from 
my grocery money, that I have budgeted, to 
make up for the gas. AND I am buying my 
groceries now at the General Dollar Store. I 
can’t afford meat . . . so we are living on 
Ramen noodles and the bare necessities. I 
bet nobody in Congress/Senate is having to 
do that! I am so disgusted with the economy 
right now. I have always voted Republican 
. . . I don’t know if I can vote that way any-
more. I can’t vote for Obama . . . I would 
have voted for Hillary, because at least when 
she was in the White House with Bill the 
first time . . . the economy was great! But 
now there is no one to vote for. I wish the 
nation would make a clean sweep and put ev-
erybody out of office because it’s the ones 
that are in there now that have gotten us 
into this mess. 

And another thing . . . if we sell or trade 
anything to those nuts over across the sea 
that are selling oil for $128 a barrel . . . then 
anything that we sell them should be the 
same price! I don’t care if it’s just one 
paperclip . . . it should be the same price. 

This is ridiculous! I also think that be-
cause this country is in such a mess, NO-
BODY should be able to spend more than 10– 
12 years in office as a senator or congress-
man. That needs to change. 

GINA, 
Elizabethton, TN. 
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Subject: Gas Prices 

Senator Alexander my family lives on a 
fixed income i am on disability and my wife 
is unable to work due to her health yet she 
has been turned down for her disability she 
is practically bed riden. these high gas prices 
affect the way we live dramatically we have 
to decide wether we buy gas to go to the doc-
tor and then not be able to buy the medicine 
or wether we get to buy something to eat. 
this not right people should not have to live 
this way. i have 2 children also so you can 
imagine the delema this causes when the 
kids need something and you have to either 
tell them no because we have to have gas to 
go to the doctor or the store or medicine, i 
dont know how you think people on social 
security are supposed to make ends meet 
when the ends keep moving further apart. it 
is not right maybe you senators and con-
gressmen in washington should come down 
to reality in my world and try to live on less 
than 2000.00 dollars a month my truck has 
not been near half a tank in so long it would 
probably quit running. thank you for your 
time. my name is William. 

i would be surprised to hear from you. I 
would like to speak with you on this matter. 
By the way if there is anything you could do 
to help my wife with her disability i would 
greatly appreciate it it would help us greatly 
thank you 

WILLIAM. 

Subject: My Story 
Gas prices are affecting me as a single 

Mom in more ways than one. Because I have 
to work, I have had to give up things such as 
prescription medications that I need month-
ly (no insurance coverage as of June 30th) 
and grocery items. My daughter and I cannot 
afford the luxury of leaving the house on 
most weekends, and if we do, it is only for 
necessary items. We cannot afford a simple 
outing such as a movie or a day trip. My ve-
hicle was repossessed in December 2007 be-
cause I had not worked since January 2007 
and I simply cannot afford to buy the gas to 
get to work. It is cyclical. I have to work to 
pay the bills, but cannot afford to get to 
work. 

I have noticed that items at the grocery 
store have risen as well due to gas prices, so 
there are many things I simply cannot buy 
anymore. My daughter has had to sacrifice 
time with her friends because I have to save 
every extra penny to make sure I can get to 
my new job that may not work out because 
it is costing, at this moment, more than $200 
a month in gas. When gas prices increase 
lately, it is usually .10 a gallon. My income 
has not increased so every month I get fur-
ther into a black hole that I may not get out 
of and could possibly lose my home. 

If there is not some type of relief soon, 
there won’t be anything left to provide for 
my daughter. 

TINA, 
Nashville, TN 

Subject: Impact of Gas Prices 
Dear Senator Alexander, I am a 61-year-old 

grandmother struggling to support my mild-
ly disabled daughter and a five-year-old 
granddaughter who live with me in Joelton, 
TN. Anna, the five-year-old, has been attend-
ing a public magnet Montessori school; she 
has been there for two years. The gas costs 
$115 per month just to take Anna to school. 
With gas prices so high, we are trying to fig-
ure out how to be able to buy food and basics 
and still be able to buy gas to get Anna to 
kindergarten. 

I have no health or life insurance, because 
there is just not enough money to go around. 

I also have no retirement and no more sav-
ings left, and because of my daughter’s ill-
ness, have accumulated a sizable debt. 

I was a self-employed professional woman 
and did OK for most years of my life. I never 
imagined it would come to this level of dif-
ficulty. I’m really scared. 
Thanks for asking. 

JUDY 
Joelton, TN 

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

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time controlled by the majority be di-
vided as follows: 10 minutes for myself, 
15 minutes for Senator BINGAMAN, and 5 
minutes for Senator SCHUMER. 

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

f 

ENERGY 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I came to speak about a personal 
tragedy in the lives of a Florida fam-
ily. But I wish to say at the outset, 
here we go with all this talk about it is 
a certain way or the highway to solve 
this energy problem. As I said on the 
floor of the Senate a few days ago, if 
we had the political will where we 
could take a balanced approach of 
looking not only at now and drilling 
what is available, but look to the fu-
ture for alternatives and renewables so 
that we wean ourselves from this de-
pendence on specifically foreign oil, 
but also on our dependence for decades 
in the future on oil as the staple of our 
energy, realizing that if we continue to 
do that, we are just going to be digging 
a hole for ourselves maintaining de-
pendence on oil as the No. 1 source of 
energy. 

Don’t we have enough evidence now 
that when you have to depend on up-
wards of 70 percent of foreign oil that 
is not a good economic posture as well 
as a defense posture for national secu-
rity for this country? 

Don’t we have enough evidence now 
that the United States has only 3 per-
cent of the world’s oil reserves, and yet 
we consume 25 percent of the world’s 
oil production? And is that not enough 
to get it through our skulls that the 
way of the future for this country is to 
cut that dependence on oil and go to al-
ternative sources? 

We are confronting on that side of 
the aisle, that is very cozy with big 
oil—they want to have it all their way 
and say, ‘‘drill here, drill now,’’ a sim-
ple slogan when, in fact, it is a lot 
more complicated today. Yet we can-
not get agreement to do what all of us 
deep down understand is the common-
sense thing to do, and that is bring a 
comprehensive measure in which we 
start doing a number of things at once, 
including pouring the money into re-
search and development and financial 
incentives, such as tax incentives, to 
develop new sources, alternative fuels. 

That is the way to go. Yet we hear this 
high-blown rhetoric about ‘‘drill here, 
drill now.’’ 

It is with a heavy heart that I have 
to continue to say what I just said be-
cause all we are is wound around the 
axle in the Senate since we cannot get 
anything passed unless we have 60 
votes. And if we cannot get the two 
sides to get along, we have what we 
have, which is gridlock. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SAMUEL SNOW 
Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-

dent, it is with a heavy heart that I 
come here to speak about an American, 
who was discriminated against and who 
lived a life of trying to overcome that 
discrimination and was not treated 
fairly by his Government, who unex-
pectedly died on Sunday. This is Sam-
uel Snow from Leesburg, FL. I want to 
tell this story because I want people to 
be outraged, as this Senator is, at the 
way he was treated by the U.S. Govern-
ment. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD two 
articles: one from the Seattle Post-In-
telligencer from November of 2007, as 
well as the St. Petersburg Times from 
July 28, 2008, after my comments. 

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

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-

dent, back in 1944, 27 African-American 
soldiers were convicted of rioting and 
lynching an Italian prisoner of war at 
Fort Walton, WA. Among those con-
victed was Sam Snow. 

Following his conviction, he was im-
prisoned for almost a year, forced to 
forfeit his pay, and then when he was 
released from prison, he was discharged 
with a dishonorable discharge. Until 
recently, there was no hope of him re-
ceiving any kind of future health or re-
tirement benefits from his admirable 
service during World War II. 

Sunday, Sam Snow passed away, not 
in his home of Leesburg, FL, but in Se-
attle, WA, because he had gone there, 
traveling across the country, for a 
ceremony that the U.S. Army was 
doing to apologize and award Sam 
Snow with an honorable discharge be-
cause for more than 64 years, Sam 
Snow had endured this injustice—im-
prisoned, ordered to forfeit his pay, dis-
honorably discharged—and it was all 
wrong. The U.S. Army never got 
around to changing things until an in-
vestigative reporter in Seattle sud-
denly uncovered this in a book he 
wrote a few years ago. 

So the Army, last Saturday, was pre-
senting Sam Snow with his honorable 
discharge. But he got to feeling bad. 
His son had to go and accept the honor-
able discharge for him. His son brought 
it back to him where he was feeling ill. 
He clutched it in his hands, and a few 
hours later he died. 
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