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more and more petroleum by the day. 
Some are claiming now that ethanol is 
creating more global warming. If our 
national policy is to manage climate 
change, falsely blaming ethanol for 
global warming is not helpful to the 
cause. 

According to the Argonne National 
Laboratory, regular blends of ethanol, 
gasoline containing 10 percent ethanol, 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 18 
to 29 percent relative to regular gaso-
line. 

As more ethanol is produced and con-
sumed, our Nation’s carbon footprint 
will continue to shrink. In 2006, eth-
anol use in the United States reduced 
carbon dioxide emissions by approxi-
mately 8 million tons. Such a reduc-
tion is the equivalent of removing 1.21 
million cars from the road. 

As Congress continues to debate cli-
mate change legislation and the causes 
of global warming, it is important to 
set the record straight. Ethanol pro-
duction is a carbon sink, not a net pro-
ducer of carbon emissions. Further-
more, as new types of cellulosic eth-
anol come online, the carbon-reducing 
benefits of ethanol are only going to 
increase. 

Ethanol may be able to be blamed for 
some other transformations in our 
economy. For one, increased ethanol 
production is allowing our demand for 
gasoline to go down and displacing for-
eign imports of oil. Again, I point to 
some of the statistics that bear that 
out. If you look at the amount of eth-
anol that is being produced in America 
today—and this is based on a 2007 num-
ber—in 2007, the ethanol that was pro-
duced, 6.5 billion, in this country dis-
placed the need for 228 million barrels 
of oil, saving American consumers 
more than $16 billion or $45 million a 
day from going to countries, as I said 
earlier, outside the United States and 
enriching petrodictators who would do 
us ill will. 

If we look at the impact on tax reve-
nues coming into the Treasury, the 
ethanol industry generated an esti-
mated $4.6 billion in Federal tax rev-
enue and $3.6 billion in additional tax 
revenue for State and local govern-
ments. So if you couple that with the 
fact that according to the USDA—and I 
think this is an important point to 
make, too, by those who would criti-
cize ethanol—according to the USDA, 
the increased demand for grain use in 
ethanol production reduced Federal 
farm program costs by more than $8 
billion last year, meaning that even 
with the cost of the tax incentive that 
we use to encourage more production 
of ethanol, ethanol saved U.S. tax-
payers, when you couple that with the 
additional tax revenue coming into the 
Treasury and the $8 billion that was 
saved because the Federal Government 
was not making farm program pay-
ments to farmers in this country, U.S. 
taxpayers saved more than $9.2 billion 
as a result of this industry. 

Right now, about 50 percent of the 
gasoline in this country is blended with 
ethanol, and before very long, we hope 
that from coast to coast we will have 
every single gallon of gasoline in this 
country blended with ethanol. 

But my point very simply is: This 
has been a great success story, one 
which has benefited and enriched our 
country, our farmers, people in this 
country who are working hard making 
a living contributing to a better qual-
ity of life for all Americans, as opposed 
to shipping all that wealth outside the 
United States to other countries. 

Let me restate what I started by say-
ing at the very beginning, and that is 
that last year, we spent almost half a 
trillion dollars, almost $500 billion, in 
purchasing imported oil. That, again, 
makes absolutely no sense to me in 
light of these statistics that I shared. I 
think as we look at the future of this 
industry and the promise it holds and 
the benefit it holds, not only for the 
economy in this country but also as we 
get away from this dangerous depend-
ence on foreign sources of energy, re-
newable fuels, biofuels, have a great fu-
ture for America, and I believe we 
ought to be continuing to invest in 
making sure that those who are in-
volved with that industry—our farm-
ers, those who are constructing ethanol 
plants around this country, that we 
provide not fewer incentives but more 
incentives for this kind of biofuel pro-
duction that, again, gets rid of the car-
bon in our atmosphere, cleans up our 
environment, lessens our dependence 
on foreign sources of energy, and puts 
dollars back into the pockets of hard- 
working Americans, farmers, the rural 
economy, creating jobs, helping grow 
the economy right here at home in the 
United States rather than shipping 
those dollars to some foreign country 
where, again, many of these dollars are 
used to turn around and fund organiza-
tions that are designed to undermine 
America’s interests around the world. 

This debate will continue to per-
colate around this country, but when 
we get into this debate about food 
versus fuel, it is important we have the 
facts in front of us because this indus-
try has undergone a lot of criticism of 
late. As I said before, I think much of 
it is misguided because it is based on 
misinformation and wrong facts. We 
need to have the facts in front of us, 
and then we can have a meaningful de-
bate. Until that happens, we are going 
to hear more of these false attacks 
against an industry that is creating 
American jobs, helping reduce our de-
pendence on foreign energy, and I hope, 
in the very near future, we will be able 
to increase the amount not only of pro-
duction in this country but the amount 
of consumption because I believe in the 
very near future we will start seeing 
more and more momentum for increas-
ing the blend rate. 

Right now, we blend 10 percent eth-
anol, as I said, in 50 percent of the gas-

oline in the country. I hope in the fu-
ture we can increase that to 20 percent. 
The University of Minnesota completed 
a study where they compared effects of 
10 percent and 20 percent on materials 
compatibility, driveability—all those 
types of issues. The result of the data 
that came from that study was that 
you can move to a 20-percent blend, a 
higher blend, an intermediate blend 
right now and have no impact on any 
of those issues. 

The issue of emissions is still being 
studied. The renewable energy labora-
tory in Golden, CO, and the Depart-
ment of Energy and EPA are under-
taking some studies. When that data 
comes in, I believe it will show what 
the University of Minnesota study has 
shown and that is you can go to a high-
er blend with minimal impact and, in 
fact, in many cases with a better re-
sult; that we should move very quick-
ly. I am going to encourage the admin-
istration and continue to try to influ-
ence that decisionmaking process in a 
way that will increase the amount of 
ethanol that is used in this country so, 
again, we can achieve the many bene-
fits that I think dependence on Amer-
ican agriculture creates for us as op-
posed to our dependence upon foreign 
energy. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 9:30 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:16 p.m., 
adjourned until Thursday, March 6, 
2008, at 9:30 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

NEIL SURYAKANT PATEL, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA, TO BE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE FOR 
COMMUNICATIONS AND INFORMATION, VICE JOHN M. R. 
KNEUER. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

JAMES B. CUNNINGHAM, OF NEW YORK, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
CAREER MINISTER, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO ISRAEL. 

DONALD GENE TEITELBAUM, OF TEXAS, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF GHANA. 

FRANK CHARLES URBANCIC, JR., OF INDIANA, A CA-
REER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, 
CLASS OF MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF CY-
PRUS. 

UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE 

NANCY M. ZIRKIN, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE UNITED STATES IN-
STITUTE OF PEACE FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 19, 
2011, VICE MARIA OTERO, TERM EXPIRED. 

J. ROBINSON WEST, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE FOR A TERM EX-
PIRING JANUARY 19, 2011. (REAPPOINTMENT) 

KERRY KENNEDY, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE UNITED STATES IN-
STITUTE OF PEACE FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 19, 
2011, VICE LAURIE SUSAN FULTON, TERM EXPIRED. 
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