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same taxes that will be passed along 
under the cap-and-trade system that is 
envisioned in this legislation. 

So one impact that I don’t think has 
been entered in this debate as heavily 
as it should have been is the aviation 
sector of our economy, which is going 
through tumult and is experiencing 
economic hardship because of high fuel 
prices. This would complicate that fur-
ther, and because they don’t have ac-
cess to using some of the cleaner fuels 
we are able to run through auto-
mobiles, it only worsens the situation 
they face. That is on top of what we are 
talking about today in terms of our 
headlines on job losses, capacity losses, 
airfares doubling, tripling, quad-
rupling, and cutbacks in service. 

What do we do, then, in response to 
the question, If this is occurring—cli-
mate change—and if human activity is 
contributing to it, what do we do about 
it and at what cost? I think there are 
a lot of things we could and should be 
doing. 

Honestly, irrespective of the answers 
to the first two questions, we should be 
making every effort we can to get 
emissions such as CO2 out of our at-
mosphere. We ought to work as hard as 
we can to do that. Rather than cre-
ating a cumbersome new bureaucracy 
that would increase the price of gaso-
line, Congress ought to look to low-
ering gas prices through increased do-
mestic production and refining capac-
ity and investment in alternatives, 
such as biofuels. 

With respect to electricity rates, 
again, according to the EIA, electricity 
prices are projected to increase up to 27 
percent in 2020 and a 64-percent in-
crease in electricity prices by 2030. 
Under the bill before us, average an-
nual household energy bills, excluding 
transportation costs, would be $325 
higher in 2020 and $123 higher in the 
year 2030. 

I think there are some really good 
things that can be done and should be 
done. We need to start by investing in 
clean energy. I agree that we need to 
research and develop a new, reliable 
low-carbon energy source. 

In South Dakota, we have examples 
of how that works. We are going to be 
producing a billion gallons of ethanol 
by the end of this year. New corn-based 
ethanol plants are producing ethanol 
with a 20-percent reduction in life- 
cycle greenhouse gas emissions rel-
ative to regular gasoline. In the com-
ing years, we will be producing cellu-
losic ethanol that will reduce life-cycle 
greenhouse gas emissions by up to 80 
percent. South Dakota also has an 
abundant source of wind, which is a 
zero-carbon-emitting source of energy. 

A recent DOE study noted that the 
United States has the ability to meet 
20 percent of its generation needs with 
wind by 2030. We can promote low-car-
bon energy without destroying jobs. We 
can do this without raising taxes, and 

we can do this without raising gasoline 
prices. 

The climate change bill before the 
Senate puts the cart before the horse. 
The bill enacts mandates on at least 
2,000 entities, and then the Federal 
Government collects the revenue 
through annual allowance auctions, 
and then the Government invests in 
new technologies. Meanwhile, jobs are 
lost, our economic growth slows, and 
family budgets get squeezed. If we are 
willing to make a bipartisan commit-
ment to research and development of 
new technologies today, carbon reduc-
tions, in the very near future, will be 
considerably less expensive. 

In November of 2007, the Senate Com-
merce Committee held one of many 
hearings on clean coal technology, 
which will play a major role in the fu-
ture of our Nation’s energy portfolio. 
The nonprofit Electric Power Research 
Institute, which was represented at 
that hearing, identified the research 
and development pathways to dem-
onstrate, by 2025, a full portfolio of eco-
nomically attractive, commercial- 
scale, advanced coal power and inte-
grated CCS technologies suitable for 
use with the broad range of coal types. 
If we make the commitment today to 
fund the research, finance the dem-
onstration projects, and fund the loan 
guarantees first—if we do all those 
things first—reducing carbon emissions 
in the future will be far less costly to 
our economy. 

Mr. President, my message to my 
colleagues is very simply that we need 
to develop the technology before enact-
ing onerous Government mandates on 
virtually every single part of our econ-
omy. Higher gas prices, higher elec-
tricity rates, a shrinking GDP, job 
losses, and minimal environmental 
benefit is what will come about as a re-
sult of this legislation if enacted. 

There is a better way. We ought to be 
doing everything we possibly can to get 
CO2 emissions and other pollutants out 
of our atmosphere to address the con-
cerns we have about our environment, 
to be good stewards, to pass on a better 
world to the next generation, but there 
is a way we can go about this that is 
incentive based, that gets away from 
the heavy-handed, onerous regulations 
imposed by this bill and the enormous 
cost that will be imposed on literally 
every sector of our economy and, most 
importantly, on the hard-working 
American families who will be faced 
with higher prices for gasoline, higher 
prices for electricity at a time when we 
should be desperately looking for ways 
to reduce those prices and to lessen the 
economic hardship that every family in 
this country is experiencing. 

I hope my colleagues will vote no. I, 
too, have some amendments to offer to 
the bill if we get the opportunity to 
offer the amendments. My under-
standing is the amendment tree has 
been filled. That is unfortunate. This is 

a bill of enormous consequence to this 
country. Some have described it as the 
biggest reorganization of the Govern-
ment since the 1930s. Given the com-
plexities and the enormous impact this 
would have on Americans’ everyday 
lives, we need to go about this in a way 
that allows us to have open debate, 
offer amendments, and improve this 
bill. 

I regret the fact that the Democratic 
leadership has decided to abandon that 
open process in exchange for filling the 
amendment tree and preventing us 
from having an open debate and consid-
ering amendments that actually would 
protect consumers from higher gas and 
energy prices that would be the result 
of this legislation. 

If we get to an open process, I hope to 
have further debate and amendments 
we can consider. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from California is recognized. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time be-
tween 3 p.m. and 4 p.m. be under the 
control of Senator INHOFE or his des-
ignee, and that the order with respect 
to the farm bill be delayed until 4:10 
p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I don’t 

object. For clarification purposes, the 1 
hour we have is between what hours? 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, 3 and 4. 
Mr. INHOFE. And the Senator from 

California has between 2 and 3. Be-
tween now and 2 o’clock is equally di-
vided. 

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

Mrs. BOXER. That is the first part. I 
further ask unanimous consent that 
the time until 2 p.m. be equally di-
vided—Senator INHOFE between 12 to 1 
and Senator BOXER between 1 and 2? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. INHOFE. Reserving the right to 
object, that wasn’t quite my under-
standing. I thought we would have that 
2-hour period equally divided but not 
necessarily—going back and forth 
would be my preference. 

Mrs. BOXER. All right, I will say the 
time until 2 p.m. be equally divided be-
tween Senator INHOFE and myself. 

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 
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