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our country in battle in the United States 
Army Air Forces, and he was awarded the 
Distinguished Flying Cross. In 1999, in rec-
ognition of his lifetime of service to the 
United States, he received the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom, the Nation’s highest civil 
award. Lloyd Bentsen was a man of great 
honor and distinction. We send our condo-
lences and prayers to B.A. and the Bentsen 
family. 

Proclamation 8023—Great Outdoors 
Month, 2006 
May 23, 2006 

By the President of the United States 
of America 

A Proclamation 
Great Outdoors Month is an opportunity 

to celebrate and experience America’s nat-
ural splendor and renew our commitment to 
conserve our air, water, and land. During this 
month, we also honor the dedicated men and 
women who volunteer to help protect our 
natural resources. 

Americans live amid many wonders of na-
ture. Our Nation’s varied landscapes include 
sandy beaches, expansive forests, emerald 
waters, and towering mountains. Through 
biking, swimming, skiing, hiking, and many 
other activities, Americans are enjoying our 
country’s magnificent scenery and the 
healthy benefits of outdoor recreation. 

To ensure that our natural heritage re-
mains a source of pride for all our citizens, 
my Administration is committed to con-
serving America’s public lands and natural 
resources and pursuing environmentally re-
sponsible initiatives. We are working to ac-
celerate research into cleaner sources of en-
ergy, protect our water sources, and encour-
age the use of hybrid cars. We have put in 
place a series of clean air regulations that 
will help us to meet air quality standards. 
Through efforts like these, we will continue 
our Nation’s economic growth and protect 
the environment. 

Our citizens play an important role in pro-
tecting our natural spaces. Throughout our 
country, Americans are volunteering in their 
communities for environmental education 

programs, local parks, nature conservancies, 
and other stewardship opportunities. These 
devoted individuals are working to maintain 
park trails, restore wildlife habitats, plant 
trees, and clear overgrowth. I appreciate 
these volunteers for their efforts to keep 
America beautiful, and I encourage all Amer-
icans to demonstrate good stewardship and 
an appreciation for the outdoors. Individuals 
interested in volunteering can visit the De-
partment of the Interior’s Take Pride in 
America website at takepride.gov. 

Now, Therefore, I, George W. Bush, 
President of the United States of America, 
by virtue of the authority vested in me by 
the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, do hereby proclaim June 2006 as 
Great Outdoors Month. I call on all Ameri-
cans to observe this month with appropriate 
programs and activities and to spend time 
enjoying the outdoors. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this twenty-third day of May, in the 
year of our Lord two thousand six, and of 
the Independence of the United States of 
America the two hundred and thirtieth. 

George W. Bush 

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
8:45 a.m., May 25, 2006] 

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the 
Federal Register on May 26. 

Remarks on Energy in Pottstown, 
Pennsylvania 
May 24, 2006 

Thank you all. Please be seated. Thanks 
for the warm welcome. If I talk too long, 
it’s going to be even warmer. [Laughter] I 
really appreciate the chance to come to the 
Limerick Generating Station. I’m glad to see 
it in action. More importantly, I was glad to 
see the people working here, glad to meet 
them, glad to get to know them. I appreciate 
their strong dedication to safety. I appreciate 
their dedication to the consumers you serve. 

This plant serves 2 million homes in the 
area, and it does so in a way that does not 
require us to pollute the air. It’s a perfect 
example of how we can grow our economy 
and protect our environment at the same 
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time. And so thanks for receiving me. I’m 
honored to be here. 

I thank John Rowe for introducing me, and 
thanks for coming over from Chicago. Appre-
ciate you being here. I want to thank Chris 
Crane. I want to thank Ron DeGregorio. 
Thank you for having me, Ron. I want to 
thank the mayor, Sharon Valentine-Thomas, 
of the Borough of Pottstown. Thanks for 
coming, Madam Mayor. I appreciate you 
being here. I want to thank all the folks from 
the local government—sorry about clogging 
the neighborhoods coming through, but 
thanks. [Laughter] Appreciate you letting me 
come by. 

I want to talk about how the United States 
of America can continue to be the economic 
leader of the world. First of all, I think it’s 
important that we’re the economic leader of 
the world, because when you’re the leader, 
it helps the folks who live in your country. 
See, it matters if we’re on the cutting edge 
of change. It matters to people working every 
day in America if we’re creating strong eco-
nomic growth. 

Today, we are creating strong economic 
growth. I mean, this economy of ours is mov-
ing forward with a full head of steam—fifth 
year in a row of uninterrupted growth. Our 
economy grew faster than any other major 
industrialized nation in the world. We added 
5.2 million new jobs since August of 2003. 
The national unemployment rate is 4.7 per-
cent. Productivity is high, and that’s impor-
tant. A productive society will yield a higher 
standard of living for our people. Hourly 
compensation grew at an annual rate of 5.7 
percent in the first quarter of this year. Our 
workers are taking bigger—home bigger pay-
checks. The standard of living is on the rise. 
After-tax income is up. Things are good. 

And the fundamental question is, can you 
keep them that way, see? And there’s a lot 
of competition in the world that creates some 
uncertainty and anxiety amongst our people. 
And the temptation for some is to say, ‘‘Well, 
we can’t compete anymore so let’s protect 
ourselves and let’s withdraw; let’s become 
isolationists.’’ I think that would be a wrong 
approach by our country. See, we ought not 
to fear the future; we ought to shape the fu-
ture. We ought to be confident in our ability 

to be able to compete and to remain the most 
innovative country in the world. 

And so here are some ideas. First, if we 
want to be the economic leader in the world 
so our people can prosper, we need to keep 
taxes low. We need to be able to be a society 
that says, you get to earn more of that which 
you earn. 

As you might recall, we went through a 
pretty tough time in this country over the 
past 5 years. We had a recession, corporate 
scandals, a stock market correction, a attack 
on our country. We went to war to defend 
ourselves; we’ve had high energy prices; and 
we had natural disasters. And yet this econ-
omy of ours is strong. And I believe the rea-
son why is, is because of the tax cuts we 
passed in Washington, DC. 

We believe that if you have more money 
in your pocket to save, spend, or invest, the 
economy grows. And so one way to make 
sure that we’re the economic leader in the 
world is to make sure the tax cuts we passed 
are permanent. Now, people say, ‘‘Well, if 
you make the tax cuts permanent, you can’t 
balance the budget.’’ Well, let me talk a little 
bit about how Washington works. I’ve been 
there long enough to be able to give you an 
accurate report. [Laughter] 

Don’t believe it when they say they’re 
going to raise your taxes to balance the budg-
et. They’re going to raise your taxes and fig-
ure out new ways to spend the money. The 
best way to balance the budget is to keep 
progrowth economic policies in place. And, 
by the way, last year, because our economy 
was growing, we generated $100 billion more 
for the Treasury than we thought. And this 
year, because of the economy growing 
strong, we’re generating better rates than we 
did last year. 

And so the best way to balance the budget 
is to keep growing the economy so we collect 
more tax revenues and be wise about spend-
ing your money. See, in Washington, every-
thing sounds good there; every program 
sounds fantastic. But Government, in order 
to be wise about spending your money, has 
got to learn to set priorities. And my priority 
is this: So long as we have a soldier in harm’s 
way, he or she will have what it takes to 
achieve victory and secure America. 
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We’re on our way to cutting the deficit 
in half by 2009. Congress is now debating 
a supplemental bill. It’s money to help fund 
our troops in Iraq, as well as helping the vic-
tims in Katrina. And I’ve made it very clear 
that I intend to participate with them in 
keeping the spending down. And if they ex-
ceed the $92.2 billion request, plus monies 
for avian flu, I’m going to veto the bill. See, 
that’s one way you keep fiscal discipline in 
Washington, DC. 

We’ll be competitive if we keep taxes low 
and be wise about how we spend your 
money. We’ll be competitive, by the way, if 
we’re smart about improving education for 
our people. See, this is a global economy, 
whether people like it or not. And the jobs 
of the 21st century will be either here in 
America or wherever the workforce is trained 
to fill those jobs. And therefore, it’s impor-
tant for us to make sure we educate our chil-
dren early, and emphasize math and science 
so our kids have got the skills necessary to 
fill those jobs. 

We changed how we view public education 
in Washington. We passed the No Child Left 
Behind Act, see. It basically said, we’re going 
to make sure we fulfill our commitment to 
Title I students, but we’re starting to ask 
some questions—questions that I’m sure are 
asked at this plant: Are you meeting objec-
tives, for example. If you set a goal, are you 
meeting those goals? And so we set some 
goals: How about every child learning to read 
at grade level by the third grade? That didn’t 
seem like an unrealistic goal to me. As a mat-
ter of fact, it was a necessary goal. 

And then we said to the States, you meas-
ure. We’re going to get you some money, 
but you measure to show us whether or not 
we’re meeting the goal. And if you’re not 
meeting the goal, figure out why. See, you 
can’t solve a problem unless you diagnose the 
problem. And so the No Child Left Behind 
Act basically says, we’re going to diagnose 
problems early and solve them before it’s too 
late. This business about shuffling kids 
through the school—through our schools, 
based upon age, didn’t work. It wasn’t fair. 
It wasn’t right. And so the No Child Left 
Behind Act says, we’re going to measure 
early, and we’re going to help children who 

have fallen behind in reading early, and then 
we’re going to extend that to math. 

See, one of the interesting things is, be-
cause we measure, we know that we’re doing 
fine in math in the eighth grade. But children 
get to high school—relative to other coun-
tries, we’re not doing fine in math. And we 
better do something about it now if we want 
to be the economic leader of the world. 

So we’ve got a plan to, one, make sure 
the same standards applied to reading for 
early grades are applied to math. If we meas-
ure in the eighth grade or ninth grade and 
you’re falling behind, you’re going to get 
extra help. 

Secondly, advanced placement programs 
work. I bet I’m looking at some folks out 
here who took AP when they were in high 
school. AP means high standards. But we 
don’t have enough teachers around the coun-
try to teach AP, so we’ve got a plan to train 
70,000 Advanced Placement teachers to keep 
raising those standards. 

We want to have 30,000 adjunct professors 
in our classrooms in high school and junior— 
sometimes it’s not cool to be involved with 
science—and yet it is cool. And we need peo-
ple who are on the frontlines of science ex-
plaining that. I went to a school in Maryland 
the other day, and there was a NASA scientist 
there, explaining to junior high kids why the 
sciences matter and why it’s fun to be in 
science. 

We’re going to make sure our Pell 
grants—which, by the way, have expanded 
by a million kids since I’ve been the Presi-
dent—continue to have incentives in there 
for children to take rigorous academics com-
ing out of high school and the first 2 years 
of college, and then if they maintain a 3.0 
average or are taking math, science, or crit-
ical language, there’s an additional $4,000 on 
top of their Pell grant. In other words, this 
is an effort to make sure that we have a work-
force that can compete in a global economy 
so we remain the economic leader of the 
world. 

I want to talk about energy, see. If we don’t 
get it right in energy, we can have the most 
educated workforce in the world, but we’re 
not going to be able to compete. We can have 
the lowest taxes in the world, the least regula-
tions, the fewest lawsuits, but if we haven’t 
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done something about our energy situation, 
we’re not going to be able to compete in the 
world. 

And so that’s why I’ve come to this impor-
tant powerplant, to talk about how the 
United States can have a diversified energy 
policy that makes us less dependent on for-
eign sources of oil and more dependent on 
renewable sources of energy. 

Now, one of the things I want to start off 
by telling the—telling you all, and I hope 
others are listening, is that over the past 30 
years, our economy has grown three times 
faster than our energy consumption. Isn’t 
that interesting statistics? In other words, 
we’re becoming more technologically ad-
vanced. And during that same period of time, 
we created more than 55 million jobs while 
cutting air pollution by 50 percent. 

So what I believe the American people 
should understand is that we can put policies 
in place that encourage economic growth so 
you’ve got a better standard of living, and 
at the same time, become less dependent on 
energy from overseas and protect the envi-
ronment. 

So what do we need to do? Well, the first 
thing we got to do is understand that we’ve 
got to change our driving habits over time. 
You’ve seen the price of gasoline going up. 
One of the reasons why your price of gasoline 
is going up is because demand for oil is in-
creasing in places like India and China, and 
the supply for oil is not meeting that demand. 
And the key ingredient for gasoline is crude 
oil. So when the Chinese economy is growing 
or the Indian economy is growing, and that 
demand is going up, so is your price at the 
pump. 

One way to make sure the price at the 
pump doesn’t go up as global demand in-
creases for hydrocarbons is to figure out how 
to drive our cars with different kinds of fuels, 
such as ethanol. One of the really interesting 
developments that’s taking place now in 
America is the use of corn-based ethanol— 
pretty cool deal, isn’t it, for the President to 
be able to say, you know, we’re growing a 
lot of corn—[laughter]—and we’re less de-
pendent on foreign sources of oil. It’s com-
ing—particularly in the Midwest right now, 
there’s a lot of ethanol pumps and plants 

being developed there to manufacture eth-
anol from corn. 

We’ve got to do more, though, if we’re 
going to become less dependent on foreign 
sources of oil, when it comes to ethanol. And 
so we’re spending a lot of your money to de-
velop technologies that will enable us to be 
able to manufacture ethanol from wood chips 
or switch grass. Somebody said, ‘‘What is 
switch grass?’’ I said, ‘‘Well, it’s grass that 
looks like a switch that grows in dry country.’’ 
In other words, there’s all kinds of opportuni-
ties to manufacture ethanol, and we’re ex-
ploring ways to do so. America has always 
been on the leading edge of technology and 
research and development, and here’s an 
area where we’ve got to stay on the leading 
edge of change. 

Another way to help reduce our use of gas-
oline is through hybrid vehicles. They’re 
coming; they’re coming on the market. As 
a matter of fact, the energy bill I signed actu-
ally will pay you—give you a tax credit if you 
buy a hybrid. We’re trying to stimulate de-
mand through the Tax Code. It makes sense. 
But there’s going to be an additional break-
through—or additional breakthroughs— 
when it comes to hybrid vehicles, starting 
with the development of a battery that will 
enable you to drive your first 40 miles on 
electricity. And the Federal Government is 
very much involved in this research. We’re 
spending your money, again, on research to 
help fund breakthroughs for battery tech-
nologies that will enable you to drive a plug- 
in hybrid battery. 

And, oh, by the way, on ethanol, just one 
thing I forgot to tell you is that there are 
5 million flex-fuel vehicles on the road today. 
Flex-fuel means you can either have gasoline 
or ethanol or a combination of the two. 
You’ve probably got one and you don’t even 
know it. The technology—the barrier to 
change is not the automobile; it is the ability 
to make the fuel in quantities—economic 
quantities so we can get them to you at the 
pump. 

And same with hybrid batteries; they’re 
coming—hybrid—plug-in hybrid vehicles 
with new batteries—they’re coming your 
way. And one of the reasons why is because 
the Government has entered into research 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 13:00 May 31, 2006 Jkt 208250 PO 00000 Frm 00042 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 E:\PRESDOCS\P21MYT4.026 P21MYT4



1007 Administration of George W. Bush, 2006 / May 24 

partnerships with the private sector to accel-
erate these technologies, all aimed at making 
us less dependent on oil. 

A third way to help this country remain 
an economic leader when it comes to the cars 
you drive is hydrogen. We spend about a— 
over a billion dollars of research to bring hy-
drogen to the marketplace. One fellow re-
minded me, wisely, it costs—it takes quite 
a bit of power to make hydrogen. An inter-
esting way to make hydrogen on an economic 
basis would be through nuclear power, see. 
But we’re spending money and time and ef-
fort, all aimed at making sure that the auto-
mobiles of the future will require less crude 
oil. And we’re close to some significant 
breakthroughs. 

It’s going to take time to move away from 
the hydrocarbon economy to the hydrogen 
economy, and in the meantime, it seems like 
it makes sense to me to do something about 
the refinery capacity of the United States. 
If you’re worried about the price of gaso-
line—you don’t like it when your price got 
over $3.00—and I don’t blame you—you 
might want to ask the question, how come 
the Government isn’t working hard to expand 
refinery capacity so that there’s more gaso-
line? If you have more gasoline on the market 
relative to demand, guess what—it takes the 
pressure off price. 

We haven’t built a new refinery in the 
United States since the 1970s. The regulatory 
burden is a lot. You’re kind of used to that 
here in this industry. And so we got to cut 
through all that business. If we’re serious 
about helping our consumers and getting 
more gasoline to the market, we got to have 
regulatory relief. I suggested to Congress 
that we put new refineries on abandoned 
military facilities. It seemed to make sense 
to me. And so we need to be wise about these 
policies so that we can say to the American 
people, we’re on our way out of the hydro-
carbon era. But in the meantime, let’s be 
thoughtful of the consumers here in the 
United States. 

We’re also going to need a lot of electricity 
in the future. Electricity demand is projected 
to increase by nearly 50 percent over the next 
25 years. That’s a lot. And we better be wise 
about how we implement a strategy to meet 
that demand—otherwise, we’re not going to 

be the economic leader; otherwise, our peo-
ple aren’t going to be having the good jobs 
that we want them to have; otherwise, your 
children and my children, our grandchildren 
are not going to have the bright, hopeful 
America that we want for them. 

Now, one of the things that people have 
got to understand is that we get our—we 
generate our electricity from four sources: 
coal—it’s about 50 percent; nuclear power— 
about 20 percent; natural gas—18 percent; 
and then other renewable sources like hydro-
electric, solar, and wind power. And that’s 
the mix; that’s the energy mix. 

Coal is by far the most abundant and af-
fordable energy resource. We got about 240 
years at current rates of consumption. It’s a 
valuable asset for the United States. The 
problem is, coal isn’t—when you burn it, it 
isn’t clean. It doesn’t meet our standards. It’s 
not—it doesn’t enable us to say, you can grow 
your economy, and at the same time, protect 
the environment like we want. 

And so we’re developing clean coal tech-
nology. We’re spending over $2 billion in a 
10-year period to be able to say to the Amer-
ican people that we’re using the money wise-
ly to determine whether or not we can have 
zero-emissions coal-fired powerplants. It’s in 
our interests that we do that. It makes sense. 
About 2012, under the FutureGen Initiative, 
we think we will build the first powerplant 
to run on coal and remove virtually all pollut-
ants. 

Natural gas is an important commodity. By 
the way, we can explore for natural gas in 
environmentally friendly ways. And we ought 
to be exploring for natural gas in the ANWR, 
as well as off the gulf coast of the United 
States. 

Here’s another interesting way to help 
make sure there’s enough natural gas for this 
economy to grow—by the way, natural gas, 
as you know, is not just used for power. It’s 
used for fertilizers, a variety of uses. You can 
liquefy natural gas; you can put it in a ship, 
and you can send it long distances and still 
have an economic product. And there are 
places in this world where there’s a lot of 
natural gas—a lot. And they’re building liq-
uefied production facilities. And they put 
them on these ships—but we don’t have any 
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places to offload it in the United States. We 
got some, but not enough. 

If we’re really interested in diversifying 
our energy sources and making sure the 
American people have got enough energy to 
watch this economy grow, we have got to 
have LNG sites to offload the gas from 
abroad. And so what we’ve done is, I signed 
a new bill, energy bill, that clarifies Federal 
authority to license new sites, that reduces 
the bureaucratic obstacles to opening up the 
terminals and streamlines the development. 
It’s in your interest that we enable liquefied 
natural gas to come into our country so that 
we can help take the burden off some of the 
pricing pressures that we’re inevitably going 
to feel with demand going up and not enough 
electricity supply. 

Thirdly, about 6 percent of the continental 
U.S. is highly suitable for the construction 
of wind turbines. And this is a really inter-
esting opportunity for the country—they 
ought to put one big one in Washington, DC. 
[Laughter] They say—the experts tell me 
that this area alone has the potential to sup-
ply up to 20 percent of our Nation’s elec-
tricity. I think that’s an interesting oppor-
tunity. I don’t know if it’s true or not, but 
it’s certainly worth trying to find out, in order 
to make sure this country has got a bright 
future. And so we got $44 million for wind 
energy research. And the goal is to expand 
the use and lower the cost of wind turbine 
technology. 

In other words, we’re constantly research-
ing and looking. I don’t know if you know 
this or not, but the Federal Government does 
spend money on research in a variety of 
fronts, and it should. And I intend to double 
the basic—the budget for basic research over 
the next 10 years. The iPod—like, I like to 
ride my mountain bike and plug in the iPod. 
The technology for the iPod came as a result 
of Federal research. The Internet came 
about because of defense money research. 

So we’re spending money on research. The 
reason I keep repeating that is, not only is 
it going to help us diversify our energy 
sources and make us competitive in the 
world, but it also helps make sure America 
is always on the leading edge of technological 
change. 

Solar energy—the dream in solar energy 
is to develop technology so that someday, 
your house is like a little generating plant, 
and if you don’t use the power, you feed it 
back into the grid. It’s possible, but it’s not 
going to be possible if we don’t spend money 
on research and development. So we’re 
spending $150 million to combine Govern-
ment money with private research money in 
solar technologies to see if we can’t help fos-
ter technologies that will be able to capture 
the sun, feed it into your house, generate 
enough electricity, and if you’ve got a little 
excess, feed it back into the grid. I think 
that’s a pretty interesting idea, and it’s cer-
tainly one worth exploring. 

Finally, I want to talk about nuclear 
power—a subject you all are very familiar 
with. It is a really important way to meet 
our goals, which is to have abundant, afford-
able, clean, and safe sources of energy. The 
important thing for the American people to 
understand is this concept: One, nuclear 
power is abundant and affordable. In other 
words, you have nuclear powerplants, you 
can say, we’ve got an abundant amount of 
electricity. And once you get the plant up 
and running, the operating costs of these 
plants are significantly lower than other 
forms of electricity plants, which means the 
energy is affordable. 

As I mentioned, nuclear power—it’s the 
second leading source of electricity here. We 
have 100 nuclear powerplants that operate 
in 31 States. Now, we haven’t built one in 
a long period of time. 

People in our country are rightly con-
cerned about greenhouse gases and the envi-
ronment, and I can understand why; I am 
too. As a matter of fact, I try to tell people, 
let’s quit the debate about whether green-
house gases are caused by mankind or by nat-
ural causes; let’s just focus on technologies 
that deal with the issue. Nuclear power will 
help us deal with the issue of greenhouse 
gases. Without nuclear energy, carbon diox-
ide emissions would have been 28 percent 
greater in the electricity industry in 2004. 
Without nuclear power, we would have had 
an additional 700 million tons a year of car-
bon dioxide, and that’s nearly equal to the 
annual emissions from 136 million passenger 
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cars. Nuclear power helps us protect the en-
vironment. 

And nuclear power is safe. It is safe be-
cause of advances in science and engineering 
and plant design. It is safe because the work-
ers and managers of our nuclear powerplants 
are incredibly skilled people who know what 
they’re doing. 

For the sake of economic security and na-
tional security, the United States of America 
must aggressively move forward with the 
construction of nuclear powerplants. Other 
nations are. Interestingly enough, France has 
built 58 plants since the 1970s, and now gets 
78 percent of its electricity from nuclear 
power. I think that’s an interesting statistic, 
isn’t it? The United States hasn’t ordered a 
plant since the 1970s, and yet France has 
not only ordered them; they built 58 plants. 
And 78 percent of their electricity comes 
from nuclear power. They don’t have to 
worry about natural gas coming from some-
where else. They worry about it, but they 
don’t have to worry about it to the extent 
that we do. 

China has 9 nuclear plants in operation, 
and they got—plan to build 40 more over 
the next two decades. They understand that 
in order to be an aggressive nation, an eco-
nomic nation that is flourishing so their peo-
ple can benefit, they better do something 
about their sources of electricity. They see 
it. India—I just came from India—they’re 
going to build some nuclear powerplants. 

To maintain our economic leadership, we 
got to do it again. And so here’s the strategy: 
First, in the energy bill I signed in 2005, 
there are loan guarantees, production tax 
credits, Federal risk insurance for the build-
ers of new plants. In other words, we said, 
this is an industry that hadn’t got much going 
since the ’70s. It’s an over-regulated industry. 
It’s highly risky because of the regulations 
to try to build a plant. People don’t know 
this, but you get yourself a design for a nu-
clear powerplant; you start spending money 
for plans and engineering plans and every-
thing; you get building; and all of the sudden, 
somebody can shut you down. And that 
makes it awfully difficult to take risk, if a law-
suit can cause you to spend enormous sums 
of money and have no productive use of the 
money spent. 

And so we got together with the Congress 
and said, ‘‘Well, how—what can we do to 
create incentives to show the industry that 
we’re serious about moving forward?’’ Well, 
one is loan guarantees, and that gives inves-
tors confidence that this Government is com-
mitted to the construction of nuclear power-
plants. Secondly is production tax credits, 
and those credits will reward investments in 
the latest advanced nuclear power genera-
tion. 

In other words, there’s incentives—loan 
guarantee is an incentive, tax credits are in-
centives, Federal risk insurance. What the 
Federal risk insurance says—is offered for 
the first six new powerplant—nuclear power-
plants. And the insurance helps protect 
builders of the plants against lawsuits or bu-
reaucratic obstacles and other delays beyond 
their control. We have got what’s called the 
Nuclear Power 2010 Initiative, which is a 
$1.1 billion partnership between the Federal 
Government and the industry to facilitate 
new plant orders. In other words, I have said 
we need more nuclear powerplants, and 
here’s a strategy to get them going, see. 
Here’s a way to say to the industry, we’re 
serious about this. 

This time last year, only two companies 
were seeking to build nuclear powerplants. 
Now 16 companies have expressed an inter-
est in new construction, and they’re consid-
ering as many as 25 new plants, trying to get 
these plants—construction started by the end 
of this decade. I want it to be said that this 
generation of folks had the foresight nec-
essary to diversify our—or to continue to di-
versify electricity supply and recognize that 
nuclear power is safe, and we did something 
about it. We just didn’t mark our time. We 
actually did something about it so a genera-
tion of Americans coming up will be able to 
have a better America. 

I understand the issue of waste, and we’ve 
got to do something about it. We’ve got to 
be wise about nuclear waste. I’m a believer 
that Yucca Mountain is a scientifically sound 
place to send the waste, and I would hope 
that the United States Congress would recog-
nize that as well. 

I also recognize that we can do something 
on a reprocessing front. And so I got our 
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administration to commit to the Global Nu-
clear Energy Partnership. I think you’ll find 
this interesting—at least I did. Under the 
partnership, America is going to work with 
nations that have already got an advanced ci-
vilian nuclear energy program, such as 
France and Japan and Russia, and we’re 
going to use new technologies that effectively 
and safely recycle spent nuclear fuel. In other 
words, we’re coming together to say, how can 
we do a better job of reprocessing and recy-
cling fuel? 

And the reason that’s important, at least 
for our fellow citizens to understand is, it will 
reduce the amount of the toxicity of the fuel 
and reduce the amount we have to store. To 
me, it’s a smart way to combine with others 
to reduce storage requirements for nuclear 
waste by up to 90 percent. It’s a good way 
to work with other nations that are spending 
money on research and development as well. 
It’s a way to, kind of, leverage up an invest-
ment. We’re going to—I’ve asked Congress 
to spend $250 million on this partnership. 
I hope they follow through with it. It is a 
necessary expenditure of money to make sure 
that the nuclear power industry can move 
forward with confidence, and the American 
people move forward with confidence as 
well. 

And so here are some ideas—not only 
ideas; this is what we’re doing; this has gone 
from idea to action. What I’m telling you is, 
is that I understand the need to get off oil. 
I understand the need to work on renewable 
sources of energy. And I’m pleased to report 
we’re working with Congress to do it. We’re 
spending your money on research and devel-
opment to find interesting technologies. You 
know, I hope that when my grandchildren 
and some of your children start taking their 
driver’s test, they’ll be cranking up a hydro-
gen-powered automobile, with hydrogen 
produced from electricity generated from 
plants such as these. 

We have a duty to think about the prob-
lems this country is going to face. Listen, this 
economy is good, and I want to keep it that 
way—but I also want to make sure it’s good 
10 years from now. And I want to make sure 
that this global economy, this world that is 
becoming more connected, is one that 
doesn’t cause us to fear and to neglect our 

duties, but that we put policies in place that 
enable us to remain confident, that we’re an 
entrepreneurial society, that we’re well-edu-
cated people, that we’re willing to work hard 
to raise our families and put bread on the 
table. And we’ve got to make sure we have 
a good energy policy to do that. 

I want to thank you for giving me the 
chance to come and share with you today 
what the country is doing right now. I want 
to thank you very much for showing what 
is possible. I appreciate your hard work here. 

May God bless you all. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:29 p.m. at the 
Limerick Generating Station. In his remarks, he 
referred to John W. Rowe, chairman, president, 
and chief executive officer, Christopher M. Crane, 
senior vice president, and Ron DeGregorio, site 
vice president of Limerick Generating Station, 
Exelon Corporation. 

Remarks at a Pennsylvania 
Congressional Victory Committee 
Dinner in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
May 24, 2006 

Thank you all. Thanks for coming. I want 
to thank you for joining the Pennsylvania 
Congressional Victory Committee. I am so 
honored to be standing by two of the young 
stars of the United States Congress. You 
know, I’ve been up there long enough to be 
able to spot talent, and Jim Gerlach and Mike 
Fitzpatrick are really talented Congressmen, 
and they deserve to be reelected to the 
United States Congress. 

I appreciate Karen. It’s good to see you 
again, Karen. Thanks for coming. Katie, Rob, 
Joel, Jay, and Katelyn are also here. [Laugh-
ter] All you got to do is register them to vote, 
and it’s a landslide. [Laughter] 

And I appreciate Kathy Fitzpatrick and 
Jimmy for being here as well. And by the 
way, Mike’s mother [father] *, James, and 
mom, Mary, is with us. So it’s good to have 
the Fitzpatrick family well represented to pay 
honor to this good man here. 

I appreciate all the local officials who are 
here and the grassroots activists. See, you win 
campaigns by being able to raise money— 
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