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she would be transported an additional
2 miles across town to the all-Black el-
ementary school. That trip every day
took about an hour. It was her dad,
Rev. Oliver Leon Brown, for whom the
Supreme Court case is named, who de-
cided his child deserved to go to a
school closer to home. He joined 13
other families in filing suit to end seg-
regation in America’s public schools.

Linda Brown recalls that, using her
words:

When the parents involved tried to enroll
us in all white schools and we were denied,
my mother explained that it was because of
the color of our skin. As a child I did not
comprehend what difference that could pos-
sibly make.

Indeed, as a child Linda knew the
truth so many adults refused to recog-
nize, that the color of a person’s skin
should not make any difference at all.

Despite the Supreme Court’s ruling,
many States were slow to integrate
classrooms. When I look back to my
State of Tennessee, initial compliance
was mixed. While Nashville public
schools, for example, began their first
day of integration in 1957, the sur-
rounding county didn’t begin until
1960. And even 10 years after that in
1970, 40 metro schools in Nashville were
still segregated. But since that point in
time, Tennessee, as the rest of the Na-
tion, has made great progress. I think
of the Chattanooga School for Arts and
Sciences, which is hailed in the State
as a model for diversity and academic
success. Indeed, 99 percent of its stu-
dents, who come from all racial back-
grounds across the country, go on to
college. In 2003, the elementary and
middle schools scored above the na-
tional average in the Tennessee Com-
prehensive Assessment Program tests.

That all leads me to the ultimate
hope of the Brown v. Board decision:
That not only will Black and White
students learn together, but that they
will succeed together. In this we have a
long way to go. As we look ahead and
as we celebrate that wonderful decision
of 50 years ago, as we were celebrating
yesterday in Topeka, we have a long
way to go.

Most recently, the President’s No
Child Left Behind Act is one powerful
tool we have in closing the educational
gap that exists between White and
Black students. It sets rigorous stand-
ards for learning and teacher qualifica-
tions. It does hold schools accountable
for their academic success. No longer
will students be passed from grade to
grade without mastering those basic
learning skills. No longer will schools
be able to mask their results in broad
averages. They will have to account for
every group of students under that
schoolhouse roof.

Fifty years on, American has under-
gone a dramatic transformation. No
longer is segregation an accepted, let
alone celebrated, way of life. We recoil
at the pictures of the Little Rock nine
being jeered and threatened by angry
White protesters. We hail the courage
of those who led us forward. We tell
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their story that we will always aspire
to America’s true purpose, that true
purpose which is so powerfully ex-
pressed in our founding, that all men
are created equal, and that they are en-
dowed by their Creator with certain
unalienable rights, that among these
are life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness.
I yield the floor.

————————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask that
the Chair reserve the leadership time
of Senator DASCHLE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, under the previous
order, the unused leadership time will
be reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SMITH). Under the previous order, there
will be a period for the transaction of
morning business for up to 60 minutes.
The first half of the time will be under
the control of the majority leader or
his designee, the second half of the
time under the control of the Demo-
cratic leader or his designee.

Who yields time?

The Senator from Wyoming.

———

ENERGY

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to take some
time in morning business to talk about
one of the things that impacts us all,
that we all see as we come to work
each day or whatever we do in our day,
and that is the cost of energy, particu-
larly gasoline. It has an impact on all
of us, certainly, something that affects
not only you and me in our cars trying
to get to work, but also the cost of
other services and merchandise we buy,
because there is an additional cost to
development of all those things when
gas is as high as it is right now.

It is a difficult thing to deal with be-
cause it is an item that over time we
have expanded in our use, and we have
begun to use a good deal more than we
have in the past. We have increased our
consumption, but we have not done the
same thing with the kind of support fa-
cilities necessary to meet those in-
creased demands. Again, one of the
issues is not only gas or electricity,
but it is the whole issue of energy in a
broad sense, certainly, and energy pol-
icy that has to do with the long-term
availability of energy to meet the de-
mands we have.

Again, I point to the fact we have not
been able to move an energy policy in
the Senate in order to deal with the fu-
ture. We will hear a lot of complaints,
probably today, about something that
ought to be done. The real important
thing is, we ought to do something
about the policy so over time we can
make some of the changes that need to
be made to change the whole situation
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with energy over time. Obviously,
there are a number of activities that
need to be done.

A lot of factors affect fuel price and
supply. One of them, obviously, is the
cost of oil. Crude oil is at historic
highs right now. In the past, we were
accustomed to seeing crude oil at
about $22 a barrel. We talk about it
when we make plans. It is now nearly
$41. It has increased a great deal over
the last several months. It is very im-
portant to understand that the cost of
oil represents almost 50 percent of the
cost of gas at the pump. There are
other costs, of course, but this is the
major cost.

Interestingly enough, the cost of
crude oil, plus the taxes, represents a
little over 70 percent of the cost of gas-
oline. So when we talk about these
costs, of course, that has to be one of
the factors.

Also, there are less refined gasoline
imports, as gas, not as oil, because of
sulfur regulations. Over the years, we
have had a reduction in the number of
refineries. It seems strange, doesn’t it;
as demand has gone up substantially,
the number of refineries has gone
down. It is true that capacity has not
changed that much because the refin-
eries have gotten larger, but they have
not increased the capacity over time.
In the late eighties, we were using
about 85 percent of capacity of refin-
eries. Now it is about 94 percent of ca-
pacity being used, and the demand, of
course, has gone up over that time.
There has been a continual closure of
refineries over the last 23 years, and so
the system is now very tight.

In addition to capacity, we have had
a lot of different regulations and dif-
ferent kinds of additions to gasoline in
different parts of the country so that
refining has been made much more ex-
pensive and much more difficult to
market in that they have to have this
kind of reduction here and another one
for this State and so on. It has been
very difficult. The reality is that there
are a number of components to the
price of gasoline. We have to review
those in context.

We will be hearing probably soon
that the Government ought to be tak-
ing o0il out of the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve, which is there to be a reserve
and has been put together over a period
of time. The fact is that the daily input
into the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
is about 170,000 barrels a day, and the
consumption in this country is almost
9 million barrels a day. It is a rel-
atively small amount. There may be
some merit in diverting the daily input
into this reserve, but I certainly think
it would not make a lot of sense to ex-
tract from it. It will be interesting to
see what happens with respect to this
issue.

The fact is that the current price,
when adjusted for GDP or growth in
the economy and inflation, is not at a
record high. In the 1980s, as a matter of
fact, given the same economics, the
price of gas was higher than it is today.
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