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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION—Continued 

COMPARISON OF ACTUAL FY 2006 OBLIGATION LIMITATION AND ESTIMATED FY 2007 OBLIGATION LIMITATION INCLUDING REVENUE ALIGNED BUDGET AUTHORITY 
(Including takedowns for NHTSA Operations and Research) 

STATE 

ACTUAL 
FY 2006 

OBLIGATION 
LIMITATION 

ESTIMATED 
FY 2007 DELTA 

SOUTH DAKOTA ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 174,696,675 202,845,805 28,149,130 
TENNESSEE ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 572,103,666 672,761,834 100,658,168 
TEXAS ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,183,334,526 2,574,558,747 391,224,221 
UTAH ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 190,146,092 220,645,255 30,499,163 
VERMONT .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 115,678,528 129,379,891 13,701,363 
VIRGINIA ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 697,407,933 830,852,486 133,444,553 
WASHINGTON ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 448,545,807 519,595,013 71,049,206 
WEST VIRGINIA ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 285,867,458 325,592,845 39,725,387 
WISCONSIN ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 520,781,728 586,036,437 65,254,709 
WYOMING .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 174,357,693 207,256,184 32,898,491 

SUBTOTAL .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 26,447,336,756 30,170,912,038 3,723,575,282 

ALLOCATED PROGRAMS ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 9,103,451,278 8,794,320,215 ¥309,131,063 

TOTAL .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 35,550,788,034 38,965,232,253 3,414,444,219 

AMOUNTS INCLUDE FORMULA LIMITATION, SPECIAL LIMITATION FOR EQUITY BONUS AND APPALACHIA DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM. AMOUNTS EXCLUDE EXEMPT EQUITY BONUS AND EMERGENCY RELIEF. 
ALLOCATED PROGRAMS AMOUNT REFLECT NHTSA TRANSFER OF $121M. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I understand some of 
our colleagues have apparently sug-
gested we should not adopt this new 
joint funding resolution. Instead, they 
have advocated we simply just extend 
the current existing CR for the remain-
der of this year. Well, they are saying 
we should forgo these desperately need-
ed funds for our highways and transit. 
They are saying we should allow the 
FAA to furlough all its safety per-
sonnel for 2 weeks. They are saying we 
should allow our aviation, truck, rail-
road, and pipeline inspection workforce 
to dwindle. 

If we want to keep our air traffic con-
trollers on the job, we have to pass this 
bill. If we want to keep our air safety 
inspectors on the job, we need to pass 
this bill. If we want to keep highway, 
pipeline, and truck inspections on 
track, we need to pass this bill. If we 
want to help our States address their 
most urgent bridge, road, and highway 
problems, we have to pass this bill. And 
if we want to keep our vulnerable fami-
lies from losing their housing, we have 
to pass this bill. 

The consequences are very high. That 
is why I came to the floor this evening, 
to outline to my colleagues, under just 
my jurisdiction, on the transportation 
and housing bill, how important this 
joint funding resolution is and to urge 
my colleagues to help us move it 
through this week by the Thursday 
deadline. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

STABENOW). The Senator from New 
Mexico. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, 
am I correct, I was scheduled to speak 
next? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. Under the previous order, a 
Republican Senator, the Senator from 
New Mexico, is now recognized for 10 
minutes. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, I 
want to ask, does the Senator want to 
speak for a short time? 

Mrs. MCCASKILL. Go ahead. 
Mr. DOMENICI. The Senator does not 

mind listening. I thank her so much. I 
would have yielded, if she had a short 
speech. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that whatever time I had be 
extended, if necessary, to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2005 
Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, I 

rise to speak about the great success of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005. I recall 
when we passed the bill, you, Madam 
President, and everyone else were, in 
the well, very happy and joyous that 
we passed—after 15 or 20 years without 
one—a major energy bill. And then, 
right away, the next year, people want-
ed another energy bill. Now, this year, 
they want another one. 

I would like to tell the Senate why 
the bill we have is doing so much good 
and how and why there is still room to 
try to implement it and, in doing that, 
to do it a lot more without a new bill. 
We need a bill to cover some things we 
did not cover, but I would like to end 
this, with people understanding this 
bill provides many things we have not 
done and many things that have been 
very successful. 

First, I urge policy makers in the ad-
ministration and Congress to commit 
themselves to investing time, energy, 
and economic resources to fully imple-
ment this important act. We must 
achieve all we envisioned in passing 
this comprehensive energy policy. 

This past week marked the 18-month 
anniversary of the enactment of the 
Energy Policy Act. I rise today to 
speak about the gains we have made in 
strengthening our Nation’s energy se-
curity and the even greater promise 
that lies ahead. 

On August 8, 2005, the President of 
the United States signed the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 in my home State of 
New Mexico. This legislation is the cat-
alyst of our Nation’s nuclear renais-
sance and the driving force behind new 
investments in clean coal technology. 
Passage of the Energy bill also marks 
the genesis of a secure American elec-
tricity grid and the transformation of 
an agricultural enterprise into an en-
ergy industry. 

This act has helped strengthen our 
energy security, stimulate our econ-
omy, create American jobs, and diver-
sify our Nation’s fuel supply. Simply 
put, since the passage of the Energy 
bill, America is on the move. We are 
starting up a renewable fuels industry 
in America through the first ever re-
newable fuels standard and a produc-
tion tax credit. These policies have 
helped create approximately 160,000 
American jobs across almost all sectors 
of our Nation’s economy. 

In the last 18 months, 73 new ethanol 
plants have broken ground, spurring us 
to exceed the biofuel mandate for 2006 
by at least 800 million gallons. As a re-
sult of the Energy bill, 759 E85 ethanol 
pumps have been installed around the 
country. Today, there are over 6 mil-
lion alternative-fuel vehicles on the 
road. 

I stand here today to tell you that 
even more can be done. I am pleased 
President Bush and my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle have committed 
to an even stronger, more robust 
biofuels policy. The President spoke of 
it. We are all interested in enforcing it 
and seeing it is done in the biomass 
area. We will work together on this im-
portant energy issue. Chairman BINGA-
MAN of the Energy Committee and I, as 
ranking member, will build on our En-
ergy bill success. 

Because of the Energy Policy Act, we 
are making significant breakthroughs 
in coal—America’s most abundant and 
affordable energy resource. Because of 
the clean coal provisions in the legisla-
tion, there are 159 new coal-based fa-
cilities in various planning stages. 

Over the next 5 years, the United 
States will add an estimated 60,000 coal 
miners to the American workforce. The 
Energy bill will accelerate the develop-
ment of a new generation of clean coal 
technologies. Because of title XIII of 
the Energy bill, the administration has 
appropriately and recently announced 
that it would award $1 billion in tax 
credits for clean coal projects such as 
IGCC projects for electricity genera-
tion, gasification projects, and other 
projects using innovative technologies. 
With $650 million in tax credits to 
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come next year, we are providing in-
centives for the American people to 
make better choices about the kind of 
energy we will use. And because of the 
Energy bill, those choices will be clean 
energy choices. 

Today, 50 percent of our Nation’s 
electricity comes from coal, and the 
EIA estimates that by 2025, 54 percent 
of electricity consumed will be gen-
erated from coal. In China, they are 
building a coal-fired powerplant every 
10 days. Let it be our mission to invest 
both the human and capital resources 
to the goal of zero-emission, coal-based 
power generation. 

Having made the statement about 
China, let me hope that we will find a 
way to negotiate with China so that 
they, too, will begin to be concerned 
about what they are generating and 
begin some mutual programs of re-
straint. Wouldn’t that be good news for 
the world? Let us dedicate ourselves to 
choosing a free-market, incentive ap-
proach rather than a punitive, regu-
latory approach to solving this global 
problem. 

On nuclear energy, what did we do? 
In advancing nuclear power, Congress 
affirmed sound science and technology 
and rejected irrational fear. By doing 
this, we strengthened the nuclear ren-
aissance in America. We provided Fed-
eral risk insurance for the first six nu-
clear reactors, production tax credits, 
and loan guarantees, and we renewed 
the Price-Anderson Act. All these ini-
tiatives and more provided evidence of 
our renewed support for clean nuclear 
power. 

Until the passage of the Energy bill 
18 months ago, the world was passing 
us by on nuclear power. The renais-
sance was fading. Then Congress acted. 
Since that time, as many as 32 new nu-
clear reactors are in the planning 
stages. These nuclear plants would pro-
vide enough electricity to power 29 
million homes. If these plants come 
into fruition, they will displace 270 
million metric tons of carbon dioxide 
each year. 

Consider this: When all of those 
plants are operating for 5 years, it is 
estimated that they will have displaced 
the same amount of carbon emissions 
that the 230 million cars on the road in 
America today produce each year. 

This is what is at stake as we imple-
ment the various provisions of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005. We must do 
more to solve our growing nuclear 
waste problem, and we must do more to 
show Americans what the rest of the 
world already knows: nuclear power is 
the largest source of clean, carbon-free 
energy in the world. Advancing nuclear 
power is essential for our economic 
strength and environmental well-being. 
While we do it, we will not be able to 
stop using other kinds of energy. So 
the coal people need not worry. They 
will be used, too, because this great 
land needs both and more. 

With the passage of the Energy Pol-
icy Act, we helped to stabilize long- 
term prices of natural gas by providing 

the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission with the tools necessary to en-
sure the safe operation and reliability 
of our Nation’s liquid natural gas as-
sets. Since the passage of the Energy 
bill in August of 2005, FERC has ap-
proved seven new LNG terminals or 
terminal expansions. Working with pri-
vate sector operators, FERC has 
brought on line the capacity equivalent 
of 1.34 billion cubic feet per day of nat-
ural gas, with the potential to increase 
that to 13.3 billion cubic feet per day. 
We must continue to look for ways do-
mestically to find additional supplies 
of natural gas, as we did last year with 
the passage of the Gulf of Mexico En-
ergy Security Act of 2006. 

In passing the Energy Policy Act, we 
substantially advanced renewable 
sources of energy in America. By the 
end of 2007, 2 million American homes 
will be powered by wind as we bring on 
line 6,000 megawatts of new wind power 
this year, part of the $4.5 billion in 
wind power investments spurred by the 
Energy bill. As a result of the wind 
power brought on line, we will displace 
11 billion pounds of carbon dioxide an-
nually. 

And there is so much more that we 
did. We promoted a modernized elec-
tricity grid, invested in solar energy, 
tax provisions that helped add almost 
340,000 hybrid vehicles, and the list 
goes on. I continue to look for more to 
be done. In this Congress, we all will 
focus our efforts on convincing col-
leagues and the American people that 
the solutions to our energy and envi-
ronmental challenges lie in the genius 
of the American people. I will not sup-
port energy policies that burden the 
people with higher energy costs and 
undue regulations. I oppose the cre-
ation of additional unmanageable bu-
reaucracy with its potential for puni-
tive and burdensome regulations that 
harm the American worker. We will 
meet the challenge of providing clean, 
affordable, and abundant energy sup-
plies in this Nation by facilitating and 
unlocking the ingenuity of the Amer-
ican people with more capital invest-
ment, more loans guaranteed for people 
with new ideas to build new things. 
That is what we did in the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005, and that is what we will 
continue to do, hopefully. 

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

ator from Missouri is recognized. 
f 

THE BUDGET 
Mrs. MCCASKILL. Madam President, 

over the past week, I have taken a good 
look at the President’s budget submis-
sion. I am new around here, and I will 
admit that the Federal budget is very 
complex. But as somebody who has 
spent the last years of my life as an 
auditor, I have come to one inescapable 
conclusion about the budget that has 
been presented to this Congress for 
consideration. First, it is not honest; 
second, it has the wrong priorities. 

This budget reflects part of the prob-
lem we have; that is, our country is 

facing incredible problems that are 
very difficult, and we want the Amer-
ican people to support us and believe in 
us. We cannot expect them to join us in 
a fight against these complex problems 
if we aren’t going to begin the process 
by being honest with them. We cannot 
expect them to support what we do if 
we are not willing to tell them the 
complete and unvarnished truth about 
the situation we face in America today 
in terms of our budget. 

The President claims with a straight 
face that this budget will eliminate the 
deficit by 2012. In fact, the President 
claims it will create a surplus in 2012. 
That sounds great. The problem is, it is 
not true. The numbers do not add up. 
First, he fails to include the full cost of 
the war in Iraq. In this budget, it says 
the war will only cost $50 billion in 
2009. Keep in mind that in this budget 
cycle, we will spend over $240 billion on 
the war in Iraq. The confusing part to 
me about the $50 billion is that it is a 
mystery. Why is this $50 billion a mys-
tery? It is a mystery because no one 
seems to know where the figure came 
from. 

As a member of the Armed Services 
Committee, I had the opportunity to 
listen, as the Secretary of Defense and 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
and even the Comptroller for the De-
partment of Defense were asked the 
question: Where did the $50 billion fig-
ure come from? They did not know. If 
the leadership of our military and the 
highest ranking financial official in 
the Department of Defense do not 
know where a figure in the budget 
came from for our war effort, what 
does that tell you about the integrity 
of the document? If that figure came 
from somewhere other than the leaders 
of the military, we have a problem. 

The President also conveniently left 
out the long-term cost of alternative 
minimum tax relief for the middle 
class, which the administration knows 
we all support. The AMT was never de-
signed to reach down into the middle 
class, as it does and will continue to do 
in an ever-increasing way, to cause 
even more stress and pressure on a 
middle class that believes it is under 
attack from all sides. Furthermore, 
this budget assumes deep cuts in edu-
cation and health care, cuts that the 
administration knows are not realistic. 

Finally, it hides the long-term cost 
of the President’s ill-advised program 
to privatize Social Security. This budg-
et is a gimmick. It is the kind of gim-
mick that the American people have 
grown very tired of. If proper budgeting 
procedures were followed, the Federal 
Government would still be hundreds of 
billions of dollars in the red by 2012. 

If it is not bad enough that this budg-
et is not honest with the American 
people as to what its implications are, 
it is even worse when you look at the 
priorities. First, let’s talk about the 
tax cuts in the President’s budget. It 
preserves billions of dollars in oil sub-
sidies, despite the fact that, once 
again, we just heard that one of the big 
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