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that would advance the cause of free-
dom and peace,” President Reagan
said.

Addressing the Soviet Premier di-
rectly, he then continued:

If you seek peace, if you seek prosperity
for the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, if
you seek liberation: Come here to this gate!
Mr. Gorbachev, open this gate! Mr. Gorba-
chev, tear down this wall!

Two years later, Germans East and
West did raze that wall, presaging Ger-
man reunification and the fall of the
Soviet Union. A piece of the Berlin
Wall is preserved today in the Ronald
Reagan Presidential Library in Simi
Valley, CA.

At the time, the Soviet state-run
press agency called this historic speech
‘“‘openly  provocative” and “war-
mongering.”” But Chancellor Kohl, who
was there, knew the truth. ‘“‘Ronald
Reagan was a man who achieved great
things for his country,” Chancellor
Kohl said in 2004. ‘‘He was a stroke of
luck for the world, especially for Eu-
rope.”’

There we have an example of the
power to make walls crumble, by the
sound of freedom—all because of the
right words, well chosen and linked to
the right policy.

We cannot say what national secu-
rity crisis will confront us in the fu-
ture, but we can say that confront us
they will, no question about it. When
that happens, the world must know
that America will fight on the side of
justice and freedom.

One great leader made that clear 21
years ago today when he said four sim-
ple words: ‘‘Tear down this wall.”

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader.

——
REPUBLICAN FILIBUSTERS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the re-
marks my friend, the distinguished Re-
publican leader, made regarding the
energy crisis facing us are, as has been
this past week, Orwellian. Everyone
listening to what he said understands
the direct opposite has happened. Ev-
eryone knows we are not doing legisla-
tion because the Republicans will not
let us.

There are 51 Democrats and 49 Re-
publicans, a closely divided Senate.
The Republicans have decided they are
going to let us do nothing, and that is
what they are doing, letting us do
nothing. We want to legislate; they
want to obstruct.

Let’s take the three bills we dealt
with this past week. Global warming:
No, they would not let us legislate on
that bill. We offered two amendments,
three amendments, five amendments,
eight amendments, relevant, ger-
mane—nothing. They did not want to
legislate, and we knew that was the
case because as we read into the
RECORD several times, there was a
piece of work that came on e-mail from
the Republicans who are devising the
strategy for the Republicans in the
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Senate, and they said in that memo
that there is no legislation going to
take place here; we are going to play
political games. ‘‘Political games”
were their words, and that is what they
did.

As we have been here—the Senate
opened 20 minutes ago—global warming
has gotten worse, not better. It is time
we decided to take some hard decisions
and realize we cannot continue to take
all this carbon out of the Earth and put
it into the sky. That is what global
warming is all about. We have to stop
this.

We wanted to do something about gas
prices. Of course gas prices have gone
up. Since President Bush took office,
the price of gas has gone from less than
$1.50 a gallon now to $4.06 a gallon. As
the Republican leader said, diesel fuel
is approaching $5 a gallon. But during
this period of time, we have been fol-
lowing the Cheney energy policy. The
Cheney energy policy was one devised
in the White House in secret. The
press, groups around the country have
tried to find out what went on, who
came, what were the promises made.
Obstruct—they would not allow us to
find out what went on. The American
people to this day do not know what
went on. But we do know the Bush-Che-
ney administration is the most oil-
friendly administration in the country.
They made their fortunes in oil and
they have treated the oil companies ac-
cordingly this past 7% years.

We tried to do something about gas
prices. We think it is important that
we take a look at OPEC. It is not just
Democrats talking about it. Arlen
Specter, the ranking member and
former chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, believes that is an extremely
important issue. OPEC is violating the
Sherman Antitrust Act. Why shouldn’t
they be subject to it? That is what we
wanted to legislate, and they would not
let us.

We wanted to take away the huge
amounts of free money the oil compa-
nies get. Why should they get all the
free money from American taxpayers
when they made during the past year
$250 billion in profit—mot million, bil-
lion. We tried to legislate on that issue
saying these subsidies to big oil should
be terminated.

We thought it was important to do
something about these windfall profits
these companies are making. We were
stopped from doing that.

The Presiding Officer knows about
legislating. He understands that legis-
lating is the art of compromise. Is any
one of the pieces of legislation we in-
troduced perfect? Of course not. But it
is an opportunity for us to try to do
something about these gas prices. In
the short term—these are short-term
fixes for the gas prices I talked about—
they would not allow us to legislate.
And yesterday we tried to legislate on
doing something about alternative en-
ergy, renewable energy. The Sun
shines, the wind blows, steam comes
out of the Earth. Shouldn’t we harness
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that for our own benefit? Shouldn’t we
use that so we do not have to use 21
million barrels of dirty oil every day
that is making our lives miserable with
global warming, ruining the health of
people all over the world? Shouldn’t we
do that? The Republicans say no. They
would not let us legislate on that issue
yesterday.

We want to give the American entre-
preneurs the ability to invest in renew-
ables. People are waiting to invest bil-
lions of dollars if they have the oppor-
tunity for these tax credits, but the
Republicans say no.

My friend said that Democrats think
this is some kind of a corporate plot.
We don’t think it is a corporate plot.
We do think the oil companies are
making far too much money. And the
sad part about it—my brother for many
years was a service station operator.
My brother worked for Standard sta-
tions. I worked for Standard stations.
He became a manager for Standard sta-
tions. The Chevron o0il company had
Standard stations and Chevron sta-
tions. Chevron stations were dealers,
individuals such as my brother Dale—
may my brother Dale rest in peace. He
died at the age of 47. He was a Chevron
oil dealer. He worked very hard. He
didn’t make much money with the gas
that was pumped. He made money sell-
ing water bags, which was a canvas bag
people needed to go across the desert if
their car broke down, batteries, fan
belts, tires. That is where he made his
money; not very much, but that is
where he made his money, not at the
gas pump. And it is still that way. The
modern Dale Reids with stations
around America are not making much
money. The money is going to these
massive oil companies.

I don’t think it is a corporate plot. I
think it is a Bush-Cheney plot. I think
these people have done nothing. These
two men have done nothing to address
the energy crisis facing America. It
took 7 years of this man’s Presidency
before he could say the words ‘‘global
warming.”’

My friend has used the name of the
senior Senator from New York, Mr.
SCHUMER. I am going to defend Senator
SCHUMER. Senator SCHUMER is my
friend. He does an outstanding job rep-
resenting the people of New York, and
he has done an outstanding job rep-
resenting all Democrats as chairman of
the Democratic Senatorial Campaign
Committee. This is a difficult job, not
one people seek. Senator SCHUMER took
that job when he could have been Gov-
ernor of the State of New York. All the
editorials said he would be the next
Governor of New York. I knew that
when I became Democratic leader. I
asked Senator SCHUMER, recognizing he
could be the next Governor of New
York: Will you take the Democratic
Senatorial Campaign Committee? It is
important for the country. And he gave
up literally the governorship of New
York, in my opinion, to take this job.
He has done a tremendous job: nine
new Democratic Senators last year.
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He said yesterday in his speech be-
fore the Senate, among other things,
that the 75 filibusters the Democrats
have had to face with this Republican
minority, which is so upset that we are
in the majority, is creating problems
for Republican Senators. It is the
truth. Senator SCHUMER said:

It is unconscionable that the American
public is being forced to use their stimulus
checks just to pay for gas.

Senator SCHUMER came and spoke for
the American people. He spoke for the
people of New York, he spoke for the
people of America, saying: Why not let
us legislate? And the fact that the Re-
publicans are not letting us legislate
on anything is going to work in No-
vember to the advantage of the Demo-
crats. I think that is clear.

Look around the country. I am not
going to predict what is going to hap-
pen in November, but the majority is
going to be bigger than 51 come No-
vember. Why? Because the American
people see what is going on with this
Republican minority. It is the same in
the House. Republicans have the same
philosophy: status quo, keep things the
way they are, tread water a while.

As a result, when Dennis Hastert—he
broke the record for the longest Repub-
lican Speaker in the history of the
country—retired, a heavily Republican
House district in Illinois goes Demo-
cratic. That was only a quirk, they
said.

Then we have a race in Louisiana, a
heavily Republican district, been Re-
publican for a long time, and it goes
Democratic. Why? Because the Amer-
ican people see what is going on.

Illinois, a Republican district, sees
what is going on; a Republican district
in Louisiana sees what is going on. In
Mississippi, they appointed Congress-
man Wicker to be a Senator after Sen-
ator Lott retired. That district—we
don’t have to worry much about that,
that is a Republican district, always
has been, always will be, except the
people of Mississippi see what is going
on and they elected a Democrat. Now
we have a Democratic House Member
representing that so-called Republican
district.

We want to legislate. We want to leg-
islate for the American people. All we
want is an opportunity to go forward
and not have to face 75 filibusters and
legislate as the Senate has been doing
for many decades.

These Orwellian speeches given by
my friend when he says ‘“‘It’s the Demo-
crats’ fault, they have been in power a
year and a half; that is why gas prices
are so high,” think about that, every-
body, think about that, how unreason-
able that is.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the
speech of my good friend, the majority
leader, sounds eerily similar to the one
he made yesterday morning at exactly
the same time, so I won’t prolong this
back and forth other than to say it is
an interesting campaign speech, but
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the issue before us is, if we do want to
legislate, we know how we have to leg-
islate in the Senate. We had the same
discussion yesterday morning. The way
you don’t legislate in the Senate is
refuse to let the minority offer amend-
ments.

I know this is inside baseball to most
observers who don’t follow every nu-
ance of what we do in the Senate, but
the way you legislate in the Senate is
you call up a bill and you have a free
amendment process and then you pass
it. Prematurely filing cloture, filling
up the tree, preventing the minority
from having any serious impact on leg-
islation doesn’t work. You can call
that obstructionism if you want, but
another way of looking at it would be
to say the majority leader would like
to turn the Senate into the House, and
that is not the way we operate here.
The Republican minority is pretty uni-
fied over the notion that they do not
intend to be irrelevant.

With regard to the issue that is of
most importance to the country—glob-
al warming—in fact, it is still the pend-
ing business. My Members are anxious
to offer amendments on that debate.
We have been on that measure. We dis-
cussed it all day yesterday and have
been discussing it in previous days. We
actually voted to continue the debate
and would like to have a chance to
offer amendments to it.

But I think my good friend, the ma-
jority leader, would like, rather than
giving us a chance to truly amend the
bill, to just simply check the box and
say: That is another filibuster, and
move on.

It is a fact—it is not any kind of Or-
wellian spin—that gas prices are up
$1.70 since the Democratic majority
took over. It is also a fact that Repub-
licans, as I indicated in my comments
earlier, are open to any of the con-
servation measures that have been sug-
gested. But the fundamental problem is
that our good friends on the other side
are not willing to do anything whatso-
ever on the production side.

Even though I think, for example,
that suing OPEC is somewhat ludi-
crous, I would be open to it if someone
on the other side would say: OK, we
will sue OPEC and we will add to that
a measure allowing the opening of the
Outer Continental Shelf, where States
want to. I mean, why should the Fed-
eral Government prevent a State that
actually wants to open the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf from doing so?

That is the way you go forward
around here, with each side getting
something. But, unfortunately, in
these debates, they want it their way
or not at all, and they do not even
want to give us a chance to consider or
approve these efforts to increase our
production.

So the way to legislate in the Senate
is pretty clear. The majority leader
and I have been around here a while.
We remember when we used to pass leg-
islation, and we also remember how we
did it. As I indicated yesterday morn-
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ing, a good model for big, complicated
bills, as the Clean Air Act of 1990 was—
it was on the Senate floor for 5 weeks
with 180 amendments and everybody
participating, everybody offering
amendments. We worked our way
through the process, and we passed a
major piece of legislation. You can’t
bring up something like a climate bill,
fill up the tree and file cloture, and
call that a serious effort to legislate.

I am sure it is somewhat confusing to
casual observers, all this spin back and
forth, but the fact is, the Senate is a
place full of serious legislators on both
sides of the aisle, and the only way we
will actually be able to accomplish
anything for the American people is for
everybody’s rights to be respected, for
everybody to have a chance to partici-
pate, and at the end of the day to make
some Kkind of bipartisan accommoda-
tion that would include some things
the other side would like to accom-
plish, which I might not think is a
great idea, but would also include some
things that most of my Members be-
lieve would make a difference. That is
the way to pass major legislation.

So, Mr. President, I enjoy these
morning discussions with the majority
leader. He is a good friend of mine. I
like him a lot, I enjoy working with
him, and I hope we can get past mak-
ing a campaign speech every morning
and actually see if there isn’t some
way to move forward on important leg-
islation for the American people.

I yield the floor.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, my friend
would like everyone to be confused. No
one is confused. No one is confused as
to what is taking place here. All
records in the history of this country
have been broken on the number of fili-
busters. No one is confused about what
is going on here.

We know we have worked with the
Republicans to do something about
production. Of course we have. But we
want to do something long term; we
want to do something short term. The
American people are being drowned
with the smoke in the air, and too
much carbon is coming out of the
ground into the sky. We want to do
something with the Sun and the wind,
the geothermal.

The OPEC measure is ludicrous? Mr.
President, tell my friend, the ranking
member of the Judiciary Committee,
the former chairman of the Judiciary
Committee, who is the biggest pro-
ponent in Congress of OPEC being sub-
ject to antitrust laws, that is ludi-
crous. I say to the Republican leader,
tell ARLEN SPECTER it is ludicrous to
go after OPEC. Those are the words of
the Republican leader.

Finally, Mr. President, here is what
they want to do on global warming.
This Orwellian verbiage we have heard
this morning, that they want to do
something on global warming, well,
here is what they want to do about
global warming. The e-mail on the Re-
publican strategy that we obtained
says this:
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The focus is more on making political
points than in amending the bill.

That is what they said. And it con-
tinues:

GOP anticipates a struggle over which
amendments are debated and eventually
fingerpointing over blame for demise of the
bill. The bottom line is that the GOP very
much wants to engage in it for a prolonged
period, and then make it as difficult as pos-
sible to move off the bill.

The focus is much more on making polit-
ical points than on amending the bill.

The American people aren’t confused,
Mr. President.

——
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

————

MEDICARE IMPROVEMENT FOR PA-
TIENTS AND PROVIDERS ACT OF
2008—MOTION TO PROCEED

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will resume consideration of
the motion to proceed to S. 3101, which
the clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to S. 3101, a bill to
amend titles XVIII and XIX of the Social Se-
curity Act to extend expiring provisions
under the Medicare program, to improve
beneficiary access to preventive and mental
health services, to enhance low-income ben-
efit programs, and to maintain access to care
in rural areas, including pharmacy access,
and for other purposes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I have
come to speak on the Medicare bill, but
I must make a few remarks in relation
to the debate between the majority and
the minority leaders. The bottom line
is very simple, and that is they haven’t
said let’s fight over what amendments
nor have they offered amendments.
They have said that we will not even
proceed to the bill.

So when the majority leader, Senator
REID, says it is Orwellian, of course it
is. In every instance when the minority
has come and said they will do amend-
ments related to the specifics of the
issue at hand, the majority leader has
been more than accommodating, ran-
kling even some on our side. But they
don’t want to do that.

Senator REID read the memo. They
want to slow the bill down with extra-
neous amendments that have nothing
to do with energy because they do not
want to allow a vote, even on ANWR.

Now, my friend from Kentucky talks
about ANWR as the answer. Even the
most optimistic experts say it will be 7
years before we get a drop of that oil.
So the minority leader and the minor-
ity are saying wait 7 years and maybe
we will get oil prices down. We don’t
want to wait that long. In 7 years, we
could have an energy policy that weans
us away in part from fossil fuels in a
serious and significant way, like what
is being done in Europe and other
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places. They do not want to do that be-
cause big oil dominates. They do not
want to do that because their base says
drill in ANWR, and the people say no.

This idea that we don’t want any pro-
duction, the minority leader is just
patently incorrect. Democrats, includ-
ing myself, helped lead the charge and
voted to increase production in the
east gulf. That is the place where there
is the most available oil and gas near
refineries. And it wouldn’t take 7 years
the way starting a whole new venture
in Alaska would. We voted for it under
Republican leadership, when the Re-
publicans led. So we are willing to in-
crease production, but we do believe we
are not going to drill our way out of
this problem.

The majority leader is exactly right.
The actions of the minority leader say:
Don’t even debate it. Then he says they
want to debate it. Well, if you want to
debate it, don’t block the motion to
proceed. And I am certain—though I
haven’t talked to the majority leader
about this, but I will, and I know from
his past actions—if they have a series
of amendments that are related to en-
ergy, they will be entertained. But if
they want to debate George Bush’s tax
cuts or the estate tax, well, the major-
ity leader has a perfect right to say,
don’t do it.

So, Mr. President, again, this week in
the Senate, Republicans are blocking
lower energy costs. They are the party
of no—no, no, no. They are the party of
no on global warming, they are the
party of no on lower energy costs, they
are the party of no on tax help for solar
and wind, and they are the party of no
on preventing the oil companies from
just doing everything they want. And
as the majority leader said, the status
quo is not what America wants, but the
status quo is exactly what the minor-
ity, the Republicans, are standing for.

I said it yesterday, and I will say it
again—I said in the DSCC that I care
more about the substance. I would
much rather we move forward. But as
head of the DSCC, the minority is fili-
bustering themselves right out of their
seats. When three-quarters of Ameri-
cans demand dramatic change, and the
minority says no change, that is not a
formula for political success. You don’t
have to be a political genius to know
it.

So I would say to the rank-and-file
members on the other side, I don’t un-
derstand the logic, I don’t understand
the thinking, but you are sure not
helping yourself or helping your coun-
try.

Now, Mr. President, I would like to
talk about Medicare for a minute—that
is the bill we are on—and I rise to
speak in strong support of the Medi-
care Improvement for Patients and
Providers Act of 2008. I want to con-
gratulate our leader on the Finance
Committee, Chairman Max Baucus, for
introducing this much needed legisla-
tion.

When Lyndon Johnson signed Medi-
care into law in 1965, he promised it
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would transform the lives of America’s
senior citizens, and he said this:

No longer will older Americans be denied
the healing miracle of modern medicine. No
longer will illness crush and destroy the sav-
ings that they have so carefully put away
over a lifetime so that they might enjoy dig-
nity in their later years.

No one could have said it better, and
yvet 40 years later we are at a critical
moment. Do we make much needed im-
provements to the program to allow it
to fulfill its promise to America’s sen-
iors or do we ignore this challenge?

We have worked hard in the Finance
Committee to put together fair and
reasonable legislation that is supported
by all physicians groups and millions
of beneficiaries. We have compromised.
I don’t believe Medicare Advantage
should come out of medical education.
It affects my State, the majority of it
will, and I am still willing to sort of
suck it in and say, OK. But some on the
other side are saying no, it has to be
all their way. We know that fee for
service in Medicare Advantage is far
more lucrative and far more spread
around the country. Yet we don’t have
very much of that in here to help pay
for the other necessary increases. But
it is a compromise bill. It is a bipar-
tisan bill with broad support on the Fi-
nance Committee, and I urge all Mem-
bers to vote for cloture today so we can
provide help to millions of America’s
seniors and the hard-working health
care providers who treat them.

We have to pass this bill to avoid cat-
astrophic cuts to doctors. We know
these physicians face a 10-percent cut.
To those who say, well, they are doc-
tors, they can afford it, the trouble is,
if we do this cut, lots of doctors don’t
take Medicare, and our poor senior
citizens are left in the lurch. When we
cut resources to doctors, patients lose,
in this instance. So we need to put
aside politics and do the right thing for
our seniors and pass this bill.

Some Members seem to think that
doing more for low-income seniors—
those Americans who are trying to
make ends meet and are deciding be-
tween filling their car’s tank with $4
gas and paying for a doctor’s visit—is
wrong. Opponents of this measure say
now is not the time to improve Medi-
care. Well, I say now is exactly the
time. We need to cut costs where we
can and enhance the program where it
is needed.

Our constituents are waiting for ac-
tion. In my State of New York, the
AARP dropped off 20,000 petitions in
three wheelbarrows at my office in Al-
bany. These 20,000 petitions were from
New Yorkers asking Congress to pass
this bill, to pass S. 3101, because it
helps seniors on fixed incomes, estab-
lishes an e-prescribing requirement,
and helps limit premium increases.

We are particularly pleased the bill
emphasizes preventive health care and
expands coverage for key screenings,
which can catch problems before they
become more serious, and many other
important measures.
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