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into the United States could endanger
the American people by radicalizing
others or providing financial support
for terrorism. Director Mueller’s testi-
mony appears to undermine the claim
that sending detainees to the United
States is a safe alternative to Guanta-
namo.

Yesterday, the Senate spoke with
near unanimity, by a vote of 90 to 6,
against sending terrorist detainees to
U.S. soil—a vote that mirrored a vote 2
years ago on the same question. The
Senate also expressed its view yester-
day that Congress expects its relevant
committees to be briefed on the threat
posed by the terrorists at Guantanamo.
So it is clear that Senate Democrats do
not believe circumstances have
changed over the last 2 years in such a
way that would warrant releasing or
transferring terrorists into America.

If the President Dbelieves cir-
cumstances have changed, then he has
an opportunity to explain those
changes this morning. The American
people are asking the administration
to guarantee that any terrorist it re-
leases or transfers will not return to
the battlefield. This is particularly ur-
gent in light of a New York Times re-
port this morning that says one in
seven detainees already released has
returned to terrorism. The President
has an opportunity to reassure the
American people that future releases
will not lead to the same result. If he
is not able to provide specifics about
his plan for terrorist detainees at
Guantanamo, he could still provide
this assurance by simply revising his
policy. The President has already
shown adaptability on military com-
missions, on prisoner photos, on Iraq,
on Afghanistan, and on Pakistan. Here
is an opportunity to show more of that
flexibility on Guantanamo.

——

ENERGY

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
Americans have noticed a steady up-
tick in the price of gasoline over the
past few weeks, and it is only going to
get worse during the summer driving
season. The economic downturn may
have caused gas prices to fall from last
summer’s record highs, but as the
economy recovers, $4 gasoline could
well return and Americans will want
answers.

Fortunately, many of us have been
busy putting together a balanced, sen-
sible solution that gets at the root of
our energy crisis and addresses the
concerns of everyone involved in this
debate, including some who tradition-
ally have been at odds. We believe it is
possible to build a bridge to the clean
energy future all of us want without
introducing crippling taxes on con-
sumers or on industry. So this morn-
ing, with Memorial Day fast approach-
ing, I would like to briefly outline this
balanced approach.

The first step is to admit we have a
serious problem. Something must be
done to reduce America’s dependence
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on foreign oil. America uses more than
a fifth of the world’s supply of oil,
much of it from countries that do not
like us. If we start by using less, we
will need a lot less from other coun-
tries. So conservation and increased ef-
ficiency are certainly necessary. It is
something on which everyone can
agree. We need to use less.

But conservation is only half the
equation. Even as we use less energy,
we need to produce more of our own.
America sits on an ocean—a literal
ocean—of untapped oil and natural gas
and vast stores of coal and oil shale.
Our geography also makes us rich in
renewable energy sources such as wind,
solar, and geothermal. Taken together,
these resources are the perfect com-
plement as we move toward the day
when cars and factories can run on
cleaner, more efficient fuels. But we
have to be realistic about how far off
that day is. We have to admit there is
a gap between the clean renewable fuel
we want and the reliable energy we
need. So as we invest in technologies
that will bring us cleaner, more effi-
cient energy, the only way we can ex-
pect to truly reduce our dependence on
foreign sources of o0il is to produce
more American energy and use less.
This may sound like a simple proposal.
The best solutions usually are. Unfor-
tunately, the idea of finding more en-
ergy at home and using less is need-
lessly controversial because some are
unwilling to admit that a gap exists be-
tween the energy we need now and the
energy we want, and still others do not
like a number of our proposals for find-
ing more domestic energy.

Here is what we have proposed. We
propose building 100 new clean nuclear
energy plants as soon as possible. We
propose offshore exploration for nat-
ural gas and oil. We propose making
plug-in electric cars and trucks half of
all new vehicles sold in 20 years. And
we propose doubling research and de-
velopment on energy to make all of
this possible. These and other pro-
posals, including the development of
clean coal and coal-to-liquids tech-
nologies, constitute a balanced, com-
prehensive approach that would do all
the things we need to reduce our de-
pendence on foreign oil, help reduce
our consumption, and build the bridge
to a cleaner, more efficient energy fu-
ture.

This approach would strengthen our
economy by preserving jobs in existing
industries even as we create new jobs
by investing in new technologies. It
would enhance our security by reduc-
ing our dependence on foreign sup-
pliers. And it would help the environ-
ment by embracing the cleaner, more
efficient energy sources of the future.

All of us recognize we should reduce
the amount of energy we use. We also
recognize the energy we use should be
as clean as possible, as reliable as pos-
sible, and as inexpensive as possible.
Our balanced approach of finding more
American energy and using less would
bring about all these things without
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hurting the economy or disrupting our
lives or hindering security.

So as the summer driving season con-
tinues, Americans will be reminded,
once again, that our Nation’s energy
crisis has not gone away. But the ap-
proach I have outlined addresses that
crisis head-on. Republicans will con-
tinue to speak out about the produce-
more, use-less model. We hope our
friends on the other side recognize it is
the only sensible approach to a crisis
that must be addressed.

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. PRYOR. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

SIGNING AUTHORITY

Mr. PRYOR. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the majority
leader be permitted to sign any duly
enrolled bills and joint resolutions dur-
ing today’s session.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. PRYOR. I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

————
DEALERSHIP CLOSINGS

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President,
I wish to give sort of a progress report
on the amendment I introduced yester-
day and is pending still, but after clo-
ture it will be in a different category,
of course. I wish to say I have had a
very productive opportunity to talk to
the president of Chrysler and the peo-
ple at Chrysler to try to make headway
for the Chrysler dealers, the 789 that
have gotten the notice they will be
shut down as of June 9. I think there is
a way forward here. It is not set in con-
crete, but I think there is going to be
a result that I believe will make it a
much better situation. That is what I
am working for because these dealers
right now are facing bankruptcy them-
selves—every one of them. We are talk-
ing about 40,000 employees in these
dealerships. So as the Government is
certainly backing the automobile com-
panies and they are trying to have as
soft a landing as possible for all those
involved in this very serious situation
we are in, I want the dealers to be part
of the soft landing.
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