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more energy here at home. In doing so,
we grow great American jobs—2 mil-
lion long-term, sustainable, well-pay-
ing jobs. In doing that, we increase
GDP by as much as $10 trillion over the
next 30 years.

But we accomplish even more. We
lessen our dependence on foreign
sources. We do not spend additional
taxpayer dollars and go deeper into
debt. By creating these jobs and domes-
tic energy, we actually increase Fed-
eral revenue. Because what happens
when we open our energy resources for
production? That production comes on-
line, royalty goes to the Federal Gov-
ernment—new Federal revenue—and we
decrease deficit and debt. It truly is a
win-win-win.

Part of that is also focusing on the
nuclear side, developing what many
folks, including the President, have
talked about but which we have not ac-
complished yet: a true nuclear renais-
sance, a true streamlining of nuclear
programs so we can dramatically in-
crease that capacity, particularly pro-
ducing electricity.

Finally, let me mention the other
part of the win-win-win which is in this
legislation. We devote some significant
portion of the new, additional Federal
revenue created to alternative energy
research and development. So, again, it
is not either/or; it is all of the above.

This proposal has significant support.
I am very proud to say we now have 18
Senators who are coauthors of the pro-
posal. There is a companion bill in the
House with 50 coauthors there. So it is
a significant proposal with significant
support. It represents a win-win-win
for the American people and the Amer-
ican economy in this time of serious
recession.

So why shouldn’t this be actively
considered and debated and voted on,
on the floor of the Senate? We are sup-
posed to be considering a jobs bill.
That is progress. At least, finally, we
are focused on jobs. But why is every
alternative, every amendment being
shut out by the majority leader, in-
cluding this valid alternative?

So in that vein, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that it be in order
for me to offer amendment No. 3318,
which is filed at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. VITTER. Well, again, I came to
the Senate hearing this was the body of
full and open debate, full and open con-
sideration of amendments. The prob-
lem is my experience here in 5 years
has been anything but that, including
yet again this week on this legislation,
as we are trying to address the top
issue of the American people: jobs and
the economy.

Why can’t we have a full debate? Why
can’t we have open consideration of
amendments, including this alter-
native model to continuing to spend
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taxpayer dollars, increasing deficit and
debt at an alarming rate. Again, I find
it unfortunate that is the partisan pro-
cedural position we are in. But I will
continue with my Senate coauthors,
with the 50 House coauthors of this no-
cost stimulus proposal to advance this
idea as part of a reasonable solution to
grow good jobs without having to spend
another trillion dollars of hard-earned
taxpayer dollars and increased deficit
and debt.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio is recognized.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
come down to the floor and I hear the
Senator from Louisiana saying he has
been in the Senate for years and he
cannot believe we cannot debate these
things. I have watched over the last 13
months since President Obama took
the oath of office—13 months and less
than a week—and I am incredulous the
Senator from Louisiana would say
what he says; that we, in fact, do not
allow debate in this institution, when
more than 100 times, just in the last 13
months—I think maybe 110 times; I
cannot keep count because we add a
few every day or every week—more
than 100 times the other party, the Re-
publicans, have obstructed, have de-
layed, have stopped us from moving
forward.

We have had plenty of time to de-
bate. We will stay here weekends. We
will stay here evenings. But when it is
not debate they want, it is to block
things—maybe talking things to death
is the way they block things; maybe
they just object to things—but time
and time again we have had the ‘‘slow
walk’ on health care, so we have not
been able to put a bill on the Presi-
dent’s desk. That is not because people
do not have ideas. It is not because
people want to shut down debate. It is
because they have tried to stop these
bills on issue after issue after issue.

I remember something so simple as
the children’s health insurance bill,
which President Bush vetoed but many
people in both parties supported. They
tried to slow that down. They tried to
slow the Lilly Ledbetter legislation
which we passed to try to make sure
women doing the same job in the same
place are paid as much as men doing
the same job in the same place.

I could stand here, Mr. President, as
you could, representing your constitu-
ents in Santa Fe and Taos and all over
New Mexico—you could do the same as
I can do, representing my constituents
in Toledo and Dayton and Galion and
Saint Clairsville—and point out that
when we have tried to get things done,
they have blocked it.

We do want bipartisanship. But the
public, more than anything, wants us
to get things done. The Senator from
Louisiana has been one of the leaders,
in conjunction with one of his other re-
gional Senators, who has said health
care could be President Obama’s Wa-
terloo. There are people in this institu-
tion on the other side of the aisle—not
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all of them; the senior Senator from
my State, GEORGE VOINOVICH, has co-
operated a lot of times on a lot of
things, unlike some of his colleagues,
but there are senior Senators on that
side of the aisle, where their goal is to
see the President of the United States
fail. If the President of the United
States fails, this country does not
move forward.

We are in the worst economic times
of my lifetime, brought on by terrible
policies in the last 8 years: bank de-
regulation, tax cuts for the rich, a war
not paid for, a giveaway to drug com-
panies and the insurance companies in
the name of Medicare privatization,
causing all these problems that we in-
herited a year ago, and all they want
to do is stop the jobs bill. They voted
last night—the Senator who just com-
plained about not being able to debate
voted last night not to even allow the
bill on the floor, as he did on health
care, as he has done on issue after issue
after issue.

It is not personal to me what they
are doing, but it is certainly wrong
when they try to block issue after
issue, bill after bill. We can disagree on
what we need to do to bring this coun-
try forward. We can disagree on the
jobs bill. We can disagree on the health
care bill. But we ought to be able to
agree we can have full debate, move
forward, work on this legislation, and
pass it in a reasonable time so every
Senator does not talk it to death in the
way of stopping it, in the way of ob-
structionism.

I yield the floor.

———
RECESS

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate now recess until 2:15 p.m., as pro-
vided for under the previous order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 12:26 p.m., recessed until 2:15 p.m.
and reassembled when called to order
by the Presiding Officer (Mr. BEGICH).

——————

COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE,
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2010—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

METRO SAFETY

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise
to speak about the current state of af-
fairs in the Washington Metro and why
we need to bring about change. The
Washington Metro, America’s subway,
is in trouble. I fear for its safety. I fear
for its operational reliance. I fear for
the well-being of both the passengers
and the workers who ride Metro.

Every morning, I am afraid to wake
up and find out that there has been an-
other accident or death on the Wash-
ington Metro. Most recently, a Metro
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