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The amendment (No. 783) was re-
jected.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote.

Mr. DEWINE. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

——
RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 11:30
having arrived, the Senate will stand
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 11:34 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. VOINOVICH).

———

ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2005—
Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the pending
amendment be laid aside so I may be
permitted to offer an amendment.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 817
(Purpose: To provide for the conduct of ac-
tivities that promote the adoption of tech-
nologies that reduce greenhouse gas inten-
sity in the United States and in developing
countries and to provide credit-based fi-
nancial assistance and investment protec-
tions for projects that employ advanced
climate technologies or systems in the

United States)

Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, I now
send an amendment to the desk and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HAGEL],
for himself and Mr. PRYOR, Mr. ALEXANDER,
Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. CRAIG, Mrs. DOLE, Ms.
MURKOWSKI, Mr. VOINOVICH, and Mr. STE-
VENS, proposes an amendment numbered 817.

Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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(The amendment is located in today’s
RECORD under ‘“‘Text of Amendments.”’)

Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, I under-
stand under a previous agreement the
Senator from Minnesota wishes to offer
an amendment. I will withhold further
comments until the Senator from Min-
nesota has had an opportunity to pro-
pose an amendment.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I ask
that the pending business be set aside.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 790

Mr. DAYTON. I call
amendment 790.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAYTON]
proposes an amendment numbered 790.

Mr. DAYTON. I ask unanimous con-
sent that reading of the amendment be
dispensed with.

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

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To require that gasoline contain 10
percent ethanol by volume by 2015)

On page 159, after line 23, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 211. ETHANOL CONTENT OF GASOLINE.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ETHANOL.—The
term ‘‘cellulosic biomass ethanol’” means
ethanol derived from any lignocellulosic or
hemicellulosic matter that is available on a
renewable or recurring basis, including—

(A) dedicated energy crops and trees;

(B) wood and wood residues;

(C) plants;

(D) grasses;

(E) agricultural residues; and

(F) fibers.

(2) WASTE DERIVED ETHANOL.—The term
“waste derived ethanol” means ethanol de-
rived from—

(A) animal wastes, including poultry fats
and poultry wastes, and other waste mate-
rials; or

(B) municipal solid waste.

(3) ETHANOL.—The term ‘‘ethanol’” means
cellulosic biomass ethanol and waste derived
ethanol.

(b) RENEWABLE FUEL PROGRAM.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, not
later than 1 year after the date of enactment
of this section, the Secretary shall promul-
gate regulations ensuring that each gallon of
gasoline sold or dispensed to consumers in
the contiguous United States contains 10
percent ethanol by 2015.

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, we have
been talking about the laudable goals
of recycling, our Nation’s dependency
on foreign oil, and developing alter-
native sources of energy. The old say-
ing goes, actions speak louder than
words. Our current energy program and
practices are taking this country in
the opposite direction—toward in-
creased imports of foreign oil.

Even with the renewable fuel stand-
ard in the Senate bill, which some
want to eliminate, the projected gaso-
line consumption in our country will
increase from 135 billion gallons this
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year to 168 billion gallons in 2012. That
is a 26-percent increase in America’s
use of gasoline in just 7 years. At a
time that worldwide demand is also ex-
pected to increase significantly, where
we will get the increased supplies? How
much will we have to pay for them?

As my colleague, Senator CANTWELL
from Washington State, courageously
warned last week, even with the adop-
tion of the Senate’s renewable fuel
standard, our imports of foreign oil
would increase from 59 percent cur-
rently to 62 percent in 2012. Without
adopting the Senate renewable fuel
standard, our oil imports would be over
67 percent in just 7 years.

Taking yesterday’s world price for
oil, which was over $59 a barrel, we will
spend $220 billion this year for foreign
imports of oil, and we would spend $243
billion in 2012, even with the renewable
fuel standard. Anyone who believes the
world price of oil in 2012 will not be
higher than it is today is beyond opti-
mistic.

Of course, if we can continue to get
all the oil we need at today’s prices or
lower, we would have no need to de-
velop alternatives. That has been our
national energy strategy today. People
say we do not have an energy policy. I
respectfully disagree. Our policy has
been and continues to be to maintain
the status quo for as long as possible.
We continue to depend almost entirely
upon oil and oil products, natural gas
and its products, coal, nuclear, and hy-
droelectric power for over 97 percent of
our total energy needs nationwide, just
as we did in 1970 before our so-called
energy crisis began.

The so-called alternative fuels pro-
vided less than 2 percent of our coun-
try’s energy in 1970. They provide less
than 3 percent today. None of them are
likely to provide significantly more of
our total supply 10 or even 20 years
from now except for ethanol and other
biofuels such as biodiesel. That is why
we do not see full-page ads attacking
solar, wind, or geothermal energy by
the Petroleum Institute or other major
energy sources, because they know the
alternatives are no threat to replace
them anytime soon.

The only alternative source of energy
the American Petroleum Institute is
attacking is ethanol. Why is that huge
industry, oil and gas special interest,
spreading misinformation about a busi-
ness competitor? Because they recog-
nize that ethanol has the ability—not
just potential but the ability now, not
10, 20, or 40 years from now but right
now—to replace gasoline, to replace
not just MTBE, the—3 percent additive
to regular gasoline, but to replace the
gasoline itself.

I know that from my own experience
driving a Ford Explorer that has run on
a blend of 85 percent ethanol and 15
percent gasoline all over Minnesota
during the past 3 years. My Senate of-
fice leased a van that has run on the 85
percent fuel for the last 4 years. Both
vehicles have factory-made flexible-
fuel engines which can run on the 85-



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-20T12:17:01-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




