December 13, 2007

Senate has passed a similar bill before,
and we will do it again. But in the spir-
it of compromise and in a genuine pur-
suit of progress, Democrats have reluc-
tantly agreed to remove that impor-
tant provision from the Energy bill.
But that is not all.

We also compromised by making
changes to the energy tax title to ac-
commodate the Republican minority. I
would have preferred to make these tax
credits permanent, certainly longer
than 2 years.

Unless my colleagues vote for this
bill, they are not doing anything to
help the production of electricity in
our country by alternative means.
They are doing nothing. The great en-
trepreneurial minds of our country
need these tax credits. They need in-
centives to invest billions of dollars
into renewable energy. They cannot do
it without these tax credits. If they do
not vote for this tax provision of this
bill, they are doing nothing to change
our addiction to oil. But this com-
promise will ensure that critical in-
vestments in clean and sustainable
sources of energy will continue.

We have business people looking at
new solar, wind, and geothermal proj-
ects, and they will be spurred to action
if we help them make their investment
worthwhile.

I hope we reach the 60-vote threshold
and send this bill to the House and on
to the President today. I hope many
Republicans will recognize the impor-
tance of this bill for their States and
their country.

The White House is objecting to our
provision requiring major oil and gas
companies to part with a few dollars—
a few dollars—of their billions of dol-
lars of tax breaks they are scheduled to
receive over the next 10 years.

Let’s be very clear. Our bill elimi-
nates those tax breaks for these huge
oil companies, international oil compa-
nies, an industry raking in record prof-
its of half a trillion dollars in the last
6 years. Those are profits. We want to
do our tax program so we can invest in
clean energy.

Democrats and Republicans alike
should agree that even without the re-
newable electricity standard, we have
an energy bill that reduces energy
costs, begin to break our addiction to
oil, and reverse the threat of global
warming. This is still an important,
historic bill. I am very happy to sup-
port it and ask my colleagues from
both sides of the aisle to hear the call
of the American people for lower en-
ergy costs, less oil consumption and a
cleaner environment and send this his-
toric bill to the President.

I have been told there are Senators
who have voted for our version of the
bill—that is, CAFE and renewable fuels
standard—who are considering voting
against this bill because the President
says he is going to veto this bill. That
is not good enough. We have to flex our
legislative muscles and do the right
thing and not be stampeded because of
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue. Democrats
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and Republicans have to heed that call.
This could be the first step toward an
energy revolution that starts in Amer-
ica and ripples throughout the world,
but it can only start in the Senate
today.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, pursuant to rule
XXII, the Chair lays before the Senate
the pending cloture motion, which the
clerk will report.

The assistant journal clerk read as
follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the Reid motion
to concur in the House amendment to the
Senate amendment to the text with an
amendment, with reference to H.R. 6, En-
ergy.

Jeff Bingaman, Barbara Boxer, Ben Nel-
son, Dick Durbin, Debbie Stabenow,
Kent Conrad, Maria Cantwell, Ken
Salazar, Tom Carper, Joe Lieberman,
Daniel K. Akaka, Daniel K. Inouye,
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Mark Pryor,
Dianne Feinstein, B.A. Mikulski,
Sherrod Brown, Jim Webb.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call is waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the motion to
concur with an amendment in the
House amendment to the Senate
amendment to the text of H.R. 6, the
Renewable Fuels, Consumer Protec-
tion, and Energy Efficiency Act of 2007,
shall be brought to a close? The yeas
and nays are mandatory under the rule.
The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. LOTT. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 59,
nays 40, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 425 Leg.]

YEAS—59
Akaka Feinstein Murray
Baucus Grassley Nelson (FL)
Bayh Harkin Nelson (NE)
Biden Hatch Obama
Bingaman Inouye Pryor
Boxer Johnson Reed
grogn gennedy Reid
yr erry
Cantwell Klobuchar IS{:{: al;zf:ller
Cardin Kohl Sanders
Carper Lautenberg
Casey Leahy Schumer
Clinton Levin Smith
Coleman Lieberman Snowe
Collins Lincoln Stabenow
Conrad Lugar Tester
Dodd McCaskill Thune
Dorgan Menendez Webb
Durbin Mikulski Whitehouse
Feingold Murkowski Wyden
NAYS—40
Alexander Corker Hagel
Allard Cornyn Hutchison
Barrasso Craig Inhofe
Bennett Crapo Isakson
Bond DeMint Kyl
Brownback Dole Landrieu
Bunning Domenici Lott
Burr Ensign Martinez
Chambliss Enzi McConnell
Coburn Graham Roberts
Cochran Gregg Sessions

S15389

Shelby Sununu Warner
Specter Vitter
Stevens Voinovich
NOT VOTING—1
McCain

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEL-
SON of Nebraska). On this vote, the
yeas are 59, the nays are 40. Three-
fifths of the Senators duly chosen and
sworn not having voted in the affirma-
tive, the motion is rejected.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote by which the mo-
tion was rejected.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this was a
good, hard-fought battle. I am dis-
appointed we did not pick up one more
vote, but I know how difficult it was
for some of my Republican colleagues
to vote the way they did, and I admire
and appreciate that very much.

We are going to finish this bill today,
if at all possible. What we would like to
do is go back to the farm bill for a
while, and as soon as we get the path
forward on this bill, we will come back.
My intention is to eliminate the tax
title, and we would vote, then, on a
piece of legislation that deals with
CAFE and deals with renewable fuel.

Now, we, of course, really believe in
the tax title, as I indicated in my
speech before the vote, and hopefully
we can work together to get that done.
We all know we need to do renewable
fuel, and really in a big way. I hope my
friends on both sides of the aisle will
work with us very early next year to
get this done. It is extremely impor-
tant.

But everyone should understand, as
disappointed as I am and as dis-
appointed as people throughout the
country are, what we are going to wind
up with is still historic—the first in-
crease in fuel efficiency standards in 32
years. And we have increased them sig-
nificantly. There has been a push from
everybody to change various portions
of what we have left, and there may be
a little bit of tinkering with some of it
but very little of it.

We are going to move forward as
quickly as we can today to complete
this legislation. If we have to file clo-
ture on the rest of it, we will do that.
If we do that, that will mean there will
be a cloture vote on Saturday, just so
everyone understands. Hopefully, this
is the last weekend before we adjourn
for the year, so I hope we don’t have to
do that. I hope we can have people
working here together to maybe over-
come some of the procedural hurdles
we normally have to go through to
move this legislation.

Also, we are going to finish the farm
bill this week. Today is Thursday, to-
morrow is Friday, and the next day is
Saturday. We are going to finish the
farm bill. I had a conversation earlier
this morning with the Democratic



