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House of Representatives

The House met at 4 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. DOOLITTLE).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 29, 2003.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN T.
DOOLITTLE to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord God, the work of Congress is a
human endeavor, like the work of any
farmer, salesperson, or artisan. As a
human work, it suffers from human
limitations; but it is also the embodi-
ment of the greatness of human expres-
sion.

Because the work of Congress is the
work of a group of people, it takes on
a broader dimension and entails the ef-
forts of dialogue and debate, as well as
compromise and consensus.

Because the work of Congress, Lord,
is also the work of government in this
great democracy, it reflects the will of
the people and needs the compliance
and acceptance of the people of this
Nation. Then the work of Congress
guides, structures, and empowers the
workforce of the Nation.

As Congress prepares for summer
break, we ask You, Lord God, to bless
all the work of this session of the 108th
Congress of the United States of Amer-
ica. We also ask You to bless all the
workers who have labored on this legis-
lation here on Capitol Hill.

May this work become a blessing for
this Nation; and may the Members of

Congress and all who assist them in
their efforts be rewarded for serving
You by serving this Nation. All has
been undertaken in Your holy name.
Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

The SPEAKER pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

—————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a bill of the
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. 481. An act to amend chapter 84 of title
5, United States Code, to provide that cer-
tain Federal annuity computations are ad-
justed by 1 percentage point relating to peri-
ods of receiving disability payments, and for
other purposes.

———

CONDITIONAL ADJOURNMENT TO
FRIDAY, AUGUST 1, 2002

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, when the House adjourns
today it shall adjourn to meet at 4 p.m.
on Friday, August 1, 2003, unless it
sooner has received a message from the
Senate transmitting an amendment to
House Concurrent Resolution 259 in the

form that is now at the desk, which the
Clerk presently shall report, in which
case the House shall be considered to
have concurred in such Senate amend-
ment and to have adjourned pursuant
to such concurrent resolution, as
amended.

The Clerk will report the form of the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment to H. Con. Res. 259:

Strike ‘““‘when the House adjourns on the
legislative day of Friday, July 25, 2003, or
Saturday, July 26, 2003, on a motion offered
pursuant to this concurrent resolution by its
Majority Leader or his designee,” and insert:
“when the House adjourns on the legislative
day of Tuesday, July 29, 2003,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, that shall be the order.

There was no objection.

———

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A bill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 481. An act to amend chapter 84 of title
5, United States Code, to provide that cer-
tain Federal annuity computations are ad-
justed by 1 percentage point relating to peri-
ods of receiving disability payments, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

———————

ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the House stands adjourned
pursuant to that order.

There was no objection.

Thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), pursuant to the previous
order of the House of today, the House
adjourned until 4 p.m., Friday, August
1, 2003, unless it sooner has received a
message from the Senate transmitting
its adoption of House Concurrent Reso-
lution 259, as amended in conformity
with that previous order.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

3617. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a 6-month
periodic report on the national emergency
with respect to Burma declared by Executive
Order 13047 of May 20, 1997, pursuant to 50
U.S.C. 1641(c) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); (H. Doc.
No. 108-109); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations and ordered to be printed.

3618. A letter from the Chief Administra-
tive Officer, transmitting the quarterly re-
port of receipts and expenditures of appro-
priations and other funds for the period April
1, 2003 through June 30, 2003 as compiled by
the Chief Administrative Officer, pursuant to
2 U.S.C. 104a; (H. Doc. No. 108-106); to the
Committee on House Administration and or-
dered to be printed.

3619. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone; Port of
Mobile, Mobile, AL [COTP Mobile-03-001]
(RIN: 2115-AA97) received July 25, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

3620. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Royal
Palms Fireworks, West Palm Beach, FL
[COTP Miami 03-033] (RIN: 2115-AA97) re-
ceived July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3621. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Miami
Beach Winter Sprints, Miami Beach, FL
[COTP Miami 03-028] (RIN: 2115-AA97) re-
ceived July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3622. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone; Port of
Miami, Miami, FL [COTP MIAMI-03-023]
(RIN: 2115-AA97) received July 25, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

3623. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Bareardi
Bar Mitzvah Fireworks, Buena Vista, FL
[COTP-Miami 03-020] (RIN: 2115-AA97) re-
ceived July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3624. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Lake
Okeechobee Challenge, Lake Okeechobee, FL
[COTP Miami 03-013] (RIN: 2115-AA97) re-
ceived July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3625. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
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of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Lake
Okeechobee Challenge, Lake Okeechobee, FL
[COTP Miami 03-013] (RIN: 2115-AA97) re-
ceived July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3626. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Marine
Stadium Fireworks, Biscayne Bay, Miami
Beach, FL [COTP Miami 03-010] (RIN: 2115-
AA97) received July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

3627. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Biscayne
Bay, Miami Beach, FL [COTP Miami 03-009]
(RIN: 2115-AA97) received July 25, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

3628. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; St.
Johns River, Jacksonville, FL [COTP Jack-
sonville 03-040] (RIN: 2115-AA97) received
July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3629. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; Indian
River, Cocoa Village Mardi Gras, Cocoa, FL
[COTP Jacksonville 03-034] (RIN: 2115-AA97)
received July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3630. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; St.
Johns River, Jacksonville, FL [COTP Jack-
sonville 03-030] (RIN: 2115-AA97) received
July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3631. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; St.
Johns River, Jacksonville, FL [COTP Jack-
sonville 03-029] (RIN: 2115-AA97) received
July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3632. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone; Atlan-
tic Ocean, St. Johns River, Atlantic Intra-
coastal Waterway, Jacksonville, FL [COTP
Jacksonville 03-027] (RIN: 2115-AA97) re-
ceived July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3633. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone;
Matanzas River, St. Augustine, FL [COTP
Jacksonville 03-019] (RIN: 2115-AA97) re-
ceived July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.
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3634. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; Houston
Ship Channel, Houston, TX [COTP Houston-
Galveston-03-002] (RIN: 2115-AA97) received
July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3635. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; Houston
Ship Channel, Houston, TX [COTP Houston-
Galveston-03-001] (RIN: 2115-AA97) received
July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3636. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; Corpus
Christi Ship Channel, Corpus Christi, TX
[COTP Corpus Christi-03-001] (RIN: 2115-
AA97) received July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

3637. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone;
Charleston Harbor, Cooper River, South
Carolina [COTP CHARLESTON-03-025] (RIN:
2115-AA101) received July 25, 2003, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

3638. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone; Cap-
tain of the Port Chicago Zone, Lake Michi-
gan [CGD09-03-201] (RIN: 2115-AA97) received
July 25, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIIlI, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

[Omitted from the Record of July 25, 2003]

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure. H.R. 2535.
A bill to reauthorize and improve the pro-
gram authorized by the Public Works and
Economic Development Act of 1965; with an
amendment (Rept. 108-242 Pt. 1). Ordered to
be printed.

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS TO PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 876: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.

H.R. 937: Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 1910: Mr. WILSoON of South Carolina.

H.R. 2916: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. INSLEE, and Ms. McCOLLUM.
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The Senate met at 9:30 a.m., on the
expiration of the recess, and was called
to order by the President pro tempore
(Mr. STEVENS).

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

For the beauty of the Earth, for the
glory of the skies, for the love which,
from our birth over and around us lies,
Lord of all, to You we raise this, our
prayer of grateful praise.

We thank You for Your loving provi-
dence that sustains us each day. Thank
You, also, for the liberty that provides
the foundation for our Nation.

Bless our Senators today. May they
remember to trust You for guidance
and to believe that You will order their
steps. Make their lives a source of wis-
dom, deep as the ocean and fresh as a
flowing stream.

We pray this in Your strong name.
Amen.

——
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The PRESIDENT pro tempore led the

Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader is recognized.

———
SCHEDULE

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, this morn-
ing the Senate will resume consider-
ation of S. 14, the Energy bill. It is our
intention this morning to reach an
agreement to allow for the disposition
of the two pending CAFE amendments.

Senate

(Legislative day of Monday, July 21, 2003)

In addition, the Senate will conduct
its third cloture vote on the Owen
nomination at 12:15 today. Therefore,
Senators should expect the possibility
of several votes prior to the party
lunches. Members will be notified when
the first vote is scheduled.

The Senate will recess, following the
cloture vote, until 2:15 p.m. for the
weekly party lunches, and for the re-
mainder of the day the Senate will re-
sume debate on the Energy bill. The
Senate may also resume debate on the
Chile and Singapore free-trade agree-
ments. This morning we would like to
lock in the agreement for the consider-
ation of those two bills. Therefore,
Senators should expect votes through-
out the afternoon and into the evening.

——

THE ENERGY BILL

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I want to
very briefly comment on the Energy
bill. I did not make a statement on the
bill and indeed was a bit disappointed
on the progress we made yesterday for
lots of extenuating circumstances. | do
want to point out my absolute commit-
ment to aggressively addressing the
bill this morning and over the course of
this week. Today, we do begin our 16th
day, our 16th day of consideration on
this Energy bill on the Senate floor.
Just to point out to my colleagues, 16
days is longer than we spent on any
other single bill this year. In fact, it is
twice as long as we spent on the Medi-
care reform bill, the Medicare prescrip-
tion drug bill. I say that only to en-
courage my colleagues to come to the
floor, offer amendments, allow us to
offer the amendments so that we can
debate and vote on the amendments
that people are at least considering.

Time and time again the statement
is made that we spent 7 weeks on this
bill last year on the Senate floor.
Seven weeks, that was 24 days that we
spent last year, and last year the bill

didn’t go through committee. It was
not marked up. It wasn’t debated in
committee. It was taken straight to
the floor.

Now we have a bill that was marked
up, debated in committee, and now we
spend 16 days on it. We need to finish
this bill this week. We need to stay fo-
cused with it and we can’t tolerate the
sort of delays we have seen to date. We
need to aggressively recognize that we
have a period of this week and use the
time that is available.

The issue of organizing how we do
these amendments and sort of getting
them done procedurally is what | have
been concentrating on, but | think all
of us have to step back and recognize
the substance of this bill is what is im-
portant. It is incumbent upon us as
U.S. Senators to address an issue that
has been put forth by the President.

An Energy bill has been passed by
the House of Representatives, and we
have a bill on the Senate floor that we
are debating and we must address and
finish and complete this week.

A strong energy policy is what Amer-
icans want. It is what Americans de-
serve, a policy that, indeed, balances
new production with conservation,
with the development of renewable re-
sources, all of which is crucial to
strengthening our economy and our na-
tional security.

In terms of the economy, we know
this bill will have a direct impact on
the creation of jobs—not just 100,000
jobs or 300,000 or 400,000 but 500,000 jobs
it is predicted this bill will create.

We know what has happened with
natural gas prices. We have seen what
has happened with those prices just
since we have been discussing this bill.
Again, it calls upon us to pass this En-
ergy bill which sets out our policy.

While we have addressed issues, not
as aggressively as | would like, gas
prices have shot up. Federal Reserve
Chairman Alan Greenspan has made

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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the statement that there is no end in
sight. To put this in some sort of per-
spective on a personal level, 80 percent
of the Nation’s 35,000 laundromats have
raised prices in the past year due to
high natural gas prices. Folks who
have to take their laundry to the cor-
ner Sit and Spin are facing, every day,
prices that increased over the past sev-
eral weeks and months and may well
increase into the future.

That is why we need to respond and
respond expeditiously. If you take it
beyond the personal level to the indus-
try level, the U.S. chemical companies
are closing plants. They are laying off
workers. They are looking to expand
their own production, not domestically
but expand it abroad, as a result of
high prices.

Next year, the United States is ex-
pected to import, to bring into this
country, approximately $9 billion more
in chemicals than it will export.

American industry is caught between
regulations, on the one hand limiting
the supply of natural gas, and regula-
tions encouraging its use on the other.
The result is rising gas prices with
some industries cutting jobs. Again, |
want to keep coming back to jobs be-
cause it is an Energy bill, an energy se-
curity bill, but it is also a jobs bill. We
find some of these industries not just
cutting jobs but sometimes being
priced out altogether. And, of course,
consumers are being hit with higher
and higher electric bills.

We need to diversify our sources of
energy. We must do so in a way that
lessens our reliance on foreign sources.
So when you summarize and step back,
our energy policy should be one that is
consistent with our foreign policy; that
is, it is independent and it is secure. By
increasing America’s domestic produc-
tion of clean coal, of oil and gas, nu-
clear, ethanol, solar, and other renew-
able energy sources, we increase not
just our energy supply but we increase
our national security.

Furthermore, by passing the com-
prehensive energy package we will be
creating jobs; as | mentioned, as many
as 500,000 jobs. Indeed, the Alaskan
pipeline, for example, will create at
least 400,000 jobs alone. The hundreds
of millions of dollars that will be in-
vested in research and development of
new technologies will not only benefit
the environment, which we know will
be benefited, but it also will create new
jobs in engineering, in math and chem-
istry, science, physics.

So, in summary, we cannot continue
to dither or delay. We need to focus
over the next 4 days on this bill, bring
amendments to the chairman and
ranking member, bring them to the
floor for debate so we can vote.

We simply cannot let the behind-the-
scenes political maneuvering in any
way deny the American people energy
that is cleaner, that is more abundant,
and, indeed, more secure.

We need to take action this week for
the sake of our economy, for our na-
tional security, and ultimately, and
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what is probably the bottom line, for
our fellow Americans who are paying
these bills each and every month. It is
time to pass an energy policy for the
21st century. | am confident we can do
so this week.

I yield the floor.

————

RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING
MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
acting minority leader is recognized.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, let the
RECORD be spread with the fact that
every Democrat in the Senate supports
an Energy bill. There is not a single
Senator who opposes an Energy bill.

I know that the distinguished major-
ity leader has talked about our having
been on this for 16 days—and we have
been. But many of them have been ex-
tremely short days—Thursday after-
noons and Friday mornings; a few days
here and a few days there.

I think what we have to be concerned
about is not how many days we have
spent on it but the question is, Is this
bill as good as it should be? | think the
answer is a glaring no at this stage.

We have been willing to work with
the majority to find consensus on a
host of issues. There is not a single
Senator on the other side of the aisle
who | have worked more closely with
than the chairman of the Energy Com-
mittee, the distinguished senior Sen-
ator from New Mexico. Not only have |
worked with him on the Energy bill
but I have worked with him on the Ap-
propriations Committee. He and | have
done energy and water bills for years. |
have great respect for him. I know how
badly he wants an Energy bill. He tells
me once or twice a day. | know how im-
portant it is for him to move this bill
through the Senate. But we can’t move
a bill through the Senate that doesn’t
have debate on important issues such
as climate change, CAFE, electricity,
renewable portfolio standards, and the
tax title.

We on this side of the aisle are con-
cerned about jobs. When we look at the
last administration and 8 years, Presi-
dent Clinton created 25 million jobs.
This administration and this Presi-
dent—as long as we have kept records
where we have lost jobs—lost 3 million
jobs in the private sector. | think that
says it all.

On the Alaskan pipeline issue, | of-
fered that amendment on the floor.
That amendment passed. 1 am glad it
did pass. We support that. It is good for
the economy. It is good for the security
of this Nation to bring that gas from
Alaska. We want to do that.

We talked about Medicare legislation
and doing that more quickly. Of
course, that was bipartisan legislation.
It makes it a little easier.

We have a number of northwestern
Senators who are desperate to work
out something on the electricity title.
They could not get a copy of—it is a
major title to this legislation—until
late Friday night. Some got it but
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most didn’t get it until yesterday; then
to be asked, as we were yesterday, to
go right to the electricity title.

There are three amendments pend-
ing. | think without any question we
can have a vote on CAFE by 10:45 or 11
o’clock, according to how much time
the opposition takes on it. | think we
can do that quickly. We have discussed
it with Senators LEVIN and STABENOW.
Of course, there are others on the ma-
jority side who joined with these Sen-
ators on another CAFE amendment.
That should take a very short period of
time—I| would say an hour or some-
thing like that, | would estimate.

Then we have to figure out some way
as to what will be done with the Camp-
bell amendment. Then there is nothing
to stop us from going to the electricity
title. There will be some debate on
that. It is an extremely important
issue for us.

As | said, | have the highest respect
and regard for my friend from New
Mexico, the senior Senator.

I don’t see how we can do this bill
this week. We are going to try. It is not
as if this is some guerrilla attack. We
have been saying all along that we
need more time than this to complete
the bill.

But on this side of the aisle, we rec-
ognize the importance of this legisla-
tion. We want to do what we can but
there are certain issues that require
debate and deliberation. We are going
to make sure it takes place. If we have
to stay in through next week, we have
to stay in through next week. But
there are issues that are so important
to this country that we have to make
sure that whatever bill comes out is
the best bill we can get.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADERSHIP
TIME

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
the previous order, leadership time is
reserved.

——
ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2003

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 14, which the
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 14) to enhance the energy secu-
rity of the United States, and for other pur-
poses.

Pending:

Campbell amendment No. 886, to replace
“tribal consortia” with ‘‘tribal energy re-
source development organizations.”’

Durbin amendment No. 1384, to amend title
49, United States Code, to improve the sys-
tem for enhancing automobile fuel effi-
ciency.

Durbin modified amendment No. 1385, to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, to
provide additional tax incentives for enhanc-
ing motor vehicle fuel efficiency.

Bond modified amendment No. 1386, to im-
pose additional requirements for improving
automobile fuel economy and reducing vehi-
cle emissions.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader.



July 29, 2003

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, just brief-
ly, | wish to respond because | can tell
both in opening and closing the Senate
each day that we are going to come
down to this same sort of dialog of our
side of the aisle wants to move this bill
through and the Democrats, or the
other side of the aisle, are saying we
are not slow walking this and we need
more time. There is going to be sort of
the setup at the end of the week with
the other side saying we just haven’t
had enough time.

I want to make it clear to my col-
leagues that for the last month this
bill came before the Senate 16 days.
This is the 16th day on the bill. We are
going to spend every day this week on
it. These are not new issues. These are
issues that we debated, that we talked
about, that we hashed and rehashed
last year. Indeed, it was 7 weeks and 24
days, and the issues are essentially the
same issues.

In this Congress, we have gone
through the committee itself, and it
came to the floor on May 6. We spent 16
days on it. We are going to spend the
next 4 days.

When | hear these statements either
from the Democratic leader last night
or the potential of a charge at the end
of the week that, Well, Democrats just
didn’t want to finish the bill—those are
the Democratic leader’s words—I am
beginning to think there is some delay-
ing, there is some slow walking. | say
that because | set up this schedule a
long time ago. We are now early in the
week for this final week being spent on
the bill.

Yesterday we had the other side of
the aisle objecting to setting aside
CAFE and laying down the electricity
bill. Yet we just had the assistant
Democratic leader and the Democratic
leader last night say, Well, we just got
it on Friday.

The whole point of laying it down
yesterday was so we could look at it, so
we could debate it, and so we could
talk about it. Yet we spent all day yes-
terday—or they spent all day—object-
ing to laying it down and to setting
other amendments aside.

It is too early to get into this sort of
finger pointing back and forth. But |
can tell from the Democratic leader’s
statements—no, we are not slow walk-
ing it, that you are going to accuse us
of slow walking it—all | can say is that
it is early enough in the week, and if
we stay focused and if we expeditiously
and systematically address the issues,
we can complete this bill.

| encourage both sides of the aisle to
allow the managers to deal with these
amendments and organize in a system-
atic way so we can debate. It is our No.
1 priority this week so that we can do
what the American people deserve, we
can pass a bill which has been ade-
quately debated and appropriately
amended and which fulfills what both
sides of the aisle want to do; that is, to
develop good energy policy.

| yield the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
minority leader.
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Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, | just
wanted to respond briefly to the com-
ments made by the distinguished ma-
jority leader.

I, again, will publicly affirm what I
have said to him privately—that we are
more than ready to grind out amend-
ments and work through the many con-
tentious issues. | listed them last
night. He knows very well what those
issues are.

We have a very controversial elec-
tricity title that was redrafted. Once
the bill was reported out of committee,
for whatever reason, the majority de-
cided they didn’t like the electricity
title and redrafted an entirely different
electricity title that we had not seen
until Friday. So we were not able to
examine it for purposes of consider-
ation of amendments and other issues
until this weekend.

But we also have the question of nu-
clear licensing, the conservation ques-
tions which we have talked about, the
renewable portfolio standards, and a
number of issues that hopefully we can
address in addition to the electricity
matter. The tax title has yet to come
up.
You can’t slow walk a bill that has
not been pending. And it has not been
pending. We have urged our colleagues
to bring the bill to the floor so we
could walk through these issues one by
one and address them constructively.
For good reason, yesterday we were not
able to come to the bill, in part be-
cause the two managers, out of neces-
sity, had to be in New Mexico.

So we are prepared to deal with the
Durbin amendment and then the Levin
amendment. | know the Campbell
amendment is pending after that. If we
could dispose of that, there is no rea-
son whatsoever we could not go to the
electricity title and begin debating
that and consider amendments to the
electricity title.

So | will certainly again offer my co-
operation to the distinguished major-
ity leader in an effort to begin address-
ing these issues. But | wish it were the
beginning of this work period rather
than the end. | would feel a lot more
confident about our ability to complete
our work.

1 yield the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, before
the distinguished minority leader
leaves the floor, might | say we, too,
are prepared to move quickly to the
Durbin amendment. Senator BINGAMAN
and | are writing up a list we would
agree on as to how we would proceed
the next couple days. The problem is,
the pending amendment is the Camp-
bell amendment on Indians, and we
were going to ask if we could set it
aside so we could proceed with Durbin
and then proceed with the subsequent
amendment on automobiles which is
just pending, and right on down—we
have a list—including getting the
amendment on electricity offered
today for debate.
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But there is an objection to our pro-
ceeding. So that means we probably
will have to take one of two actions: ei-
ther put the electricity amendment on
the Indian amendment, which | do not
like, or we do the Indian amendment
first. 1 don’t know if we can do that. So
it is too bad. Whoever is objecting, it
would be good if they would not object
to just setting the Indian amendment
aside. It is being worked on. It is not a
game breaker; it is just a question that
there are now people who want to work
it out as compared with fighting over
it.

Senator BINGAMAN is here. | think he
wishes to speak.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, if |
might respond quickly to the distin-
guished Senator from New Mexico, |
simply say that however he wants to
address the Campbell amendment
managerially is his decision. | think it
is important to dispose of it. You have
plenty of options. Even though we have
a finite list of amendments, you can
easily bring it back if it is in other
forms and address it later on to clear
the path, if you wish, to bring up the
electricity title. So whether or not
there are objections to setting it aside
should not be an impediment. There
ought to be ways in which to address
it, and | know he will find one. Again,
I will work with him to see if that can
be done.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, |
agree with the points made by the mi-
nority leader and Senator DOMENICI as
well. Let me just suggest, though, that
I know Senator DURBIN is here ready to
debate his amendment, on which we
hope we can get a vote this morning.

I think we could go ahead with that
debate and then possibly even go ahead
with some debate on the Bond-Levin
issue while we are trying to clear any
objections on this side. The hope is
then we would be able to vote on one or
both of those amendments before we go
to the discussion about the Priscilla
Owen nomination.

Mr. President, | yield the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, |
think the minority leader has con-
vinced me, and his suggestion was a
good one. | withdraw the Campbell
amendment provided he has the right
to offer it at a later date.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there an objection?

Mr. REID. Objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, under the
present parliamentary situation, of
course, it takes consent to withdraw
because we have a finite list of amend-
ments. We have at least one Senator
here whom we have to protect. As a re-
sult of that, | object.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, |
thought the other side said | could dis-
pose of it however | would like so we
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could get on with the business. | just
tried to do that.

Mr. REID. But of course, Mr. Presi-
dent, we have two amendments ahead
of that. It is not parliamentary proce-
dure that is proper at this stage. When
we get to the Campbell amendment,
the distinguished Democratic leader
said the Senator would have to do what
he wanted in that regard. We stand on
that.

Mr. DOMENICI. We can’t proceed
with any of the other amendments.

Mr. REID. But even at that time,
even if the other two amendments were
gone, the alternatives are, as the Sen-
ator said, second-degreeing the amend-
ment or disposing of it with a motion
to table or some other thing. But just
to agree to withdraw it, | am not in a
position to do that right now.

We would like to

Mr. DOMENICI.
proceed with the CAFE amendment at
this point.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the
Senator will suspend, the Chair in-
forms the Senator from New Mexico,
the finite list requires that the amend-
ment must be disposed of. It cannot be
withdrawn except by unanimous con-
sent.

Mr. DOMENICI. 1 say to Senator
DuURBIN, would you like to then proceed
for a few minutes on your amendment?

Mr. REID. Mr. President, | had the
floor, and | will yield in just 1 second.
I would also say, so there is not a prob-
lem in the future, | don’t think you can
amend the Campbell amendment with
an electricity title under the rules that
are now before the Senate. | would just
alert Senators to that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. |
think the Senator from New Mexico
had the floor.

Mr. DOMENICI. We will get to that.

Senator BINGAMAN wants some time
to speak to a Senator. So | ask Senator
DURBIN, how much time would you like
to speak on your amendment?

Mr. DURBIN. | am prepared to move
to my amendment. It is my under-
standing that the minority leader may
be seeking the floor. If he is, | will cer-
tainly yield to him.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
minority leader.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, | ap-
preciate the Senator yielding. 1 will
not take a lot of time now.

————
TRADING IN DEATH

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, | come
to the floor in part to call to the atten-
tion of my colleagues an article which
appeared in the New York Times this
morning. The article is entitled ‘““Pen-
tagon Prepares A Futures Market On
Terror Attacks.”

The article reports that the Bush ad-
ministration is prepared to spend $8
million on a program that actually en-
courages betting on the probability of
future terrorist attacks. | am really
amazed. This fits in that category: “We
are not making this up.”

You ask whether there are traders or
traitors—T-R-A-D-E-R-S or T-R-A-I-T-
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O-R-S. As we understand it, even ter-
rorists would be allowed to bet on the
likelihood of future terrorist attacks.
This program could provide an incen-
tive, actually, to commit acts of ter-
rorism. We are asking the administra-
tion this morning to renounce this plan
to trade in death. The administration
should issue a public apology, espe-
cially to the families of the victims of
September 11. This is just wrong: The
Pentagon calls its latest idea a new
way of predicting events and part of its
search for the ‘“‘broadest possible set of
new ways to prevent terrorist at-

tacks.” | don’t know how one can pos-
sibly use the marketplace for that pur-
pose.

The initiative, which is called the

Policy Analysis Market, is to begin
registering up to 1,000 traders on Fri-
day. It is the latest in a series of
projects advanced by DARPA, a Pen-
tagon unit that has run into a great
deal of controversy over other issues.

But | must say, this is perhaps the
most irresponsible, outrageous, and
poorly thought out of anything | have
heard the administration propose to
date. For the life of me, | cannot be-
lieve anybody would seriously propose
that we trade in death, that we set up
a futures market on when, as the Web
site proposed, the King of Jordan could
be overthrown, when a leader would be
assassinated, when a terrorist attack
would occur. Most traders try to influ-
ence their investments. How long
would it be before you saw traders in-
vesting in a way that would bring
about the desired result?

I hope the administration will ex-
plain what it is they had in mind, why
they are doing this, why we are invest-
ing taxpayer dollars in the probability
of future terrorist attacks.

Mr. DURBIN. Will the Senator yield
for a question?

Mr. DASCHLE. | am happy to yield
to the Senator from lllinois.

Mr. DURBIN. | would like to ask the
Senator from South Dakota, our dis-
tinguished minority leader, is it not
true that those who find your state-
ment incredulous can log on to
policymarketanalysis.com and find
this proposal from the Department of
Defense to create some sort of invest-
ment speculation in the possibility of
assassination and terrorism? Is that
not a fact?

Mr. DASCHLE. The Senator from Il-
linois has exactly stated the fact.
Policymarket.com can be called up on
your Web site today. The Web site can
be called up on the Internet and you
can see for yourself.

Mr. DURBIN. In fairness to the Sen-
ator, | think the reference s
policyanalysis.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will
the Senator please address through the
Chair? The Senator from Nevada has
the floor.

Mr. DURBIN. | believe the Senator
from South Dakota has the floor.

Mr. DASCHLE. | sought recognition
and the Chair recognized me.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Very
well. |1 thought the Senator yielded to
the Senator from Nevada. The minor-
ity leader has the floor.

Mr. DURBIN. If the minority leader
would further yield, through the Chair,
is it not true that the site referenced
here is policyanalysismarket.org, for
those who question whether what you
are saying is accurate?

Mr. DASCHLE. That is correct. |
don’t have the Internet reference in
front of me.

Mr. DURBIN. Is it not also, | say
through the Chair, that the adminis-
tration is proposing spending $8 million
of taxpayer money through the year
2005 in creating this marketplace to
trade in speculation about assassina-
tion and terrorism, $8 million over the
next several years?

Mr. DASCHLE. It is my under-
standing they are actually encouraging
investors to trade in this terrorist
probability or possibility. Their view is
that somehow, by those who invest, in
watching or monitoring those who in-
vest, they can better determine where
this terrorist attack may occur. What
they don’t fail to appreciate is that in-
vestors try to make good on their in-
vestments. So would it not stand to
reason that once this investment was
made and the market moved in the di-
rection of assassinating a given leader,
indeed, that would be the ultimate out-
come?

Mr. DURBIN. If the Senator would
further yield for a question, is it not
true that on their Web site yesterday
they put up some hypothetical things
that people could invest in, questions
as to whether, for example, Mr. Arafat,
with the Palestinian Authority, would
be assassinated, whether North Korea
would launch a missile attack, whether
the King of Jordan would be over-
thrown, and whether Israel would be
attacked with bioterrorism weapons?
Weren’t these some of the items on
which the Department of Defense was
suggesting we start opening specula-
tion and investment and betting by
people around the world, including pos-
sible terrorists? Wasn’t this on the Web
site yesterday and removed today?

Mr. DASCHLE. Each of the items
that the Senator from Illinois has re-
ported were on the Web site yesterday:
When the first biological attack would
occur in lIsrael, when the King of Jor-
dan might be assassinated. Each of
these were listed as possible invest-
ment opportunities. Of course, our dis-
tinguished colleagues—I cite them for
their efforts, Senators WYDEN and DOR-
GAN—called attention to these particu-
larly unusual investments, and they
were pulled from the Web site once the
fact that these were listed was made
public.

Mr. DURBIN. If the Senator would
further yield, | would ask the Senator
from South Dakota to reflect on the re-
action of the United States and the
Congress——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EN-
SIGN). The Senator will suspend.
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Mr. STEVENS. Is the Pastore rule in
effect at this time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, am |
not recognized on leader time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is.

Mr. DASCHLE. | appreciate that.

Mr. DURBIN. If the Senator from
South Dakota will further yield for a
question, would the Senator from
South Dakota indicate what his reac-
tion would be if we learned that in
some country overseas they were open-
ing up betting on the assassination of
American officials, opening up betting
on the possibility that America would
be the target of future terrorism?
Could the Senator from South Dakota
speculate on our reaction if a similar
betting scheme were opened in some
other country in the world?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will address his questions through
the Chair.

Mr. DURBIN. Through the President,
I ask whether the Senator from South
Dakota would respond.

Mr. DASCHLE. Responding to the
Senator, | would simply say where do
we limit this? What would prevent
somebody from offering a futures mar-
ket on terrorist acts within the United
States on a leader of the United
States? If these markets were available
to leaders in the Middle East, countries
in the Middle East, it doesn’t take
much of a stretch of the imagination to
suggest that perhaps these new invest-
ment opportunities on terror for U.S.
leaders, U.S. politicians, U.S. locations
would be a big part of this market of
death in a very short time. Once this is
in the marketplace, as we say, there is
no telling what the market may do.

This policyanalysismarket.org is
something | would encourage my col-
leagues to check out. It is the most
amazing Web site | think | have seen in
my life. 1 just cannot imagine that
somebody seriously would propose
something as outrageously irrespon-
sible as this.

Mr. DURBIN. Will the Senator yield
for one final question?

Mr. DASCHLE. | am happy to yield.

Mr. DURBIN. | would like to ask
through the Chair, it is my under-
standing from press reports that
former Admiral John Poindexter has
now been associated with this
concepted idea, the same man who was
involved in the controversy of Iran-
contra and the same individual who,
through this same office, suggested a
massive intelligence-gathering oper-
ation across the United States involv-
ing the invasion of medical records, fi-
nancial records, that was discredited
by the administration? Is this the same
John Poindexter who was behind this
proposed scheme by the administra-
tion?

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, | an-
swer the Senator from Illinois by say-
ing vyes, indeed, the same John
Poindexter with the checkered past
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that we have known him to have is
back again. This time
policyanalysismarket.org apparently is
one of the projects for which he is re-
sponsible. This new trade in death is
something that | am told he is heading.
I am anxious to get more information,
of course, from the administration and
others about how this individual as
well as this Web site came to be.

Just very quickly, this is the Web
site the Senator from lIllinois cited, the
specific possibilities for investment:
The King of Jordan overthrown, the
price they suggest starts at just 23
cents on that one. Arafat assassinated,
that is worth 23 cents as a possibility.
The price range may be anywhere from
22 to 33 cents. They expect a volume of
2,333 investors.

We can move to the second chart.
This is the actual Web site from
DARPA: King of Jordan overthrown,
North Korea missile attack, Arafat as-
sassinated. All of these are on the Web
site.

Whatever a prospective trader’s interest in
the web site, the involvement in this group
prediction process should prove engaging and
may prove profitable.

This is one of the most intriguing
parts of their assertion, that these ac-
tual investments in these incidences
could actually prove to be profitable,
as they consider investments in any
one of these tragedies. | should say, in-
vesting in these incidences for purposes
of profit.

Mr. REID. Will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr. DASCHLE. | am happy to yield.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, | am won-
dering if the distinguished Democratic
leader’s reaction, when he and | read
the front page of the New York Times
today, was the same as mine—amaze-
ment, bewilderment—when reading on
the front of the New York Times:
“Pentagon Prepares a Futures Market
on Terrorist Attacks™?

The Pentagon office that proposed spying
electronically on Americans to monitor po-
tential terrorists has a new experiment. It is
an online futures trading market, disclosed
today . . . in which anonymous speculators
would bet on forecasting terrorist attacks,
assassinations, and coups.

Traders bullish on a biological attack on
Israel or bearish on the chances of a North
Korean missile strike would have the oppor-
tunity to bet on the likelihood of such
events on a new Internet site established by

the . . . [Pentagon].
Did the Senator read that in dis-
belief?

Mr. DASCHLE. | actually thought it
was a hoax. | could not believe that we
would actually commit $8 million to
create a Web site that would encourage
investors to bet on futures involving
terrorist attacks and public assassina-
tions. For the life of me, | cannot be-
lieve that we would spend the money
this administration has committed for
that purpose.

But, as you said, according to the ar-
ticle in the New York Times this morn-
ing, that is indeed what has happened.
The Web site is up. | encourage my col-

S10083

leagues to check
policyanalysismarket.org for them-
selves and consider what this remark-
able development may mean for us in
public policy and for the safety and se-
curity of our country as we consider its
ramifications.
| yield the floor.

————

ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2003—
Continued

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

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, | know
the Senator from lllinois is seeking to
speak on his amendment. Is there a
time agreement on that amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
not.

Mr. STEVENS. | would like to have
an opportunity to speak on the Energy
bill. I do not want to interfere with the
Senator’s amendment if we can get it
done.

Mr. DURBIN. | am happy to yield to
the Senator from Alaska if he would
give me an idea how much time he
would like.

Mr. STEVENS. The reverse is true
also. | am glad to yield to the Senator
if he would consider giving us a time
agreement on his amendment.

Mr. DURBIN. If the Senator from
Alaska would like to work with me
through the leadership to come up with
a time agreement, | will be happy to do
that. At this point, with no time agree-
ment, | will yield—without yielding my
right to the floor on the amendment—
for the Senator to speak on the Energy
bill. He certainly has a right to do
that. | am happy to yield for that pur-

pose.

Mr. STEVENS. | have come to the
floor to speak on the bill in general,
but I would be happy to have an oppor-
tunity to have the Senator from Illi-
nois debate his amendment and have it
voted on. As | understood it, that was
the plan this morning.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska has the floor.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, | ad-
dress the Senator from Nevada. Is it
possible to get an agreement on the
Durbin amendment?

Mr. REID. Mr. President, Senator
DURBIN has always been agreeable to
that. He has indicated he would want
probably 45 minutes.

Mr. DURBIN. Yes.

Mr. REID. And Senator STABENOW
may want 10 or 15 minutes. We will
check with her. I am sure we can do it
within an hour on our side. | would pro-
pose that on the Durbin amendment
there be 1 hour of debate on our side,
that there be no second-degree amend-
ments in order, and we would then vote
on or in relation to the Durbin amend-
ment.

Mr. DOMENICI. We are trying to
work with Senator BINGAMAN on the
Durbin amendment and the other
CAFE amendment.

Mr. REID. | say to my friend from
New Mexico that we have seen the pro-
posal. We are not going to agree to the
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unanimous consent agreement that
was given to me.

Mr. DOMENICI. We don’t need a time
agreement on Senator DURBIN at this
point.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator will yield so | may comment brief-
ly, I think we have tried to be as rea-
sonable as we can on the Durbin
amendment, which is the pending
amendment. The Senator from lIllinois
has agreed from the beginning on a
time agreement. That still stands.

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

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, | will
speak briefly. | hope, however, we can
move on to the Durbin amendment as
soon as we get a time agreement.

Mr. President, one of the basic goals
of the Energy bill, as our leader has in-
dicated, is job creation. According to
the estimates that | have, based upon
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, the
natural gas pipeline project to bring
Alaska’s natural gas to market would
create as many as 400,000 job years.
There have been various press releases
issued in that regard. The more con-
servative estimates by the Energy
Committee staff put the number at
118,000. Even those figures include: 1,650
welders and helpers; 2,000 operators; 135
surveyors; 1,250 laborers; 755 teamsters;
418 inspectors; 90 UT technicians; and
170 salaried foremen. Beyond that are
both manufacturing jobs and infra-
structure jobs, including airstrip im-
provements at 5 airports.

Additionally, the project will require
an enormous number of buses, loaders,
and automatic welders. We will need
440 sidebooms, 225 other sidebooms, 18
trenchers, 250 backhoes, 236 large doz-
ers, 125 stringing tractors, and 1,300
pickup trucks.

I have come to the floor to raise my
voice in support of this Energy bill and
to urge the Senate to complete it. |
commend Senators DOMENICI and
BINGAMAN and their staffs for their ef-
forts so far. This Energy bill is an im-
portant step toward a comprehensive
and balanced national energy policy. It
contains many important provisions
designed to ensure our energy security.

The most important of those, to me,
is the authorization for a natural gas
pipeline from the North Slope of Alas-
ka connecting through Canada to what
we call the Lower 48.

As we are all aware, our country
faces a natural gas crisis. The leader
spoke of that this morning, and | want
to emphasize the importance of his re-
marks. In the last 10 years, demand for
natural gas has increased by 19 per-
cent. It is projected to grow over 50
percent in the next quarter century.
Absent a new supply of natural gas, a
gap of 15 billion cubic feet per day or 6
trillion cubic feet per year is likely in
the next decade.

High natural gas prices have severely
impacted our industries and our con-
sumers and are hindering our economic
recovery.

The fertilizer industry alone has seen
its current operating capacity in the
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United States for ammonia plants drop
to 60 to 65 percent of former capacity.
High gas prices are responsible for the
closure of almost 20 percent of the ni-
trogen fertilizer capacity.

This has severely impacted our farm-
ers. They are now paying $350 per ton
for fertilizer, more than twice what
they paid last year.

Our chemical industry has been simi-
larly affected as high gas prices con-
tinue to affect its market share, which
again threatens millions of existing
jobs.

The chemical industry employs more
than 1 million Americans, with 5 mil-
lion Americans working at jobs depend-
ent upon that chemical industry. Mil-
lions of Americans are depending upon
our ability to maintain an adequate
supply of gas. Our constituents are also
feeling the pressure from natural gas
prices. Sixty million households in this
country use natural gas.

In 1999, their average gas bill was
$534. In 2001, the average gas bill was
$750. This year, the average gas bill for
American consumers at home will be
$915—almost double what it was in 1999,
Mr. President.

Given these disturbing facts and the
negative impacts high gas prices are
having on the Nation as a whole, | urge
the Senate to act quickly to address
this situation. This Energy bill must
pass this year. It must be passed by the
Senate now before we go on recess so a
final conference package can be voted
on in the fall.

The Energy Committee has taken the
first step towards addressing this situ-
ation by including authorization for
the Alaskan gas pipeline. The pipeline
is vitally important to preventing an
even more serious natural gas crisis in
the future.

The gas pipeline will increase our
supplies. Alaska’s gas alone would
meet approximately 10 percent of our
country’s natural gas needs, which
means 4 billion to 6 billion cubic feet
per day. It will decrease our depend-
ency on foreign gas and imports of lig-
uefied natural gas. It will generate
over $40 billion in revenues for the Fed-
eral Government. It will create the
jobs | outlined earlier.

| do hope the Senate will focus on the
jobs created by the Energy bill and par-
ticularly the Alaska natural gas pipe-
line. The gas pipeline translates into
7,000 construction jobs, thousands of
manufacturing jobs necessary to create
equipment, and thousands of infra-
structure jobs.

In addition to the authorization lan-
guage, the Finance Committee has pro-
vided a fiscal incentive package to en-
sure the pipeline can begin delivering
gas as quickly as possible. 1 will dis-
cuss the fiscal package once the energy
tax provisions are introduced. We are
working with the distinguished chair-
man of the Finance Committee to as-
sure that those provision meet a