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your House colleagues to make sure the 
Treasury Department meets the Congress’ 
expectations. An identical letter has also 
been sent to Senator Sarbanes. 

If there is anything that I can do to be of 
assistance to you, please do not hesitate to 
contact me. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN W. SNOW. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I ask 
that the Chair put the question to the 
body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that there now be a 
period for morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

Who seeks recognition? 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 

suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 

that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

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

f 

ENERGY POLICY ACT 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, we have 
just concluded a cloture vote which 
will give us the opportunity to look 
more carefully at the Energy bill that 
is before the Senate. I believe such a 
careful and thorough review of the bill 
is entirely warranted. Indeed, it is not 
just my opinion but the opinion of 
countless numbers of Americans and 
also countless numbers of opinion lead-
ers throughout the country. 

These are a sample of some of the 
editorials that have appeared with re-
spect to the Energy bill. The Wash-
ington Post calls the bill ‘‘depleted en-
ergy.’’ The New York Times says ‘‘a 
shortage of energy’’. The Atlanta Jour-
nal-Constitution directs: ‘‘Put back-
room energy bill out of the country’s 
misery.’’ The Houston Chronicle: ‘‘Fix 
the flaws—this proposed energy bill is 
half a loaf, half baked.’’ 

The American people deserve good 
national energy policy, created 
through an open and democratic proc-
ess. Sadly, the legislation before the 
Senate is not such a policy nor has it 
been achieved through an open and 
transparent and collaborative process. 
The Energy bill was crafted behind 
closed doors by members of one polit-
ical party who chose to involve indus-
try but not elected Senators and Con-
gress men and women. It looks as if the 
industry got the bill they wanted. 

We have been told ‘‘take it or leave 
it.’’ I hope we can leave this bill be-

hind. I hope this cloture vote signifies 
such a development. 

If we leave it behind, one of the sa-
lient aspects of the Energy bill pre-
sented to Members is that it does not 
leave any lobbyist behind. In fact, to 
borrow a statement from my colleague 
from Arizona, this bill, indeed, leaves 
no lobbyist behind. 

There is an Archer Daniels Midland 
ethanol provision adding $8.5 billion to 
gas prices over each of the next 5 years 
while cutting $2 billion a year from the 
highway trust fund. It seems to me to 
be implausible, indeed irrational, that 
we would enhance an industry while at 
the same time depriving our local cit-
ies and towns and States of the money 
they need to maintain the roads and 
bridges of America. 

According to the Denver Post, there 
is $180 million to pay for development 
projects in Shreveport, LA, including 
the city’s first ever Hooters restaurant. 
I am not sure how that will help our 
energy policy. 

Let’s not forget the $2 billion that 
taxpayers bear to clean up the mess 
left by MTBE producers. 

As the Wall Street Journal wrote: 
We’ll say this for the energy bill that is 

about to come to a final vote in Congress: 
It’s certainly comprehensive. It may not 
have all that much to do with energy any-
more, but it does give something to every 
last elected Representative. 

This bill utterly fails to establish an 
energy policy for the 21st century. It 
does nothing to address our country’s 
dependence on foreign oil, an issue I 
will discuss at length in a few minutes. 

In addition, it contains so many pro-
visions that will hurt consumers and 
damage the environment that it is im-
possible to list them all. Here are just 
a few: 

The bill doubles the use of ethanol in 
gasoline, which will drive up gasoline 
prices and deny valuable revenue to fix 
our roads. 

The bill fails to make the reforms 
necessary to modernize our electricity 
grid and enhance reliability by pro-
viding a standard set of rules for our 
electricity markets. These rules would 
have provided greater efficiencies, 
greater reliability, and reasonably 
priced electricity that our homes and 
businesses need. 

The bill increases air pollution by de-
laying rules to control mercury and 
ozone pollution, putting millions of 
Americans at risk for health problems. 

The bill increases water pollution by 
exempting oil and gas exploration and 
production activities from the Clean 
Water Act storm water program. 

The bill allows drilling on our coast-
lines by diminishing States’ rights to 
review offshore oil development 
projects and other proposed Federal ac-
tivities to determine if the projects are 
consistent with the State coastal man-
agement plans. 

The bill threatens our national secu-
rity by failing to reduce the Nation’s 
dependence on foreign oil and pro-
viding billions of dollars in subsidies to 

build new nuclear powerplants. And the 
list goes on and on and on. 

The American public deserves an eco-
nomically sound Energy bill that will 
strengthen our economy and create 
good-paying jobs for Americans. But 
that is not this Energy bill before us. 

This Energy bill is business as usual. 
It is a special interest grab bag cloaked 
in the rhetoric that it would create 
jobs and spur the economy. The cost of 
the entire bill is estimated to exceed 
$100 billion, more than $120,000 for each 
job that the authors claim the bill will 
create. With the tax breaks alone cost-
ing American taxpayers over $25 bil-
lion, this bill adds to the deficit and 
further reduces spending for vital pro-
grams, such as education, health care, 
and water infrastructure. 

The American public also deserve an 
environmentally friendly Energy bill 
that will protect our air and water and 
reduce greenhouse gases. But that is 
not this Energy bill. 

This Energy bill will endanger the 
public’s health by allowing the energy 
industry to increase the pollution it 
emits into the air and water and lim-
iting environmental review of energy 
projects. 

One of the most egregious giveaways 
to corporations, at the expense of the 
environment and public health, is the 
product liability protection for MTBE. 
MTBE is known to cause serious dam-
age to water quality nationwide. This 
immunity provision—which is retro-
active to September 5, 2003, before vir-
tually all the recent lawsuits involving 
MTBE—would shift $29 billion in clean-
up costs from polluting corporations to 
taxpayers and water customers. 

My State of Rhode Island and our 
residents are all too familiar with the 
dangers of MTBE. After MTBE leaked 
from an underground storage tank at a 
gas station and found its way into the 
water system of the Pascoag Utility 
District in Burrillville, RI, in the sum-
mer of 2001, more than 1,200 families 
were forced to use bottled water for 
drinking, cooking, and food prepara-
tion for several months. Subsequent 
tests showed MTBE at such high levels 
that the State department of health 
recommended residents reduce shower 
and bath times and ventilate bath-
rooms with exhaust or window fans. 
Fortunately, Pascoag’s lawsuit against 
ExxonMobil to pay for the cleanup was 
filed before the September 5, 2003, cut-
off date, but many similar suits filed 
on behalf of residents in New Hamp-
shire and other States will be thrown 
out by this bill. That, to me, is a trag-
edy. 

The American people deserve a mean-
ingful Energy bill that will ensure our 
national security by ending our de-
pendence on foreign oil, diversifying 
our energy resources, and increasing 
our Nation’s energy efficiency. But 
that is not this Energy bill. 

This Energy bill perpetuates the 
failed policies of the past 30 years, fo-
cusing almost exclusively on squeezing 
what little domestic energy production 
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