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I will make sure that there is no new oil 

leasing off the coasts of California and Flor-
ida. And then I will go much further: I will 
do everything in my power to make sure 
that there is no new drilling off these sen-
sitive areas—even in areas already leased by 
previous administrations. 

I do not know what that means to 
you, Mr. President, but it means to me 
that he is not going to support OCS ac-
tivities of any consequence, and he is 
even going to attempt to cancel and 
negate some of the existing leases. 

Where is it going to come from? He 
conveniently ducks that issue. AL 
GORE claims to have invented the 
Internet, but he refuses to provide nat-
ural gas that is needed to provide elec-
tricity to power it. 

We use more electricity today. We 
are an energy consuming country—e- 
mails, electronics, computers. Even if 
we had access to more natural gas, reg-
ulation after regulation inhibits con-
struction of new pipelines to get gas to 
the consumer. 

The Northeast Corridor: There have 
been nothing but delays—3 years of 
delay. The Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, FERC, that regulates and 
has to approve it, has been sitting on 
it. This would have given the North-
east Corridor a clean source of fuel. 
Most of this is Canadian gas. It has 
taken forever. 

This administration wants you to use 
more natural gas, but at the same time 
they make sure you can’t get it. That 
sounds like a recipe for higher prices, if 
you ask me, higher home electric costs, 
heating costs. Then what happens to 
the problem? It is going to get worse. 
The demand is expected to grow from 
22 trillion cubic feet to over 35 trillion 
cubic feet by the year 2010. Without 
new exploration and new production, 
natural gas prices are going to go even 
higher. We are going to pay more to 
heat our homes, run our businesses. 

When higher heating bills arrive this 
winter, we will want to thank the 
President and Vice President GORE for 
causing a natural gas crisis in Amer-
ica, one that was predictable, one that 
we knew was coming. 

We have been asleep. The train wreck 
is coming. The solution is obvious: in-
crease domestic supply of gas. In-
creased domestic supply will obviously 
lower prices, reduce volatility, and en-
sure a safe and secure energy supply. 

I am all for alternative energy. I am 
all for conservation. But the reality is, 
transportation does not move on hot 
air. Members of this body don’t go 
home on an airplane that flies on hot 
air. It flies on fuel. Our homes are not 
heated by hot air from Washington. 
They are heated by natural gas, 50 per-
cent of all homes. That is 56 million 
homes in this country. 

We found 36 trillion cubic feet of nat-
ural gas in the Prudhoe Bay oil field 
while searching for oil. We never 
looked for gas. Now there is a possi-
bility the economics will favor bring-

ing that gas down from Alaska for dis-
tribution in the lower 48 States, but 
don’t think it is going to be cheap gas. 
You have to amortize the cost of a 
pipeline that is going to run some 1,600 
miles down through Alaska, follow the 
Alcan Highway, going through Canada 
and into the Canadian prebuilt system 
for distribution into the U.S. 

The fact is, we have proven gas, but 
the market has never been able to sus-
tain the cost. At this range, the feasi-
bility of that project is very costly. 
The most important thing we can do, 
however, is to increase access to prov-
en natural gas that is likely to be 
found on Federal lands. We need to de-
pend on all sources of energy—oil, gas, 
clean coal, hydro, and nuclear—and we 
need to conserve. 

That is why Senator LOTT and others 
have introduced the National Energy 
Security Act of 2000, S. 2557. Briefly, it 
would increase the domestic gas supply 
by allowing frontier royalty relief; im-
proving Federal gas lease management; 
providing tax incentives for produc-
tion; and assuring price certainty for 
small producers. It would require the 
administration to develop a com-
prehensive strategy to ensure that nat-
ural gas remains affordable and avail-
able to American consumers. It would 
allow new exploration for natural gas 
in America’s Arctic as well as the 
Rocky Mountain States and along the 
OCS areas. 

As I have indicated, we have substan-
tial potential for new reserves, but if 
you don’t have access to the areas, you 
might as well leave it in the ground be-
cause it will never be developed. We 
want to remove the disincentives for 
utilities to use natural gas, protect 
consumers against seasonal price 
spikes, especially with regard to North-
east heating oil use, and increase fund-
ing for energy efficiency and weather-
ization assistance to reduce winter 
heating bills. 

A noted economist, Daniel Yergin, 
stated that this current energy 
‘‘shock’’ could turn into a world cri-
sis—that is paraphrasing the exposure 
that we have today. You can ask Tony 
Blair from Great Britain about the 
price of energy that is threatening his 
Government. Unless we take the kinds 
of actions outlined in this policy plan 
of the Republicans that we have sub-
mitted before this body, as represented 
in the legislation, S. 2557, the National 
Energy Security Act, we very well will 
face a current energy shock that could 
turn into a world crisis. Just look at 
the stock market this morning; it is 
pretty shaky. 

There is probably more to come be-
cause of the uncertainty over where we 
are with regard to energy and the spi-
raling costs. It is referenced in a taxi 
ride to Capitol Hill; there is a sur-
charge. It is referenced in your air-
plane ticket now. You can’t figure out 
the airplane tickets anyway; they are 

so confusing whether you fly on Thurs-
day, Friday, or Sunday, or before a.m. 
or p.m. It is in there, all your truckers, 
all your delivery systems. Everybody is 
now facing the reality that energy 
costs are higher. It is going to have an 
effect. 

Finally, thanks to the failed energy 
policies of Clinton-Gore, we are going 
to pay more for gas this winter. We 
must increase domestic supply of nat-
ural gas to meet demand. This adminis-
tration continues to make new explo-
ration and production not just difficult 
but almost impossible. We pay the 
price. 

This GOP energy plan encourages 
short-term efforts to minimize spike 
hikes this winter and increase supply 
in the long term. 

Tomorrow, I hope to talk a little bit 
about where the oil and gas is likely to 
be found. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

f 

THE VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
ACT AND NOMINATION OF 
BONNIE CAMPBELL 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I rise to 
discuss my disappointment that the 
Republican leadership in the Senate 
seems to have better things to do than 
to pass a bill reauthorizing one of our 
most effective laws to combat domestic 
violence. I am talking about the Vio-
lence Against Women Act. 

Since it became law in 1994, it has 
provided money to State and local pro-
grams to help women obtain restrain-
ing orders and to arrest those who are 
abusing women. The numbers show 
that the Violence Against Women Act 
is working. 

A recent Justice Department report 
found that domestic violence against 
women decreased by 21 percent between 
1993 and 1998. That is good news, but we 
still have a long way to go. 

In 1998, American women were the 
victims of 876,340 acts of domestic vio-
lence. Between 1993 and 1998, domestic 
violence accounted for 22 percent of the 
violent crimes against women. And 
during those same years, children 
under the age of 12 lived in 43 percent 
of the households where domestic vio-
lence occurred. This is generational. 
The kids see it, they grow up, they be-
come abusive parents themselves. 

In Iowa and all across America, law 
enforcement officers and prosecutors 
and victims service organizations are 
fighting back, but they need help. The 
help they need is to make sure we reau-
thorize the Violence Against Women 
Act, to make sure it is funded, to keep 
the great job going that it has been 
doing over the last 5 years. 

There is other help that we need to 
cut down on domestic violence and vio-
lence against women; that is, to make 
sure that we have judges on our courts 
who understand this law, who know 
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what is happening out there and can 
make sure the law is applied fairly and 
is upheld in the courts around the 
country. 

To that end, it is again disappointing 
that the Republican Senate is holding 
up the nomination of one person 
uniquely qualified to ensure that the 
Violence Against Women Act is en-
forced in our courts around the coun-
try. 

Since the beginning of the Violence 
Against Women Office that was created 
under the Justice Department in 1995, 
the person who has been at the head of 
that office is the former attorney gen-
eral of the State of Iowa, Bonnie Camp-
bell. Earlier this year, the President 
nominated her for a vacancy on the 
Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals. She 
has had her hearing on the Judiciary 
Committee. She is broadly supported 
on both sides of the aisle, strongly sup-
ported in her home State of Iowa 
where, as I said, she served with dis-
tinction as attorney general. Yet for 
some reason, the Judiciary Committee 
is holding up her nomination. 

I have heard a couple of reasons: It is 
too late in the year; this is an election 
year; they want to hold on, maybe 
Bush will be elected and they can get 
their people in. 

So, that makes me feel the need to 
take a look at the history of our judi-
cial nominations. In 1992, when there 
was a Republican in the White House 
and the Democrats controlled the Sen-
ate. But in 1992, from July through Oc-
tober, the Democratically controlled 
Senate confirmed nine circuit court 
judges. This year, with a Democratic 
President but a Republican-controlled 
Senate, we have only gotten one con-
firmed since July. We have some pend-
ing who could be reported out, one of 
whom is Bonnie Campbell. But we see 
no action and time is running out. 

And everything I have heard from the 
Judiciary Committee is that they will 
not report her name out. The other 
thing I heard was, she was nominated 
too late. I also heard from some people 
on the committee—that she was only 
nominated earlier this year. I shouldn’t 
expect her to be reported out. 

Well, again, let’s take a look at the 
record books. In 1992, when there was a 
Republican President and a Democratic 
Senate, nine circuit nominees were 
nominated and confirmed that same 
year. Let me say that again. They were 
nominated in 1992 and acted on in 1992. 
Yet this year, we are told that the Re-
publican-controlled Senate cannot 
move circuit court judges out because 
it is an election year. Yet when the 
Democrats were in charge in 1992, as I 
said, nine were nominated and nine 
were acted upon by the Democratic 
Senate. 

Let’s jump back to this year. Seven 
people this year were nominated to sit 
on the judicial circuit. Only 1 of those 
seven has been confirmed and that was 
in July. 

I want to focus on Bonnie Campbell. 
A hearing was held in May. All the pa-
perwork is done. She is widely sup-
ported. If there are people here who 
would like to vote against her, at least 
bring her nomination to the floor; and 
if they want to vote against her, for 
whatever reason, let them do so. But I 
have not had one person on the Repub-
lican side or the Democratic side come 
to this Senator and say that Bonnie 
Campbell is not qualified to be a cir-
cuit court judge—not one. She is emi-
nently well qualified and everyone 
knows it. 

Here is this person who has headed 
the Office of Violence Against Women 
in the Department of Justice since it 
started. She has run it for 5 years. The 
House of Representatives, yesterday, 
reauthorized the Violence Against 
Women Act, with 415 votes for it. I ask, 
do you think 415 Members of the House, 
Republicans and Democrats, would 
have voted that overwhelmingly to re-
authorize the bill if the person who had 
been running that office had not done 
an exemplary job? I think by the very 
fact that 415 Members of the House, 
from every end of the ideological spec-
trum, voted to reauthorize that bill, 
what they are saying is that Bonnie 
Campbell gets an A-plus on running 
that office, implementing the VAWA 
provisions and enforcing the law. Yet 
this Republican Senate will not report 
her name out on the floor to be con-
firmed, or at least to vote on her to be 
a circuit court judge. 

Well, I tell you, talk about a split 
personality. The Republicans in this 
Senate can talk all they want to about 
violence against women and that they 
are going to bring the bill up and we 
are going to pass it before the end of 
the year; but if this Republican-con-
trolled Senate holds Bonnie Campbell’s 
name and won’t let her come out for a 
vote, they are saying: We will pass the 
Violence Against Women Act, but we 
don’t want judges on our courts who 
are going to enforce it. I say that be-
cause nobody is more qualified to en-
force it than Bonnie Campbell. 

The Judiciary Committee, I am told, 
is going to meet tomorrow. I am hope-
ful that tomorrow they will report 
Bonnie Campbell’s name out for action 
by the full Senate. 

(Mr. L. CHAFEE assumed the chair.) 
f 

THE MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION 
DRUG PROPOSAL 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, it is 
time to shed some light on the Medi-
care prescription drug proposal ad-
vanced by some of my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle and by their 
nominee for President, Gov. George 
Bush. 

Unfortunately, there is a big TV ad 
campaign being waged across the coun-
try to deceive and frighten seniors 
about the Medicare prescription drug 

benefit proposed by Vice President AL 
GORE and the Democrats in the Senate. 
So I want to set the facts straight. 

First, let’s examine Bush’s ‘‘imme-
diate helping hand.’’ That is what Gov-
ernor Bush calls his Medicare proposal. 
Quite simply, it is not immediate and 
it doesn’t give much help. Will it be 
immediate? The answer is no. His plan 
for Medicare would require all 50 
States to pass enabling or modifying 
legislation. Right now, only 16 States 
have any kind of drug benefit for sen-
iors. Each State will have a different 
approach. Many State legislatures only 
meet once every 2 years. So for Bush’s 
plan to go into effect, the State has to 
pass some kind of enabling legislation. 

Well, our most recent experience 
with something like this was the CHIP 
program, the State Children’s Health 
Insurance Program, which Congress 
passed in 1997. It took Governor Bush’s 
home State of Texas over 2 years to 
implement the CHIP program. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HARKIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to continue for 10 additional min-
utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. We have a 
time agreement and I think we ought 
to stick with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. HARKIN. Parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the time allotment for the re-
mainder of morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator 
ROBB is to be recognized for 5 minutes, 
Senator LEAHY has 15 minutes, and 
Senator THOMAS has 10 minutes. 

Mr. HARKIN. Repeat that, please. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator 

THOMAS has 10 minutes, Senator ROBB 
has 5, and Senator LEAHY has 15. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, who is 
next in order to be recognized? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
nobody. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the time has been 
divided on both sides and if the Senator 
wants to use some of his associate’s 
time, I have no objection. 

Mr. HARKIN. I will check on that. 
I ask unanimous consent that I may 

take Senator ROBB’s 5 minutes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, as I 

said, most State legislatures meet 
every 2 years. Governor Bush’s own 
State didn’t even implement the CHIP 
program for over 2 years. In addition, 
the States don’t even want this block 
grant. In February of this year, the 
Governors rejected Bush’s proposal. 
They said: 

If Congress decides to expand prescription 
drug coverage for seniors, it should not shift 
that responsibility or its costs to the States. 

That was the National Governors’ As-
sociation. Republicans and Democrats 
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