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1.2 million barrels of oil a day from Iraq, 

which we soon may be fighting, the highest 

rate since just before Saddam Hussein in-

vaded Kuwait in 1990. 

But Mr. Daschle is blocking a vote pre-

cisely because he knows Alaskan oil drilling 

has the votes to pass; earlier this autumn he 

pulled the bill from Senator Jeff Bingaman’s 

Energy Committee when he saw it had the 

votes. So much for the new spirit of Beltway 

cooperation.

We’re not so naive as to think that war 

will, or should, end partisan disagreement. 

But what’s striking now is that Mr. Daschle 

is letting his liberal Old Bulls break even the 

agreements they’ve already made with the 

White House. Mr. Bush shook hands weeks 

ago on an Oval Office education deal with 

Teddy Kennedy, but now we hear that Mr. 

Kennedy wants even more spending before 

he’ll sign on. Mr. Daschle is letting Ted have 

his way. 

The same goes for the $686 billion annual 

spending limit that Democrats struck with 

Mr. Bush after September 11. That’s a 7% in-

crease from a year earlier (since padded by a 

$40 billion bipartisan addition), and Demo-

crats made a public fanfare that Mr. Bush 

had endorsed this for fear some Republicans 

might use it against them in next year’s 

elections. But now Mr. Daschle is using the 

issue against Mr. Bush, refusing to even dis-

cuss an economic stimulus bill unless West 

Virginia Democrat Bob Byrd gets his demand 

for another $15 billion in domestic spending. 

Mr. Byrd, a former majority leader who 

thinks of Mr. Daschle as his junior partner, 

may even attach his wish list to the Defense 

spending bill. That would force Mr. Bush to 

either veto and forfeit much needed money 

for defense, or sign it and swallow Mr. Byrd’s 

megapork for Amtrak and Alaskan airport 

subsidies.

All of this adds to the suspicion that Mr. 

Daschle is only too happy to see no stimulus 

bill at all. He knows the party holding the 

White House usually gets most of the blame 

for a bad economy, so his Democrats can pad 

their Senate majority next year by blaming 

Republicans. This is the same strategy that 

former Democratic leader George Mitchell 

pursued in blocking a tax cut during the 

early 1990s and then blaming George H.W. 

Bush for the recession. Mr. Mitchell’s 

consigliere at the time? Tom Daschle. 

It is certainly true that Republicans have 

often helped Mr. Daschle’s guerrilla cam-

paign. Alaska’s Ted Stevens is Bob Byrd’s 

bosom spending buddy; he’s pounded White 

House budget director Mitch Daniels for dar-

ing to speak the truth about his pork. And 

GOP leader Trent Lott contributed to the 

airline-security rout by letting his Members 

run for cover. 

The issue now is whether Mr. Bush will 

continue to let himself get pushed around. 

Mr. Daschle is behaving badly because he’s 

assumed the President won’t challenge him 

for fear of losing bipartisan support on the 

war. But this makes no political sense: As 

long as Mr. Bush’s war management is pop-

ular, Mr. Daschle isn’t about to challenge 

him on foreign affairs. 

The greater risk to Mr. Bush’s popularity 

and success isn’t from clashing with the 

Daschle Democrats over tax cuts or oil drill-

ing. It’s from giving the impression that on 

everything but the war, Tom Daschle might 

as well be President. 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. I ask unanimous 

consent that a summary of the bill, 

which is H.R. 4, be printed in the 

RECORD.

There being no objection, the sum-

mary was ordered to be printed in the 

RECORD, as follows: 

SUMMARY—H.R. 4, THE SECURING AMERICA’S

FUTURE ENERGY ACT OF 2001

H.R. 4 is the legislative portion of the 

president’s comprehensive energy policy. It 

aims to secure America’s energy future with 

a new national energy strategy that reduces 

energy demand, increases energy supply, and 

enhances our energy infrastructure and en-

ergy security. 

REDUCED DEMAND

Reauthorizes federal energy conservation 

programs and directs the federal government 

to take leadership in energy conservation 

with new energy savings goals. 

Expands Federal Energy Savings Perform-

ance Contracting authority. 

Increases Low Income Home Energy As-

sistance Program (LIHEAP), Weatherization 

and State Energy Program authorization 

levels to meet needs of low-income Ameri-

cans.

Expands the EPA/DOE Energy Star pro-

gram and directs the EPA and DOE to deter-

mine whether Energy Star label should ex-

tend to additional products. 

Directs DOE to set standards for appliance 

‘‘standby mode’’ energy use. 

Reduces light truck fuel consumption by 5 

billion gallons over six years. 

Improves Federal fleet fuel economy, ex-

pands use of hybrid vehicles. 

Increases funding for DOE’s energy con-

servation and energy efficiency R&D pro-

grams.

Expands HUD programs to promote energy 

efficient single and multi-family housing. 

INCREASED SUPPLY

Provides for environmentally-sensitive oil 

and gas exploration on Arctic Coastal Plain. 

Authorizes new oil and gas R&D for uncon-

ventional and ultra-deepwater production. 

Royalty relief incentives for deepwater 

leases in the central and western gulf of 

Mexico.

Streamlines administration of oil and gas 

leases on Federal lands. 

Authorizes DOE to develop accelerated 

Clean Coal Power Initiative. 

Establishes alternative fuel vehicle and 

Green School Bus demonstration programs. 

Reduces royalty rate for development of 

geothermal energy and expedites leasing. 

Provides for regular assessment of renew-

able energy resources and impediments to 

use.

Streamlines licensing process for hydro-

electric dams and encourages increased out-

put.

Provides new authorization for fossil, nu-

clear, hydrogen, biomass, and renewable 

R&D.

ENHANCED INFRASTRUCTURE ENERGY SECURITY

Sets goals for reduction of U.S. dependence 

on foreign oil and Iraqi oil imports. 

Initiates review of existing rights-of-ways 

and federal lands for energy potential. 

Directs DOE to implement R&D and dem-

onstrate use of distributed energy resources. 

Invests in new transmission infrastructure 

R&D program to ensure reliable electricity. 

Requires study of boutique fuel issues to 

minimize refinery bottlenecks, supply short-

ages.

Initiates study of potential for renewable 

transportation fuels to displace oil imports. 

Offers scholarships to train the next gen-

eration of energy workers. 

Prohibits pipelines from being placed on 

national register of historic places. 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Finally, I hope as 

Members reflect on their responsi-

bility, they recognize that we are at 

war. This war may expand and extend 

itself. The continued exposure based on 

our dependence on imported oil and the 

likelihood that the flow of oil imports 

might be disrupted mandates that we 

have an energy policy and that we have 

it done in a timely manner. Let’s rec-

ognize the obligation that we have in 

voting on this. Is it a vote to respond 

to the demands of America’s environ-

mental community, or is it a vote to do 

what is right for America? 
We have already lost two sailors as a 

consequence of our dependence on oil 

from Iraq. I don’t want to stand before 

this body and say I told you so, but if 

we don’t pass an energy bill that will 

reduce our dependence on Iraqi oil, we 

are doing our country a grave injus-

tice. It is contrary to the majority of 

public opinion in this country. Sev-

enty-six percent of public say we 

should be taking up and passing an en-

ergy bill over any other bill. That in-

cludes the farm bill and the Railroad 

Retirement Act. If we ever get to the 

stimulus, I hope somebody would 

search their minds and memories to see 

if they can come up with a better stim-

ulus than the proposal associated with-

holding up ANWR. 
I am somewhat disappointed we were 

not able to have more time today. 

Hopefully, the leadership can work out 

coming in at noon on Monday. 
I thank the Chair for its courtesy. I 

yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Montana. 

f 

GUN SHOW BACKGROUND CHECK 

ACT

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I rise to 

comment on the words spoken earlier 

this morning by my very good friend 

and colleague from Rhode Island, Sen-

ator REED. Earlier this morning, Sen-

ator REED announced his intention to 

bring S. 767, the Gun Show Background 

Check Act, to the Senate floor this 

year.
At the outset, I deeply respect the 

Senator from Rhode Island. I think he 

is a very fine public servant, one of the 

brightest and most dedicated with 

whom I have had the privilege to serve. 

I respect his concerns about guns gen-

erally and guns in America. I do not 

believe, as he stated, that instituting 

background checks at gun shows will 

correct the concerns he raised. The 

events of September 11 and the ensuing 

concerns about terrorist threats have 

led to a resurgence by some for stricter 

gun laws. But with all due respect, re-

sponding to terrorism by calling for 

background checks at gun shows is not 

an effective tool for making this coun-

try safer. 
The hijackers of September 11 were 

not armed with guns. The tragic deaths 
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of thousands in New York didn’t in-

volve a single bullet. The anthrax that 

arrived in the office of my next door 

neighbor, Majority Leader DASCHLE,

had nothing to do with background 

checks. The acts of the terrorism on 

America to date have not been related 

to guns in any form. 
I am not trying to deny the risks and 

dangers that we face from weapons in 

the hands of terrorists. But I do not be-

lieve that terrorist organizations are 

buying their weapons one pistol at a 

time from American gun shows, nor do 

I believe that closing the so-called gun 

show loophole will result in fewer guns 

in criminal hands. 
I strongly support the actions our 

law officials have taken to make our 

country a more secure place since Sep-

tember 11. And I thank them for their 

dedication and hard work. They have 

worked so hard and in many cases 

overtime, extra hours, no vacation. It 

is amazing and inspiring. But while we 

tighten our borders and patrol our 

country, we must remember the bal-

ance between protecting our safety and 

protecting our civil rights. 
Restricting our citizen’s access to 

firearms chips away rights protected 

by the Constitution. Cloaked in the 

mantle of eliminating terrorism, bills 

such as ‘‘The Gun Show Background 

Check’’ restrict the second amendment 

and make it more difficult for law 

abiding citizens to purchase guns. 
My State of Montana has a heritage 

based on hunting and enjoying the 

great outdoors. Gun shows are events 

typically held in town meeting halls on 

weekends. They are very well attended. 

They are big events. You would be as-

tounded at all the people there going to 

and fro and talking and exchanging in-

formation. People come together and 

meet neighbors and possibly purchase a 

rifle to be used on a hunting trip. In 

addition, gun shows simply are not set 

up with the technology to make back-

ground checks feasible. They are tem-

porary events, and they are not able to 

be connected to the NICS system for 

background checks. It is technically 

impossible.
I appreciate deeply my colleague’s 

concerns, but I do not believe that gun 

show checks begin to address terrorism 

or gun violence. We have safeguards in 

place to keep guns from falling into the 

wrong hands and focusing on guns 

when talking about terrorism is miss-

ing the bigger picture. 
Let’s move on to getting an economic 

recovery bill passed to boost our econ-

omy and prove to the terrorists that 

their actions cannot stop America’s 

progress. Let’s get our aviation secu-

rity bill implemented so our citizens 

can get back up in the air with com-

plete confidence. Right now, it is the 

big picture on which we must focus. 

Gun shows aren’t part of the problem, 

and background checks at the gun 

shows are not part of the solution. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-

sence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 

the quorum call be rescinded. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

CORZINE). Without objection, it is so or-

dered.

f 

WORLD AIDS DAY 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, every 

December first since 1988, World AIDS 

Day has been a day dedicated to send-

ing messages of compassion, hope, soli-

darity, and understanding. 
Commemorating this day is a small 

but important gesture, and it is the 

least we can do in the face of the worst 

pandemic mankind has ever known. 

Yesterday, UNAIDS and the World 

Health Organization released a joint 

report that illustrates the enormity of 

the AIDS pandemic. The numbers are 

so staggering that they are almost in-

comprehensible. There are now 40 mil-

lion people living with AIDS. Two 

point seven million of them are chil-

dren. In the past year, there have been 

5 million new HIV infections and 3 mil-

lion AIDS deaths. 
Many countries are seeing their fu-

ture—embodied in their young people— 

ravaged by this disease. People under 

the age of 25 represent half of all new 

HIV infection cases, and there are now 

10 million people between the ages of 15 

and 24 living with HIV/AIDS. Every 

minute, five more young people are in-

fected with HIV. As I have argued be-

fore, this is not just a humanitarian 

issue, it is also an economic and na-

tional security issue. 
The International Labor Organiza-

tion reports that by 2020, AIDS will re-

duce national workforces so much that 

countries with the highest rates of 

prevalence will see their GDPs drop by 

as much as 20 percent in the next 20 

years. How can companies in these na-

tions afford the increased costs for in-

surance, benefits, training, and illness 

in his environment? 
The Food and Agriculture Organiza-

tion reports that 7 million farm work-

ers have died from AIDS-related causes 

since 1985, and 16 million more are ex-

pected to die in the next 20 years. How 

can these countries maintain—let 

alone increase—agricultural output 

under these circumstances? 
The United Nations reports that in 

1999, 860,000 students in sub-Saharan 

Africa lost their teachers to AIDS. How 

can countries educate their children 

with these losses? These numbers are a 

disturbing snapshot of the epidemic 

today. Tragically, they may only be 

the tip of the iceberg. 
Experts tell us that the epidemic in 

many parts of the world is still in its 

early stages. Globally, most people in-

fected are unaware they carry the 

virus. Many millions more know noth-

ing about HIV and how to protect 

themselves against it. If we are ever to 

staunch the AIDS epidemic, we must 

continue—and increase—our efforts at 

prevention.
Since the 1980s, the United States has 

found prevention efforts such as 

school-based education, perinatal pre-

vention programs, and screening the 

blood supply, to prove effective. As a 

member of the family of nations, we 

have to do a better job of promoting 

and supporting international preven-

tion and education programs. We were 

able to take a positive step in the for-

eign operations appropriations bill, 

where the Senate added significant 

funds to invest in prevention programs 

around the globe. 
I am hopeful the final bill will in-

clude those funds, but prevention and 

treatment must go hand in hand, be-

cause without treatment options, at- 

risk individuals have no incentive to 

submit to testing or to practice preven-

tion. We have taken some positive 

steps in treating HIV/AIDS, but much 

more needs to be done. We have worked 

hard to invest $300 million for the U.N. 

Global Trust Fund on AIDS, TB, and 

Malaria. While it is not nearly enough 

for this challenge, it is a significant 

first step. 
As that fund is developed, we have to 

make sure that its resources are dedi-

cated to fighting this disease on all 

fronts—including treatment. While 

there is pressure to limit the focus of 

the fund to prevention alone, that 

would be a mistake—and it would limit 

our ability to develop a comprehensive 

agenda to confront this pandemic. 
The theme designated for this year’s 

World AIDS Day is simply: ‘‘I care. Do 

you?’’ While our words today are im-

portant, it is our action every day—on 

all fronts, in all nations—that are the 

true measure of our caring. On this 

day, let us recommit ourselves to fight-

ing, and ultimately defeating, this 

scourge.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that I be permitted 

to speak for 4 minutes as in morning 

business.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection?
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I say to my 

two friends I have certainly no problem 

with the Senator from New Mexico 

speaking for 4 minutes, and I under-

stand my friend from Oklahoma wants 

to speak for 10. When we came in this 

morning, we made an announcement 

we would try to wrap up by 1:15 p.m. 

today. We would have tried to do it 

sooner, but with the cloture petitions 
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