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Whereas a majority of people of the United
States are growing increasingly concerned
about the environment and believe that pro-
tecting the environment should take prece-
dence over economic development;

Whereas the people of the United States
have made a decision to protect the coast-
lines of the United States from oil develop-
ment, because the people know that far bet-
ter alternatives exist; and

Whereas there are many other worthy op-
tions before Congress that could increase en-
ergy independence and reduce reliance on
foreign oil, such as reauthorization of the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, incentives to
improve energy efficiency, research into re-
newable energy and alternative fuels, and
full funding of energy conservation and effi-
ciency programs (including programs for
solar and renewable energy, weatherization,
and other initiatives): Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense
of Congress that the moratorium in effect as
of the date of adoption of this Resolution on
new oil and natural gas leasing, pre-leasing,
and related activities on submerged land of
the outer Continental Shelf should be main-
tained.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President,
today I am pleased to submit a resolu-
tion to maintain the moratorium on
new oil and natural gas leasing activ-
ity on submerged lands of the Outer
Continental Shelf. I am happy to be
joined by Senator BOXER.

With this resolution, we are urging
President Bush to continue the exist-
ing executive order that places coast-
line areas of several States, including
California, off limits to new drilling.
This moratoria was initiated by former
President George H. Bush in 1990, and
extended through 2012 by President
Clinton in 1998.

The timing of this resolution is im-
portant, as the impending President’s
energy plan will focus on drilling for
new oil and gas reserves. With this
focus, many of us in Congress fear that
the Administration may pave the way
for new exploration of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf. This would be a tragic
mistake that endangers the coastlines
of many States, including California,
which is one of the greatest environ-
mental treasures in the world.

One oil spill from offshore oil wells
almost did destroy the beautiful Cali-
fornia coastline. In 1969 an oil spill in
Federal waters off the coast of Santa
Barbara killed thousands of birds, as
well as dolphins, seals, and other ani-
mals. Estimates of the amount of oil
released range up to 200,000 barrels.
Within days, oil spread from Califor-
nia’s Channel Islands to the Mexican
border, an area of approximately 800
square miles. The people of California
were so concerned that shortly there-
after they voted to create the Cali-
fornia Coastal Commission.

Since the 1969 spill, there have been
more than thirty additional significant
oil spills off the California coast. Each
spill has imperiled the environment,
the economy, and the beautiful land-
scape of California.
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We can try to measure the economic
cost of oil spills. For example, the
value of our coast as ocean-dependent
industry is estimated to contribute $17
million per year to our state economy.
But we cannot measure the value
placed on our quality of life. In 1991,
the California Department of Parks
and Recreation found that almost 70
percent of Californians had partici-
pated in beach activities, and that 25
percent of Californians had partici-
pated in saltwater fishing. We simply
cannot endanger this resource for lim-
ited production.

There is widespread and bipartisan
agreement that oil drilling presents se-
rious environmental dangers, and I
urge the President to maintain the
moratorium on new oil and gas leasing
activity on the Outer Continental
Shelf.

————
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 40—EXPRESSING THE

SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARD-
ING THE DESIGNATION OF THE
WEEK OF MAY 20, 2001, AS “NA-
TIONAL EMERGENCY MEDICAL
SERVICES WEEK”

Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. BAUCUS,
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BENNETT,
Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. BOND, Mr. BREAUX,
Mr. BROWNBACK, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs.
CARNAHAN, Mr. CHAFEE, Mrs. CLINTON,
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. DASCHLE,
Mr. DAYTON, Mr. DEWINE, Mr. DODD,
Mr. DORGAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. ENSIGN,
Mr. FEINGOLD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr.
FITZGERALD, Mr. FRIST, Mr. GRAHAM,
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HELMS, Mr. INHOFE,
Mr. INOUYE, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. KERRY, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mrs.

LINCOLN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. MILLER,
Mr. MURKOWSKI, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr.
REID, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr.

SANTORUM, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. SMITH of
Oregon, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SPECTER, Mr.
STEVENS, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. THURMOND,
Mr. TORRICELLI, Mr. VOINOVICH, and
Mr. WELLSTONE) submitted the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary:
S. CoN. RES 40

Whereas emergency medical services are a
vital public service;

Whereas the members of emergency med-
ical services teams are ready to provide life-
saving care to those in need 24 hours a day,
7 days a week;

Whereas access to quality emergency care
dramatically improves the survival and re-
covery rate of those who experience sudden
illness or injury;

Whereas providers of emergency medical
services have traditionally served as the
safety net of America’s health care system;

Whereas emergency medical services teams
consist of emergency physicians, emergency
nurses, emergency medical technicians,
paramedics, firefighters, educators, adminis-
trators, and others;

Whereas approximately two-thirds of all
emergency medical services providers are
volunteers;
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Whereas the members of emergency med-
ical services teams, whether career or volun-
teer, undergo thousands of hours of special-
ized training and continuing education to en-
hance their lifesaving skills;

Whereas Americans benefit daily from the
knowledge and skills of these highly trained
individuals;

Whereas injury prevention and the appro-
priate use of the emergency medical services
system will help reduce health care costs:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That—

(1) the week of May 20, 2001, is designated
as ‘‘National Emergency Medical Services
Week’’; and

(2) the President should issue a proclama-
tion calling upon the people of the United
States to observe such week with appro-
priate programs and activities.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I am ris-
ing to introduce a bipartisan resolution
to designate May 20-26, 2001 as National
Emergency Medical Services Week in
honor of the 750,000 Emergency Medical
Services, EMS, personnel who are on
the front lines every day saving the
lives of countless Americans. I am de-
lighted that my esteemed colleague,
Senator BAUCUS, is joining me as the
primary cosponsor, in addition to 50
other original cosponsors.

The theme of this year’s week is
“EMS: Answering the Call,” empha-
sizing the responsiveness of emergency
medical services around the country,
while underscoring the importance of
the national 9-1-1 emergency number
system. This observance also honors
the passion and commitment of those
serving the system including emer-
gency physicians, emergency nurses,
emergency medical technicians, para-
medics, firefighters, and many other
dedicated individuals who provide life-
saving care 24 hours a day, seven days
a week.

The continued strength and growth
of our Emergency Medical Services
System has been an important issue to
me. In 1984, Senator INOUYE and I
worked closely with several of our col-
leagues to enact legislation to estab-
lish the Nation’s first Emergency Med-
ical Services for Children program,
EMSC.

Over the past decade, this pediatric
EMS program has improved the avail-
ability of child-size equipment in am-
bulances and emergency departments.
It has fostered literally hundreds of
state and local programs to prevent in-
juries, and has supported thousands of
hours of training for Emergency Med-
ical Technicians, EMTs, paramedics,
and other emergency medical care pro-
viders. EMSC efforts have led to legis-
lation mandating programs in several
States, and to the development of edu-
cational materials covering every as-
pect of pediatric emergency care. How-
ever, most importantly, EMSC efforts
are saving kids’ lives.

EMS providers, be they career or vol-
unteer, which the majority are, engage
in thousands of hours of specialized
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training and continuing education to
enhance their lifesaving skills. It is
well known that access to quality
emergency care dramatically improves
the survival and recovery rate of those
who experience sudden illness or in-
jury. In fact, emergency medical serv-
ices providers have traditionally served
as the safety net of America’s health
care system.

However, this healthcare safety net
today is in crisis. On the front lines,
emergency medical service providers
are faced with crowded emergency de-
partments and dwindling resources.
These, and many other complex issues
are threatening the ability of health
professionals to deliver quality care.

A solution to the overcrowding of our
nation’s emergency departments re-
quires a national commitment. This
will mean allocating significant finan-
cial resources and convening Federal
and State policymakers, local hos-
pitals, community leaders and public
and private health plan payers to de-
velop workable solutions. We will also
need adequate monitoring and data col-
lection efforts to understand the scope
of these problems and to uncover the
best methods for resolving this crisis.

To continue to deliver quality
healthcare in this country, we must
not only recognize those individuals
who have dedicated their careers to
caring for the very sickest Americans,
but also the undue stress and burden
this system in crisis places on them
each and every day. We must work to-
ward resolving this crisis so we can
continue to attract quality healthcare
professionals to the EMS field and to
give them the resources they need to
continue to save lives.

It is appropriate to recognize the
value and the accomplishments of
emergency medical service providers
by designating this May 20-26, Emer-
gency Medical Services Week.

I ask my colleagues to join with me
in supporting this resolution.

—————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 650. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and
Mr. BAUCUS) proposed an amendment to the
bill H.R. 1836, to provide for reconciliation
pursuant to section 104 of the concurrent res-
olution on the budget for fiscal year 2002.

SA 651. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and Mr.
CRAIG) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1836,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 652. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr.
BENNETT) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1836,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 653. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 654. Mr. CONRAD (for himself and Mr.
KENNEDY) proposed an amendment to the bill
H.R. 1836, supra.

SA 6565. Mr. SANTORUM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 656. Mr. GREGG (for himself, Mr. EN-
SIGN, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. KYL, Mr. BUNNING, and
Mr. ALLEN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
1836, supra.

SA 657. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 658. Mr. KYL submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 659. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and
Mr. BROWNBACK) proposed an amendment to
the bill H.R. 1836, supra.

SA 660. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 661. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 662. Mr. INOUYE (for himself and Mr.
AKAKA) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1836,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 663. Mr. INOUYE (for himself and Mr.
AKAKA) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1836,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 664. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 665. Mr. TORRICELLI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 666. Mr. TORRICELLI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 667. Mr. TORRICELLI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 668. Mr. ENSIGN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 669. Mr. SCHUMER (for himself, Mr.
BIDEN, Mr. BAYH, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Mr. TORRICELLI, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr.
DASCHLE, Ms. STABENOW, and Mr. DAYTON)
proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 1836,
supra.

SA 670. Mr. FITZGERALD (for himself, Mr.
SCHUMER, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr.
MCCAIN, Mr. TORRICELLI, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr.
ALLEN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. SMITH, of Oregon,
Mr. SPECTER, and Mr. NELSON, of Florida)
proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 1836,

supra.
SA 671. Mr. ALLARD (for himself, Mr.
GREGG, and Mr. BUNNING) submitted an

amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 672. Mr. ALLEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 673. Mr. ALLEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 674. Mrs. CARNAHAN (for herself and
Mr. DASCHLE) proposed an amendment to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra.

SA 675. Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr.
WARNER, Mr. COCHRAN, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr.
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ALLEN, Mr. SMITH, of Oregon, Mr. HARKIN,
Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. REED, Mr. HUTCHINSON,
Mr. DoDD, and Mr. ENZI) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 1836, supra.

SA 676. Mr. BIDEN (for himself, Mr.
TORRICELLI, Mr. KERRY, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr.
BAUCUS, Mr. ALLEN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. CARPER,
Mr. CHAFEE, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. CORZINE, Mr.
DAYTON, Mr. DODD, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. LEAHY,
Ms. MIKULSKI, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. SPECTER, and Mr.
WARNER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1836,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 677. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 678. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 679. Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself,
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. WELLSTONE, Mr. KENNEDY,
Mr. HARKIN, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KERRY, Mrs.
CLINTON, Mr. DAYTON, and Ms. STABENOW)
proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 1836,
supra.

SA 680. Mr. SMITH, of New Hampshire sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1836, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 681. Mr. SMITH, of New Hampshire sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1836, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 682. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 683. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 684. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr.
DobpDp, and Mr. JOHNSON) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1836, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 685. Mr. BAYH (for himself, Ms. SNOWE,
Mr. CHAFEE, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
Ms. COLLINS, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. JEFFORDS,
Mr. KoHL, Mr. CARPER, Mr. NELSON, of Flor-
ida, and Mrs. CLINTON) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 1836, supra.

SA 686. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr.
CRrRAIG, and Mrs. LINCOLN) proposed an
amendment to the bill H.R. 1836, supra.

SA 687. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr.
CORZINE, and Mr. DAYTON) proposed an
amendment to the bill H.R. 1836, supra.

SA 688. Mr. GRAHAM proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 1836, supra.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 650. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself
and Mr. BAUCUS) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 1836, to provide
for reconciliation pursuant to section
104 of the concurrent resolution on the
budget for fiscal year 2002; as follows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; ETC.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Restoring Earnings To Lift Individuals
and Empower Families (RELIEF) Act of
2001,

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in
this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or re-
peal of, a section or other provision, the ref-
erence shall be considered to be made to a
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