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this administration touts as a success. 
The most optimistic thing a recent 
GAO report had to say about this 
much-troubled effort is the hope that it 
might do better. 

The administration also continues 
the game of trying to hide its record by 
lumping the increasing use figures on 
its watch with the decreasing use fig-
ures in earlier administrations. I have 
complained repeatedly about this gim-
mick. This is just plain deception. 

Mr. President, I am often critical of 
this administration’s happy-go-lucky 
ways when it comes to drug policy. The 
administration is like the grasshopper 
in the old fable. It’s out there fiddling 
around when it ought to be working. 
That said, I do not mean this criticism 
to detract from the fine work done by 
the many men and women in our law 
enforcement agencies. These fine peo-
ple risk their lives every day to do im-
portant and difficult work on behalf of 
the public. 

I want to take a moment to highlight 
some of the achievements and invalu-
able service provided to this nation by 
the men and women of the Drug En-
forcement Administration (DEA), the 
U.S. Customs Service, and the U.S. 
Coast Guard. As chairman of the Sen-
ate Caucus on International Narcotics 
Control, I would like to express my 
thanks and make known the tremen-
dous pride that I think we should all 
have in the good people in these agen-
cies. 

The men and women of the DEA, Cus-
toms, and the Coast Guard are dedi-
cated to the protection of the United 
States and to ensuring the safety of 
our children and our lives from the 
devastating affects of the drug trade. 
They are called on daily to place their 
lives in harm’s way in an effort to keep 
our nation secure. When they are 
boarding smuggler’s vessels on the 
seas. When they stop terrorists at the 
border. When they investigate nar-
cotics trafficking organizations around 
the globe. When they dismantle clan-
destine methamphetamine labs, engage 
in undercover operations, safeguard 
our ports of entry, or shut down ec-
stasy peddling night clubs, these fine 
people risk their lives and well being 
for all of us. 

DEA efforts this year include Oper-
ation Mountain Express, which ar-
rested 140 individuals in 8 cities, seized 
$8 million and 10 metric tons of 
pseudoephedrine tablets, which could 
have produced approximately 18,000 
pounds of methamphetamine. In addi-
tion, DEA’s Operation Tar Pit, in co-
operation with the FBI, resulted in 
nearly 200 arrests in 12 cities and the 
seizure of 41 pounds of heroin. The her-
oin ring they busted was peddling dope 
to kids, many of these kids died. DEA, 
in conjunction with State and local law 
enforcement, has also aggressively dis-
mantled hundreds of clandestine meth-
amphetamine labs that poison our 
urban and rural communities. 

The United States Customs Service 
has seized over 9,000,000 Ecstasy tablets 

in the last 10 months. Ecstasy is an 
emerging problem that affects not only 
our large cities but many rural areas, 
including my home State of Iowa. In 
addition, their Miami River operations 
have resulted in the seizure of 18 ves-
sels, mostly arriving from Haiti, and 
over 7,000 pounds of cocaine—a small 
portion of the over 122,000 pounds of co-
caine seized this fiscal year. Finally, 
the Customs Service has seized over 1 
million pounds of marijuana and over 
2,000 pounds of heroin as well, often in 
very risky situations. 

Coast Guard successes this year in-
clude a record-breaking seizure total of 
over 123,000 pounds of cocaine, includ-
ing many major cases in the Eastern 
Pacific. This effort went forward even 
while still interdicting over 4,000 ille-
gal alien migrants bound for U.S. 
shores. In addition, the deployment of 
two specially equipped interdiction 
helicopters in Operation New Frontier 
had an unprecedented success rate of 
six seized go-fast vessels in six at-
tempts. 

Finally, as announced last month, a 
joint DEA and Customs investigation— 
supported by the Coast Guard and De-
partment of Defense—concluded a 2- 
year multinational case against a Co-
lombian drug transportation organiza-
tion. The result was the arrest of 43 
suspects and the seizure of nearly 25 
tons of cocaine, with a retail street 
value of $1 billion. Operation Journey 
targeted an organization that used 
large commercial vessels to haul 
multi-ton loads of cocaine. This orga-
nization may have shipped a total of 68 
tons of cocaine to 12 countries in Eu-
rope and North America. 

I believe we should all be proud of the 
jobs these folks do on our behalf. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Will the Senator 
yield for a comment on his previous re-
marks? 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I am happy to yield 
to the Senator. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank Senator 
GRASSLEY for speaking forthrightly 
and with integrity. He chairs our drug 
caucus in the Senate. He personally 
travels his State and has led efforts 
against methamphetamines, Ecstacy, 
and other drugs. He understands those 
issues clearly. 

He is correct; there is too much spin. 
These drugs do not justify the positive 
spin being put on them. During the ad-
ministrations of Presidents Bush and 
Reagan, I served as a Federal pros-
ecutor. According to the University of 
Michigan Authoritative Study of Drug 
Use Among High School Students, drug 
use fell every single year for 12 con-
secutive years; it jumped after this ad-
ministration took office. They have, in 
fact, made a number of mistakes that 
have undermined the progress made. 

I appreciate serving with Senator 
GRASSLEY on the drug caucus and in 
the Judiciary Committee where we 
have discussed these issues. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I thank the Senator 
from Alabama for the support he has 
given to the drug caucus. Most impor-

tantly, he is a regular attender of our 
meetings and hearings. His support and 
interest in this issue, particularly com-
ing from his background as a U.S. at-
torney, have been very helpful to the 
work of the drug caucus as well. I 
thank him for that. 

f 

ENERGY POLICY 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I in-

dicate to my colleagues I will take a 
few minutes to speak about the admin-
istration’s energy policy; however, as I 
think about it, it is better to entitle it 
the administration’s ‘‘no energy’’ pol-
icy. 

Mr. President, I rise today to express 
my frustration and anger with the 
Clinton/Gore administration’s lack of 
an energy policy. 

Each weekend I travel back to my 
home state of Iowa. In recent weeks I 
have spent many hours explaining to 
my constituents why fuel prices are so 
high, and unfortunately, explaining 
why prices will likely rise past current 
levels. I’ve continually had the dis-
pleasure of looking truckers and farm-
ers in the eye and telling them there is 
no relief in sight. 

In my home state we are experi-
encing price levels not seen in a dec-
ade, but all I can tell my farmers and 
truckers is that it is likely going to get 
worse. 

In recent weeks, the price of crude oil 
reached more than $37 a barrel, the 
highest price in 10 years. Natural gas is 
$5.10 per million Btu’s, double over a 
year ago. Heating oil in Iowa is around 
$1.25 a gallon, up 40 cents from this 
time last year. And propane, a critical 
fuel which farmers use to dry grain, is 
up 55 percent since last year. 

These increases are simply unaccept-
able. Iowans and the rest of the nation 
should not have been subjected to these 
price spikes. 

Unfortunately, it is the Clinton/Gore 
administration’s lack of an energy pol-
icy over the past 71⁄2 years that have di-
rectly led to the situation we are fac-
ing today. Mr. President, two weeks 
ago, Vice President GORE stated, and I 
quote: ‘‘I will work toward the day 
when we are free forever from the 
dominance of big oil and foreign oil.’’ 

Yet, since 1992, U.S. oil production is 
down 18 percent—the lowest level since 
1954. At the same time, U.S. oil con-
sumption has risen 14 percent. 

The result: U.S. dependence on for-
eign oil under the Clinton/Gore admin-
istration has increased 34 percent. We 
now depend on foreign oil cartels for 58 
percent of our crude oil, compared to 
just 36 percent during the Arab oil em-
bargo of 1973. 

Some may be wondering how we got 
here. The answer is clear. This admin-
istration is opposed to the use of coal. 
Opposed to nuclear energy production. 
Opposed to hydroelectric dams. Op-
posed to new oil refineries; 36 have 
been closed, but none has been built in 
the past eight years. And, this adminis-
tration is opposed to domestic oil and 
gas exploration and production. 
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This administration opposes nearly 

every form of domestic energy produc-
tion. 

They do, however, support the use of 
clean, efficient, and domestically pro-
duced natural gas. Currently, 50 per-
cent of American homes are heated 
with natural gas. In addition, 15 per-
cent of our nation’s electric power is 
generated by natural gas. And while 
demand for natural gas is expected to 
increase by 30 percent over the next 
decade, the administration has not pro-
vided the land access necessary to in-
crease supply. 

As this map demonstrates, federal 
lands in the Rocky Mountains and the 
Gulf of Mexico, along with offshore 
areas in the Atlantic and the Pacific, 
contain over 200 trillion cubic feet of 
natural gas. Access to this land could 
provide the resources necessary to 
meet current demand for nearly ten 
years. 

Unfortunately, this land and millions 
of acres of forest are either closed to 
exploration or effectively off limits. 
Simply put, our nation’s producers 
can’t meet demand without greater ac-
cess to the resources God gave us. 

I am a strong supporter of alter-
native and renewable energy. I have 
been a leader in the Senate in pro-
moting alternative energy sources as a 
way of protecting our environment and 
increasing our energy independence. 

My support for expanding the produc-
tion of ethanol, wind and biomass en-
ergy has directly led to the increased 
use of these abundant renewable en-
ergy resources. But right now, these 
are only part of the solution, and 
President Clinton and Vice President 
GORE know that. 

The administration does not have a 
plan to deal with our current energy 
needs. I believe the solution is clear. 

It is time to support and encourage 
responsible resource development— 
using our best technology to protect 
our environment—to increase domestic 
energy production. It is time to make 
use of the vast resources this great 
country has to offer. Only then will we 
be free from so much dependence on 
foreign sources of energy. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alabama. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ex-

press my appreciation to Senator 
GRASSLEY for his wise remarks about 
our energy policy. Certainly natural 
gas is the cleanest burning of our fossil 
fuels. We will need it more and more 
because every electric powerplant that 
is being built is a natural gas plant. 
The Senator makes an outstanding and 
valuable point that we have to do a 
better job of producing more. 

(The remarks of Mr. SESSIONS and 
Mr. HUTCHINSON pertaining to the in-
troduction of S. 3143 are located in to-
day’s RECORD under ‘‘Statements on In-
troduced Bills and Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas. 

AN ATTACK ANSWERED 
Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. President, 

when I was elected to the House of Rep-
resentatives back in 1992, I spent 2 
years serving in the minority—2 years; 
in 1993 and 1994—before the Republican 
victories in the 1994 elections brought 
about the first Republican majority in 
the House of Representatives in 40 
years. 

Having now been on the majority 
side for 51⁄2 years, I am very appre-
ciative of the 2 years I served in the 
minority. Having had the experience of 
knowing what it is to be in the minor-
ity, to have the agenda set by the ma-
jority side, to have the frustration of 
having vote after vote in which you 
come up on the short end, is important. 
I think it helps me in understanding 
the frustrations the other side has ex-
perienced. It also helps me understand 
now, being in the majority, how hard it 
is to lead and to govern. 

I remember in those first 2 years, we 
were pretty organized in lobbing criti-
cisms and lobbing objections and in 
presenting our agenda to the American 
people. We didn’t have to worry about 
legislating. We didn’t have to worry 
about passing anything. We didn’t have 
the votes to do that. But we could do a 
lot in framing the debate. 

As we approach the end of this ses-
sion, it is much easier to criticize in 
the minority than to govern in the ma-
jority. It is easy to say no; it is easy to 
find even the slightest flaw with a leg-
islative proposal as a rationale for op-
posing it and blocking it. When you are 
in the majority, the job of calling up 
tough bills, debating the very tough 
issues, taking the very tough votes, 
that is what governing is about. 

That is why I have come to the floor 
this afternoon. I believe an attack un-
answered is an attack assumed. 

Last week, Senator BYRD, for whom I 
have the greatest admiration, came to 
the floor and noted that few Members 
in this body have ever witnessed how 
the Senate is really supposed to func-
tion. I concur with that; I agree en-
tirely. I believe it takes a commit-
ment, a commitment from both sides of 
the aisle to complete our appropria-
tions obligations in a timely fashion 
and to ensure the Senate is governing 
and functioning the way it is supposed 
to. 

The fact is, there are a number of 
Senators who don’t seem to want bills 
signed into law but who want issues. 
Why? Because it is easier to demagogue 
an issue than it is to legislate an issue. 
So who gets left holding the buck? Who 
gets the blame if legislation, for any 
reason, does not pass? It is clearly the 
majority in the Congress who will get 
blamed if the Government shuts down, 
as we have already found out. It is 
those who are in the majority in Con-
gress, clearly, who get the blame. 

In terms of another Government 
shutdown, I assure the American peo-
ple and my colleagues that despite any 
dispute over issues pending, the Gov-
ernment will not shut down if we have 

anything to say about it or anything to 
do about it, if it can be prevented in 
any way. Social Security checks will 
be delivered, health care services under 
Medicare will be funded, and our Na-
tion’s veterans will not be left out in 
the cold. 

That being said, we still have 11 ap-
propriations bills unsigned and mul-
tiple unrelated issues on the table. The 
education of our kids, prescription 
drugs, and a Patients’ Bill of Rights 
are all there, still on the table. Since 
these unrelated issues seem to get 
tossed around a great deal, let me talk 
about them plainly for a few minutes 
and why the minority continues to in-
sist on their passage by holding up our 
Nation’s spending bills. 

First of all, in the area of education, 
the other side maintains that we are 
not having a debate on education in 
the 106th Congress. I suggest that the 
other side of the aisle doesn’t really 
want a bill; they want an issue. They 
say that unless we vote for their few 
education proposals, which, by the 
way, would concentrate even more 
power in the Department of Education, 
we are not having a debate on edu-
cation. I think that is not fair, and it 
is not accurate. 

During the 106th Congress, we have 
already voted six times on the class 
size reduction initiative. Six times we 
have all been called upon to cast our 
vote, to go on the record, even though 
that has been misconstrued and mis-
represented to the American people. 
We have been willing to debate it. We 
have been willing to cast votes a half 
dozen times during this Congress alone. 

As my distinguished colleague from 
Alabama pointed out, the Department 
of Education has failed to pass an audit 
for 3 years in a row. They can’t even 
account for how the money is being 
spent currently. So it is not unreason-
able that many of us have reservations 
in giving them more power and more 
authority in the area of school con-
struction and the hiring of 100,000 new 
teachers. 

According to the Congressional Daily 
Monitor, a press conference was held 
recently with Treasury Secretary 
Larry Summers and Education Sec-
retary Dick Riley, ‘‘demanding that 
Republicans accept their positions.’’ So 
after voting six times against the class 
size reduction initiative in the Senate, 
you would think the attitude would not 
be their way is the only way. Our side 
of the aisle has been more than accom-
modating in providing funding that 
was reserved for class size reduction. In 
the fiscal year 2001 Labor-HHS appro-
priations bill, Republicans have appro-
priated the $1.3 billion for class size re-
duction in the title VI State grant so 
that schools who want to use the fund-
ing for this initiative are able to do so. 
But schools that have already achieved 
the goal of class size reduction or have 
more pressing problems can use the 
funding for other priority items such 
as professional development or new 
textbooks. 
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