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I think this farm bill is so important

because of the problems the Dakotas,
Nebraska, and Iowa have. The farm bill
is so important. This bill affects the
whole country. It is not just a farm
bill.

I also say to the majority leader that
I was given a statement by Senators as
I walked into this Chamber indicating
that Alamo and National car rental
companies have filed for bankruptcy.
This is really astounding. These two
large rental car companies filed for
bankruptcy.

I have had a number of conversations
and meetings with the distinguished
majority leader about companies and
individuals who depend on tourism. For
30 States in the United States, their
No. 1, No. 2, or No. 3 most important
economic force is tourism.

I know the majority leader has stat-
ed publicly—and I appreciate it very
much—that one of the items we are
going to be looking at in an economic
stimulus package is how the tourism
industry can be helped. It is in such
desperate shape—helping rental car
companies and other entities that so
depend on tourism.

I am very happy that there has been
a framework developed. We can move
forward. This is not inventing the
wheel. In fact, we have done this before
on very important issues since Sep-
tember 11. It will go down in history as
remarkably good legislation. We have
done it on four occasions. We did it
with the appropriations for New York
City, plus the $20 billion for added de-
fense for the country. We did it with
airport security and antiterrorism.
There is one other that I can’t remem-
ber.

That sets the framework for doing
some good work on the stimulus pack-
age.

I hope the leader will do something
about this. I believe we will be very
successful in working it out.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I
thank the distinguished assistant
Democratic leader for his comments.
He is absolutely right. The tourism in-
dustry has been very hard hit. This is
yet another indication of the difficult
time they are having. I wasn’t aware
that these two companies declared
bankruptcy. But it certainly illus-
trates yet another instance of just how
difficult a time many of these compa-
nies are experiencing.

So I appreciate his comment and es-
pecially appreciate so much his sensi-
tivity to the agricultural situation. He
noted he does not have a lot of farmers,
but he has been extremely supportive
and understanding about the farm situ-
ation. I appreciate that very much.

Madam President, I yield the floor.
Mr. REID. I say to the majority lead-

er, we don’t have a lot of farmers; we
have a lot of people who eat the food.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

COMPREHENSIVE RETIREMENT SE-
CURITY AND PENSION REFORM
ACT OF 2001

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
move to proceed to the railroad retire-
ment bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader.

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, if the
Senator will yield, I believe we have no
further requests for time on the motion
to proceed. We are ready to vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
is no further debate, the question is on
agreeing to the motion to proceed.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr. REID. I move to reconsider the

vote, and I move to lay that motion on
the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (H.R. 10) to provide for pension re-

form, and for other purposes.

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill.

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam 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. LOTT. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I ask
for the yeas and nays on the pending
substitute amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
no pending substitute. There is no
pending amendment.

AMENDMENT NO. 2170

(Purpose: To modernize the financing of the
railroad retirement system and to provide
enhanced benefits to employees and bene-
ficiaries.)

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
have an amendment at the desk and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
The Senator from South Dakota [Mr.

DASCHLE], for Mr. HATCH, for himself and Mr.
BAUCUS, proposes an amendment numbered
2170.

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

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

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in the RECORD under ‘‘Amendments
Submitted.’’)

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I now
ask for the yeas and nays on the pend-
ing substitute amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 2171 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2170

(Purpose: To enhance energy conservation,
research and development, and to provide
for security and diversity in the energy
supply for the American people, and for
other purposes)

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I send
an amendment to the desk and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. LOTT),

for himself, Mr. MURKOWSKI, and Mr.
BROWNBACK, proposes an amendment num-
bered 2171 to amendment No. 2170.

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

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

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in the RECORD under ‘‘Amendments
Submitted.’’)

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
ask for the yeas and nays on the
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I sug-

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

clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to

call the roll.
Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I ask

unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I send a
cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
CLOTURE MOTION

We the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the pend-
ing Lott amendment:

Trent Lott, Frank Murkowski, Robert
Bennett, Phil Gramm, Sam
Brownback, Don Nickles, Pat Roberts,
Mike Crapo, Larry Craig, Jon Kyl,
Chuck Grassley, Pete Domenici, Mitch
McConnell, Judd Gregg, Conrad Burns,
Craig Thomas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
send a cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
CLOTURE MOTION

We the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close the debate on the Daschle
for Hatch and Baucus substitute amendment
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No. 2170 for Calendar No. 69, H.R. 10, an act
to provide for pension reform and for other
purposes:

Paul Wellstone, Richard Durbin, Byron
Dorgan, Harry Reid, Jon Corzine, Hil-
lary Clinton, Blanche Lincoln, Jack
Reed, Jean Carnahan, Mark Dayton,
Carl Levin, Tim Johnson, Bill Nelson,
Charles Schumer, Ron Wyden, Debbie
Stabenow, Barbara Mikulski, and Tom
Daschle.

Mr. DASCHLE. 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. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
send a cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
CLOTURE MOTION

We the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close the debate on Cal-
endar No. 69, H.R. 10, an act to provide for
pension reform and for other purposes.

Paul Wellstone, Richard J. Durbin,
Byron L. Dorgan, Harry Reid, Jon
Corzine, Hillary Clinton, Blanche L.
Lincoln, Jack Reed, Tom Carper, Tim
Johnson, Daniel Inouye, Christopher
Dodd, Ron Wyden, Jeff Bingaman, Jo-
seph Lieberman, John Breaux, Paul
Sarbanes.

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President,
just for explanation to all Senators, we
have now moved to proceed to the rail-
road retirement bill. The distinguished
Republican leader has offered an
amendment for which there will be a
cloture vote at 5 o’clock on Monday.
Following that vote on cloture, there
will be a vote on cloture on the bill at
approximately 5:30 on Monday as well.
So under the current arrangement,
there will be two votes on Monday at
about 5 o’clock.

There will be, hopefully, a very good
debate tomorrow on the Lott amend-
ment. There can be debate tonight on
the amendment or on the bill. But I
hope Senators will use the time that is
now allotted for the debate to express
themselves and to participate in what-
ever debate may be required. But those
cloture votes will occur at 5 o’clock.
And there will be no other votes until
that time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader.

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, if the
distinguished majority leader will
yield to respond to an inquiry, I
thought also we would have a vote on
the Transportation appropriations con-
ference report at some point in the se-
quence on Monday.

Mr. DASCHLE. That is correct. The
Senator is right. I appreciate his re-

minding me. If the Senate has been
presented with the papers on the
Transportation conference report by
Monday, it is our intention to have a
vote on the Transportation conference
report as well.

I am told the House is planning to
act tomorrow. I know there has been a
little bit of a debate. I don’t know if
that has been resolved. But if the pa-
pers arrive, it is our intent—and I had
announced it earlier—to bring up the
conference report on Transportation as
well.

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

publican leader.
Mr. LOTT. Madam President, if I

could be heard with regard to the situ-
ation as it now exists for my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle actually,
what has transpired over the past few
minutes procedurally is that Senator
DASCHLE has offered the railroad re-
tirement substitute to a House bill.

That had to be done to get us on the
railroad retirement subject itself.
Then, as is in order, I offered an
amendment to the substitute. So that
will be the issue that can be debated,
along with the railroad retirement bill,
if Senators so desire.

Let me talk about the content of the
amendment that was filed on my behalf
as well as Senator MURKOWSKI and Sen-
ator BROWNBACK and others.

Regardless of the merits of the rail-
road retirement bill, I had hoped that
the Senate would stay focused on ap-
propriations conference reports, the de-
fense appropriations bill, and the stim-
ulus package that would create eco-
nomic growth and jobs creation in this
country. I am pleased that now an ef-
fort is under way to get a conference
negotiation going on the stimulus
package. That movement yesterday
afternoon affected the decision that
was made earlier today not to fight the
motion to proceed on the railroad re-
tirement bill.

My question is, why we are moving
to bills that are not an emergency, not
related to appropriations and the stim-
ulus package or even the reinsurance
issue? It seems to me we should focus
on those urgent and emergency issues
that need to be addressed as a result of
the events of September 11 and since
then, before we go out for the holiday
season, for the Christmas period.

That has not been the case. Now we
are on the railroad retirement issue.
There are other issues we believe ur-
gent and need to be addressed and
should be addressed. That is why this
amendment is the Murkowski energy
bill, basically H.R. 4, the House-passed
bill, that we believe and have been be-
lieving since June needed to be brought
up in the Senate. We need a national
energy policy. That needs to be broad-
based. It needs to address the need for
additional production of oil and nat-
ural gas. Clean coal technology needs
to be moved forward, the use of nuclear
power, alternative fuels, transmission
line problems, as well as conservation,

which is a very important part of this
package.

We see right now circumstances that
really bother me. We are dependent on
OPEC oil, Russian oil, and Iraqi oil, ap-
proaching now well over 50 percent of
our energy needs. It is imported oil,
and that is extremely dangerous. Just
last week we saw where the OPEC
countries were lobbying others, includ-
ing Russia, to cut their production so
that the prices could be driven back up.
Unbelievably, or perhaps gratefully, we
see that the Russians resisted that and
said, no, we are going to continue with
our production.

Apparently now they have come to
some sort of agreement and I guess
there will be some reduced production
and prices will go up some. But we are
on a yo-yo. This past June and the
June before that, we saw prices shoot
up on gasoline inexplicably and prob-
ably unjustifiably in some instances.
So we don’t have a national energy pol-
icy. We were told we would do it later.
Then there were the September events
and October had other things we were
working on. Now we are told we will
get to it in January or February.

Every day we lose puts us at risk one
more day. We should have a full debate
about a national energy policy. We are
going to have it. This amendment is of-
fered to the underlying bill because
this is an issue that needs to be voted
on by the Senate. We are going to see
who believes energy is something we
need to do or whether there is a poten-
tial threat there.

This is not only a national security
issue; it is an economic issue. If you
want to help the railroads with some of
their problems, let’s have a reliable en-
ergy policy. Let’s reduce the cost of
what they take to run the industry if
you want to help farmers in America.
Let’s deal with the cost of the energy
they need all the way from producing
ammonia to diesel. So this is an eco-
nomic issue.

Remember this: If the OPEC coun-
tries decided to cut us off, we would be
on our knees economically in less than
30 days. America doesn’t depend on
anybody else in the world for anything
else for our existence but energy. We
can not have that. The simple solution,
is to have the debate. Let’s have the
vote.

By the way, this doesn’t displace the
railroad retirement bill. It would be
added to it, and so we would have an
opportunity to pass a railroad retire-
ment bill, presumably one that might
be amended substantively as we go for-
ward, with an energy package.

The second part of the amendment I
offered also puts a 6-month morato-
rium on cloning. It doesn’t say we
won’t have it for therapeutic research.
It doesn’t say what we will do. It says
‘‘time out here.’’ We have a lot of seri-
ous questions that we need to ask and
have answered and think about what
we want to do. So it is the energy bill
and the 6-month moratorium on
cloning. This should make for a good
debate. It is long overdue.
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In the case of energy, in the case of

cloning, if we don’t do it now, we won’t
be able to do anything until February
or March, and this issue will march for-
ward with uncertainty and concern.
Senator BROWNBACK has been advanc-
ing the need for us to take some action
to have the moratorium. The House
acted months ago, overwhelmingly, in
a bipartisan manner. We will have the
opportunity to do the same here.

I urge my colleagues to take time to-
night and tomorrow and Monday. Let’s
talk about these two issues. We should
not invoke cloture on this amendment.
We should have a vote. We should not
stop the debate. We should have a vote
on the substance itself, and then we
could move to the underlying bill and
could get it done.

Instead of taking shots at each other,
we could actually address three big
issues in one swoop. That is why I of-
fered the amendment. It is also to
serve notice that if we keep going off
track on what we need to do to get out
of here, other issues will be brought up.

This is the Senate. Wonderful place
that it is, no one person and no one
party dictates what we can do. Mar-
velously, any Senator can offer any
amendment on any subject he or she
wishes at any time. Lots of times it
takes 60 votes, but that is the way it
works. Therefore, we will have an op-
portunity now to have a full debate on
energy and on cloning as well as rail-
road retirement.

I thank the Chair and my colleagues
for the opportunity to briefly describe
what we are doing. I am sure Senator
MURKOWSKI and members of the Energy
Committee will be here to describe
what is in this energy package. Sen-
ator BROWNBACK is waiting to describe
the details of his moratorium.

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

ator from Nevada.
Mr. REID. Madam President, I sug-

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

clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to

call the roll.
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask

unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
CANTWELL). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

f

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Madam President, I have
spoken to the minority leader, and I
now ask unanimous consent that we go
into a period of morning business. We
want to be as lenient as we can. I know
the Senator from Alaska wants to
speak for an extended period of time.
Others also want to speak. Therefore,
we will have the 10-minute limitation,
with the understanding that people can
ask unanimous consent to speak for
any period of time they want.

Again, I ask unanimous consent that
we proceed to a period of morning busi-

ness with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes, and we di-
vide the time, even though it appears
that maybe there won’t be the need to
do that. I ask unanimous consent that
we——

Ms. LANDRIEU. Reserving the right
to object, would this be OK with the
leader? I ask if I may have my 10 min-
utes starting now if it would be OK
with the Senator from Alaska.

Mr. REID. If I may reclaim my time,
I think we would be better off not hav-
ing a 10-minute limitation. I ask unani-
mous consent that we now go into a pe-
riod for morning business with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Madam President,
as Senator LANDRIEU indicated that her
children were getting hungry, I suggest
the Chair recognize her first.

Mr. REID. Madam President, the re-
quest is that we go into a period for
morning business with a 10-minute lim-
itation—I will state it again. It is that
we go into a period of morning busi-
ness, that Senator LANDRIEU be recog-
nized for 10 minutes to begin with, and
Senators thereafter be limited to 10
minutes, with the understanding that
there will be a number of Senators ask-
ing for more time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Madam President,
in order to accommodate Senators,
let’s be more realistic and make it 15
minutes.

Mr. REID. I have no problem with
that.

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—H.R. 3090

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the major-
ity leader may turn to the consider-
ation of H.R. 3090 with the consent of
the Republican leader.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

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

ator from Louisiana is recognized.
f

ENERGY SECURITY

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I
know the Senator from Kansas is on
the floor to speak on several important
issues, and the Senator from Alaska
will be addressing the Senate later this
evening on the important issue of en-
ergy security for our Nation. I agree
with so many of the points of the Sen-
ator from Alaska, as well as the Sen-
ator from Mississippi, who has been
taking with us this evening on that
subject.

I want to talk about a subject that is
actually somewhat related. The subject
I want to spend a few minutes on to-
night is most certainly related to the
issue of energy security for our Nation.
It is related to the situation that we
find ourselves in, combating this new
war against terrorism in many dif-

ferent ways and in ways very different
than our past conflicts would have us
be engaged. Let me just try to bring
this into focus.

We have troops in Afghanistan and,
luckily and thankfully, and because we
have the best equipped, best led, and
bravest and most courageous fighting
force in the world, we are making ex-
traordinary progress on our front in
Afghanistan. You can see the headlines
in all of the newspapers that would at-
test to the great effort that is being
made. But we all know, and we are all
learning quickly, that this war on ter-
rorism is something we are going to
have to fight on many different fronts.
One of those fronts is in our own home-
land.

We hated to see what happened on
September 11, and we were all heart
broken and angry and justifiably angry
at the devastation and the horrific at-
tack on our Nation.

As I was saying, we now have to fight
this war on many different fronts, not
just the front in Afghanistan but the
front here at home. We were all ter-
ribly horrified and righteously angry.
We have to turn that righteous anger
into concrete steps to protect ourselves
in the future. Many of us in our various
capacities and many different commit-
tees are about doing that. We are step-
ping up airport security. We are trying
to step up the security of our
cyberinfrastructure in the Nation. We
are looking at ways to set up medical
response teams on health care, our
public health system. And all of these
efforts, if we do them correctly and
come up with good policies and funding
streams, will most certainly help to
protect our Nation against these at-
tacks that, unfortunately, are going to
certainly come. Even if we are success-
ful—and we have been—in cornering
bin Laden and taking down the Taliban
regime and capturing or destroying
that particular cell, it is likely, based
on everything that we know—not to
alarm people or frighten people, but we
know that it is likely that there will be
future attacks.

The point of my short presentation
today is to simply say that we are not
sure where these attacks will be aimed.
We never imagined that a group of peo-
ple, with three of our own airplanes
filled with fuel, would take down some
of the most important buildings in this
Nation. So we have to think: What
might the next attack be? What could
possibly come at us?

There are so many things that could
happen that we have to be smart and
strategic about how we spend our re-
sources.

One of the issues that I am going to
argue for a few minutes on the floor
today is some of the critical infrastruc-
ture in our Nation—some of it is rail,
some transportation issues, such as
highways and tunnels, some of it is
critical infrastructure protecting our
nuclear powerplants, our electric grid,
our cyberinfrastructure that we now
rely on to run so much of our commu-
nications, transportation, health care
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