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do we do if we do not build Yucca 
Mountain? There are many alter-
natives, and we will get into detail, 
why the alternatives to building Yucca 
Mountain are better for the United 
States of America. They are cheaper, 
they are safer, and they are better for 
national security. We will lay out in 
detail, as we have in the past, exactly 
why our colleagues, we believe, should 
vote against proceeding with the Yucca 
Mountain project. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

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

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

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the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. REID. Madam President, I was 
unable to listen to the full statements 
of the Senator from Nebraska and the 
Senator from Alaska, but I have been 
told by my staff some of the things 
they said. 

I have to say basically the same 
thing I have been saying for a long 
time. The American public has come to 
the realization that what the pro-
ponents of Yucca Mountain are saying 
is absolutely without foundation. For 
example, one of the issues they talk 
about is moving the nuclear waste out 
of the many sites where it sits now and 
putting it into one site. Isn’t that the 
best thing to do? 

Of course, but we have had articles in 
papers all across America showing that 
it is a sham because you can never get 
rid of the waste where it is being gen-
erated. They will have to move 3,000 
tons a year. They have 46,000 tons 
stored now. They generate 2,000 tons. 
When you take a spent fuel rod out of 
a nuclear generator, you have to put it 
in a cooling pond for 5 years because it 
is so hot and so radioactive. They only 
use 5 percent of the power and radioac-
tivity in one of those rods. After 5 per-
cent is used, they have to take it out 
and cool it. They can’t move it for 5 
years. For anyone to suggest there is 
going to be one place where all the 
waste will be; someplace in the western 
part of the United States is foolishness. 

This is not the Senator from Nevada 
talking. It is in newspapers and sci-
entific journals all over America. 

For the first 18 or 20 years, the nu-
clear waste issue centered on the 
science of Yucca Mountain. I could lay 
out a picture to the Chair for the peo-
ple of Michigan or any other State 
showing how science at Yucca Moun-
tain is very bad. But that doesn’t mat-
ter anymore because that is not the 
question. The question is, How are we 
going to get the waste to Yucca Moun-
tain? You can do it three ways: high-
ways, railroad, and barges on the 
water. That is all you can do. Nuclear 
waste will travel through 43 or 45 dif-
ferent States. 

There is a Web site that has been de-
veloped, Mapscience.com. Pull it up, 

and it shows any address in America 
and how near the nuclear waste will 
travel to your home, or to your school, 
or to the playground, or to your busi-
ness. This site has alerted many people 
to the dangers of the transportation of 
nuclear waste. Since that site was put 
up 2 weeks ago, there have been over 
200,000 hits. People want to find out 
from where the waste will go. What 
they find out is not good, so these peo-
ple have been sending letters to their 
Senators and talking to their neigh-
bors. 

The transportation of nuclear waste 
is wrong. My friend from Nebraska said 
the risk is acceptable. Acceptable to 
whom? The Chairman of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, when asked 
last week about what would happen if 
Yucca Mountain didn’t go through 
right now, said ‘‘nothing.’’ There is 
room to store waste onsite at every re-
actor in America. There are power gen-
erators now that are storing nuclear 
waste onsite in dry-cask storage can-
isters. That is what a large segment of 
the scientific community said we 
should do. It is safer than trying to 
move it. 

To transport this is unacceptable. We 
are talking about 100,000 truckloads of 
nuclear waste, 20,000 trainloads, and 
thousands of barges full of nuclear 
waste. 

Recently, there were editorials in the 
Denver Post and in the St. Petersburg 
Times, the largest newspaper in Flor-
ida and the largest newspaper in Colo-
rado, criticizing the program—and in 
places all over the country; places 
where the nuclear power industry has 
spent tens of millions of dollars in 
campaign contributions; there are arti-
cles describing the trips sponsored by 
the nuclear power industry. They take 
people to Las Vegas and wine and dine 
them so they can show them Yucca 
Mountain. They spend 2 hours at Yucca 
Mountain and several days in one of 
the fine hotels in Las Vegas. Congres-
sional staff have been taken back out 
there on numerous occasions. Lobbying 
activities are intense. 

For example, for the first time in the 
State of Nevada, Governor Guinn said 
we should hire somebody to help lobby 
back here. You have no idea how hard 
it is to find somebody to help us be-
cause the nuclear power industry has 
bought Washington, DC. 

So I appreciate the power of the Nu-
clear Energy Institute. It is powerful, 
and I understand that. But I also un-
derstand the American people, and 
they now—since September 11—realize 
every truckload, every trainload, every 
barge is a target of opportunity for ter-
rorists. 

No matter what the problems may be 
where these nuclear generators are lo-
cated, the problems are amplified by 
trying to move nuclear waste. We 
would have, around the country, the 
potential not for ‘‘a’’ ‘‘dirty’’ bomb, 
but hundreds and thousands of ‘‘dirty’’ 
bombs. How are you going to transport 
nuclear waste safely? You cannot. We 

know a shoulder-fired weapon will 
pierce one of these containers. We 
know that if you leave them on site 
and cover them with cement, it will be 
very safe. 

So, Madam President, I try to be as 
quiet and nonresponsive as I can be 
when these statements are made. But 
today I had to respond because I think 
it just simply was out of line for some-
one to say the risk is acceptable. It is 
not acceptable. It is not acceptable at 
all. 

We are going to have, probably, 
sometime shortly after the Fourth of 
July recess, an opportunity to vote on 
the procedure, which violates what we 
do around here. The majority leader 
does not want this to come forward. We 
are going to see how people will vote 
on that because my friends in the mi-
nority have to understand someday 
they will be in the majority, I am sorry 
to say, and when they are in the major-
ity, the same rules will apply to them. 

You have to be very careful who 
brings matters to the floor. I have the 
greatest respect for the junior Senator 
from Alaska. He is my friend. I have 
worked with him on many different 
issues. On this, we have a basic dis-
agreement in philosophy. 

My friend, the senior Senator from 
Nebraska, is a fine man, certainly an 
American patriot. But for him to come 
to the floor and say the risk is accept-
able is something I cannot let go with-
out a response. It simply is wrong, and 
I want him to know I believe he is 
wrong. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

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

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CRAIG. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. CRAIG. Madam President, how 
much time remains in morning busi-
ness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Four 
minutes remain. 

Mr. CRAIG. Madam President, let me 
take that 4 minutes because I know my 
colleagues want to move forward with 
DOD authorization. 

f 

THE TRAGEDY OUT WEST 

Mr. CRAIG. Madam President, I come 
to the floor one more time this week to 
speak about the tragedies in the West 
as they play out. While my time is lim-
ited this morning, I thought it was im-
portant that I talk about the human 
side of this tragedy. 

Let me read this wire story about 
Jackie Nelson of Globe, AZ, driving her 
pickup into a makeshift shelter yester-
day morning to try to find food for a 7- 
month-old granddaughter of hers. She 
left her home on a hillside in Arizona 
to burn in the wildfires that play out 
there. She does not know whether she 
will go home to that home or whether 
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she will literally be adrift and have to 
seek shelter from public sources. 

The article goes on to say: 
That lament resounded across the West 

today, as 18 large blazes burned in six states, 
consuming acreage at a pace roughly double 
the 10-year average. 

The reason I want to talk about that 
very briefly, as I did yesterday morn-
ing, is that today in the West over 2.5 
million acres of public land have now 
been charred into a smoldering rub-
ble—homes, beautiful wildlife habitat, 
timbered acreages—that simply we for-
got because the public policy of this 
country said, over a decade ago: Leave 
the land to Mother Nature and walk 
away. And in our walking away, in the 
pursuit of the environment, Mother 
Nature took charge. 

Today, Mother Nature rules the 
West, and her mode of operation is a 
monstrous wildfire consuming the pub-
lic timber reserves of the West, the 
wildlife habitat, and the watershed. 

To put in context 2.5 million acres 
having burned currently, on the same 
date in 2000—a year when we burned 
over 7.3 million acres, in 2000—at this 
point in time, we had only burned 1.2 
million acres. So today we have al-
ready burned double what we burned by 
this time in 2000. And 2000 was the 
worst in recorded history of fires on 
public lands. 

Why is this happening? Again, ne-
glect. Again, an irresponsible public 
policy that took people off the land and 
did not allow us to manage it in wise 
and responsible ways for all of the mul-
tiple-use values we hold dear to our 
public lands. 

It is a tragedy of nature. It is a trag-
edy we have made. It is a tragedy we 
can solve. We well ought to solve it by 
a much more prudent public policy. 
But it will take decades now to begin 
to reverse what we have allowed to 
happen. 

Where there were once 150 trees per 
acre in the public forests, today there 
are 400 or 500 trees per acre, oftentimes 
growing like weeds, and resulting in 
equivalent Btu’s of 10,000 to 15,000 to 
20,000 gallons of gasoline per acre. And 
when the temperature is right, and the 
humidity is right, and the drought is 
running rampant across the Southwest, 
as it is today, we set in motion the 
‘‘perfect storm,’’ only in this case it is 
the perfect firestorm that has now con-
sumed nearly 500 homes in Colorado, in 
Arizona, and in New Mexico. And our 
summer, our fire summer—the long hot 
summer in the West—has just begun. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
EDWARDS). Morning is business closed. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2003 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 

resume consideration of S. 2514, which 
the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 2514) to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2003 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year for the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4007 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Virginia. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I will 

await the distinguished chairman, but 
it is my anticipation that we will move 
to the issue pending; that is, missile 
defense. I will send to the desk at this 
time an amendment on my behalf and 
that of the Senator from Georgia, Mr. 
MILLER. 

I will not ask it to be the pending 
business, as a courtesy to my chair-
man, until he arrives. I anticipate upon 
his arrival that we will work out a pro-
cedure by which a second degree will be 
added. As a courtesy, I will wait until 
he arrives. 

Mr. REID. If the Senator will yield, 
it is my understanding he will send his 
amendment to the desk but not call it 
up. 

Mr. WARNER. That is correct. I will 
call it up, but I would prefer, as a cour-
tesy, to allow Mr. LEVIN to examine it 
and then hopefully we can agree upon a 
procedure whereby he would then file a 
second degree, and then we can have 
hopefully the Senate address the two 
issues. 

Mr. REID. I think if we want this to 
be the pending business, what we 
should do is have the amendment 
called up. I ask unanimous consent, be-
cause we have talked about this for 
some time, that Senator LEVIN or 
someone on his behalf would have the 
right to second degree the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. I am perfectly willing 
to agree to that at this point and ask 
that it be the pending business, if that 
is the guidance you wish. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
then, in keeping with the statement of 
the Senator from Virginia, that Sen-
ator LEVIN or his designee would be al-
lowed to offer a second-degree amend-
ment and no one would have a right to 
offer one prior to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 
that my amendment be the pending 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the 
Senator objecting? 

Mr. WARNER. No. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. WARNER. Given that the chair-

man will arrive in a few minutes, I am 
happy to yield the floor to my col-
league for such purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. WARNER], 
for himself, Mr. MILLER, Mr. LOTT, Mr. STE-
VENS, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. KYL, 
Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. THURMOND, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. ROBERTS, 
Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. HELMS, 
Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. NICKLES, and Mr. HAGEL, 
proposes an amendment numbered 4007. 

The amendment is as follows: 

(Purpose: To provide an additional amount 
for ballistic missile defense or combating 
terrorism in accordance with national se-
curity priorities of the President) 

On page 217, between lines 13 and 14, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 1010. ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR BALLISTIC 
MISSILE DEFENSE OR COMBATING 
TERRORISM IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
NATIONAL SECURITY PRIORITIES OF 
THE PRESIDENT. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to other amounts authorized to be 
appropriated by other provisions of this divi-
sion, there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for the Department of Defense for fis-
cal year 2003, $814,300,000 for whichever of the 
following purposes the President determines 
that the additional amount is necessary in 
the national security interests of the United 
States: 

(1) Research, development, test, and eval-
uation for ballistic missile defense programs 
of the Department of Defense. 

(2) Activities of the Department of Defense 
for combating terrorism at home and abroad. 

(b) OFFSET.—The total amount authorized 
to be appropriated under the other provi-
sions of this division is hereby reduced by 
$814,300,000 to reflect the amounts that the 
Secretary determines unnecessary by reason 
of a revision of assumptions regarding infla-
tion that are applied as a result of the 
midsession review of the budget conducted 
by the Office of Management and Budget 
during the spring and early summer of 2002. 

(c) PRIORITY FOR ALLOCATING FUNDS.—In 
the expenditure of additional funds made 
available by a lower rate of inflation, the top 
priority shall be the use of such additional 
funds for Department of Defense activities 
for combating terrorism and protecting the 
American people at home and abroad. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4009 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, if I 
could have the attention of Senator 
WARNER for one moment, it is my un-
derstanding the amendment which I 
will send to the desk very shortly has 
been approved on both sides. It is co-
sponsored by Senators BIDEN, LUGAR, 
LANDRIEU, HAGEL, BINGAMAN, MUR-
KOWSKI, CARNAHAN, LINCOLN, and MI-
KULSKI. 

I send the amendment to the desk 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. I assume I have to ask that the 
pending amendment be laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

Is there objection to laying aside the 
pending amendment? 

Mr. REID. Objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I will 

ask my good friend if he will allow the 
two managers to have a chance to con-
sult on this. It is my understanding 
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