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something about it. We need to take up 
and pass legislation which not only 
makes a statement but which also 
makes a difference. 

Just before the Fourth of July holi-
day, 44 Republicans introduced the Gas 
Price Reduction Act, a series of pro-
posals to increase American energy 
production, to increase conservation, 
and to make sure that excessive specu-
lation is not driving up the price of oil; 
basically, find more, use less. This is 
the only legislation that has been of-
fered that has both a real chance to 
pass and will truly help consumers at 
the pump. 

The find more provisions include in-
creased exploration on the outer conti-
nental shelf, where States want it, and 
lifting the ban on western oil shale ex-
ploration. Under use less, we propose 
incentivizing the development of plug- 
in electric cars and trucks, and the ad-
vanced batteries needed to power them. 

We can and should increase develop-
ment of alternative sources of energy. 
But conservation, alone, is not the way 
out of this problem. The current spike 
in energy prices is a supply and de-
mand problem, not a demand and de-
mand problem. If prices are going to 
come down, we need to find more en-
ergy at home and use less. We must do 
both. 

The goal of finding more energy at 
home, rather than relying on the Mid-
dle East, is not a fantasy. America is 
already the No. 3 oil producer in the 
world, and a number of States have in-
dicated they would like to open up the 
area off their coasts to even more oil 
exploration, but they are prohibited by 
a Federal ban. At $4.10 a gallon, this 
nationwide ban no longer makes sense. 
It should be lifted with prices where 
they are now. It should be up to indi-
vidual States to decide whether to 
allow exploration 50 miles off their 
coasts. 

We should also lift the ban on oil 
shale development which the new 
Democratic congress enacted last year. 
Our western States are sitting on a sea 
of oil three times as large as the oil re-
serves in Saudi Arabia. Yet at the in-
sistence of the Democratic majority, 
we are not allowed to touch it. They 
have put a 100 percent ban on oil shale 
exploration. With gas prices at more 
than $4 a gallon, this prohibition 
makes no sense. 

Some on the other side say that 
opening up new off-shore exploration or 
using oil shale would not have an im-
mediate effect and therefore should not 
be done at all. But the effect of allow-
ing new exploration at home would 
send a clear signal to the international 
markets that we are willing to take se-
rious steps to increase supply even 
while we move to conserve. 

There is already a strong bipartisan 
consensus on the importance of con-
servation. In addition to working with 
our friends on the other side late last 
year to pass the first increase in fuel 
efficiency standards in more than three 
decades, Republicans are also looking 

in this bill to conserve energy by spur-
ring the development of plug-in elec-
tric cars and trucks. 

But conservation alone won’t resolve 
this problem. Conservation is just one 
side of the problem. We need to find 
more and use less, if we want to bring 
prices down. 

Finally, I know there have been con-
cerns that oil speculators are contrib-
uting to the rising price of gas. Our bill 
addresses this concern through putting 
more cops on the beat at the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, 
increasing transparency and strength-
ening U.S. futures markets. 

The Gas Price Reduction Act is a 
dramatic step in the right direction. In 
putting it together, Republicans were 
careful to focus on proposals that al-
ready have support from the other side 
of the aisle. We are not interested in 
simply making a statement. We are de-
termined to address the problem. We 
want to pass legislation which will 
make a difference to families feeling 
the pinch. 

This bill contains provisions that 
should be agreeable to both sides of the 
aisle. It tackles both sides of the en-
ergy issue by increasing supply and 
curbing demand. We should do both. 

There are many important issues fac-
ing the Congress, but few are more im-
portant than addressing the issue of 
energy. It is time to act, and this bal-
anced approach is a good start. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, before my 
friend leaves the floor, I think there 
should be an opportunity, based on his 
statement and my statement, to do 
something about gas prices. We have 
introduced a piece of legislation we 
have had. We have had votes on it here 
before. It deals with a number of 
issues, including whether OPEC should 
be subject to the antitrust laws, which 
the former chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee and now ranking member 
thinks is very important, as does Sen-
ator KOHL and others on our side. That 
is part of ours. There are a number of 
issues. But to get everybody to agree 
that everything in it is good is dif-
ficult. 

That is the same problem we are 
going to have with the proposal my 
friend talks about, the so-called new 
Republican piece of legislation. From 
what I have said and what he has said, 
it seems that we could certainly get to-
gether and agree on, if not all of both 
packages, some, and move forward. 

For example, I mentioned this specu-
lation thing. Maybe we can do that. I 
come from the western part of the 
United States. That is where most of 
the oil shale is. We had a great pro-
gram going in the 1970s, when suddenly 
we took away the tax incentives for 
more work on oil shale. This isn’t any-
thing I personally think is repugnant. I 
think it is something we should take a 
look at. I have already given my views 
on offshore drilling and onshore drill-
ing. 

So we want to work together. The 
message that I hope comes from our 

discussion early this afternoon is that 
Democrats and Republicans want to 
try to do something about gas prices. 
Hopefully, during this next work period 
we can do it. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, not 
by way of rebuttal but agreeing with 
the majority leader, the American peo-
ple are demanding that we do some-
thing. They are not kidding about this 
issue. I appreciate the spirit of the re-
marks of the majority leader. Just to 
give an example of the shifting views 
on this, a Pew poll just announced last 
week, taken very recently, indicates 
that just among political liberals 
alone, just to give one snapshot of how 
the public is evolving on this issue, the 
number of liberals, liberals only, who 
favor increased energy exploration 
doubled. That is just among a subset of 
the American population. The Amer-
ican people are demanding that we act. 

I appreciate the comments of the ma-
jority leader. Hopefully, we will be able 
to find a way to do both things, both to 
find more and to use less. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

ORDER FOR MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if my friend 
will yield for a unanimous consent re-
quest, I now ask unanimous consent 
that there be a period of 1 hour for 
morning business—we have a number 
of Senators who want to come over and 
talk—with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each during 
that hour’s period of time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to a period of 
morning business for 1 hour, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

The Senator from Oregon. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I just 
spent a week at home listening to Or-
egonians describe their concerns, vir-
tually all of which include the word 
‘‘bill.’’ As we have heard today on the 
Senate floor, it is sure to be ‘‘gasoline 
bill.’’ But it might also be ‘‘medical 
bill’’ or ‘‘food bill’’ or ‘‘credit card bill’’ 
or ‘‘tuition bill’’ or ‘‘tax bill’’ or ‘‘hous-
ing bill.’’ Taken together, it is obvious 
these bills are hitting millions of our 
people like a wrecking ball. 

In addition, millions more Americans 
see themselves walking an economic 
tightrope. For example, many of our 
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people try each month to pay off the 
interest on their maxed-out credit card 
while still paying those huge and sky-
rocketing gasoline bills. Our people are 
deeply worried that the cost of paying 
for essentials is just going to keep 
soaring and they are going to fall off 
the economic tightrope I have de-
scribed into a no-man’s land where 
they cannot support themselves or 
their families. 

On Independence Day, I was in Can-
yonville, OR, to speak at a wonderful 
supper honoring veterans that was or-
ganized by the Cow Creek Band of the 
Umpqua Tribe of Indians. In my talk, I 
reflected on how important it is for 
Americans to be independent of foreign 
oil, independent of those crushing and 
escalating medical bills, and inde-
pendent of the economic insecurity 
that has kept so many unemployed for 
months and months. 

After my talk, a veteran stopped me 
and said: Just do what is right for the 
country. Forget the politics. Country 
first. That, of course, is what our vet-
erans have always done: country first. 
Do what is right. Never forget. That is 
what makes America so special. 

I do not have enough time to outline 
a prescription for all of the economic 
challenges our country faces that in-
volve solutions built on that veteran’s 
prescription of country first. I do want 
to report that we have heard what that 
veteran has said with respect to health 
care and fixing health care in the Sen-
ate. 

Sixteen of us in the Senate—eight 
Democrats and eight Republicans— 
have now come together behind legisla-
tion to rein in health care costs while 
providing quality care to all our peo-
ple. With Senator BENNETT from the 
other side of the aisle in the lead for 
Republicans, we hold down health care 
costs by ensuring all our people are 
part of a large pool so they have more 
bargaining power in the marketplace. 

We institute insurance reforms so it 
is not possible to discriminate against 
someone who has been ill. We lower the 
administrative costs of covering health 
services. We reform the Tax Code to 
take away the tax breaks for the Cad-
illac health care plans and use those 
dollars for middle and lower middle in-
come folks who are hurting. We have 
written into our proposal the oppor-
tunity for employers who want to keep 
offering health coverage and for work-
ers who want to take that coverage to 
always be able to do so. But we also 
offer to both employers and employees 
more choices, more alternatives to 
hold down costs because today, for too 
many employers and too many work-
ers, there are no alternatives to these 
15-, 20-, and 25-percent rate hikes we 
are seeing again and again across this 
country. 

What our bipartisan group of 16 Sen-
ators does is, we modernize our health 
care system because in many respects 
some of the key features of our health 
care system in 2008 are not very dif-
ferent than those of 1948. Back in 1948, 

when there were wage and price con-
trols, people would go to work some-
where for 30 years or so until you gave 
them a big steak retirement dinner and 
a gold watch. Today, the typical work-
er changes their job seven times by the 
time they are 35, and employers are 
having difficulty competing in global 
markets. That was one of the consider-
ations in the Boeing-Airbus competi-
tion, that Boeing paid a lot more for 
health care than did Airbus. 

Our group of 16 Senators has been 
able to get a favorable review of our 
proposal by the Congressional Budget 
Office, the agency that keeps track of 
the financial underpinnings of major 
proposals. They have found that our 
proposal is revenue neutral in the short 
term, so it will not take big tax hikes 
on middle-income people to fix health 
care. They found in the third year, as a 
result of what we do to change the in-
centives, change behavior, we actually 
start holding down the rate of growth 
in health care, and we start generating 
a surplus for the Federal Government. 

Now, we understand as part of this 
legislation that both political parties 
have had valuable contributions to 
make with respect to the cause of fix-
ing health care. Democrats have been 
right on the coverage issue because un-
less you cover everyone, those who are 
uninsured shift their bills to the in-
sured and costs continue to soar. But 
those on the other side of the aisle 
have made a great contribution in 
terms of saying we must not discour-
age innovation; we must not discour-
age the availability of choices. There 
needs to be a role for the private sec-
tor. 

So what our group of 16 Senators has 
said—and I note the presence of Sen-
ator SPECTER on the Senate floor. He 
has been an extraordinary advocate of 
improved health care services, and he 
and I have had many discussions on 
this topic and will have many more in 
the days ahead. 

I close simply by saying, what our 
group of 16 Senators—this is the first 
time in the history of the Senate, 
going back 60 years to Harry Truman, 
where there has been a significant bi-
partisan group of Senators in favor of 
universal coverage—what our guiding 
principle has been in this effort, on a 
topic this big and this complicated— 
and it surely will go through a host of 
modifications and changes. In my com-
mittee, I intend to work very closely 
with Chairman BAUCUS and Senator 
GRASSLEY, two great leaders who work 
in a bipartisan fashion. We are going to 
have to work in a bipartisan fashion to 
fix American health care. 

But given that litany of concerns I 
have described, with six or seven top 
issues being ones where the second 
word is ‘‘bill,’’ starting with ‘‘gasoline 
bill’’—we have to come together on a 
bipartisan basis to deal with those con-
cerns. That is what Senator BENNETT 
and I have sought to do as part of our 
health care legislation. That is what 
we are going to have to do to tackle 

the premier economic issues of our 
time. 

As that veteran said to me just a 
couple of nights ago in Canyonville, 
OR, putting country first is what pub-
lic service and public service in the 
Senate is all about. 

Mr. President, with that, I yield the 
floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per-
mitted to speak for up to 20 minutes in 
morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 

come to the floor to seek recognition 
on the issue of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act, which will be the 
order of the business of the Senate 
later this week, and I have an amend-
ment pending there. But before pro-
ceeding to that important subject, I 
would like to make a comment or two 
about what has occurred on the Senate 
floor already. 

At the outset, I compliment my dis-
tinguished colleague from Oregon, who 
has played such an important leader-
ship role in the Senate generally since 
coming over from the House, working 
with him on many items, and taking a 
very close look at an innovative ap-
proach to health care coverage for all 
Americans. There is no doubt about the 
need to have that coverage. The ques-
tion is how we do it, maintaining the 
essentials of the free enterprise system 
to avoid the bureaucracy of the so- 
called Clinton plan from 1993, which 
put a great bureaucracy between the 
doctor and the patient. 

What Senator WYDEN has proposed, 
along with Senator BENNETT, on a bi-
partisan basis, is very carefully consid-
ered—with a significant number of 
sponsors on both sides—is a good way 
to proceed, and my staff and I are tak-
ing a very close look at that important 
proposal. 

Just on a personal note, while Sen-
ator WYDEN is a westerner, and some 
might say I am an easterner, we were 
both born in Wichita, KS, which may 
not be a mark of great distinction but 
worth a 20-second notation on the floor 
of the Senate. Somebody listening in 
Wichita this afternoon—my Aunt 
Rose—watches fastidiously, so I want 
to give a little salute to the hometown. 

f 

WORKING TOGETHER 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I was 
pleased to hear some of the comments 
by our leaders earlier on a conciliatory 
note after the fireworks a week ago 
Thursday before we adjourned. The 
fireworks over the Medicare bill I 
think vastly overshadowed the fire-
works a week later on the Fourth of 
July. I am glad to hear them talk 
about working together. 

If there is one point of virtual una-
nimity in America today, it is the 
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