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2003 made additional changes to the 
DSH Program. This included an in-
crease in DSH allotments for low DSH 
states. Again, States lacking allot-
ments were left out. 

In the Tax Relief and Health Care 
Act of 2006, DSH allotments were fi-
nally provided for Hawaii and Ten-
nessee for 2007. The act included a $10 
million Medicaid DSH allotment for 
Hawaii for 2007. The Medicare, Med-
icaid, and SCHIP Extension Act of 2007 
extended the DSH allotments for Ha-
waii and Tennessee until June 30, 2008. 
This provided an additional $7.5 million 
for a Hawaii DSH allotment. 

This additional extension in the 
Medicare Improvements for Patients 
and Providers Act of 2008 authorizes 
the submission by the State of Hawaii 
of a State plan amendment covering a 
DSH payment methodology to hos-
pitals which is consistent with the re-
quirements of existing law relating to 
DSH payments. The purpose of pro-
viding a DSH allotment for Hawaii is 
to provide additional funding to the 
State of Hawaii to permit a greater 
contribution toward the uncompen-
sated costs of hospitals that are pro-
viding indigent care. It is not meant to 
alter existing arrangements between 
the State of Hawaii and the Centers for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services, CMS, 
or to reduce in any way the level of 
Federal funding for Hawaii’s QUEST 
Program. This act will provide $15 mil-
lion for Hawaii DSH allotments 
through December 31, 2009. 

All States need to benefit from the 
DSH Program. This legislation will 
make sure that Hawaii and Tennessee 
continue to have Medicaid DSH assist-
ance. I will continue to work with 
Chairman BAUCUS, Ranking Member 
GRASSLEY, Senators ALEXANDER, CORK-
ER, and INOUYE to permanently restore 
allotments for Hawaii and Tennessee. 
However, we must override the veto to 
help our struggling hospitals. 

Many of our hospitals in Hawaii des-
perately need resources. Layoffs have 
been announced and reductions in serv-
ices are possible. These DSH resources 
will strengthen the ability of our pro-
viders to meet the increasing health 
care needs of our communities. 

Mr. President, we must enact this 
legislation. It will protect access to 
health care for seniors, individuals 
with disabilities, and members of our 
armed services and their families. The 
bill will improve Medicare benefits and 
provide much needed financial assist-
ance for hospitals in Hawaii that care 
fore the uninsured and Medicaid bene-
ficiaries. 

Mr. REID. Mr President, it may have 
taken just one flourish of a pen to affix 
the name ‘‘Lyndon Baines Johnson’’ to 
the law that created Medicare in 1965. 

But that one pen stroke created a 
program that has come to reflect a bed-
rock American principle: That all 
those seniors who have worked hard— 
and all those who need a helping 
hand—will find themselves embraced 
by the care of our compassionate Na-
tion. 

And though Medicare was created by 
a Democratic Congress and a Demo-
cratic President, that principle has al-
ways been anchored far too deep in our 
soil for the roots of partisanship to en-
tangle. 

When the program has been threat-
ened, Democrats and Republicans have 
risen to the occasion to protect it. 

So it was last month, when the House 
of Representatives approved the ‘‘doc-
tor’s fix’’ by an overwhelming vote of 
355–59. 

So it was last week, when Senator 
KENNEDY led a veto-proof majority of 
all Democrats and 18 Republicans vot-
ing yes. 

So it was earlier today, when the 
House voted to override President 
Bush’s veto, 383–41. 

So it must be now, as we follow suit 
to reject the veto and place this legis-
lation into law. 

On the July day in 1965 when Presi-
dent Johnson signed the original Medi-
care bill, he said this: 

Just think, because of this document—and 
the long years of struggle which so many 
have put into creating it—in this town, and 
a thousand other towns like it, there are 
men and women in pain who will now find 
ease. 

There are those, alone in suffering who will 
now hear the sound of some approaching 
footsteps coming to help. 

There are those fearing the terrible dark-
ness of despairing poverty—despite their 
long years of labor and expectation—who 
will now look up to see the light of hope and 
realization. 

Since the day President Johnson 
handed the very first Medicare card to 
President Truman, hundreds of mil-
lions of senior citizens and people with 
disabilities have received their own 
card. 

Each new card issued strengthens our 
commitment to the health and well- 
being of our most vulnerable. 

Now it is our turn to do our part—to 
renew the light of hope for those who 
need our help the most, those people in 
their golden years, the senior citizens 
of America who depend on Medicare. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, shall the bill pass, the ob-
jections of the President of the United 
States to the contrary notwith-
standing? 

The yeas and nays are required. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) and the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN) and the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. WARNER). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MENENDEZ). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 70, 
nays 26, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 177 Leg.] 
YEAS—70 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Dodd 
Dole 

Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 

Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Tester 
Voinovich 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—26 

Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Coburn 
Craig 
Crapo 

DeMint 
Domenici 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 

Inhofe 
Kyl 
McConnell 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—4 

Kennedy 
McCain 

Obama 
Warner 

The bill (H.R. 6331) was passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 

vote, the yeas are 70, the nays are 26. 
Two-thirds of the Senators voting hav-
ing voted in the affirmative, the bill on 
reconsideration is passed, the objec-
tions of the President of the United 
States to the contrary notwith-
standing. 

Mr. REID. Mr. 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. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

The Senate will come to order. Sen-
ators will take their conversations off 
the floor so the Senator from Cali-
fornia can be heard. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I wanted 
to take some time this early evening to 
talk a little bit about our energy crisis 
and gas prices. But I first want to say 
thank you so much to our leaders, Sen-
ator REID in particular, to Senator 
BAUCUS, to all those who helped score a 
real victory for the Medicare Program 
for our senior citizens today. It is not 
every day that a President has a veto 
overridden, but this President is just 
out of touch in so many areas. This was 
one area. Now I truly think we have 
saved Medicare for the moment, and 
that is a good feeling. 

f 

ENERGY 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I know 
you care a lot about the way we move 
toward addressing our energy crisis, 
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and I think the American people are 
very wise about this. I think they want 
to see action, but they do not want to 
see phony solutions to a real problem. 

I remember when the idea came up 
for a gas tax holiday and it was put for-
ward by Senator MCCAIN and others, it 
took a few days for people to under-
stand that our gas tax funds our high-
way program and we were not about to 
put our highway program at risk be-
cause that program is essential to 
building the infrastructure of our Na-
tion. That program is essential for hir-
ing millions of workers. The American 
people are wise. They want to see solu-
tions that are real and that work. 

That is why I believe so strongly that 
as we shine the light of truth on this 
idea to undo a moratorium we have had 
on magnificent areas of our coastline, 
as people shine the light of truth on 
that, they will understand that this is 
another phony solution. It doesn’t do a 
thing to lower gas prices. Just as the 
gas tax holiday put the highway trust 
fund at risk, this idea puts our na-
tional coastal economy at risk, which, 
as my friend knows, is a $70 billion 
economy with millions of jobs, many of 
them in his State of New Jersey and 
my State of California. It makes no 
sense to tell the American people that 
by undoing this very important protec-
tion for our coastline, that is going to 
result in lower prices at the pump. It 
simply is not going to happen. 

There are many things we can do. I 
am going to outline some of those 
things for the consideration of col-
leagues, but I think the important 
thing for us to note as we reach this 
election year is that we are going to 
hear a lot of silly stuff. We are going to 
see a lot of proposals to try to take the 
focus off why we are where we are. 

Two oil men in the White House for 8 
years equals $4 per gallon for gasoline. 
That is 8 years divided by two oil men 
in the White House equals $4 per gallon 
of gasoline. 

As my colleagues were coming up 
with this idea on how to show us where 
we are—and Senator WHITEHOUSE was 
one of those—I said to him: We better 
be careful, because in California we are 
getting to $5 a gallon gasoline and this 
math will not work. 

But I am happy we did this, because 
one of the hallmarks of being a mature 
adult is taking responsibility. And this 
administration does not want to take 
responsibility for anything; not for the 
housing crisis, not for the war in Iraq, 
not for the deficit, the debt, not for the 
stock market, not for anything, and 
certainly not for a 300-percent increase 
in gas prices that has occurred while 
we have had two oil men in the White 
House. 

The oil companies have gotten every-
thing they have wanted: record-break-
ing profits, CEOs taking tens of mil-
lions of dollars home in their pockets. 
And guess what the President’s solu-
tion is: Give the oil companies more of 
what they want. Give them access to 
beautiful land, land in the OCS, the 

Outer Continental Shelf, that was set 
aside first by President George Bush, 
G.W.’s Dad. He did not listen to him on 
Iraq and he is not listening to him on 
this either, and then carried forward by 
President Clinton. 

Now, here is the point: Do we need to 
drill? Do we need to have domestic 
drilling? No problem. I agree with that. 
I agree with that. So go to the places 
where it makes sense. Do not go to the 
places where you are going to threaten 
a thriving coastal economy. 

That leads me to the next chart 
which is: Use it or lose it. What do I 
mean? The oil companies have avail-
able to them 68 million acres they have 
leases on for drilling. Have they drilled 
there? No, not really. They have not. 
So I would say, rhetorically, why 
would the oil companies, in a time of 
these prices, not go and drill in these 
acres where they have all of this oil? 

Answer—it is easy to answer your 
own question. Answer: They love the 
fact that there is a shortage of supply. 
I have seen in my own State where 
they tried to shut down a refinery and 
made up a whole story that it was los-
ing money, that there were no buyers. 
That was baloney. And now why do you 
think they want more access to these 
leases? It is because they can put it on 
their balance sheet and their stocks 
can go up and their CEOs can make 
more money. Even the Bush adminis-
tration stated very clearly there would 
be no impact on gas prices if you gave 
them access to more OCS. So let’s go 
through this again. There are 68 mil-
lion acres available for the oil compa-
nies right now this minute. And they 
want more, more, more, so they can 
put it on their balance sheets, get their 
stocks to go up higher, get their CEOs 
to earn more money. They are not 
going to drill. It would be foolhardy to 
believe this President when it comes to 
this issue. He said, and I am quoting 
him almost verbatim—if I do a dis-
service I am sure I will hear about it 
because I listened to him say it. He 
said: There is only one thing standing 
in the way of lower gas prices, and that 
is the Congress. 

I thought: Well, that is interesting. 
What does he want us to do? Then he 
said he wants us to reverse our policy 
of preserving the pristine areas of our 
coastline. By the way, 80 percent of our 
coastline, 80 percent of the resource, is 
already available for drilling, so this 
represents 20 percent, so it is not an 
answer, anyway. His own people tell 
him it is not, but he is so desperate to 
detract the flak away from himself and 
his oil partner, DICK CHENEY, that he 
comes up with this idea. 

I am here on the floor tonight be-
cause I am trying to tell the American 
people the God’s honest truth. Here is 
what you are going to hear. You are 
going to hear: There were no problems 
with oil spills after Katrina. My friend 
from New Jersey, Senator MENENDEZ, 
is in the chair. I heard him give a little 
speech about this. He has documented 
tens of thousands of gallons of spills 

after Katrina. We have spills in Cali-
fornia all the time. We have a lot of 
offshore oil drilling in our State. 

But we know we do not want it ex-
panded, because we count on the quar-
ter million jobs we have in our State in 
the tourist industry and the fishing in-
dustry and the recreation industry. So 
I say to my friend: What can we do 
then to push for lower gas prices? 
There is a whole host of things we can 
do. I want to say for the 68 million 
acres available for drilling now: Use it 
or lose it, oil companies. 

There is another 22 million acres in 
the naval reserve that is off of Alaska. 
They have only bid for a few million 
acres there, so they can do that. But do 
not come into our coasts. They are a 
gift from God. It is a moral responsi-
bility to protect it, and it is an eco-
nomic responsibility to protect it, be-
cause once you start the drilling, it 
changes the whole nature of that coast. 
I know that because I have got part of 
the coastline that allows drilling and 
part that does not, and the difference is 
immeasurable in terms of the activi-
ties that go on, in terms of the wildlife, 
in terms of the scenic value, the beau-
ty, and the pristine feeling you have. 

So what can we do? First, tell the oil com-
panies: Drill where you have got leases. Oh, 
and the other thing you hear, in addition 
that there were no problems after Katrina, 
you will hear other stories about how we do 
not know if there is any oil in those acres. 
Excuse me, we do, because in the 2005 Energy 
bill we ordered an inventory to be taken. 
That inventory was started and we are get-
ting the information. We know there is six 
times the amount of oil here than in ANWR, 
the Alaska preserve. So use it or lose it. 
That is one. 

I did a whole study in my office 
about what it would mean to our im-
ports of foreign oil if we could suddenly 
have every car on the road get in the 
high 30s, toward 40 miles per gallon 
fuel economy. I drive a hybrid. It is 
very good. One of my hybrid cars, the 
newest one, gets over 50. So I wanted to 
know if we all suddenly shifted—we 
know it is not going to happen, but it 
was an exercise. If we were able to get 
39, 40 miles per gallon, that would save 
every single bit of import of oil from 
the Persian Gulf. Can you imagine? 

So why are we sitting around being 
so dour about this? The technology is 
already there. We know we can do even 
better. If we can get that fuel effi-
ciency up to 39, up to 40, we will no 
longer have to import nearly as much 
foreign oil. That is a very exciting 
point. So what can we do to lower gas 
prices and have the impact not be felt 
on our pocketbook? One way is to less-
en the demand. Another way, because 
that does not always work, as my 
friend knows, if you get cars that do 
better so that, yes, you may be paying 
more at the end of the day but you 
need less to keep your car running, I 
would like to see some strong incen-
tives for buying a hybrid car. Those in-
centives are gone now. We limited 
them to a certain number of cars. I 
would like to see that come down here, 
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and we do not need to give people who 
earn $200,000 or $300,000 a year those 
benefits, but I would like to give people 
who earn $30,000, $40,000 even up to 
$100,000, $150,000, a break when they 
buy a hybrid vehicle, an electric vehi-
cle, because families do save up and do 
make these decisions. And we should 
incentivize them for purchasing such 
an automobile. 

What else can we do? We have a Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve. One of the 
reasons it is set aside is so we can 
avoid the shock for the economy of 
high gas prices. Now is the time. I 
agree with Speaker PELOSI, who has 
put this out as an idea, to release some 
of the oil from the SPR. It is 97 percent 
full. Even if you kept it at 90 percent 
full, it is the highest it has been in his-
tory. That would have a salutary im-
pact by allowing that supply to get 
right into the market. 

And, by the way, if we did it in a 
swap, and it is complicated here, there 
are ways we could actually make 
money on such a plan. So that is an-
other way. 

Incentives for conservation, use it or 
lose it, while we protect our coasts. I 
am saying to you there are many ways 
to move. 

Speculation. Some experts have said 
speculation is anywhere from 25 per-
cent of the problem to 50 percent. I do 
not know where it comes out. But I can 
tell you this: We ought to go after the 
speculators. I talked to my friend 
MARIA CANTWELL from Washington. 
She and I and Senators FEINSTEIN and 
MURRAY were so burned on the Enron 
scandal. Now we have got traders doing 
the same thing. And we know there are 
many people playing in the futures 
market who are unregulated. They go 
abroad. 

So I am hopeful, and Senator REID 
said he is working on this, he will be 
able to bring down to this floor a bipar-
tisan measure that goes after the spec-
ulators. We can do these things. There 
are many other things we can do. 

Let me tell you, the bottom line in 
the long run is global warming legisla-
tion, which I know my friend was such 
a strong supporter of. The fact is, we 
have 54 Senators who said: Yes, let’s go 
forward on this. But we did not have 60, 
so we were cut short. 

The fact is, our next President is 
going to take this on, and when he does 
and we work with him, we will unleash 
the genius of America. Once there is a 
price on carbon that will probably be 
set in the private market through a 
cap-and-trade system, the investments 
that will be made in cellulosic fuels, in 
biofuels, all of these things that we 
need, they are going to happen. 

I have been told by Silicon Valley 
that they are going to spend more, 
more in finding alternative energy that 
is clean, that does not have a carbon 
footprint, than they did in the biotech 
revolution and in the high-tech revolu-
tion. That is pretty remarkable. 

What we need to do in the long term 
is to stand up together, fight global 

warming, save the planet, have a tran-
sition fund to help our consumers get 
through the early years. We know from 
our modeling that by the time we get 
to the outyears, people will be saving 
money because we will have the alter-
natives. 

So when it comes to energy, effi-
ciency is the name of the game too. 
You know, if you have a leaky house, 
meaning that if you do not have dou-
ble-paned windows, you double-pane 
them, the difference in your bill is 
overwhelming. If you are putting in a 
new air conditioner, and you have to do 
it, if you go to the high efficiency end, 
your bills will go down by two-thirds. 
That is a fact. We cannot drill our way 
out of this. Anyone who tells you we 
can is not telling the truth. 

Senator BIDEN was saying to me, sup-
pose you opened up every single drop of 
oil to drilling. It is a tiny percent of 
the energy we need. Why on Earth 
would we tell people, therefore, if you 
just open the coastline, your gas price 
will go down? That is what the Presi-
dent is saying. It is not true. His own 
energy people tell him it is not true. It 
will not have an impact on gas prices. 
Why don’t we do something that will? 
I think I talked about some of those 
ideas. 

I will close where I started, which is 
to the oil companies and to this Presi-
dent: Let the oil companies start drill-
ing in the acreage they have access to 
before we start giving away the crown 
jewels of our country. We are just not 
going to do it. 

I know the Senator from New Jersey 
very well. He and I are close friends. 
We worked hard on coastal protection. 
We will use every tool at our disposal 
to make sure that an energy policy we 
embrace is real, is not phony, does not 
give away more gifts to the oil compa-
nies and these CEOs who are making 
hundreds of millions of dollars in 1 
year. We are not going to allow it. It is 
not going to happen. It shouldn’t hap-
pen. What should happen is a balanced 
approach where we have drilling where 
it makes sense, where it doesn’t endan-
ger our precious coastline. 

By the way, to think of the millions 
of dollars we have put into sanctuaries 
to protect wildlife and to hear our 
President say what he said was, to me, 
extraordinary. I haven’t had a note in 
front of me through this speech be-
cause, honestly, I wasn’t going to 
speak about this formally. But I 
couldn’t resist the opportunity to get 
into the RECORD my dismay at having 
a President who is an oilman, who has 
presided over the biggest runup in gas 
prices we have ever seen. He has not or-
dered one investigation. He hasn’t used 
any of the tools at the FTC, at the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion, not one thing to say to the oil 
companies: Shape up. 

We have proven in California that 
they are trying to control the supply. 
All he can do to deflect attention away 
from 8 years divided by two oilmen in 
the White House equals $4 per gallon of 

gasoline, all he can do now is to say: 
Congress, it is all your fault. It won’t 
work. The American people are too 
smart. 

Where is the President on the renew-
able energy tax credits we have tried 
and our Republican friends stopped us 
every single time? There is so much ge-
nius out there. We have the tech-
nologies, the solar, the wind, the geo-
thermal. In California, we have 400 new 
solar companies because we are taking 
the lead on global warming. Thank 
God, we do because as the housing mar-
ket is doing very badly in California 
and people are laid off of construction, 
they are going over to work putting 
solar panels on, building windmills. 
Thank goodness. That is what we could 
be doing all over this great Nation if 
we had a leader in the White House and 
enough of us here to overcome the sta-
tus quo, the sucking up to the oil com-
panies. I hate to be crude about it, but 
I have to say that is what it is like. We 
don’t have an energy policy that works 
for anybody but the oil companies. It is 
quite obvious. 

I hope the American people watch 
this debate. I hope they embrace the 
values we have had for so long, since 
George Bush’s dad was in the White 
House, when we said there is a value to 
our unspoiled coast and there is not 
enough oil there to make a difference 
overall, so why should we jeopardize 
the many jobs that come from this un-
spoiled coast by drilling there when 
there are so many other places to drill 
and so many other ways we can work 
on this problem? 

My colleague has been a leader on 
this issue. In many ways, he has been 
inspirational to many of us. I hope he 
has a chance to take the floor of the 
Senate and make some remarks. Lead-
ership is very necessary. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
f 

40TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF LA RAZA 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise to 
call the attention of the Senate to the 
40th anniversary of the largest na-
tional Hispanic civil rights and advo-
cacy organization in the United States. 
The National Council of La Raza and 
its nearly 300 community-based affili-
ates across the country have worked 
for more than 40 years to expand the 
opportunities of Hispanics in the 
United States. 

The National Council of La Raza is 
strongly rooted in America’s civil 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:30 Jul 16, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G15JY6.065 S15JYPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-15T04:16:09-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




