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that focuses on the tragedy associated 
with child abuse, but also more con-
structively and optimistically about 
what we need to do. That is called 
Childhelp, stationed in Arizona. Sen-
ator KYL is very familiar with it. 

One huge disappointment, though, 
that occurred this week is that we 
passed another bill 2 days ago, the 
Child Custody Protection Act, which 
focuses on a real tragedy that occurs 
today, and that is young girls taken, 
not by their parents, across State lines 
in order to get an abortion without no-
tifying their parents, flouting the law 
and not notifying their parents or get-
ting the consent of their parents. 

We passed that bill overwhelmingly, 
with 65 votes, on the floor of the Sen-
ate. It passed the House of Representa-
tives months ago, and we are ready to 
go to conference on that particular 
bill. 

It is very important we go to con-
ference to put an end to this tragedy 
which occurs all too often in this coun-
try. We tried to go to conference. The 
Democrats on the other side specifi-
cally rejected our proposal to go to 
conference. We put forth a unanimous 
consent request which was denied, and 
that is a real tragedy. 

I will not proffer that unanimous 
consent request again right now, but 
we will be doing so over the coming 
days. The Democrats have made it very 
clear that they are going to obstruct 
the regular order of business in going 
to conference. I am very disappointed, 
and I think it is absolutely wrong. 

f 

ORDER FOR RECESS 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate stand in recess under the 
previous order, following the remarks 
of Senator SESSIONS for up to 10 min-
utes. 

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

f 

GULF OF MEXICO ENERGY BILL 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I 
thank the leader, and I join with him 
in his excitement in seeing the health 
care technology bill move. I know how 
much work he has put into it as a 
member of the HELP Committee. I 
have watched that bill for some time, 
and it would be a tremendous thing. It 
will save lives and reduce errors. Er-
rors mean people stay in hospitals 
longer and become disabled more, and 
many of them die. So reducing errors is 
a great thing and will help us maintain 
this fabulous health care system we 
have, and at the same time, not have 
costs go through the roof. So I am ex-
cited about that also. 

Mr. President, I asked the question 
earlier: What are people objecting to 
about this Energy bill? We went 
through the environmental concerns, 
and I pointed out that we have 4,000 
wells which survived some vicious hur-

ricanes, and we haven’t had spills. The 
technology has increased incredibly 
well. There has not been a significant 
spill in 26 years, and that one was such 
that it did not reach the shores of the 
United States. The last spill that re-
sulted at all from a well impacting the 
coastal areas was 37 years ago in Cali-
fornia, and that ended the drilling off 
the coast. But we are so much better 
today. We have so many ways to avoid 
that, and it is just not happening. 

Also, we dealt with the allegation 
that this is all for big oil companies. 

That is exactly wrong. 
All of the oil companies will not bid 

on the lands in the gulf that will be al-
lowed for production under this legisla-
tion. Most of them—probably most of 
them—won’t even bid on it. A number 
will and a number won’t. Those who 
don’t bid already have reserves some-
where else, and sizable increases in pro-
duction of natural gas or oil from the 
Gulf of Mexico will drive down the 
value of their reserves. They probably 
don’t even want the oil and gas pro-
duced out there, if they already have 
substantial reserves. That is a bogus 
argument, the kind that I hope is be-
yond the Senate. But I hear it is still 
echoing a bit. 

I think some maybe just hate fossil 
fuels, so they don’t want us to have fos-
sil fuels anymore in America. I would 
like to see us move to nuclear and do 
some other things, too. Why don’t they 
object to us going down to Venezuela 
and paying hundreds of millions of dol-
lars to Hugo Chavez for his oil that we 
bring over here or Saudi Arabia or 
Iran’s oil or Middle Eastern oil in any 
number of areas or Russian oil and gas. 
We are not going to stop this. We are 
going to use oil and gas in America, so 
why don’t we produce it on our lands 
and keep our money at home. 

I would just note that last year, in 
the balance of payments deficit that we 
have, the record balance of payments 
deficit, $200 billion of that deficit was 
our money we spent in other countries 
for oil and gas—$200 billion. That is a 
lot. A big part of our trade deficit is on 
this one resource. So why in the world 
wouldn’t we want to keep that money 
at home to produce jobs here, to 
produce incomes to Americans who will 
pay taxes to the U.S. Government in-
stead of having to go to these other 
countries. 

Oddly, I just have to note parentheti-
cally that we have done something 
after many years of battling that is im-
portant. In the Energy bill we passed 
last year, we had some improvements 
in the law relating to nuclear power. 
Nuclear power can reduce our demands 
for natural gas significantly. There was 
a long battle over a number of years. 
Senator DOMENICI worked on it hard. 
We made those changes, we put them 
in the law, and at that time we had not 
a single preliminary request for build-
ing a nuclear power plant in this coun-
try. Since that Energy bill passed, 
there are now 18 out there—18 prelimi-
nary requests—to consider building a 

nuclear powerplant in America. We 
haven’t built one in 30 years in this 
country. 

What I am saying to the American 
people who may be listening tonight, 
and to my colleagues, is that our job is 
not to help nuclear power companies. 
Our job is not to help oil companies. 

Our job is to try to provide safe and 
environmentally good energy sources 
to our people at the lowest possible 
rate. When the price of gasoline goes 
up substantially, people who are pay-
ing $150 a month for their gasoline now 
may be paying $225 a month. They may 
be paying $75 more each month out of 
their paycheck, money that they want 
to spend on their children, money they 
need to repair their vehicle, money 
they need to pay their rent. People are 
struggling. We need to be thinking of 
ways to reduce the cost of energy. Nu-
clear power is one of those ways. 

I have just had a recent meeting with 
the people at TVA, the Tennessee Val-
ley Authority, created by Government 
agents, created by Franklin Roosevelt. 
They are producing nuclear power at 
about 1.2 cents a kilowatt hour—1.2 
cents. Coal is about 1.8 cents. That is 50 
percent more expensive. Nuclear power 
is 50 percent less expensive than coal. 
And natural gas that is being used 
quite a bit is about 6 cents—five times 
as much. So we need more nuclear 
power and we need to burn a lot less 
natural gas for electricity and we can 
burn less coal also because it is not a 
very clean fuel. We are doing better 
with coal, but it is still not nearly as 
clean as nuclear power. 

So I say there is a whole host of 
things we can do to meet the legiti-
mate pleas of our constituents to do 
something about the high cost of en-
ergy. 

Natural gas heats a great many 
homes in America. It provides the en-
ergy for all kinds of industrial produc-
tion. I visited a chemical plant re-
cently. They are exceedingly concerned 
about the additional costs they have 
sustained simply as a result of the dou-
bling of the price of natural gas. Trust 
me. If these wells are producing in the 
gulf, as will be authorized by this bill, 
it will significantly impact the price of 
natural gas in the United States. So 
that is the kind of approach we are try-
ing to bring to bear on producing more 
at home. 

Then there is one other argument 
that people have complained about, 
and that is revenue sharing. They say 
that States should not get any of the 
money out of this. We have been trying 
to expand the gulf drilling for quite a 
number of years and had no success, 
really. It is time to get serious about 
it. I believe we can make a break-
through this year. We got, now, both 
Senators from Florida to say they 
would support this bill. They studied it 
very carefully, as strongly as Florida is 
committed to environmental purity 
along their coast. I respect it, but I am 
telling you they are very committed to 
it. They want us to produce our oil and 
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gas off our coast and put it in that 
pipeline that runs from Mobile, AL, to 
Tampa, FL. That is what we are doing 
right now. They built, in 2002, an oil 
and gas pipeline right off our coast, 
and shipped it over there. But they do 
not want oil drilling 150 miles from 
their coast. 

We are working this out now. We are 
giving them a guaranteed protection of 
125 miles. The Governor, Jeb Bush, is 
on board now and Senators are on 
board so maybe we are making 
progress. I think we have more protec-
tion than is justified. But it will allow 
us, probably, to have as much territory 
available to drill in as we could drill in 
for the foreseeable future. So maybe 
that will be acceptable under all the 
circumstances. 

But they object to revenue sharing so 
States get a little part of it. One of our 
Senators, Mr. BINGAMAN from New 
Mexico, has complained about it. We 
should not have any revenue sharing. 

We had 4,000 wells out there, all these 
deep gulf wells, and the States don’t 
get a dime out of it—not a dime. But a 
State like New Mexico that has a lot of 
oil and gas and a great deal of federally 
owned lands in those States, what do 
they get? They get 50 percent of that. 
This will be just a little over a third; 37 
percent would be shared with the 
coastal States and would be earmarked 
for coastal funds—12 percent for the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund na-
tionwide, and 50 percent to the Federal 
Government. These are moneys, new 
moneys coming into the Treasury of 
the United States that do not exist 
today. Until we get this approval and 
this moratorium lifted, we are not 
going to have any money. You know, 
until we reach accord here and lift this 
moratorium and allow the drilling to 
occur, we are not going to have any 
money. 

So it is not a taking from the Treas-
ury of the United States. It is an in-
crease to the Treasury of the United 
States, and we should see it in that 
fashion. 

The gulf coast has environmental 
problems of quite a large degree. We 
had severe hurricane damages on our 
coast. The whole area—whole areas in 
Louisiana are sinking, and we will have 
to spend large amounts of money to 
deal with that. So there are a lot of 
things that this money could be used 
for that benefit, not just the people of 
those States but all the many hundreds 
and thousands—millions, really—of 
visitors that come to the gulf coast 
areas every year. We will set up estu-
aries, wetlands, and things that will 
just make the area better. We would 
like to do that for the Nation and not 
just Alabama. 

I think the objections are not sub-
stantial. I believe it is time for us to 
complete this step. We are at record 
prices for oil. How do we get our oil? 
Sixty percent of it we obtain from for-
eign sources. So we pay this world 
price, transferring $200 billion in Amer-
ican wealth out of our country to those 

countries when we could keep it at 
home by producing large amounts off 
our gulf coast. 

Just to mention those amounts, they 
are quite huge. It is 1.3 billion barrels 
of oil that are projected to be in the 
Gulf of Mexico. That exceeds the prov-
en reserves of Oklahoma and Wyoming 
combined, two of our largest oil-pro-
ducing States. There are almost 6 tril-
lion cubic feet of natural gas, enough 
to heat and cool 6 million homes for 15 
years, for example. These supplies are 
significant enough that they will im-
pact prices. I can’t say what the prices 
will be a few years from now when this 
oil and gas comes on line, but whatever 
it is, it will be less if this oil and gas 
is coming on line than if it is not. 

That will redound to the benefit of 
the American consumers that we rep-
resent—the ones who have sent us here 
and asked us to do something about en-
ergy prices. All of us have told them we 
are going to do something about it. 
This is one vote about which you can 
have no doubt. If you vote to produce 
oil and gas off the coast of America, 
you will help reduce the price of oil and 
gas in America. Not only that, you will 
keep at home billions of dollars that 
might otherwise be sent to foreign na-
tions, some of which are hostile to us. 
It is the right thing to do. We need to 
follow through on it. 

I am optimistic more than I have 
been in quite a number of years. It is 
particularly thrilling to see Senator 
MARTINEZ of Florida, who has worked 
so hard on this issue, and Senator BILL 
NELSON from Florida, who earlier 
today said he would support the Senate 
bill. 

So we are moving to make this a re-
ality. It will be a positive step for this 
country. The only thing we have to 
fear is there will be some on the other 
side for what reason I can only imagine 
who will want to filibuster this legisla-
tion. Hopefully that won’t happen. I 
hope not. We need to move it forward 
and pass it this year. 

I thank the Presiding Officer and I 
yield the floor. 

f 

RECESS UNTIL 10 A.M. TOMORROW 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until Friday, 10 a.m., July 28, 
2006. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:26 p.m., 
recessed until Friday, July 28, 2006, at 
10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by 

the Senate July 27, 2006: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

DEBORAH JEAN JOHNSON RHODES, OF ALABAMA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE SOUTHERN DIS-
TRICT OF ALABAMA FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, 
VICE DAVID PRESTON YORK, RESIGNED. 

RODGER A. HEATON, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE UNITED 
STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF IL-
LINOIS FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE JAN PAUL 
MILLER, RESIGNED. 

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES FOR PERSONNEL AC-
TION IN THE REGULAR COMPONENT OF THE PUBLIC 

HEALTH SERVICE SUBJECT TO QUALIFICATIONS THERE-
FORE AS PROVIDED BY LAW AND REGULATIONS: 

To be senior surgeon 

JUDITH LOUISE BADER 
VICTOR M. CACERES 
MICHAEL A. CAROME 
DAVID K. ESPEY 
WALTER G. HLADY 
ROLAND HOWARD LAMKIN 
ANTHONY W. MOUNTS 
BRENT PENNINGTON 
DOUGLAS B. TROUT 

To be surgeon 

TECORA DENEICE BALLOM 
STEPHANIE ROSE BIALEK 
MARIA VICTORIA CANO 
SCOTT K. FRIDKIN 
DAVID M. FRUCHT 
DAVID PHILIP GOLDMAN 
JAMES P. HENDRICKS 
JOHN K. ISKANDER 
CHARLES EDWARD LEE 
MICHAEL TIMOTHY MARTIN 
CATHERINE ANNA MCLEAN 
JONATHAN H. MERMIN 
LORI MARIE NEWMAN 
NANCY E. ROSENSTEIN 
TARAZ SAMANDARI 
BRUCE COLLIER TIERNEY 
WEIGONG ZHOU 

To be senior assistant surgeon 

DANIEL SETH BUDNITZ 
SOJU CHANG 
CATHERINE CHIA-SHINE CHOW 
NANCY WATSON KNIGHT 
DIANNA L. MAHONEY 
JAY KUMAR VARMA 

To be senior dental surgeon 

WILLIAM F. CATELLI II 
ELMER J. GUERRERO 
SUZANNE KAY SAVILLE 

To be dental surgeon 

ANITA FARUQI ARNOLD 
MOHAMED K. AWAD 
MICHAEL J. MCLAUGHLIN 
AARON R. MEANS, SR. 
ROSS W. SILVER 
RICHARD DEAN STRICKLIN 

To be senior assistant dental surgeon 

SCOTT WILLIAM BROWN 
STEPHANIE M. BURRELL 
WILLIAM J. ESPOSITO 
LAURA REGINA FUENTES 
PAMELA F. HAMILTON 
CRAIG S. KLUGER 
ANTHONY LAWRENCE LIKES 
MICHAEL JEFFREY OVERBECK 
ANGIE J. ROACH 
JAMES W. SULLIVAN 
BRIDGET R. SWANBERG-AUSTIN 
LEIRA A. VARGA-DEL TORO 
MELISSA JEAN WAGES 
RANDLE LEE WELLS 
STELLA YUK KWAN LAU WISNER 

To be senior nurse officer 

JEFFRY L. BRINKLEY 
SHEILA D. CARNES 
MARY HARDING 
ROSA F. MYERS 
LAURA E. SHAY 
JEANETTE P. STUBBERUD 

To be nurse officer 

LARRY ALONSO 
LYDIA ALVAREZ 
YVONNE L. ANTHONY 
LINDA JO BELSITO 
PAULA ANITA BRIDGES 
ANNETTE ROSEMARY DEBISETTE 
DAVID J. DINTELMAN 
ALEX GARZA 
WANDA W. GONZALEZ 
TIMOTHY G. GRUBER 
BLONDELL W. JOHNSON 
RUTH KAWANO 
KATHLEEN L. KNECHT 
DOROTHEA E. LEVENHAGEN 
SUZANNE V. LIPKE 
DONNA M. RIBBONS 
LINDA M. SCOTT 
BEVERLY ANN SMITH 
MICHAEL M. STEELE 

To be senior assistant nurse officer 

DAWN ANN-MARIE ANDERSON-GARY 
VALENE NANCY BARTMESS 
MARIE A. CASEY 
WANDA D. CHESTNUT 
SUSANNA NANSHIM CHOI 
PAMELA M. COOK 
SEAN TYLER CREIGHTON 
EILEEN MARY FALZINI 
SUZANNE S. M. FILLIPPI 
REBECCA ANNE FOX 
DION ERIC FRANKLUND 
EDDIE L. FRAZIER 
ANDREA M. GRIEP 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 20:22 Feb 06, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00072 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 9801 E:\2006SENATE\S27JY6.REC S27JY6m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-19T09:17:43-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




