S3826

The president himself must make the argu-
ment, or all else is in vain. If he is unwilling
to risk his political capital and his presi-
dency to undo the damage of the past eight
years, then in the fire next time his name
will be linked with that of his predecessor,
and there it will stay forever.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. 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. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent the
order for the quorum call be dispensed
with.

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

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask consent I be given 10 min-
utes to address the Senate.

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

———————

OFF-SHORE DRILLING

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I rise today to express my strong
opposition to oil and gas exploration
off the coast of Florida. Specifically,
the issue at hand is the sale of Lease
Sale 181. I am certainly not alone.
There are 16 million Floridians who
join in this opposition. Senator BOB
GRAHAM as well, Florida State elected
officials, certainly the legislature of
Florida and most of the Florida con-
gressional delegation opposes any drill-
ing in Lease Sale 181.

Lease Sale 181 may not be included in
the current moratorium on lease sales
off the coast of Florida, but in the
hearts of all Floridians it is part of the
moratorium. Moreover, there has never
been a production drilling rig actually
producing off the coast of Florida be-
cause Floridians unequivocally oppose
offshore drilling because of the threat
it presents to the State’s greatest nat-
ural and economic resource: our coast-
al environment.

Florida’s coastal waters provide an
irreplaceable link in the life cycle of
many species, both marine and terres-
trial. Florida’s beaches, fisheries, and
wildlife draw millions of tourists each
year from around the globe, supporting
our State’s largest industry, tourism.
Florida’s commercial fishing industry
relies on these estuaries as nurseries
for the most commercially harvested
fish. Nearly 90 percent of the reef fish
resources of the Gulf of Mexico are
caught on the West Florida Shelf and
contribute directly to Florida’s econ-
omy.

0Oil spills would be devastating to
Florida’s beaches, coastal waters, reefs,
and fisheries. The chronic pollution
and discharges from drilling would det-
rimentally effect the shallow, clean
water marine communities found on
the Florida outer continental shelf.
For these reasons, I cannot sit back
and watch as my State, one of our na-
tion’s environmental jewels, is de-
graded.
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I know some may have differing
views because other issues or concerns
consume their constituents; and I re-
spect those views. However, in Florida
the environment and tourism are of
paramount importance. The beaches,
the abundant fisheries, and the pristine
waters make Florida what it is today;
and the people of Florida want it to
stay that way. Just as drilling in the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge would
not solve the administration’s claimed
energy crisis, drilling in Lease Sale 181
will not either. Increased conservation
and increased fuel efficiency in our
cars would do more to meet our coun-
try’s energy needs than drilling in
Lease Sale 181. For these reasons, I
must adamantly object to and vigor-
ously oppose the sale of Lease Sale 181;
and I hope the rest of this body listens
to the pleas of Floridians.

All of the oil and gas that would
come out of this proposed lease sale
would only give about 2 months worth
of energy for the country. That is sim-
ply not a viable tradeoff for the dam-
age it would do to our economy and our
environment. We are not willing to
make that tradeoff in Florida. As a
matter of fact, as you talk about drill-
ing in the Arctic National Wildlife Ref-
uge, isn’t it interesting. If you put it
into the context of all the barrels of oil
that are projected to be pumped from
that wildlife refuge, that energy con-
sumption could be replaced if we but
increased all new vehicles in their en-
ergy efficiency by 3 miles per gallon.
That puts the crisis in context.

Conservation is considerably impor-
tant. The use of research and develop-
ment to produce more energy-efficient
appliances, more energy-efficient auto-
mobiles—there is no reason why this
country that has the technological
prowess cannot produce a car that is
economical and that will get 80 miles
per gallon. We have that within our
grasp. Think what that would do to our
energy consumption.

As a matter of fact, when you look at
the uses of energy by this Nation, the
transportation sector is the sector that
consumes most of that energy. Just
think what future energy-efficient
automobiles could do for us.

But that is a subject of larger propor-
tions. Today, I rise on behalf of a State
that has ecologically pristine beaches
and the need to be kept just that way.
This proposed lease sale for oil and gas
drilling clearly jeopardizes the future
economy and ecology of Florida.

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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SENATE BUDGET RESOLUTION

Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, just
prior to the Easter recess, the Senate
completed action on the fiscal year 2002
budget resolution. I voted in favor of
final passage of the budget resolution,
recognizing that it does not reflect ev-
erything that I wanted. However, I am
thankful the Senate-passed resolution
does contain a fair amount of what
President Bush had originally proposed
in his budget plan.

Nevertheless, it is my hope that
when the Senate does go to conference
with the House—which has passed a
more stringent budget resolution—the
end result will yield a budget resolu-
tion more in-tune with the President’s
more responsible package.

As it was originally put forward, I
felt the Bush budget plan provided
much of the fiscal responsibility I have
long sought from Washington prior to,
and since, becoming a Member of the
Senate. Specifically, it restrains the
growth of spending, reduces the debt as
fast as is prudent, and allows for mean-
ingful tax cuts. This is what I like to
refer to as a ‘‘three-legged stool” ap-
proach. For this package to work, how-
ever, we have to insist on a balanced
approach, because fiscal responsibility,
like a three-legged stool, cannot stand
if one leg is significantly longer or
shorter than the others.

Unfortunately, if we characterized
the Senate budget resolution as a
three-legged stool, it would be rather
wobbly right now since under the Sen-
ate budget resolution, discretionary
spending increases at 8 percent, and
that is double the amount the Presi-
dent suggested.

People often forget the President’s
proposal increased spending by a mod-
est 4 percent at a time when inflation
is approximately 2.8 percent, meaning
it contains a real increase of 1.2 per-
cent. In contrast, the Senate budget
resolution, in real terms, results in a
spending increase of 5.2 percent. That
is a 333-percent higher rate of growth
than what the President proposes.

These increases may sound like small
numbers in the grand scheme of things,
or in the Senate, but do not be fooled.
It adds up to tens and hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars in more spending over
time.

If we continue to spend money at this
rate, we will have less resources to ad-
dress important national needs, such as
reforming Social Security, reforming
Medicare, or providing a prescription
drug benefit.

Indeed, according to calculations by
the Concord Coalition, the Senate
budget resolution includes new and ex-
panded entitlement spending that is
going to cost $600 billion over 10 years,
and discretionary spending that may
total $240 billion over 10 years.

Coupled with the resulting increased
interest cost of $5650 billion, this pack-
age of amendments to the budget reso-
lution could reduce the on-budget sur-
plus by $1.4 trillion over 10 years.

I say to my colleagues, enough is
enough. We have to stop this rampant
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