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tempore, pursuant to P.L. 103–227, re-
appoints the following individuals to
the National Skill Standards Board:

Upon the recommendation of the
Democratic leader: Tim C. Flynn, of
South Dakota, representative of busi-
ness; and Jerald A. Tunheim, of South
Dakota, representative of human re-
source professionals.

f

MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—H.R. 3694

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I under-
stand H.R. 3694 is at the desk, and I ask
for its first reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title for the
first time.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (H.R. 3694) to provide for highway in-

frastructure investment at the guaranteed
funding level contained in the Transpor-
tation Equity Act for the 21st Century.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask
for its second reading but object to my
own request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will receive its next reading on the
next legislative day.

f

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, MAY 16,
2002

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate
completes its business today, it recess
until 9 a.m., Thursday, May 16; that
following the prayer and pledge, the
time for the two leaders be reserved for
their use later in the day, and the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business
until 10 a.m., with Senators permitted
to speak for up to 10 minutes each,
with the first half of the time under
the control of the majority leader or
his designee and the second half of the
time under the control of the Repub-
lican leader or his designee; that at 10
a.m. the Senate resume consideration
of the trade bill under the previous
order; further, that the Senate recess
from 2 to 3 p.m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.
f

PROGRAM

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the next
rollcall vote will occur at about 11:30
tomorrow morning, and that will be in
relation to the Gregg amendment.

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. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

f

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—H.R. 3009

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the next Demo-

cratic amendment, following the Reed
of Rhode Island amendment, be a Levin
amendment, regarding auto trade.

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

f

ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is
no further business to come before the
Senate, I ask unanimous consent the
Senate stand in recess under the pre-
vious order following the remarks of
Senator TORRICELLI, who should be
here shortly.

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

Mr. REID. 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. TORRICELLI. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

f

ISRAEL

Mr. TORRICELLI. Mr. President,
throughout all of my adult life, I have
traveled frequently to Israel. I have
had the honor of knowing almost all of
Israel’s principal leaders. As many
Americans though I am of the Chris-
tian faith, I have always felt a strong
identity with the struggle of the Jew-
ish people and the survival of the Jew-
ish State.

I believe the American relationship
with Israel is complex: Our sense that
Israel represents the edges of Western
civilization; the identity of a strug-
gling people simply desiring to survive;
the sense of humanity’s obligation to
the Jewish people who have survived
the Holocaust; and, of course, an inevi-
table American identity with a democ-
racy, a pluralist state that shares our
most basic value.

Through this association, I have wit-
nessed Israel in many struggles. Years
ago, all Americans marveled at Israel’s
ability to overcome extraordinary
military adversity in the 1967 war fac-
ing overwhelming conventional arms
against them. In 1973, a similar array
of armed forces having entered the
very heart of Israel and being turned
back was a demonstration of remark-
able courage and sacrifice by the
Israeli people. In the years that fol-
lowed, there was the conventional con-
flict in which Israel’s triumph was
matched by her ability to stand down
mounting strategic armaments from
the Syrians, the launching of limited
missiles from Lebanon.

In each of these conflicts, courage,
determination, guile, and skill allowed
Israel to survive. None of these things,
however, would have prepared any of us
for the conflict in which Israel is now
engaged. Previous generations over-
coming strategic weapons and conven-
tional weapons and the guerrilla war-

fare of the war of independence are in
some ways little preparation for what
the current generation of Israelis are
experiencing. It is the ultimate test of
any Western society. It goes to the
heart of the ability of any country to
be able to endure when terrorism
strikes the center of our cities, de-
stroys our families, interrupts our
means of transportation, denies the
ability of our economies to function,
our democracies to vibrantly engage in
debate in the prospect of such terror.

It is a conflict not simply between
two sides but two centuries, two con-
cepts of life, two abilities to organize
society.

I felt confident in Israel’s previous
wars, despite the odds, the over-
whelming weapons, or the disparity of
manpower because courage and intel-
lect would dictate the result. There is
no amount of courage, no amount of in-
tellect that can face down a terrorist
bombing. This is a different war. It is
dangerous.

My concern is amplified by the voices
in Asia and Europe that were once so
sympathetic to the struggling Jewish
State that are now at best silent and
often giving comfort to Israel’s en-
emies. Those Europeans which shared
American responsibility for the chil-
dren of the Holocaust somehow have
forgotten. Those in Europe who ad-
mired the courage of the Israelis in
building a democracy are silent. Those
Europeans who in every case would
reach out to another democratic soci-
ety with an identification, a brother-
hood of pluralist democracies, now
seem to fail to find any identity in
Israel.

There are so many emotions that
this brings forward for Americans. It
should thus be said at the outset, if in
this struggle Israel and America must
stand alone, then Israel and America
never stood in better company.

In this struggle, victory will not be
by the numbers. We will not be intimi-
dated by the coalitions or silenced by
the critics. This is a fight about prin-
ciple. And the strength of the Jewish
cause in Israel may best be defined by
its objectives. Jews want to survive in
their own homeland. This is not a
struggle about conquest or wealth or
national pride; it is survival. Jews stay
in Israel or they die with their backs to
the sea. That is what the struggle is
about.

I recognize that many of our Euro-
pean friends, for their own economic or
political reasons, may no longer iden-
tify with Israel. They may have made
their arrangements elsewhere.

History has a short memory. To
them, the obligations of the Holocaust
or the promise to the Jewish people of
their homeland may be a distant mem-
ory. Maybe Israel and America will
fight alone, but it should not be forgot-
ten that we may fight alone, but this is
not our fight alone.

If terrorism succeeds in Israel, who
among us would doubt that its next
battlefield will be Europe? Certainly no
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one in my State of New Jersey doubts
that it will be America. We have seen
terrorism.

Woodrow Wilson once said that
America’s two best friends were the At-
lantic and the Pacific. They have be-
come very little friends. Terrorism in
another part of the world, halfway
around the globe, offers no comfort to
any American by its distance; it can be
here tomorrow.

The fight for Israel’s security is the
fight for the security of every free na-
tion, whether they are aligned with
Israel, whether they wish Israel well.
She fights our fight, and her fate is our
fate.

There are many obstacles to a peace-
ful resolution in the Middle East. I be-
lieve profoundly that there will never
be a military answer to the conflict be-
tween the Palestinians and the Israelis.
These are two people of some common
ancestry who live in a shared land.
Both will learn to live together.

As profoundly as I believe in a peace
process, I am also convinced that un-
less the Palestinian Authority under-
stands that terrorism will not succeed,
that there is no military answer, and
that at all costs Israel will survive, no
negotiated settlement is possible.

There are those who may think that
their military operations at the mo-
ment give them advantage in negotia-
tions. There are others who believe
their military operations hold not the
promise of the West Bank and Gaza as
a Palestinian State, but the destruc-
tion of the Jewish State in its entirety.
To them, there is not a Palestinian
State envisioned in the West Bank and
Gaza, but in Haifa and Tel Aviv and Je-
rusalem.

I have never represented any cause in
the Middle East other than a nego-
tiated settlement. I believe profoundly
in the peace process as essential to the
survival of Israel and in the interest of
the Palestinian people, but I refuse to
counsel Israel that it should negotiate
with people bent on its destruction, or
that it is of any value to engage in
peace negotiations as long as their ad-
versaries believe that a military vic-
tory is possible and Israel’s entire de-
struction conceivable.

It is almost axiomatic to declare that
peace negotiations and peace settle-
ments are historically nothing but a
reflection of the realities on the battle-
field. The reality that Americans and
Israelis see is two people in a common
land who need their own homelands.
That makes peace negotiations by
Americans or Israelis not only possible
but inevitable. But no nation can nego-
tiate with itself, nor can peace be uni-
laterally declared.

Unless the Palestinians, and not sim-
ply the Palestinian Authority but im-
portant elements of the society, recog-

nize that such military outcomes are
impossible, only then will peace nego-
tiations be meaningful.

There are those in America who
genuinely believe that by pressuring
Israel not to respond militarily, not to
seek terrorists in their own territory,
we are giving good advice to the Israeli
Government.

It is a difficult argument to under-
stand in an American context. Who in
this Senate would be counseling the
U.S. Government, after a terrorist at-
tack, to exercise restraint? Which
Member of the Senate would suggest to
our own military, if Chicago or Miami
or Los Angeles were to fall victim to a
terrorist attack, that we should not re-
spond? Which part of the American ar-
senal would you withhold if it were
American cities experiencing bomb-
ings, American buses being destroyed,
American children losing their limbs?

I dare to say there is not a Member of
this Senate who would urge restraint
or withhold a single weapon in our ar-
senal. The Palestinians may believe
there is little for them to be grateful
for today. Their cities are being de-
stroyed. The Israeli Army has occupied
parts of the West Bank. Gaza awaits an
invasion. There is something, however,
for which they should be grateful. If it
were the United States of America that
endured these attacks and not Israel,
the response they have experienced
from the Israeli Army would be a small
shadow of the problems that would be
visited upon them.

Finally, there are those in the Senate
who wonder, with Israelis having to re-
spond with their lives, the Israeli econ-
omy in shambles, what is it any Amer-
ican can do? How is it that in this mo-
ment of crisis we can exercise true fi-
delity with Israel in its fight for sur-
vival? Our words are important. So is
our presence in Israel.

Nothing would demonstrate more our
commitment to Israel than Members of
Congress, like the American people
themselves, being present, exhibiting
courage, showing our commitment.

In this Senate, we 100 have a dif-
ferent opportunity. The fight for
Israel’s survival is not only militarily
decided, it is also economically de-
cided. The Clinton administration 18
months ago, after the withdrawal from
Lebanon, pledged Israel $450 million for
supplemental assistance. It was to
compensate for the withdrawal, to help
recreate a security zone in the north of
Israel, and for missile defense.

That money was never provided. Re-
grettably, the Bush administration
never even included it in its rec-
ommendations for the Congress this
year. At a time when Israelis look
across the sea to America for con-
fidence of their own survival, broken
American promises are not helpful. In-

deed, they are troubling. The first
thing this Congress can do is ensure
that every commitment is kept, all re-
sources are given. In the current stage
of this fight against terrorism, despite
all the sacrifices of September 11 and
the courage of our soldiers in Afghani-
stan, at this moment most Americans
are not asked to sacrifice with their
lives. We have experienced that before.
It may come again. At this moment,
the sacrifice is Israeli. The least we can
do is help them with the means to win
this war.

All of us look for the words
telegraphed around the world to those
who believe that the Jewish state was
both created and will die in a single
generation, words to put at rest those
who are committing their energy and
their resources to this war on ter-
rorism against Israel. Here are mine:
Israel is forever. As long as there is a
United States of America, there will be
an Israel. It took 2,000 years for the
Jewish people to get home. They have
been there for a single generation.
They are not leaving. Those in Europe
who would counsel or comfort her en-
emies, those in the Middle East who
are bent on her destruction, would do
best to accept that reality.

There is land enough for all peoples
to decide their own governments and
design their own futures. Let there be
no question, for those who respect the
will and the power of the United States
of America, one of those peoples will be
Jewish and one of those countries will
be Israel.

I yield the floor.

f

RECESS UNTIL 9 A.M. TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 9 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:44 p.m.,
recessed until Thursday, May 16, 2002,
at 9 a.m.

f

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate May 15, 2002:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

JOHN WILLIAM BLANEY, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN-
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF LIBERIA.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

J.B. VAN HOLLEN, OF WISCONSIN, TO BE UNITED
STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
WISCONSIN FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE PEGGY
A. LAUTENSCHLAGER, RESIGNED.

KEVIN VINCENT RYAN, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE UNITED
STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA, FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE ROB-
ERT S. MUELLER III, RESIGNED.

CHARLES E. BEACH, SR., OF IOWA, TO BE UNITED
STATES MARSHAL FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
IOWA FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE PHYLLISS
JEANETTE HENRY, RESIGNED.
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