June 27, 2005

Protect Social Security and stop pri-
vatization. It is a message my col-
leagues are hearing from their con-
stituents in every part of the country.

Because of this widespread opposi-
tion, some here in Washington have ap-
parently concluded they could not pass
this proposal on the Senate floor in an
open and public debate. Rather than
give up on this unpopular proposal,
they are, instead, adopting a stealth
strategy. It has been widely reported
that many in the minority party are
now seeking to move a bill through the
Senate without the private accounts or
painful benefit cuts included in the
President’s plan, not because the Presi-
dent has abandoned privatization or
benefit cuts but, instead, because they
recognize this is the only means avail-
able to them to get their flawed plan
adopted by Congress.

Under this bait-and-switch strategy,
what the Senate says or does on pri-
vate accounts or benefit cuts during its
consideration of legislation would be
largely irrelevant. The Senate would
pass a bill lacking private accounts or
significant cuts and send it to con-
ference with the House, which would be
controlled by a handful of privatization
supporters. These supporters would
work behind closed doors to ensure
that private accounts emerge in the
conference report.

We will not allow that to happen. In
recent weeks, we have seen new evi-
dence that this is, in fact, the adminis-
tration’s strategy. Last week, for ex-
ample, bills were introduced in the
Senate and the House that were adver-
tised as establishing private accounts
with no pain whatsoever. But these
proposals are nothing more than polit-
ical gimmicks. In truth, they still
would threaten benefits, they still
would require massive borrowing from
foreign countries, and they would still
fail, at one day, Social Security’s sol-
vency. In fact, like the President’s
plan, the private accounts they propose
would make matters worse.

No one is going to be fooled by this
type of gimmickry, and Democrats are
not naive or foolish enough to fall for
a bait-and-switch strategy that has
been widely advertised in advance.

So I call on the President and his
supporters to face reality and give up
on privatization. Rather than con-
tinuing to push for this radical and
ideologically driven proposal, which is
a buzzword for getting rid of Social Se-
curity, I propose they listen to the
words of another Republican President
from 50 years ago, Dwight D. Eisen-
hower. This is what General Eisen-
hower said back then—This is not some
Democratic Senator, Democratic Gov-
ernor, Democratic State legislator, or
Democratic Member of the Senate.
This is President Eisenhower:

Should any political party attempt to
abolish Social Security, unemployment in-
surance, and eliminate labor laws and farm
programs, you would not hear of that party
again in our political history. There is a tiny
splinter group, of course, that believes you
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can do all these things. Among them are
H.L. Hunt . . . and a few other Texas 0il mil-
lionaires, and an occasional politician or
businessman from other areas. Their number
is negligible and they are stupid.

President Eisenhower.

As I have said, I want to make sure
these words are not coming from me.
These are President Eisenhower’s
words. But if President Eisenhower’s
view is not persuasive to our current
President, I would propose he listen to
the words of another Republican Presi-
dent, his dad. In 1987, the first Presi-
dent Bush called privatization,
“nutty.” As he said at the time: It
may be a new idea, but it’s a dumb
one.”’

That is what two Republican Presi-
dents said about privatization. They
are right.

So I hope we can move beyond privat-
ization, move beyond gimmicks, move
beyond the attempt to secure private
accounts through a transparent strat-
egy of bait and switch. Instead, let’s
agree to strengthen Social Security
and to do it on a bipartisan basis. That
would be the right thing to do for
America’s workers and our country.

Is it my understanding the distin-
guished Senator from Texas wants to
speak in time that has been reserved to
the minority?

Mr. CORNYN. That is correct. I will
need about 15 minutes.

Mr. REID. I don’t think we have any-
one coming, so you are sure welcome to
use our time.

Mr. CORNYN. I thank the distin-
guished Democratic leader.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the Senator from Texas is
recognized.

(The remarks of Mr. CORNYN, relating
to the introduction of S. 1313, are
printed in today’s RECORD under
‘“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.)

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

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

—————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is now closed.

Mr. BURNS. Parliamentary inquiry,
Mr. President, we are now on the Inte-
rior appropriations bill; is that cor-
rect?

———

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR, ENVI-
RONMENT, AND RELATED AGEN-
CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2006
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under

the previous order, the Senate will re-

sume consideration of H.R. 2361, which
the clerk will report.

S7403

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (H.R. 2361) making appropriations
for the Department of the Interior, environ-
ment, and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2006, and for other pur-
poses.

Pending:

Burns (for Voinovich) amendment No. 1010,
to prohibit the use of funds to take certain
land into trust without the consent of the
Governor of the State in which the land is
located.

AMENDMENT NO. 1022

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I send an
amendment to the desk. First of all, it
is on behalf of the majority leader and
minority leader. It relates to congres-
sional security.

This issue relates to a recent DC
Board zoning adjustment granting a
building height variance for a devel-
oper here in the vicinity of the Capitol.

Without going through some sen-
sitive detail, let me simply say our two
leaders have offered this amendment to
prevent this variance from going into
effect until the Capitol Police Board,
with the consent of the Senate and
House leadership, certifies that such a
variance will not impact negatively on
congressional security and increase
Federal expenditures related to con-
gressional security.

This amendment does not preclude
development of the property, but it en-
sures that existing height regulations
are honored and the security of the
Capitol and all the people who work
here is protected.

So I offer this amendment for the
majority leader and minority leader.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the pending amendment is
set aside. The clerk will report.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I have a
very important little conference to go
to at 3:15. I see the ranking member of
this committee on the floor. He did a
great job on Friday, I am told, flying
solo. So I am going to go to that meet-
ing and just kind of turn the reins over
to Senator DORGAN, my good friend
from North Dakota.

We will start going through some
amendments and start working this
bill out this afternoon. It is our inten-
tion not to keep the Senate open all
that long today. We will start working
on those amendments as soon as pos-
sible.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will now report the amendment.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Montana [Mr. BURNS] for
Mr. FRIST, for himself and Mr. REID, proposes
an amendment numbered 1022.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end of title IV, insert the following:
SEC. . CONGRESSIONAL SECURITY RELATING

TO CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under
subsection (b)—

(1) the District of Columbia Board of Zon-
ing Adjustments and the District of Colum-
bia Zoning Commission may not take any
action to grant any variance relating to the
property located at 51 Louisiana Avenue NW,
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