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The person I am referring to is Joe 

Dumars who has been affiliated with 
the Detroit Pistons professional bas-
ketball franchise since he was drafted 
by the Pistons in 1985. This past Fri-
day, Joe was inducted in the Naismith 
Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame in 
Springfield, MA. On behalf of all 
Michiganders and Pistons fans every-
where, I would like to congratulate Joe 
and his family on this great achieve-
ment. 

Joe Dumars was born May 24, 1963, in 
Shrevepoint, LA. He attended 
Natchitoches High School and later 
McNeese State University, both also in 
Louisiana. He was the number eighth 
overall pick in the 1985 National Bas-
ketball Association—NBA—draft, se-
lected by the Pistons for, among other 
things, his reputation to play defense. 

In the NBA, Joe lived up to that rep-
utation—often being called on by Pis-
tons head coach Chuck Daly to guard 
the other team’s best player. This was 
never more evident in the 1980s as the 
Pistons consistently bested the Chi-
cago Bulls due in part to Joe Dumars’ 
defense on a young guard named Mi-
chael Jordan. To this day, Michael Jor-
dan says Joe Dumars was one of the 
best defenders he ever faced. 

Always a team player, Joe Dumars 
became a pillar in the foundation of a 
Pistons team that went to the NBA 
finals three times in his career winning 
the championship twice in 1989 and 
1990. Isiah Thomas, Bill Laimbeer, Den-
nis Rodman, John Salley, and Joe 
Dumars proved that defense wins 
championships, and Joe was personally 
rewarded as the NBA Finals MVP in 
1989. 

Joe Dumars retired as a player from 
the NBA in 1999 playing all 14 of his 
seasons with the Pistons. His career 
achievements include scoring 16,401 
points, handing out 4,612 assists, grab-
bing 2,203 rebounds, and recording 903 
steals. He was named to the NBA All- 
Star team six times and to the NBA All 
Defensive first team four times during 
his career. Joe’s jersey was retired by 
the Pistons the year after he retired 
and it now hangs high in the rafters of 
the Palace of Auburn Hills. 

Although Joe’s playing career was 
now over, his enthusiasm and love of 
the game never diminished, so he took 
a job in 2000 with the Pistons in their 
front office as president of Basketball 
Operations. He was named NBA Execu-
tive of the Year in 2003 and put to-
gether the team that reached the NBA 
finals in 2004 and 2005. Winning the 
NBA championship in 2004 made Joe a 
key figure of all three Pistons’ cham-
pionships. 

Friday in Springfield, MA, all of 
Joe’s achievements earned him the ul-
timate recognition in his chosen pro-
fession. So to Joe, his family, his 
former teammates, and the entire Pis-
tons organization, from this Pistons 
fan I say congratulations on a recogni-
tion well deserved. 

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE OVERSIGHT 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I join 
the vice chairman of the Intelligence 
Committee in expressing my concerns 
about the Committee’s inability to 
conduct oversight of the President’s il-
legal warrantless wiretapping program. 
Unfortunately, the administration’s 
continued defiance of Congress is sim-
ply the latest in a series of efforts to 
hide its illegal activities and obscure 
the true extent of its power grab. 

Let us not forget how we got to this 
point. For 4 years, the administration 
conducted a plainly illegal program, 
eavesdropping on Americans on Amer-
ican soil without the warrants required 
under the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act, or FISA. During this time, 
the administration refused to inform 
the full congressional intelligence com-
mittees, in clear violation of the Na-
tional Security Act. 

Then, late last year, the program was 
revealed in the press. Rather than 
admit that it had broken the law and 
explain why it had done so, the admin-
istration used the occasion to embark 
on a coordinated and misleading public 
relations campaign. In speeches and 
press conferences, administration offi-
cials repeatedly asserted that domestic 
eavesdropping without a warrant was 
necessary to conduct surveillance of 
terrorist suspects, and it suggested 
that those committed to the rule of 
law were unconcerned about the ter-
rorist threat. 

Even the title the administration has 
bestowed upon its illegal behavior—the 
Terrorist Surveillance Program—is 
misleading. We already have a ‘‘ter-
rorist surveillance program.’’ It is 
called FISA. It permits the surveil-
lance of terrorist suspects in the 
United States, with the approval of a 
secret court, and it has been the law of 
the land for nearly 30 years. 

Let us also not forget the adminis-
tration’s illegal defiance of congres-
sional oversight. For 41⁄2 years, includ-
ing several months after the 
warrantless wiretapping program was 
revealed in the press, the administra-
tion violated the National Security Act 
by refusing to brief the congressional 
intelligence committees on the pro-
gram. The administration began the 
briefings required by law only when it 
became clear that its defiance might 
complicate the nomination of General 
Hayden, who, as the then-Director of 
the NSA, implemented the program 
and had been nominated as the new Di-
rector of the CIA. Despite months of 
public discussion about the program by 
administration officials, the majority 
of the members of the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee were briefed about 
the program for the first time only on 
the eve of General Hayden’s confirma-
tion hearing in May. 

Those of us who hoped that this be-
lated briefing marked a change in atti-
tude—and a recognition of the adminis-
tration’s legal responsibilities—were 
quickly disappointed. That is why, 

later that month, the full Senate Intel-
ligence Committee called on the ad-
ministration to work with the com-
mittee so that we could conduct ongo-
ing, thorough oversight over the oper-
ational, legal and budgetary aspects of 
the program. The cooperation re-
quested by the Committee has not hap-
pened, however. And, as the vice chair-
man has pointed out, the administra-
tion continues to refuse to provide the 
committee with critical documents and 
information necessary to review the 
program. 

The congressional intelligence com-
mittees review highly sensitive classi-
fied intelligence programs every day. 
That is their job. The vast majority of 
those programs have never been pub-
licly disclosed. Yet the warrantless 
wiretapping program—which has been 
the subject of speeches, press con-
ferences and public testimony by ad-
ministration officials, making it the 
most widely examined, the most public 
program in NSA’s history—is the one 
program the administration still re-
fuses to explain fully to the congres-
sional intelligence committees. 

The vice chairman of the committee 
has described some of the materials 
that the administration has thus far 
refused to provide the committee— 
Presidential orders authorizing the 
program, legal reviews and opinions re-
lating to the program, and procedures 
and guidelines on the use of informa-
tion obtained through the program. All 
of these materials relate to the legal-
ity of the program. It is difficult to 
avoid the conclusion that the adminis-
tration has stonewalled the commit-
tee’s efforts to conduct oversight of 
this program not because the program 
is uniquely sensitive, but because it is 
illegal. 

While the Intelligence Committee 
has been unable to conduct oversight of 
the warrantless surveillance program, 
the Judiciary Committee, which this 
morning reported out a bill that seeks 
to legalize the program, has been de-
nied access to any information about 
the program. Attorney General 
Gonzales has provided testimony to the 
Judiciary Committee, but that testi-
mony has been limited to a careful rep-
etition of only what the President has 
already publicly acknowledged. As a 
result, the Judiciary Committee does 
not have access to information it need-
ed before it should even have begun 
considering legislation, including 
many of the legal documents denied 
the Intelligence Committee. The Judi-
ciary Committee was left to legislate 
in the dark, with many members blind-
ly seeking to legalize illegal behavior 
without even an understanding of 
whether those changes are actually 
necessary. 

And now, we face the prospect that 
the full Senate may consider legisla-
tion related to the program. It is bad 
enough to have a committee legislate 
in the dark. But having the entire Sen-
ate debate legislation when just a few 
Senators—those on the Intelligence 
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Committee—have any information at 
all on the subject of the legislation 
only makes things worse. 

In the rush to rubberstamp the ad-
ministration’s unconstitutional power 
grab, Congress could end up turning 
the legislative process on its head. As 
an institution, and as elected rep-
resentatives of the American people, it 
is our responsibility to make sure the 
President complies with the law. In-
stead, Republican leaders are rushing 
to make sure the law complies with the 
President. That is far from the ringing 
affirmation of the rule of law that we 
should expect from Congress in re-
sponse to the administration’s law- 
breaking. 

If Congress and the administration 
are going to take seriously their re-
spective responsibilities, four things 
must happen. First, the congressional 
intelligence committees must demand 
that the administration provide docu-
ments and information related to the 
warrantless surveillance program and 
insist on the same kind of thorough 
oversight to which other intelligence 
programs are subject. The National Se-
curity Act requires that the commit-
tees be kept fully and currently in-
formed of all intelligence programs. It 
is long past time for the administra-
tion to respect the spirit of that law. 

Second, the administration must pro-
vide the information the Judiciary 
Committee needs about the program so 
that it can reconsider the uninformed 
and dangerous legislation reported out 
this morning. That does not mean the 
Judiciary Committee has to see oper-
ational details about the program. It 
does mean it needs to understand the 
basics of the program and the adminis-
tration’s contemporaneous legal jus-
tifications throughout the duration of 
the program. Certainly, the Judiciary 
Committee should not even have begun 
to consider expanding FISA before it 
received an explanation from the ad-
ministration as to why it was unwill-
ing to comply with current law. The 
administration has never provided that 
explanation because, in my view, it 
cannot. From what I have seen as a 
member of the Intelligence Committee, 
the surveillance that the administra-
tion says is necessary to protect this 
country can be accommodated without 
violating FISA. 

We can listen in on terrorist suspects 
without surrendering the basic prin-
ciple of individualized warrants. We 
can be secure without having to accept 
unchecked executive power. We can ef-
fectively fight terrorism without sacri-
ficing the rights and freedoms that 
make this country the greatest beacon 
for individual liberty in the history of 
the world. 

The mere assertion by the President 
that FISA no longer applies cannot be 
the basis for eradicating 30 years of law 
and jurisprudence. Congress should de-
mand answers before deciding whether 
and how to amend FISA. 

This leads me to my third point— 
that the Judiciary Committee should 

carefully and thoroughly consider any 
specific proposals for improving the 
FISA law, closely examining whether 
they are justified. Despite the action 
this morning, we have not done that 
yet. Recent testimony by Generals 
Alexander and Hayden provided some 
possible suggestions as to ways that 
FISA might be modernized—the kinds 
of suggestions that should have been 
made years ago. Congress should en-
courage more such exchanges, and 
should consider major revisions to 
FISA only after it can fully assess the 
need for such legislation as well as its 
ultimate impact. By rushing to legiti-
mize and legalize domestic surveillance 
that does not comply with the FISA 
law, Congress only short-circuits this 
process. 

And fourth, regardless of current 
oversight and legislative efforts, the 
President needs to be held accountable 
for breaking the law. His domestic 
warrantless wiretapping program is il-
legal. The legal arguments put forward 
to justify the program are as dubious 
today as they were when they were 
made last December, particularly in 
light of the recent Supreme Court deci-
sion in Hamdan. The President’s fail-
ure to inform the full congressional in-
telligence committees about the pro-
gram for years was also illegal, and his 
subsequent decision to provide only 
limited information about the program 
to the intelligence committees at the 
least violates the spirit of the National 
Security Act. And the President con-
tinues, to this day, to mislead the 
country about terrorist surveillance 
and FISA. For these reasons, Congress 
should censure the President. The chal-
lenging and crucial work of defending 
our Nation against a determined 
enemy demands a return to the rule of 
law. We are stronger as a law-abiding 
country, not weaker. 

We should be working together to 
protect America. The President’s 
power grab has been a long and costly 
distraction. It has undermined a pre-
existing consensus about how to defend 
our country and its democratic tradi-
tions. It has resulted in a completely 
unnecessary stand-off between the ex-
ecutive branch and Congress. And it 
has resulted in an administration pub-
licly making the untenable argument 
that the laws passed by Congress can 
be ignored. 

None of this was inevitable. And it 
can all be resolved, if only we take a 
step back and remember the principles 
on which our system of government 
was based. The balance of powers en-
shrined in the Constitution and the 
freedoms contained in the Bill of 
Rights are not impediments to our na-
tional security. They are our strength. 
We can and must fight terrorism ag-
gressively without undermining the 
rule of law on which this country 
stands. 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

STAFF SERGEANT KENNETH JENKINS 

Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, I rise 
today in tribute to a brave young man 
from my home State of Arkansas. SSG 
Kenneth Jenkins was a loving son, a 
devoted husband, and a loyal friend. He 
was also an American hero, who ful-
filled his lifelong ambition of honor-
ably and courageously serving our na-
tion in uniform. In doing so, he was to 
make the ultimate sacrifice in the 
name of freedom. 

Those who knew him best tell of a 
special young man who always placed 
his friends and family above all else. 
Always dependable, he was the type of 
person who would give you the shirt off 
of his back if needed. It was this gen-
erosity and goodwill that endeared him 
to others. They were also the traits 
that allowed him to form new bonds 
quickly with everyone he met and with 
everyone he served. 

On July 1, 1999, Staff Sergeant Jen-
kins fulfilled his aspiration to serve 
our Nation in uniform by enlisting in 
the U.S. Army. Soon after completing 
his training, he was deployed for var-
ious missions around the world, which 
took him to such countries as Bosnia, 
Kosovo, Macedonia, and Cuba. 
Throughout his service, he was a sol-
dier’s soldier, grateful to serve and 
proud of his role in helping to defend 
the people and the country that he 
loved. It came as no surprise that Staff 
Sergeant Jenkins answered his Na-
tion’s call for duty in Operation Iraqi 
Freedom, completing a full tour of 
duty and returning for a second. 

In Iraq, he served with the 3rd Bat-
talion, 67th Armor Regiment of the 4th 
Infantry Division. Tragically, while 
conducting operations in Baghdad on 
August 12, his humvee came under at-
tack by enemy forces and sustained 
small arms fire. He later died from in-
juries sustained in that battle. He was 
scheduled to return home in November. 

Staff Sergeant Jenkins was laid to 
rest with full military honors in 
Killeen, TX. Posthumously, he was 
awarded a Bronze Star and a Purple 
Heart for his courageous service. A few 
miles away, his fellow soldiers held a 
separate memorial ceremony at Fort 
Hood in honor of Jenkins and the five 
other 4th Infantry Division soldiers 
who were killed in Iraq during the 
month of July. 

It is with a heavy heart that we 
mourn the loss of yet another brave 
soldier from Arkansas. While Kenneth 
Jenkins may no longer be with us, I 
pray that we may find some sense of 
solace knowing that his spirit will live 
on forever in the hearts of those whose 
lives he touched. The way he lived his 
life is truly an example for us all. My 
thoughts and prayers are with his wife 
Brandy Jenkins, his sister Stephanie 
Richard, his brother Mack Jenkins, his 
parents, and with all those who knew 
and loved this special young man. 
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