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legislation to ensure the equal division
of Iraqi oil revenues; drafting and im-
plementing legislation to reform the
de-Ba’athification process; imple-
menting a fair process for amending
the Iraqi Constitution to ensure minor-
ity rights are protected; and imple-
menting new rules to protect minority
rights in the Iraqi Parliament.

I support this Iraq resolution. It says
what the Iraq Study Group has already
told us: the problems in Iraq cannot be
solved by the U.S. military—they re-
quire a political solution by the Iraqis
and diplomatic engagement with Iraq’s
neighbors. It says Congress and the
American people will not only support
the troops but continue to protect
them as well.

I want to end this war, and the reso-
lution in this bill will do just that. Yet
in ending the war, it is my responsi-
bility as a Senator to ensure that our
troops are brought home not only
swiftly but safely. I will not vote to
end funding for the pay that supports
military spouses and children; body
armor and armored humvee’s our
troops need for survival; tourniquets
and surgical hospitals on the battle-
field; jet fuel for the airplanes that
take injured troops from Baghdad to
Germany and then home; or the med-
ical care they need when they get here.

In the last few weeks, we have all
been shocked and awed by the condi-
tions facing our wounded warriors. We
know that more than 22,000 Purple
Hearts have been awarded in Iraq. Yet
our troops are being twice wounded. We
know that acute care for our injured
troops has been astounding, with his-
toric rates of survival from even the
most brutal battlefield injuries. Yet
while we have saved their lives, we are
failing to give them their life back.
Outpatient care, facilities, social work,
case workers, disability benefits—the
whole system is dysfunctional.

I thank Senator INOUYE and Senator
BYRD for their leadership in providing
funding in this bill for military and
veterans’ health care. This supple-
mental includes an additional $20 mil-
lion to improve conditions at Walter
Reed Army Medical Center and an ad-
ditional $100 million for research and
treatment of traumatic brain injury,
posttraumatic stress disorder, and
other physical and mental trauma. It
also adds $454 million for veterans
health care, including $73 million for
new polytrauma facilities and services
and $100 million for mental health
treatment.

We know this is only a downpayment
for our troops and veterans. We need to
overhaul the disability benefits system
that is outdated and adversarial. We
need a better system for transitioning
our troops from active duty to the Vet-
erans Administration to ensure they
get the health care, job training, and
educational benefits they deserve. We
need to hear the recommendations of
the Dole-Shalala Commission on how
to fix the problems in our military and
veterans’ hospitals. And I look forward
to working with Senator MURRAY, Sen-
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ator LEVIN, and Senator INOUYE on a
comprehensive reform package that
will ensure our troops have the medical
care they will need for the rest of their
lives.

This supplemental supports our
troops, follows the will of the Amer-
ican people, and follows the advice of
the Iraq Study Group. It is time to
change our direction in Iraq and bring
our forces home. Let’s send in the dip-
lomats and bring our troops home safe-
ly and soon.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there now be a
period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to 10 minutes each.

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

———

SENATE CAMPAIGN DISCLOSURE
PARITY ACT

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, today the
Senate Rules Committee reported S.
223, the Senate Campaign Disclosure
Parity Act. I am a cosponsor of this
legislation, and I voted in favor of re-
porting the measure.

This bill would require Senate can-
didates to file election-related designa-
tions, statements, and reports in elec-
tronic form with the Secretary of the
Senate. It also would require that the
Secretary of the Senate forward a copy
of those filings to the Federal Election
Commission within 24 hours so that
they can be made available to the pub-
lic.

I note for the RECORD that the bill as
introduced and reported would require
that Senate candidates file directly
with the Secretary of the Senate, and
not the Federal Election Commission. I
support continuing this policy, and en-
suring that the Senate as an institu-
tion retains custody of these campaign-
related filings. According to testimony
before the Rules Committee last
month, the office of the Secretary of
the Senate is fully capable of imple-
menting this requirement and ensuring
that these documents are made avail-
able to the public expeditiously.

I support the efforts of the Rules
Committee on this matter

———

VOTE EXPLANATION

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
regret that I was unable to vote the
afternoon of March 27 on the confirma-
tion of the nomination of George H.
Wu, of California, to be United States
District Judge for the Central District
of California. I wish to address this
confirmation so that the people of the
great State of Kansas, who elected me
to serve them as U.S. Senator, may
know my position.

Regarding vote No. 115, I support the
confirmation of George H. Wu. My vote
would not have altered the outcome of
this confirmation.

S4039
NSL INSPECTOR GENERAL REPORT

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I wish
to speak today about the recent report
by the inspector general of the Depart-
ment of Justice on the FBI’s use of na-
tional security letters. According to
the inspector general’s testimony be-
fore the Judiciary Committee, there
was ‘‘widespread and serious misuse of
the FBI’s national security letter au-
thorities’’—misuse that violated stat-
utes, Attorney General guidelines, and
internal FBI policies. I was deeply con-
cerned by the findings in that report.
Unfortunately, I was not surprised.

The national security letter, or NSL,
authorities were dramatically ex-
panded by Sections 358 and 505 of the
PATRIOT Act. Unfortunately, in its
haste to pass this flawed legislation,
Congress essentially granted the FBI a
blank check to obtain some very sen-
sitive records about Americans, includ-
ing people not under any suspicion of
wrong doing, without judicial approval.
So it is not surprising that the inspec-
tor general identified serious problems
with the implementation of these
broad authorities. Congress gave the
FBI very few rules to follow. As a re-
sult, Congress shares some responsi-
bility for the apparently lax attitude
and in some cases serious misuse of
these potentially very intrusive au-
thorities by the FBI.

This inspector general report proves
that “‘trust us” doesn’t cut it when it
comes to the Government’s power to
obtain Americans’ sensitive business
records without a court order and with-
out any suspicion that they are tied to
terrorism or espionage. It was a grave
mistake for Congress to grant the Gov-
ernment broad authorities and just
keep its fingers crossed that they
wouldn’t be misused. We have the re-
sponsibility to put appropriate limits
on Government authorities—limits
that allow agents to actively pursue
criminals and terrorists but that also
protect the privacy of innocent Ameri-
cans.

But let me back up a few steps. What
are NSLs, and why are they such a con-
cern? I am going to spend a little time
on this because it is important. I be-
lieve there should be a legislative re-
sponse to this report, so I want my col-
leagues to understand what we are
dealing with here.

National security letters are issued
by the FBI to businesses to obtain cer-
tain types of records. So they are simi-
lar to the controversial section 215
business record orders but with one
very critical difference. While section
215 involves an application to the FISA
Court, the Government does not need
to get any court approval whatsoever
to issue NSLs. It doesn’t have to go to
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance
Court or any other court and make
even the most minimal showing. Under
the PATRIOT Act, the FBI can simply
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