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of democracy—that is, equality, oppor-
tunity, freedom and tolerance. We
must also remain vigilant and guard
against individuals and groups that
seek to marginalize and terrorize whole
groups of individuals. That is why, as I
have done many times before, I come
to the floor to urge my colleagues to
enact Federal hate crimes legislation
this year. We must pass this legislation
and send a message that crimes of in-
tolerance and hate are especially de-
plorable.

The Government’s first duty is to de-
fend its citizens and to defend them
against violence and harm associated
with intolerance and hate. I have intro-
duced legislation, the Matthew
Shepard Act, with my colleague Sen-
ator TED KENNEDY, to ensure that the
Government has all the resources nec-
essary to investigate and prosecute
hate-motivated crimes. The Matthew
Shepard Act would better equip the
Government to fulfill its most impor-
tant obligation of protecting all of its
citizens.

On this anniversary of the death of
James Byrd, let us renew our Nation’s
commitment to protecting all Ameri-
cans regardless of their sexual orienta-
tion, race, religion, national origin,
gender, disability, or color by passing
the Matthew Shepard Act.

PAKISTAN

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, dur-
ing the Senate recess at the end of last
month, I visited the central front in
our Nation’s fight against al-Qaida:
Pakistan. During my 4-day stay, I met
with a broad range of political officials
from numerous parties, including the
Pakistan People’s Party of former
Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto and the
PLM-N of former Prime Minister
Nawaz Sharif, as well as with President
Pervez Musharraf, Pakistani intel-
ligence officials, the ousted chief jus-
tice, and representatives of Pakistan’s
civil society. Outside of Islamabad, my
visit included a trip to Peshawar, in
the tumultuous Northwest Frontier
Province, where I met with local offi-
cials, and Kashmir, where the United
States has funded numerous successful
humanitarian and development pro-
grams in the wake of the devastating
2005 earthquake.

The breadth of this trip was commen-
surate with the critical importance of
Pakistan to our country’s national se-
curity. Despite recent claims by CIA
Director Michael Hayden that al-Qaida
is now on the defensive, including in its
safe haven in Pakistan, I traveled there
because it is out of that country that
we face our most serious national secu-
rity threat. As the intelligence commu-
nity has said again and again, the fight
against al-Qaida begins in Pakistan.
According to the State Department’s
2007 terrorism report which was re-
leased this past April, al-Qaida and as-
sociated networks remain the greatest
terrorist threat to the United States.
That threat emanates from the recon-
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stitution of some of al-Qaida’s pre-9/11
capabilities ‘‘through the exploitation
of Pakistan’s Federally Administered
Tribal Areas.” The report added that
instability in Pakistan, ‘‘coupled with
the Islamabad brokered cease-fire
agreement in effect for the first half of
2007 along the Pakistan-Afghanistan
frontier, appeared to have provided AQ
leadership greater mobility and ability
to conduct training and operational

planning, particularly that targeting
Western Europe and the TUnited
States.”

During my visit, I conducted exten-
sive discussions with Pakistani leaders
about ceasefire negotiations, in the
Federally Administered Tribal Areas,
FATA, as well as in the Swat region of
the NWFP. I remain skeptical about
those negotiations and am particularly
concerned that those in the FATA re-
gion will give al-Qaida room to plot
against our troops in Afghanistan and
our citizens here in the United States.
The new civilian-led Government in
Pakistan is seeking a different ap-
proach from that of President
Musharraf, and that is understand-
able—it has, in fact, been mandated by
the people of Pakistan, and it is high
time they have a responsive govern-
ment that heeds their call. A key part
of this new approach will require suc-
cess in reining in the military appa-
ratus, which has historically controlled
much of Pakistan’s foreign policy—
sometimes overtly with a military dic-
tator running the country and other
times more discreetly from behind a
screen of a civilian-led government.
But as Pakistan’s new Government
seeks to reconcile these complex, mul-
tilayered issues, it must not do so at
the expense of the grave threats ema-
nating from the border region. We
must address those threats head-on be-
cause what happens in the terrorist
safe haven of FATA is central to our
national security, and we cannot afford
to be distracted or complacent. To do
so would be to the detriment of our
safety and security as well as that of
our friends and allies.

At the same time, any long-term
counterterrorism strategy in the FATA

must include serious economic re-
forms, legal political party develop-
ment, and initiatives to integrate

FATA with the rest of Pakistan. This
will not be easy, but it is long overdue
and will help ensure we are using all
the tools at our disposal to fight al-
Qaida and associated terrorist threats.
The growing extremism and creation of
a terrorist safe haven in FATA has
emerged out of decades of political
marginalization and ensuing poverty.
In working closely with the FATA po-
litical agents and local law enforce-
ment, as well as the Government of
Pakistan, we need to help create sus-
tainable development strategies that
provide opportunities for engagement
while ensuring sufficient financial re-
sources are allocated to those in need
now and in the years to come.

This must include not only tradi-
tional development projects but insti-
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tution building and political engage-
ment in a region long deprived of such
opportunities. The people of the FATA
must have alternative livelihood op-
tions that help facilitate opposition to
terrorists and extremists.

At the same time, we must find
Osama Bin Laden and his senior lead-
ers, and we must work to neutralize
forces that plot or carry out attacks
against Americans. But that cannot be
our only goal. This fight runs much
deeper than a simple manhunt—if we
are serious about countering al-Qaida,
and preventing another Bin Laden from
emerging, we must shift our assistance
to be more aligned with the needs of
the local population and expand our de-
velopment assistance throughout a
country where poverty and anti-West-
ern sentiment are pervasive.

This administration’s policies toward
Pakistan have been highly damaging to
our long-term mnational security. By
embracing and relying on a single, un-
popular, antidemocratic leader—name-
ly, President Musharraf—President
Bush failed to develop a comprehensive
counterterrorism strategy that tran-
scends individuals. He also encouraged
Pakistanis to be skeptical about Amer-
ican intentions and principles. The re-
cent elections provide a window of op-
portunity as the people of Pakistan
soundly rejected President Musharraf’s
leadership in favor of political parties
that promised a new direction. Al-
though domestic politics remain frag-
ile, we have an opportunity to reverse
our history of neglect and mixed sig-
nals by expanding our relationships
and supporting fundamental demo-
cratic institutions instead of one
strong man—something the President
may still be reluctant to do. We must
do this so that our counterterrorism
partnership can withstand the ups and
downs of Pakistan’s domestic politics,
reflecting a more wide-ranging ap-
proach that does not ratchet up the al-
ready high levels of anti-American sen-
timent in that country.

Any enduring counterterrorism part-
nership must recognize that Pakistan,
despite the coups and military dicta-
torships that have marred its history,
has a democratic tradition, a vibrant
civil society, and a large and educated
middle class whose interests and values
frequently coincide with ours. By
working with those Pakistanis and
supporting their desire to promote de-
mocracy, human rights, and the rule of
law, we align ourselves with the mod-
erate forces that are critical to the
fight against extremism. Supporting
the Pakistani people as they seek to
strengthen democratic institutions is
not just an outgrowth of our values—it
is in our national security interests.
The counterterrorism efforts we need
from Islamabad must be serious and
sustained in a way that only demo-
cratic processes can ensure.

For these reasons, I have been deeply
disappointed by the Bush administra-
tion’s failure to condemn the illegal
dismissal of the chief justice of Paki-
stan and scores of other judges and its
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refusal to call for their reinstatement.
The ousting of the judges has become a
cause célébre for Pakistan’s civil soci-
ety. It prompted the creation of a
“Lawyers’ Movement’—a moderate,
democratic uprising that Americans
should embrace. During my time in
Pakistan, I visited with the chief jus-
tice and shortly thereafter called for
the judges to be reinstated because it is
a clear violation of the basic tenets of
the rule of law. I was asked whether I
had made such a call in support of a
particular political party and whether
I also sought the removal of President
Musharraf. I responded that those are
issues for the Pakistanis to determine,
and I continue to believe that is the
case. Indeed, while the political land-
scape in Pakistan remains turbulent
and fragile, I have no intention of med-
dling in domestic affairs. Nonetheless,
it is unacceptable for the United States
to sit back in the face of such fun-
damentally undemocratic actions. We
cannot be selective in the democratic
principles we support—that is not con-
sistent with our values, and it is short-
sighted in terms of our national secu-
rity.

Mr. President, the emergence of a
new civilian leadership in Pakistan
provides an opening for us to develop a
new approach—a new relationship—
that includes a sustainable, com-
prehensive counterterrorism partner-
ship. We must seize this opportunity
because, despite a great deal of anti-
American sentiment, in many areas
the Pakistanis are ready and willing to
work with us. This is not to say that
this process will be free from chal-
lenges—there are already serious hur-
dles that must be dealt with, including
negotiations in the FATA and NWFP,
both of which are cause for concern. In
the end, we must recognize that the
new leadership reflects a broad cross-
section of Pakistan, and by fully en-
gaging them, we can take an important
step toward defending our national se-
curity interests in the central front in
the fight against al-Qaida.

———

FREIGHT RAIL INDUSTRY

Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, I
rise today to address the impact the
freight rail industry has on reducing
our greenhouse gas emissions. Accord-
ing to a recent Department of Trans-
portation study, freight traffic is ex-
pected to increase 67 percent by 2020—
against a backdrop of concerns about
global climate change, the stringency
of clean air standards, increased traffic
congestion, high energy prices, and the
need for greater energy independence.
Freight rail is the most energy effi-
cient and environmentally friendly
mode of land transportation. Today,
freight rail can move a ton of freight
436 miles on a single gallon of diesel.
U.S. freight railroads have signifi-
cantly reduced their carbon intensity
and fuel efficiency. In 1980, 1 gallon of
diesel fuel moved 1 ton of freight by
rail an average of 235 miles. In 2007, the
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same amount of fuel moved 1 ton of
freight by rail an average of 436 miles
roughly equivalent to the distance
from Boston to Baltimore and an 80-
percent increase over 1980. Depending
upon the type of cargo being trans-
ported and the number of cars, a single
freight train is capable of being as pro-
ductive as 500 trucks.

I am pleased that CSX is working
with Ohio, Virginia, North Carolina,
West Virginia, and Pennsylvania on
the National Gateway. The National
Gateway is a plan to create a more effi-
cient rail route linking Mid-Atlantic
ports with midwestern markets, im-
proving the flow of rail traffic between
these regions by increasing the use of
double-stack trains. This public-pri-
vate partnership will upgrade tracks,
equipment and facilities, and provide
clearance allowing double-stack inter-
modal trains.

The National Gateway proposes pre-
paring three major rail corridors for
double-stack clearance: I-95 corridor
between North Carolina and Baltimore,
MD, via Washington, DC; I-70/I-76 cor-
ridor between Washington, DC, and
northwest Ohio via Pittsburgh, PA; and
Carolina corridor between Wilmington,
NC and Charlotte, NC. The result will
be thousands of new jobs, improved
railway reliability, and the diversion of
heavy trucks from crowded highways
leading to reduced emissions and high-
way maintenance costs and improved
road safety.

Since the I-70/I-76 corridor between
Washington, DC, and northwest Ohio is
a highly traveled route, it is well-lo-
cated to become an efficient link be-
tween the east coast and midwestern
markets. Expansion of rail infrastruc-
ture in Columbus, OH, and North Balti-
more, OH, will help alleviate some of
the freight congestion in the Chicago,
Cincinnati and Cleveland areas. The
National Gateway project would build
a new rail terminal in North Balti-
more, OH, and expand intermodal ca-
pacity in Columbus, creating thou-
sands of new jobs. I look forward to
working with the Virginia, North Caro-
lina, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania
delegations to make this partnership a
reality.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

TRIBUTE TO KELLY CONE AND
LISA SCHWARTZ

e Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, last
month, I was contacted by SFC John
Cone and CPT David Schwartz, both
forward deployed in Iraq at Tactical
Psychological Operations head-
quarters. For each of these soldiers,
this is their second deployment in sup-
port of the global war on terror. While
both of these soldiers are dedicated and
decorated servicemembers as well as
public servants serving as civilian law
enforcement officers at home, I want to
honor in the RECORD of the Senate
today their devoted and compassionate
spouses back home.
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Prior to their deployment in January
2008 with the 310th Tactical Psycho-
logical Operations Company, Detach-
ment 1620 at Fort Gillem, their
spouses, Kelly Cone and Lisa Schwartz,
established a family readiness group to
help support the deployed soldiers and
their families back home. While Mrs.
Cone and Mrs. Schwartz are both car-
ing and devoted mothers at home with
many other responsibilities, they took
it upon themselves to create a Web
page for their Family Readiness Group
and began conducting regular informa-
tion meetings and monthly ‘‘coffee
chat” sessions with the families and
spouses of the deployed soldiers.

These sessions not only kept the fam-
ilies inspired but also kept them in-
formed regarding the details sur-
rounding the deployment of their loved
ones. Attendance has been high and the
families receptive, each of the mem-
bers providing input and assistance as
needed. I was simply amazed to learn of
all of their efforts and accomplish-
ments in keeping the information
channels and support networks fully
functioning. For example, the Family
Readiness Group recently mobilized to
assist one of its members, a young
woman who had gone into labor, and
helped coordinate the redeployment of
her husband from Iraq.

These two determined spouses did
not stop with their Family Readiness
Group efforts alone and have set about
to aid in the establishment of a Family
Readiness Group for the remainder of
the 310th Company, set to deploy in the
summer of 2009. They will host a Fam-
ily Day in August to bring the new and
old members together.

Mrs. Cone and Mrs. Schwartz serve as
shining examples of today’s Army
spouses. Today’s military spouses un-
derstand and seek to support their
loved ones who have been called up and
deployed into harm’s way. It is my
hope that the efforts of Kelly Cone and
Lisa Schwartz will serve as a model for
other families with deployed Iloved
ones. It gives me a great deal of pleas-
ure and it is a privilege to recognize on
the Senate floor these dedicated and
loving spouses for their outstanding ef-
forts, patriotism, and selfless achieve-
ments.e

———————

CONGRATULATING ALAN F. HARRE
ON HIS RETIREMENT

e Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, today I
wish to extend my heartfelt congratu-
lations to Alan Harre on the occasion
of his retirement from the presidency
of Valparaiso University in Valparaiso,
IN.

I have known Alan for many years
and have greatly valued his insightful
guidance. He is a man of singular char-
acter and faith whose leadership has
been an important cornerstone for
Valparaiso University and the commu-
nity in which it resides since his ar-
rival there in 1988.

As the University’s 17th president,
Dr. Harre has overseen an exciting two
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