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to the national debt will be doing so in
a fiscally irresponsible way, and Re-
publicans who insist on passing it with-
out adding to the debt are being re-
sponsible.

The fact is, this debate is not about
unemployment insurance. There is no
debate in the Senate about whether we
should pass a bill. Everyone agrees we
should. This debate is about whether,
in extending those benefits, we should
add to the debt.

If Democrats were as concerned
about passing this bill as they say they
are, they would find a way to do it
without adding to the debt. After all,
there is no law that says we are re-
quired to exacerbate one crisis in an ef-
fort to alleviate another. Most Ameri-
cans I talk to think a $13 trillion debt
is one crisis we cannot afford to put off
any longer.

If Republicans have done anything
wrong in this debate, it was to under-
estimate how committed Democrats
are to spending money we do not have.
Given the choice to extend these bene-
fits without adding to the debt or al-
lowing them to expire, Democrats
chose the latter on five separate occa-
sions. They do not seem to appreciate
the fact that by adding to the national
debt, they are increasing the long-term
burden on everyone—the unemployed,
the employed and our children and
grandchildren who will have to pay for
it.

The President likes to point out that
Congress has added to the debt in years
past. What he does not mention is we
were not in the middle of a debt crisis
then. We were not being lectured by
the French about the need to cut back
on our spending. People were not riot-
ing in Greece. We did not have a Presi-
dent who came into office with a list of
legislative priorities that would double
the national debt in 5 years and triple
it in 10.

The President also says Republicans
are playing politics in this debate. But
by pointing the finger at Republicans,
he is attempting to deflect attention
not only from his own party’s unwill-
ingness to take the debt seriously, he
is attempting to deflect attention from
Democrats’ own fiscal recklessness and
its potential consequences for our fu-
ture.

None of us likes to see good people
struggling to find work. We all
empathize with the people the Presi-
dent highlighted yesterday at the
White House. But let’s not forget the
role this administration’s own policies
have played in all this.

If ever there was an indictment of
this administration’s economic agenda,
it was yesterday’s press conference.
The administration asked taxpayers to
foot the bill on a $1 trillion stimulus
that he claimed would create 4 million
jobs. A year and a half later, the Presi-
dent is standing with three chronically
unemployed Americans, some of the
victims of a 9.5-percent unemployment
rate, asking taxpayers for another $34
billion in deficit spending to continue
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paying their unemployment benefits. I
think most Americans see the connec-
tion here.

The President also tried to score po-
litical points yesterday by
mischaracterizing the debate over the
small business bill. Here is another bill
that both parties support. Yet the
President would have the American
people believe that somehow we are
trying to hold it up just because the
majority leader would rather move on
to some of his other legislative prior-
ities than have a vote on a couple of
amendments to this bill that would
help to create more jobs.

So either the President is mis-
informed about what has been going on
over here or he is deliberately
mischaracterizing the situation. The
fact is, the Senate is already on this
bill and both sides have offered im-
provements. If the President wants to
criticize someone for slowing it down,
he should point the finger at his own
party for repeatedly taking it off the
floor, which brings me to the supple-
mental war spending bill.

I will remind my colleagues the Sec-
retary of Defense has indicated that
failure to pass this bill before the Au-
gust recess could actually keep our sol-
diers and marines from getting paid, a
point he reiterated in a letter to the
majority leader, sent yesterday.

So what is the holdup?

Some Democrats in the House do not
want to pass this funding for our troops
unless the Senate agrees to tack on bil-
lions in unrelated domestic spending.
It is time for House Democrats to get
serious and stop holding our troops
hostage. Let’s strip this unrelated
funding and pass this war funding bill.

Yesterday, the Democratic chairman
of the House Armed Services Com-
mittee made it clear that he recognizes
the need for the Senate to pass the
troop funding bill quickly and get it to
the President’s desk.

Every Member of this Chamber
should unite behind this goal. The De-
fense Department finds itself in the
last weeks of the fiscal year with little
flexibility to meeting funding short-
falls of the operations and pay for our
forces in the field. That leaves it to us
to act, and I suggest we do so this
week.

I yield the floor.

———
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will now be in a period of morn-
ing business until 12:30 p.m., with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to 10 minutes each, with the time
equally divided and controlled between
the two leaders or their designees, with
the majority controlling the first 30
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minutes and the Republicans control-
ling the next 30 minutes.
The Senator from Illinois.

———

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, this
afternoon is a historic moment in the
history of this great Chamber. Our be-
loved and now departed Senator from
West Virginia, Robert C. Byrd, will be
succeeded in office with a temporary
appointment from West Virginia, and
we will swear in his successor at 2:15
this afternoon. A few minutes later,
the Senate will take up a historic
measure. It is a question of whether we
should provide unemployment benefits
to the millions of Americans who have
lost their job, through no fault of their
own, and are victims of this recession.

In my home State, 115,000 people
have fallen off the unemployment rolls
while we have debated whether to ex-
tend unemployment benefits. Across
America, 1.2 million Americans have
lost basic unemployment benefits.

What do these benefits mean to these
families out of work? Literally, bread
on the table; literally, whether the
lights go on when you flick the switch;
literally, whether they have a roof over
their heads.

This did not use to be a political
issue. We did not get involved in a par-
tisan debate about unemployment ben-
efits when it came to other Presidents.
But wunder this President, Barack
Obama, the Republicans have decided
to take a stand and the stand says this:
When it comes to people who are vic-
tims of this recession, we will not help
them unless we find some way to add a
new tax or cut some spending in other
areas.

That was never the standard before.
We viewed this as an economic emer-
gency, which we responded to, to get
America back on its feet.

Those who are involved in watching
our budget and our deficit and our
economy, such as Bob Bixby, the presi-
dent of the Concord Coalition, puts it
very clearly. Mr. Bixby says:

As a deficit hawk, I wouldn’t worry about
extending unemployment benefits. It is not
going to add to the long-term structural def-
icit, and it does address a serious need. I just
feel like unemployment benefits wandered
onto the wrong street corner at the wrong
time, and now they are getting mugged.

That is Bob Bixby of the Concord Co-
alition.

What about David Brooks? I respect
David Brooks, a conservative Repub-
lican writer but a thinker. Here is what
he says, in writing in the New York
Times last week about unemployment
benefits:

Well, there’s a few short-term things you
can do [about this economy]. First, extend
unemployment insurance; that’s a foolish
place to begin budget-balancing.

David Brooks knows what we all
know: a dollar handed to an unem-
ployed person is spent almost imme-
diately, recirculates through the econ-
omy, and creates $1.60 in economic ac-
tivity. It is the best way to create
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