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the Department of Defense has been 
working to develop rapid processes for 
manufacturing vaccines for a variety of 
biological threat agents in order to 
safeguard our troops in the battlefield. 

The most promising path so far to a 
speedy response for new vaccines is the 
use of plants to produce millions of 
vaccine doses in a matter of weeks at a 
very low cost, as compared to the 6- 
plus months for standard production 
processes that cost many times as 
much. 

So that funding is very valuable 
funding. I do not think most objective 
observers would consider that to be 
pork. It will help meet military needs 
by continuing the progress toward 
rapid, tailored vaccine production for 
new diseases for biological threats. 

Another one which was mentioned by 
my friend from Arizona was the money 
we added for a physical fitness center 
at the Malmstrom Air Force Base. 
Now, fitness is a military requirement. 
According to the Air Force, the exist-
ing fitness center at Malmstrom Air 
Force Base, which was built in 1957, so 
that is now over 50 years ago, ‘‘does not 
adequately satisfy personnel or infra-
structure demands.’’ The Air Force 
said in the absence of a new fitness 
center, ‘‘there will continue to be very 
few options to maintain physical fit-
ness during the winter months.’’ The 
project meets the criteria established 
for military construction projects more 
than a decade ago by Senators Glenn 
and MCCAIN. 

Those are just a couple of the items 
Senator MCCAIN mentioned. Another 
point the Senator from Arizona made 
is that the language relative to don’t 
ask, don’t tell does not give the De-
partment of Defense the opportunity to 
consider the impact of the change on 
morale and readiness, recruiting and 
retention of our troops. Here is what 
the language of our bill does. We were 
very careful in order to be sure there 
would be a certification that there 
would be no negative impact in terms 
of military readiness, military effec-
tiveness, unit cohesion, and recruiting 
and retention. 

We changed the language in the bill 
so it was not a direct repeal of don’t 
ask, don’t tell, but rather that that 
policy is going to stay in effect explic-
itly. This is in subsection C, that don’t 
ask, don’t tell shall remain in effect 
until such time that all of the require-
ments and certifications by subsection 
B are met. If these requirements and 
certifications are not met, section 654 
of title 10—that is the don’t ask, don’t 
tell policy—shall remain in effect. 

One of the certifications that is re-
quired before there is a change in pol-
icy says: 

The implementation of necessary policies 
and regulations pursuant to the discretion 
provided by the amendments made by sub-
section F— 

Here is the key language— 
is consistent with the standards of military 
readiness, military effectiveness, unit cohe-
sion, and recruiting and retention of the 
Armed Forces. 

This policy will stay in effect unless 
and until there is, No. 1, a report— 
which is underway now—which the 
Secretary of Defense is going to pro-
vide to the Congress relative to the im-
pact of the change in policy. But, sec-
ondly, the policy will stay in effect 
until the President transmits—that is 
unless and until—the President trans-
mits to the congressional defense com-
mittees a written certification signed 
by the President, Secretary of Defense, 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
stating, again, the standards of mili-
tary readiness, military effectiveness, 
unit cohesion, and recruiting and re-
tention of the Armed Forces are being 
met and would be met with a change in 
policy. 

Those are just two points the Sen-
ator from Arizona made that I wish to 
commend at this time. I believe there 
is going to be opportunity for further 
debate tomorrow something like an 
hour and a half in the morning, al-
though that is being worked on at this 
time. 

But further debate on this bill can be 
had by anybody who wishes to proceed 
to it. But I hope we can proceed to the 
consideration of this bill. This is a mo-
tion to proceed to consideration of the 
bill. All the rights of filibustering and 
extended debate will be preserved on 
the bill itself if we can only get to de-
bate the bill. Amendments will be 
available. Either amendments adding 
or amendments striking will be avail-
able. 

But we have to get to the bill. I 
mean, people are making arguments 
about the bill which belong at the time 
of the debate on the bill. But unless we 
can get to the point where we can de-
bate the bill, it is kind of a theoretical 
debate we are having—whether it is 
don’t ask, don’t tell, whether it is the 
DREAM Act, whether it is other things 
which people would either like to 
change that are in the bill or would 
like to add to the bill. 

As my good friend from Delaware 
who is presiding at the moment knows, 
there are provisions in this bill that I 
opposed in committee that I would like 
to see stricken from the bill. But to op-
pose debate on a bill because there are 
provisions in the bill that we do not 
like or we would like to see added, it 
seems to me, engages in an exercise 
which is not what the intent of the 
Senate ever was. We should debate 
bills. We should amend bills. We should 
offer amendments to strike provisions, 
to add provisions. But to deny the Sen-
ate the opportunity to get to the point 
where we are debating on the Defense 
authorization bill is something which 
seems to me totally unacceptable. 

We need to support our troops. This 
bill is a bill to support the men and 
women wearing the uniform of this 
country and their families. One can 
argue there are provisions in this bill 
which should not be in the bill. Fine. 
Debate them. Vote on them. But to say 
we should not get to the bill which con-
tains provisions so critical for the well 

being and success of our men and 
women in the Armed Forces, it seems 
to me, is totally inconsistent with 
what the Armed Services Committee 
and this Senate need to be about, 
which is providing for the defense and 
security of the country and the well 
being of the men and women who put 
on the uniform of this country. 

So I hope we will get cloture tomor-
row and proceed to the debate, which is 
totally appropriate, on a whole bunch 
of issues. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

TRIBUTE TO ALICE AND EDWARD 
PALMER 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Alice and Edward ‘‘Buzz’’ 
Palmer for their service and dedication 
to Chicago’s African-American commu-
nity. 

The Palmers have worked for many 
years in a variety of capacities to build 
a strong, involved, and educated Afri-
can-American community in the city 
of Chicago. 

Alice graduated from high school at 
the age of 16, and with the help of four 
jobs and a scholarship, she was able to 
attend Indiana University. When she 
graduated in 1965, she used her degree 
to help others. She became an educa-
tor. While she taught at Malcolm X 
College, Northwestern University, and 
the University of Illinois at Chicago, 
she also managed to continue her own 
education, earning a master’s degree 
from Roosevelt University and a Ph.D. 
from Northwestern. 

Alice realized that education ex-
tended outside of the classroom, and so 
did her work. She helped create voter 
education programs and founded the 
Metropolitan Chicago chapter of the 
YMCA’s youth and government pro-
gram. The YMCA program aims to in-
spire young people to civic engagement 
and create opportunities to interact 
with the political system through serv-
ice learning and model government. 

As a teacher, and later as a legis-
lator, Alice firmly believed that all 
students could learn. She made it her 
job to see that each student had that 
opportunity. She began a drop-out 
intervention program in the Chicago 
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