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understands what it is in the Depart-
ment of Justice and public service. He
has worked for both Democratic and
Republican administrations. He has
been recommended by both Democrats
and Republicans. He is not at all a par-
tisan. He is the person whom you would
want to have in the Department of Jus-
tice. And that is why Porter Goss said
he found Jim Cole to be ‘‘a brilliant
prosecutor and extraordinarily tal-
ented”’—quoting from the Republican
from Florida, who, along with the
Democrats, was very proud of the pro-
fessional work Jim Cole brought to a
very partisan battle in the House of
Representatives.

We should confirm this nominee. We
should at least vote on this nominee.
But to use this somewhat backward ap-
proach to deny a vote on the No. 2 per-
son in the Department of Justice is
just wrong.

I understand Senator SESSIONS is
saying there will hopefully be an agree-
ment before the end of this Congress.
But, quite frankly, this nominee came
out in July. It is not as if he came out
of the committee last week. He came
out in July. This is an important posi-
tion, and I think we have a responsi-
bility to vote up or down this impor-
tant part of the ability of the Depart-
ment of Justice to carry out its impor-
tant mission. So I am disappointed
that we had an objection heard on this
nominee. I would urge everyone to
make sure this nominee is voted on
prior to when we leave for this holiday
recess.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President,
the President and the Attorney Gen-
eral need a Deputy Attorney General
who can function, who has the con-
fidence of the Congress and the Amer-
ican people and will do an excellent,
first-rate job.

There are questions about this nomi-
nee. Every nominee who has been nom-
inated for the Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral or other positions in the Depart-
ment of Justice by President Bush was
not rubber stamped within a day or
two. Tim Flanigan, a highly competent
nominee, was opposed by Democratic
lawmakers aggressively after 9/11. The
President withdrew him from consider-
ation and then nominated someone
who was promptly confirmed. He did
not try to ram it down our throats.

Frankly, we have a problem of con-
fidence in the Department of Justice.
The Attorney General himself, perhaps
following the lead of the President, has
indicated on a number of different oc-
casions a lack of commitment to vig-
orous action to prosecute terrorists
who have attacked the country, and he
has taken other steps.

I would have liked to have seen a
Deputy Attorney General nominee who
was not in that mold but who was more
of a career prosecutor who would have
helped bring some balance and input
from a more traditional view of the
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role of the Attorney General as some-
one who prosecutes criminals, protects
the United States, defends law-abiding
Americans from terrorists and crimi-
nals who attack them. That was the
approach I took when I was attorney
general. I hired people who were proven
prosecutors. But Mr. Cole, for example,
right after 9/11, indicated his belief
that these attacks were not acts of war
but instead were criminal acts; he
wrote this in an article:

For all of the rhetoric about war, the Sep-
tember 11th attacks were criminal acts of
terrorism against the civilian population.

I do not agree with that. The Amer-
ican people do not agree with that.
Why does the President want to ap-
point somebody who thinks 9/11 was a
criminal act and not an act of war? I
think it is a big deal, so that is one of
the reasons we have raised it. Is he
going to bring some balance to Attor-
ney General Holder or are they going
to move even further left in their ap-
proach to these issues?

I would also note he was given a
highly paid position as an independent
monitor of AIG. This is the big insur-
ance company whose credit default
swaps and insurance dealings really
triggered this entire collapse of the
economic system. He was in the com-
pany at the time as a government mon-
itor, and he did not blow the whistle on
what was going on throughout this pe-
riod of time.

It is argued that he wasn’t precisely
there to monitor. Sue Reisinger of Cor-
porate Counsel wrote this about his
handling of that matter:

It is as though Cole were spackling cracks
in the compliance walls and never noticed
that AIG’s financial foundation was crum-
bling beneath his feet.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, would
the Senator yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. One more point.

Beatrice Edwards of the Government
Accountability Project criticized Cole
for failing to ‘‘detect an atmosphere
of . . . laissez-faire compliance of the
company.’”’ So he has been criticized for
a big, important role he had.

Those were just some of the concerns
held in committee. And I wish the
President had nominated somebody
like Larry Thompson, who was Depart-
ment Attorney General under Presi-
dent Bush, and whom everybody re-
spected and would have been confirmed
like a knife through hot butter.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, in a
way, the Senator is making my point.
If he has questions about Mr. Cole, let
him argue them, debate them, set a
time, and then vote yes or vote no.
Particular issues come up in the Sen-
ate, such as nominees, and Republicans
hold them up so they never come to a
vote. Then the Senators can take any
position they want to back home.

All T am saying is that we must vote
yes or no and not maybe. We have too
many issues in the Senate, whether it
is tax matters, don’t ask, don’t tell, or
nomination, where we continue to
delay a vote.
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I know the distinguished Senator
from Alabama has never hesitated to
vote yes or no in committee, and I
commend him on that. Many times we
agree, and a number of times we dis-
agree, but he states his position as a
yes or no. He and I have voted on this
issue in committee and stated a posi-
tion. I just hope everybody else can as
well.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I
thank the chairman of our committee.
He is doing what I would do if I were in
his place, in saying: Let’s give this
nominee an up-or-down vote and let’s
have a debate on it. Our leaders are
working on that, and perhaps that can
be accomplished. But it must be noted
that this is a nominee who has some
controversy.

I yield the floor.

————
RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 3:30 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:44 p.m.,
recessed until 3:30 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. FRANKEN).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

———

EXTENSION OF UNEMPLOYMENT
BENEFITS

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, the 111th
Congress is drawing to a close and fam-
ilies across the Nation are preparing
for the holiday season. In the Senate,
we still have many items on our agen-
da, bills we need to complete before we
adjourn. Many of these bills represent
the priorities of various Senators ad-
dressing issues that some have worked
on for this entire Congress, some for
several Congresses. Other bills are nec-
essary to prevent certain longstanding
policies from expiring, such as tax re-
lief for working families, and still oth-
ers are needed to avert cuts in key pro-
grams such as Medicare payments to
doctors and protecting rehabilitative
services for seniors.

In addition to marking the start of
the holiday season, this week also
brings a devastating reminder of the
economic disaster facing many fami-
lies. On Monday, action to extend un-
employment benefits to millions of
people was blocked in the Senate by
Republicans. Yesterday, those benefits
expired. The Republicans are telling us
we cannot consider any legislation
until we take up tax breaks for mil-
lionaires. On December 1, more than
800,000 Americans were left without
benefits and up to 2 million more will
soon follow by the end of the year, in-
cluding 48,000 Marylanders. There are
some in this body who may not recog-
nize the peril facing families whose
benefits are being cut off. Every day 1
hear from Marylanders who are asking
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