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recordkeeping statutes to both primary 
and secondary producers. 

Along with the act’s specific ref-
erence to the regulatory definition 
that existed at the time, this signaled 
Congress’s agreement with the Depart-
ment’s view that it already had the au-
thority to regulate secondary pro-
ducers. 

A Federal court in Colorado, how-
ever, recently enjoined the Department 
from enforcing the statute against sec-
ondary producers, a decision that con-
flicted with a DC court ruling on this 
point. 

Title V of the Adam Walsh Act will 
eliminate any doubt that the record-
keeping statute applies to both pri-
mary and secondary producers. It 
clearly expresses Congress’s agreement 
with the Department’s regulatory ap-
proach and gives the Department the 
tools to enforce the statute. 

I want to thank the American press 
corps for the attention it has given to 
this issue. News outlets have diligently 
raised the American public’s awareness 
of the grave threat posed by today’s 
sexual predators. And the press have 
followed the lead of John Walsh, host 
of ‘‘America’s Most Wanted.’’ He and 
his wife, Reve, have waited nearly 25 
years for the passage of this bill. 

Next Thursday, July 27, 2006, marks 
25 years since the abduction and mur-
der of their son Adam. And on that 25th 
anniversary, it is our hope the Presi-
dent will sign into law legislation that 
will help law enforcement do what 
John has been doing all along—hunt 
down predators and criminals. 

Ernie Allen, president of the Na-
tional Center for Missing and Exploited 
Children, along with Robbie Callaway, 
John Libonati, and Carolyn Atwell- 
Davis were also very prominent 
spokespeople for this legislation, and I 
want to personally thank them. 

The National Center for Missing and 
Exploited Children is one of the unsung 
heroes in the efforts to stop the abduc-
tion, exploitation, and murder of chil-
dren. Their staff works long hours, and 
their commitment to stopping child 
pornography and sexual assault against 
kids is hard to match. 

I am grateful that the Senate will 
soon act on this bill. In the preamble 
to our Nation’s great Constitution, we 
the people promise to establish justice, 
promote the general welfare, and pro-
vide for the common defense. There is 
no defense more sacred, nor welfare 
more precious, than those of our chil-
dren. 

Currently, we track library books in 
this country better than we do sex of-
fenders. With this measure, however, 
law enforcement will have the best 
means possible to protect our Nation’s 
most precious national resource: our 
children. 

Now, I appreciate the help of all of 
my colleagues. I certainly appreciate 
this time from the distinguished Sen-

ator from Oklahoma because I wanted 
to make this statement, and this was a 
good time to make it. I am grateful to 
him for providing the time. I yield 
back the remainder of my time and ask 
everybody in the Senate to vote for 
this bill. 

f 

VIOLENCE IN THE MIDDLE EAST 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
rise to speak about the situation in the 
Middle East. As we have seen, the mis-
siles are continuing to fly, the fighting 
continues, the situation gets volatile. 
This morning, another Hezbollah rock-
et attack—this time on Nazareth— 
caused the death of two more Israelis. 
So it is vitally important that we seri-
ously discuss this issue. 

Israel and its immediate neighbor 
Lebanon are in a state of peril that 
concerns the entire world. If I had one 
point to make this morning, it is this: 
President Bush is correct to fully sup-
port Israel in her effort to bring peace, 
to bring the soldiers home, to prevent 
missiles from flying on the northern 
fifth of Israel. 

Mr. President, 1.2 million people are 
living in shelters. That is a fifth of the 
entire population. Israel has an inher-
ent right as a sovereign nation not 
only to secure her borders but to de-
fend herself from outside attack. I am 
urging the President to continue to 
stand tall and give Israel the space she 
needs, the time she needs, to defend 
herself and make sure that these mis-
siles cannot continue to rain down 
upon her people at Hezbollah’s will. 

There is a great deal of pressure from 
the European community and from 
others that Israel should not be given 
the ability to defend herself. In short, 
if we were to prevent Israel from doing 
everything she could to stop these 
rockets from flying down on her peo-
ple, we would be back where we are 
now 3 months, 6 months, a year from 
now, in the same situation. 

So should there be peace and negotia-
tions? Yes. Might it be possible eventu-
ally to have an international force in 
southern Lebanon? Perhaps, although 
many of us who believe in Israel are 
worried about that force because in the 
past it has not stopped terrorist at-
tacks on Israel. But at the moment, we 
cannot allow the status quo to con-
tinue, where a militant terrorist orga-
nization, Hezbollah, has the ability to 
rain torture down on the northern part 
of Israel. 

Israel must be allowed to defend her-
self like any nation. Can you imagine if 
some group were operating in Canada 
and continued to fire missiles at Buf-
falo and Detroit and Minneapolis and 
Seattle? Would the rest of the world 
tell the U.S. ‘‘show restraint’’ even 
though every night a hundred missiles 
came down on the cities, even though 
millions of people might be living in 
shelters? Of course not. 

Every country has the right to de-
fend herself. Israel is no exception. I 
salute President Bush for under-
standing that and hope he continues on 
that course because any other course, 
any appeasement of Hezbollah, will 
lead to this same sorry situation re-
peating itself. 

Let’s be clear: The state of Israel is 
not an aggressor here. Israel has stated 
over and over again its desire to live in 
peace with the Arab world. It is Israel’s 
policy to allow a Palestinian state. 
And there are some in the Palestinian 
and Arab world who agree with it. But 
there are some who do not. 

Hezbollah believes Israel has no right 
to exist, not simply in the West Bank 
and Gaza but in Tel Aviv and Jeru-
salem and Ashdod and Ashkelon. And 
Hezbollah has said they will do all they 
can to eradicate the state of Israel. 
Hezbollah is the aggressor. 

I feel deeply for those who are in-
jured, both Israeli and Lebanese, both 
Jew and Arab. But the Lebanese Gov-
ernment also has an obligation here; 
that is, not to allow terrorists to oper-
ate on her soil. I was so pleased to see 
that Saudi Arabia and other countries 
in the Arab world understand that 
Hezbollah is the provocateur here. But 
the world must unite against ter-
rorism. The sad lesson we learn is that 
if terrorism is first directed at one 
country, it will inevitably spread, un-
less we have a strong, united world 
against terrorism. 

In this case, Israel is not the aggres-
sor. She is defending herself against an 
unlawful incursion into her borders by 
the terrorist organization Hezbollah. 
Hezbollah has rockets, and they shoot 
indiscriminately at civilians. Israel, on 
the other hand, in defending herself, 
goes out of her way and sacrifices the 
lives of her soldiers not to punish and 
hurt civilians. It is awfully difficult 
when people store missiles in their ga-
rages and in their homes. 

But all Israel asks for is the ability 
to defend herself. To create some moral 
equivalency between Israel’s response 
to these rocket attacks and the ter-
rorist attacks themselves is, in my 
opinion, immoral. What other country 
would allow it? Would Prime Minister 
Chirac stand for restraint if missiles 
rained from Switzerland to Lyon? 
Would President Putin ask for re-
straint? Why he asks for restraint 
against terrorists in the Middle East 
but asks for world support against ter-
rorists in Chechnya is beyond me. He 
seems to have a double standard. 

Would any country simply watch as 
dozens of its own citizens were killed, 
countless more injured, the whole na-
tion frantic with fear and uncertainty? 
No, of course not. Every nation would 
respond with strength and do every-
thing it could to eradicate the terror-
ists. And that is just what Israel is 
doing now. 

Prime Minister Olmert has publicly 
called for peace. He is right to do so. 
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Israel did not seek out this conflict and 
does not seek its continuance. But nei-
ther will nor should Israel back down 
and simply allow Hezbollah to continue 
its reign of terror over Israel and its 
citizens at any time of its choosing. 

So this is a sad situation. Lebanon’s 
entire population is paying the price 
for Hezbollah’s outrageous actions. The 
Prime Minister, Siniora, said in a 
statement: 

Lebanon cannot grow and develop if the 
government is the last to know and yet the 
first to pay the price. 

The great mistake was allowing 
Hezbollah into the government and 
then allowing them free reign in south-
ern Lebanon. It should not be a mis-
take that Lebanon repeats, and it 
should not be a mistake to which the 
world acquiesces. 

Lebanese Prime Minister Siniora has 
called for his government to assert 
‘‘sovereignty in all Lebanese terri-
tory.’’ I agree with this. You cannot 
have a terrorist separate nation living 
within your nation and then disclaim 
any responsibility and blame the coun-
try that is simply defending itself 
against terror. 

As I said, I welcome the stance of 
Saudi Arabia and Egypt and Jordan 
and Kuwait, which characterized 
Hezbollah’s actions as ‘‘unexpected, in-
appropriate and irresponsible.’’ This is 
a welcome stance, a new stance. But 
talk is cheap. We should hold the Arab 
League’s feet to the fire and pressure 
them to take concrete steps that will 
force Hezbollah to stop its attacks and 
return the captured soldiers. 

In short, our President is doing the 
right thing. Americans of all political 
philosophies and all parties back him 
in doing it. Our plea, Mr. President: 
Stay the course. Continue strong. Let 
Israel, who does not ask for United 
States troops or United States casual-
ties in any way—defend herself. All she 
needs is the support of the world to 
help her fight terrorism, a terrorism 
which could afflict any one of our na-
tions. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I 

think this may be the first time I have 
had occasion to stand on the floor and 
associate myself with the remarks of 
the distinguished Senator from New 
York. I appreciate his thoughtful re-
marks. 

PRESIDENT’S VETO OF H.R. 810 
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I just 

watched the President of the United 
States veto the bill that passed here 
yesterday by 63 votes, the bill to pro-
vide that our scientists in this country, 
under the guidance of the National In-
stitutes of Health, could conduct life-
saving research on embryonic stem 
cells, with strong ethical guidelines. 

I will mince no words about the 
President’s action and the words he 

used. I think this veto is a shameful 
display of cruelty and hypocrisy and 
ignorance. It is cruel because it denies 
hope to millions of Americans who suf-
fer from Parkinson’s, Alzheimer’s, 
ALS, juvenile diabetes, and spinal cord 
injuries. 

The best scientists in the world, 
overwhelmingly—including dozens of 
Nobel Prize winners, every director at 
the National Institutes of Health—say 
that embryonic stem cell research of-
fers enormous potential to ease human 
suffering. 

I think this veto displays some hy-
pocrisy. The President describes it as 
immoral, yet himself provided funding 
for it in 2001. How is it that for those 
stem cells derived before 9 p.m. August 
9, 2001, it is moral to do research on 
them, but it is immoral to do research 
on any stem cells after that? Please, 
explain that, Mr. President. 

Quite frankly, I think this is a 
shameful display of ignorance about 
what stem cell research is. His spokes-
man today, Mr. Snow, said we are not 
going to kill these embryos to provide 
life to someone else. What a shameful 
display of ignorance. These cells are 
not killed. They are kept alive. These 
stem cells are kept alive to grow tissue 
and heart muscle, nerve muscle, recon-
nect spinal cords. If you kill them, 
they cannot do that. What sheer igno-
rance was on display by Mr. Snow this 
morning when he said that. 

So, Mr. President, I will have more to 
say about this later. I only have a few 
minutes now. But I think what the 
President did is to condemn millions of 
Americans to suffering—needless suf-
fering—and to take away the hope so 
many people have that this research 
could ease their suffering. I think it 
was a shameful display. 

I congratulate the Senate which, in a 
bipartisan effort—63 votes—passed H.R. 
810 yesterday. Now the President has 
vetoed it. We cannot bring it up again 
this year. But I can assure you that 
this Senate will take it up next Janu-
ary. We will be back, Mr. President. We 
will be back, and we will have more 
Senators next year willing to stand 
up—willing to stand up—against igno-
rance and hypocrisy and cruelty, more 
Senators who will stand up for embry-
onic stem cell research and help those 
who are suffering in our society. We 
will be back next January, and we will 
pass it again. And if this President ve-
toes it again, we will override it. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I wish to 

respond to the Senator from Iowa very 
briefly. 

I voted with the majority. I think we 
ought to give the President of the 
United States credit for a firmly based, 
knowledgeable position on this issue. 
Reasonable people can disagree on this 
issue. I think the debate generally that 

we had was good for America, but I re-
spect the President’s right to carry out 
his responsibilities as he sees fit. An 
exercise of a veto is within the Presi-
dent’s authority. 

I disagree with the President on this 
issue, but I respect his views and I re-
spect his right to act as he feels is in 
the Nation’s interest. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO WINTHROP PAUL 
ROCKEFELLER 

Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague from West Vir-
ginia and my colleagues from Okla-
homa and Vermont for allowing us this 
opportunity. 

Today I rise to pay tribute to one of 
Arkansas’ great public servants, busi-
ness leaders, and philanthropists, our 
Lieutenant Governor, Winthrop Paul 
Rockefeller. Winthrop passed away 
quietly last Sunday after a period of 
illness. Words can hardly express the 
sense of loss we in Arkansas feel at the 
passing of Winthrop. 

Everyone has heard of the Rocke-
feller name, there is no doubt. It is re-
nowned the world over. Truth be told, 
Win could have used that name and the 
family fortune to do whatever he want-
ed or nothing at all. Many in similar 
circumstances have chosen to indulge 
themselves in personal excess. But not 
Win. He chose to live the life of a serv-
ant. 

He had a plaque placed at his home 
on Petit Jean Mountain in Arkansas 
that really sums up how he lived and 
what he believed. The plaque quoted 
Micah, chapter 6, verse 8: 

He has showed us, O man, what is good. 
And what does the Lord require of you? To 
act justly and to love mercy, and to walk 
humbly with thy God. 

All through his life, you see evidence 
of his desire to live out that Scripture. 
He was compassionate and thoughtful. 
He showed a strong love for his fellow 
man and a commitment to leaving this 
world a better place than he found it. 
Part of that commitment was ex-
pressed through his work at Little 
Rock-based Winrock International— 
one of the world’s leading incubators of 
economic progress for developing 
economies. 

His work there not only has had a 
profound impact on 107 nations spread 
across the globe but also has impacted 
Arkansas’ rural areas as well. I have 
worked closely with Winrock Inter-
national on many of those initiatives 
and have been proud to do so. 

His Winthrop Rockefeller Foundation 
has also helped enrich the quality of 
life for rural America, particularly in 
the area of home ownership in my 
home area; that is, the Mississippi 
Delta. 

He also strongly believed in devel-
oping the potential in our young peo-
ple. One of his favorite organizations 
was the Boy Scouts of America. He 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 13:27 May 03, 2017 Jkt 049102 PO 00000 Frm 00095 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\BR19JY06.DAT BR19JY06ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D


		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-03-05T23:43:39-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




