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I remember having lunch about 15 

months ago, in Washington on the 
other side of the Capitol, with Pales-
tinian President Abbas, along with 
some of our colleagues. He had been in 
office for 5 months. He was elected in 
January of last year. Over lunch, I 
asked: President Abbas, when do you 
think it would be an appropriate time 
for us, for this country, to put in the 
Middle East a high-level, full-time 
envoy, to work every day to implement 
the roadmap to peace? When would be 
a good time to do that? 

This was June of last year. He had 
been elected January 6 last year. I will 
never forget what he said to me. He 
said: Five months ago. 

I was convinced that day, convinced 
when I have gone to the Middle East, I 
am convinced today that we have let a 
great opportunity slip through our fin-
gers. One of the reasons the Taliban, 
al-Qaida or the other terrorist groups 
were able to recruit people to blow 
themselves up, to terrorize those coun-
tries and to try to kill the rest of us is 
because of their ability to point to the 
Middle East and say: Look at the 
Americans, they are only for the 
Israelis. They have no interest in the 
Palestinians having a homeland of 
their own. 

To the extent we could have brokered 
over the last couple of years and put 
the kind of energy, time, and invest-
ment into getting a negotiated settle-
ment in the Middle East, as we have 
put other kinds of investments in Iraq 
and in Afghanistan, both we and those 
countries and, I think, our people and 
other people would be better off, but we 
have missed that opportunity. My fear 
is we are missing it again today. The 
roadmap for peace has become in the 
Middle East, at least for now, a road-
map to war. 

Let me close by saying what is need-
ed in this capital, in this country, is 
leadership that fosters a cooperative 
spirit. That may be a tribal man’s hope 
over peace, triumph over reality as we 
approach an election 2 months out, but 
I believe that is what is needed—the 
kind of leadership that fosters a coop-
erative spirit. If we cannot get that 
leadership now before the election, my 
God, I hope we can find it when this 
election is over. I hope our President 
can give us that kind of leadership and 
work with those who are anxious and 
willing to truly make this country and 
the world a safer place during his 2 re-
maining years in office. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BURR). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

Mr. CORNYN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak for a minimum of 15 min-
utes in morning business. 

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

f 

CONFRONTING TERRORISM 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I was 

delighted to hear my friend and our 
colleague from Delaware speak a few 
moments ago. I like and admire him a 
great deal. I take him at his word when 
he says we ought to work more closely 
together in a bipartisan spirit to solve 
the Nation’s problems. 

While I have said how much I have 
admired and respected him, I disagree 
with him. That is what we are cer-
tainly at liberty to do in the Senate. I 
hope we do not degenerate into dis-
agreements being personal or that dis-
agreements, particularly when it 
comes to security matters, cast asper-
sions on one’s patriotism. 

I certainly do not doubt the patriot-
ism of those who disagree with our cur-
rent policy in the global war on terror, 
but there are some important reasons 
why their policies would lead us down 
a path—assuming they have a policy or 
a plan—dangerous to this country’s se-
curity. 

It is imperative for Members of the 
Senate, those who have been entrusted 
with this sacred responsibility to rep-
resent the American people, the people 
of my State of Texas, all 23 million, it 
is imperative to explain to the Amer-
ican people the threat that confronts 
our Nation today from a national secu-
rity perspective and the consequences 
of our failing to deal with that threat 
in a way that will be likely to accom-
plish peace and stability in troubled re-
gions of the world such as the Middle 
East. 

I fear the big disagreement between 
some of my colleagues and I on this 
issue has to do with a different percep-
tion of the threat and perhaps a dif-
ferent perception of what the con-
sequences would be for failing to deal 
with that threat, so I will talk about 
that for a moment. 

Contrary to what some of our col-
leagues have said, this threat that our 
Nation confronts is not limited to Iraq. 
It is not limited to Afghanistan. In-
deed, some have spoken about the need 
to bring our troops home from Iraq, as 
if, if we did so, all of our problems 
would go away and the threat with 
which our Nation is confronted would 
simply evaporate. That is simply wish-
ful thinking. 

Indeed, some have said this is not a 
war at all, this is more of a police ac-
tion; this is something that is cer-
tainly not like World War II, when we 
knew who the enemy was and we knew 
the threat, or at least after a while we 
finally learned what the threat was to 
civilization as we know it. 

This war is not limited to Iraq. So if 
we were to leave Iraq, the war would 

not be over but merely take place in a 
different location—unfortunately, 
right back in the United States. 

The threat is that of those who be-
lieve in an extreme version of one of 
the world’s great religions and who be-
lieve this extremism—some have called 
it Islamic fascism—this hijacking of 
one of the world’s great religions has 
justified in their minds the killing of 
innocent men, women, and children 
and the establishment ultimately of a 
theocratic or religious State. It does 
not respect individual rights. It does 
not respect the right to worship ac-
cording to the dictates of your own 
conscience. It certainly does not recog-
nize freedom of speech and freedom of 
expression and certainly does not rec-
ognize the rights of women as equal 
members of society. 

The important point I make is that 
some of our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle who doubt we are at 
war, who doubt the global nature of the 
war, and who say if we were merely to 
bring our troops home from Iraq the 
threat would evaporate, one of the mis-
takes they make is they fail to per-
ceive when this war started. 

If you were to ask, I bet many of 
them would say the war started on 
September 11, 2001. However, the war 
had long been raging against America 
before September 11, 2001; America had 
simply failed to realize it. One useful 
date for identifying when the start of 
this war began would be November 4, 
1979. That was the date that 66 Amer-
ican citizens were kidnapped and held 
hostage in the American embassy in 
Iran for a period of 444 days. Or you 
might say the war started in 1983, when 
241 marines were killed in the Marine 
barracks in Beirut, Lebanon, by 
Hezbollah—the same terrorist organi-
zation, a proxy of Iran through Syria, 
that recently rained down Katyusha 
rockets on northern Israel, this same 
terrorist organization that has killed 
more American citizens than any other 
in world history, save and except for 
al-Qaida. Or you could say the war 
started in 1993, when al-Qaida engi-
neered the bombing of the World Trade 
Center in a failed attempt to bring 
down that trade center, which they 
successfully accomplished 8 years 
later. 

You could say part of that war that 
started, perhaps as far back as 1979, 
continued when 17 American sailors 
were killed when the USS Cole was 
bombed. And yes, the date we focus on 
the most, that had the most dramatic 
impact on us right here at home, was 
September 11, 2001, the fifth anniver-
sary of which will be coming up in the 
next few days. 

But some people act as if September 
11, 2001, was the single and solitary 
event that defined this war of Islamic 
extremists who hate our way of life and 
simply want to eliminate it from the 
face of the Earth, along with our ally 
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in the Middle East, Israel. They do not 
connect the dots to what happened in 
Beslan, Russia, at that school; Bali; 
Madrid; London; Mumbai—places 
where individuals, driven by this ex-
tremist ideology, which says that men, 
women, and children are simply fair 
game in pursuit of their agenda—are 
driven with such hatred that they will 
make no distinctions between armed 
citizens, military, people who can de-
fend themselves or not—and, yes, these 
are the same individuals driven by the 
same ideology that recently rained 
down more than 2,000 rockets out of 
southern Lebanon into northern Israel. 
Hezbollah, supplied by Syria and Iran, 
delivered these very rockets. 

Some wonder why America is so de-
termined to make sure Iran does not 
get nuclear weapons. One reason why it 
is so critical we stop President 
Ahmadi-Nejad and his regime from get-
ting nuclear weapons is: Do you doubt 
for a minute that if Iran had nuclear 
weapons they could have supplied 
Hezbollah to carry out those attacks 
on Israel they would have withheld 
their hand, that they would have failed 
to use them? I have no doubt in my 
mind that, based on this war against 
the West and against America, and spe-
cifically that has been raging since 
1979, that if terrorist states, and those 
who support Islamic extremism, Is-
lamic fascism, if they had it within 
their power to supply biological, chem-
ical or nuclear weapons to terrorists in 
order to accomplish their goals, they 
would use them. 

That is the challenge we must meet. 
A few months ago, my wife and I vis-
ited the battlefield at Gettysburg, 
where 50,000 American casualties suf-
fered from wounds. Many died as a re-
sult of that great conflict so many 
years ago. I was reminded at the time 
that one of the greatest challenges 
Abraham Lincoln had at the time of 
that battle was convincing the Amer-
ican people that the desire to maintain 
the Union, the need to maintain the 
Union, justified continuation of war 
until it was successfully concluded. 

Our job, in some ways, is exactly the 
same today because there is no mili-
tary force on the face of the Earth that 
is more powerful than that of the U.S. 
military. We are simply the best, and 
no one else even comes close. The only 
way the U.S. military can be defeated 
is if they lose the support of the Amer-
ican people and we simply tell them to 
quit and to withdraw. 

I believe the consequences of our 
quitting and withdrawing or giving up 
in Iraq and in fighting this global war 
against Islamic extremism would be 
disastrous to the American people. 
Rather than celebrating the 5-year an-
niversary since September 11 with no 
other terrorist attacks actually suc-
cessfully occurring on American soil, I 
am sure the tale would be far different 
because we have chosen, through a 

number of different measures, that we 
have undertaken—whether it is passing 
the PATRIOT Act; whether it is 
through the use of a terrorist surveil-
lance program that intercepts inter-
national phone calls between terrorist 
organizations and their allies in the 
United States; whether it is rooting 
out terrorist financing networks, 
which take the money out of the net-
works that actually fund terrorist at-
tacks; whether it is the capture and in-
terrogation of unlawful enemy combat-
ants and getting good actual intel-
ligence from them in the Guantanamo 
Bay facility; whether it is the informa-
tion gathering, intelligence gathering 
and sharing we have done—all of these 
efforts since 9/11 have, I believe, con-
tributed, in large part, to America not 
suffering another terrorist attack on 
our own soil in the last 5 years. 

I also believe the fact we are fighting 
this radical ideology abroad in places 
such as Afghanistan and Iraq is part of 
the reason we are not fighting that 
battle right here at home. 

I believe we are in a time of choosing, 
certainly in a time of testing. But we 
simply have a choice whether we want 
safety or we are willing to live with the 
danger of terrorists able to strike at 
virtually any time they wish, whether 
we believe strongly enough in our 
American values of freedom or whether 
we are willing to cower under this 
threat and live under tyranny, whether 
we believe strongly enough that open, 
transparent societies and self-deter-
mination are important or whether we 
are willing to live in some sort of 
prisonlike lockdown. This is a time for 
testing our determination. And this is 
a time of choosing what kind of Amer-
ica we want. 

I know one of the most basic im-
pulses of every parent is to hope for a 
better life for their children and grand-
children than they themselves perhaps 
had. That is one of the reasons why 
parents have worked so hard and 
pushed their children so hard to 
achieve and be successful, so that they 
may enjoy the standard of living and 
the opportunities that living in the 
United States has to offer. 

I certainly know that was the reason 
my parents worked hard, that my fa-
ther flew B–17s in World War II and 
knocked out Hitler’s war machine be-
fore being captured as a prisoner of 
war. I believe the threat confronting 
our country and our way of life—in-
deed, the entire Western civilization— 
is equally as great as the threat faced 
by the ‘‘Greatest Generation,’’ people 
such as my mother and father. 

If we fail to point out to the Amer-
ican people what the threat is and give 
it a name and to let the American peo-
ple understand how the various con-
flicts in the Middle East and the ter-
rorist attacks that occur around the 
world are not disparate and isolated 
events but, rather, part of the threat of 

Islamic extremism that will endanger 
the next generation—which will change 
the very way of life of our children and 
grandchildren—unless we meet that 
threat, we will have failed to live up to 
our responsibilities. 

Some of our colleagues say we should 
merely leave Iraq, bring our troops 
home as soon as possible. There is no 
one who wants our troops home any 
faster than I do. But we have to do so 
based upon the ability of the Iraqis to 
provide their own security. That is why 
we continue to train hundreds of thou-
sands of Iraqi police officers and sol-
diers so they can provide that security. 
Sure, we could leave. We could leave 
today. But as General John Abizaid 
said, the head of Central Command: If 
we leave now, they will follow us here. 

If we were to leave before we had a 
reasonable opportunity for the Iraqi 
people to provide for their own security 
and provide for their own government 
and self-determination, what would 
that say about the sacrifices of so 
many who have given so much to lib-
erate the Iraqi people from a terrible 
dictator, to provide the people of Af-
ghanistan an opportunity to vote in 
free and fair elections for their own 
leaders? Would that have all been in 
vain? 

What would come of America’s word 
and our commitment, when we ask 
brave Iraqis to step forward and to vol-
unteer to serve in the police or in the 
army or to try to go about their life as 
much as possible by participating in 
free and fair elections, if we were to 
leave prematurely before they were 
able to provide for their own security, 
before they would be able to continue 
on the glidepath to self-determination 
and a better life? 

Does anybody have any doubt that 
the criminals, that the jihadists, that 
the sectarian violence would lay claim 
to those individuals, those brave indi-
viduals who have allied themselves 
with America in an attempt to provide 
a peaceful and democratic Iraq? 

What would it mean if we left imme-
diately? Well, I think it would mean 
that, like Afghanistan—which was the 
launching pad for al-Qaida, with a 
friendly government such as the 
Taliban—we would have another failed 
state where terrorists could plan, fi-
nance, train, and then export their ter-
rorist attacks to places such as the 
United States. 

Yes, I believe this is the test of our 
generation, just like my parents’ gen-
eration, the ‘‘Greatest Generation,’’ 
met their test in World War II. And for 
the sake of the next generation, and 
generations beyond, I pray we pass 
that test. 

Some have said, and our colleagues 
earlier today said: What do we want? 
We need to change. But they ask for 
change without any plan, without ar-
ticulating what they would do dif-
ferently, other than to criticize the 
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hard effort being undertaken by our 
men and women in uniform to bring 
about a peaceful and secure Iraq. 

They say we need a new direction, 
but they are unwilling to identify what 
direction we ought to go. They claim 
the President has politicized the war 
on terror. Well, I beg to differ. I believe 
this President has done what he be-
lieves is his duty by identifying the 
threat and confronting the threat and 
trying to make America a safer place. 
That is not politicizing the war on ter-
ror. That is telling the American peo-
ple what the facts are. 

Some have suggested we ought to sit 
down with the terrorists and talk to 
them. Well, I think we have seen what 
kind of threat this ideology breeds and 
why that is not an idea likely to be 
successful. 

Some have gone so far as to say what 
has happened in Iraq has not made us 
safer. But as I went down the various 
places where terrorists have hit since 
September 11 all around the world, is 
there any doubt, but for the efforts we 
have undertaken in this country, both 
here and abroad, and taking the fight 
on the offensive, that we would not be 
celebrating the fifth anniversary of 
September 11 without another terrorist 
attack but, rather, we would be look-
ing backward and saying, if we had 
only taken the threat more seriously, 
maybe we would have avoided that ter-
rorist attack which would have oc-
curred but for those acts? 

Some have said there have been a lot 
of mistakes in Iraq. Well, perhaps that 
is true. I am not sure of any war plan 
that survives the first shot. I know we 
are fighting an intelligent and adaptive 
and resourceful enemy who manipu-
lates the media, who has learned how 
to use the Internet to communicate, 
and who has attempted to attack our 
country and other countries time and 
time again. 

I hope over this next month, before 
we recess for the November election 
season, we are successful in identifying 
the nature of the threat that confronts 
our country, indeed, the free world, and 
we describe with clarity the con-
sequences of our failing to deal with it 
and that we demand that those who are 
critical of what we are doing in fight-
ing the global war on terror explain to 
us precisely: What would you do dif-
ferently and how do you believe that 
would make us safer. 

That is the debate I believe we owe 
the American people. That is the de-
bate I believe we owe the next genera-
tions that come after us. And that is 
the debate we owe those who have 
worked so hard over the last 200 years 
to make America the place it is today. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

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

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

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak in morn-
ing business until 2:20 p.m. 

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

f 

DEATH WITH DIGNITY ACT 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, after the 
Senate’s unfortunate debate about the 
tragic case of the late Terri Schiavo, I 
thought the Senate was unlikely to de-
bate this matter any time soon. Unfor-
tunately, it seems there may be an-
other discussion of this matter. In 
spite of the fact that the American 
people made it very clear that the Gov-
ernment ought to stay out of these 
tragic end-of-life matters, new legisla-
tion, S. 3788, has been introduced which 
would, in effect, throw Oregon’s Death 
with Dignity Act into the trash can. 

As a result of the introduction of this 
legislation and my concern that the 
last thing we need is more Government 
stepping into these very difficult end- 
of-life decisions, I am announcing this 
afternoon that I am placing a hold on 
S. 3788 which would overturn Oregon’s 
unique Death with Dignity Act and 
would, in my view, do great damage to 
the cause of pain management all 
across our country. 

In the past, the Senate has looked at 
this only in the context of what some 
describe as assisted suicide. Obviously, 
there are differences of opinion on this 
issue. The people in my State have 
been debating this for well over a dec-
ade and twice have made it clear that 
they believe these decisions ought to 
be left to the individual and to families 
trying to cope with these difficult cir-
cumstances. They have sent a strong 
message that death is an intensely per-
sonal and private matter and that the 
Government ought to leave our citizens 
alone. The Government ought not at-
tempt to override or preempt the indi-
vidual and family values, religious be-
liefs, and wishes. 

What has been debated in Oregon is 
not all that different from what was 
faced in the Senate when there was a 
discussion about the case of the late 
Terri Schiavo. I objected on the floor 
at that time to consideration of the 
original Schiavo legislation, which was 
an extraordinary overreach of Federal 
power, and today I put a hold on S. 3788 
which would overturn my State’s law. 

These are very difficult issues, and 
many of us are torn with respect to 
how to handle them. I, for example, op-
posed physician aid in dying both as an 
Oregon voter and as a Senator. When 
my State originally considered the 
Death with Dignity Act, I worried a 
great deal about the adequacy of the 
ballot measure safeguards to protect 

particularly the poor and the vulner-
able. Now we have 8 years of experience 
with this legislation and, thankfully, 
my fears with respect to how the vul-
nerable would fare under this legisla-
tion have not been realized, and the re-
alities are that the safeguards in the 
law have worked quite well in pre-
venting potential abuses. 

Had Oregon acted hastily or without 
thorough examination and debate, I 
might not be in a position to defend my 
State’s law. But no one can accuse my 
State of acting precipitously in approv-
ing this matter. We have endured sev-
eral ballot initiatives, court chal-
lenges, and, most recently, a challenge 
that was heard by the U.S. Supreme 
Court. Each time, the will of a major-
ity of Oregonians prevailed. It is that 
will of my State’s voters which S. 3788 
would overturn. 

During the 8 years the law has been 
in effect in my home State of Oregon, 
the opponents of the law have combed 
through the statute looking for poten-
tial pitfalls. The law still stands be-
cause the notion of opponents that 
there would be abuses and a stampede 
to Oregon have not been borne out. In 
fact, and this obviously could not ever 
be proved, my sense is that there are 
probably fewer assisted suicides in my 
home State, the only State with a stat-
ute, than there are in other parts of the 
country. That is because the real effect 
of Oregon’s Death with Dignity Act has 
been to generate a significant increase 
in the use of hospice and to generate a 
significant increase in the number of 
people who spend their last days at 
home with family dealing with these 
issues on their own. So we have not 
seen this tidal wave of assisted suicides 
in my home State, but what we have 
seen as a result of all of the focus on 
end-of-life care is a significant increase 
in folks spending their last days 
through the compassionate services of 
hospice programs and help with their 
families at home. 

The reality is there is no constitu-
tional issue at stake in this discussion 
with respect to State rights. Histori-
cally, defining medical practice has 
been a matter left to the States. What 
is so ironic is that some who come to 
the floor of the Senate to talk about 
State rights are essentially saying 
they only believe in State rights if 
they think the State is right. 

This is a matter which Oregonians 
have decided for themselves. It has his-
torically been an issue which has been 
left to the States. 

In my home State, there was a vig-
orous discussion around dinner tables 
and at the ballot box, and our State 
has spoken clearly with respect to 
where we stand on this difficult issue. 
I do not believe that a Senator from 
another State should seek to overturn 
another State’s law based on his per-
sonal beliefs. 

We are just a couple of months from 
Election Day in which local, State, and 
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