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SENATE—Monday, February 27, 2006 
The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. STEVENS). 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Abiding God, this is the day You cre-

ated, and we rejoice. Thank You for 
Your unspeakable gifts and wondrous 
love. Lead the Members of this body 
with Your truth. Help them to walk 
faithfully according to Your precepts. 
Keep them near You as You teach them 
the power of sacrifice. Prepare them 
for the testing of their faith, and keep 
them from being intimidated by the 
forces of evil. Keep them from strife 
and division, as You give them prudent 
speech and a desire for unity. 

Help us all to walk with obedience 
and living faith. And Lord, today we 
dedicate ourselves to You all over 
again. 

We pray in Your glorious Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING 
MAJORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
acting majority leader is recognized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
today we have returned from the Presi-
dents Day break to resume our debate 
on the PATRIOT Act. At 3 today, fol-
lowing our morning business period, we 
will return to consideration of S. 2271, 
the PATRIOT Act amendments bill. 
Tomorrow at 2:30, we will have a clo-
ture vote on the underlying bill. If clo-
ture is invoked, we will proceed to vote 
on passage of the bill at 10 a.m. on 
Wednesday. The 2:30 cloture vote on 
Tuesday will be the first vote of this 
week. 

There are a number of important 
conmittee meetings going on this 
week, including the discussion on lob-
bying reform. The majority leader has 
stated that it is his expectation to 
begin consideration of that reform leg-
islation next week. We will also have a 
joint meeting to hear an address from 
the Honorable Silvio Berlusconi, the 

Prime Minister of Italy. That address 
will be at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, and 
Senators should gather in the Chamber 
at 10:30. The Senate will proceed at 
10:40 to the Hall of the House of Rep-
resentatives for that address. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I see here 
two friends on the Republican side who 
wish to speak. Senator ALEXANDER 
wishes to speak, I understand, as soon 
as morning business is announced, and 
Senator WARNER. 

Mr. WARNER. If the Senator is ask-
ing, yes, I will take 7 or 8 minutes. 

Mr. REID. When morning business is 
announced, Senator WARNER will be 
recognized for up to 10 minutes and 
Senator ALEXANDER—for how long? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Five minutes. 
Mr. REID. And when they finish their 

statements, I ask that the Senator 
from New York be recognized after 
morning business is announced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. I thank the Chair. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, there is now a pe-
riod for the transaction of morning 
business up to 3 o’clock, with Senators 
permitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. Does that apply? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. The Democratic 
leader is simply arranging the order; is 
that correct? 

Mr. REID. That is right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-

out objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Virginia. 

f 

PORT SALE REVIEW 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, we 
awakened this morning with the news, 
confirmed, that major steps are going 
forward in connection with this very 
important issue of the ports. I use that 
generic term, ‘‘the ports,’’ because it 
relates to a transaction that has been 
thus far approved by the administra-
tion whereby a company, owned by the 
United Arab Emirates, will be engaging 
in terminal operations in a half dozen 
or so of our terminals here in the U.S., 

having acquired those assets from a 
British firm which has been conducting 
those operations for some time. 

I am very pleased that the leadership 
of the Senate—notably my distin-
guished majority leader, with whom I 
have been in conversation in the past 
72 hours—is taking a leadership role. I 
hope the other side shortly will speak 
to their role in bringing into focus the 
importance of this issue and facili-
tating the several committees of the 
Senate to have hearings, briefings, or 
otherwise acquire the facts. 

Last week, I believed it was impera-
tive that a certain amount of facts get 
into the public domain as quickly as 
possible. On short notice, I held a brief-
ing—in contrast to a full hearing—a 
briefing by the Senate Armed Services 
Committee and the principals, basi-
cally the Deputy Secretaries of the 
various departments and agencies 
which have the primary responsibility 
within the group of 12 of the organiza-
tion known as CFIUS, or the Com-
mittee for Foreign Investment in the 
United States. 

The manner in which the President, 
acting upon the recommendation of the 
CFIUS group, indicated that he and the 
administration approved of this trans-
action will be examined in the context 
of these committee hearings and also 
the intelligence that was a key factor 
because everyone is constantly con-
cerned about the security of this Na-
tion as it relates to the war on ter-
rorism and most specifically the port 
security situation. Very legitimate 
concerns, very legitimate arguments, 
very legitimate positions, in some 
ways, have been stated at all levels of 
our society. I believe it is important, 
before people become rigid in their 
thinking, that they at least possess all 
of the basic facts. 

My remarks today will not address 
the past. I am concentrating on look-
ing forward, as I have spent a great 
deal of time in the past week on this 
situation. This particular contract, 
this one commercial situation, is of 
importance to many parties and of im-
portance to this country, but it has 
ramifications across our global econ-
omy. Our Nation is daily dealing in a 
one-market economic market. Really 
it is a one-world market of diplomacy 
among the free nations as well. Indeed, 
it is a one-world market in terms of 
our individual and collective securi-
ties, particularly in the war on ter-
rorism. 

It has been fascinating to me, al-
though I have visited the UAE in times 
past, to focus once again on this piv-
otal and rapidly growing nation, a na-
tion of several emirates which have 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE2128 February 27, 2006 
drawn together, a nation which is be-
coming one of the major financial mar-
kets in the world and major investors 
in the world. 

According to the United States Trade 
Representative, the United States and 
UAE engaged in $4.6 billion worth of 
trade in 2003—and that figure has dou-
bled since then according to the Finan-
cial Times. More than 500 U.S. compa-
nies have regional headquarters in the 
Emirates. Oil and Gas are leading in-
dustries in the UAE, as the country 
holds approximately 8 percent of the 
world’s crude oil reserves and has the 
5th largest natural gas reserves. In ad-
dition, at the end of 2005 Emirates pur-
chased 42 Boeing 777 aircraft for ap-
proximately $9.7 billion. This rep-
resents some of the vast investments 
by UAE in America and American in-
vestment in the UAE. 

On Saturday afternoon I went to the 
Department of Defense. I went down to 
the Joint Staff, where I met with the 
key officers who are dealing with a va-
riety of issues relating to this and 
other matters to verify that over 500 
U.S. warships docked—and I use the 
word ‘‘docked’’ because they went right 
to the piers. Our sailors went off; oth-
ers came on to work with the ships. 
They didn’t anchor out in the harbor 
and send in the lighters and the other 
transportation. It is the only port in 
that region in which we can dock our 
major supercarriers. 

In addition, there are airfields that 
are supporting the ongoing operations 
we have in Afghanistan and Iraq. 

It is important to look at security 
concerns. I personally went down and 
received the briefings—I hope others 
do—on the intelligence assessment 
that went into the first review of 
CFIUS negotiations. The facts speak 
for themselves. Ambassador Negro-
ponte will be before the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, and I will propound 
questions on the procedures and his 
own assessment. Hopefully that can be 
put into the public domain. 

As we embark on this new voluntary 
45-day investigative period—and I have 
some association with the company in 
this. They asked to come to see me, 
having followed with great interest the 
hearings at my committee, over which 
I presided, in which I, in a very even-
handed way, I believe, we began to ad-
dress these issues. I spent several hours 
with them. They were going to file 
here, within the next few days, the key 
documents with the Treasury Depart-
ment which will trigger the 45-day 
time investigation. 

I believe our leadership should focus 
on that time period. It ends up on, ba-
sically, April 15, at the very time we 
proceed on another recess. They, the 
company, hope to conclude by May 1. I 
am sure the leadership of both sides, 
working with the administration, will 
try to find some way so Congress can 
stay abreast of the proceedings, rather 

than receive the entire record and deci-
sion making of CFIUS on the eve of 
going on another recess period. 

Also, we have to be extremely careful 
in this 45-day process because we will 
be setting precedents as to how our Na-
tion proceeds under the CFIUS process. 
We have to proceed with a certain 
amount of confidentiality because 
when other free enterprises come to in-
vest in the U.S., they will go before 
CFIUS for review. Thousands of these 
cases have been handled. We have been 
doing it since, roughly, 1988, and even 
going back before that under the De-
fense Production Act to the 1950s. 
While it is important that we know 
more of the facts; we have to do it in a 
way to preserve a certain degree of 
confidentiality in the business world. 
Otherwise, there could very well be a 
chilling effect on foreign investment in 
the U.S. We don’t want companies to 
say we can’t come to the United States 
because in the course of trying to do 
our business—which is a private trans-
action so often between two compa-
nies—our proprietary information 
could be compromised. 

This is going to pose a challenge. 

My last point—I am gravely con-
cerned about the image of America. I 
have checked into the press coverage of 
this in the Arab world, and I regret to 
say that it is extremely disturbing. We 
cannot, in the course of our responsible 
work in the Congress and the con-
tinuing responsible work of the admin-
istration, allow our actions to be 
viewed by others as being biased. Con-
gress must look at this not only as a 
business deal between two companies 
but also consider the global diplo-
matic, economic, and military security 
issues associated with this acquisition. 

It is imperative we not send a mixed 
message to—or impose a double stand-
ard on—our allies by expecting assist-
ance in the global war on terror and an 
open door policy toward investing in 
their country while sending a message 
that they are not welcome to invest in 
ours. We have to show that, yes, we are 
concerned about security, but in doing 
so and working through this process, 
we should not be perceived as treating 
elements of the Arab world and govern-
ments of the Arab world as second- 
class citizens. It is imperative that at 
the conclusion of this—however it 
comes out, and I am hopeful it will 
come out positively—the U.S. is viewed 
by the Arab world as a reliable working 
partner and that recognizes the impor-
tance, particularly in the war on ter-
rorism, of having the support of a num-
ber of Arab nations to protect our in-
terests and those of other nations in 
the free world. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Tennessee is recognized. 

CELL PHONE USE ON PLANES 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
thank the leadership for allowing me 
these few minutes. There are a number 
of grave issues facing our country. The 
Senator from Virginia has talked about 
the management of ports. The gov-
ernors from across America are meet-
ing here to talk about National Guard 
strength and about the rising costs of 
Medicare. We are all interested in 
those issues, but this issue I rise to 
speak about is one that threatens our 
national unity as much as any of those 
graver issues. 

Let me put it this way: Where is 
Dave Barry when we really need him? 
As he would say, what I am about to 
say to you, I am not making up. 

Apparently someone has discovered 
that it may not be true, as is now sug-
gested at the beginning of each airline 
flight, that using our cellular phones 
will cause our planes to plunge directly 
to the Earth. As a result, airlines and 
cell phone companies, as the presiding 
officer, who is chairman of the relevant 
committee, well knows, are encour-
aging the Federal Communications 
Commission and the Federal Aviation 
Administration to allow the approxi-
mately 2 million Americans who fly 
each day to talk on their cell phones 
while they are traveling. 

There are many issues facing our 
country, but as I say, I can’t think of 
one that threatens our national unity 
quite so much as this proposal to turn 
airplanes into cacophonous, steel- 
sheathed missiles of Babel rocketing 
through the skies. 

Imagine squeezing into your 17-inch 
middle seat between an oversized gen-
tleman shouting into his Blackberry 
and an undersized teenager yapping 
into her cell phone, while in front of 
you a foreign traveler orders dinner 
and across the aisle a saleswoman lec-
tures her child—all of them raising 
their voices to be heard. It would be 5 
hours of perfect hell from Dulles to Los 
Angeles—a rising, deafening chorus of 
‘‘Can you hear me now?’’ In multiple 
languages. 

I can promise you that this noisy 
symphony will cost the airlines money. 
To begin with, passengers will demand 
expensive headphones to drown out the 
noise. These headphones will be twice 
as expensive to replace when pas-
sengers begin wrapping them around 
the throats of the yapper in the next 
seat. Not to mention the added cost of 
the medical bills that will be the result 
of fistfights or the cost of emergency 
landings to remove brawling pas-
sengers. To prevent these airplane fist-
fights, the airlines would need to hire 
three times as many air marshals. And 
I cannot imagine how many they would 
have to hire for a long flight to Alaska. 

Stop and think for a moment about 
what we hear now in airport lobbies 
from those who wander aimlessly or 
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