
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 152, Pt. 810896 June 13, 2006 
be described by a quote taken from UMWA 
President, Cecil Roberts, ‘‘just another fox 
guarding the henhouse’’. 

MSHA is an agency that was developed to 
protect miners’ health and safety and not to 
promote the interests of coal companies. Our 
nation’s miners deserve an agency staffed 
with executives who would aggressively ad-
vocate miners’ health and safety. We oppose 
the nomination of Richard Stickler as As-
sistant Secretary of Labor for Mine Health 
and Safety. We assert that Mr. Stickler is 
not the right person for the job and urge you 
to oppose his nomination. Please do not 
allow the government to fail our nation’s 
coal miners as it failed our fallen miners at 
Sago. 

Thank you, 
DEBBIE HAMNER, 
SARA BAILEY. 

JUNE 11, 2006. 
DEAR SENATOR BYRD AND SENATOR ROCKE-

FELLER: I first would like to thank you for 
all the leadership and efforts you have put 
forth helping to get the Miner Act together 
and passed. I admire you for being so con-
cerned about our miners’ safety. These 
changes needed made due to the recent trag-
ic deaths of all our miners. I am the daugh-
ter of Fred G. Ware, Jr. He was one of the 
miners killed at the Sago Accident. I have 
been following closely to make sure changes 
are being made. 

However, I am writing this letter to ex-
press my concern of President Bush’s nomi-
nee for Assistant Secretary of MSHA: Rich-
ard Stickler. I know that he has background 
in mine management. My concern is that he 
will yet be another one worried about ‘‘com-
pliance’’ but not aggressive enough to en-
force the Mine Act. During his nomination 
hearing, Mr. Stickler didn’t even seem to 
recognize that there are any problems at 
MSHA or within the industry. 

Mr. Stickler seems to have a lack of aware-
ness of the current conditions of the coal in-
dustry. This lack of awareness bothers me 
due to the fact we have had so many deadly 
mining accidents since January 2, 2006. My 
father was taken away from me in one of 
these deadly accidents. Mr. Stickler offered 
no insights about what he would do if he 
were to become the head of MSHA. This is 
not the kind of leader we need for MSHA. We 
need a leader that will assure the health and 
safety of our miners by being aggressive and 
enforcing the Mine Act. 

Thirty years ago when the Mine Act was 
passed, Congress said that miners’ health 
and safety are supposed to be the top prior-
ities, and MSHA being responsible with pur-
suing that mission. Mr. Stickler said nothing 
at his confirmation hearing that suggests he 
would serve as an aggressive advocate for 
miners’ health and safety. Our miners de-
serve nothing less. I believe that Mr. Stick-
ler is not the right person for the job and 
thus urge you to oppose his nomination. 

I urge you to do this for all the miners’ 
health and safety. I know it is too late for 
my father and the other miners that have 
lost their lives this year but we can make it 
safe for all our current miners. Our miners 
deserve better leadership than someone who 
will not be aggressive and someone that 
doesn’t appear to recognize there is a prob-
lem with our mining industry. This has been 
one of the deadliest years in mining history. 
So, once again, I ask you to please oppose 
Mr. Stickler’s nomination. 

May God bless you all and your families. 
God bless our miners!!!!!! 

Sincerely, 
PEGGY WARE COHEN. 

JUNE 10, 2006. 
DEAR SENATORS: As you probably remem-

ber, our husbands were two of the 13 coal 
miners who were killed in the Jim Walters 
Mine No. 5 on September 23, 2001. Since then 
we have spoken out in favor of improving the 
health and safety of coal miners. To that 
end, we thank you for your vote in favor of 
the MINER Act. We hope it will prevent 
more needless deaths in the coal mine indus-
try and will save other coal mining families 
from the grief we have suffered. Of course, 
there is still a lot to do to further miners’ 
safety and health; we continue to serve as 
advocates for coal miners. 

Today we write to you to voice our serious 
reservations about President Bush’s nominee 
for Assistant Secretary of MSHA, Richard 
Stickler. Mr. Stickler has a background in 
mine management. From all that he has in-
dicated so far in connection with the con-
firmation process, he will be much more in-
clined to continue Mr. Lauriski’s focus on 
‘‘compliance’’ at the expense of Mine Act en-
forcement. In fact, when he had his hearing, 
which followed the terrible tragedies in West 
Virginia in January 2006, Mr. Stickler didn’t 
even recognize that there’s any problem at 
MSHA or within the industry. He had no ab-
solutely no new ideas about what should be 
done to make MSHA any better. In short, he 
showed no leadership at all. 

When Congress passed the Mine Act, it 
stated unequivocally that miners’ health and 
safety are supposed to be the top priorities. 
MSHA’s job should be to protect miners. Un-
fortunately, Mr. Stickler has said nothing to 
suggest he would serve as an aggressive ad-
vocate for miners’ health and safety. How-
ever, miners deserve nothing less. We believe 
that Mr. Stickler is not the right person for 
the job and thus urge you to oppose his nom-
ination. 

Thank you, 
FREDA SORAH, 

Debord, KY. 
WANDA BLEVINS, 

Tuscaloosa, AL. 

JUNE 10, 2006. 
DEAR SENATOR KENNEDY AND SENATOR 

ROCKEFELLER: First, thank you for your 
leadership and persistence in bringing the 
MINER Act to reality. We hope it will pre-
vent more needless deaths in the coal mine 
industry and will save other coal mining 
families from the grief we have suffered. Of 
course, there is still a lot to do to further 
miners’ safety and health. We will continue 
to serve as advocates for miners, as we have 
already traveled to speak on the subject. 

Our most immediate concern today is 
President Bush’s nominee for Assistant Sec-
retary of MSHA: Richard Stickler. Mr. 
Stickler comes out of a background in mine 
management. At first I thought this would 
be a good idea, but I fear he will be yet an-
other ‘‘fox’’ charged with minding the hen-
house. He will be more likely to pursue 
‘‘compliance’’ rather than aggressive en-
forcement of the Mine Act, though enforce-
ment is what’s needed now more than ever. 
We need someone to stand up for the mining 
community, not go along with what ever 
seems to please the companies. 

At his nomination hearing, Mr. Stickler 
failed to even recognize that there’s any 
problem at MSHA or within the industry. 
How will he be able to fix and improve some-
thing he thinks has no problems. This lack 
of awareness was startling because his hear-
ing was held on the heels of the deadliest 
season of coal mining in recent history. He 
offered no insights about what he would do if 

he were to become the head of MSHA, and he 
showed no signs of leadership. 

When it passed the Mine Act nearly 30 
years ago, Congress said that miners’ health 
and safety are supposed to be the top prior-
ities, and MSHA is charged with pursuing 
that mission. Mr. Stickler said nothing at 
his confirmation hearing that suggests he 
would serve as an aggressive advocate for 
miners’ health and safety. However, miners 
deserve nothing less. We believe that Mr. 
Stickler is not the right person for the job 
and thus urge you to oppose his nomination. 
Please help us get someone to stand up for us 
and many other miners and there families. 

Thank you very much for your time and I 
hope you consider my suggestion. 

Sincerely, 
AMBER DAWN HELMS. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate stands in recess until 3:30 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 2:34 p.m., 
recessed until 3:30 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. COLEMAN). 

f 

EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT FOR DE-
FENSE, THE GLOBAL WAR ON 
TERROR, AND HURRICANE RE-
COVERY, 2006—CONFERENCE RE-
PORT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the conference report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the dis-

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
4939) making emergency supplemental appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2006, and for other purposes, hav-
ing met, have agreed that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the same with an 
amendment, and the Senate agree to the 
same, signed by a majority of the conferees 
on the part of both Houses. 

(The conference report is printed in 
the House proceedings of the RECORD of 
June 8, 2006.) 

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

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

(The remarks of Mr. LAUTENBERG are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Morning Business.’’) 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I 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. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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