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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, July 28, 2008 
The House met at 11 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. CAPPS). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 28, 2008. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable LOIS CAPPS 
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Every good gift comes from You, 
Lord God, because You are goodness, 
itself. What appears to be evil or in-
vites fear is purely an absence of good-
ness. In this vacuum of Your goodness, 
foolish human behavior can result as 
we are drawn into its vortex. 

Bless this Congress with Your good-
ness, God our father and protector. 
Without You, nothing is holy or filled 
with human dignity; nothing has last-
ing value. In You is fullness. Therefore, 
help us to use wisely all Your blessings 
so we find the fullness of life both now 
and forever. 

Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

The SPEAKER 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 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, July 25, 2008. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, The Capitol, House of Representa-

tives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 

permission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
July 25, 2008, at 9:47 a.m.: 

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H.J. Res 93. 

Appointments: Election Assistance Board 
of Advisors 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

LORRAINE C. MILLER, 
Clerk of the House. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 1553. An act to amend the public 
health service act to advance medical re-
search and treatments into pediatric can-
cers, ensure patients and families have ac-
cess to information regarding pediatric can-
cers and current treatments for such can-
cers, establish a national childhood cancer 
registry, and promote public awareness of 
pediatric cancer. 

H.R. 3890. An act to impose sanctions on of-
ficials of the State Peace and Development 
Council in Burma, to amend the Burmese 
Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003 to ex-
empt humanitarian assistance from United 
States sanctions on Burma, to prohibit the 
importation of gemstones from Burma, or 
that originate in Burma, to promote a co-
ordinated international effort to restore ci-
vilian democratic rule to Burma, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 4841. An act to approve, ratify, and 
confirm the settlement agreement entered 
into to resolve claims by the Soboba Band of 
Luiseno Indians relating to alleged inter-
ferences with the water resources of the 
Tribe, to authorize and direct the Secretary 
of the Interior to execute and perform the 
Settlement Agreement and related waivers, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5501. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2009 through 2013 to pro-
vide assistance to foreign countries to com-
bat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 

S. 2565. An act to establish an awards 
mechanism to honor exceptional acts of 
bravery in the line of duty by Federal, State, 
and local law enforcement officers. 

S. 2766. An act to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to address certain dis-
charges incidental to the normal operation 
of a recreational vessel. 

S. 3298. An act to clarify the circumstances 
during which the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency and applicable 
States may require permits for discharges 
from certain vessels, and to require the Ad-
ministrator to conduct a study of discharges 
incidental to the normal operation of ves-
sels. 

f 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House reports that on July 25, 2008 she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills. 

H.R. 1553. To amend the Public Health 
Service Act to advance medical research and 
treatments into pediatric cancers, ensure pa-
tients and families have access to informa-
tion regarding pediatric cancers and current 
treatments for such cancers, establish a na-
tional childhood cancer registry, and pro-
mote public awareness of pediatric cancer. 

H.R. 3890. To amend the Burmese Freedom 
and Democracy Act of 2003 to impose import 
sanctions on Burmese gemstones, expand the 
number of individuals against whom the visa 
ban is applicable, expand the blocking of as-
sets and other prohibited activities, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 4841. To approve, ratify, and confirm 
the settlement agreement entered into to re-
solve claims by the Soboba Band of Luiseno 
Indians relating to alleged interferences 
with the water resources of the Tribe, to au-
thorize and direct the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to execute and perform the Settlement 
Agreement and related waivers, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 5501. To authorize appropriations for 
fiscal years 2009 through 2013 to provide as-
sistance to foreign countries to combat HIV/ 
AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 
until 10:30 a.m. tomorrow for morning- 
hour debate. 

There was no objection. 
Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 3 min-

utes a.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, July 29, 2008, at 10:30 a.m., for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
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7799. A letter from the Director, Regu-

latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Bacillus thuringiensis Cry 
1A.105 protein; Exemption from the Require-
ment of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2007-0346; 
FRL-8369-3] received July 10, 2008, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

7800. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Cyproconazole; Pesticide 
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0149; [FRL- 
8362-9]] received May 13, 2008, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

7801. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Illi-
nois; [EPA-R05-OAR-2006-0003; FRL-8578-5] 
received July 10, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

7802. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary-
land; Amendments to the Control of Volatile 
Organic Compound Emissions from Portable 
Fuel Containers [EPA-R03-OAR-2007-1000; 
FRL-8691-6] received July 10, 2008, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

7803. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Wyo-
ming; Revisions to New Source Review Rules 
[(EPA-R08-OAR-2007-0645); FRL-8692-1] re-
ceived July 10, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

7804. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Reasonably Avail-
able Control Technology for Oxides of Nitro-
gen for a Specific Source in the State of New 
Jersey; [Docket No.EPA-R02-OAR-2008-0004; 
FRL-8576-6] received July 10, 2008, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

7805. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Perchloroethylene 
Air Emission Standards for Dry Cleaning Fa-
cilities [EPA-HQ-OAR-2005-0155; FRL-8691-2] 
(RIN: 2060-AO52) received July 10, 2008, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

7806. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, Mojave Desert 
Air Quality Management District and Ven-
tura County Air Pollution Control District 
[EPA-R09-OAR-2007-1105; FRL-8580-3] re-
ceived July 10, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

7807. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Final Rule for Implementa-
tion of the New Source Review (NSR) Pro-
gram for Particulate Matter Less Than 2.5 

Micrometers (PM2.5) [EPA-HQ-OAR-2003- 
0062; FRL-8566-1] (RIN: 2060-AN86) received 
May 13, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

7808. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — LAND DISPOSAL RE-
STRICTIONS: Site-Specific Treatment Vari-
ance for P and U-Listed Hazardous Mixed 
Wastes Treated by Vacuum Thermal 
Desorption at the EnergySolutions’ Facility 
in Clive, Utah [EPA-HQ-RCRA-2007-0936 
[FRL-8565-9]] received May 13, 2008, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

7809. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Penn-
sylvania; Section 110(a)(1) 8-Hour Ozone 
Maintenance Plan and 2002 Base-Year Inven-
tory for the Wayne County Area [EPA-R03- 
OAR-2008-0097; FRL-8576-4] received June 3, 
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

7810. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Hazardous Waste Manage-
ment System: Identification and Listing of 
Hazardous Waste; Amendment to Hazardous 
Waste Code F019 [EPA-HQ-RCRA-2006-0984, 
FRL-8575-4] (RIN: 2050-AG15) received July 3, 
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

7811. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, Sacramento 
Metropolitan Air Quality Management Dis-
trict [EPA-R09-OAR-2008-0228; FRL-8567-4] re-
ceived June 3, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

7812. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans Florida; Prevention 
of Significant Deterioration [EPA-R04-OAR- 
2006-0130-200814; FRL-8684-4] received June 20, 
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

7813. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Exhaust Emission Stand-
ards for 2012 and Later Model Year Snowmo-
biles [EPA-HQ-OAR-2008-0124; FRL-8684-6] 
(RIN: 2060-A088) received June 20, 2008, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

7814. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Source 
Category: Gasoline Dispensing Facilities 
[EPA-HQ-OAR-2006-0406, FRL-8684-8] (RIN: 
2060-AM74) received June 20, 2008, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

7815. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Area 
Source Standards for Nine Metal Fabrication 
and Finishing Source Categories [EPA-HQ- 
OAR-2006-0306; FRL-8683-3] (RIN: 2060-AO27) 

received June 20, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. FILNER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 6225. a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, relating to equitable re-
lief with respect to a State or private em-
ployer, with amendments (Rept. 110–778). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: Committee 
on Homeland Security. H.R. 6193. A bill to re-
quire the Secretary of Homeland Security to 
develop and administer policies, procedures, 
and programs to promote the implementa-
tion of the Controlled Unclassified Informa-
tion Framework applicable to unclassified 
information that is homeland security infor-
mation, terrorism information, weapons of 
mass destruction information and other in-
formation within the scope of the informa-
tion sharing environment established under 
section 1016 of the Intelligence Reform and 
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (6 U.S.C. 
485), and for other purposes, with an amend-
ment (Rept. 110–779). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 6073. A bill to 
provide that Federal employees receiving 
their pay by electronic funds transfer shall 
be given the option of receiving their pay 
stubs electronically (Rept. 110–780). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 6113. A bill to 
amend title 44, United States Code, to re-
quire each agency to include a contact tele-
phone number in its collection of informa-
tion, with amendments (Rept. 110–781). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 6322. A bill to 
amend the District of Columbia School Re-
form Act of 1995 to permit the District of Co-
lumbia government to exercise authority 
over the Public Charter School Board in the 
same manner as the District government 
may exercise authority over other entities of 
the District government (Rept. 110–782). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California: Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. H.R. 1338. A 
bill to amend the Fair Labor Standards Act 
of 1938 to provide more effective remedies to 
victims of discrimination in the payment of 
wages on the basis of sex, and for other pur-
poses, with an amendment (Rept. 110–783). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

348. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, 
relative to House Concurrent Resolution No. 
63 urging and requesting that the Congress of 
the United States increase penalties for any 
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person who knowingly hires, or recruits or 
refers for a fee, for employment within this 
state, an individual who is not authorized to 
work in the United States, or who knowingly 
continues to employ an unauthorized alien; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

349. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 52 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States to take 
such actions as are necessary to establish a 
minimum sound level standard for all new 
automobiles sold in the United States to en-
sure the safety of the blind and other pedes-
trians; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

350. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 281 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
reauthorize the DNA Backlog Program; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

351. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 178 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States to take 
such actions as are necessary to direct the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency to 
review its recovery policies and programs 
and prepare a report and outline on the so-
cial and economic issues involved in the im-
plementation of the rules and regulations of 
the National Flood Insurance Program, as 
that implementation affects the rebuilding 
efforts in all coastal Louisiana communities 
impacted by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

352. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Louisiana, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 178 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
take such actions as are necessary to im-
prove, modernize, and enhance drainage 
along the Jefferson Parish and Oelans Parish 
line; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

353. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Louisiana, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 148 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
take such actions as are necessary to recog-
nize the need for support of the spouses of 
deceased veterans and the need for housing 
for homeless veterans; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

354. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 177 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States to extend 
the Gulf Opportunity Zone Act of 2005 bonus 
depreciation benefit to all parishes in the 
Gulf Opportunity Zone; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

355. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 117 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
provide a federal extension of unemployment 
benefits for those unemployed workers in the 
State of Michigan; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

356. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of California, relative to Senate 
Joint Resolution No. 23 urging the Congress 
of the United States to reauthorize and fund 
the Federal Secure Rural Schools and Com-
munity Self-Determination Act of 2000; 
jointly to the Committees on Agriculture 
and Natural Resources. 

357. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Arizona, relative to House Con-
current Memorial No. 2003 urging the Con-
gress of the United States to use as guiding 
principles the sovereignty of the United 
States and the best interest of the citizens of 
the United States on matters relating to the 
adoption of treaties and agreements with 
foreign governments and organizations of 
foreign governments; jointly to the Commit-
tees on Foreign Affairs and Ways and Means. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 333: Mr. LAMPSON, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
HODES, and Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

H.R. 1589: Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 2842: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 5032: Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 5840: Mr. CAPUANO and Mr. MORAN of 

Virginia. 
H.R. 5951: Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 6163: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 6274: Mr. SALI. 
H.R. 6490: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. KELLER. 
H.R. 6520: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 6566: Mr. LUCAS, Mr. TURNER, and Mr. 

GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H. Res. 888: Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. BARTLETT 

of Maryland, Mr. EHLERS, and Mr. SMITH of 
Texas. 

H. Res. 1329: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. 
H. Res. 1332: Mr. THOMPSON of California 

and Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H. Res. 1361: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. 

SMITH of New Jersey. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

299. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the Commercial Development Board of the 
City of Chickasaw, Alabama, relative to a 
Resolution supporting Northrup Grumman 
and its efforts to build the KC-30 Tanker; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

300. Also, a petition of the Proposition One 
Committee, relative to requesting support 
for H.R. 1826, the ‘‘Nuclear Disarmament and 
Economic Conversion Act of 2007’’; jointly to 
the Committees on Armed Services and For-
eign Affairs. 
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SENATE—Monday, July 28, 2008 
The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable JIM 
WEBB, a Senator from the Common-
wealth of Virginia. 

PRAYER 

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

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, You have plans for us 

and power to make them happen. Give 
the Members of this body a knowledge 
of Your will for our Nation and world. 
Remind them that they serve a public 
trust, beyond personal gain or glory. 
May they see that no nation lives for 
itself alone but is responsible to You 
for peace, and for the well-being of all 
of Your children. We pray in Your sa-
cred Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JIM WEBB 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 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, July 28, 2008. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JIM WEBB, a Senator 
from the Commonwealth of Virginia, to per-
form the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. WEBB thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, there will 
be an hour for debate equally divided 
and controlled by the two leaders or 
their designees. Senators should be pre-
pared for two rollcall votes to begin 
around 4 p.m. The first vote will be a 

live quorum and the second vote will be 
on the motion to invoke cloture on the 
motion to proceed to S. 3297, a bill to 
advance America’s priorities. 

f 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST— 
S. 3268 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
considers S. 3268, the bill be considered 
in the following manner: there be 3 
hours of general debate on the bill, 
equally divided and controlled between 
the leaders or their designees; that the 
only first-degree amendments in order 
be those listed in this agreement and 
that second-degree amendments which 
are relevant to the first degree to 
which offered be in order; provided fur-
ther that if the managers and leaders 
acting jointly determine that a side- 
by-side amendment strategy is the ap-
propriate manner to address the 
amendments in order, then in lieu of a 
second degree a side-by-side amend-
ment would be in order, with the ma-
jority side getting the first vote if that 
were the case; that debate time on any 
amendment, first or second degree, in 
this agreement be limited to 2 hours 
equally divided and controlled in the 
usual form; that each amendment, first 
and second-degree, be subject to an af-
firmative 60-vote threshold; that if it 
achieves that threshold, then it be 
agreed to and the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table, but if it does 
not achieve the affirmative 60 votes, 
then the amendment be withdrawn; the 
Republican amendments would be off-
shore drilling, an oil shale amendment, 
nuclear energy, and then there is a 
package of—I think there are 42 co-
sponsors in a package they have relat-
ing to energy; the Democratic amend-
ments: We would have four amend-
ments on the subject of energy; that 
upon disposition of all amendments, 
the bill be read a third time, and the 
Senate vote on passage of the bill, as 
amended, if amended, with no inter-
vening action or debate. 

Mr. President, before the distin-
guished Republican leader decides what 
to do on this, basically this is on the 
energy package to set this up where 
there would be, as indicated here, four 
amendments on each side. Ours could 
either be second degrees or, if we want-
ed a side by side, we could do that. 
There would be, as has been the stand-
ard around here on issues such as this, 
a 60-vote threshold. This would take 
care of issues that we understand are 
important to the minority: offshore 
drilling, oil shale exploration, nuclear 
energy, and the omnibus package that 
they put together. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

The Republican leader is recognized. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, re-

serving the right to object, let me say 
to my good friend, the majority leader, 
I think we are getting very close to 
being able to reach an agreement to go 
forward. This is a significant step in 
the direction I had hoped we might 
take. 

I ask my good friend, I have a leader-
ship meeting in an hour or so. I wish to 
consult with my leadership team about 
the proposal he has offered. But I 
think—— 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I withdraw 
the consent request and will renew it 
at a later time. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, let 
me say, I am very encouraged by this 
development. I thank my good friend 
for his offer, and I should be able to get 
back to him within a couple of hours or 
less, after having a chance to talk 
about it with my team. I thank him 
very much. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the other 
consent I was going to ask is consent 
that S. 3268—that is the Energy bill 
that is before us now, the speculation 
bill—remain the pending business, not-
withstanding the adoption of a motion 
to proceed to a nonprivileged item; 
namely, it would be the Coburn pack-
age. The reason that is important is, if 
we do that now—we have a vote at 4 
o’clock or 4:20, whatever the case 
might be—I wanted to make sure that 
one of the arguments used against that 
going forward, which is that energy 
would not remain as the pending busi-
ness, that this agreement would take 
care of that. So if people want to object 
to proceeding on the matter we now 
have before us, that we are going to be 
voting on in a short period of time, if 
they want to use the excuse it is going 
to take us off energy, this consent 
agreement would not do that. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, as I under-
stand it, this consent, if entered, would 
have the effect of moving us off of en-
ergy, and it is my view, and I think 
close to the unanimous view of my con-
ference, that we ought to stay on this 
energy speculation bill, as it might be 
amended, and proceed to amendments 
such as we have in good faith discussed 
here a few moments ago. So I at this 
time would object to this. 

Mr. REID. I say to my friend, this 
does not take us off energy. But any-
way, the objection has been heard. So I 
thank the Chair. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The objection is heard. 
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ADVANCING AMERICA’S 

PRIORITIES ACT 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, there is a 

woman who lives in Sparks, NV. Her 
name is Kathie Barrett. She is married 
and has two children. Sparks is a sub-
urb of Reno, NV. When you are there, 
you cannot tell whether you are in 
Sparks or Reno. The demarcation be-
tween the two over the years has be-
come insignificant. You cannot tell 
most of the time whether you are in 
Reno or Sparks. 

Kathie, after taking several years off 
to raise her children, went back to 
work as a librarian’s assistant. Six 
years ago, Kathie was diagnosed with 
ALS, Lou Gehrig’s disease. Of course, 
she was declared unable to continue to 
work. 

Her breathing capacity is extremely 
limited and getting worse every day, 
but in spite of tremendous muscle loss 
and coordination in her neck and back, 
she and her husband Martin traveled to 
Washington, DC, from Sparks to ask 
Congress to pass the ALS Registry Act. 

She is one of 5,600 Americans who are 
newly diagnosed every year with this 
fatal disease, Lou Gehrig’s disease. 
There is no cure for the disease, and 
the one FDA-approved drug works for 
only 20 percent of the patients, and 
even then it merely extends life for a 
few months. 

Lou Gehrig’s disease has proven par-
ticularly hard for scientists and doc-
tors to research, much less cure. One 
reason is that there is a problem: There 
is no centralized place where the data 
on this disease is collected. Research-
ers have only a patchwork of informa-
tion to work with. 

I introduced the ALS Registry Act 
last year to create a database at the 
Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention to centralize research and in-
formation on Lou Gehrig’s disease. 
This legislation would not guarantee a 
cure for Kathie and thousands of other 
Americans who suffer, but for the first 
time it would give them hope for new 
treatment and the prospect of a cure. 

I was happy to see the House of Rep-
resentatives embrace my legislation by 
an overwhelming vote of 411 to 3—411 
to 3. When the ALS Registry Act 
reached the Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions Committee here in the 
Senate, it passed unanimously. It 
seemed at the time this worthy initia-
tive was headed toward swift passage. 
Yet one Republican Senator prevented 
it from passing. Kathie Barrett con-
tinues to wait for Congress to act. Tens 
of thousands of others continue to suf-
fer, as doctors and scientists are unable 
to gather and access the information 
that could help them. 

The same Republican Senator who 
continued to hold up passage of the 
ALS Registry Act has, unfortunately, 
done the same for dozens of other wor-
thy and overwhelmingly bipartisan 
bills. A few of these bills include, in 

this package alone, the Emmitt Till 
Unsolved Crimes bill. Emmitt Till’s 
brother was here testifying about the 
importance of this legislation within 
the past week or so. This bill would 
help heal old wounds and provide the 
Department of Justice and the FBI 
tools needed to effectively investigate 
and prosecute unsolved civil rights era 
murders, and there are lots of them. 

Another one of the bills is the run-
away and homeless youth bill, which 
would provide grants for health care, 
education, and workforce programs, 
and housing programs for runaways 
and homeless youth, which is essential. 
We need that passed. 

Another one of the bills is the com-
bating child exploitation bill, which 
would provide grants to train law en-
forcement to use technology to track 
individuals who trade in child pornog-
raphy and establish an Internet Crimes 
Against Children Task Force. 

Another one of the bills is the Chris-
topher and Dana Reeve Paralysis Act, 
which would enhance cooperation in re-
search, rehabilitation, and quality of 
life for people who suffer from paral-
ysis. 

We tried to pass each of these bills 
separately, but we have had to face ap-
proximately 90 filibusters in the last 18 
months. Each one of these filibusters 
takes about—if you put them together, 
it takes over a week. So we have been 
unable to do these one at a time. 

Our efforts to pass these bills sepa-
rately have been stalled by the objec-
tion of one Senator. All Senators 
should refuse to let that senseless ob-
jection be the last word on these im-
portant measures. 

We have packaged these and other 
bills in the Advancing America’s Prior-
ities Act, to give the Senate the chance 
to overcome this senseless obstructing 
of our Nation’s business. 

Not a single one of the 35 bills in this 
package that has been packaged into 
one are partisan, nor are they con-
troversial. 

These bills have been passed by the 
House of Representatives overwhelm-
ingly and their respective Senate com-
mittees with overwhelming support 
from Democrats and from Republicans. 

The prime Republican obstructor to 
these bills asserts that he opposes 
them because they cost too much. That 
argument reflects an intentional 
mischaracterization of the legislative 
process. This is an authorization bill, 
not an appropriations bill. For those 
uninitiated in the ways of Congress, an 
authorization bill does not create 1 
penny of spending. The Senator pre-
venting this legislation from passing 
knows this, but he continues this fa-
cade. Spending decisions are made 
through an entirely separate budget 
and appropriations process. The appro-
priations process is when our limited 
Federal resources are divided. If Re-
publicans or this Senator want to 

argue against any of these programs 
during the appropriations process, they 
have every right to do that. 

In fact, the appropriations process af-
fords them three separate opportuni-
ties: in the subcommittee, the full 
committee, and the Senate floor. 

All these authorization bills do is 
move these initiatives forward in the 
legislative process. It allows them to 
be considered for the appropriations 
process. If we do not authorize them 
now, they will not be eligible for con-
sideration during the appropriations 
process. Voting against them now 
would deny Congress the opportunity 
to fund any of them. 

So do I hope that most, if not all, of 
these initiatives will be funded during 
the appropriations process? Absolutely. 

I no longer am a member of the Ap-
propriations Committee. I had been for 
25 years or so, but I am not now be-
cause of my other responsibilities. So I 
hope they are all funded, but that is a 
different arm. I don’t make that deci-
sion. 

Congress must always be watchful 
and prudent with the taxpayers’ dol-
lars, and the person objecting to these 
is no more prudent than any of the 
other 99 Senators regarding the tax-
payers’ dollar. 

I am as alarmed as anyone that 
President Bush and his Republican al-
lies in Congress have allowed the na-
tional debt to increase by over $3 tril-
lion over the last 71⁄2 years. I am as 
alarmed as anyone that we continue to 
spend $5,000 a second in Iraq, funding a 
$12 billion war every month with bor-
rowed money, putting it on credit—a 
big credit card—and sending the bill to 
our children and our grandchildren. I 
am as alarmed as anyone to hear this 
morning that there will be a record 
budget deficit in 2009 of about half a 
trillion dollars. The fiscal irrespon-
sibility of this administration will be 
President Bush’s legacy. 

However, this package of bills, in-
cluding the ALS registry I have talked 
about, helping runaways and homeless 
children, providing the Justice Depart-
ment with tools to fight unresolved 
crimes, and cracking down on child 
pornography—these are all priorities, 
and priorities of all of us, Democrats 
and Republicans. We should all em-
brace these priorities. They will not 
add a single penny to the Bush budget 
deficit. 

You don’t have to take my word for 
it. The independent Congressional 
Budget Office, which is not partisan, 
has reviewed the Advancing America’s 
Priorities Act and reports this: 

Those authorizations do not cause changes 
in Federal spending or revenues. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
statement—in fact, it is a letter from 
the Congressional Budget Office, signed 
by Peter Orszag, who is the Director, 
copies of which were sent to two mem-
bers of the committee, one to Chair-
man CONRAD and one to JUDD GREGG. I 
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ask unanimous consent to have this 
letter printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 

Washington, DC, July 25, 2008. 
Hon. HARRY REID, 
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. LEADER: The Congressional 
Budget Office has reviewed S. 3297, a bill to 
advance America’s priorities, as introduced 
on July 22, 2008. The bill includes numerous 
provisions that would affect health care, 
criminal statutes, laws to protect wildlife 
and the environment, international aid pro-
grams, efforts to promote commerce, ocean 
research, and other government programs. 

Most of the bill’s provisions would specifi-
cally or implicitly authorize increased ap-
propriations for purposes specified in the 
bill. By themselves—that is, in the absence 
of subsequent legislation—those authoriza-
tions do not cause changes in federal spend-
ing or revenues. 

Although CBO has not completed a com-
prehensive review of S. 3297, we have pre-
viously prepared cost estimates for numer-
ous pieces of legislation that are similar or 
identical to most of the major provisions in 
this bill. Based on those previous estimates 
and on a preliminary review of S. 3297, CBO 
estimates that, in total, the bill would au-
thorize the appropriation of approximately 
$10 billion over the 2009–2013 period. CBO es-
timates that, if those sums are appropriated 
in future legislation, implementing the bill 
would cost about $8 billion over the 2009–2013 
period. 

Some provisions of S. 3297 would establish 
new federal crimes. Because those pros-
ecuted and convicted under S. 3297 could be 
subject to criminal fines, the Federal Gov-
ernment might collect additional fines if the 
legislation is enacted. Criminal fines are re-
corded as revenues, then deposited in the 
Crime Victims Fund, and later spent. CBO 
expects that any additional revenues and di-
rect spending would not be significant be-
cause of the relatively small number of cases 
affected. 

S. 3297 contains no intergovernmental 
mandates as defined in the Unfunded Man-
dates Reform Act (UMRA). The bill would 
impose a private-sector mandate on certain 
entities that handle nonhuman primates, but 
CBO expects that the cost of the mandate 
would fall well below the annual threshold 
established in UMRA for private-sector man-
dates ($136 million in 2008, adjusted for infla-
tion). 

If you wish any further details, we will be 
pleased to provide them. The CBO staff con-
tact is Kim Cawley. 

Sincerely, 
PETER R. ORSZAG, 

Director. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this is an 
indisputable fact. Any efforts to por-
tray this legislation as a spending 
bill—much less a reckless spending 
bill—are indisputably false. 

We have been down this road before. 
Earlier this year, the same Republican 
Senator who is the leading obstructor 
of these bills did the same thing for a 
package of lands bills. We acted in 
good faith and negotiated a set of 
amendments with him so that his con-
cerns would receive full and fair con-

sideration on the Senate floor. Those 
familiar with our negotiations would 
surely agree that we offered him a far 
more generous arrangement for amend-
ments than many Democrats or Repub-
licans would have thought his objec-
tions merited. But after spending con-
siderable time negotiating in good 
faith, it became clear this Senator was 
not serious about reaching an agree-
ment. Then, like now, we tried to pass 
the more than 60 initiatives in the 
lands package as stand-alone legisla-
tion. Those efforts were obstructed by 
the Republican side. After months of 
delay, we finally voted on the lands 
package. This package passed the Sen-
ate by a vote of 91 to 4. Every one of 
them is now law. The American people 
are benefiting from each one of them. 

Some Republican Senators take an-
other approach to explain their ob-
struction to this legislation. They say 
it is an effort to preserve minority 
rights. 

Democrats have been more than will-
ing to open debate on amendments, 
even on legislation such as this where 
we are baffled by Republican opposi-
tion. If the Republican Senator or Sen-
ators who are blocking this legislation 
are serious about having concerns 
heard on the floor, they should offer an 
opportunity to do that—they are cer-
tainly entitled to it—but it is clear 
that the ultimate goal is to make po-
litical points at the expense of millions 
of Americans who would be assisted by 
these very important pieces of legisla-
tion. Republican Senators have acted 
within their rights to block and delay 
action, but simply being within their 
rights does not make it right. 

Some Republicans make one final 
spurious argument for opposing this 
legislation: that it takes us off the en-
ergy legislation. 

As we learned a few minutes ago, I 
offered unanimous consent that we 
would stay on the Energy bill and that 
this would not set it aside. If we 
worked on this, we would be right back 
on Energy. Democrats have tried again 
and again to legislate on energy prices. 
We have introduced proposals that 
would lower gas prices in the short 
term while addressing the root cause of 
the problem in the long term. We have 
even offered Republicans exactly what 
they claim to want: votes on drilling, 
oil shale, nuclear energy, and their en-
tire package. 

In Congressional Daily today, this 
appeared on the back page. It says: 

Cheaper, faster, safer options exist to solve 
the oil crisis. Don’t buy Big Oil’s lie. 

Then it has a picture of a big oil rig 
out in the middle of the ocean. It says: 

Drilling for oil in America’s precious nat-
ural areas will NOT lower gas prices. But Big 
Oil’s profits will skyrocket even higher. 

The U.S. Department of Energy’s truth: 
The Energy Information Administration 
says offshore or Arctic Refuge oil won’t flow 
for ten years and prices won’t be affected 
until at least 2027. 

This is from President’s Bush’s De-
partment of Energy. 

The impact on price? ‘‘Insignificant.’’ 
The U.S. Department of the Interior’s 

truth: The number of drilling permits on fed-
eral lands doubled in the last five years 
while the price of gas almost tripled. More 
drilling does not lower prices. 

The U.S. House Committee on Natural 
Resources’s truth: Oil and gas companies 
hold leases to millions of acres of Federal 
land and waters. These leases are producing 
no oil. 

Legendary oil man T. Boone Pickens’s 
truth— 

And this is a direct quote— 
I’ve been an oil man all my life, but this is 

one emergency we can’t drill our way out of. 

He said that about a month ago. 
The plain truth: While the American public 

struggles to pay record-breaking gas prices, 
big oil companies rake in record-breaking 
profits. 

The U.S. holds 2 percent of all the oil re-
serves, but consumes 25 percent of the 
world’s oil. We can’t drill our way to energy 
independence. Energy efficiency, renewables, 
and technological advances are the cheaper, 
faster, safer way to meet America’s energy 
needs, while reducing the threat of global 
warming. 

Tell them you don’t buy Big Oil’s lie and 
they shouldn’t either. 

This has been paid for by a number of 
organizations. Some are strictly envi-
ronmental. Some of them are con-
cerned about other things. Ocean Con-
servancy helped pay for this. League of 
Conservation Voters, Friends of the 
Earth, National Audubon Society, Si-
erra Club, Defenders of Wildlife, Pacific 
Environment, Waterkeeper Alliance, 
Gulf Coast Environmental Defense, 
Ocean Protection Coalition. 

So we have even offered the Repub-
licans exactly what they claim to 
want—votes on drilling, oil shale, and 
nuclear power—and they have said no 
to this point. Hopefully, they will say 
yes. They have said no. So if the Amer-
ican people are wondering why Con-
gress has not passed legislation on gas 
prices, it is because Republicans refuse 
to take yes for an answer. 

Democrats will continue to propose 
ideas to address the energy crisis. Un-
like our Republican colleagues, we are 
offering solutions. Democrats await 
the day that Republicans tire of end-
lessly talking about the energy crisis 
and decide it is time to join us in actu-
ally getting something done. Any Re-
publican effort to confuse the debate 
on this package of bills with the debate 
over energy is disingenuous. 

So I hope we will see this unfortu-
nate obstruction end the way the lands 
package ended in April: After a delay 
and Republican political gamesman-
ship and unnecessary headaches, the 
legislation passed 91 to 4. 

Everyone should understand our leg-
islative days are very limited. Last 
week, the Republicans killed for the 
year LIHEAP legislation. I don’t know 
what we are going to do to help those 
senior citizens, disabled, and low-in-
come people come these cold winter 
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months. We also have these 34 bills 
packaged together today that we will 
not be able to pass. We will have to 
wait until we get a new Congress and a 
new President. It would be wrong and 
unconscionable to defer the hope of 
many people—the hope of Kathie Bar-
rett from Sparks, NV, and all of those 
who suffer from Lou Gehrig’s disease— 
any longer. For them—for the victims 
of unresolved civil rights-era crimes, 
for homeless children, for victims of 
child pornography, and for the 30 other 
meritorious bills sponsored by Demo-
crats and Republicans—it is time to 
put aside the delay, put aside the poli-
tics, put aside the obstruction, and 
pass the Advancing America’s Prior-
ities Act into law. 

I say again, those Senators who walk 
down here and vote no on these pro-
posals, they are going to have to an-
swer to their constituents, to voters. 
How do you justify voting against 
these measures? 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

DEALING WITH HIGH GAS PRICES 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am heartened by the consent agree-
ment the majority leader was about to 
offer a while ago, and I think it indi-
cates that we are finally getting seri-
ous here about doing something signifi-
cant about the price of gas at the 
pump. I appreciate the spirit in which 
that was offered. As I indicated, I will 
be getting back to him later this after-
noon. 

But make no mistake about what has 
been going on. The press has under-
stood it. There has been a lot of bob-
bing and weaving, cancellations of Ap-
propriations Committee meetings in 
order to avoid votes on offshore drill-
ing or getting rid of the oil shale mora-
torium which was put in place just last 
year by the new majority. Great efforts 
have been underway, to the point 
where even the Washington Post a few 
days ago was calling on the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives—the 
Washington Post was calling on the 
Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives—to allow votes on drilling. 

There is no denying there has been a 
great effort to try to kick this can 
down the road and not deal with it. For 
example, the senior Senator from New 
York, who is the campaign chairman, if 
you will, for the Democratic Senate 
candidates, was quoted in the Post just 
this weekend as saying we should just 
wait until there is a new President be-
fore dealing with this issue; in other 
words, we should put it off for 6 
months. In the meantime, consumers 
continue to pay these extraordinarily 

high prices at the pump while the 
chairman of the Democratic Senatorial 
Campaign Committee recommends we 
just wait to deal with it until, he 
hopes, he has a better political lineup 
with which to deal. Look, we don’t 
need to wait 6 months. We need to do it 
this week—this week. 

The New York Times—I rarely cite 
the New York Times—in an editorial 
just this morning indicated that even 
though they don’t share my view and 
the view of the majority of my Mem-
bers who think increased domestic pro-
duction will have a positive impact on 
the price of gas at the pump—while 
they don’t share that view, this is what 
they had to say about the speculation 
bill which our good friends on the other 
side would like to pass essentially with 
nothing added to it—in other words, a 
speculation-only bill. The New York 
Times this morning on the speculation- 
only bill: 

Democrats’ misbegotten plan to curb spec-
ulation and oil futures. 

This is the New York Times, not the 
Wall Street Journal. 

They go on: 
Democrats should know that financial 

speculation is not what’s driving oil prices, 
and that curbing futures trading could ham-
per the ability of companies like airlines and 
oil refineries to manage their risks by lock-
ing in the price of oil. Putting them together 
is compounding one bad idea with another. 

Again, this is the New York Times, 
not the Wall Street Journal. 

The Times goes on: 
A report by government agencies—includ-

ing the CFTC, the Federal Reserve, the 
Treasury and Energy Departments—found 
that speculative trades in oil contracts had 
little to no effect on the rise of prices over 
the last five years. 

Again, this is not the Wall Street 
Journal and not Investors Business 
Daily. This is the New York Times 
about the underlying bill which our 
good friends on the other side of the 
aisle had been hoping to pass without 
any additional amendments. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the article be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Times, July 28, 2008] 
GAS PRICE FOLLIES 

Add high energy prices to a sagging econ-
omy in an election year and politicians will 
inevitably come up with bad policies, like 
converting the corn crop into ethanol or 
John McCain’s proposal to suspend the fed-
eral gas tax—neither will provide real relief 
at the pump while both are guaranteed to 
create other problems. 

The good news is that Congress failed last 
week to cut a deal on two more bad ideas: 
Republicans’ misguided push for offshore 
drilling and Democrats’ misbegotten plan to 
curb speculation in oil futures. 

Republicans should know that allowing 
more offshore drilling might marginally 
trim oil prices—in about a decade—while 
sacrificing important environmental protec-

tions. Democrats should know that financial 
speculation is not what’s driving oil prices, 
and that curbing futures trading could ham-
per the ability of companies like airlines and 
oil refineries to manage their risks by lock-
ing in the price of oil. Putting them together 
is compounding one bad idea with another. 

Of course, there is plenty of evidence that 
markets can be manipulated by fraudulent 
speculation—recall the Enron mess. Yet all 
evidence suggests that speculation has little 
to do with the rising price of crude. From 
rice to iron, commodity prices are all rising, 
even without much financial speculation, 
due to a variety of factors including a weak 
dollar and growing demand from China and 
India. 

A report by government agencies—includ-
ing the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, the Federal Reserve and the Treas-
ury and Energy Departments—found that 
speculative trades in oil contracts had little 
to no effect on the rise in prices over the last 
five years. 

Oil futures are financial contracts for fu-
ture delivery of oil. Their price has been re-
sponding to the same factors: growing world 
demand in the face of stagnant supply and 
the expectation that this dynamic will con-
tinue. 

Like some of the other ‘‘cures,’’ offering to 
solve Americans’ energy woes by drilling or 
slapping Wall Street around merely feeds the 
myth that there is a quick and easy solution 
out there. There isn’t. Expensive oil is likely 
here to stay. Americans must burn less oil 
and find alternative sources of energy that 
do far less damage to the environment. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Hopefully, Mr. 
President, we will be able to construct 
later this afternoon a process by which 
we can go forward and consider amend-
ments that would really have an im-
pact on the problem. I look forward to 
getting back to the majority leader 
later in the afternoon on the prospects 
of entering into a consent agreement 
that will allow us to consider all of 
these important items—not 6 months 
from now but this week. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, when the 

bill is laid down, would the Chair an-
nounce how much time there is for 
Senator MCCONNELL and me to divide? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Chair will do so. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

ADVANCING AMERICA’S PRIOR-
ITIES ACT—MOTION TO PROCEED 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
the motion to proceed to S. 3297, which 
the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar 894, S. 3297, 

the Advancing America’s Priorities Act. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
time until 4 p.m. shall be equally di-
vided between the two leaders or their 
designees. 
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Mr. REID. So we each have approxi-

mately 15 minutes? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. REID. I designate that Senator 

DURBIN take 71⁄2 minutes and Senator 
BOXER take 71⁄2 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Who yields time? 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I wish 
to just ask a question. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. DOMENICI. While my leader, the 
Republican leader, is here on the floor, 
I had thought that I was going to speak 
for 5 minutes following you, but I un-
derstand that our side will only have 15 
minutes. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I would say to my 
friend from New Mexico, I have spoken, 
so whatever time remains on this 
side—— 

Mr. DOMENICI. You want him to 
have? That is fine with me. I will speak 
afterward. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, how 
much time remains on this side? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There is 151⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
time on our side will be used by the 
Senator from Oklahoma. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Who yields time? 

The Senator from California is recog-
nized. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I under-
stand the time is divided between my-
self and Senator DURBIN. How much 
time do I have? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has 71⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that following Senator 
BOXER, we go to Senator COBURN and 
then to Senator DURBIN. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. COBURN. Reserving the right to 
object, if the majority leader would 
agree, I wish us to have a back and 
forth debate. I would let Senator DUR-
BIN have the last word, if that is OK 
with the majority leader. 

Mr. REID. I don’t understand that. 
We don’t have that much time. 

Mr. COBURN. I suggest that the last 
2 minutes of debate be controlled by 
Senator DURBIN, and the rest be divided 
equally among us, as we have it divided 
now. 

Mr. REID. That is fine with me, Mr. 
President. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from California is 
recognized. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I wish to 
spend the 7 minutes talking about four 
bills that are in this package from the 
Environment and Public Words Com-
mittee, all of which have broad bipar-
tisan support, and I want to correct the 
RECORD on some of the things Senator 
COBURN stated about one of the bills. 

The bills are the Captive Primate 
Safety Act, the Beach Protection Act, 
the Chesapeake Bay Gateway Act con-
tinuing authorization, and the Appa-
lachian Regional Development Act 
amendment. These bills are all bipar-
tisan and they represent a diverse 
background of support in the country 
and in the Senate. 

The Appalachian Regional Develop-
ment Act amendment reauthorizes and 
improves the Appalachian Regional De-
velopment Act of 1965. The ARDA is a 
Federal-State partnership that works 
with the people of Appalachia toward 
self-sustaining economic development 
and to improve the quality of life in 
all, or portions, of 13 States—Alabama, 
Georgia, Kentucky, Maryland, Mis-
sissippi, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia. 
The commission’s primary function is 
to support economic development in 
the Appalachian area, critical infra-
structure to provide a climate for busi-
ness, growth, and industry that will 
create jobs in the regions that need 
that help. The bill strengthens existing 
law and provides better assistance to 
counties in the region that are most at 
risk of becoming economically dis-
tressed. The bipartisan support for this 
bill is very strong. It includes Senators 
VOINOVICH, ALEXANDER, BROWN, BURR, 
BYRD, CARDIN, CLINTON, COCHRAN, 
DOLE, GRAHAM, MCCONNELL, MIKULSKI, 
ROCKEFELLER, SCHUMER, SESSIONS, 
SHELBY, SPECTER, and WARNER. We cer-
tainly hope this package passes be-
cause this area of the Nation requires 
this commission to continue its work. 

Next, the Beach Protection Act. We 
spent a lot of time talking about off-
shore oil drilling. Let the RECORD show 
that everyone in the Senate supports 
offshore oil drilling. The difference be-
tween Democrats and Republicans is 
that they want to open pristine areas 
off the coast, where we protect a $70 
billion coastal economy, while the oil 
companies hold leases to 68 million 
acres and they are not drilling. So we 
all say drill now to these oil compa-
nies. But as far as opening our pristine 
coast and jeopardizing the coastal 
economy, that doesn’t make much 
sense. What will happen is you will 
give the oil companies more assets on 
their balance sheet, and they are still 
not drilling the acres they have, the 68 
million acres, plus they have access to 
another 28 million acres in the Alaska 
Naval Reserve. I believe they have de-
veloped 3 million of those acres. It has 
about three times as much oil as 
ANWR. This is so much bluster and 
there is nothing to it—except the oil 
companies’ power to be shown on the 
floor of the Senate by my friends, the 
Republicans. 

Regardless of those differences, we 
want to protect our beaches. We don’t 
want to have our kids swimming in 
polluted water. They want to enjoy the 

clean, safe, healthy, pristine beaches. 
The Beach Act will do that. Essen-
tially, there are improvements that are 
greatly needed so that the waters are 
tested and people know it is safe to 
swim. The bipartisan support for this 
bill includes Senators LAUTENBERG, 
VOINOVICH, WARNER, BROWN, CARDIN, 
CLINTON, DURBIN, KERRY, KLOBUCHAR, 
MENENDEZ, SCHUMER, and STABENOW. 

The Chesapeake Bay Gateway Act 
will help to connect the public with the 
Chesapeake Bay and its rivers to 150 
exceptional parks, wildlife refuges, and 
historic trails. It is one of America’s 
and the world’s most important estu-
aries. The American people put a great 
amount of resources into protecting 
and restoring this great water body, 
and now this bill will help the public 
understand, visit, and enjoy this spec-
tacular bay. I applaud the bipartisan 
work that went into this bill. The work 
was done by Senators SPECTER, BIDEN, 
CARPER, and CASEY, and the lead on 
this was taken by the Senators from 
Maryland and the Senators from Vir-
ginia. 

The last one I will talk about is Cap-
tive Primate Safety Act, and why this 
bill will help address a serious issue. 
More than 132 people, including 29 chil-
dren, have been injured by nonhuman 
primates, and the fact is they should 
not be pets. One of the statements I 
read that Senator COBURN made is that 
this is going to stop the ability of sci-
entists to use these nonhuman pri-
mates in science. That is false. That is 
exempted from this. He also made ref-
erence to the fact that we ought to ban 
them from coming into the country. 
The fact is that, since 1975, they have 
been banned from coming into the 
country. But they are in the country 
and the fact is there is interstate trade 
here. It is a real problem. 

The CDC has said they have serious 
concerns about the transmission of 
communicable diseases here, and they 
stated: 

These animal species have been linked to 
transmission of certain diseases to humans, 
and individuals involved in transporting ani-
mals are especially at risk for infection. 

So even though we have had these 
concerns and we passed legislation ban-
ning their importation, the CDC is still 
greatly concerned that there is a 
nonhuman primate pet trade in this 
country. So, clearly, the statements 
that have been made on this have been 
incorrect. Trade or transportation of 
these animals for zoos is exempt. Sci-
entific research facilities are exempt 
and certain other regulated entities. 
Groups like Helping Hands, which pro-
vides highly trained and carefully con-
trolled nonhuman primates as helping 
animals to severely disabled people 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The time of the Senator has ex-
pired. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 30 seconds. 
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Mr. DURBIN. I yield 30 more seconds. 
Mrs. BOXER. Last week, I received a 

letter from the Humane Society high-
lighting the need for this legislation, 
and another letter of support from over 
25 groups, including Defenders of Wild-
life. 

I will close with this. When Senator 
VITTER comes together with me, that is 
unusual. But we came together on this 
bill. Senator LIEBERMAN is on board, as 
are Senators LAUTENBERG, MENENDEZ, 
and ENSIGN. So you are looking at a 
bill that has been carefully thought 
out. I urge strong support for this 
package. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Oklahoma is 
recognized. 

Mr. COBURN. Will the Chair advise 
me when I have used 7 minutes? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Yes, the Chair will do so. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I lis-
tened to the majority leader and the 
distinguished colleague from Cali-
fornia. I anticipate what I will hear 
from the Senator from Illinois. 

One of the first observations I had is 
that we have shut down debate on the 
Senate today because we came in at 3 
o’clock. We have 30 minutes to debate 
whether on a motion to proceed, we 
will proceed to spend $11 billion. We 
can dispute, if we are going to author-
ize it, whether we intend to spend it. 
That is what your press release says, 
Senator DURBIN; that is what Senator 
BOXER’s says. You intend to spend it. If 
you don’t intend to spend it, then off-
set it and the authorizations won’t 
make any difference. It is $10 billion- 
plus in new spending. It creates 36 new 
Federal programs, some of which I am 
for. It puts a ban on the sale of 
nonhuman primates across State lines. 
That is probably not a big deal. 

We could be spending time on true 
American energy independence, which 
has to do with national security. We 
could spend time on lowering gas 
prices. We could spend time on elimi-
nating wasteful Washington spending. 
The statement by the minority leader 
was that he will offer us a chance to 
come back to this, but we are going to 
spend 60 hours on this, 30 hours 
postcloture and 30 hours on the other, 
so we won’t ever get back to energy, 
and he knows that. We will not get 
back to energy if we take up this bill. 

So the question that is before us is— 
today, the President announced, with 
our help—and the President cannot 
spend any money without Congress’s 
help—we will have the highest budget 
deficit on record in this country—high-
est ever. It is $2,900 per man, woman, 
and child in this country—money we 
are going to spend that we don’t have 
and that we are charging to your chil-
dren and grandchildren. 

This is a debate about priorities. 
Nine of the bills in this package I have 

no objection to. They could have gone 
through. The majority leader knows 
that. There are about five of the bills I 
adamantly oppose. We have 46,800 dog 
bites a year. That is not business we 
should be working on now. That is 
local. So is subhuman primates. If you 
count the money we are going to steal 
from Social Security, that is another 
$100 billion. We are going to take it and 
put an IOU in for Social Security. 

What is this bill about? This bill is 
about trying to bust the process here, 
where we start thinking about the fu-
ture. We are going to say it doesn’t 
spend any money, that it doesn’t have 
any effect on the budget. We are going 
to say there is no real cost until it gets 
appropriated. But the fact is if we au-
thorize another $10 billion in spend-
ing—and I note also in the letter that 
the majority leader asked to be sub-
mitted into the RECORD, if authorized 
and appropriated, it would spend $11 
billion. 

Well, it is unconscionable to me that 
someone would support a bill that did 
not work hard to make sure it is appro-
priated. If you are not going to do that, 
then you are not true to the very peo-
ple you are saying you want this bill to 
take action for. The people supporting 
this bill have every intention of having 
the money spent. Let’s not kid our-
selves. So if the intention is to spend 
the money, the money is going to get 
spent. That is how we got to a national 
debt—that is how we have an $85 tril-
lion unfunded liability in front of us. It 
is not wrong to want to try to fix that. 
It is not wrong to try to address issues. 
The ALS Registry is something the 
CDC can already do. As a matter of 
fact, their own quote on it was that 
they spend only $29 million a year on 
ALS. We are going to spend $75 million 
on a registry that doesn’t cure any-
body. Why don’t we spend $75 million 
additional on research for ALS? Why 
don’t we spend this $10 billion at NIH 
so we cover all of the diseases, where 
we can make a major impact? No, we 
want to respond to interest groups and 
lobbyists, and we want to go home and 
say we have done something, when we 
have not done anything except raise 
costs. 

There is $300 billion worth of waste, 
without a doubt, every year that oc-
curs—waste, fraud, or duplication in 
this country. This body doesn’t want to 
offset it. 

The majority leader, as well as many 
of the Members and authors of these 
other bills, have been offered common-
sense offsets to pay for their bills. Just 
like every family does, when you have 
something new you want to do and you 
have a limited budget, what do you do? 
You make a choice, you decide a pri-
ority, and then you decide what you 
would not do so you can do what you 
want to do. We don’t do that in the 
Senate. We conveniently charge it to 
our grandkids. What nobody realizes is 

this past Saturday, the Senate and the 
House increased the debt limit by $800 
billion. Most Americans didn’t even 
know that. It was tucked very neatly 
into the housing bill. We increased the 
debt limit $800 billion—$800 billion 
more we are going to borrow. 

People will say: Senator COBURN, you 
are for the war, you supported the war. 
But I did not vote for the appropria-
tions bills for the war, and there is a 
reason for it. Because we should be 
paying for it. We should be making the 
hard choices instead of charging the 
war to our kids. 

This is a debate I am glad we are fi-
nally having. Part of me says I would 
love to get on it, but the most impor-
tant thing we need to do and the most 
important thing the Senate needs to be 
doing is working on energy. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, I rise 

today in support of the Advancing 
America’s Priorities Act, S. 3297, which 
contains a provision that would pro-
vide much needed funding for the 
Washington Metropolitan Transit Au-
thority, WMATA. 

This provision mirrors the National 
Capital Transportation Amendments 
Act of 2007, S. 1446, which I proudly co-
sponsored with Senators CARDIN, MI-
KULSKI, and WARNER. 

In short, the Metro funding provision 
would authorize $1.5 billion over 10 
years for Metro to finance capital and 
preventive maintenance projects for 
the Metrorail system. The Federal 
funding would share the funding bur-
den with the States because the money 
would be contingent on the District of 
Columbia, Maryland, and Virginia 
jointly matching the Federal contribu-
tion towards Washington Metro’s cap-
ital projects. 

Appropriate funding for the Metro 
system is critically important to our 
federal workforce, millions of tourists 
who visit our Nation’s Capital area, as 
well as the millions of people who live 
around Washington, DC. I have worked 
diligently with my Senate and House 
colleagues for the past 2 years to pass 
this legislation, and I ask my col-
leagues to help secure passage of this 
provision this week. 

Metrorail and Metrobus ridership 
continue to grow as more than 1 mil-
lion riders on average per weekday 
choose Metro as their preferred mode 
of transit for traveling around the Na-
tional Capital Region. As the price of 
gasoline has soared, more people are 
turning to Metro as their primary 
mode of transportation. I would note 
that in fiscal year 2008, 215 million cus-
tomers rode Metrorail. That is 7 mil-
lion more customers than in 2007. In 
fact, 22 out of 25 of Metrorail top rider-
ship days have occurred since April of 
this year. And 133 million customers 
rode Metrobus in fiscal year 08, which 
is the highest yearly total ever, an in-
crease of 1.4 million relative to 2007. 
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New funding authorized in this legisla-
tion would provide the necessary re-
sources to increase bus and rail capac-
ity and meet forecasted ridership de-
mands, before the system and region 
become totally mired in congestion. 

The federal role in supporting Metro 
is clear, with a long track record to 
draw upon. Washington Metro began 
building the rail system in 1969 with 
Federal funding authorized under the 
National Capital Transportation Act of 
1969. On two separate occasions, Con-
gress has authorized additional funding 
for Metro construction and capital im-
provements. According to a 2006 Gov-
ernment Accountability Office report: 

WMATA provides transportation to and 
from work for a substantial portion of the 
federal workforce, and federal employees’ 
use of WMATA’s services is encouraged by 
General Services Administration guidelines 
that instruct federal agencies to locate their 
facilities near mass transit stops whenever 
possible. WMATA also accommodated in-
creased passenger loads and extends its oper-
ating hours during events related to the fed-
eral government’s presence in Washington, 
DC, such as presidential inaugurations and 
funerals, and celebrations and demonstra-
tions on the National Mall. 

In fact, during rush hour, Federal 
employees account for over 40 percent 
of Metro ridership. The Metro system 
was also critical to the evacuation of 
Washington, DC, following the 2001 ter-
rorist attacks. Metro was deemed a 
‘‘national security asset’’ in a Federal 
security assessment conducted after 9/ 
11. In short, the operation of the Fed-
eral Government would be nearly im-
possible without the Metro system and 
the Federal Government’s emergency 
evacuation and recovery plans rely 
heavily on Metro. 

The future of Metro and its contin-
ued success relies upon consistent sup-
port from the Federal Government and 
the regional localities it serves. Now is 
the time for the Federal Government 
to commit itself to providing more 
long-term Federal funding for the 
Washington Metro system. Together, 
along with our jurisdictional partners, 
we must continue to invest in the tran-
sit system that has brought so many 
benefits not only to the region, but 
also to the Federal Government and 
the entire nation. I urge my colleagues 
to support passage of this bill. 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
letters be printed in the RECORD relat-
ing to S. 3297, the Advancing America’s 
Priorities Act. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

JULY 28, 2008. 
Hon. HARRY REID, 
Senate Majority Leader, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Senate Minority Leader, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER REID AND MINOR-
ITY LEADER MCCONNELL: The undersigned 

members of the ocean and coastal research, 
education, and conservation community 
would like to thank you for your strong sup-
port of ocean and coastal science and con-
servation in the U.S. Senate. We strongly 
support S. 3297 because it includes a number 
of important ocean and coastal related 
bills—Hydrographic Services, Ocean Explo-
ration and Mapping, Integrated Coastal and 
Ocean Observation System, Ocean Acidifica-
tion Research and Monitoring Act, and the 
Sea Grant Reauthorization. Because of the 
inclusion of these bills, we collectively urge 
the Senate to pass this important legislation 
at the earliest available opportunity. 

These bills will increase our understanding 
of coastal, ocean and Great Lake ecosystems 
and promote both conservation and sustain-
able use. All of the bills have passed the 
House of Representatives and have been re-
ported out of the Senate Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation Committee with bipar-
tisan support. 

With more than 50 percent of the U.S. pop-
ulation living in coastal counties, these re-
gions are vital contributors to our economy, 
quality of life and national security. With an 
ever-changing climate, increasing natural 
hazards, and declining fisheries, we need the 
tools to protect and manage our ocean assets 
and better understand how ocean and coastal 
ecosystems respond to natural and human- 
related hazards. 

We hope you will demonstrate your contin-
ued commitment to strengthening our Na-
tion’s understanding and conservation of the 
oceans through Senate consideration of 
these measures. 

Sincerely, 
National Association of Marine Labora-

tories, Sea Grant Association, National 
Federation of Regional Associations 
for Coastal and Ocean Observing, Rein-
surance Association of America, Cam-
paign for Environmental Literacy, 
League of Conservation Voters, Asso-
ciation of Zoos and Aquariums, Univer-
sity Corporation for Atmospheric Re-
search, Woods Hole Oceanographic In-
stitution, Coastal States Organization, 
National Association of State Univer-
sities and Land Grant Colleges, Mary-
land Sea Grant. 

University of Southern Mississippi, MK 
& CO, University of Washington, Ocean 
Initiative, Natural Resources Defense 
Council, Oceana, Marine Conservation 
Biology Institute, School of Marine 
and Atmospheric Sciences, Stony 
Brook University, North Carolina Sea 
Grant Program, Florida Sea Grant Col-
lege Program, USC Sea Grant, New 
York Sea Grant. 

Skidaway Institute of Oceanography, 
Georgia, Savannah State University, 
Delaware Sea Grant, Baruch Institute, 
University of South Carolina, Chesa-
peake Biological Laboratory, Univer-
sity of Maryland Center for Environ-
mental Science, New Hampshire Sea 
Grant, University of New Hampshire 
Marine Program, Annis Water Re-
sources Institute, Grand Valley State 
University, Michigan, Alaska SeaLife 
Center, Center for Coastal Studies, 
Texas A&M University-Corpus Christi, 
Harte Institute for Gulf of Mexico 
Studies, Texas, Maine Sea Grant. 

Pennsylvania Sea Grant, National Insti-
tute for Undersea Science and Tech-
nology, University of Mississippi, Ha-
waii Sea Grant, Romberg Tiburon Cen-
ter, San Francisco State University, 
Michigan Sea Grant, Louisiana Sea 

Grant, Rhode Island Sea Grant, Woods 
Hole Sea Grant, Center for Marine and 
Coastal Sciences, California Poly-
technic State University, University of 
Wisconsin Sea Grant Institute and 
Water Resources Institute, South Caro-
lina Sea Grant Consortium. 

NATIONAL FEDERATION OF REGIONAL 
ASSOCIATIONS FOR COASTAL AND 
OCEAN OBSERVING, 

JULY 28, 2008. 
Hon. HARRY REID, 
Senate Majority Leader, Hart Senate Office 

Building, Washington, DC. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Senate Minority Leader, Russell Senate Office 

Building, Washington, DC. 
Hon. DANIEL INOUYE, 
Chair, Committee on Commerce, Science and 

Transportation, Hart Senate Office Build-
ing, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS REID, MCCONNELL AND 
INOUYE: We write to express our strong sup-
port for S. 3297, ‘‘Advancing America’s Prior-
ities Act’’ and urge its quick adoption. The 
bill contains several ocean and coastal provi-
sions that are needed to provide the nation 
with the understanding and tools necessary 
to address issues now facing our oceans and 
Great Lakes. These include: 

Integrated Coastal and Ocean Observation 
System Act of 2008, Hydrographic Services 
Improvement Act of 2008, NOAA Undersea 
Research Program Act of 2008, Ocean and 
Coastal Mapping Integration Act, National 
Sea Grant College Program Amendments of 
2008, and Federal Ocean Acidification Re-
search and Monitoring Act of 2008. 

Together, these legislative acts create a 
foundation for improving our understanding 
of our nation’s oceans and coasts and how 
they will respond to changing conditions and 
for providing information to the variety of 
citizens who depend on them. As evidenced 
by the impacts of El Nino events, our oceans 
affect all citizens. The oceans are inex-
tricably linked to weather and climate and 
in order to respond to current and future cli-
mate change impacts, we must increase our 
knowledge in this realm. 

The National Integrated Ocean Observing 
System (IOOS) is a vital tool for tracking, 
predicting, managing, and adapting to 
changes in our nation’s waters. The Senate 
has passed IOOS legislation twice since 2002 
in recognition of the nation’s need to provide 
predictions and forecasts necessary for safe 
maritime operations, minimize losses from 
extreme storms, optimize ocean resources 
and sustain healthy ecosystems. 

We thank you for your continued support 
of ocean and Great Lakes issues and for pas-
sage of this important bill. 

Sincerely, 
MOLLY MCCAMMON, 

Chair, National Fed-
eration of Regional 
Associations for 
Coastal and Ocean 
Observing, Alaska 
Ocean Observing 
System. 

JULY 28, 2008 
Hon. HARRY REID, 
Senate Majority Leader 
U.S. Capitol, Washington, DC. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Senate Minority Leader, 
U.S. Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER REID AND MINOR-
ITY LEADER MCCONNELL: On behalf of the 95 
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members of the Consortium for Ocean Lead-
ership, the Joint Ocean Commission Initia-
tive, the 125 members of the National Asso-
ciation of Marine Laboratories and the 31 
states that make up the Sea Grant Associa-
tion, we would like to thank you for your 
strong support of ocean science and con-
servation in the U.S. Senate and urge 
prompt passage of S 3297—Advancing Amer-
ica’s Priorities Act. Title V, Subpart B— 
Oceans of S 3297 contains six vital ocean re-
search, conservation, and education bills: 

Part I—Hydrographic Services Improve-
ment Act Amendments of 2008. 

Part II—Ocean Exploration. 
Part III—Ocean and Coastal Mapping Inte-

gration Act. 
Part IV—National Sea Grant College Pro-

gram Amendments Act of 2008. 
Part V—Integrated Coastal and Ocean Ob-

servation System Act of 2008. 
Part VI—Federal Ocean Acidification Re-

search and Monitoring Act of 2008. 
These bills are consistent with the exten-

sive analyses and recommendations of the 
Pew Oceans Commission, the U.S. Commis-
sion on Ocean Policy, the President’s Ocean 
Action Plan, and the Administration’s Ocean 
Research Priorities Plan. Collectively these 
bills will significantly advance our under-
standing of coastal, ocean and Great Lake 
ecosystems, climate change, and promote 
both conservation and sustainable use of our 
ocean resources. All of the bills have passed 
the Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Committee and the House of Representatives 
with bipartisan support. 

With more than 50 percent of the U.S. pop-
ulation living in coastal counties, these re-
gions are essential contributors to our econ-
omy, quality of life, maritime safety, na-
tional competitiveness, and national secu-
rity. With an ever-changing climate, increas-
ing natural hazards, and declining fisheries 
and reduced water quality, we need the tools 
to conserve and manage our ocean assets and 
better understand how ocean and coastal 
ecosystems respond to natural and human- 
related hazards. 

These provisions would: (1) fuel exploration 
and inspire future generations of ocean ex-
plorers, scientists, marine, and industry 
leaders; (2) foster the development and inte-
gration of ocean observational systems to 
protect public health through the identifica-
tion of marine toxins and pollutants in 
coastal areas; (3) improve prediction of and 
warnings of tsunamis, hurricanes, El Niño 
events and other natural hazards; (4) en-
hance homeland security, support maritime 
operations and collect important informa-
tion needed to address global warming, im-
prove ocean health and provide for the pro-
tection, sustainable use and enjoyment of 
ocean resources. 

We hope you will demonstrate your contin-
ued commitment to strengthening our Na-
tion’s understanding and conservation of the 
oceans through quick passage of S 3297. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT B. GAGOSIAN, 

President, Consortium 
for Ocean Leader-
ship. 

JAMES D. WATKINS, 
Admiral, U.S. Navy 

(Retired), Chairman, 
U.S. Commission on 
Ocean Policy, Co- 
Chair, Joint Ocean 
Commission Initia-
tive. 

JAMES SANDERS, 
President, National 

Association of Ma-
rine Laboratories. 

LEON E. PANETTA, 
Chair, Pew Oceans 

Commission, Co- 
Chair, Joint Ocean 
Commission Initia-
tive. 

PAUL ANDERSON, 
President, Sea Grant 

Association. 

THE NATURE CONSERVANCY, 
Arlington, VA, July 28, 2008. 

Hon. HARRY REID, 
Senate Majority Leader, 
U.S. Capitol, Washington, DC. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Senate Minority Leader, 
U.S. Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER REID AND MINOR-
ITY LEADER MCCONNELL: I write to thank you 
for including the Oceans subtitle in S. 3297, 
the Advancing America’s Priorities Act. The 
Nature Conservancy supports the six pieces 
of oceans legislation included in the Oceans 
subtitle—Hydrographic Services Improve-
ment Act Amendments of 2008, Ocean Explo-
ration, Ocean and Coastal Mapping Integra-
tion Act, Integrated Coastal and Ocean Ob-
servation System Act of 2008, National Sea 
Grant College Program Amendments Act of 
2008, and Federal Ocean Acidification Re-
search and Monitoring Act of 2008. 

These bills will increase our understanding 
of and ability to effectively conserve and 
manage ocean and coastal ecosystems. All 
have passed the House of Representatives 
and have been reported out of the Senate 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Committee with bipartisan support. 

Covering more than 70 percent of the 
Earth’s surface, oceans are some of the most 
productive yet threatened natural systems 
in the world. Once considered a limitless and 
inexhaustible resource, the demands of a 
growing population are damaging marine 
ecosystems and depleting ocean and coastal 
resources. New and innovative approaches 
are needed to maintain and restore these 
systems in order to sustain the communities 
that depend upon them. The bills in the 
Oceans subtitle of S. 3297 would provide valu-
able science and information to enable these 
efforts. 

I commend the work of the Senate and the 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Committee to pass legislation to improve 
ocean and coastal science and data. The Na-
ture Conservancy looks forward to con-
tinuing to work with the Senate to pass 
three additional pieces of important ocean 
and coastal conservation legislation before 
the end of this session—the Coral Reef Con-
servation Amendments Act of 2007, the 
Coastal and Estuarine Land Protection Act, 
and the Ballast Water Treatment Act of 2007. 

I urge you to continue to support ocean 
and coastal science and conservation and 
thank you for your consideration of this im-
portant legislation. 

Sincerely, 
LYNNE ZEITLIN HALE, 

Director, Global Marine Team. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. Presient, last week, 
I joined the majority leader in intro-
ducing S. 3297, the Advancing Amer-
ica’s Priorities Act. The majority lead-
er selected three dozen legislative 
items from the jurisdiction of seven 
Senate committees, including eight Ju-
diciary Committee bills, for this effort. 
These are all measures with bipartisan 
support and, we believe, the support of 
a strong bipartisan majority of the 

Senate. I have moved several such bills 
through the Judiciary Committee only 
to be stymied by objection once on the 
Senate calendar. All of the Judiciary 
bills have already passed the House 
with overwhelming support. Each of 
these bills has the support of all Demo-
cratic Senators. Each has been stalled 
on the Senate floor by Republican ob-
jection. I hope that all Senators will 
now join us to support this important 
effort and finally pass legislation help-
ful to the American people that should 
have passed long ago by unanimous 
consent. 

After more than 7 years of failed poli-
cies from the Bush administration, the 
American people are suffering. Ameri-
cans are feeling the effects of a very 
real recession which has left them with 
fewer jobs and record high prices. Peo-
ple are rightly worried about keeping 
their communities and their children 
safe from crime as well as terrorism. 

Americans are looking to us in Con-
gress to work to solve these vexing 
problems. We had an opportunity in 
this Congress to come together across 
party lines to do the work of the Amer-
ican people. Instead, regrettably some 
have chosen to obstruct our progress 
and stand in the way of legislation de-
signed to help hard working Ameri-
cans. 

The Judiciary Committee has worked 
throughout this Congress to advance 
the priorities of Americans. We have 
reported legislation to support local 
law enforcement to make our cities 
and towns safe from crime that has 
now gone back up after consistent de-
clines, to protect our children from ex-
ploitation and poverty, to ensure the 
civil rights and voting rights of Ameri-
cans, to combat fraud and corruption, 
and to keep us secure without sacri-
ficing our values. 

Many pieces of legislation with broad 
bipartisan support that we have man-
aged to move through the Judiciary 
Committee have then stalled on the 
Senate floor due to obstruction. The 
majority leader has been forced to re-
sort to extraordinary measures to try 
to pass these bills, which should have 
sailed through without opposition. 
Some of these bills, including several 
important pieces of legislation that 
have been reported from the Judiciary 
Committee this Congress, have been in-
corporated by the majority leader into 
the Advancing America’s Priorities 
Act. Congress should promptly pass 
this important legislation, which will 
help the American people. 

One key bill in this package is the re-
authorization of the Runaway and 
Homeless Youth Act. It is astonishing 
that in the richest country in the 
world, millions of our young people 
face homelessness and the many dan-
gers of life on the streets. 

When the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee held a hearing on this issue in 
April, we heard from Mark Redmond 
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and Michael Hutchins of Spectrum 
Youth and Family Services in Bur-
lington, VT. They told us how much 
the act is needed to help young people 
in Vermont and around the country. 
Mr. Hutchins had been homeless him-
self as a young person and saw first 
hand how the programs this act funds 
can help children turn their lives 
around and give back to their commu-
nities. 

I also held a hearing in Rutland, VT, 
this winter on crime in small cities and 
towns, which emphasized the need for 
programs to help young people in dif-
ficult circumstances. The Runaway and 
Homeless Youth Act reauthorization 
will double the funding states like 
Vermont are guaranteed to receive for 
programs to benefit runaway and 
homeless young people. This bill will 
help our young people, and we should 
pass it right away. 

Another important piece of legisla-
tion included in this package is the 
Emmett Till Unsolved Civil Rights 
Crime Act, which I have been working 
with Senator DODD, Congressman 
LEWIS, and others to pass for years. In 
1955, the brutal murder of a 14-year-old 
African-American teenager named Em-
mett Till stirred the conscience of our 
country. Unfortunately, no one has 
ever been punished for this tragic and 
brutal murder. Last week, I met 
Simeon Wright, Emmett Till’s cousin, 
who was with Mr. Till on the horrible 
night he was kidnapped. We must share 
Mr. Wright’s commitment to fighting 
for justice after so many years. 

The Till bill would help law enforce-
ment to finally track down those 
whose violent acts during a period of 
national turmoil remain unpunished. 
Fifty-three years after Emmett Till’s 
murder, his family and the families of 
hundreds of other Americans who lost 
their lives in the fight for equal rights 
still await justice. 

This legislation provides necessary 
tools for our Federal Government, in 
cooperation with state and local offi-
cials, to vigorously investigate and 
prosecute these cases. By passing this 
legislation, we honor Emmett Till and 
all those who sacrificed their lives ad-
vancing civil rights. It is disgraceful 
that it has taken us so long to take 
this basic step to honor their memories 
and pursue justice too long delayed. It 
is incredible that some continue to ob-
struct these efforts. 

The Advancing America’s Priorities 
Act also includes legislation to help 
law enforcement cope with mentally ill 
offenders, and to protect our children 
from the scourges of drugs, child por-
nography, and child exploitation. 

It seems particularly perverse that 
legislation meant to protect our chil-
dren and grandchildren from the dan-
gers of the modern world has become 
the subject of partisan obstructionism. 
This legislative package includes the 
PROTECT Our Children Act, which 

Senator BIDEN has championed and 
which would streamline the govern-
ment’s efforts to investigate and pre-
vent the exploitation of children. It 
also includes two separate measures 
that strengthen the laws against the 
despicable practice of child pornog-
raphy. I have worked hard with many 
of my colleagues to pass these and 
other child protection bills, and we 
should delay no longer passing them 
into law. The Effective Child Pornog-
raphy Prosecution Act passed the 
House 409–0 last November. The En-
hancing the Effective Prosecution of 
Child Pornography provision passed 
the House 416–0 last November. The 
PROTECT Our Children Act passed the 
House 415–2 last November. The Drug 
Endangered Children Act passed the 
House last September 389–4. All of 
these bills have been cleared by all 
Democratic Senators, and all are in-
cluded in the bill being brought before 
the Senate by the majority leader. 

Senator COBURN has now introduced 
a new bill, S. 3344, which combines sev-
eral of the pieces of child protection 
legislation contained in the Advancing 
America’s Priorities Act package and 
other preexisting legislation. Senator 
COBURN has prevented many of these 
same bills from passing for many 
months. He has chosen not to work 
with the majority leader on the Ad-
vancing America’s Priorities Act to se-
cure passage of the many important 
bills contained within it. He has also 
chosen not to work with the sponsors, 
Democratic and Republican, House and 
Senate, of the child protection bills he 
has co-opted, and he did not bother to 
attend a Senate Judiciary sub-
committee hearing which squarely ad-
dressed one of those bills. 

Instead, he has taken these bills, 
drafted and introduced by other Sen-
ators and House members, and without 
their input or permission, combined 
them and introduced them as his own 
legislation. Moreover, he has combined 
them in a way that appears calculated 
to attract opposition, and he has in-
cluded provisions that have not been 
carefully vetted or considered. Where 
the majority leader has worked with 
many others in the Senate and House 
to collect important bills with bipar-
tisan, bicameral support that can pass 
into law and increase protection for 
our children, Senator COBURN instead 
has appropriated the work of others in 
Congress in a way that is unfair and 
bound to fail. That is not legislating. It 
is more showboating and obstruction. 
We have had too much of those tactics 
already. 

Sadly, obstruction through Repub-
lican holds is just one example of the 
ways some have chosen to hamper 
progress on so many issues in this Con-
gress. They have also boycotted meet-
ings to consider legislation, used Sen-
ate rules to prevent hearings or cut 
them short, and filibustered more than 
80 times. 

Republicans boycotted the most re-
cent business meeting of the Judiciary 
Committee thereby blocking the com-
mittee from obtaining a quorum and 
considering important legislation. At 
that meeting, the committee was to 
consider a bipartisan juvenile justice 
bill, which reauthorized key programs 
aimed at making our communities 
safer and keeping our children out of 
the criminal justice system; bipartisan 
legislation to reauthorize the William 
Wilberforce Trafficking Victims Pro-
tection Act, which would strengthen 
our efforts to stop the abhorrent prac-
tice of human trafficking around the 
world; and other matters. 

They have threatened to boycott 
again this week. That would prevent 
action on the Ronald Reagan Centen-
nial Commission, a resolution to honor 
national historically Black colleges 
and universities, and other important 
bipartisan measures. 

We have seen all manners of obstruc-
tionism since the beginning of this 
Congress, with a minority of Repub-
lican members using filibuster after fil-
ibuster to thwart the will of the major-
ity of the Senate from doing the busi-
ness of the American people. Repub-
lican filibusters prevented Senate ma-
jorities from passing the climate 
change bill; the Employee Free Choice 
Act; the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act; 
the DC Voting Rights Act; the Renew-
able Fuels, Consumer Protection, and 
Energy Efficiency Act of 2007; the Re-
newable Energy and Job Creation Act 
of 2008; the Medicare Improvements for 
Patients and Providers Act of 2008; the 
Consumer-First Energy Act; and the 
Warm in Winter and Cool in Summer 
Act, to bring much needed relief to 
poor families who struggle to heat and 
cool their homes in a time of soaring 
gas prices. 

These are critical pieces of legisla-
tion to address urgent priorities like 
the energy crisis, the environment, 
voting rights, health care, and fair 
wages for working men and women. All 
of them had a support of the majority 
of the Senate. And all were blocked by 
a minority of Republican Senators bent 
on preventing us from making 
progress. Republicans have now filibus-
tered more than 80 pieces of legislation 
in this Congress. More than 80. We can 
only imagine what we could have ac-
complished in this Congress with co-
operation rather than obstruction. 

The list goes on. Republican objec-
tion has blocked legislation to ensure 
that law enforcement officers can ob-
tain bulletproof vests, to strengthen ef-
forts to investigate and prosecute pub-
lic corruption, to give much needed re-
sources to state and local law enforce-
ment, to break the grip of a cartel on 
oil prices, to prohibit war profiteering, 
to train prosecutors, and to teach chil-
dren to use the internet safely, just to 
name some of the examples. And those 
are just examples of legislation re-
ported by the Judiciary Committee 
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that has been obstructed. Last week I 
made statements delineating a dozen 
and a half bills in addition to those in-
cluded by the majority leader in S.3297, 
the Advancing America’s Priorities 
Act. Other committees have similar 
lists. 

This long list of priorities 
unaddressed is even longer if we in-
clude the many important bills Presi-
dent Bush has vetoed since the begin-
ning of this Congress. This list includes 
legislation to fund stem cell research 
to fight debilitating and deadly dis-
eases, to extend and expand the suc-
cessful State Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program that would have pro-
vided health insurance to more of the 
millions of American children without 
it, to set a timetable for bringing 
American troops home from the disas-
trous war in Iraq, and to ban 
waterboarding and help restore Amer-
ica as a beacon for the rule of law. 

This is not about partisan posturing. 
The American people are suffering, and 
it is time for Congress to start working 
to make their lives better. Time is run-
ning short in this Congress. It is past 
time to end the partisan gamesmanship 
and idiosyncratic objections and make 
progress on behalf of the American peo-
ple. It is time for us to get to work and 
do what we can to improve the lives of 
Americans. That is what I have been 
trying to do throughout this Congress. 
The majority leader, with the Advanc-
ing America’s Priorities Act, has given 
us a chance to take a small but signifi-
cant step in the right direction. I hope, 
after 18 months of unnecessary ob-
struction, all Senators are finally 
ready to join us in doing the work of 
the American people. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, while I 
do not believe that the provisions of 
title VI, subtitle A of S. 3297, cor-
responding to the National Capital 
Transportation Amendments Act, con-
stitute a congressionally directed 
spending item, I certify, out of caution, 
that neither I nor my immediate fam-
ily has a pecuniary interest in the 
aforementioned provisions, consistent 
with the requirements of paragraph 9 
of rule XLIV of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, how 
much time remains on the Democratic 
side? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There is 61⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. DURBIN. How much remains on 
the Republican side? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There is 7 minutes 54 seconds re-
maining. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it is 
time for this debate. No, this debate is 
overdue. It is about time the American 
people understand the choices we are 
making on the floor of the Senate. 
Every month this President asks us for 

$12 billion to $15 billion to wage the 
war. Is it paid for? No. It is added to 
the deficit. We are told we have to do 
it; we have to do it, not just for the 
troops—no one wants to see the troops 
go without—but because it is our moral 
responsibility, according to the Bush 
administration, to rebuild Iraq. We lib-
erated them. We removed their dic-
tator. We have lost over 4,000 of our 
best and bravest lives and thousands 
injured. But month after month, the 
administration tells us we need to 
spend $10 billion to $15 billion on the 
war in Iraq. The protests from the 
other side of the aisle are few, if any, 
to this President’s plan to spend $12 
billion to $15 billion a month in Iraq. 

Now comes this bill. This bill sug-
gests spending money in America. 
What do we hear? A chorus of com-
plaints from the other side of the aisle 
that it is wasteful—wasteful—to be 
spending money in America, projects 
that are new Federal programs, ques-
tioning whether there is wisdom behind 
them, whether taxpayers’ dollars 
should be spent. 

The American people should be the 
judge. Should we be spending American 
taxpayers’ dollars to establish a na-
tional registry for those suffering from 
Lou Gehrig’s disease in the hopes we 
might learn something that leads to a 
cure? Obviously, the House of Rep-
resentatives felt it was. That rollcall 
was 411 to 3. But there is objection on 
the Republican side of the aisle: a new 
program. 

Then there is the Christopher and 
Dana Reeve Paralysis Act, calling on 
the National Institutes of Health for 
paralysis research and rehab activities, 
a new program, I will admit it. But if 
it was a member of my family stuck in 
a wheelchair, quadriplegic, you can bet 
I would be begging for this bill. How 
did it do in the House of Representa-
tives? It passed unanimously, but it is 
held up on the Republican side of the 
aisle because it is money spent in 
America for a new program. 

Here is another. Stroke Treatment 
and Ongoing Prevention Act, a bipar-
tisan bill. Senator KENNEDY, fighting 
brain cancer in Massachusetts, cannot 
be here to stand and speak for it. I will 
speak for it. He and Senator COCHRAN, 
a Republican from Mississippi, believe 
this is money well spent on stroke 
treatment in America. It is another 
new program, and it is here for Amer-
ica. It is opposed by the Republican 
side of the aisle. 

Why? Why do they want to stop these 
programs that help us here at home? 
The list goes on and on. Postpartum 
depression. I joined Congressman 
BOBBY RUSH in pushing this one when a 
lady, a few days after giving birth in 
Chicago, dove out a hospital window, 
killing herself—suicide. We don’t want 
that to happen. This bill tries to help 
mothers struggle through postpartum 
depression. 

Vision care for kids—more money to 
be spent in the United States. It is op-
posed by those who are putting a hold 
on these bills. 

All these bills overwhelmingly passed 
the House of Representatives without 
any bipartisan rancor, until they got 
over here. Many of the same Senators 
who have voted for a blank check to 
send money to Iraq month after month 
do not want to spend money in Amer-
ica. I think a strong America begins at 
home. It begins with good health care. 
It begins when we care about our own 
people first. 

Then there are the Judiciary Com-
mittee bills. The Senator from Okla-
homa is a member of the Judiciary 
Committee. Every one of these bills he 
had a chance to amend in the com-
mittee. Every one of these bills came 
out of committee by unanimous vote, 
which would include his vote. Now he 
is objecting to moving forward on the 
floor. 

He does not want us to pass the Re-
connecting Homeless Youth Act to au-
thorize an increase in authorization 
levels for runaway kids or the Emmett 
Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crime Act to 
try to finally bring to justice those 
guilty of killing a lot of the great peo-
ple in America who have been victims 
of civil rights crimes. 

The Mentally Ill Offender Treatment 
and Crime Reduction Act. Mental ill-
ness is such an integral part of many 
criminal acts. We want to do some-
thing about it. It passed unanimously 
out of the committee, but it is money 
spent in America, and they object to it. 
They object to this money being spent. 
Why? 

Effective Child Pornography Pros-
ecution Act. Who favors that? No one 
favors that. Why won’t we spend a few 
dollars to stop it? You know what is 
going on in the Internet. How did that 
bill do? It passed the House of Rep-
resentatives 409 to 0. There were no 
breakdowns. Democrats and Repub-
licans all agreed we have to stop this 
scourge, until it came over here and 
was stopped by the Senator from Okla-
homa. I don’t understand his thinking 
on all this. Let me make one thing 
clear. These are authorization bills. 
They do not spend money. They au-
thorize us to spend money, but that au-
thorization has to be followed up with 
actual spending, and we are limited in 
the total amount we can spend. If we 
want to put money into these pro-
grams, it has to be taken from other 
programs. 

Many of the same Senators who vote 
month after month to send money to 
Iraq, many of the same Senators who 
voted for tax breaks for the wealthiest 
people in America in the midst of a 
war, are saying we cannot afford this 
money for medical research and money 
to make America safer. That is what 
this vote is all about. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I yield 1 

minute to Senator DEMINT, Senator 
SESSIONS, and Senator BURR, in that 
order. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Oklahoma. I wish to 
publicly thank him for taking the time 
to read so many bills and to look at 
spending and to see if we can do some-
thing to curb wasteful spending. 

I am disturbed that the Senator from 
Illinois thinks because we have to 
spend money in the battle against ter-
ror around the world that means we 
have to spend more at home without 
looking at real priorities, such as gas 
prices and dealing with those issues. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Okla-
homa a question because he has al-
ready mentioned it. I saw today that 
under the Democratic leadership, even 
though in their last campaign they 
were going to be fiscally responsible, I 
saw in USA Today that we will have 
the largest deficit in our history next 
year, and that doesn’t even include the 
$100 billion we are borrowing from So-
cial Security. 

Yet in the middle of this energy de-
bate and how to get gas prices down, I 
was amazed we were coming back 
today on bills that were just gathered 
together—— 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I ask for 
30 more seconds to finish the ques-
tion—15 more seconds. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Okla-
homa, is it not true that all these bills 
were attempted to pass without any de-
bate and without any vote and that the 
Senator from Oklahoma was asking 
questions and asking for some kind of 
openness on the floor? Instead of giving 
the Senator that, they balled them all 
up together? 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, the an-
swer to that question is everyone who 
has a bill in this, outside the nine that 
have never been hotlined or approved 
in the past, every one has been offered 
amendments to offset spending out of 
the duplication of waste that is already 
going on. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, in 
Senator COBURN, we have one of the 
smartest Members of this Senate and I 
believe the hardest working. There is 
no one more principled. It is perfectly 
all right in this body to object to a bill 
if it has some impact on your special 
interest in your State, but when a Sen-
ator such as Senator COBURN stands 
and objects to a piece of legislation be-
cause it is bad policy or impacts our 
national debt, that is not considered 
appropriate around here. 

He has the quaint idea that you 
should actually read the bill. He and 
his staff read hundreds of bills. They 

let them go if they think they are OK. 
They object to the particular parts 
they think are bad. They ask for 
amendments to improve those bills. 
And then when asked, if they do not 
accept Senator COBURN’s suggestion, he 
simply says bring up the bill and let 
me offer my amendment. That is not 
good enough. They want unanimous 
consent to run hundreds of bills 
through in the dead of night, without 
anybody looking at them, and I am 
glad one person has the courage and 
the integrity and the spine to stand 
and object. He is the one who is for 
good Government, in my view, and not 
the crowd who wants to run things 
through without full debate. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from North Carolina. 
Mr. BURR. Mr. President, let me, in 

full disclosure, say I am supportive of 
some of these bills. I am actually a co-
sponsor of some of these bills. But let 
me tell my colleagues what we are 
asked to do today. 

A vote for this cloture motion would 
be a vote to stop consideration of en-
ergy legislation. A vote for this initia-
tive would be a vote to stop consid-
ering lower gas prices. A vote for this 
cloture motion would be a vote to muz-
zle—muzzle—a Member of the Senate. 
If that happened, it would also be a 
vote to muzzle the American people. 

It is absolutely essential that this 
body get back on the debate on energy, 
where real solutions are presented in 
the form of amendments and we can 
address the most important issue to 
the American people and that is the 
price of gasoline and an energy policy 
that is desperately needed in this coun-
try. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, how 

much time is remaining? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. There is 3 minutes remaining. 
Mr. COBURN. And for Senator DUR-

BIN? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Illinois has 31 
seconds. 

Mr. COBURN. Let me ask that again. 
The time remaining for me is 31 sec-
onds? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Oklahoma now 
has 2 minutes 45 seconds. The Senator 
from Illinois has 31 seconds. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I will 
finish and end. First of all, the actual 
facts are that we are spending in Iraq 
$8 billion a month. It is not $10 billion 
to $15 billion; it is $8 billion. 

No. 2, I am not holding four of the 
eight Judiciary bills in this bill. As a 
matter of fact, I already agreed to 
three of them by unanimous consent, 
and they have gone through this body 
already. We can play with the facts all 
we want. The fact is, what is the pri-
ority for the American people? I wish 

to help people who are paralyzed. I 
have been a supporter of the Emmett 
Till bill. I think we ought to pay for it. 
We spent $396 million for conferences 
in the Justice Department for the last 
5 years. Why would we not take some 
of that money and pay for it? No, that 
is hard work. We would not do the 
oversight. We would not get rid of the 
wasteful spending. What we will do is 
pass new spending. That is what has to 
change. 

What my colleagues want to do I am 
not necessarily objecting to. What I am 
objecting to is how they want to do it. 
I am objecting to doing something in 
the name of good today that under-
mines the name of good tomorrow, 
which is the future availability and po-
tential for the children who come our 
way. 

We can have disputes about the war. 
I have not voted to fund the war, not 
once. What I have voted for is trans-
parency and elimination of waste, and 
I brought up amendments. The spon-
sors of this bill, every one of them 
voted for the bridge to nowhere; every 
one of them voted for the Hippy Mu-
seum in New York instead of the Child 
Health Program. Every one of them 
voted to, in fact, vote for sidewalk and 
bike trails instead of fixing the falling 
down bridges in this country. 

The question is, When will we have 
people who will vote for the future? It 
is easy to spend money up here. It is 
very easy to do. And because we are on 
different sides of the debate doesn’t 
mean those who want to do this are 
wrong. What is wrong is, in fact, cre-
ating a situation where we are going to 
charge it to our children. 

There are options. Senator REID was 
offered a list of amendments to offset 
at the Justice Department for the Em-
mett Till bill, and so was Senator 
DODD. They refused to even consider 
offsetting any wasteful spending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CARDIN). The Senator’s time has ex-
pired. 

Mr. COBURN. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-

sistant majority leader. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, we are 

not leaving the Energy bill. Senator 
REID, the Democratic leader, offered 
the Republicans to return to that bill 
immediately. This isn’t going to take 
60 hours, unless the Republican side de-
cides to drag it out forever. It doesn’t 
have to. It can take a much shorter pe-
riod of time. 

The bottom line is still this: Are we 
ready to spend money here in America 
to solve some of our own problems or 
are we going to keep shipping this 
money overseas to rebuild an Iraqi 
economy that already has more oil 
than most nations on Earth? Why don’t 
we spend money here for medical re-
search, making it safer for our kids to 
go on the Internet, or trying to find 
runaway children? 
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I think investments in America make 

us stronger, and that is what this vote 
will be all about. Those who make the 
argument to vote against it are voting 
against investment in America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have of-
fered a consent request to keep the En-
ergy bill pending regardless if the Sen-
ate adopted a motion to proceed to S. 
3297, the so-called Coburn package. I 
made this request so the speculation 
bill would not be displaced by the Sen-
ate acting on S. 3297, the Energy bill. 

To clarify for those listening, an ob-
jection was raised to my request to 
keep the Energy bill as the pending 
business. Anyone voting against this 
because of not being able to stay on 
Energy is mistaken or—well, I won’t 
use the word. That is good enough. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, and pursuant to 
rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the motion to 
proceed to Calendar No. 894, S. 3297, the Ad-
vancing America’s Priorities Act. 

Harry Reid, Jon Tester, Carl Levin, 
Christopher J. Dodd, Maria Cantwell, 
Benjamin L. Cardin, Daniel K. Inouye, 
Hillary Rodham Clinton, Kent Conrad, 
Bernard Sanders, Patty Murray, 
Debbie Stabenow, Ron Wyden, Patrick 
J. Leahy, Max Baucus, Dianne Fein-
stein, Richard Durbin, Robert Menen-
dez, Sherrod Brown. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent if my friends on the 
other side would waive the live quorum 
so we could save the Senate 20 minutes 
of time. 

Mr. COBURN. I am told by the staff 
that we cannot waive that. 

Mr. REID. You mean you don’t want 
to. So let’s go at it. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names: 

[Quorum No. 3 Leg.] 

Boxer 
Bunning 
Burr 
Cardin 

Coburn 
DeMint 
Durbin 
Gregg 

Kyl 
Reid 
Roberts 
Webb 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A 
quorum is not present. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move that 
the Sergeant at Arms be directed to re-
quest the attendance of absent Sen-
ators, and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

motion. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Hawaii (Mr. INOUYE), the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY), and the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. ALLARD), the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mrs. DOLE), the 
Senator from Nevada (Mr. ENSIGN), the 
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), 
the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN), the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mr. SUNUNU), and the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. VOINOVICH). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 87, 
nays 3, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 188 Leg.] 

YEAS—87 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 

DeMint 
Dodd 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
Martinez 

McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Tester 
Thune 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—3 

Bennett Specter Vitter 

NOT VOTING—10 

Allard 
Dole 
Ensign 
Hagel 

Inouye 
Kennedy 
McCain 
Obama 

Sununu 
Voinovich 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A 

quorum is present. 
The majority leader is recognized. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I will use 

leader time. 
The next matter is the Coburn pack-

age. It does not cost a penny. It is all 
authorization, dealing with some of the 
most sensitive issues in this country; 
for example, the Lou Gehrig’s disease. 
It establishes a registry. Scientists say 
we cannot make any progress on that 
dread disease until a registry is estab-
lished so scientists can take a look at 
what is going on in Oregon, Florida, 
Connecticut, and have a registry to go 
to work on this. That is only one. 

It deals with child pornography. It 
deals with paralysis. It deals with 
strokes. This is an important piece of 

legislation. I say to all my friends on 
the other side of the aisle, I have of-
fered a consent agreement that this 
will not take us off oil, off energy. 
That was objected to this morning. 

You cannot vote against this legisla-
tion because it would take us off en-
ergy. You cannot vote against it be-
cause it will run up the debt because 
that is simply untrue. 

I hope people will vote for this pack-
age. I say to everyone over here, this is 
it. Everyone knows how little time we 
have left to accomplish everything we 
need to do. You can all go home and ex-
plain to your constituents, if you vote 
against this legislation, how you re-
fused to move forward on some of the 
most sensitive issues that are in our 
legislative portfolio in Congress today. 
We will not be able to take these mat-
ters up at a later time, and we will 
have to wait until a new Congress. In 
the meantime there will be much suf-
fering and mental distress as a result 
of not moving forward on these mat-
ters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader is recognized. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am going to take a minute or so of my 
leader time. 

The issue before us, I say to my col-
leagues, is whether we are going to 
stay on the Energy bill. I have some 
optimism based on a conversation I had 
with the majority leader on the Senate 
floor earlier this afternoon that we 
might be able to come up with an 
agreement to go forward. This is not 
the time to go off of the No. 1 issue in 
this country. On every poll you have 
seen the American people expect us to 
deal with the energy problem and to 
deal with it now. 

With all due respect to any other 
matters that might be pending that all 
of us have an interest in, the question 
is, what is the most important thing to 
do in the Senate this week, right now, 
and it is to stay on energy. 

I would urge my friends on this side 
to oppose cloture. We will get back to 
this issue later. Let’s stay on energy, 
finish the job, and deal with the No. 1 
issue before the American people. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, as I said 
earlier, folks, there will not be another 
time. This is it. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3268 
I ask unanimous consent that S. 3268, 

the speculation energy bill, that they 
all want to stay on, remain the pending 
business notwithstanding the adoption 
of the motion to proceed to a nonprivi-
leged item, namely the Coburn pack-
age. 

How much more clear could we be? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection? 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

will be constrained to object because, 
as a practical matter, if we move to 
that issue, we will be off of the subject 
indefinitely because of concerns over 
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here about this particular measure. We 
will be on it indefinitely. We will prob-
ably never get back to the No. 1 issue 
that is before us. So under these par-
ticular circumstances, I am con-
strained to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. REID. We would be off this as 
long as it would take to adopt the mo-
tion to proceed, which would take 15 
minutes for the vote. Then we could 
move immediately to the bill. We could 
do that immediately. We could finish it 
quickly. The only effort that my 
friend, the distinguished junior Sen-
ator from Oklahoma, wants is to throw 
a monkey wrench into proceedings 
around here. That is what this is all 
about. 

I do not know why people on the 
other side of the aisle would join in 
this. You go home and explain to your 
constituents about Lou Gehrig’s dis-
ease. You go home and explain about 
the stroke legislation. You go home 
and explain to your folks about the 
Emmitt Till legislation. You go home 
and explain to everyone there about 
the paralysis bill. 

Next time you see someone in a 
wheelchair at home, explain to them 
how you voted against moving forward 
on something that may get them out of 
that wheelchair. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am confident—I see my friend from 
Oklahoma on the Senate floor. Maybe 
he would like to ask me a question. 

Mr. CORNYN. If I might through the 
Chair, under the rules of the Senate, I 
would be entitled to 30 hours of debate 
postcloture on the motion to proceed. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. That is my under-
standing. 

Mr. COBURN. Should we go past that 
to a cloture motion, I would be entitled 
to 30 hours of debate. If you add these, 
60 hours of debate, unless we debate all 
night long every night, would that, in 
fact, take us past the time, the ex-
pected time of adjournment? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Reclaiming my 
time, I think the answer to my friend’s 
question is, that is where we would be. 
Thus my observation that if we want to 
deal with the No. 1 issue in the country 
in the last week we are expected to be 
here, the appropriate thing to do is to 
stay on the subject. 

Obviously, my friend from Oklahoma 
feels very strongly about this matter. 
He and the majority leader are likely 
to have this exchange again sometime 
down the road. The question for all of 
us is, what is the most essential thing 
to do for America right now? 

The American people are asking us to 
do something about the price of gas at 
the pump. The way to do that is to stay 
on that subject at this particular mo-
ment, and the way to do that is to vote 
against cloture on getting off the sub-
ject and going to something else. 

Mr. REID. With all due respect to my 
doctor friend from Oklahoma, his math 

is not very good. The 30 hours, if he 
would want to take the 30 hours, which 
appears to be a little outlandish—but 
that would not be the first go-round we 
have had with outlandish stuff around 
here—that would run out sometime to-
morrow. The cloture vote would be 
sometime on Thursday. 

No one says we have to leave on Fri-
day. No one says we have to leave until 
we complete our work. So I would say 
to my friends, do not take the bait. 

First of all, we would be on energy. 
The Senator from Oklahoma can stall 
this out, and we know he is entitled to 
30 hours after today and 30 hours when 
we invoke cloture on the bill itself be-
cause cloture would be invoked on it if 
people had a right to vote on that. 

But do not take that bait. I say to ev-
eryone here, you go home and explain 
to someone, like I did, like I am going 
to have to do—Cathy Barrett from 
Sparks, NV, has Lou Gehrig’s disease. 
She is going to die. The average time 
from finding out you have the disease 
until you die is 18 months. Go home 
and explain to her and her family. And 
there are 6,000 new cases every year. 
Lou Gehrig’s disease, that is what it is 
all about. 

As I said before, you go and see some-
one in a wheelchair, and you tell them: 
I had the chance to do something about 
that, but I decided we would wait until 
next year. A year is not so important. 
You are only in a wheelchair for a lim-
ited period of time—perhaps your life. 

I think you should also go home and 
explain to every parent who is con-
cerned about Internet pornography— 
people who thrive on doing things on 
the Internet to be in the position to 
abuse children, that is in this bill too. 

I think we should be concerned about 
an issue that every time you go home— 
and most everyplace in America has an 
African-American community. You see 
someone in that African-American 
community, you tell them: I did not 
vote for the Emmitt Till legislation. It 
was not important enough because I 
had other things I wanted to do. 

So every time you go back to your 
constituents, African-American con-
stituents, wherever it may be in this 
country, you tell them: I wanted to get 
out of Washington; I did not have time 
to do that. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
majority leader just made a very 
strong argument for why this issue he 
is talking about should not be put off 
until next year. But the issue before us 
now is what to do immediately. We 
have been on the issue of energy for a 
week. It is time to stay on it and finish 
the job. 

The majority leader, not the minor-
ity, determines what the schedule is. If 
the so-called Coburn bill is so impor-
tant, I am sure the majority leader will 
turn back to it soon. But the issue is 
staying on the No. 1 concern in the 
country now and finishing the job. The 

majority leader, who controls the 
schedule, has it perfectly within his 
power not to delay this bill until later. 
In fact, this bill could have been done 
sooner than now—sooner than now. 
The issue today is whether we stay on 
the No. 1 issue in the country and fin-
ish the job. I recommend that we do 
that. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I hope the 
RECORD does not show a grin on my 
face because there is not one. But I 
think the statement just made by the 
Republican leader: I could have gone to 
this earlier had I wanted to—we have 
had 90 filibusters, breaking all previous 
records, breaking all previous records 
of a Congress from the time we were a 
country until today. I could have 
moved to it earlier? 

For the last 18 months since we have 
been in the majority, which I know has 
caused the Republicans to be in a snit, 
we have had to file cloture on virtually 
everything to work around procedural 
hurdles. So this is all part of the game. 
And I am disappointed that my Repub-
lican colleagues are buying the line of 
big oil. 

We have offered, on many occasions, 
a vote on their drilling amendment. We 
did it again earlier today. I hope we 
can work something out on it. But 
please do not use that as an excuse to 
vote against these packages. 

I say, and I repeat again, for the 34 
different reasons—the 34 different bills 
in this package being held up for no 
good reason—it does not affect the debt 
at all. We have in the RECORD a letter 
from the head of the Congressional 
Budget Office that says it has no bear-
ing on the deficit. 

I would hope that because of our Af-
rican-American communities, people 
who have Lou Gehrig’s disease, people 
who are paralyzed, people who are con-
cerned about pornography, you will 
vote for this. 

Now, my friend casually says: Well, 
the Democratic leader will move to 
this some other time. 

There are very few other times left in 
this Congress. We are going to get out 
of here in the next week or 10 days, I 
hope. We then come back in September 
where we have a few—literally, a few 
days. There is very little time. So as it 
happened with LIHEAP, you folks 
walked right off the cliff last week. 
You are going to have to go home and 
explain to the poor, the disabled, and 
the old people why you voted against 
LIHEAP because I do not know when 
we are going to be able to move to it 
again. I would like to, but I do not 
know when we can do that again. 

I ask for a vote now. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Let me say briefly, 

my good friend is making a campaign 
speech about who is going to pay a 
price for this or that or the other. I do 
not think the American people are par-
ticularly interested in that. 

What we know they are interested in, 
all the surveys indicate what they are 
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interested in, is seeing the Congress 
work together to do something impor-
tant about the No. 1 issue in the coun-
try, and that is the price of gas at the 
pump. 

We have a chance, if we stay on the 
subject—I am optimistic that we are 
going to have some amendments that 
are agreeable to both sides. We can 
move forward. The majority leader, 
who is in charge of the schedule, can 
get us back on any subject he chooses 
at any time of his choosing. So I would 
hope our colleagues would vote to stay 
on the subject of lowering the price of 
gas at the pump for the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. REID. Every Senator, all 100 of 
us, are experienced politicians. And for 
the Republican leader to say there is 
no price to be paid for what they have 
been doing: not allowing LIHEAP to go 
forward, and now, in effect, killing 34 
different bills that should have passed 
like that you do not think there is a 
price to be paid for it come November 
4? The American people will decide 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Is it the sense of the Sen-
ate that debate to proceed to S. 3297, a 
bill to Advance America’s Priorities, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) and the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. ALLARD), the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mrs. DOLE), the 
Senator from Nevada (Mr. ENSIGN), the 
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), 
the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN), and the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. SUNUNU). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 40, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 189 Leg.] 

YEAS—52 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Clinton 
Coleman 
Conrad 
Dodd 
Dorgan 
Durbin 

Feingold 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murray 

Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—40 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Craig 

Crapo 
DeMint 
Domenici 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kyl 
Lugar 
Martinez 

McConnell 
Murkowski 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stevens 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—8 

Allard 
Dole 
Ensign 

Hagel 
Kennedy 
McCain 

Obama 
Sununu 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 52, the nays are 40. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in af-
firmative, the motion is rejected. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
STABENOW). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

Mr. BAUCUS. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The legislative clerk continued with 

the call of the roll. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE). Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I apologize 
to everyone for the quorum lasting for 
so long, but there are certain things I 
have trouble getting to. Sometimes I 
need a little downtime to meet with 
staff, and there are a number of times 
I don’t have an opportunity to do that, 
and meet with a number of Senators. 
So I apologize to everyone for not al-
lowing the quorum to be called off. I do 
that very rarely, but I thought it was 
appropriate today. 

I have a number of things I want to 
do and I will do that now. 

Mr. President, I withdraw the motion 
to proceed to S. 3297. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is withdrawn. 

f 

FREE FLOW OF INFORMATION ACT 
OF 2007—MOTION TO PROCEED 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to Calendar No. 434, S. 2035, the 
Free Flow of Information Act—this is 
the media shield bill—and I send a clo-
ture motion to the desk. In fact, it is 
at the desk. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the motion to 
proceed to Calendar No. 434, S. 2035, the Free 
Flow of Information Act. 

Harry Reid, Charles E. Schumer, Debbie 
Stabenow, Christopher J. Dodd, Maria 
Cantwell, Richard Durbin, Barbara A. 
Mikulski, Frank R. Lautenberg, Ber-
nard Sanders, Robert Menendez, Patty 
Murray, Barbara Boxer, Ron Wyden, 
Ken Salazar, Bill Nelson, Daniel K. 
Inouye, Amy Klobuchar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now with-
draw the motion to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is withdrawn. 

f 

JOBS, ENERGY, FAMILIES, AND 
DISASTER RELIEF ACT OF 2008— 
MOTION TO PROCEED 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent to proceed to Calendar 
No. 898, S. 3335, the energy extenders 
package, and I ask that the clerk re-
port the cloture motion at the desk. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the motion to 
proceed to Calendar No. 898, S. 3335, the Jobs, 
Energy, Families, and Disaster Relief Act of 
2008. 

Harry Reid, Max Baucus, Bernard Sand-
ers, Christopher J. Dodd, Maria Cant-
well, Benjamin L. Cardin, Daniel K. 
Inouye, Hillary Rodham Clinton, Patty 
Murray, Ron Wyden, Debbie Stabenow, 
Patrick J. Leahy, Dianne Feinstein, 
Richard Durbin, Robert Menendez, 
Sherrod Brown, Carl Levin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the junior 
Senator from Oklahoma has a matter 
he wishes to bring before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. COBURN. I thank the majority 
leader for the time. 

Mr. President, in the bills we did not 
agree to go to, I have worked with Sen-
ator BIDEN on the child exploitation al-
ternative bill, which would protect our 
children from pornography and Inter-
net exploitation. That bill is at the 
desk and has been filed. 

After working with Senator BIDEN, 
adding the SAFE Act, which is an act 
that would decrease the amount of 
graphic and vile images of child por-
nography currently available on the 
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Internet and help root out people sell-
ing, trading, and displaying images, 
and by expanding the requirements for 
the Internet service providers to report 
on online child pornography, which is a 
bipartisan bill as well, as were two of 
these components I never held in the 
bill, I ask unanimous consent that we 
call up and pass that bill, as amended, 
with the concurrence of the majority 
leader. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The majority leader. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, what we 

have here is one of the most blatant at-
tempts to get a cover for a vote the Re-
publicans can’t justify. The Repub-
licans just voted against the bill that 
had these child pornography and child 
exploitation provisions in it. A few 
minutes ago, we had a cloture vote on 
the motion to begin debate on that bill. 
The Republicans overwhelmingly voted 
against it. We got three Republicans to 
vote for it, each of those running for 
reelection. 

Because they feel bad about siding 
with big oil over important American 
priorities, they now want to have it 
both ways. Here is who they voted 
against: They voted against Americans 
with Lou Gehrig disease, they voted 
against American mothers who suffer 
from postpartum depression, they 
voted against justice for people mur-
dered during the civil rights struggle, 
they voted against expanding programs 
to keep kids off drugs, they voted 
against Americans who want to be sure 
kids are safe when they visit America’s 
beaches and swim in the oceans, and a 
bill including numerous other impor-
tant provisions—dealing with strokes, 
with paralysis. If a Member of my 
party, a Member of my caucus forced 
me to vote against so many important 
priorities based on specious and mis-
leading arguments, I would want a way 
out too. 

So what we have here is a consent 
agreement, a consent request, I should 
say, that is about providing cover, not 
about trying to enact this legislation. 
To bring up Senator BIDEN’s name is, 
at the very least, unfair, disingenuous. 
Senator COBURN didn’t even bother to 
talk to the offices whose bills are cob-
bled together in his unanimous consent 
request. And in fact he didn’t even 
bother to attend a hearing on this issue 
the Judiciary Committee held in April. 
And because this is about cover and 
not trying to enact legislation, the 
bills in this unanimous consent request 
are not identical to the provisions in 
the bill they voted against. 

So keep in mind what my friend from 
Oklahoma has tried to do. First, he got 
his Republican Senators to walk over 
the cliff, and they are already down 
there fumbling around trying to find 
some way to breathe, because it is the 
water down there, and deep. Now he is 
saying this package of 34 bills we 

have—he is taking parts of that out 
and changing those, not accepting 
what is in the bill. 

Mr. COBURN. Is it my understanding 
there is an objection to the unanimous 
consent? 

Mr. REID. Yes, I object, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. REID. When we complied with 
the provisions in S. 3297, we cleared the 
language with the House. We wanted to 
be sure that once we passed that bill, 
the Coburn package, the House would 
pass a bill instantaneously. But this 
unanimous consent uses different lan-
guage, as I have explained to the Chair 
and those within the sound of my 
voice. 

It is ironic. Last week, my friend 
from Oklahoma held a press conference 
railing against passing bills that no 
one has seen or had a chance to vet. 
This is what he is trying to do now— 
what he held a press conference against 
last week. So I must object, as I have 
done, to this consent request. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3297 
Mr. REID. I do, however, offer a 

unanimous consent request that, if ac-
cepted, I know would lead to enact-
ment of this important legislation. Not 
only that, it would deal with child por-
nography, and it would deal with 33 
other issues, all of which are extremely 
vital and important. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to S. 3297, the Advanc-
ing America’s Priorities Act; that the 
bill be considered read a third time, 
passed, and the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. SPECTER. Objection. 
Mr. COBURN. Reserving the right to 

object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The majority leader. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I again say 

that Republicans should be grateful, 
because we certainly agree, but they 
should all be very grateful that Sen-
ator KENNEDY got out of his sickbed, 
flew down here against doctors’ in-
structions, came onto the Senate floor 
against doctors’ instructions—because 
his immune system is very low and he 
shouldn’t have been here—to save 
Medicare, and a number of Repub-
licans, because they were at the cliff on 
that one also. But for Senator KEN-
NEDY, they would have voted against 
that and destroyed Medicare. 

Mr. COBURN. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. President. 

Mr. REID. So Republicans refused to 
allow us to debate and vote on specula-
tion, on—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator yield for a parliamentary in-
quiry? 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, was I 
not recognized to offer two unanimous 
consent requests, and that the floor 

was actually mine, other than the ob-
jection to the unanimous consent re-
quest? 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the Senator 
was recognized to offer a unanimous 
consent request. I objected to that and 
I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma was recognized in 
his own right and does maintain the 
floor. 

Mr. COBURN. I thank the Chair. 
Mr. REID. I apologize to the Chair 

and to Senator COBURN. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I would 

make the point—I understand the ma-
jority leader’s concern with my ac-
tions. My actions are not of impure 
motives, nor are my attempts to em-
barrass anyone. But the fact is, we 
could pass these bills if we weren’t 
struggling with politics. The fact is, if 
we wanted to do something about it— 
and I believe many of the Members of 
this body do—we can continue the 
game of reducing minority rights or we 
can truly work to try to work out the 
problems on the bills. That is what the 
attempt was. I will not go any further 
with that. 

I will take this time to ask unani-
mous consent for another agreement— 
the Emmett Till bill, which I offered 
multiple times; multiple potential 
amendments to solve this problem. I 
met with Mr. Sykes, who is leading 
this effort. I agree with the purposes of 
the bill. I have always agreed with the 
purposes of the bill, and I objected be-
cause the Justice Department spent 
over $400 million in the last 7 years on 
conferences, and the Justice Depart-
ment says they can do what we want 
done for about a third of the amount of 
the money. So I am willing to offer a 
way to pass the Emmett Till bill to-
night on the floor, a way that allows 
the Justice Department to take funds 
from within their other funds and pay 
for the costs of this bill, which will be 
about a third less than what we would 
have authorized, and that will happen 
in spite of the fact that we do not plan 
to offer any appropriations bills this 
year. 

The Emmett Till bill could become 
law and be in effect at the level at 
which we would all want it by agreeing 
to the following unanimous consent re-
quest, the bill I filed, and I ask unani-
mous consent it be adopted and passed. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, we are at the same 
place we were just a few minutes ago. 
This, of course, is not a genuine effort 
to resolve the issues. This is a genuine 
effort to obfuscate what we are trying 
to do here on the floor. 

The Emmett Till bill here—in fact, 
one of the people who were with him 
the night he was murdered was up in 
the gallery today. We worked very hard 
to get this legislation passed. Now my 
friend from Oklahoma wants to change 
what the agreement was, that was re-
ported—what passed the House almost 
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unanimously and was reported out of 
the committee almost unanimously. 

This again is a blatant attempt to 
get a cover vote for a vote the Repub-
licans cannot justify. They just voted 
against a bill that had the Emmett Till 
language in it. It had the child pornog-
raphy language in it. I repeat, because 
they feel bad about siding with big oil 
over important American priorities, 
they now want to have it both ways. 

As I said a little while ago, they 
voted against Americans with Lou 
Gehrig’s disease, they voted against 
American mothers who suffer 
postpartum depression. My friend from 
the State of Illinois— 

Mr. COBURN addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection? 
Mr. REID. Yes, I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. COBURN. I make the note that 

what we have is the majority leader 
saying I want cover. I don’t cover for 
anything, I say to the majority leader. 
I have been out front opposing these 
bills from the start because they were 
not paid for or they were not good pol-
icy. To claim that my effort to pass 
this legislation now in a way that both 
saves money for the next few genera-
tions and also will accomplish the very 
goal that he says he wants to accom-
plish—that has nothing to do with feel-
ing guilty. I think it is a great victory 
for the American people today that we 
did not spend $11 billion and get on a 
bill that would spend it. 

I understand there is a permanent 
disagreement, both on how we have 
done this and also on the policy ques-
tions, but the fact is, if we want to 
solve unsolved civil rights violations, 
the way to do it is this. The way not to 
do it is to say: We are not going to do 
it, we are not going to work with you, 
we are not going to change it. 

The whole purpose of not agreeing to 
the unanimous consent request on the 
bill in the first place was there is so 
much waste in the Justice Department. 
It would be my recommendation that 
maybe after a few days we take an-
other look at that, and I will work 
with the authors of the bill in a good- 
faith effort to try to make both those 
bills capable of being passed. I know 
many on your side would like to get 
the legislation done no matter what. 

This is no attempt to cover for any-
body. I have too many holds to try to 
cover for anything. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Will the Senator 
yield for a question? 

Mr. COBURN. I will yield to the Sen-
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Senator COBURN, 
with regard to the Emmett Till bill, 
you have been open about your objec-
tion. This is not a secret hold, is it? 

Mr. COBURN. Absolutely not. 
Mr. SESSIONS. You worked on it. 

You spent a lot of your time. You 

talked to the Department of Justice, 
you studied the bill, you studied the 
language in it. You have a sincere con-
cern about the way it was originally 
written; is that right? 

Mr. COBURN. I have a concern with 
the money authorized in this bill that 
will be wasted and appropriated when 
we have not taken care of a large 
amount of the waste in the Justice De-
partment. 

Mr. SESSIONS. In fact, you talked to 
the Justice Department about it, I be-
lieve; is that correct? 

Mr. COBURN. I have. 
Mr. SESSIONS. You spent a lot of 

hours of your personal time trying to 
make this legislation better. Have they 
told you they needed as much money 
as the bill originally authorized? 

Mr. COBURN. They said they needed 
one-third of what the bill authorized. 

Mr. SESSIONS. The Department of 
Justice said they can meet the goal 
with one-third less money than the bill 
has in it? 

Mr. COBURN. That is correct. 
Mr. SESSIONS. And you are willing 

to accept that amount? 
Mr. COBURN. And have it paid for 

out of wasted funds at the Justice De-
partment. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I don’t think that is 
an unreasonable position, I would say 
to my friend the majority leader. I 
think that is good work, what a good 
Senator should do. They should ask 
questions. 

You served on the Judiciary Com-
mittee, so you were engaged with that 
discussion when it first came up? 

Mr. COBURN. I first raised reserva-
tions on this bill when it first came up. 

Mr. SESSIONS. On the Child Protec-
tion Act, the goal of that was—I served 
on that subcommittee—the goal of that 
was to create task forces around the 
country to exploit computer tech-
nology to identify pedophiles and child 
molesters, a goal which I support and I 
think you support. But the amount of 
money just seemed to be drawn out of 
thin air, one-point-something billion 
dollars; is that correct? 

Mr. COBURN. That is correct. The 
bill as offered brought that number 
down to $360-some million, which was 
never offered to me but was in the bill 
as it came to the floor. 

Mr. SESSIONS. OK. When it came 
out of the subcommittee, as I recall— 
and I talked to the chairman of the 
subcommittee, Senator BIDEN, at 
length, and our staff talked, and we 
asked him to bring the amount down. 

I served 15 years in the Department 
of Justice. I know the Presiding Officer 
was a U.S. attorney also. I know some-
thing about how task forces work. We 
didn’t need $1.2 billion. I tried to get 
that down. 

I was placed in an uncomfortable po-
sition to either vote for a bill that I 
supported in general or insist that the 
number, the amount of funding, be re-

duced to a reasonable level. Sometimes 
you wonder, maybe they want to put 
you in that position. I voted against 
the bill in committee. 

After you raised an objection and 
placed a hold on it or made clear your 
objection, the bill has been reduced in 
amount? 

Mr. COBURN. Yes, it has, by three- 
quarters. 

Mr. SPECTER. Will the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to me? 

Mr. COBURN. I will. 
Mr. SPECTER. I have waited more 

than an hour to speak while the 
quorum call was on, and we couldn’t 
get the quorum call taken off. 

With all due respect, the real issue, 
which is on the floor now, is not the 
amounts of these dollars or the virtue 
of all of the bills you are blocking, but 
the real issue is whether—— 

Mr. REID. Is there a question the 
Senator has for the Senator from Okla-
homa? 

Mr. SPECTER. The Senator from 
Alabama spoke at some length without 
any objection being offered. 

I will pose a question to you, Senator 
COBURN, since the majority leader 
wants to find some way to stop me 
from speaking. He didn’t stop Senator 
SESSIONS from speaking. My question 
to you, Senator—— 

Mr. REID. Is there a question the 
Senator from Pennsylvania has? 

Mr. SPECTER. My question to you, 
Senator COBURN—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from Pennsylvania use his 
microphone. 

Senators may yield the floor for a 
question. 

Mr. SPECTER. The question to the 
Senator from Oklahoma: Isn’t the real 
issue behind the cloture vote an effort 
to dislodge the pending legislation on 
the oil speculation bill? Is it the sub-
stance of the legislation which you 
have opposed and blocked, most of 
which if not all of which I agree with. 
But isn’t the real point as to what the 
Senator from Nevada is seeking to do 
here is to find some way to get off the 
oil speculators bill? 

Mr. COBURN. I thank the Senator 
from Pennsylvania for his question. I 
think you accurately assessed it. The 
fact is, this country has an energy cri-
sis. We have chosen not to address 
American resources for that. We have 
chosen to do anything but that, and 
that is why we have seen bill after bill 
forcing political votes rather than solv-
ing the real problem Americans want 
the Senate to address, which is how do 
we stop sending $700 billion of our 
treasure out of this country every 
year, knowing we are going to be on 
carbon-based energy for at least the 
next 20 to 30 years, and how do we use 
American resources. 

You are absolutely right. That is the 
real question. That is what we should 
be about. That is why Republicans 
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stood and said the thing the American 
people are interested in is us address-
ing the issues that are impacting them 
directly today, the $2,400 per family, 
trying to get to work or get to school. 

The question the Senator asked is ab-
solutely right. The real question is en-
ergy and trying to take us off energy 
and run out the clock and not deal with 
this before we go on summer break. 

Mr. SPECTER. My next question to 
the Senator from Oklahoma is, when 
the Senator from Nevada rejects the 
traditional standing of Senators to 
offer an amendment to any bill at any 
time—until the past 15 years, majority 
leaders, both Democrats and Repub-
licans, have adopted this filling the 
tree to preclude amendments, and the 
Senator from Nevada says there is in-
sufficient time to take up the amend-
ments. Isn’t it true that if the Senate 
and the House stayed in session during 
the month of August and did not take 
the recess, we could take up any num-
ber of amendments to give Senators 
the traditional rights, which had been 
enjoyed until 1993, when both Demo-
cratic and Republican majority leaders 
have stymied the process by this proc-
ess of filling the tree? 

Mr. COBURN. I think the Senator 
makes a good point. The answer to 
that is yes. As a matter of fact, we 
would have been halfway through this 
bill had cloture not been filed when it 
was introduced at the same time, as we 
just saw on the bills this evening. A 
bill is introduced, cloture is filed at the 
moment of introduction, as it was with 
the Advancing America’s Priorities or, 
as I call it, the Grow Government and 
Spend More of Your Grandkids’ Money 
bill, the point being we could have al-
ready accomplished half of what this 
country needs had we had an open 
amendment process that was germane 
to the energy needs of this country. 

Mr. SPECTER. My next question to 
the Senator from Oklahoma is whether 
Senator REID was correct when he 
spoke, on February 28, 2006, as noted in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on the Pa-
triot Act Reauthorization: 

I am disappointed that he— 

Referring to a Senator who wanted to 
offer an amendment— 
has been denied that opportunity by a proce-
dural maneuver known as ‘‘filling the tree.’’ 
This is a very bad practice. It runs against 
the basic rule of the Senate. The hallmark of 
the Senate is free speech and open debate. 

Was the Senator from Nevada correct 
when he decried and criticized this 
business of filling the tree to preclude 
the offering of amendments? 

Mr. COBURN. I answer the Senator 
from Pennsylvania by saying yes, he 
was. No majority leader should fill the 
tree, Republican or Democrat. It goes 
against the best traditions of the Sen-
ate. It goes against the tradition of full 
debate and full amendment. 

Our energy problems could be solved 
tomorrow as far as this bill. We could 

ask a unanimous consent to withdraw 
the amendments filling the tree. If we 
had unanimous consent to do that, we 
could have open amendments with the 
provision there would only be germane 
amendments to the energy needs of 
this country. We could do that, but we 
have moved from debate about what is 
in the best interests of this country to 
what is in the best interests of the next 
political election. That is what this de-
bate is about. It is not about energy. It 
is not about what is in the best inter-
ests of the next two generations. It is 
not what is in the best interests of the 
Nation from a national security stand-
point or energy security standpoint. It 
is about what is best for the next elec-
tion. 

We need to get away from that. Re-
grettably, Republican leaders have 
used it but never to the extent of 15 
times has it ever—it has not been used 
15 times in total until the present lead-
er has exercised it 15 times. He has cut 
off debate and all amendments. 

Mr. SPECTER. Is the Senator from 
Oklahoma aware that I have stated for 
the record my reason for opposing clo-
ture on the oil speculators bill was not 
that I did not agree with the under-
lying approach of legislation to deal 
with the high prices of oil and the high 
prices of gas at the pump, but I voted 
against cloture on that bill, opposed 
putting the majority leader in a posi-
tion to move for final passage because 
I had amendments I wished to offer. 

Was the Senator from Oklahoma 
aware that I have been pressing to get 
an amendment, along with Senator 
KOHL, a bipartisan amendment, to 
bring OPEC nations under the anti-
trust laws so they could not meet in a 
room, lower production, lower supply, 
and thereby raise the price of oil in the 
international market? 

Mr. COBURN. I was not aware of 
that. 

Mr. SPECTER. Is the Senator from 
Oklahoma aware that I am the prin-
cipal author of the legislation to pro-
vide for the reporter shield, along with 
Senator SCHUMER and Senator LUGAR? 

Mr. COBURN. I am. 
Mr. SPECTER. Is the Senator from 

Oklahoma aware that if that issue goes 
through the process of the tree filling 
and cloture is invoked, that legislation 
will displace the oil speculators bill? 

Mr. COBURN. I am aware of that. 
Mr. SPECTER. Is the Senator from 

Oklahoma aware of the detailed effort 
I made on the legislation involving 
global warming coming to the floor 
several times during the week of June 
2, listing a number of amendments 
which I sought to offer, essentially 
from the Bingaman-Specter bill, and 
that I was precluded from offering 
those amendments because the Senator 
from Nevada filled the tree? 

Mr. COBURN. I was. 
Mr. SPECTER. Was the Senator from 

Oklahoma aware of the fact that I 

voted against cloture on the global 
warming bill, notwithstanding the fact 
that I think that is an issue that has to 
be addressed and worked for more than 
a year with Senator BINGAMAN, pro-
ducing the Bingaman-Specter bill, but 
voted against cloture to advance the 
bill because I and others wanted to 
offer amendments to the global warm-
ing bill? 

Mr. COBURN. I am. 
Mr. SPECTER. Was the Senator from 

Oklahoma aware of that when the Sen-
ator from Nevada thwarted the pro-
ceedings under the FAA bill, that there 
were key issues to be decided, such as 
modernizing air control to move to sat-
ellite, to provide for greater safety, and 
the processing of that bill was thwart-
ed because the tree was filled and, 
again, a motion for cloture was denied 
because Senators were not given an op-
portunity to offer amendments? 

Mr. COBURN. I was aware of that. 
Mr. SPECTER. Was the Senator from 

Oklahoma aware that I had two impor-
tant amendments relating to air con-
trol over my State, southeastern Penn-
sylvania, actually over Delaware, New 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania, that I had 
an amendment which dealt with the 
scheduling, where there were enormous 
delays on takeoffs and landings be-
cause they were overbooked, and that 
the efforts to change the law on that 
were thwarted by the procedures adopt-
ed by the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. COBURN. I was aware. 
Mr. SPECTER. Was the Senator from 

Oklahoma aware that a number of Sen-
ators were on the floor for about an 
hour today and could not get recogni-
tion and had to wait because a quorum 
call was on and that the Senator from 
Nevada saw to it that the unanimous 
consent to take off the quorum was de-
nied? 

Mr. COBURN. I was aware of that. I 
had actually offered unanimous con-
sent to waive the cloture and was de-
nied. 

Mr. SPECTER. Is the Senator from 
Oklahoma aware that there is a deter-
mination by this Senator, and I think 
by more than 40 other Senators on this 
side of the aisle, to fight these proce-
dural moves come hell or high water, 
and no matter what legislation the 
Senator from Nevada offers, if it is leg-
islation similar to the shield bill that I 
have worked on for a long time, I think 
it is very necessary, that we are going 
to rebel against the tyranny of what 
has been established by the majority 
leader in following a procedure to fill 
the tree and then blame Republicans 
who refuse cloture and exercise finger- 
pointing backward and forward? 

Is the Senator from Oklahoma aware 
that I and others are determined to do 
everything we can to stop this proce-
dure, which has undercut the basic pur-
pose of the Senate? 

Mr. COBURN. I am. I am very pleased 
in your effort. 
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Mr. SPECTER. I thank the Senator 

from Oklahoma. 
Mr. COBURN. I will not take but a 

moment longer. I think it is fair to 
allow the majority leader to regain the 
floor. 

The Senate I know and the Senate I 
studied was not about limiting debate. 
It was not about having a Rules Com-
mittee of one, it was about unlimited 
debate, germane but unlimited. It was 
about amendments. It was about using 
the parliamentary rules we have in a 
fair and straightforward way to ad-
vance what you thought was best for 
this country. 

The majority leader has the toughest 
position in this body. It is a hard job. 
There is no question. I defer to his 
judgment. I am not critical of his judg-
ment. I am sorry for the Senate that 
we are to the point now where we can 
only move legislation when it is ap-
proved and the amendments are ap-
proved by the majority leader and his 
leadership. 

I think that fails the test of our 
Founders’ version of the Senate. I 
think we will rue the day that we have 
gone down this path. But I will con-
tinue to use every parliamentary ma-
neuver I know to lessen Washington’s 
wasteful spending, to pass good bills 
and make them better and not to say 
that just because you do not approve of 
a unanimous consent request that you 
do not have something to offer. 

The fact is, we have passed 855 bills 
by unanimous consent. I may have let 
too many go. But the fact is we nego-
tiated with a lot of people and got a lot 
of bills through. The frustration factor 
is part of the Senate. Working together 
we solve problems, working against 
each other what we do is we lower the 
rate of acceptability and confidence in 
this body to the 9 percent it has today. 

My hat is off to HARRY REID for the 
amount of time he has put in, the 
amount of effort he puts in it. I would 
hope he would choose to go a different 
way, reaching across the aisle, working 
across the aisle. Everybody’s ideas 
have value. Everybody’s input should 
be offered and there should be real ne-
gotiation. 

One last comment. This omnibus 
package of bills had 34 bills in it. There 
were only three bills that I absolutely 
opposed, nine bills I never objected to 
at all. And every other bill in that I 
made an offer to reach out, offer 
amendments, offer suggestions. Most of 
the time it was flatly rejected: We are 
going to roll over you. You cannot 
have input. 

If that is the way the Senate oper-
ates, then we are going to be back here 
a lot of times in the future. I know, 
pretty heady times, thinking that we 
may not have the power to do that. But 
that power, if it goes away, will not 
last for very long being in absence. It 
will be back. The American people get 
it. 

This country is on a crashing course, 
financially. Fiscally, we cannot handle 
what is happening to us. Until we start 
handling the problems now that are 
going to be the crisis in the future, we 
will fail the American public. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am going 

to be very patient and try to run 
through the accusations and state-
ments made by my friend from Okla-
homa and my friend from Pennsyl-
vania. 

The Emmett Till bill was introduced 
in February of 2007. It is now July of 
2008. How much more patient can Sen-
ator BIDEN, members of that com-
mittee and, frankly, how much more 
patient can I be? 

I revere the work done by JOHN LEWIS 
and others; civil rights leaders in those 
early days. I have listened to him talk 
at great length in a private, personal 
basis about what he went through. We 
had here at a DPC luncheon within the 
last few months a woman who pro-
ceeded to go down there with JOHN 
LEWIS and others, a White woman from 
here, in Virginia. 

She believed what she had heard, 
that this was a country that was open 
to everyone. She, too, was beaten, 
thrown into prison, as were hundreds of 
other people. But, sadly, Emmett Till 
was murdered, as were lots of others. 
Most of those civil rights murders have 
been unsolved. That is what this is all 
about. Let’s get to the bottom of it. 

Make all the excuses you want, but 
we have had lots of time to deal with 
the legislation. No matter how many 
times my friend from Oklahoma talks 
about the huge cost of this package of 
bills, he can say it once, he can say it 
1,000 times, it does not matter. The bill 
costs nothing. It is in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. I introduced it today. 
The head of the Congressional Budget 
Office said it costs nothing. 

So any talk about saving huge 
amounts of money is nothing but 
wasteful talk because it does not. To 
have other Senators come here and 
say: Well, what we want to do with this 
Emmett Till bill you could do it for 
one-third of the amount. 

That is what the legislative process 
is all about. There are three other op-
portunities for us to do that. All we are 
doing is authorizing that so the legisla-
tion can move forward. You can do it 
at the subcommittee level in appro-
priations, the full committee level of 
appropriations, and then when the bill 
gets to the Senate floor. 

For Republicans to come and cry 
crocodile tears about my tyranny on 
the Senate floor is laughable. I have 
had to file almost 90 cloture motions to 
try to stop the filibusters they filed. 
We have had to file cloture on things 
they agree with because they are stall-
ing for time. They want to maintain 
the status quo. 

I would say to anyone, including my 
friend from Pennsylvania who comes to 
the floor and says we are going to do 
this no matter what because we want 
to stay on the Energy bill, I offered a 
unanimous consent not once but twice, 
saying we would stay on the Energy 
bill. We could finish this package of 
bills just like that and move to energy. 
We would never get off that. That was 
the consent I offered. So these are all 
excuses, real excuses. 

The question is, The Republicans 
have decided to stick with big oil, the 
oil companies that last year made $250 
billion. That is what they have decided 
to do. It is a decision they made. It was 
calculated. They decided to do that. 

There is not a Democrat over here 
who does not say we should do more 
with the domestic production. We have 
said that time and time again. Now, I 
can be threatened with a lot of things, 
but do not ever consider that anyone 
here is going to outwork me. I do not 
care if we are here during the August 
recess. If you want to talk politics, we 
do not have a single Democratic Sen-
ator who has an election contest that 
is at all troubling. There are 11 of them 
over there. 

If they want to stay here during the 
August recess, that is fine with me. 
The only thing I have planned would 
take me about 20 minutes to get out of. 
I have a trip to Afghanistan. It is 
something I feel I need to do. I can do 
it some other time. I am taking five or 
six other Senators with me. They can 
do it some other time. So do not come 
to the floor and say we are going to 
stay here in the August recess. Who 
suffers more for doing that, Democrats 
or Republicans? They do, I would 
think. 

If they have any common sense—I 
know they do—those Senators who 
have election contests would rather be 
home than here. So do not suggest that 
somehow I am afraid to be here. We 
may not be doing energy legislation 
during that time, but we have so much 
to do. 

We have the Defense authorization 
bill. If we don’t get the media shield, 
we have that too. We have a number of 
other important issues we have to do. 
Consumer product safety, we have to 
do that conference report. So there are 
plenty of things we can do during the 
August recess, if the Republicans 
would rather be here. So don’t say: We 
are going to really get you. We are 
going to ask you to stay here during 
the August recess. 

Also, understand this: We have had a 
difficult problem with the President 
now for some time. We don’t let him 
have recess appointments because they 
are mischievous, and unless we have an 
agreement before the recess, there will 
be no recess. We will meet every third 
day pro forma, as we have done during 
the last series of breaks. We don’t need 
a vote to recess. We will just be in pro 
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forma session. We will tell the House to 
do the same thing. So let’s not be 
threatening about staying in during 
the August recess. 

People ask: Why do the Democrats 
think Republicans may be somewhat 
mischievous in amendments they offer? 
Let’s look at recent history. We have 
tried in good faith to legislate on bills, 
one of them we thought would be a 
good idea. Let’s have an open amend-
ment process. The first amendment 
they came here and offered was some-
thing that has been panned by every 
editorial writer in America, an 18-cent 
tax holiday. Remember, in Nevada we 
paid about $3.30 for a gallon of gas. Ev-
eryone knew the McCain issue to deal 
with the energy crisis was laughable. 
But that was the amendment they of-
fered. 

Then we decided, well, there is an-
other piece, maybe they will not do it 
this time. But, bango, one of the first 
things they did was offer their own GI 
bill of rights because JOHN MCCAIN said 
the bill that is now law is too generous. 
So, again, we got off track on that. 

All of my friends lamenting what the 
present status of the Senate is, all they 
have to do is look back at recent his-
tory. Presidential elections have con-
sequences. Presidential elections al-
ways cause problems on the Senate 
floor. It is difficult to legislate when 
one Senator can do so much damage. 

I would say to my friend from Penn-
sylvania, he read from the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD something I said in 2006. 
I said that. But if he were logical—and 
I think he is—he should have read the 
rest of that because, if you understand, 
he voted to go with Senator Frist that 
filling the tree was just fine. Suddenly, 
he has found religion. Back then, he 
didn’t have it. Senator SPECTER voted 
with Senator Frist to fill the tree. 

NOPEC—he talks about that. I know 
a little bit about that piece of legisla-
tion. I believed strongly, with Senator 
KOHL and Senator SPECTER, that OPEC 
should be subject to the antitrust laws 
of this country. I have said so publicly, 
and I tried here to bring that matter to 
the floor. I asked consent that we 
would be able to do that. Who objected 
to it? The Republicans objected to it. 
We didn’t. We wanted to legislate on 
that. They wouldn’t let us. 

My friend from Pennsylvania has 
joined the throng to vote against Medi-
care, speculation, the energy package 
of tax extenders, LIHEAP, global 
warming—all these issues, and this 
package today. 

I say that people who voted today 
against this package decided they 
wanted to have a vote to satisfy big oil. 
And to use the lame excuse that HARRY 
REID was a tyrannical guy and was 
stopping them from legislating. They 
have stopped themselves from legis-
lating because they want to maintain 
the status quo. That is what this is all 
about. President Bush is for the status 

quo, and his people in the Senate are 
marching along behind him. 

Again, I repeat, you go home and ex-
plain, I say to my Republican friends, 
you go home and explain to your con-
stituents, the next person you see in a 
wheelchair, go up to them and say: You 
know, I voted against you because 
HARRY REID was being a tyrannical guy 
in the Senate. 

You go home to someone whose fam-
ily is bereaved because their mother, 
sister, or friend had a baby, and they 
were so depressed that they are now in 
a mental ward of some hospital or they 
committed suicide. You go home and 
explain to that family that is the case. 

You go home and explain to someone 
who is a stroke victim or a family who 
has a stroke victim: I decided to vote 
against you because HARRY REID didn’t 
give me an amendment to vote on 
whether OPEC should be subject to the 
antitrust laws. 

You go home and tell people—there is 
going to be 5,600 new people this year 
who will be diagnosed with Lou 
Gehrig’s disease. From the time they 
are diagnosed to the time they die is an 
average of 18 months. You go home and 
tell them and their families, their 
friends: I voted that way because 
HARRY REID wasn’t handling the Sen-
ate right. I had a chance to vote on it, 
but I didn’t like the way he was doing 
it. So you understand, HARRY REID was 
the bad guy. I am a good guy, even 
though I voted against your best inter-
ests. 

You go home and tell people who are 
struggling every day raising children, 
trying to keep them away from evil 
people who do things that are very hor-
rible with pornography with children, 
they exploit children—we have legisla-
tion here that would stop that. You go 
home, go to a PTA meeting and tell 
them: Well, we had something that 
would help this pornography with chil-
dren, but REID, I just don’t like the 
way he runs the Senate. 

You can go home and talk about the 
34 pieces of legislation. You go home, 
you Republicans, go home and explain 
to your constituents how you did that. 
It is pretty hard to do, but you can go 
ahead and do it. 

If any Member of my party suggested 
to me or the members of my caucus to 
vote against so many priorities based 
on specious and misleading arguments, 
I would want a way out too. I under-
stand the rights of my friend from 
Oklahoma. He has a right to do what 
he has done. I think he is wrong. But I 
do say this: His Republican colleagues 
know him as well as I do, and what he 
has done is no surprise. But I am just 
saying they should join together, as 
they did earlier this year, when there 
were over 90 pieces of legislation he 
had held up for the same baseless rea-
sons he is holding this stuff up. 

They voted because they said: 
Enough is enough. Well, enough is 

enough. They have decided they want 
to go along with the crowd. Eric 
Hoffer, somebody I thought was a great 
author, just had a birthday. He is dead, 
but they announced it was his birth-
day, a longshoreman, philosopher. He 
wrote a lot about what happens in 
crowds; people go along with the 
crowd. He wrote about it. He was Presi-
dent Kennedy’s favorite author. 

These folks over here are going along 
with the crowd, just like Eric Hoffer 
said people do on certain occasions. 
They will regret having done so. 

I do the very best I can, trying to be 
fair, fair to everyone in my caucus and 
fair to everyone in the Republican cau-
cus. I have never been a bully. I have 
been involved in a few fights in my life, 
but I very rarely ever picked a fight. I 
certainly haven’t picked a fight here. I 
want to get along. That is my person-
ality. So I am not upset at anyone, 
other than to say: How foolish what is 
going on here in the Senate. I say, with 
a clear conscience, I am not the cause 
of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
without prolonging this discussion end-
lessly, I want to take a moment to con-
gratulate my friend from Oklahoma for 
his courage in making an extraor-
dinarily important point to our col-
leagues, which is the way you pass leg-
islation on a consultative basis. I 
would say to my friend from Okla-
homa, I remember when we were in the 
majority and I was the second ranking 
member of our conference, having to 
tell our Members frequently that the 
only way we could get anything accom-
plished was to take tough votes, and 
that was the challenge of being in the 
majority. If you want to move some-
thing along, you have to give the mi-
nority an opportunity to have their 
votes. 

There was always grumbling about 
it: Can’t you do anything? Invariably 
people would say: I am up this cycle; I 
can’t possibly do this. 

In order to make a law rather than 
just check the box, the process in the 
Senate means the minority gets to 
offer amendments. What is going on 
here is a fundamental shifting of the 
way the Senate has historically acted. 
I know the majority leader is under a 
lot of pressure from his Members fre-
quently to avoid tough votes. I have 
been there. I have heard those de-
mands. But if your operating mode is 
to avoid all tough votes, you never ac-
complish much. 

We haven’t given up on this side. Our 
hope is that this Congress could actu-
ally be remembered for having done at 
least a few things that were important 
to the country. So I want to shift now 
to the issue that we have been sort of 
sparring back and forth on over the 
last week or so, and that is the energy 
issue. I owe the majority leader a re-
port on a leadership meeting I had just 
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a few hours ago. We had a good discus-
sion. I think my membership and my 
leadership team believed that the con-
sent agreement he offered earlier today 
went a long way toward meeting the 
requirements that many of us on this 
side of the aisle had believed were sort 
of a bare minimum threshold of credi-
bility to actually have a chance of 
making a law rather than checking a 
box. When we finally end our public 
discussion tonight, I just want to say 
to my friend the majority leader pub-
licly, I would like to have a discussion 
privately about how we might go for-
ward. It sounds to me like we are very 
close to having a consent agreement 
that would give us a chance to operate 
on a major issue in the way the Senate 
has historically dealt with significant 
issues. 

I want to end my comments tonight 
on a note of optimism, that we might 
be close to doing something important 
for the country on a very large issue. 
Again, on the question of the way the 
Senate functions, I congratulate not 
only the Senator from Oklahoma but 
the Senator from Pennsylvania for 
their strong insistence that they be al-
lowed and that all Senators, really, be 
allowed to be part of the legislative 
process. It is really the only way we 
can actually pass laws, rather than 
just score points with each other. I 
think the American people would like 
to see us do something significant 
about the No. 1 issue in the country. 

I end the evening publicly—and I will 
continue conversations with the major-
ity leader privately—on a note of opti-
mism that we might well be on the 
verge of getting an agreement that 
would be acceptable to both sides and 
give us a chance to go forward. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority whip. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I would 

like to ask the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania if he is seeking the floor to 
speak. Perhaps we can reach a time 
agreement and he can speak and I 
could speak as well. I would like to ask 
him, does he have a period of time for 
which he is seeking recognition? 

Mr. SPECTER. I would like 10 to 15 
minutes tops. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I yield 
15 minutes to the Senator from Penn-
sylvania and ask unanimous consent 
that I be recognized immediately 
thereafter. 

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

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I 
thank the senior Senator from Illinois. 
I had sought recognition to try to 
speak about an hour ago, 5 past 6, but 
we were in a quorum call. If there is 
somebody watching on C–SPAN, they 
probably don’t understand what is 
going on on the Senate floor. But a 
quorum call can’t be taken off if one 
Senator objects. As I said earlier, the 

majority leader objected until he got 
to the floor and took off the quorum 
call. Then I made a number of com-
ments in a discussion with the Senator 
from Oklahoma. 

For those who do not know the Sen-
ate procedures, I could only ask him a 
question, could not make any state-
ments. Although the Senator from Ala-
bama engaged in a considerable 
amount of comments without ques-
tions, the majority leader objected 
when I sought recognition. So I now 
want to address a few basic points in 
what is going on. 

The institutions of the Senate are 
very important to this country. That is 
because this body has been called the 
world’s greatest deliberative body, be-
cause under the precedents, any Sen-
ator can offer any amendment to any 
bill at any time, virtually. There are 
some limitations, but that is the valid 
generalization. If you combine that 
with unlimited debate, this forum has 
been a place where ideas can be ex-
pressed, the public can hear them, the 
public can understand them, and mo-
mentous matters of public policy are 
decided by the Senate because of our 
ability to bring up these issues. Nobody 
can limit it. That has made America 
great. The Senate is a very important 
institution. 

Now, regrettably, in the past 15 
years—and it has been the fault of both 
Democrats and Republicans; and I have 
not hesitated, as the record shows, to 
criticize the Republican caucus. I did 
so in some detail during the judicial 
battles during the Clinton administra-
tion, where I thought the Republican 
caucus was wrong in denying confirma-
tion. I have voted in an independent 
way and have disagreed with Presi-
dents of my own party and the major-
ity of my own party. 

In noting what has happened on this 
procedure of filling the tree—that is an 
arcane expression, but let me take a 
moment to explain it. 

When a bill is filed, called up by the 
majority leader, the majority leader 
then has what is called primacy of rec-
ognition. If two Senators seek recogni-
tion, and the majority leader is one of 
them, he has the right to recognition 
first. So he then offers an amendment 
to the pending bill. Then he offers an-
other amendment in the second degree. 
I won’t go on to detail the kinds of 
amendments, but the consequence is 
that no other Senator can offer any 
amendment. That is called filling the 
tree. 

Then, when the majority leader has 
done that, he moves for cloture. That 
is to cut off debate. Senator REID did 
not invent this process. It had been 
used very sparingly until 1993, only 15 
years ago. 

In one Congress, for example, the 
101st Congress, 1989 to 1990, the Demo-
cratic majority leader, George Mitch-
ell, did not use it at all. Then, in the 

session from 1993 to 1994, Senator 
Mitchell used it nine times. Then it got 
to be in vogue. Senator Lott used it 
nine times in the session from 1999 to 
2000. Senator Frist then used it nine 
times in 2005 and 2006. Senator REID 
has now used it 15 times, and it has had 
the consequence of precluding Senators 
from offering amendments. 

Let me be very specific. The global 
warming bill came to the floor on June 
2 of this year. I had a whole series of 
amendments I wanted to offer, and 
came to the floor and talked about: No. 
1, emission caps; No. 2, cost contain-
ment safety valve; No. 3, the energy-in-
tensive manufacturing competitiveness 
amendment; and No. 4, the steel proc-
ess gas emissions amendment. 

But what happened? Senator REID 
filled the tree on June 4. I could not 
offer those amendments. Then, on June 
6, he moved for cloture to cut off de-
bate. Cloture was defeated 48 to 36. 
Then the bill was taken down. 

A similar thing happened on the FAA 
bill. It was called up on April 28—a 
very important bill because it was 
going to change air control practices 
using a satellite system to provide for 
greater safety. There were important 
amendments I wanted to offer on 
scheduling. We have overscheduling at 
the Philadelphia International Airport. 
People wait a long time for takeoffs 
and circle a long time on landings. I 
could not offer that amendment. There 
were also significant problems on 
flight patterns, and I could not offer 
that amendment. 

Now, regrettably, this has gone on on 
many bills for a very long time. 

Then, we have the oil speculators 
bill. It is important the Congress deal 
with the escalating prices of oil and 
gasoline at the pump—heating oil. 
What has happened on the bill? There 
was a motion to proceed filed on July 
17. On July 23, the tree was filled. Then 
the motion for cloture on the bill was 
defeated on July 25. 

So here we have no action. The only 
action is a lot of finger pointing. Sen-
ator REID points at the Republicans, 
and the Republicans point back. Sen-
ator REID says the Republicans killed 
the bill because they would not invoke 
cloture, and Republicans say that was 
caused by Senator REID’s filling the 
tree and not allowing us to offer 
amendments. 

Well, I am sorry Senator REID is not 
on the floor at the moment. But he 
made a speech about explaining this to 
our constituents, and I do agree with 
him on that one point that it is going 
to be very hard to explain to our con-
stituents why we have done what we 
have done. 

We had a vote on LIHEAP, low-in-
come heat and energy assistance, last 
week. Senator REID called that bill to 
the floor to put Senators such as 
ARLEN SPECTER on the spot. I have 
been a proponent of funding for that 
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second to none. As chairman of the Ap-
propriations subcommittee having ju-
risdiction over that subject, enormous 
sums were added. But had that bill 
gone forward, the oil speculators bill 
would have been displaced. 

Now, it is very important in the long 
run that oil prices be dealt with for 
those people who need LIHEAP, who 
need heat in the winter in Pennsyl-
vania and Maine and other States, or 
air-conditioning in the summer. It is 
going to be a job to explain it, there is 
no doubt about that. But I am willing 
to undertake that risk, that difficulty. 
I have town meetings all over Pennsyl-
vania every year and will have a 
chance to talk to my constituents 
about it, and I am prepared to deal 
with it. 

Senator REID said on the issue of suf-
fering, if we are in in August, the Re-
publicans will suffer more than the 
Democrats because there are more Re-
publicans who are up for election. Well, 
I submit that the question of suffering 
by the American people is more impor-
tant than whether there is more suf-
fering by Democrats or Republicans in 
the Senate. 

I do believe it would be salutary and 
appropriate for the Congress to stay in 
session during the month of August 
providing we deal with real issues and 
providing we do not have weeks, as the 
Senate has had, where there are only 
one or two votes. We have plenty of 
time to deal with these issues if we 
allow Senators to offer amendments 
and if we then proceed to consider 
them, so that I call upon the majority 
leader to keep the Senate in session 
providing we take up the issues of oil 
prices and gasoline prices and pro-
viding we do not engage in the same 
circular, dilatory finger-pointing prac-
tices which have characterized the Sen-
ate for months now during the time 
when Senator REID has offered 15 in-
stances where the so-called tree has 
been filled and no other amendment 
can be offered by any Senator. 

When I quoted Senator REID about 
his denouncing the filling of the tree, 
his comment was that I had supported 
Senator Frist, the majority leader, and 
it is not true. I did not support him on 
that. I think Senator REID was exactly 
right when he objected to the proce-
dure to foreclose amendments by say-
ing that the filling of the tree ‘‘is a 
very bad practice.’’ These are Senator 
REID’s words: 

It runs against the basic nature of the Sen-
ate. The hallmark of the Senate is free 
speech and open debate. 

Senator CHRISTOPHER DODD, Demo-
crat of Connecticut, had this to say on 
the subject on May 11 of 2006: 
. . . to basically lock out any amendments 
that might be offered to this proposal runs 
contrary to the very essence of this body. 
. . . when the amendment tree has been en-
tirely filled, then obviously we are dealing 
with a process that ought not to be. . . . the 

Senate ought to be a place where we can 
offer amendments, have healthy debate over 
a reasonable time, and then come to closure 
on the subject matter. 

This is not a new position I have 
taken. More than 18 months ago, on 
February 15, 2007, I introduced S. Res. 
63 to change the standing rules of the 
Senate to bar the majority leader from 
filling the tree. 

So, in conclusion, I do believe the 
rules of the Senate and the way we 
have functioned to allow any Senator 
the opportunity, virtually, to offer any 
amendment at any time on any bill is 
a very precious procedure in our de-
mocracy and it is worth fighting for. It 
is worth fighting for even if it is going 
to be misunderstood on the litany of 
items which Senator REID talks about. 
Illustratively, the people who have 
LIHEAP will be better served in the 
long run by a Senate where Senators 
can offer amendments and deal with 
the problems of the high price of oil in 
the long run by amendments such as 
the one Senator KOHL and I have of-
fered to bring OPEC under the U.S. 
antitrust laws. 

When we talk about where the suf-
fering exists, we ought to focus a little 
more on the American people who 
don’t have the money to go on vacation 
in August with the high gasoline prices 
or with the high prices generally to 
take vacations at all. I am not anxious 
to come back in August, but I am pre-
pared to do so, and I think it would be 
in the national and public interest to 
do so if we tackle the issue. The Au-
gust session ought to be for oil and gas 
prices, and that would be worth our 
while. 

I thank the Senator from Illinois for 
agreeing to this time. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority whip is recognized. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am 

trying to visualize somewhere in Amer-
ica where a father walks into his living 
room and says to his son: What are you 
watching? 

The son says: Well, I was watching C– 
SPAN. I was watching the Senate. 

The father says to the son: What 
were they talking about? 

The son says: Filling the tree. 
The father says: What is that? 
The son says: I don’t have any idea. 
The father says: You would think 

they would talk about things that were 
important to us. Turn off the tele-
vision. Watch the cartoons. 

I listened to this debate and won-
dered how we can get tied into knots, 
just as we have today. I will tell you 
that we had 34 bills before us today. 
They were in a package. These are 34 
bills that were considered non-
controversial bills—bills that had 
passed the House of Representatives 
without dissenting votes, in many 
cases, or overwhelmingly on a bipar-
tisan basis. These are bills reported out 

of our committees—including the Judi-
ciary Committee Senator SPECTER and 
I serve on—unanimously. These are 
bills which, in the ordinary course of 
business in the ordinary history of the 
Senate, wouldn’t have caused a ripple 
because they had been agreed to and 
written and both sides said: This is a 
good idea; let’s do it. 

However, under the rules of the Sen-
ate—and it is a unique institution—any 
Senator can object to any bill. They 
can stop the train and say: Don’t go 
forward, don’t consider the bill, if one 
Senator—just one Senator—should ob-
ject. Well, in this case, the Senator 
from Oklahoma, Mr. COBURN, objected. 

Senator COBURN is a friend of mine. 
We use that term a lot around here, 
but this is for real. He is a friend of 
mine. He is the ranking Republican on 
a subcommittee that I chair, the Sub-
committee on Human Rights and the 
Law of the Judiciary Committee, and 
we have done a lot of work together. In 
fact, he has been the cosponsor of some 
bills that have been enacted and signed 
by the President which I initiated and 
he joined me, so we truly do have a 
good working relationship. 

I think he has a peculiar fiscal phi-
losophy, and here is what it is. There 
are two kinds of bills that we consider. 
One is an authorization bill, and the 
other is an appropriations bill. Let me 
use an example. 

That same father I mentioned earlier 
says to his son one day: Why don’t you 
go out and buy a bicycle. 

The kid says: You mean I can buy a 
bicycle? Great, he says. 

At that point, the son says: Can I 
have some money? 

The father says: No, we don’t have 
the money, but you can buy one if you 
want to. 

The kid says: I don’t have the money. 
That turns out to be the important 

question—not whether you have the 
permission to buy the bicycle but 
whether you have the money to buy 
the bicycle. Permission—authorization. 
The money to make it work: appropria-
tion. So the 34 bills here are all permis-
sions to spend money. That is it. They 
don’t provide any money. That is an-
other part of the process. 

I think that is the critical difference 
which Senator COBURN does not ac-
knowledge. We are authorizing these. 
We are permitting these things to 
occur, but we are not spending the 
money for them. That comes later. We 
have a finite, limited amount of money 
to spend in our Federal budget and we 
will decide: Will this be the priority or 
will it be something else? Senator 
COBURN believes that if you give per-
mission, all the money is going to be 
spent. Historically, that never happens, 
but that is his philosophy, that is his 
point of view. So he objected to some 34 
bills. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3297 
Now, it is my understanding that 

there is a consent script available 
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which I would like to propound before 
Senator SPECTER leaves the floor. 

Of the 34 bills which were included in 
S. 3297 which was considered today, 
Senator COBURN has come to the floor 
and asked that 1 or 2 of the bills be 
modified, changed, and passed. I wish 
to make sure it is clear for the record 
that we are asking consent on our side, 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to S. 3297, the bill in its en-
tirety, that the bill be read three 
times, passed, and the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table, and that 
any statements be printed at the ap-
propriate place in the RECORD as if 
read. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, on be-
half of Senator COBURN, who could not 
be present, on his behalf, I am object-
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the bills 
I just asked to be passed and the ones 
which were not passed earlier today, 
some 34 bills, were permission bills, au-
thorization bills. I think they were 
meritorious and valuable and very im-
portant—for some families in America, 
more important than maybe anything 
else we would consider. 

What kind of issues do they take up? 
You have heard it here on the floor: 
Lou Gehrig’s disease. Just down the 
block from where I live in Springfield, 
a fellow I practiced law with had a son 
who contracted Lou Gehrig’s disease. 
He didn’t last long. His wife would 
come to me begging that we do more in 
medical research so that her son would 
be spared. When it became obvious he 
couldn’t survive, she still pushed for 
more research, saying no family should 
ever have to go through this again. 
Well, we understand that, all of us do— 
anyone who has had an illness in the 
family—and that is what the bill did. 
The bill would establish a registry of 
Lou Gehrig patients around the United 
States to track them, to gather infor-
mation, to try to find out a way to find 
a cure. 

Now, who is going to object to that 
bill? Well, it turns out that in the 
House of Representatives, the bill was 
passed 411 to 3—overwhelmingly 
passed. It came to the Senate in May of 
last year, over a year ago, and was re-
ported by one of our committees, the 
HELP Committee, on December 4 of 
last year, and that is when Senator 
COBURN objected to it and put a hold on 
the bill. He didn’t want it to go for-
ward. I think this is a good bill. I don’t 
know who would argue against it, but 
one Senator did, so it became the top 
bill on our list of 34. 

Most people remember Christopher 
Reeve, who played Superman in the 
movie and then got involved in an 
equestrian accident and was paralyzed 
and spent the rest of his life pushing 
for more research and more work to 
deal with paralysis. Well, there was a 

bill introduced that pushed for paral-
ysis research and rehab at the National 
Institutes of Health. It was so over-
whelmingly popular that it passed the 
House with a unanimous vote, by voice 
vote. No one dissented. It came over 
here, and Senator COBURN said: No, I 
am stopping that bill—a bill that Sen-
ator COCHRAN of Mississippi and Sen-
ator KENNEDY of Massachusetts offered 
involving stroke victims for com-
prehensive systems to treat these 
stroke victims to save their lives and 
to save their faculties. It passed by a 
voice vote in the House of Representa-
tives with not a single dissenting vote. 
When it came over here, despite sup-
port by our Senate committee, Senator 
COBURN objected. 

The Melanie Blocker Stokes MOTH-
ERS Act, this is one I am familiar 
with. It deals with women suffering 
from postpartum depression. Sadly, 
many of these women are not only sad 
but resort to suicide. This bill was try-
ing to work out a way so that new 
mothers would have someone to speak 
to. 

I met with some of those mothers in 
my State who have been through 
postpartum depression. It turns out ev-
erybody is focusing on the new baby 
and how beautiful it is, and mom is 
over there as blue as can be, not going 
to see another doctor for some time. 
Well, she will see a pediatrician with 
the baby, and we were trying to find a 
way for pediatricians to be sensitive to 
this and try to help deal with depres-
sion before it got more serious. That is 
what the bill is all about. It passed the 
House 382 to 3 on October 15 of last 
year. Senator COBURN held it up. He 
said he didn’t want this bill to go for-
ward. 

The Vision Care For Kids Act, this 
one establishes a State grant for the 
Centers for Disease Control to help 
kids be tested to make sure their vi-
sion is good and to help them get glass-
es if they need it. You would think 
there is enough there, but there isn’t. 
A lot of kids failing in the classroom 
just can’t see the blackboard or read 
the computer in front of them. This is 
why this is necessary. It passed in the 
House by a voice vote unanimously in 
October of last year. The lead sponsor, 
incidentally, is a Republican—Senator 
BOND of Missouri—and Senator COBURN 
held up the bill. 

The list goes on and on. In the Judi-
ciary Committee, efforts to establish 
and reauthorize programs for runaway 
kids; the Emmitt Till Unsolved Civil 
Rights Act to try to bring to justice 
those who killed civil rights workers so 
many years ago; an effort for funding 
mental health courts to deal with men-
tal illnesses, one of the important ele-
ments when it comes to crime in this 
country; the Child Pornography Pros-
ecution Act—all of those bills, inciden-
tally, passed out of the committee, 
which Senator COBURN serves on, and 

then he held up the bill after it passed 
out. It is a long list of bills. Drug 
Endangerment of Children. All of these 
bills are designed to deal with real-life 
problems and issues, and Senator 
COBURN objected to every single one of 
them. It was his right to do it. 

So we brought these bills together 
with many others and said: Certainly 
the Senate, understanding these are bi-
partisan measures with strong bipar-
tisan support, would want to bring 
these to the floor and vote on them. 
Senator COBURN could have voted no. If 
that is what he wants to do, it is his 
right to vote no, but that isn’t what he 
wanted to do. He wanted to preclude 
the opportunity for anyone else to vote 
on this bill; he put a hold on the bill. 

We had a test rollcall on this earlier 
today, and if you followed the debate 
earlier, you would know that only 
three Republicans joined us on the 
Democratic side. We didn’t get the 60 
votes we needed. This package of bills, 
all the things we mentioned, and many 
other items, unfortunately, are not 
going to go forward. 

Now, it is not right that bills that 
are so important, that have strong bi-
partisan support, that have been care-
fully worked on, won’t even get the 
chance to pass. I think it is unfortu-
nate. It is unfortunate that a number 
of Republican Senators, even those who 
cosponsor these bills, would not come 
forward and join us in this effort. I 
don’t know that we will have the time 
to get back to this, but I hope we will 
at some point. Senator REID has said, 
and rightly so, we are running out the 
time. We just can’t keep doing this 
over and over. 

The last point I wish to make is 
there has been a lot of talk about suf-
fering here. Most of the people who are 
suffering here are staff who have to 
weather these storms of oratory on the 
floor of the Senate. Senator REID 
brought up that issue because some 
people are threatening we are going to 
stay in session all the way through Au-
gust to deal with energy. Senator REID 
made the point that it is no hardship 
for him, nor for our side of the aisle if 
that happens, if that is what we end up 
doing, and that, in fact, there are many 
others on the other side of the aisle 
who are anxious to get home for polit-
ical reasons in a pretty tough election 
year. That was the point he made. He 
didn’t diminish the suffering the Amer-
ican people are feeling all across this 
country, of families who are trying to 
pay gasoline bills. I hope tomorrow will 
see a better day and a more reasonable 
approach. 

We have tried repeatedly to bring up 
an energy bill and offer the Repub-
licans a chance to bring up their 
amendments, we would bring up our 
amendments, subject them to a 60-vote 
margin, and let the better amendment 
win. They rejected that last week. I 
hope they will reconsider. I hope they 
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will understand, as we do, that it is 
much more important for us to take up 
bills such as the ones that were ob-
jected to today so that some families 
across America with genuine concerns 
can have their concerns addressed by 
the Senate. 

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. COBURN. 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. COBURN. Mr. President, I will 
take a few minutes to add to the legiti-
mate complaints my colleague from Il-
linois, the majority whip, raised. Cur-
rently, in this country, we spend $29 
billion researching ALS and other 
motor neurological diseases. The CDC 
says we don’t need an additional reg-
istry. Their quote: 

The CDC already has the authority to cre-
ate a registry under the Public Health Serv-
ice Act—S. 1382 is not necessary to achieve 
the purpose of the bill. The goal of a registry 
is to create lists of patients with ALS so 
that government has records of the incidence 
and prevalence and researchers have lists to 
find patients for research. 

The goals of a registry can be achieved 
without a registry. The National Institutes 
of Health already reports on the prevalence 
of ALS, ‘‘As many as 20,000 Americans have 
ALS, and an estimated 5,000 people in the 
United States are diagnosed with the disease 
each year. . . .’’ 

Scientific experts think a registry for 
ALS is a misguided use of resources. 
According to the CDC, ‘‘Putting pa-
tients in contact with medical re-
searchers is a worthwhile goal, but a 
registry is not a means to accomplish 
it.’’ There are better ways of putting 
patients in contact with researchers. 
For example, a quick search on 
www.clinicaltrials.gov reveals many 
ongoing clinical trials related to ALS 
and a new recruitment effort called 
‘‘ALS Connection.’’ 

We increased funding last year for 
www.clinicaltrials.gov. So it is not 
about not wanting to help people. The 
question is, are we going to spend $75 
million on another bureaucracy for 
ALS or spend $75 million to increase 
the pure research associated with that 
disease? 

Mr. DURBIN. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. COBURN. I wish to finish my 
statement first. But I will play fair and 
yield to the Senator when I am fin-
ished. So I will be here. 

A large amount of resources is asso-
ciated with the registry. We have reg-
istries, but they are not comprehen-
sive. I identify with the families and 
the people who have ALS. I have had 
patients and some in my family who 
have had it. The hope is we would find 

a cure or a treatment to slow the 
progress of it. If we spend $75 million 
on a registry, which the CDC and NIH 
both say we don’t need, that is $75 mil-
lion we are not going to spend on re-
search. 

One of the things that didn’t come up 
in the debate today is let’s take this 
$10 billion and get rid of $10 billion 
worth of waste, and increase NIH from 
$29 billion to $39 billion a year. It 
would make a big difference in lots of 
diseases. 

Let me talk about the Christopher 
and Dana Reeve bill. To want to help 
people who have suddenly become, or 
were for a long period of time, a para-
plegic or a quadriplegic is a noble 
cause. According to HHS and CBO, the 
only thing this bill will do that is not 
already being done—the only thing it 
will do—is allow us to name some 
buildings and facilities after Chris-
topher and Dana Reeve. I am not 
against additional research in those 
areas. But if we are going to do it, we 
ought to get rid of wasteful spending 
somewhere else. It is the same with 
ALS. If we are going to spend an addi-
tional $75 million, let’s take it from 
some of the waste. I understand the dif-
ference in agreement I have with my 
colleague from Illinois in terms of au-
thorization versus appropriations. But 
it is that very difference in agreement 
that got this country $10 trillion in 
debt, that helps account for the fact we 
are going to have the highest deficit in 
our history this year. 

Common sense has to come back to 
Congress. We cannot keep authorizing 
bills and turn a blind eye to 
deauthorizing things that aren’t work-
ing. We use a quaint little argument 
that it doesn’t spend any money. No, it 
doesn’t, until you appropriate it; but if 
you appropriate it for a new bill and 
you are still appropriating for the old— 
which we do—all you have done is 
grown the size of the Federal Govern-
ment and made it less efficient and 
more imprudent. 

I believe there is a case to be made 
that we ought to operate the Govern-
ment finances the way families operate 
theirs. We ought to have to make hard 
choices. I know from the 109th Con-
gress that this body doesn’t like to do 
oversight. It doesn’t like it. We don’t 
like to do the job of making sure the 
money is spent well, that it has 
metrics on it. By the way, neither of 
these two bills has any metrics on it to 
measure whether they are successful or 
accomplish anything. There is no way 
for us to know that we have made an 
actual improvement for the people 
under these two disease categories. 

I think it is fair game for us to talk 
truthfully and very clearly about what 
the differences are, in terms of what 
the Senator from Illinois said. It is not 
about not wanting to help people; it is 
about wanting to help more people. Do 
you know what. We can do more re-

search on ALS and more to help para-
plegic and quadriplegic people, and 
more to help our kids and grandkids. 
The way we can do that is being very 
wise and frugal with the money that 
comes to Washington. Quite frankly, 
we are not doing that. So the debate 
isn’t about setting up somebody who is 
injured and should have our care and 
attention. The debate isn’t that some-
body doesn’t care or does care. The de-
bate is how best to solve the problem: 
the status quo in Washington that 
doesn’t solve the problem, continuing 
to do what we have always done—au-
thorizing new spending and never get-
ting rid of the old, never looking at it 
or fixing it. 

I also put forward one other argu-
ment: If authorizations don’t matter in 
terms of spending, then there should be 
no objections to my offering a de-
authorization to other programs that 
don’t matter. If authorizations don’t 
matter, then if I deauthorize some-
thing else, that won’t matter either. 

So we have this wonderfully circular 
argument that says spending is only 
spending when we spend it, but if you 
want to decrease spending in an au-
thorization bill by offsetting other au-
thorizations, that is spending and you 
are cutting. You cannot have it both 
ways. It is about how do we live within 
our means? How do we, in fact, guar-
antee these great opportunities—and 
we still haven’t spotted all the prob-
lems in front of us as a nation—how do 
we guarantee that they go on to the 
next couple of generations? 

This isn’t about paralyzed people or 
ALS; it is about changing the culture 
of the Senate and the Congress to start 
meeting the expectations of the Amer-
ican people. The expectations are that 
we will start thinking long term and 
start thinking about their kids. We 
need to get rid of the waste and be 
much more efficient in the programs 
we have. To do less than that is dis-
honest with those very people who we 
say we care about in this bill. 

This bill is a $5 million museum in 
Poland. How many people in America 
think today, with a $600 billion deficit, 
and them struggling to buy gasoline 
and food, and milk at $4 a gallon—the 
same price as gas—that we ought to 
spend $5 million across the seas? I 
agree there is a good argument about 
our foreign policy in terms of our in-
volvement with Iraq. That is fair 
game—building museums, forgiving 
debt, sending another $24 million to the 
U.N., which won’t tell us a penny of 
anything they spent, or where they 
spend it, because we cannot see it, and 
we are already spending $5.6 billion 
there a year. 

This is a real debate. I hope the de-
bate stays at the level that doesn’t ac-
cuse anybody of not supporting what is 
in the best interests of every Amer-
ican. The question is, how do we do 
that? What we have heard on the floor 
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today is that if you voted against this 
bill, you don’t care about women with 
depression. I have delivered 4,000 ba-
bies. I have treated postpartum depres-
sion. The flippant way we talk about 
that—this is a serious disease that is 
being treated. There are multiple pro-
grams out there. 

I will also make a final point, and 
then I will yield to my friend from Illi-
nois. Under the Health, Education, 
Labor, Pension parts in this bill, on 
only two out of six bills I had a hold 
on. There was the Melanie Blocker 
Stokes MOTHERS Act. I didn’t have a 
hold. It has never been offered. The Vi-
sion Care For Kids Act; I didn’t have a 
hold on that. It has never been offered. 
On prenatal and postnatally diagnosed 
conditions, I am a sponsor of that. The 
Stroke Treatment and Ongoing Preven-
tion Act, I never held that bill, not 
once. Under the judiciary bills, the 
Mentally Ill Offender Treatment Crime 
Reduction Act, I never held it. The 
Drug Endangered Kids Act, I never held 
it. The Effective Child Pornography 
Prosecution Act, I never held it. En-
hancing Effective Prosecution of Child 
Pornography Act, I never held it, not 
once. National Sea Grant College Pro-
gram Amendments I never held. Fed-
eral Ocean Acidification Research and 
Monitoring Act, I never held it. 

So what is it about wanting to work 
to meet the needs of everybody having 
input? The question is, can we do 
things better or do we have to keep 
doing them the old way? Does it have 
to be that if you read the bill and if 
you have concerns, do you let them go 
and say it doesn’t matter? That is how 
we got into the energy crisis we are in, 
and the housing crisis. 

I don’t believe we can let things go 
anymore. We have to look at them, and 
if we think they ought to be fixed, we 
ought to have the courage to say they 
ought to be fixed or paid for. 

With that, I yield to the Senator 
from Illinois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-
sistant majority leader is recognized. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I apolo-
gize publicly on the record if I said at 
some point that Senator COBURN was 
holding a bill that he wasn’t. I cer-
tainly don’t question his statements in 
the RECORD about which bills he held. I 
will tell you that there is a small 
group—and he is the most visible mem-
ber of that group on his side—that is 
now in the practice of routinely hold-
ing routine bills. If he is not the reason 
why some of these were held, I hope the 
RECORD will be clear. But it won’t, be-
cause they are secret holds—except for 
you, and I acknowledge that you are 
very open when you hold a bill. 

Mr. COBURN. If the Senator will 
yield for a second. 

Mr. DURBIN. Yes, without losing my 
right to the floor. 

Mr. COBURN. I write a letter the day 
I hold it to the committee and the ma-

jority leader and minority leader and 
the sponsors. They know what I am 
holding. I will make one point to you. 
Most of the bills we hold at first are 
held so we can read them. It is a 
strange thing. We ought to read the 
bills before we say let them go. 

Mr. DURBIN. I acknowledge that. As 
I tried to make clear, the Senator from 
Oklahoma does this differently and 
more honorably than some. Some 
sneak around and don’t want people to 
know. I have the same attitude. If I am 
going to put on a hold, I want them to 
know why. Maybe they will change or 
withdraw a nomination. But it is very 
open and clear. I try to do it that way. 

Having said that, let me say, if you 
object to the Lou Gehrig registry, it 
passed through the committee you 
serve on, it was reported to calendar in 
December of last year with an amend-
ment. It must have been debated in 
committee to some extent. You had a 
chance then to amend it, to vote 
against it, and from what I hear you 
say on the floor today, you would vote 
against it today. That should be your 
right. I would defend your right to do 
that. 

But I think it reaches a different 
level where you say I don’t have a right 
to vote for it if you are opposed to it, 
and that you are going to put a hold on 
it and won’t let the measure come to 
the floor for a vote. 

If the measure came to the floor for 
a vote and the Senator from Oklahoma 
had spoken against it and voted 
against, he would have done the right 
thing. But to deny me a chance to vote 
for this bill, I think that goes too far. 
I do. 

Whether we go through one or the 
other, I can discuss each one the Sen-
ator brought up, but that is the under-
lying issue. Should I have the right to 
deny him even a chance to vote on this 
bill? That is the position he has taken 
on some of these bills. That, to me, is 
troubling. 

I will say in terms of fiscal sanity, I 
do wish to make a statement for the 
RECORD. The current administration 
inherited a surplus. The current admin-
istration inherited a budget surplus. It 
was the first time in 30 years that the 
Federal Government had a surplus. 

Bill Clinton, for whatever his faults 
might have been, put America’s eco-
nomic house in order. We started gen-
erating a surplus in the Federal Treas-
ury. Why? Some taxes were raised, 
some spending was cut, but it was done 
in such a way that it worked. The 
economy grew dramatically. Jobs, new 
businesses, housing grew dramatically, 
and we reduced the deficit of this coun-
try by generating a surplus. 

This President inherited that situa-
tion and brought to it his own George 
W. Bush economic philosophy. I would 
not attribute it to the Senator from 
Oklahoma unless he wants to say that 
was his philosophy, too, but it was a 

philosophy that, best said, the best 
way to give this economy more is to 
give tax breaks to the wealthiest peo-
ple in this country, cut taxes for the 
wealthiest people and a thousand flow-
ers will flourish. 

Unfortunately, September 11, 2001, 
occurred. We found ourselves spending 
a lot of money for the security of this 
Nation and then found ourselves in two 
wars. This President continued to call 
for tax cuts in the midst of a war. He 
became unique in American history. No 
President has ever done that. 

The Senator from Oklahoma, the fis-
cal conservative that he is, must ac-
knowledge it is mindless to have tax 
breaks in the midst of a war. You know 
the war is an add-on cost to your over-
all economy and budget, and then to 
cut revenue—that is what he did. As a 
result of that action by the President 
and his decision to initiate a war in 
Iraq that has gone unpaid for now into 
its sixth year, we have now piled up the 
biggest deficit in the history of the 
United States of America. 

The Senator from Oklahoma is vigi-
lant on bills that come that may cost 
us money in the future, but his party 
and his President have led us into the 
deepest deficit in our history. Having 
inherited a surplus, President Bush 
drove us into a fiscal mess, where we 
are borrowing money from all over the 
world. The last thing I will say is this, 
and I know the Senator from Okla-
homa is never going to agree with me, 
but I want to make a point. If every 
one of these 34 measures that he and 
his side objected to today had passed, 
it would not add a penny to the deficit 
tomorrow, not a penny, and not next 
year either. We have to pass the spend-
ing bill. These bills give permission for 
a museum. These bills don’t spend a 
penny for a museum, not one. 

I am on the Appropriations Com-
mittee. We sit there, and they give us 
a finite pot of money and say: Take 
your pick. You want some new pro-
grams? Go ahead, fund them, but you 
cannot fund the old programs if you 
fund the new ones. You have a finite 
pot of money. Make your choices. 

That is what happens in appropria-
tions and on the floor of the Senate. 
That is a point which the Senator and 
I have debated repeatedly and probably 
will never resolve between us. But we 
have a genuine difference of opinion, 
and the only thing I have supporting 
me is a statement in the RECORD from 
the Office of Management and Budget 
saying I am right, he is wrong. Don’t 
take it personally, but it was put in the 
RECORD. 

I say to the Senator, I don’t think it 
was right what happened today, that 
we stopped consideration of 34 bills. If 
he wanted to have his recorded vote as 
no on any one of those bills, it was his 
right to do it. But to stop me from try-
ing to promote treatment of people 
with Lou Gehrig’s disease and paral-
ysis, because I think these are good 
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bills, I do not think that is appro-
priate. 

Today, we tried to get the Senate to 
rule the other way, and they did not. 
The Senator’s side prevailed. But only 
three Republicans would join us, and 
now these bills are not likely to be 
passed. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I thank 

the Senator from Illinois. I thank him 
for his debating skills and his heartfelt 
positions. 

I guess the first thing I would say is 
the Appropriations Committee spends 
$875 billion every year that is not au-
thorized. The Senator from Illinois 
knows that. 

The second thing I would say is there 
is no ability to amend any of these 
bills in the appropriations process, un-
less you are on the Appropriations 
Committee. So if you are not on the 
subcommittee, you can’t amend it. If 
you are not on the main committee, 
you can’t amend it. 

Last year, we couldn’t amend any-
thing because the omnibus bill came to 
the floor without any ability to amend 
it. So we haven’t had any opportunity 
to amend it. It is whatever the appro-
priators say goes. There is no amend-
ment with that. 

I am not going to get into the debate. 
I am as disgusted with Republican 
spending priorities as the Senator from 
Illinois is. I will correct the record on 
real accounting principles. We had 1 
year, and 1 year only, of a true surplus, 
1999. The rest of the years we didn’t 
have a surplus, if you count what we 
borrowed from Social Security. 

I would not defend any of the spend-
ing of this President or this Congress, 
but I will make it known the President 
cannot spend the first penny until Con-
gress passes the bills. I note that over 
the last 18 months, his party has not 
been in charge. A different party has 
been in charge. The bills that have 
gone to him have been controlled by 
the majority party. 

Look, both of us admit that our chil-
dren are in tall weeds right now if we 
don’t start doing something about our 
fiscal situation. 

The final point I will make is most of 
these bills would take less than an 
hour. Every one of them I have commu-
nicated on and I am happy to see on 
the floor. Give me the right to offer 
one significant amendment and one 
amendment for every billion dollars. I 
will debate it for 15 minutes, have two 
votes, and we will be done with the 
bills. 

Nobody is withholding anybody’s 
right to vote for a bill. The majority 
leader can put any bill he wants on the 
floor at any time, with my agreement 
to never try to dilatate, never try to 
spread it out, to only bring pertinent 
amendments that are germane and do 

that in a very short period of time. He 
knows that. The Senator from Illinois 
has known that. That has been the way 
I work. I don’t play the games of polit-
ical position to spin something. 

My hope is—and I have a great rela-
tionship with the Senator from Illinois. 
I value his friendship. He is not ‘‘just 
my friend,’’ he is a friend. It is not the 
collegial statement of the body, it is 
DICK DURBIN is my friend. My hope is 
that when DICK DURBIN and I can pass 
three significant bills out of our sub-
committee that make a real difference 
in the world of human rights, that if we 
can do that, then certainly the Senate 
can come together on energy and all 
these other bills. My hope is we will do 
that. 

I do not want to delay our staff or 
the Presiding Officer any longer. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period for the transaction 
of morning business, with Senators 
permitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

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

f 

TRIBUTE TO VINCENT P. FARRI 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I wish to 
commend Mr. Vincent P. Farri on his 
promotion to Lieutenant with the 
United States Capitol Police. Mr. 
Farri, a native of Maryland, joined the 
Capitol Police on January 31, 1989. 
After initial training at the Federal 
Law Enforcement Training Center he 
worked with the Capitol Division 
Building Patrol, and performed general 
duties until 1993. In 1993, Mr. Farri was 
assigned to the uniform protective de-
tail for the President pro tempore of 
the Senate. I came to know Mr. Farri 
during this time and observed that on 
a daily basis he executed his duties in 
a highly professional, diligent and 
courteous manner. 

In 1998, Mr. Farri served as a senior 
patrol officer in the Capitol Building, 
and occasionally worked as an acting 
sergeant, making rounds and sup-
porting officers at their posts. While 
performing in this capacity, Vincent 
Farri distinguished himself on July 24, 
1998. On that fateful day, an armed as-
sailant entered the Capitol and sud-
denly took the lives of two Capitol Po-
licemen. Officer Farri, hearing shots 
from the floor above, immediately ran 
to the scene where he came upon the 
fallen officers, and assisted in appre-
hending the gunman. All those who 
work in and visit the Capitol owe deep 
gratitude to the police men and women 
who serve and protect us, and we are 
especially grateful for the service ren-
dered by Vincent and the sacrifice of 
his fellow officers on that day. 

In September, 1998, Mr. Farri was 
promoted to the rank of Sergeant and 
worked with the First Responder Unit 
of the Capitol Division for approxi-
mately 10 years. His collateral duties 
included training junior officers and 
serving with the Capitol Police Alert 
Team. In connection with his pro-
motion to Lieutenant, Mr. Farri has 
been assigned to the Capitol Police 
Command Center. In this position, he 
provides guidance to officers in the 
field and serves as a liaison between 
the offices of the Chief of the Capitol 
Police and the Sergeants at Arms of 
the House and the Senate. 

In 1946, during a lecture at the Uni-
versity of Chicago, Senator J. William 
Fulbright stated, ‘‘The legislator is an 
indispensable guardian of our free-
dom.’’ I believe all Senators will agree 
that the U.S. Capitol Police are indis-
pensable guardians of all who serve in 
and work for the United States Con-
gress. Mr. Farri’s 19 years of service 
have been an important part of that 
protection. I sincerely congratulate 
Lieutenant Vincent Farri on his pro-
motion and assignment, and further ex-
tend my congratulations and warm 
wishes to Christina, his wife of 15 
years, his two sons, Richard, age 11, 
and Paul, age 7, as well as to all of Vin-
cent’s family, including his dear moth-
er, Mrs. Dorothy Farri. 

f 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
SAINT THOMAS AQUINAS CATHE-
DRAL 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
to commemorate the 100th anniversary 
of the Saint Thomas Aquinas Cathedral 
in Reno. 

Construction on Saint Thomas Aqui-
nas began in 1906, after Reno’s sole 
Catholic church was destroyed by fire. 
Father Thomas Tubman led the effort 
to build a new church for Reno Catho-
lics. He planned to construct a larger, 
more centrally located church, explain-
ing that ‘‘The time has come for mak-
ing the structures in Reno attractive 
as well as useful. The Cathedral will be 
one of the finest buildings in the 
State.’’ 

On June 21, 1908, Saint Thomas Aqui-
nas opened its doors to parishioners 
with a remarkable dedication cere-
mony. Over 3,000 people waited outside 
the new church long before the cere-
mony was set to begin. At 10:30, dozens 
of priests and bishops, 120 Knights of 
Columbus, 2 bands and hundreds of pa-
rishioners were led by the chief of po-
lice and 16 patrolmen in a march from 
the convent of the Sisters of Mary to 
Saint Thomas Aquinas Church. Upon 
arriving, the Knights of Columbus en-
circled the new church as Bishop Grace 
blessed the buildings exterior. A high 
mass was then celebrated with the 
church filled to capacity. About one 
hundred worshipers were unable to 
enter, and instead waited outside the 
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building, listening to the beautiful 
music from the choir and organist. 

To celebrate its centennial anniver-
sary, Reno Catholics reenacted this 
special ceremony last month. They 
joined in procession once again and 
marched together to the Saint Thomas 
Aquinas Cathedral, where a celebratory 
mass was held. As they marched, they 
rejoiced in 100 years of memories at 
their place of worship. 

Today, Saint Thomas Aquinas Cathe-
dral prominently stands in the heart of 
downtown Reno and will forever re-
main in the hearts of Catholics who 
have worshiped here in the last 100 
years. I am pleased to honor Saint 
Thomas Aquinas Cathedral today. I 
know that it will continue to serve Ne-
vadans as an outstanding religious in-
stitution for another 100 years. 

f 

RECOGNIZING ELIZABETH ANN 
‘‘BETSY’’ RIEKE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
to recognize Ms. Betsy Rieke, a woman 
who has served my State and the West 
for nearly three decades. Like many of 
us in this body, Ms. Rieke is an attor-
ney. Her specialty has been water 
issues, and, as many of my colleagues 
know well, being a water lawyer in the 
West is not a job for the faint of heart. 

Ms. Rieke’s experience in water law 
began in Arizona, where she served as 
Chief Legal Counsel and Director for 
the Department of Water Resources 
under former Gov. Bruce Babbit. Ms. 
Rieke then served as an Assistant Sec-
retary of the Interior for Water and 
Science in the Clinton administration. 
During her tenure, she helped nego-
tiate the 1994 CALFED Bay-Delta Ac-
cord in California. This landmark 
agreement brought together numerous 
Federal, State, and local agencies and 
environmental enthusiasts to resolve a 
looming environmental and economic 
crisis. Honored several times for her 
important role in securing this accord, 
she did so in her trademark fashion— 
by bringing people together, leading 
difficult discussions, and helping par-
ties find solutions to meet the commu-
nity’s diverse interests and goals. 

In 1998, Ms. Rieke brought her exper-
tise to Northern Nevada where she 
serves as the area manager for the 
Lahontan Area Office of the Bureau of 
Reclamation. In such an arid place, 
she’s been responsible for irrigation, 
wetland restoration, wildlife protec-
tion, and maintaining drinking water 
for one of the fastest growing regions 
in the country. Like she did in Arizona 
and California, Ms. Rieke showed great 
leadership as she brought many Fed-
eral, State, municipal, tribal, public 
and private interests together to reach 
the historic Truckee River Operating 
Agreement to be signed next month— 
an issue close to me and important to 
many Nevadans. 

I also appreciate her work with oth-
ers to preserve and restore Nevada’s 

desert terminal lakes, their wildlife, 
and habitats. She has fostered relation-
ships and cobbled together agreements 
that have improved Pyramid Lake, and 
she has advised me on ways to restore 
Walker Lake. While many people have 
been working very hard, for many 
years, to restore Nevada’s unique nat-
ural resources, Ms. Rieke’s determina-
tion, focus, and tireless efforts pro-
vided leadership for these efforts. 

I extend my most sincere gratitude 
to Betsy. Nevadans are certainly fortu-
nate to have had such a talented, 
skilled, and committed individual 
working on their behalf. 

f 

SPECIAL OLYMPICS 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I want 

to mark the anniversary of a great tra-
dition, one that ties my home State of 
Illinois with the nation of Greece. The 
Special Olympics, which brings people 
with intellectual disabilities together 
for athletic competition, began 40 
years ago this month. 

In fact, the first Special Olympics 
were held on Soldier Field in Chicago. 
It all started when a young woman 
named Anne McGlone had an idea. She 
was a physical education instructor at 
West Pullman park on the southeast 
side. The Chicago Park district came 
to her to ask if she had any ideas to 
help kids with special needs. 

Anne McGlone ran with it. She asked 
the Kennedy Foundation for a one-time 
donation of $25,000 to put on the first 
Special Olympics. On July 20, 1968, 
about 1,000 athletes from 26 American 
States, and Canada, got together and 
ran, swam and played hockey. 

Anne McGlone, now Anne Burke, 
went on to law school. She is now on 
the supreme court of the State of Illi-
nois. But she kept working on the Spe-
cial Olympics along the way. 

With the continued support of Eunice 
and Sargent Shriver and the Kennedy 
foundation, the Special Olympics grew. 
Today, the Special Olympics is a huge 
international movement that has 
brought together millions of people 
with intellectual disabilities in 175 
countries around the world. I congratu-
late the Special Olympics for 40 years 
of empowering people with intellectual 
disabilities. 

Last summer, the Special Olympics 
summer games were held in Shanghai, 
China. Next time around, in 2011, they 
will be held in Athens, Greece. It is fit-
ting for Greece, with its proud Olympic 
tradition, to host the Special Olym-
pics, and I wish the Greek Government 
every success as it prepares to host the 
games. 

Closer to home, the next Special 
Olympics winter games will be held in 
2009 in Boise, ID. And even closer to 
home, just as Chicago hopes to host the 
next Olympic games in 2016, I hope that 
one day the Special Olympics will 
come back to Chicago, where it started 
40 years ago. 

TRIBUTE TO FRANK VAN BUER 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a selfless public 
servant from my great State of Illinois, 
Mayor Frank Van Buer, of DeKalb, who 
passed away July 23, 2008, after a battle 
with pancreatic cancer. 

Mayor Van Buer was born in Sa-
vanna, IL, on the banks of the Mis-
sissippi River. While in high school, 
Frank worked as a union laborer and 
truck driver. He joined the U.S. Air 
Force and spent 4 years in Germany 
and Libya. When he returned to the 
United States in 1957, Van Buer moved 
to DeKalb to attend Northern Illinois 
University, NIU. He earned a B.S. in 
social science in 1960 and completed a 
master’s degree in economics in 1964. In 
1968, Mayor Van Buer earned a Ph.D. in 
economics from the University of Illi-
nois. He was tenured on the faculty of 
the Department of Economics at NIU 
in 1970, and taught there until 1995. 

While on the NIU faculty, Mayor Van 
Buer gave generously of his skills in 
administration and budgeting. He di-
rected NIU’s Office of Budget and Plan-
ning, responsible for the administra-
tion of annual operating budgets in ex-
cess of $100 million. And he traveled 
around the world, working in devel-
oping nations in Africa and Asia to 
provide technical assistance in plan-
ning and budgeting. 

Mayor Van Buer was a man of integ-
rity who strongly believed in open gov-
ernment. Mayor Van Buer was first 
elected by his community to the 
DeKalb County Board in 2002, and he 
was re-elected in 2004. He was elected 
mayor of DeKalb in 2005. During his 
tenure as mayor, he made it a priority 
to revitalize DeKalb’s urban core. 

In addition to his service at NIU and 
with the city of DeKalb, Mayor Van 
Buer was active in leadership with the 
Ben Gordon Mental Health Center and 
the Kishwaukee Symphony Orchestra. 

My thoughts and prayers are with 
the mayor’s family and friends, espe-
cially his wife of over 50 years, Mary 
Beth, their three children, and five 
grandchildren. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I was 
unavoidably detained during rollcall 
vote No. 187, a motion to invoke clo-
ture on the motion to proceed to the 
consideration of S. 3186, the Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance bill. 
Had I been present I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’ and I ask that the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD reflect that. 

f 

NAZI WAR CRIMINALS 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to commend Dr. Ephraim Zuroff 
and the Simon Wiesenthal Center for 
their efforts to track down the last 
Nazi war criminals from World War II. 
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Their work is enormously important, 
both in bringing the guilty to justice 
and preventing future acts of genocide. 
The statute of limitations does not— 
must not—expire on crimes against hu-
manity. Earlier this year, I introduced 
the World War II War Crimes Account-
ability Act with Sen. NELSON, which I 
hope will help Dr. Zuroff and the 
Simon Wiesenthal Center in their 
noble effort. 

The barbarity of those crimes still 
echoes today, more than 63 years after 
the end of the war. June 28 of this year, 
for example, marked the 94th birthday 
of Dr. Aribert Heim, the second-most 
wanted Nazi war criminal still believed 
to be at large. Dr. Heim, a former SS 
concentration camp doctor, was nick-
named ‘‘Dr. Death’’ for his brutal and 
sadistic experiments on camp inmates. 
At Mauthausen, the camp where he 
committed his worst crimes, Dr. Heim 
was known for murdering inmates by 
injecting toxins directly into their 
hearts. 

Unfortunately, despite the particu-
larly heinous nature of Dr. Heim’s 
crimes, investigators into Heim’s 
whereabouts can still face official ob-
structionism. Germany, for example, is 
one of the few countries that still have 
an active Nazi-hunting unit. However, 
this team’s efforts have been impeded 
by the repeated refusals of the pre-
siding German judge to allow the po-
lice task force sufficient investigative 
latitude. Such procedures, like wire-
taps on suspected Heim associates, are 
granted in murder cases in Germany— 
just not, apparently, in mass-murder 
cases like Dr. Heim. This is this not 
the only instance of German bureau-
cratic obstructionism, which have been 
carefully monitored by the Simon 
Wiesenthal Center. Correspondingly, in 
the center’s 2007 Annual Report on 
Worldwide Investigation and Prosecu-
tion of Nazi War Criminals, Germany 
received a failing grade—its only fail-
ing grade since the report was first 
published in 2001. The German govern-
ment should do its utmost to reverse 
this pattern before it becomes a trend. 

The Simon Wiesenthal Center 
launched Operation: Last Chance in 
2002, to identify and assist in the pros-
ecution of the remaining Nazi war 
criminals still at large. Dr. Zuroff, who 
has been leading this effort, should be 
highly commended for his outstanding 
efforts in bringing the most guilty 
Nazis to justice. 

Even today, the crimes of Heim and 
the Nazi regime strain our under-
standing of hate. Hitler’s Germany 
today is remembered only for its bru-
tality, its mantra of genocide, and its 
culture of racism. And those last Nazis, 
who are waiting out their last days 
under the coming twilight, must not be 
allowed to go quietly into the night, as 
did too many of their victims. For the 
souls that were lost, and even more for 
those that remain, there must be jus-

tice. I commend Dr. Zuroff and the 
Simon Wiesenthal Center in the high-
est possible terms, and urge the United 
States Government to do all it can to 
help them in their cause. 

f 

THE MATTHEW SHEPARD ACT OF 
2007 

MR. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. Each Congress, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduce hate 
crimes legislation that would add new 
categories to current hate crimes law, 
sending a signal that violence of any 
kind is unacceptable in our society. 
Likewise, each Congress I have come to 
the floor on many occasions to high-
light a separate violent, hate-moti-
vated crime that has occurred in our 
country. 

In the early morning of July 13, 2008, 
three gay men were dining at a late- 
night pizza restaurant in the Adams 
Morgan neighborhood of Washington, 
DC, when they were verbally assaulted 
by five men. The two groups allegedly 
exchanged heated words at the res-
taurant before the three gay men left 
and began to walk home, But the five 
men followed them in pursuit. Accord-
ing to the police report, the assailants 
continued to hurl anti-gay epithets and 
later physically attacked the three 
men, hospitalizing two of them. Police 
have not yet apprehended the suspects, 
but the investigation continues. Advi-
sory neighborhood commissioner Jack 
Jacobsen, a friend of one of the vic-
tims, says the three men were shaken 
by the incident and have decided not to 
disclose their identities to news 
sources. 

I believe that the Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Matthew Shepard Act is a 
symbol that can become substance. I 
believe that by passing this legislation 
and changing current law, we can 
change hearts and minds as well. 

f 

REMEMBERING RAIDER 21 CREW 
MEMBERS 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, today I 
stand to recognize the six Air Force B– 
52 crew members of Raider 21 who made 
the ultimate sacrifice in service to 
their country. I would like take a few 
moments to honor their courage and 
heroism. 

The crew was based at Barksdale Air 
Force Base in Louisiana and was de-
ployed to Guam with the 20th Expedi-
tionary Bomb Squadron as part of the 
U.S. military’s continuous bomber 
presence mission in the Pacific. The 
unarmed bomber crashed Monday, July 
21, during a swing around the island as 
part of Guam Liberation Day celebra-
tions, marking the day when the U.S. 
military arrived to retake control of 
the island from Japan during World 

War II. The B–52 had been scheduled to 
conduct a flyover in a parade. The six 
crew members assigned to the 2nd 
Bomb Wing included MAJ Christopher 
M. Cooper, 33, aircraft commander; 
MAJ Brent D. Williams, 37, navigator; 
CPT Michael K. Dodson, 31, copilot; 
1LT. Joshua D. Shepherd, 25, navigator; 
1LT. Robert D. Gerren, 32, electronic 
warfare officer; and COL George Mar-
tin, 51, flight surgeon, who also was the 
deputy commander of 36th Medical 
Group at Anderson Air Force Base. 

B–52s have been the backbone of the 
U.S. military’s manned strategic bomb-
er force for more than four decades, 
used for missions from attacks to 
ocean surveillance. They are capable of 
dropping or launching the widest array 
of weapons in the U.S. inventory, in-
cluding cluster bombs and precision 
guided missiles. B–52s were first placed 
into service in 1955, and 93 remain in 
the Air Force’s fleet. The Air Force has 
been rotating B–1, B–2 and B–52 bomb-
ers through Guam since 2004 to boost 
the U.S. security presence in the Asia- 
Pacific region. 

Search operations continue in the 
Pacific Ocean sadly, they are primarily 
for the recovery of debris that may aid 
in the investigation of the crash. The 
8th Air Force Museum in Shreveport, 
LA, has created a memorial to the crew 
members that will be at the museum 
for 30 days. Those wishing to express 
condolences and pay tribute to the 
crew are welcome to sign a remem-
brance book. The book will be shared 
with the families and eventually pre-
sented to the 20th Bomb Squadron. In 
addition to the book, the memorial 
consists of framed photographs of each 
of the crew members, six pairs of flight 
boots and six flight helmets as well as 
other items from the 2nd Bomb Wing. 

There is no doubt July 21 was a trag-
ic day, not only for the families of the 
fallen crew members but for the B–52 
family, the community, and this Na-
tion. Our thoughts and prayers con-
tinue to be with the families of these 
airmen and our hearts grieve for their 
loss. 

Thus, today, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in honoring these great Ameri-
cans and thanking them for their devo-
tion and service to our Nation. 

f 

HONORING JIM MAGAGNA 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to recognize the accomplish-
ments of Jim Magagna, 2008 inductee 
into the Wyoming Agricultural Hall of 
Fame. 

Jim Magagna has spent much of his 
life fighting for Wyoming agriculture 
interests at the local, regional and na-
tional level. A third generation sheep 
rancher from southwest Wyoming, Jim 
is the president and manager of 
Magagna Bros, Inc. 

Jim has a long history of service to 
Wyoming’s ranchers and farmers. He 
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has served as president for agricultural 
groups including the Wyoming Wool 
Growers Association and the National 
Public Lands Council. He now serves as 
the executive vice president of the 135- 
year-old Wyoming Stock Growers Asso-
ciation. 

One of many noteworthy efforts, Jim 
directed the implementation of the 
Wyoming Stock Growers Agricultural 
Land Trust. The trust provides farmers 
and ranchers with conservation oppor-
tunities to remain productive and inde-
pendent. Jim’s dedication to the inter-
ests of Wyoming agriculture has cre-
ated a legacy that will serve Wyoming 
well for decades to come. 

It gives me great pleasure to honor 
Jim Magagna, a true Wyoming cowboy. 
He continues to uphold one of the most 
trusted, respected, and revered ways of 
life in America. 

f 

IDAHOANS SPEAK OUT ON HIGH 
ENERGY PRICES 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, in mid- 
June, I asked Idahoans to share with 
me how high energy prices are affect-
ing their lives, and they responded by 
the hundreds. The stories, numbering 
over 1,000, are heartbreaking and 
touching. To respect their efforts, I am 
submitting every e-mail sent to me 
through energylprices@crapo.senate. 
gov to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
This is not an issue that will be easily 
resolved, but it is one that deserves im-
mediate and serious attention, and Ida-
hoans deserve to be heard. Their sto-
ries not only detail their struggles to 
meet everyday expenses, but also have 
suggestions and recommendations as to 
what Congress can do now to tackle 
this problem and find solutions that 
last beyond today. I ask unanimous 
consent to have today’s letters printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

I am a widow with a disabled child. Our 
family lives on social security payments and 
what I make as a substitute teacher. My 
son’s condition requires frequent trips to the 
doctor both in Idaho Falls and to Salt Lake 
City. The rising cost of gas has significantly 
impacted our ability to travel. 

The cost of electricity is another issue 
that affects us each month. As electricity 
costs rise our discretionary income, already 
limited, becomes less. 

These problems, in combination with the 
rising cost of other services dependent on 
transportation, have put our family in an in-
creasingly desperate situation. The future 
does not look good from where we sit! 

KARY. 

We are 70 years old and active seniors on a 
fixed income. Energy costs are becoming a 
burden for us and we will begin to go into 
our reserves for future years. Gas prices are 
obviously a problem but the cost of groceries 
is also a big item. We have one car and my 
husband rides a bicycle as much as possible. 
I walk to places when destinations are close 
enough. We are concerned about being good 

stewards of our environment and do what we 
can, e.g., recycling, using less gas, using fans 
instead of an air conditioner when practical, 
raising some of our own food, planting trees 
on our property, and conserving water. 

We are disgusted that we are the victims of 
bogus global warming fanatics, environ-
mentalists, and opportunists. Ethanol, which 
has not been proven to be efficient or good 
for engines, is using up corn that was used 
for food and livestock feed thus raising food 
costs. 

There are reserves in our own soil that 
could be used. Other countries are drilling 
off our shores so why can’t we drill since this 
would not create any more risk than is al-
ready present? Nuclear energy is a good, 
clean option and there are some plants al-
ready built but not in use. 

ALLEN and JANE, Nampa. 

What is there to say? Energy costs simply 
make it harder to get by. There is less 
money for the extra things we enjoy doing 
and with a new baby on the way there will be 
less money to set aside to take care of him. 
As a student of economics, I realize there are 
many factors that are contributing to the in-
crease gas prices. The recent reckless poli-
cies of the Federal Reserve have caused in-
credible inflation and a weakening dollar. 
There needs to be more competition in the 
energy sector, massive deregulation as well 
as ending government subsidies for the alter-
native energy sources the government, not 
scientists or businesses, deem best—[these 
are] drawing resources away from other po-
tential alternate energy sources. 

Expanding domestic oil production and 
other clean energy sources like nuclear 
power would also help, as increased competi-
tion helps drive down prices. 

VERL. 

Thank you for allowing me to share a few 
of my views on the current energy and fuel 
challenges facing the United States and the 
entire world population, and how my family 
is coping. 

First, and most importantly, the solution 
cannot be found in building more nuclear 
plants. Nuclear facilities that use old tech-
nology, construction methods, placed in 
areas of social or natural upheaval, and that 
generate radioactive refuse that cannot be 
safely managed, must never be considered. 
The recent earthquakes world-wide, coupled 
with terrorist use of ‘‘dirty’’ bombs are two 
very real considerations when contemplating 
nuclear energy. 

However, I would consider the research and 
development of Thorium nuclear energy (cre-
ates and uses all of its radioactive byprod-
uct). 

Second, and equally important, should be 
the emphasis on solar for almost every 
power/energy application. There should be a 
requirement that all new construction uti-
lize solar heating and cooling, hot-water 
tanks; southern facing buildings and homes; 
and the retro-fitting of homes for the elderly 
and low-income with solar energy products 
should be part all social service projects. 
Automobiles should certainly be manufac-
tured utilizing some form of solar power. 

Third, conservation. Conservation can take 
many avenues from lowering the speed limit 
to 55 mph again, to cutting back to the 
shorter work week and longer work day 
(schools can also be conducted on a four day 
basis saving heating/cooling, electricity, bus-
ing, commuting, etc.) After reading about 
the impact rising fuel costs are having on 
the U.S. Postal Service, perhaps it is time to 

curtail Saturday mail delivery to homes and 
businesses. Special delivery on a Saturday 
can be done, for an additional fee, by such 
companies as UPS or Fed-Ex. 

My husband and I are baby-boomers and 
will soon be feeling the reality of a fixed in-
come. He is retired and on Social Security 
(just received his Medicare card), and I am 
working for the school district (low wage as 
a paraprofessional working with Title I read-
ing students). Rising prices at the grocery 
stores are certainly having an effect on our 
ability to eat healthy foods, and the rising 
cost of our co-pay for drugs and medical 
services is outrageous. We have just refur-
bished our old bicycles (one is a 1965 
Schwinn) as a way to get around and exer-
cise too. We practice the wise counsel of our 
parents for living simply, and we continue to 
keep informed/educated in matters of mate-
rial and spiritual importance. 

‘‘Be anxiously concerned with the needs of 
the age ye live in, and centre your delibera-
tions on its exigencies and requirements.’’— 
The Tabernacle of Unity, by Baha’u’llah. 

Thank you for your time. 
CAROL, Post Falls. 

It is lovely to be hearing your solicitation 
for stories regarding our current energy mar-
ket. I live in Boise, and have a 7 to 8 mile 
commute to work. To date, the higher gas 
prices aren’t directly affecting me too badly, 
because I do use public transportation. I am 
disappointed that you are willing to throw 
your hands up and say ‘‘there is not public 
transportation.’’ There is. And if you do not 
work to encourage people to use it, it will 
continue to be a mediocre service. As prices 
are rising there is a huge new interest in the 
bus in Boise—ridership on my route to work 
is easily up 50 percent this year compared to 
last. 

You are right, the bus is limited, there are 
far too few routes, and the schedules are 
very sparse—I work a salaried job and occa-
sionally need to work late—the last bus to 
come by my work place is at 6:30, and then 
with that, I will miss the last bus to go from 
downtown the rest of the way home, and 
have to walk a mile and a half home. 

However, I am excited at the current situa-
tion, because as more people ride the bus, 
there’s more chance for routes and schedules 
to expand to make it even more useful. It 
would be valuable to have your support to 
help scale our public transit system to a 
level where people do not have the excuses of 
‘‘it does not come close to my house,’’ or 
‘‘but I have to wait an hour for the next bus 
after buying my groceries.’’ 

MICHAEL, Boise. 

My husband and I are on a very limited 
budget, and so are very careful to watch 
where our money goes. I am a graduate stu-
dent at Idaho State University, and have a 25 
mile commute to campus. If I do not have to 
be working in my lab, or taking/teaching a 
class, I telecommute. With high-speed inter-
net and a cell phone, I can work at least as 
efficiently from home, thus saving miles 
driven. I drive a 1995 Ford Escort wagon with 
nearly 200,000 miles on her. I get over 40 
miles to the gallon, and the recent increase 
in gas prices has meant that it costs me ap-
proximately $30 to fill my tank instead of 
$20. I combine shopping trips to reduce extra 
mileage, and purchase many items online, 
since it is nearly impossible for me to find 
what I need in Pocatello anyhow. 

In all, I am not concerned with the in-
creased gas prices. I have known for decades 
that it was inevitable, and believe strongly 
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in conservation for ethical reasons as well as 
environmental reasons. I am very dis-
appointed to see our country continue to 
thwart the implementation of much-needed 
conservation legislation, instead hiding be-
hind talk of exploring options at home. 
There is only one way to fix this problem, to 
reduce demand. We have become a fat, bloat-
ed nation unwilling to engage in the ideals of 
thriftiness and invention that once made us 
[leaders], and now have us falling behind the 
European and Asian nations like a spoiled 
child. 

I urge you to embrace conservation legisla-
tion now, before it becomes more painful for 
our nation. 

PAMELA, Lava Hot Springs. 

Reserve natural gas for just home use. Do 
not allow it to be used to fire generators or 
any other plants. Reserve it for our future 
for our homes. There is plenty of coal for 
that. 

You have got to figure out a way to over-
ride the liberals and their agendas. They will 
destroy us and the whole world. 

VERA and BOB. 

Senator, are you sure your figures are cor-
rect? $50.00 per month more is not very 
much; it is only equivalent to one fill-up or 
less. . . . 

My story is that I live near Gibbonsville, 
Idaho, 30 miles from the economically-de-
pressed town of Salmon. Most of the inhab-
itants of the area are on a fixed income and 
the gas prices are crippling to the budget of 
many. I personally drive to town only once a 
week now to teach piano lessons and get gro-
ceries . . . I used to go more often and attend 
social events as well. My husband works out-
side of the area as there are few ways to 
make a living in this area. He drives 2 hours 
to the nearest airport in Missoula, Montana 
and then flies to his job, returning home 
every two weeks for 10 days. We know of 
many others who travel to work outside of 
this area for the same reason . . . no indus-
try around here. My husband is considering 
only coming home once every six weeks now, 
a family hardship—or perhaps I will move 
away from the area and join him. The in-
creased cost of traveling has shrunk his take 
home pay significantly. Obviously the huge 
increase in the cost of gas is a hardship to 
any one in this type of situation—and there 
are many, many people who travel to sup-
port their families. 

Thanks for the chance to (hopefully) make 
a difference. 

CHRISTINE, Gibbonsville. 

It is time that all in the United States 
Senate and Congress got on board of the 
Drill Here, Drill Now Program. I hope that 
you are on board with this program. 

VIC, Gibbonsville. 

Gas prices affect almost every aspect of 
our lives. We usually take a few trips a year 
to Utah to visit family, but have limited our-
selves to one this year. We will be sticking 
close to home. Things like driving a half- 
hour to Rexburg we used to not think any-
thing about, but now we have to evaluate all 
of our activities to see if it is worth the gas 
money to participate. Raising young kids, it 
has been a priority for me to stay home with 
them, but we are wondering if it will always 
be possible with the rising cost of living. 
Please do what you can to keep costs down! 

Sincerely, 
JULIE, Ammon. 

The high energy prices are choking me!! 
Your liberal colleagues are helping destroy 

our great nation!! All kinds of oil available 
from our close neighbors like Canada and 
Mexico!! Your friends in Washington, D.C. 
are wearing blinders!! No new plants have 
been built in 24 years!! How can you buck 
such stupidity? Good luck! 

JAMES. 

We are retired and energy costs are a big 
item. A clear majority of the American peo-
ple approve of drilling in ANWR, off-shore, 
oil shale, gasification from coal . . . all now! 
Other countries like Norway, Brazil, Africa 
are going to think twice about selling us oil 
when we won’t drill for our own reserves! Ob-
viously nuclear, wind, water, etc., are impor-
tant but it has to be all of these efforts not 
a choice of one or the other. Right now, we 
should start drilling . . . Do not underesti-
mate the frustration of the voters with Con-
gress. 

Thanks for listening. 
BOB and JANE, Hayden. 

We live in rural Gooding, Idaho. We are 35 
miles from the nearest department stores. 
My husband is an insurance agent and has to 
travel to inspect the homes he insures and to 
service all of his clients. We also build one or 
two homes a year in a family partnership to 
help our children earn money for college. 
Our children go to a university that is 250 
miles away. Our married children live 150–200 
miles away. Driving long distances is a ne-
cessity and public transportation is not an 
option. We would not use it if we had it. We 
have to have our vehicles for our work. The 
‘‘city dwellers’’ in Congress apparently have 
no idea how much we depend on and need our 
trucks and cars. We need our lawmakers and 
the environmentalists to get out of the way 
and let the big oil companies do what they 
do best, drill for and refine oil. In the midst 
of the presidential debates of the recent 
months, we hear a lot of empty rhetoric 
coming from Washington and elsewhere. I 
want to hear from the realists who believe in 
the phrase I have been hearing on Talk 
Radio: ‘‘Drill here, drill now, pay less.’’ I 
want my $2 a gallon (or less) gasoline back 
and I do not want to hear that it is not pos-
sible. It is possible, and we want the Senate 
and House to get some guts and tell the envi-
ronmentalist whackos that we are all done 
playing their games! Conservation is not the 
answer. Alternative fuels are not the answer. 
More domestic production is the answer. I 
am just an average citizen and I know what 
needs done. What ever happened to common 
sense? 

Thanks for asking for my opinion. Not that 
it will do any good, but I had to try. 

DEBY, Gooding. 

We are just your ‘‘average’’ Idaho family. 
Mom and Dad both work and we have four 
children. We used to have a few dollars left 
after bills every month to just barely take 
care of the extra things that pop up—scout 
camp, new shoes for the kids, medical bills, 
a birthday gift . . . That is not the case any-
more. Not only do we spend more a month on 
gasoline, we are also spending more on gro-
ceries and household items because prices on 
those have also increased due to energy cost 
increases. I used to be able to feed my family 
on a certain budget amount every month. 
Now, we are dipping into other budgets just 
to put enough food on the table. The ‘‘other 
budgets’’ are monies we used to use to pay 
medical bills and other expenses. One can 
imagine what is happening to those items 
and obligations now. 

We have planted a huge garden in hopes of 
using it to help take the edge off some of our 

grocery expenses but that won’t take care of 
everything. Children need shoes. Medical 
bills have to get paid. You cannot buy shoes 
or pay bills with veggies from your garden. 
We live too far away from our jobs to ride 
bikes and one of us works until midnight, 
making it unsafe to ride a bike home any-
way. 

We just keep hoping that our government 
will see that the ‘‘average’’ family is suf-
fering and that they will do something about 
it. Perhaps nothing will get done until it hits 
their homes as hard as it has hit the ‘‘aver-
age’’ family. Sad commentary on the state of 
things in America though, because there are 
more ‘‘average’’ families out there than 
there are wealthy families and/or those who 
are benefiting from the high oil prices. So, 
more people are suffering than are not and it 
does not feel like our government cares. 
Something can and must be done. 

When it is said that families are suffering, 
that means children are suffering—and chil-
dren should not be made to suffer because of 
someone else’s greed. 

GAYLE, Ammon. 

My husband and I are fearful of how rising 
oil prices will affect our family and all those 
around us. If it was just an increase in our 
personal gasoline usage we might be able to 
get by. However, it goes so far beyond that, 
affecting the cost of everything else used in 
our lives. We already see food prices going 
up, and expect to see everything else follow 
suit. Most families like ours are on a tight 
budget and have started to look at what to 
give up to continue to pay all the bills. We 
now wonder if prices continue to climb much 
further if it will cost us the eventual loss of 
our home to foreclosure. 

We see the domino effect on how oil prices 
touch most aspects of our lives. When every-
one starts cutting back, so will the need for 
as many employees. Thus, will high prices 
and high unemployment lead us into another 
depression? Is the United States of America, 
as the world leader in strength and independ-
ence, a thing of the past? Will our children 
grow up, like so many in other countries, 
longing to leave and seek residence else-
where? We fear the feeling of hopelessness 
and it is spread throughout our nation. Is it 
too late? 

We will continue to pray for our govern-
ment and the decisions it makes. Thank you 
for your time. 

BARBARA, Emmett. 

As you know the price of everything has 
risen because of the tremendous cost of 
transportation. Those of us on a ‘‘fixed’’ in-
come are really suffering. Let us utilize our 
own oil fields. Bring our troops home; this 
will decrease our need for oil . . . Our tax 
money is needed at home! Thank you for 
your time. 

RODGER, Lewiston. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

CONGRATULATING THE MAINE 
STATE MUSIC THEATRE 

∑ Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I con-
gratulate the Maine State Music The-
atre on its 50th anniversary season and 
commend them for their continued 
commitment to high-quality artistic 
productions. 

The Maine State Music Theatre is 
one of the few resident stock theater 
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companies dedicated strictly to musi-
cal theater. It provides professional 
musical productions not only for Maine 
residents but also for hundreds of sum-
mer residents who benefit the Maine 
economy each year. That is one of the 
reasons that I was pleased to be able to 
secure $245,000 in Federal funding last 
year for their continued efforts to de-
velop their facilities. 

I remain an ardent supporter of the 
Maine State Music Theatre. I send my 
best wishes as the theatre celebrates 
its 50th year of presenting musical pro-
duction and wish all involved an equal-
ly successful next 50 years.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING FRANK STROUD 

∑ Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I come to 
the floor today to honor a man we re-
cently lost—a remarkable individual 
full of warmth and generous of spirit. 

My wife Jackie and I came to know 
Frank Stroud as a doctor at the Spring 
Valley Pediatrics practice to which we 
take our daughters. But before Frank 
was one of our daughter’s doctors, he 
was a friend. 

My father said at the end of his life 
that he hadn’t regretted a moment of 
his career in public life because no 
other calling gave him the opportunity 
to impact the lives of so many people. 

He might have said otherwise had he 
met Frank Stroud. 

Frank had a remarkable capacity for 
remembering every detail about you. 
His ability to make casual acquaint-
ances feel like old childhood friends 
would have made Members of the Sen-
ate green with envy. 

But public office wasn’t his vocation. 
Nor was the seminary, which he con-
templated entering. As his children 
say, Frank found a higher calling: 

Helping children—which Frank did 
for nearly four decades, specializing in 
helping children struggling with learn-
ing disabilities such as attention-def-
icit disorder. 

But politics was certainly never far 
from his mind—or his work. His wife 
Kandy, whom he loved dearly, worked 
for the Democratic National Com-
mittee. 

As Terry McAuliffe once said, Frank 
became ‘‘the pediatrician for the 
Democrats,’’ having treated Al Gore’s 
children and Smith Bagley’s, among 
others. And 40 years ago this year, 
Frank became medical director at the 
Office of Economic Opportunity which 
was, of course, at the very center of 
President Johnson’s War on Poverty. 

We all have unique experiences in our 
lives that shape the person we become. 
In Frank’s case, one of those experi-
ences was that he was raised by a sin-
gle mother. One of his children said in 
his eulogy of his father words that are 
so poignant today: 

‘‘At a big party, he would make sure 
to dance with all the single ladies as 
though he knew what it felt like for his 

mother to sit along the edges of the 
dance floor.’’ 

Frank passed away a little over a 
month ago. At the time, he was doing 
what he always does: caring for some-
one other than himself—in this case, 
his beloved mother Lila, from whom 
his strength of character was surely 
handed down. 

And so today, I wish to extend our 
thoughts and prayers to Kandy, their 
three children and the entire Stroud 
family, and quote the words in his obit-
uary, which read: 
The innocence of a child, 
The elegance of a Prince, 
And the generosity of a Saint, 
Frank Stroud was a majestic human being. 

Indeed, he was. Frank will be missed. 
His memory will remain, his legacy 
will endure, for as long as the children 
he cared for grow into the healthy 
adults Frank always believed they 
could. And because of Frank Stroud, 
they most certainly will.∑ 

f 

25TH ANNIVERSARY OF KILI 
RADIO 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, today 
I celebrate the 25th anniversary of 
KILI Radio on the Pine Ridge Indian 
Reservation. For 25 years, this radio 
station has served as the Voice of the 
Lakota Nation. It serves as an impor-
tant communications tool for members 
of the Oglala Sioux Tribe, some west-
ern residents of the Rosebud Sioux 
Tribe and the general listening public 
in a region that reaches as far as the 
sacred Black Hills. 

At times throughout its history, this 
radio station has served as an impor-
tant part of the Emergency Broadcast 
System, getting word to listeners of se-
vere weather, fire, or other emergency 
situations on the horizon. It also serves 
as a vital tool to inform people about 
community meetings, educational op-
portunities, danger prevention activi-
ties, and others. KILI Radio also plays 
a crucial role in maintaining the 
Lakota language on the reservation, 
with its DJs and other programming 
hosts often speaking in Lakota or with 
Lakota-speaking guests. The station’s 
coverage of sporting events is excep-
tionally popular with KILI listeners 
and is one of the station’s top-ranked 
areas of programming. 

Perched atop Porcupine Butte, KILI 
Radio plays an integral part of life on 
the Pine Ridge Reservation. Without 
its existence, lives may have been lost 
to emergency situations it reported 
over the airwaves. Lakota language 
preservation efforts would also have 
languished. I applaud KILI Radio for 
working tirelessly to preserve the 
Lakota language and culture while also 
promoting, educating, and entertaining 
listeners with the good news of Lakota 
youth, elders, and entrepreneurs. 
Whether it is coverage of basketball 
tournaments, conferences on issues of 

importance to the Lakota people or 
holding politicians’ feet to the fire, 
KILI Radio is a way of life for the Pine 
Ridge community. I wish to commend 
the efforts of all of KILI Radio’s staff 
and volunteers I especially want to 
congratulate Tom Casey on 23 years of 
service to the radio station. He serves 
both as a radio voice, and a man behind 
the scenes to ensure KILI’s survival. 

I would also like to recognize the ef-
forts of those who came together with 
the vision for the wind turbine that 
was erected earlier this month. On a 
practical level, the turbine will gen-
erate energy to power the radio station 
and its electrical needs. One cannot 
overlook the symbolism however, to 
imagine KILI Radio again operating off 
the grid, and on its own terms. Con-
gratulations, KILI Radio on your silver 
anniversary and thank you for all that 
you have done and all that you con-
tinue to do.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO BRIGADIER GENERAL 
JOHN W. PEABODY 

∑ Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, BG 
John W. Peabody has served as com-
mander and division engineer for the 
Pacific Ocean Division, U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers since July, 2005. 

I relied on General Peabody to help 
resolve the crisis of coastal erosion in 
my State of Alaska. 

He was instrumental in developing a 
partnership between State, Federal and 
local agencies dedicated to helping our 
communities deal with the effects of 
coastal erosion. 

Under his leadership and commit-
ment our Army Engineer District, Far 
East, has begun the Korea relocation 
program, moving our forces and their 
families to new, state-of-the-art facili-
ties south of Seoul. 

In Japan, General Peabody directed 
the largest military construction pro-
gram in the history of our Corps of En-
gineers. USAED, Japan completed over 
500 projects, greatly enhancing our 
operational readiness level and signifi-
cantly improving the quality of life for 
our service men and women and their 
families living in that country. 

Brigadier General Peabody oversaw 
the construction of the Stryker Bri-
gade stationing facilities at Schofield 
Barracks, HI. Those new facilities 
allow our soldiers to train for contin-
gencies throughout the Pacific region 
and around the world. 

Brigadier General Peabody’s profes-
sionalism, caring leadership, and devo-
tion are in keeping with the proudest 
traditions of our military, and reflect 
great credit upon himself, the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, and the U.S. 
Army.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO GRAHAM NEWELL 

∑ Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, the 
State of Vermont has lost one of its 
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greatest teachers, Graham Newell. I 
wish to honor this remarkable man, an 
important figure in our State’s history 
in government as well as throughout 
its system of education. 

A seventh generation Vermonter who 
grew up in the Northeast Kingdom of 
Vermont, Newell returned to Vermont 
to teach after earning his degree in 
classics from the University of Chi-
cago. For eight decades he was the 
quintessential educator, beginning and 
ending at his beloved St. Johnsbury 
Academy and teaching history and so-
cial sciences to college students for 
many years as well, serving as a pro-
fessor and chair of the Social Sciences 
Department at Lyndon State College. 

Graham Newell was a man who so 
highly regarded the field of education 
that he entered politics to be its cham-
pion in the State legislature. First 
elected to the Vermont House in 1953, 
and later elected to the Vermont Sen-
ate, he served as the chairman of both 
the House and Senate Education Com-
mittees. Throughout his tenure in the 
legislature in Montpelier, Graham 
Newell worked tirelessly to ensure edu-
cational opportunities for students 
with disabilities. Indeed, Vermont’s 
special education bill preceded com-
parable legislation on the Federal level 
by 20 years. He was also instrumental 
in the formation of the Vermont State 
College system and he authored a fair 
dismissal bill for educators. 

Although Graham Newell was a 
Vermont delegate to the Republican 
National Convention in 1956 and 1964, 
he was one of the great practitioners of 
a long Vermont tradition of non-
partisan politics. He became involved 
in government reform, serving on the 
Little Hoover Commission that reorga-
nized Vermont’s State agencies, and he 
was appointed by President Kennedy to 
the National Advisory Commission on 
Inter-Governmental Relations. A 
founding member of the American Civil 
Liberties Union of Vermont, he cham-
pioned a strict separation of church 
and State by opposing public busing for 
parochial schools. 

As the resident Vermont historian at 
Lyndon State, he was responsible for 
naming all of its buildings after nota-
ble Vermonters. And, in a wonderful in-
stance of turnabout is fair play, St. 
Johnsbury Academy recently honored 
him by renaming its foreign languages 
building Newell Hall. 

Above all he valued equality and 
equal opportunity, principles that no 
doubt derived from his Vermont up-
bringing, his long study and admira-
tion for Roman history and from his 
work in education. 

Graham Newell taught Latin at St. 
Johnsbury Academy well into his nine-
ties, long after he retired from his pro-
fessorship at Lyndon State College. 
The indelible mark he made on the 
communities of St. Johnsbury and 
Lyndonville will not soon be forgotten. 

These communities need only look to 
the countless students whose lives he 
touched to see the effect he had on 
them. 

Mr. Newell earned countless awards 
as an outstanding educator, historian 
and model citizen, including being 
named the Vermont Chamber of Com-
merce’s Man of the Year in 2005. 

It is exemplary citizens such as 
Graham Newell who have earned 
Vermont its reputation for civic lead-
ership and principled politics, for sound 
reasoning in government, and for rising 
above partisan labels. Today, we honor 
his memory by recognizing his great 
commitments: to responsible citizen-
ship, to superior education for all, to 
teaching, and to public service, and to 
shaping a future that will be worthy of 
our past.∑ 

f 

RETIREMENT OF GENERAL 
RICHARD CODY 

∑ Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, after 
36 years of service to our Nation, GEN 
Dick Cody will conclude his military 
career on August 1. I salute his leader-
ship and honor his lovely wife Vicki, 
for her invaluable support of her hus-
band and our soldiers. 

Dick Cody began his service more 
than 40 years ago, leaving his family’s 
car dealership in Vermont and report-
ing to West Point. 

He has served our Nation on battle-
fields and bases around the world, com-
manding our soldiers, including the 
famed Screaming Eagles of our 101st 
Airborne Division. 

General Cody’s service as operations 
officer and later vice chief of staff, re-
minds me of GEN George C. Marshall’s 
service as our Army’s Chief of Staff 
during World War II. Marshall noted 
that before the war, he had ‘‘time’’ to 
prepare the Army, but ‘‘no money.’’ 

After France fell to the Nazis, Mar-
shall said he had ‘‘money, but no 
time.’’ Dick Cody faced similar cir-
cumstances and deserves our gratitude 
for preparing our soldiers to fight the 
war against terrorism. 

Our Army entered this war with sig-
nificant equipment shortages. Our 
forces were organized to fight the Cold 
War rather than the vastly different 
global war on terror. 

Since September 11, 2001, with funds 
provided by Congress, Cody has di-
rected the fielding of 94 new Army 
equipment programs worth over $100 
billion. He orchestrated the Army’s 
largest restationing and construction 
program in 70 years. He directed the 
most sweeping transformation of our 
Army since the dawn of mechanized 
warfare. 

He oversaw the conversion of our Re-
serve components to a critical part of 
our operational forces, and supervised 
the addition of 65,000 new soldiers to 
our forces. He has also been instru-
mental in ensuring our wounded sol-

diers receive the treatment and care 
which they deserve. 

Vicki Cody supported her husband, 
and his soldiers, throughout their 33 
years of marriage. She cared for our 
military families during training mis-
sions and deployments, often while her 
own husband was serving far from his 
family. 

Dick and Vicki raised two sons, Clint 
and Tyler, both U.S. Army captains, 
with six combat deployments between 
them. When young Dick Cody left 
Vermont, and Cody Chevrolet, he truly 
started a new ‘‘family business.’’ 

Our Nation is grateful for his leader-
ship, and we wish him and Vicki all the 
best as they begin a new chapter of 
their lives.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

At 5:53 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. HOYER) has signed the fol-
lowing enrolled joint resolution: 

H.J. Res. 93. Joint resolution approving the 
renewal of import restrictions contained in 
the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 
2003. 

The joint resolution was subse-
quently signed by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 3344. A bill to defend against child ex-
ploitation and child pornography through 
improved Internet Crimes Against Children 
task forces and enhanced tools to block ille-
gal images, and to eliminate the unwar-
ranted release of convicted sex offenders. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 3348. A bill to provide for the investiga-
tion of certain unsolved civil rights crimes, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–7253. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of the rule ‘‘17 CFR Parts 36 and 
40 (73 FR 8599, February 14, 2008), Amend-
ments Pertinent to Registered Entities and 
Exempt Commercial Markets’’ (RIN3038– 
AC39) received on July 24, 2008; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 
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EC–7254. A communication from the Sec-

retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of Vice Admiral 
John G. Cotton, United States Navy Reserve, 
and his advancement to the grade of vice ad-
miral on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–7255. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense, transmitting a report 
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant 
General Charles E. Croom, Jr., United States 
Air Force, and his advancement to the grade 
of lieutenant general on the retired list; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–7256. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense, transmitting a report 
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant 
General John F. Goodman, United States 
Marine Corps, and his advancement to the 
grade of lieutenant general on the retired 
list; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–7257. A communication from the Chair-
man, Export-Import Bank of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port on the transaction involving exports to 
Ghana; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–7258. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Temporary rule 
(Closure of the Trimester II Directed Fishery 
for Loligo Squid)’’ (RIN0648–XJ06) received 
on July 24, 2008; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–7259. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific 
Ocean Perch in the Western Regulatory Area 
of the Gulf of Mexico’’ (RIN0648–XJ09) re-
ceived on July 24, 2008; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–7260. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; North-
ern Rockfish in the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XJ10) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7261. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific 
Ocean Perch in the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XJ07) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7262. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Taking of Ma-
rine Mammals Incidental to Commercial 
Fishing Operations; Atlantic Large Whale 
Take Reduction Plan’’ (RIN0648–XD56) re-
ceived on July 24, 2008; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–7263. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Operations, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Sea 
Turtle Conservation; Observer Requirement 
for Fisheries’’ (RIN0648–AU81) received on 
July 24, 2008; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–7264. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Operations, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Taking 
of Marine Mammals Incidental to Commer-
cial Fishing Operations; Atlantic Large 
Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ (RIN0648–XB28) 
received on July 24, 2008; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–7265. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval of Haddock Rope Trawl Gear Use 
in Two Special Management Programs of the 
Northeast Multispecies Fishery Management 
Plan’’ (RIN0648–AW53) received on July 24, 
2008; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–7266. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ (ID No. 
021407E) received on July 24, 2008; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7267. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ 
(RIN0648–XD72) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7268. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries in the Western Pacific; 
Bottomfish and Seamount Groundfish; Effec-
tiveness of Permit and Reporting Require-
ments’’ (RIN0648–AU22) received on July 24, 
2008; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–7269. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ (ID No. 
022707B) received on July 24, 2008; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7270. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ 
(RIN0648–XE62) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7271. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ 

(RIN0648–AU90) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7272. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ 
(RIN0648–XE66) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7273. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ 
(RIN0648–AS01) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7274. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ (ID No. 
022707C) received on July 24, 2008; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7275. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to 
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic 
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan’’ 
(RIN0648–XD38) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7276. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Correcting Amendment to 50 CFR 
680.40(j)(3)(i) and (j)(3)(i) and (j)(3)(ii)’’ 
(RIN0648–AW88) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7277. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, National Marine Fisheries Service, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Greenland Turbot in the Bering 
Sea and Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648–XE66) received on July 24, 2008; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–7278. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Addi-
tional Protocol Regulations’’ (RIN0694–AD26) 
received on July 24, 2008; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–7279. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a draft bill intended to amend title 
IV–D of the Social Security Act to make 
changes necessary to ensure that the United 
States will be able to comply fully with the 
requirements of any multilateral child sup-
port convention to which the United States 
is a party; to the Committee on Finance. 
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EC–7280. A communication from the Pro-

gram Manager, Administration for Children 
and Families, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Cost Allo-
cation Methodology Applicable to the Tem-
porary Assistance for Needy Families Pro-
gram’’ (RIN0970–AC15) received on July 24, 
2008; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–7281. A communication from the Acting 
Social Security Administration Regulations 
Officer, Office of the Commissioner, Social 
Security Administration, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Technical Changes to the Title II Amend-
ments’’ (RIN0960–AG43) received on July 24, 
2008; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–7282. A communication from the Chief 
of Publications and Regulations, Internal 
Revenue Service, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Farmer and Fisher-
man Income Averaging’’ (RIN1545–BE39) re-
ceived on July 24, 2008; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–7283. A communication from the Chief 
of Publications and Regulations, Internal 
Revenue Service, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Applicable Federal 
Rates—August 2008’’ (Rev. Rule 2008–43) re-
ceived on July 24, 2008; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–7284. A communication from the Chief 
of Publications and Regulations, Internal 
Revenue Service, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Relief from Certain 
Low-Income Housing Credit Requirements 
Due to Severe Storms and Flooding in Mis-
souri’’ (Notice No. 2008–66) received on July 
24, 2008; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–7285. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Office of Legislative Af-
fairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the certification of a pro-
posed technical assistance agreement for the 
export of technical data, defense services, 
and defense articles in the amount of 
$50,000,000 or more to the Government of the 
Republic of Korea; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

EC–7286. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Office of Legislative Af-
fairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the certification of a pro-
posed technical assistance agreement for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to support 
the replication of the Have Quick I/II and 
SATURN Electronic Counter-Counter Meas-
ure for integration into Radio Communica-
tions Equipment; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

EC–7287. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Office of Legislative Af-
fairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the certification involving 
the temporary export of a commercial com-
munications satellite to Russia and 
Kazakhstan for launch in the amount of 
$50,000,000 or more; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

EC–7288. A communication from the Rules 
Administrator, Office of General Counsel, 
Federal Bureau of Prisons, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Intensive Confinement Center Program 
Final Rule’’ (RIN1120–AB39) received on July 
24, 2008; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–7289. A communication from the Rules 
Administrator, Office of General Counsel, 
Federal Bureau of Prisons, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 

‘‘Inmate Work and Performance Pay Pro-
gram: Reduction in Pay for Drug and Alco-
hol-Related Disciplinary Offenses Final 
Rule’’ (RIN1120–AB33) received on July 24, 
2008; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–7290. A joint communication from the 
Secretary of Labor and the Director of the 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report enti-
tled, ‘‘Annual Report of the Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation’’; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–7291. A communication from the Sec-
retary and Director, Office of Secretary and 
Administration, Postal Regulatory Commis-
sion, the report of a nomination for the posi-
tion of Commissioner, Postal Regulatory 
Commission received on July 24, 2008; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–7292. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in Flood Deter-
minations’’ (44 CFR Part 65) received on July 
24, 2008; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–7293. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility’’ (73 CFR Part 64) received on 
July 24, 2008; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–7294. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, notifi-
cation that the cost of response and recovery 
efforts for FEMA–3287–EM in the State of 
California has exceeded the $5,000,000 limit; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–7295. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Sufficiency Certification for the Wash-
ington Convention Center Authority’s Pro-
jected Revenues and Excess Reserve to Meet 
Projected Operating and Debt Service Ex-
penditures and Reserve Requirements for 
Fiscal Year 2009’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute and an amendment to 
the title: 

H.R. 4056. A bill to establish an awards 
mechanism to honor Federal law enforce-
ment officers injured in the line of duty. 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute: 

S. 1703. A bill to prevent and reduce traf-
ficking in persons. 

S. 2756. A bill to amend the National Child 
Protection Act of 1993 to establish a perma-
nent background check system. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 

and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. VITTER: 
S. 3346. A bill to amend title II of the So-

cial Security Act to provide that wages 
earned, and self-employment income derived, 
by individuals while such individuals were 
not citizens or nationals of the United States 
and were illegally in the United States shall 
not be credited for coverage under the old- 
age, survivors, and disability insurance pro-
gram under such title; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. CASEY: 
S. 3347. A bill to amend the Elementary 

and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to cre-
ate a demonstration project to fund addi-
tional secondary school counselors in trou-
bled title I schools to reduce the dropout 
rate; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. COBURN: 
S. 3348. A bill to provide for the investiga-

tion of certain unsolved civil rights crimes, 
and for other purposes; read the first time. 

By Ms. COLLINS: 
S. 3349. A bill to increase energy assistance 

for low-income persons, to extend energy tax 
incentives, and for other purpose; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 
S. 3350. A bill to provide that claims of the 

United States to certain documents relating 
to Franklin Delano Roosevelt shall be treat-
ed as waived and relinquished in certain cir-
cumstances; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. BIDEN (for himself, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN): 

S. 3351. A bill to enhance drug trafficking 
interdiction by creating a Federal felony for 
operating or embarking in a submersible or 
semi-submersible vessel without nationality 
and on an international voyage; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

By Mr. REID (for Mr. KENNEDY): 
S. 3352. A bill to temporarily extend the 

programs under the Higher Education Act of 
1965; considered and passed. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. 
CORNYN, and Mr. CARDIN): 

S. Con. Res. 95. A concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that a site to 
be selected by the Secretary of the Army 
should be provided for a memorial marker to 
honor the memory of the 40 members of the 
Armed Forces who lost their lives in the air 
crash at Bakers Creek, Australia, on June 14, 
1943; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 535 

At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 
of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. SMITH) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 535, a 
bill to establish an Unsolved Crimes 
Section in the Civil Rights Division of 
the Department of Justice, and an Un-
solved Civil Rights Crime Investigative 
Office in the Civil Rights Unit of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, and 
for other purposes. 
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S. 604 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 604, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to limit increases 
in the certain costs of health care serv-
ices under the health care programs of 
the Department of Defense, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 648 
At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 

names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 648, a bill to amend 
title 10, United States Code, to reduce 
the eligibility age for receipt of non- 
regular military service retired pay for 
members of the Ready Reserve in ac-
tive federal status or on active duty for 
significant periods. 

S. 1177 
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1177, a bill to amend the Clean 
Air Act to establish a national uniform 
multiple air pollutant regulatory pro-
gram for the electric generating sector. 

S. 1201 
At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1201, a bill to amend the Clean 
Air Act to reduce emissions from elec-
tric powerplants, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1437 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

names of the Senator from Texas (Mrs. 
HUTCHISON) and the Senator from Ala-
bama (Mr. SESSIONS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1437, a bill to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to mint 
coins in commemoration of the 
semicentennial of the enactment of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

S. 1492 
At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1492, a bill to improve the quality of 
federal and state data regarding the 
availability and quality of broadband 
services and to promote the deploy-
ment of affordable broadband services 
to all parts of the Nation. 

S. 1576 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1576, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to improve the health and 
healthcare of racial and ethnic minor-
ity groups. 

S. 1581 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 

the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. REED) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1581, a bill to establish an 
interagency committee to develop an 
ocean acidification research and moni-
toring plan and to establish an ocean 
acidification program within the Na-

tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration. 

S. 1661 
At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1661, a bill to communicate United 
States travel policies and improve 
marketing and other activities de-
signed to increase travel in the United 
States from abroad. 

S. 1738 
At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1738, a bill to establish a 
Special Counsel for Child Exploitation 
Prevention and Interdiction within the 
Office of the Deputy Attorney General, 
to improve the Internet Crimes 
Against Children Task Force, to in-
crease resources for regional computer 
forensic labs, and to make other im-
provements to increase the ability of 
law enforcement agencies to inves-
tigate and prosecute predators. 

S. 1846 
At the request of Mr. BOND, the name 

of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1846, a bill to improve defense coopera-
tion between the Republic of Korea and 
the United States. 

S. 1924 
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1924, a bill to amend chapter 
81 of title 5, United States Code, to cre-
ate a presumption that a disability or 
death of a Federal employee in fire pro-
tection activities caused by any of cer-
tain diseases is the result of the per-
formance of such employee’s duty. 

S. 2092 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2092, a bill to amend title 11, 
United States Code, to improve protec-
tions for employees and retirees in 
business bankruptcies. 

S. 2173 

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2173, a bill to amend the 
Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to improve standards for 
physical education. 

S. 2270 

At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2270, a bill to include health 
centers in the list of entities eligible 
for mortgage insurance under the Na-
tional Housing Act. 

S. 2433 

At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2433, a bill to require the 

President to develop and implement a 
comprehensive strategy to further the 
United States foreign policy objective 
of promoting the reduction of global 
poverty, the elimination of extreme 
global poverty, and the achievement of 
the Millennium Development Goal of 
reducing by one-half the proportion of 
people worldwide, between 1990 and 
2015, who live on less than $1 per day. 

S. 2458 
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2458, a bill to promote and en-
hance the operation of local building 
code enforcement administration 
across the country by establishing a 
competitive Federal matching grant 
program. 

S. 2510 
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2510, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to provide re-
vised standards for quality assurance 
in screening and evaluation of 
gynecologic cytology preparations, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2585 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2585, a bill to provide for the enhance-
ment of the suicide prevention pro-
grams of the Department of Defense, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2609 
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 

names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. DODD) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2609, a bill to establish 
a Global Service Fellowship Program, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2643 
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2643, a bill to amend the Clean 
Air Act to require the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
to promulgate regulations to control 
hazardous air pollutant emissions from 
electric utility steam generating units. 

S. 2668 
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 

names of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) and the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. BURR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 2668, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to re-
move cell phones from listed property 
under section 280F. 

S. 2708 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2708, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to attract and 
retain trained health care professionals 
and direct care workers dedicated to 
providing quality care to the growing 
population of older Americans. 
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S. 2723 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2723, a bill to expand the 
dental workforce and improve dental 
access, prevention, and data reporting, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2836 
At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 

names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) and the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. NELSON) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2836, a bill to amend title 
10, United States Code, to include serv-
ice after September 11, 2001, as service 
qualifying for the determination of a 
reduced eligibility age for receipt of 
non-regular service retired pay. 

S. 2839 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2839, a bill to provide emergency relief 
for United States businesses and indus-
tries currently employing temporary 
foreign workers and for other purposes. 

S. 2851 
At the request of Mr. BUNNING, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2851, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the 
penalty on the understatement of tax-
payers’ liability by tax return pre-
parers. 

S. 2920 
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 

names of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
BENNETT) and the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Mr. VITTER) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2920, a bill to reauthorize 
and improve the financing and entre-
preneurial development programs of 
the Small Business Administration, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 3108 

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3108, a bill to require the President to 
call a White House Conference on Food 
and Nutrition. 

S. 3140 

At the request of Mr. WEBB, the name 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CASEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3140, a bill to provide that 4 of the 12 
weeks of parental leave made available 
to a Federal employee shall be paid 
leave, and for other purposes. 

S. 3198 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Alaska 
(Mr. STEVENS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3198, a bill to amend title 46, 
United States Code, with respect to the 
navigation of submersible or semi-sub-
mersible vessels without nationality. 

S. 3245 

At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. FEINGOLD) was added as a cospon-

sor of S. 3245, a bill to increase public 
confidence in the justice system and 
address any unwarranted racial and 
ethnic disparities in the criminal proc-
ess. 

S. 3257 
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the 

name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3257, a bill to extend immigration pro-
grams to promote legal immigration 
and for other purposes. 

S. 3337 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 

name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. COBURN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3337, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to carry out con-
servation reserve program notice CRP– 
598, entitled the ‘‘Voluntary Modifica-
tion of Conservation Reserve Program 
(CRP) Contract for Critical Feed Use’’. 

S.J. RES. 45 
At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SPECTER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S.J. Res. 45, a joint resolu-
tion expressing the consent and ap-
proval of Congress to an inter-state 
compact regarding water resources in 
the Great Lakes—St. Lawrence River 
Basin. 

S. RES. 618 
At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 618, a resolution recognizing the 
tenth anniversary of the bombings of 
the United States embassies in Nairobi, 
Kenya and Dar es Salaam, Tanzania, 
and memorializing the citizens of the 
United States, Kenya, and Tanzania 
whose lives were claimed as a result of 
the al Qaeda led terrorist attacks. 

S. RES. 624 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 

the names of the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator 
from Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI), the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KERRY) and the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) were added as cospon-
sors of S. Res. 624, a resolution desig-
nating August 2008 as ‘‘National Tru-
ancy Prevention Month’’. 

S. RES. 625 
At the request of Mr. HAGEL, the 

names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR), the Senator from New 
York (Mrs. CLINTON), the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. DOMENICI), the Sen-
ator from South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) 
and the Senator from Alabama (Mr. 
SESSIONS) were added as cosponsors of 
S. Res. 625, a resolution designating 
August 16, 2008, as National Airborne 
Day. 

S. RES. 627 
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-

ida, the names of the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ), the Sen-
ator from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), the 
Senator from Maine (Ms. SNOWE), the 

Senator from North Carolina (Mrs. 
DOLE), the Senator from Alabama (Mr. 
SHELBY), the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. COBURN) and the Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 627, a resolution 
welcoming home Keith Stansell, Thom-
as Howes, and Marc Gonsalves, three 
citizens of the United States who were 
held hostage for over five years by the 
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colom-
bia (FARC) after their plane crashed on 
February 13, 2003. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Ms. COLLINS: 
S. 3349. A bill to increase energy as-

sistance for low-income persons, to ex-
tend energy tax incentives, and for 
other purpose; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Energy Assist-
ance Act of 2008, legislation which 
would assist people who want to invest 
in energy conservation and alternative 
energy technologies and help set us on 
a path toward energy independence. 

As I visit communities around the 
State of Maine, I hear time and again 
that the high cost of energy is causing 
a crisis for many of our citizens. Rap-
idly increasing prices for home heating 
oil, gasoline and diesel fuel are a huge 
burden for many families, truckers, 
and small businesses. High oil prices 
affect virtually every corner of the 
economy, in Maine and throughout the 
country, and are a significant cause of 
the current economic downturn. 

Mr. President, I am concerned that in 
this difficult economy, investments in 
energy conservation and alternative 
energy improvements are simply too 
costly for many American families and 
small businesses. For example, under 
the present code, taxpayers who install 
energy efficient windows receive a 10 
percent tax credit, up to $200, and tax-
payers who install solar water heating 
systems receive a credit of 30 percent, 
up to a total of $2000. In both instances, 
the investment which must be made by 
the taxpayer far exceeds the credit 
amount. 

With oil prices as high as they are, 
most families and small businesses are 
already scrimping and saving to make 
ends meet, and they do not have the 
money to finance the gap between the 
tax credit we provide and the cost of 
the investment. Ironically, the higher 
oil prices climb, the harder it will be 
for taxpayers to bridge this gap. 

The legislation I am introducing 
today calls for additional loan author-
ity to support current Federal pro-
grams that help families and small 
businesses finance energy efficiency 
improvements. It also would provide 
much-needed grants for low-income in-
dividuals who cannot benefit from ei-
ther tax credits or low-interest loans. 
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These proposals, taken together, would 
go a long way toward achieving greater 
energy efficiency and reducing our Na-
tion’s dependence on foreign oil. 

The loan authority I am proposing 
would expand existing Federal pro-
grams that make low-interest loans to 
individuals and small businesses for en-
ergy efficiency improvements. This 
new loan authority would be made 
available through a new energy assist-
ance revolving loan fund within the 
Treasury Department. Individuals who 
make less than 115 percent of the me-
dian area income would be able to 
apply for low-interest loans to cover 
the difference between the tax credits 
available for energy efficiency im-
provements and up to 90 percent of the 
cost of those improvements. The Fed-
eral agencies can make these loans di-
rectly, or through their lender net-
works. 

USDA, HUD, and other Federal agen-
cies already have programs that can 
make loans of this kind to individuals. 
Small businesses can seek low-interest 
loans for energy efficiency improve-
ments under existing loan programs 
such as the SBA’s 7(a) program. The re-
volving loan fund called for by my bill 
will enable these agencies to offer more 
loans to the individuals and small busi-
nesses. 

It is also important that we provide 
assistance to low-income individuals 
who do not have the income to benefit 
from tax credits, or who cannot afford 
to finance energy improvements even 
with low-interest loans. These individ-
uals, especially, are still reeling from 
last winter’s high energy prices, and it 
is critically important that they re-
ceive assistance before cold weather 
sets in again. To help those who are 
most in need, my bill would provide an 
additional $500 million in funding this 
year for grants for energy efficiency, 
weatherization, and renewable energy 
technology, and would double funding 
for the Weatherization Assistance Pro-
gram. These grants will finance invest-
ments that will decrease energy prices 
for these citizens for years to come and 
are a wise investment. 

My legislation also includes several 
proposals I have long advocated. I have 
included these proposals so that this 
bill captures an overall picture of the 
energy challenges that our Nation 
faces. For example, this bill extends 
important tax incentives for renewable 
energy and energy efficiency that have 
expired, or are about to expire. These 
provisions include the renewable en-
ergy production tax credit, Clean Re-
newable Energy Bonds, tax benefits for 
energy efficient buildings, products 
and power plants, the tax credit for 
Plug-In Hybrid vehicles, the exemption 
from the heavy vehicles excise tax for 
idling reduction units and advanced in-
sulation, and energy efficiency tax 
credits for homes. 

My bill would also provide a $500 tax 
credit to help consumers purchase and 

install new clean burning stoves, as 
well as efficient, clean wood pellet 
stoves, similar to a bill I introduced 
with Senator CRAPO earlier this year. 
This new tax credit reflects the reality 
that with oil prices soaring, wood is 
again the fuel of choice for many fami-
lies throughout the country, just as it 
was during the height of the oil crisis 
in the 1970’s. 

I urge my colleagues to work to-
gether in a bipartisan way so that we 
can help Americans overcome the chal-
lenge of high oil prices and restore and 
strengthen our Nation’s economy. 

By Mr. BIDEN (for himself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, and Mrs, FEINSTEIN): 

S. 3351. A bill to enhance drug traf-
ficking interdiction by creating a Fed-
eral felony for operating or embarking 
in a submersible or semi-submersible 
vessel without nationality and on an 
international voyage; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Drug Traf-
ficking Interdiction Assistance Act of 
2008. The operation of unregistered, un- 
flagged, semi- and fully-submersible 
vessels to traffic narcotics and other 
contraband through international wa-
ters poses a serious threat to the safety 
of our communities and the security of 
our Nation. 

Self-propelled semi-submersible 
water-craft, or SPSSs, can operate 
with a significant portion of their hull 
below the surface of the water, making 
detection very difficult. Recently we’ve 
seen an increase in the production and 
use of SPSSs originating in Colombia 
and embarking north in the Pacific 
Ocean with up to 12 tons of cocaine 
packed on board. SPSSs are typically 
less than 100 feet long, carry 4–5 crew, 
travel at speeds of up to 8 knots, and 
have a maximum range of 3,500 miles. 

These submarines are often equipped 
with valves that allow the operators to 
quickly flood and sink the SPSS in the 
event of interception by law enforce-
ment, sending the vessel and any drugs 
or other contraband on board to an un-
recoverable depth. As the last part of 
the scuttling process, the operators 
eject from the SPSS, and law enforce-
ment has no choice but to rescue them 
from the ocean in accordance with our 
obligations under international law. 
They avoid prosecution because no 
drugs are recovered. For the operators 
of these SPSSs, they are able to avoid 
prosecution—for now. 

This bill turns the tables on the traf-
fickers. It builds off of the good work 
by my colleagues Senators LAUTEN-
BERG, SMITH, CANTWELL, and SNOWE, 
who have a bill that criminalizes the 
operation of an unregistered, stateless 
semi-submersible or submersible ves-
sel. The legislation that I have drafted 
would clarify that the defendant’s in-
tent in operating the SPSS was to 

evade detection, add a robust affirma-
tive defense to protect legitimate re-
searchers and explorers who may hap-
pen to use a semi-submersible vessel, 
include a tough criminal penalty provi-
sion to prosecute SPSS operators, and 
direct the United States Sentencing 
Commission to account for mitigating 
and aggravating factors in the Sen-
tencing Guidelines. 

As Chair of the Caucus International 
Narcotics Control and Judiciary Sub-
committee on Crime and Drugs, I have 
worked to not only curb drug demand 
and increase treatment options, but 
also to drug traffickers and disrupt 
supply. This bill is an important step 
in curbing this emerging threat and 
shutting down this new mode of traf-
ficking. 

Between 2001 and 2007, there were 23 
identified SPSS drug smuggling 
events. At the time, these vessels were 
largely seen by drug traffickers as 
risky and impractical. But after in-
creasingly successful interdiction of 
go-fast boats and other means, drug 
traffickers began seeing SPSSs as a 
viable option. Between October 1, 2007 
and February 1, 2008, alone, there were 
a reported 27 SPSS events that success-
fully delivered an estimated 111 tons of 
cocaine. At between $500,000 and $2 mil-
lion per SPSS, they cost only a frac-
tion of the profits these traffickers 
reap. 

These vessels have the capacity to 
deliver more than just illegal drugs— 
an SPSSs could easily accommodate 
other contraband, like terrorist 
operatives and weapons of mass de-
struction in its cargo-holds. Their op-
eration poses a significant danger to 
the United States and this legislation 
criminalizes their use while allowing 
for the continuation of legitimate re-
search and exploring activities. 

I want to recognize my friend Sen-
ator LAUTENBERG for his leadership on 
this issue. I look forward to working 
with him to enact a tough and fair law 
that disrupts drug trafficking and 
other illegal smuggling activities. I 
also thank Senators GRASSLEY and 
FEINSTEIN for their support, and I urge 
our colleagues to join us in supporting 
this important legislation. 

By Mr. REID (for Mr. KENNEDY): 
S. 3352. A bill to temporarily extend 

the programs under the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965; considered and 
passed. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be placed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3352 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

PROGRAMS. 
(a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAMS.—Section 2(a) 

of the Higher Education Extension Act of 
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2005 (Public Law 109–81; 20 U.S.C. 1001 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘July 31, 2008’’ and in-
serting ‘‘August 15, 2008’’. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section, or in the Higher Education Ex-
tension Act of 2005 as amended by this Act, 
shall be construed to limit or otherwise alter 
the authorizations of appropriations for, or 
the durations of, programs contained in the 
amendments made by the Higher Education 
Reconciliation Act of 2005 (Public Law 109– 
171), by the College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act (Public Law 110–84), or by the En-
suring Continued Access to Student Loans 
Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–227) to the provi-
sions of the Higher Education Act of 1965 and 
the Taxpayer-Teacher Protection Act of 2004. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if 
enacted on July 31, 2008. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 95—EXPRESSING THE 
SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT A 
SITE TO BE SELECTED BY THE 
SECRETARY OF THE ARMY 
SHOULD BE PROVIDED FOR A 
MEMORIAL MARKER TO HONOR 
THE MEMORY OF THE 40 MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 
WHO LOST THEIR LIVES IN THE 
AIR CRASH AT BAKERS CREEK, 
AUSTRALIA, ON JUNE 14, 1943 

Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. CORNYN, 
and Mr. CARDIN) submitted the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on 
Armed Services: 

Whereas during the Second World War, the 
United States Army Air Corps established 
rest and recreation facilities in Mackay, 
Queensland, Australia; 

Whereas from the end of January 1943 until 
early 1944, thousands of United States serv-
icemen were ferried from jungle battlefields 
in New Guinea to Mackay; 

Whereas these servicemen traveled by air 
transport to spend an average of 10 days on 
a rest and relaxation furlough; 

Whereas they usually were carried by two 
B–17C Flying Fortresses converted for trans-
port duty; 

Whereas on Monday, June 14, 1943, at about 
6 a.m., a B–17C, Serial Number 40–2072, took 
off from Mackay Airport for Port Moresby; 

Whereas there were 6 crew members and 35 
passengers aboard; 

Whereas the aircraft took off into fog and 
soon made two left turns at low altitude; 

Whereas a few minutes after takeoff, when 
it was five miles south of Mackay, the plane 
crashed at Bakers Creek, killing everyone on 
board except Corporal Foye Kenneth Roberts 
of Wichita Falls, Texas, the sole survivor of 
the accident; 

Whereas the cause of the crash remains a 
mystery, and the incident remains relatively 
unknown outside of Australia; 

Whereas United States officials, who were 
under orders not to reveal the presence of Al-
lied troops in Australia, kept the crash a 
military secret during the war; 

Whereas due to wartime censorship, the 
news media did not report the crash; 

Whereas relatives of the victims received 
telegrams from the United States War De-

partment stating little more than that the 
serviceman had been killed somewhere in the 
South West Pacific; 

Whereas the remains of the 40 crash vic-
tims were flown to Townsville, Queensland, 
where they were buried in the Belgian Gar-
dens United States military cemetery on 
June 19, 1943; 

Whereas in early 1946, they were 
disinterred and shipped to Hawaii, where 13 
were reburied in the National Memorial 
Cemetery of the Pacific, and the remainder 
were returned to the United States mainland 
for reburial; 

Whereas 15 years ago, Robert S. Cutler was 
reading his father’s wartime journal and 
found a reference to the tragic B–17C air-
plane accident; 

Whereas this discovery inspired Mr. Cutler 
to embark upon a research project that 
would consume more than a decade and take 
him to Australia; 

Whereas retired United States Air Force 
Chief Master Sergeant Teddy W. Hanks, of 
Wichita Falls, Texas, who lost four of his 
World War II fellow service members in the 
crash, compiled a list of the casualties from 
United States archives in 1993 and began 
searching for their families; 

Whereas the Bakers Creek Memorial Asso-
ciation, in conjunction with the Washington 
Post and retired United States Army gene-
alogy experts Charles Gailey and Arvon 
Staats, located 23 additional families of vic-
tims of the accident during the past two 
years; 

Whereas Joy Shingleton, Donnie Tenney, 
Wendy Andrus, and Wilma Post, the family 
of Army Air Corps Corporal Edward J. 
Tenney, of Buckhannon, West Virginia, 
helped to bring this recently uncovered 
World War II tragedy to light; and 

Whereas as of February 24, 2005, the com-
mander of the United States Fifth Air Force 
officially had notified the relatives of 36 of 
the 40 victims: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that an appropriate site to be se-
lected by the Secretary of the Army should 
be provided for a memorial marker to honor 
the memory of the 40 members of the Armed 
Forces of the United States who lost their 
lives in the air crash at Bakers Creek, Aus-
tralia, on June 14, 1943, provided that the 
Secretary of the Army have exclusive au-
thority to approve the design and site for the 
memorial marker. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 5249. Mr. BROWNBACK submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3268, to amend the Commodity 
Exchange Act, to prevent excessive price 
speculation with respect to energy commod-
ities, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 5249. Mr. BROWNBACK submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 3268, to amend the 
Commodity Exchange Act, to prevent 
excessive price speculation with re-
spect to energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. OPEN FUEL STANDARDS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘Open Fuel Standard Act of 
2008’’ or the ‘‘OFS Act’’. 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The status of oil as a strategic com-
modity, which derives from its domination of 
the transportation sector, presents a clear 
and present danger to the United States. 

(2) in a prior era, when salt was a strategic 
commodity, salt mines conferred national 
power and wars were fought over the control 
of such mines; 

(3) technology, in the form of electricity 
and refrigeration, decisively ended salt’s mo-
nopoly of meat preservation and greatly re-
duced its strategic importance; 

(4) fuel competition and consumer choice 
would similarly serve to end oil’s monopoly 
in the transportation sector and strip oil of 
its strategic status; 

(5) the current closed fuel market has al-
lowed a cartel of petroleum exporting coun-
tries to inflate fuel prices, effectively impos-
ing a harmful tax on the economy of the 
United States of nearly $500,000,000,000 per 
year; 

(6) much of the inflated petroleum reve-
nues the oil cartel earns at the expense of 
the people of the United States are used for 
purposes antithetical to the interests of the 
United States and its allies; 

(7) alcohol fuels, including ethanol and 
methanol, could potentially provide signifi-
cant supplies of additional fuels that could 
be produced in the United States and in 
many other countries in the Western Hemi-
sphere that are friendly to the United 
States; 

(8) alcohol fuels can only play a major role 
in securing the energy independence of the 
United States if a substantial portion of ve-
hicles in the United States are capable of op-
erating on such fuels; 

(9) it is not in the best interest of United 
States consumers or the United States Gov-
ernment to be constrained to depend solely 
upon petroleum resources for vehicle fuels if 
alcohol fuels are potentially available; 

(10) existing technology, in the form of 
flexible fuel vehicles, allows internal com-
bustion engine cars and trucks to be pro-
duced at little or no additional cost, which 
are capable of operating on conventional 
gasoline, alcohol fuels, or any combination 
of such fuels, as availability or cost advan-
tage dictates, providing a platform on which 
fuels can compete; 

(11) the necessary distribution system for 
such alcohol fuels will not be developed in 
the United States until a substantial frac-
tion of the vehicles in the United States are 
capable of operating on such fuels; 

(12) the establishment of such a vehicle 
fleet and distribution system would provide 
a large market that would mobilize private 
resources to substantially advance the tech-
nology and expand the production of alcohol 
fuels in the United States and abroad; 

(13) the United States has an urgent na-
tional security interest to develop alcohol 
fuels technology, production, and distribu-
tion systems as rapidly as possible; 

(14) new cars sold in the United States that 
are equipped with an internal combustion 
engine should allow for fuel competition by 
being flexible fuel vehicles, and new diesel 
cars should be capable of operating on bio-
diesel; and 

(15) such an open fuel standard would help 
to protect the United States economy from 
high and volatile oil prices and from the 
threats caused by global instability, ter-
rorism, and natural disaster. 
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(c) OPEN FUEL STANDARD FOR TRANSPOR-

TATION.—Chapter 329 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 32920. OPEN FUEL STANDARD FOR TRANS-

PORTATION. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) E85.—The term ‘E85’ means a fuel mix-

ture containing 85 percent ethanol and 15 
percent gasoline by volume. 

‘‘(2) FLEXIBLE FUEL AUTOMOBILE.—The term 
‘flexible fuel automobile’ means an auto-
mobile that has been warranted by its manu-
facturer to operate on gasoline, E85, and 
M85. 

‘‘(3) FUEL CHOICE-ENABLING AUTOMOBILE.— 
The term ‘fuel choice-enabling automobile’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) a flexible fuel automobile; or 
‘‘(B) an automobile that has been war-

ranted by its manufacturer to operate on 
biodiesel. 

‘‘(4) LIGHT-DUTY AUTOMOBILE.—The term 
‘light-duty automobile’ means— 

‘‘(A) a passenger automobile; or 
‘‘(B) a non-passenger automobile. 
‘‘(5) LIGHT-DUTY AUTOMOBILE MANUFAC-

TURER’S ANNUAL INVENTORY.—The term 
‘light-duty automobile manufacturer’s an-
nual inventory’ means the number of light- 
duty automobiles that a manufacturer, dur-
ing a given calendar year, manufactures in 
the United States or imports from outside of 
the United States for sale in the United 
States. 

‘‘(6) M85.—The term ‘M85’ means a fuel 
mixture containing 85 percent methanol and 
15 percent gasoline by volume. 

‘‘(b) OPEN FUEL STANDARD FOR TRANSPOR-
TATION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), each light-duty automobile 
manufacturer’s annual inventory shall be 
comprised of not less than 50 percent fuel 
choice-enabling automobiles in 2012. 

‘‘(2) TEMPORARY EXEMPTION FROM REQUIRE-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(A) APPLICATION.—A manufacturer may 
request an exemption from the requirement 
described in paragraph (1) by submitting an 
application to the Secretary, at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor-
mation as the Secretary may require by reg-
ulation. Each such application shall specify 
the models, lines, and types of automobiles 
affected. 

‘‘(B) EVALUATION.—After evaluating an ap-
plication received from a manufacturer, the 
Secretary may at any time, under such 
terms and conditions, and to such extent as 
the Secretary considers appropriate, tempo-
rarily exempt, or renew the exemption of, a 
light-duty automobile from the requirement 
described in paragraph (1) if the Secretary 
determines that unavoidable events not 
under the control of the manufacturer pre-
vent the manufacturer of such automobile 
from meeting its required production volume 
of fuel choice-enabling automobiles due to a 
disruption in— 

‘‘(i) the supply of any component required 
for compliance with the regulations; or 

‘‘(ii) the use and installation by the manu-
facturer of such component. 

‘‘(C) CONSOLIDATION.—The Secretary may 
consolidate applications received from mul-
tiple manufactures under subparagraph (A) if 
they are of a similar nature. 

‘‘(D) CONDITIONS.—Any exemption granted 
under subparagraph (B) shall be conditioned 
upon the manufacturer’s commitment to re-
call the exempted automobiles for installa-
tion of the omitted components within a rea-
sonable time proposed by the manufacturer 

and approved by the Secretary after such 
components become available in sufficient 
quantities to satisfy both anticipated pro-
duction and recall volume requirements. 

‘‘(E) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall publish 
in the Federal Register— 

‘‘(i) notice of each application received 
from a manufacturer; 

‘‘(ii) notice of each decision to grant or 
deny a temporary exemption; and 

‘‘(iii) the reasons for granting or denying 
such exemptions. 

‘‘(F) LABELING.—Each manufacturer that 
receives an exemption under this paragraph 
shall place a label on each exempted auto-
mobile. Such label— 

‘‘(i) shall comply with the regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary under paragraph (3); 
and 

‘‘(ii) may only be removed after recall and 
installation of the required components. 

‘‘(G) NOTICE OF EXEMPTION.—Each light- 
duty automobile delivered to dealers and 
first purchasers that is not a fuel choice-ena-
bling automobile and for which the manufac-
turer received an exemption under this para-
graph, shall be accompanied with a written 
notification of such exemption, which com-
plies with the regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary under paragraph (3). 

‘‘(3) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Transportation shall promul-
gate regulations to carry out this section.’’. 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND 

ENTREPRENEURSHIP 
Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I would 

like to inform the Members that the 
Committee on Small Business and En-
trepreneurship will hold a public mark-
up of a bill to reauthorize the Small 
Business Innovation Research program 
on Wednesday, July 30, 2008, beginning 
at 10 a.m. in room 428A of the Russell 
Senate Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 

wish to announce that the Committee 
on Rules and Administration will meet 
on Wednesday, July 30, 2008, at 10 a.m. 
to hear testimony on S. 3212, the ‘‘Bi-
partisan Electronic Voting Reform Act 
of 2008.’’ 

Individuals and organizations that 
wish to submit a statement for the 
hearing record are requested to contact 
the Chief Clerk, Lynden Armstrong, at 
224–7078. 

For further information regarding 
this hearing, please contact Howard 
Gantman at the Rules and Administra-
tion Committee, 224–6352. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I would 

like to announce that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs will meet on Thurs-
day, Thursday, July 31, at 9:30 a.m. in 
Room 562 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building to conduct a meeting on pend-
ing legislative issues, to be followed 
immediately by a hearing entitled ‘‘In-
dian Health Service Management: Lost 
Property, Wasteful Spending and Docu-
ment Fabrication.’’ 

Those wishing additional information 
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at 224–2251. 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 3344 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I under-
stand S. 3344 is at the desk and due for 
a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title for 
the second time. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3344) to defend against child ex-

ploitation and child pornography through 
improved Internet Crimes Against Children 
task forces and enhanced tools to block ille-
gal images, and to eliminate the unwar-
ranted release of convicted sex offenders. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I object 
to any further proceedings with respect 
to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. The bill will be placed on 
the calendar under rule XIV. 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 3348 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I under-
stand that S. 3348, introduced earlier 
today by Senator COBURN, is at the 
desk. I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the title of the bill for 
the first time. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3348) to provide for the investiga-

tion of certain unsolved civil rights crimes, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. DURBIN. I now ask for its second 
reading and object to my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bill will re-
main at the desk and have its second 
reading on the next legislative day. 

f 

TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF PRO-
GRAMS UNDER HIGHER EDU-
CATION ACT OF 1965 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. 3352, introduced earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3352) to temporarily extend the 

programs under the Higher Education Act of 
1965. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read three times, passed, the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table, with 
no intervening action or debate, and 
any statements related to the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

The bill (S. 3352) was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 3352 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 11:18 Mar 08, 2011 Jkt 069102 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR08\S28JY8.001 S28JY8jd
jo

ne
s 

on
 D

S
K

8K
Y

B
LC

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 154, Pt. 1216646 July 28, 2008 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

PROGRAMS. 
(a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAMS.—Section 2(a) 

of the Higher Education Extension Act of 
2005 (Public Law 109–81; 20 U.S.C. 1001 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘July 31, 2008’’ and in-
serting ‘‘August 15, 2008’’. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section, or in the Higher Education Ex-
tension Act of 2005 as amended by this Act, 
shall be construed to limit or otherwise alter 
the authorizations of appropriations for, or 
the durations of, programs contained in the 
amendments made by the Higher Education 
Reconciliation Act of 2005 (Public Law 109– 
171), by the College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act (Public Law 110–84), or by the En-
suring Continued Access to Student Loans 
Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–227) to the provi-
sions of the Higher Education Act of 1965 and 
the Taxpayer-Teacher Protection Act of 2004. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if 
enacted on July 31, 2008. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JULY 29, 
2008 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand in recess until 10 a.m. Tuesday, 
July 29; that following the prayer and 
the pledge, the Journal of proceedings 
be approved to date, the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day, the Senate be in a pe-
riod of morning business until 12:30 
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each; further, that 

the Republicans control the first 30 
minutes and the majority control the 
next 30 minutes; finally, that the Sen-
ate recess from 12:30 to 2:15 p.m. for the 
weekly caucus luncheons to meet. 

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

f 

RECESS UNTIL 10 A.M. TOMORROW 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand in recess, under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:55 p.m., recessed until Tuesday, 
July 29, 2008, at 10 a.m. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
EXPRESSING CONCERN FOR THE 

UNMET MENTAL HEALTH NEEDS 
OF RETURNING SOLDIERS 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 28, 2008 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to enter into the RECORD an article from the 
New York Times published on July 8, 2008 ti-
tled ‘‘After the Battle, Fighting the Bottle at 
Home.’’ 

Alcohol abuse is rising among Afghanistan 
and Iraq veterans, many of them trying to 
deaden the repercussions of war and dis-
orientation of home. The problem is particu-
larly prevalent among those suffering from 
post-traumatic stress disorder. Increasingly, 
these veterans are spilling into the criminal 
justice system. Their stories are similar: com-
ing back from war with lost jobs, crushing debt 
and ruptured families. 

In May, House and Senate passed bills that 
would require the veteran’s agency to expand 
substance-abuse screening and treatment for 
all veterans. However, this legislation does not 
provide immediate relief to veterans. For ac-
tive duty service members, the military faces a 
shortage of substance-abuse providers on 
bases across the country, while the insurance 
plan, Tricare, makes it difficult for many re-
servists and their families to get treatment. 
Finding treatment programs that accept 
Tricare often ends in frustration and few resi-
dential rehabilitation programs have the ac-
creditation required by the plan. An advocacy 
group, Veterans for America, found the de-
mand for psychological help was so great, and 
the system so burdened, that soldiers often 
waited a month to be seen. 

The Pentagon’s most recent survey of 
health-related behavior found that for the first 
time in more than 20 years, a quarter of the 
soldiers surveyed considered themselves 
heavy drinkers, defined as having 5 or more 
drinks at least once a week. Consequently, 
suicides have also reached a high in the Army 
last year in which alcohol or drugs were cited 
in 30 percent of the 115 cases, the Pentagon 
reported. 

Last January, a city court judge in Buffalo, 
Robert T. Russell, noticed a surge of recent 
veterans with substance-abuse and mental- 
health problems in the city’s courtrooms. He 
created the Nation’s first Veterans Court, 
where, instead of jail, veterans arrested for 
low-level crimes, mostly tied to alcohol or 
drugs, are enrolled in treatment. 

[From the New York Times, July 8, 2008] 
AFTER THE BATTLE, FIGHTING THE BOTTLE AT 

HOME 
(By Lizette Alvarez) 

Most nights when Anthony Klecker, a 
former marine, finally slept, he found him-
self back on the battlefields of Iraq. He 

would awake in a panic, and struggle futilely 
to return to sleep. 

Days were scarcely better. Car alarms 
shattered his nerves. Flashbacks came unex-
pectedly, at the whiff of certain cleaning 
chemicals. Bar fights seemed unavoidable; he 
nearly attacked a man for not washing his 
hands in the bathroom. 

Desperate for sleep and relief, Mr. Klecker, 
30, drank heavily. One morning, his parents 
found him in the driveway slumped over the 
wheel of his car, the door wide open, wipers 
scraping back and forth. Another time, they 
found him curled in a fetal position in his 
closet. 

Yet only after his drunken driving caused 
the death of a 16-year-old cheerleader did Mr. 
Klecker acknowledge the depth of his prob-
lem: His eight months at war had profoundly 
damaged his psyche. 

‘‘I was trying to be the tough marine I was 
trained to be—not to talk about problems, 
not to cry,’’ said Mr. Klecker, who has since 
been diagnosed with severe post-traumatic 
stress disorder. ‘‘I imprisoned myself in my 
own mind.’’ 

Mr. Klecker’s case is part of a growing 
body of evidence that alcohol abuse is rising 
among veterans of combat in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, many of them trying to deaden the 
repercussions of war and disorientation of 
home. While the numbers remain relatively 
small, experts say and studies indicate that 
the problem is particularly prevalent among 
those suffering from post-traumatic stress 
disorder, as it was after Vietnam. Studies in-
dicate that illegal drug use, much less com-
mon than heavy drinking in the military, is 
up slightly, too. 

Increasingly, these troubled veterans are 
spilling into the criminal justice system. A 
small fraction wind up in prison for homi-
cides or other major crimes. Far more, 
though, are involved in drunken bar fights, 
reckless driving and alcohol-fueled domestic 
violence. Whatever the particulars, their sto-
ries often spool out in unwitting victims, 
ruptured families, lost jobs and crushing 
debt. 

With the rising awareness of the problem 
has come mounting concern about the access 
to treatment and whether enough combat 
veterans are receiving the help that is avail-
able to them. 

Having cut way back in the 1990s as the 
population of veterans declined, the Vet-
erans Health Administration says it is ex-
panding its alcohol- and drug-abuse services. 
But advocacy groups and independent ex-
perts—including members of a Pentagon 
mental-health task force that issued its re-
port last year—are concerned that much 
more needs to be done. In May, the House 
and Senate passed bills that would require 
the veterans agency to expand substance- 
abuse screening and treatment for all vet-
erans. 

‘‘The war is now and the problems are 
now,’’ said Richard A. McCormick, a senior 
scholar for public health at Case Western Re-
serve University in Cleveland who served on 
the Pentagon task force. ‘‘Every day there is 
a cohort of men and women being discharged 
who need services not one or two or five 
years from now. They need them now.’’ 

For active-duty service members, the mili-
tary faces a shortage of substance-abuse pro-
viders on bases across the country, while its 
health insurance plan, Tricare, makes it dif-
ficult for many reservists and their families 
to get treatment. 

In the breach, a few states, including Cali-
fornia, Connecticut and Minnesota, have 
passed laws or begun programs to encourage 
alternative sentences, often including treat-
ment, for veterans with substance-abuse and 
mental-health problems. 

In recent years, the military has worked to 
transform a culture that once indulged 
heavy drinking as part of its warrior ethos 
into one that discourages it and encourages 
service members to seek help. 

‘‘The Army takes alcohol and drug abuse 
very seriously and has tried for decades to 
deglamorize its use,’’ said Lt. Col. George 
Wright, an Army spokesman. ‘‘With the ur-
gency of this war, we continue to tackle the 
problem with education, prevention and 
treatment.’’ 

That is a tricky mission in time of war. 
‘‘The problem in today’s military is sol-

diers have to be warriors, killers, do war, but 
we don’t allow them any releases like we 
used to,’’ said Bryan Lane, a former special 
forces sergeant who sustained a traumatic 
brain injury in Iraq and has post-traumatic 
stress disorder, or PTSD. ‘‘You can’t go out 
and drink, you can’t get into a fight. It’s 
completely unrealistic.’’ 

The military, he said, is trying to create a 
contradiction: ‘‘a perfect warrior, and then a 
perfect gentleman.’’ 

Warning Signs Grow 
Fort Drum, in the North Country of New 

York just outside Watertown, is home to the 
Army’s most-deployed brigade—the Second 
Brigade of the 10th Mountain Division. Late 
last year, several thousand soldiers returned 
after 15 months in Iraq. Some had served 
three, even four, tours, and they quickly 
overwhelmed the base’s mental health sys-
tem. A study by an advocacy group, Veterans 
for America, found the demand for psycho-
logical help was so great, and the system so 
overburdened, that soldiers often waited a 
month to be seen. 

Many also did what generations of home-
coming soldiers have done: they salved their 
wounds in local bars. With drinking off-lim-
its in Iraq, at least openly, they were that 
much more likely to binge, that much less 
able to tolerate it. 

The base’s commander, Maj. Gen. Michael 
L. Oates, says that since his arrival in early 
2007, misconduct related to substance abuse 
has reached ‘‘unacceptable’’ levels, despite a 
toughened regimen of education, designated- 
driver programs and penalties. 

‘‘The rate of illegal drug use is slightly up; 
the rate of alcohol is more than slightly up,’’ 
General Oates said. ‘‘I’m not a teetotaler. 
I’m not against people drinking. I’m against 
misconduct.’’ 

By last March, he had seen enough. He or-
dered the base’s newspaper, The Fort Drum 
Blizzard, to publish the names and photo-
graphs of all soldiers charged with drunken 
driving. To date, at least 116 have appeared. 
Half were combat veterans who had returned 
in the last year, the general said, though 
others may have deployed earlier. 
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Most returning soldiers readjust after a 

few months. But the general estimated that 
at least 20 percent turned to heavy drinking 
or drugs—typically ‘‘the first signal that 
there is something wrong.’’ 

Across the military, the precise dimen-
sions of the problem are elusive, especially 
since the different branches largely keep 
their own statistics. Many studies do not dis-
tinguish between servicemembers who have 
seen battle and those who have not. What is 
more, behavior becomes far harder to track 
when servicemembers leave the military. 

Even so, a variety of surveys, as well as an-
ecdotal evidence and rising alarm in many 
military communities, indicate growing sub-
stance abuse among recent combat veterans. 
Of particular concern are members of the Na-
tional Guard and reserves, as well as re-
cently discharged servicemembers, who can 
lose their bearings outside the camaraderie 
and structure of the military. 

In the Army, which has the bulk of the 
troops in Iraq and Afghanistan, the Penta-
gon’s most recent survey of health-related 
behavior, conducted in 2005 but released last 
year, found that for the first time in more 
than 20 years, roughly a quarter of soldiers 
surveyed considered themselves regular 
heavy drinkers—defined as having five or 
more drinks at least once a week. The report 
called the increase—to 24.5 percent in 2005, 
from 17.2 percent in 1998—‘‘an issue of con-
cern.’’ 

Perhaps the best monitor of recent combat 
veterans’’ mental health is the Pentagon’s 
postdeployment survey. Reflecting concern 
about heavy drinking, the latest report, pub-
lished last November, introduced a question 
about drinking habits. Of the 88,235 soldiers 
surveyed in 2005 and 2006, three to six months 
after returning from war, 12 percent of ac-
tive-duty troops and 15 percent of reservists 
acknowledged having problems with alcohol. 

While drug use decreased substantially 
after 1980, when the military cracked down, 
it has increased slightly in the Army and the 
Marines since 2002, the behavioral survey 
said. Experts say that, in some cases, trou-
bled combat veterans are more prone to use 
drugs after leaving the military. 

In general, studies find that drinking is 
more prevalent in the military than in the 
civilian population; the behavioral survey 
reported that heavy drinking among 18- to 
25-9-year-old men in the Army and the Ma-
rines was almost twice as common as among 
their civilian counterparts. 

Heavy drinking or drug use frequently fig-
ures in what law enforcement officials and 
commanders at military bases across the 
country say is a rising number of crimes and 
other examples of misconduct involving sol-
diers, marines and recent veterans. 

‘‘Alcohol and drug use starts a cascade of 
worse problems,’’ said Dr. McCormick, the 
task force member, who recently retired as 
director of mental health for the state vet-
erans affairs system in Ohio. ‘‘It’s like 
throwing gasoline on fire.’’ 

Most cases involve low-level misconduct. 
From 2005 to 2006, for example, ‘‘alcohol-re-
lated incidents’’—mostly drunken or reck-
less driving and disorderly conduct—more 
than tripled at Fort Hood, Tex., according to 
information released to the Pentagon task 
force. Other statistics showed a similar pat-
tern throughout the Army, a task force 
member said. 

The Marines, filled with young men drawn 
by the corps’ hard-charging image, have tra-
ditionally had the military’s highest drink-
ing rates. While the behavior survey showed 
a slight decrease in heavy drinking after 

2002, it showed an increase in binge drinking. 
The Marines also reported a rise in alcohol- 
related incidents. 

Sometimes, though, substance abuse be-
comes a factor in major crimes. This year, a 
New York Times examination of killings in 
this country by veterans of Iraq and Afghan-
istan found that drinking or drug use was 
frequently involved in the crimes. 

f 

34TH ANNIVERSARY COMMEMO-
RATING THE TURKISH INVASION 
OF CYPRUS 

HON. JOSEPH CROWLEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 28, 2008 

Mr. CROWLEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and commemorate the 34th 
anniversary of the Turkish invasion of Cyprus. 

On July 20, 1974, Turkish military forces in-
vaded the island of Cyprus in violation of inter-
national law. Turkish troops occupied the 
northern part of Cyprus, and established a 
heavily-armed force that continues to control 
nearly 37 percent of the island. As a result of 
the illegal Turkish invasion and occupation, 
nearly 200,000 Greek Cypriots were forcibly 
expelled from their homes and approximately 
5,000 Cypriots were killed. On today’s anniver-
sary of the invasion, we mourn those who lost 
their lives in the invasion, and condemn the 
ongoing occupation. 

Just as Congress recognizes the anniver-
sary of the Turkish invasion we must come to-
gether and support the Cypriot goal of reunifi-
cation under a single internationally recog-
nized government, a government that has its 
own international personality, and respects 
human and fundamental freedoms for all Cyp-
riots. We must condemn the illegal invasion 
and work towards stopping the ongoing mili-
tary occupation that is a gross violation of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms of all 
Cypriots. 

I am encouraged by the recent partnership 
expressed by Greek President Christofias and 
the Turkish Cypriot leader, Mr. Mehmet Talat. 
The opening of Ledra Street in Nicosia, a key 
thoroughfare through the last divided capital, 
and the progress made in the July 8 agree-
ment, which calls for the implementation of 
specific confidence-building measures such as 
establishing bicommunal working groups and 
technical committees to examine and discuss 
issues affecting the day-to-day lives of the 
people of Cyprus, have been outstanding. A 
great deal more, however, must be done. 

Again, I would like to express my support 
for the continued efforts to find a solution to 
this ongoing conflict and hope to see a unified 
Cyprus in the near future. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO VICE ADMIRAL PAUL 
E. SULLIVAN 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 28, 2008 

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to honor Vice Admiral Paul E. Sul-

livan, United States Navy, who is retiring after 
more than 34 years of faithful service to our 
nation, culminating in his service as the 41st 
Commander of the Naval Sea Systems Com-
mand (NAVSEA). 

A graduate of the U.S. Naval Academy, Sul-
livan held several key leadership positions 
over the course of his distinguished career, in-
cluding the NAVSEA Deputy Commander for 
Ship Design Integration and Engineering, the 
Program Manager for the Virginia-class Sub-
marine Program, and the Program Manager 
for the SEAWOLF Submarine Program. He 
also served aboard USS Detector, at the Nor-
folk Naval Shipyard, at the Supervisor of Ship-
building Conversion and Repair in Con-
necticut, at the Program Executive Office for 
Submarines, and on the staff of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy for Research, Develop-
ment and Acquisition. 

Vice Admiral Sullivan’s initiative, vision and 
wise counsel were of extraordinary value to 
the Department of the Navy, during a period of 
drastic global change. Leading the Navy’s 
largest Echelon II Command, he oversaw 
53,000 employees and reformed NAVSEA’s 
business practices to align a $29 billion annual 
budget with the Navy’s top priorities. 

A leader in the acquisition community, Sul-
livan adeptly stewarded NAVSEA’s associated 
Program Executive Offices through the design, 
contracting, construction, testing, and delivery 
of the San Antonio-class Amphibious Trans-
port Dock program, the Virginia-class sub-
marine program, the Freedom-class Littoral 
Combat Ship program, the Lewis and Clark- 
class Dry Cargo Ammunition program, the 
Zumwalt-class DDG 1000 program, the Gerald 
R. Ford-class Next Generation Carrier pro-
gram and the USS George H.W. Bush. 

Under his leadership in fleet maintenance, 
13 aircraft carriers, 46 submarines, and 4 
large surface ships were delivered back to the 
fleet after being overhauled in naval shipyards, 
and over 140 private sector availabilities on 
surface combatants were completed. 

A champion of the importance of diversity, 
he implemented an entirely new command- 
wide policy, including new outreach, hiring 
practices and mentoring programs. He also in-
stituted a scholarship program at Historically 
Black Colleges and Universities with a steady 
state enrollment of 44 students. In recognition 
of his efforts, he was presented the Navy 
Human Resources Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Nathaniel Stinson Award. 

It is through the commitment and sacrifice of 
Americans like Vice Admiral Sullivan that our 
nation is able to continue upon the path of de-
mocracy and strive for the betterment of man-
kind. I am proud, Madam Speaker, to thank 
him and his family for his honorable service to 
our nation in the United States Navy. I wish 
him ‘‘fair winds and following seas’’ as he con-
cludes a distinguished naval career. 
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RECOGNIZING FRANK BERRISH ON 

HIS RECENT ELECTION TO THE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FED-
ERAL CREDIT UNIONS (NAFCU) 

HON. MAURICE D. HINCHEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, July 28, 2008 

Mr. HINCHEY. Madam Speaker, It is with 
great pleasure that I rise today to recognize 
Frank Berrish, the president and CEO of Vi-
sions Federal Credit Union, headquartered in 
my district in Endicott, NY, on his recent elec-
tion to the Board of Directors of the National 
Association of Federal Credit Unions, NAFCU. 

Frank’s election to the NAFCU board is just 
one more accomplishment to be added to a 
long list. His illustrious career includes service 
as president and board member of LICU Cor-
porate FCU, as director and chairman at the 
NY Branch Sharing Corp, and as a member of 
the Federal Reserve Board Thrift Institutions 
Advisory Council. 

As the president/CEO of Visions Federal 
Credit Union, Frank has focused on ensuring 
his members receive helpful, personal service 
that caters to the needs of individual members 
and their financial goals. He has made many 
contributions to the credit union community 
through the years and his over 30 years of 
service at Visions Federal Credit Union have 
been exemplary. 

Frank’s commitment to improve the lives of 
others has been recognized with a number of 
recent awards including the 2008 Tioga Coun-
ty Corporate Citizen of the Year, the 2007 
NAFCU Credit Union Professional of the Year, 
and the 2007 Greater Binghamton Chamber 
Corporate Citizen of the Year. 

It is because of the good work and leader-
ship of Frank and others like him that the 
credit union community enjoys the success it 
has today. Such service is the hallmark of 
credit unions and I wish Frank the best of luck 
in his new role as a member of the NAFCU 
Board of Directors. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF CHILD 
ADVOCATE MARGARET LOIS 
PRYOR QUEEN 

HON. HEATH SHULER 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 28, 2008 

Mr. SHULER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
with a heavy heart to honor the memory of 
Margaret Lois Pryor Queen. Born 86 years 
ago in Henderson County, North Carolina, 
Lois Queen was a tireless advocate through-
out her life for children in western North Caro-
lina. 

In 1942, Lois Queen graduated from West-
ern Carolina Teachers College as the first fe-
male majoring in physical education. Through-
out the 1950’s and 1960’s, she worked as a 
schoolteacher and an elementary school prin-
cipal in North Carolina and Fairfax County, 
Virginia. She earned a master’s degree in 
education from American University in 1969, 
while serving as a school principal. 

In 1972, Queen was instrumental in the cre-
ation of the Southwestern Child Development 
Commission, a nonprofit agency designed to 
coordinate and generate community resources 
to support high quality child care services, in-
cluding developmental day care, in the west-
ernmost seven counties of North Carolina. 
Queen became the director of the South-
western Child Development Commission in 
1972. The organization now has a staff of over 
300, and serves more than 2,000 children per 
month. 

In the 1980’s, Lois Queen continued to ad-
vocate for children as the chair of the North 
Carolina Day Care Commission. Even during 
her retirement, she served on the boards of 
the Southwestern Child Development Commis-
sion and REACH of Haywood County. 

Lois Queen leaves behind 5 children and 
many grandchildren, nieces, nephews and 
friends. I offer my sincere condolences to 
them. They are in my thoughts and prayers. I 
would also like to offer my gratitude to those 
who follow the legacy of Lois Queen, and 
work with the Southwestern Child Develop-
ment Commission to advocate each day on 
behalf of the children of western North Caro-
lina. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in expressing remorse at to the passing of 
Lois Queen. Her life was an example of serv-
ice and advocacy for all of us to follow. 

f 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate on February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place, and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled, and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, July 
29, 2008 may be found in the Daily Di-
gest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

JULY 30 

10 a.m. 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 

To hold hearings to examine ways to im-
prove consumer protection in the pre-
paid calling card market. 

SR–253 
Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine hiring at 
the Department of Justice. 

SD–226 
Rules and Administration 

To hold hearings to examine S. 3212, to 
amend the Help America Vote Act of 

2002 to provide for auditable, inde-
pendent verification of ballots, to en-
sure the security of voting systems. 

SR–301 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship 

Business meeting to markup an original 
bill to reauthorize the Small Business 
Innovation Research Program. 

SR–428A 
Joint Economic Committee 

To hold hearings to examine ways to 
solve the energy crisis. 

SD–106 
10:15 a.m. 

Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs 

Business meeting to consider S. 2583, to 
amend the Improper Payments Infor-
mation Act of 2002 (31 U.S.C. 3321 note) 
in order to prevent the loss of billions 
in taxpayer dollars, S. 3176, to amend 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act to au-
thorize the President to provide mental 
health and substance abuse services, S. 
3341, to reauthorize and improve the 
Federal Financial Assistance Manage-
ment Improvement Act of 1999, H.R. 
3068, to prohibit the award of contracts 
to provide guard services under the 
contract security guard program of the 
Federal Protective Service to a busi-
ness concern that is owned, controlled, 
or operated by an individual who has 
been convicted of a felony, H.R. 404, to 
require the establishment of customer 
service standards for Federal agencies, 
S. 3328, to amend the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 to provide for a one- 
year extension of other transaction au-
thority, S. 3241, to designate the facil-
ity of the United States Postal Service 
located at 1717 Orange Avenue in Fort 
Pierce, Florida, as the ‘‘CeeCee Ross 
Lyles Post Office Building’’, H.R. 6150, 
to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 14500 
Lorain Avenue in Cleveland, Ohio, as 
the ‘‘John P. Gallagher Post Office 
Building’’, H.R. 6085, to designate the 
facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 42222 Rancho Las 
Palmas Drive in Rancho Mirage, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Gerald R. Ford Post Of-
fice Building’’, H.R. 5477, to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 120 South Del Mar 
Avenue in San Gabriel, California, as 
the ‘‘Chi Mui Post Office Building’’, 
H.R. 5631, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1155 Seminole Trail in Char-
lottesville, Virginia, as the ‘‘Corporal 
Bradley T. Arms Post Office Building’’, 
H.R. 5483, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 10449 White Granite Drive in 
Oakton, Virginia, as the ‘‘Private First 
Class David H. Sharrett II Post Office 
Building’’, H.R. 6061, to designate the 
facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 219 East Main Street 
in West Frankfort, Illinois, as the 
‘‘Kenneth James Gray Post Office 
Building’’, H.R. 4210, to designate the 
facility of the United States Postal 
Service located at 401 Washington Ave-
nue in Weldon, North Carolina, as the 
‘‘Dock M. Brown Post Office Building’’, 
an original bill entitled, ‘‘Federal Fi-
nancial Assistance Management Im-
provement Act of 2008’’, and the nomi-
nations of Gus P. Coldebella, of Massa-
chusetts, to be General Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, James 
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A. Williams, of Virginia, to be Admin-
istrator of General Services, Carol A. 
Dalton, Anthony C. Epstein, and Heidi 
M. Pasichow, all to be an Associate 
Judge of the Superior Court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

SD–342 
12 noon 

Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs 

Disaster Recovery Subcommittee 
To hold hearings to examine planning for 

post-catastrophe housing needs, focus-
ing on if the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency (FEMA) has developed 
an effective strategy for housing large 
numbers of citizens displaced by a dis-
aster. 

SD–562 
1 p.m. 

Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine S. J. Res. 45, 

expressing the consent and approval of 
Congress to an inter-state compact re-
garding water resources in the Great 
Lakes—St. Lawrence River Basin. 

SD–226 
2:30 p.m. 

Energy and Natural Resources 
National Parks Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine S. 1816, to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to establish a commemorative trail in 
connection with the Women’s Rights 
National Historical Park to link prop-
erties that are historically and the-
matically associated with the struggle 
for women’s suffrage, S. 2093, to amend 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to des-
ignate a segment of the Missisquoi and 
Trout Rivers in the State of Vermont 
for study for potential addition to the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers Sys-
tem, S. 2535, to revise the boundary of 
the Martin Van Buren National His-
toric Site, S. 2561, to require the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a 
theme study to identify sites and re-
sources to commemorate and interpret 
the Cold War, S. 3011, to amend the 
Palo Alto Battlefield National Historic 
Site Act of 1991 to expand the bound-
aries of the historic site, S. 3113, to re-
instate the Interim Management Strat-
egy governing off-road vehicle use in 
the Cape Hatteras National Seashore, 
North Carolina, pending the issuance of 
a final rule for off-road vehicle use by 
the National Park Service, S. 3148, to 
modify the boundary of the Oregon 
Caves National Monument, S. 3158, to 
extend the authority for the Cape Cod 
National Seashore Advisory Commis-
sion, S. 3226, to rename the Abraham 
Lincoln Birthplace National Historic 
Site in the State of Kentucky as the 
‘‘Abraham Lincoln Birthplace National 
Historical Park’’, S. 3247, to provide for 
the designation of the River Raisin Na-
tional Battlefield Park in the State of 
Michigan, and H.R. 5137, to ensure that 
hunting remains a purpose of the New 
River Gorge National River. 

SD–366 
Intelligence 

To hold closed hearings to examine cer-
tain intelligence matters. 

SH–219 
3:15 p.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tion of Thomas J. Madison, of New 
York, to be Administrator of the Fed-

eral Highway Administration, Depart-
ment of Transportation. 

SD–406 

JULY 31 

9:30 a.m. 
Armed Services 

To hold hearings to examine the North 
Korean Six-Party Talks and implemen-
tation activities; to be immediately 
followed by closed session to examine 
certain intelligence matters in S. 407. 

SR–325 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine the state of 
the nation’s transmission grid, focus-
ing on the implementation of the 
transmission provisions of the Energy 
Policy Act (Public Law 109–58), includ-
ing reliability, siting, and infrastruc-
ture investment. 

SD–366 
Environment and Public Works 

Business meeting to consider S. 906, to 
prohibit the sale, distribution, trans-
fer, and export of elemental mercury, 
S. 3109, to amend the Solid Waste Dis-
posal Act to direct the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy to establish a hazardous waste elec-
tronic manifest system, S. 24, to amend 
the Safe Drinking Water Act to require 
a health advisory and monitoring of 
drinking water for perchlorate, S. 150, 
to amend the Safe Drinking Water Act 
to protect the health of pregnant 
women, fetuses, infants, and children 
by requiring a health advisory and 
drinking water standard for per-
chlorate, S. 1911, to amend the Safe 
Drinking Water Act to protect the 
health of susceptible populations, in-
cluding pregnant women, infants, and 
children, by requiring a health advi-
sory, drinking water standard, and ref-
erence concentration for trichloro-
ethylene vapor intrusion, S. 1933, to 
amend the Safe Drinking Water Act to 
provide grants to small public drinking 
water systems, S. 2549, to require the 
Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency to establish an 
Interagency Working Group on Envi-
ronmental Justice to provide guidance 
to Federal agencies on the development 
of criteria for identifying dispropor-
tionately high and adverse human 
health or environmental effects on mi-
nority populations and low-income 
populations, S. 642, to codify Executive 
Order 12898, relating to environmental 
justice, to require the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
to fully implement the recommenda-
tions of the Inspector General of the 
Agency and the Comptroller General of 
the United States, S. 199, to amend the 
Safe Drinking Water Amendments of 
1996 to modify the grant program to 
improve sanitation in rural and Native 
villages in the State of Alaska, S. 2994, 
to amend the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act to provide for the remedi-
ation of sediment contamination in 
areas of concern; and certain pending 
General Service Administration resolu-
tions. 

SD–406 

Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs 

Federal Financial Management, Govern-
ment Information, Federal Services, 
and International Security Sub-
committee 

To hold hearings to examine the state of 
information technology planning in the 
federal government. 

SD–342 
Indian Affairs 

Business meeting to consider pending 
calendar business; to be immediately 
followed by an oversight hearing to ex-
amine Indian health service manage-
ment, focusing on lost property, waste-
ful spending and document fabrication. 

SD–562 
10 a.m. 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Business meeting to consider S. 3198, to 

amend title 46, United States Code, 
with respect to the navigation of sub-
mersible or semi-submersible vessels 
without nationality, S. 3274, to reau-
thorize the 21st Century Nanotechnol-
ogy Research and Development Act, H. 
Con. Res. 375, to honor the goal of the 
International Year of Astronomy, H. 
Con. Res. 305, recognizing the impor-
tance of bicycling in transportation 
and recreation, an original bill enti-
tled, ‘‘The Whaling Amendments Act of 
2008’’, the nomination of John P. 
Hewko, of Michigan, to be an Assistant 
Secretary of Transportation, and a pro-
motion list in the United States Coast 
Guard. 

SR–253 
Finance 

To hold hearings to examine health bene-
fits in the tax code. 

SD–215 
Judiciary 

Business meeting to consider S. 3155, to 
reauthorize and improve the Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention 
Act of 1974, S. 2746, to amend section 
552(b)(3) of title 5, United States Code 
(commonly referred to as the Freedom 
of Information Act) to provide that 
statutory exemptions to the disclosure 
requirements of that Act shall specifi-
cally cite to the provision of that Act 
authorizing such exemptions, to ensure 
an open and deliberative process in 
Congress by providing for related legis-
lative proposals to explicitly state such 
required citations, S. 3061, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal years 2008 
through 2011 for the Trafficking Vic-
tims Protection Act of 2000, to enhance 
measures to combat trafficking in per-
sons, S. 2838, to amend chapter 1 of 
title 9 of United States Code with re-
spect to arbitration, S. 3136, to encour-
age the entry of felony warrants into 
the NCIC database by States and pro-
vide additional resources for extra-
dition, S. 1276, to establish a grant pro-
gram to facilitate the creation of 
methamphetamine precursor electronic 
logbook systems, S. 3197, to amend 
title 11, United States Code, to exempt 
for a limited period, from the applica-
tion of the means-test presumption of 
abuse under chapter 7, qualifying mem-
bers of reserve components of the 
Armed Forces and members of the Na-
tional Guard who, after September 11, 
2001, are called to active duty or to per-
form a homeland defense activity for 
not less than 90 days, S. 3325, to en-
hance remedies for violations of intel-
lectual property laws, S. 3296, to extend 
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the authority of the United States Su-
preme Court Police to protect court of-
ficials off the Supreme Court Grounds 
and change the title of the Administra-
tive Assistant to the Chief Justice, S. 
2052, to allow for certiorari review of 
certain cases denied relief or review by 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the Armed Forces, H.R. 5235, to estab-
lish the Ronald Reagan Centennial 
Commission, S. 3166, to amend the Im-
migration and Nationality Act to im-
pose criminal penalties on individuals 
who assist aliens who have engaged in 
genocide, torture, or extrajudicial 
killings to enter the United States, S. 
Res. 620, designating the week of Sep-
tember 14–20, 2008, as National Poly-
cystic Kidney Disease Awareness Week, 
to raise public awareness and under-
standing of polycystic kidney disease, 
and to foster understanding of the im-
pact polycystic kidney disease has on 
patients and future generations of 
their families, S. Res. 622, designating 
the week beginning September 7, 2008, 
as ‘‘National Historically Black Col-
leges and Universities Week’’, and S. 
Res. 624, designating August 2008 as 
‘‘National Truancy Prevention 
Month’’. 

SD–226 
10:30 a.m. 

Aging 
To hold hearings to examine aging in 

rural America, focusing on preserving 
elderly citizens access to health care. 

SD–106 

1 p.m. 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-

fairs 
Disaster Recovery Subcommittee 

To hold joint hearings with the House 
Committee on Homeland Security Sub-
committee on Emergency Communica-
tions, Preparedness to examine ways to 
ensure the delivery of donated goods to 
survivors of catastrophes. 

311, Cannon Building 
2 p.m. 

Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine ways to de-

fine the military’s role towards foreign 
policy. 

SD–419 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-

fairs 
Oversight of Government Management, the 

Federal Workforce, and the District of 
Columbia Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine reliance on 
smart power, focusing on reforming the 
foreign assistance bureaucracy. 

SD–342 
2:15 p.m. 

Judiciary 
Antitrust, Competition Policy and Con-

sumer Rights Subcommittee 
To hold hearings to examine consolida-

tion in the Pennsylvania health insur-
ance industry. 

SD–226 

2:30 p.m. 
Intelligence 

To hold closed hearings to examine cer-
tain intelligence matters. 

SH–219 

AUGUST 1 

9:30 a.m. 
Joint Economic Committee 

To hold hearings to examine the employ-
ment-unemployment situation for July 
2008. 

SD–562 

SEPTEMBER 18 

2:30 p.m. 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Surface Transportation and Merchant Ma-

rine Infrastructure, Safety and Secu-
rity Subcommittee 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
bus safety. 

SR–253 

CANCELLATIONS 

JULY 30 

10 a.m. 
Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine the White 
House and the Environmental protec-
tion Agency (EPA), focusing on imped-
ing congressional oversight. 

SD–226 
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