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Friday, August 22; Tuesday, August 26; 
Friday, August 29; Tuesday, September 
2; and Friday, September 5; that at the 
close of each pro forma session, the 
Senate would stand in recess, except 
for the pro forma session of Friday, 
September 5, at which time the Senate 
would adjourn; and that no business be 
conducted during the pro forma ses-
sions. 

Mr. President, I also note to all Mem-
bers, we will likely have a late vote on 
the day we get back at 5:30—a 5:30 vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The clerk will report the concurrent 

resolution by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 398) 

providing for a conditional adjournment of 
the House of Representatives and a condi-
tional recess or adjournment of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the concur-
rent resolution. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are nec-
essarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Missouri (Mr. BOND), the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. BUNNING), the Senator 
from Minnesota (Mr. COLEMAN), the 
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. DOMEN-
ICI), the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. 
HAGEL), the Senator from Texas (Mrs. 
HUTCHISON), the Senator from Okla-
homa (Mr. INHOFE), and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BUNNING) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

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

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 40, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 196 Leg.] 

YEAS—48 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Conrad 
Dodd 

Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 

Lincoln 
Lugar 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 

Schumer 
Stabenow 

Tester 
Webb 

Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—40 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Brownback 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 

DeMint 
Dole 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Isakson 
Kyl 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Murkowski 
Roberts 

Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—12 

Bond 
Bunning 
Clinton 
Coleman 

Domenici 
Hagel 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 

Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
McCain 
Obama 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 398) was agreed to, as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 398 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 

Senate concurring), That when the House ad-
journs on the legislative day of Thursday, 
July 31, 2008, Friday, August 1, 2008, or Sat-
urday, August 2, 2008, on a motion offered 
pursuant to this concurrent resolution by its 
Majority Leader or his designee, it stand ad-
journed until 2 p.m. on Monday, September 
8, 2008, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso-
lution, whichever occurs first; and that when 
the Senate recesses or adjourns on any day 
from Friday, August 1, 2008, through Friday, 
September 5, 2008, on a motion offered pursu-
ant to this concurrent resolution by its Ma-
jority Leader or his designee, it stand re-
cessed or adjourned until noon on Monday, 
September 8, 2008, or such other time on that 
day as may be specified in the motion to re-
cess or adjourn, or until the time of any re-
assembly pursuant to section 2 of this con-
current resolution, whichever occurs first. 

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the 
Majority Leader of the Senate, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
House and the Minority Leader of the Sen-
ate, shall notify the Members of the House 
and the Senate, respectively, to reassemble 
at such place and time as they may des-
ignate if, in their opinion, the public interest 
shall warrant it. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote, and I move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa is recognized. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, be-
fore I speak, I have been asked to pro-
pound a unanimous consent request on 
speaking orders: 4 minutes for Senator 
GRASSLEY, 4 minutes for Senator 
COBURN, and whatever time Senator 
HARKIN would consume. 

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

f 

MIDWESTERN FLOOD TAX RELIEF 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
for the purpose of a unanimous consent 

request for the Midwestern flood tax 
relief bill sponsored by the Senators of 
several Midwestern States, including 
Senator HARKIN of my State, Senator 
DURBIN, Senator OBAMA of Illinois, and 
other midwestern Senators. 

I rise to seek fairness and equity for 
people in the Midwest who have been 
hurt by floods, and I would say fairness 
and equity as measured by how Con-
gress responded to the natural disaster 
of Katrina, New Orleans, et cetera. 

I remember back in September of 
2005, after that terrible catastrophe of 
August 29, what happened in New Orle-
ans. Within the week after we were in 
session, after Labor Day, we had appro-
priated $60 billion. Within 3 weeks after 
that—I was chairman of the Finance 
Committee—we voted out of com-
mittee a tax equity bill that changed 
provisions of the Tax Code to encour-
age employers and businesses and peo-
ple to stay there and weather it out. 

What we did, we did without asking 
any questions. And now we seek the 
same tax relief for the States of the 
Midwest that have had the same type 
of catastrophe happen to them. I would 
measure catastrophe by a 500-year 
flood in the city of Cedar Rapids, IA, 
which won’t be the same as it was prior 
to the flood. 

So we have entered this legislation 
for consideration. We have worked it 
out with a lot of people who were in-
volved in it. We worked closely with 
Senator BAUCUS’s staff, with the staff 
of Ways and Means, trying to satisfy 
everybody. We think we have a con-
sensus. 

Here it is, 6 weeks after the floods 
hit, and Congress has not acted. Con-
gress should act. In other words, 
shouldn’t the people hurt by the nat-
ural disaster of the Midwest have the 
same consideration as the people of 
New Orleans and those with other ca-
tastrophes? We are not getting it. It is 
very clear that when our disaster is not 
on television for 2 months in a row, 
like the disaster of New Orleans was on 
television for 2 months in a row, some-
how Congress is absentminded about 
what happened in the Midwest. 

So we face things like arguments 
from staff of some of the people in the 
other body that, well, this disaster 
wasn’t anything like what happened in 
Katrina or you hear things like, well, 
we need to offset this bill. When I was 
chairman of the Senate Finance Com-
mittee and the people in New Orleans 
were hurting, we did not ask for off-
sets. We did not play political games 
with the legislation we eventually 
passed, like some efforts this Midwest 
Tax Flood Relief Act ought to be con-
nected with extenders or with AMT or 
something like that. We got the job 
done. We didn’t worry about it. 

I come before this body tonight to 
ask for consideration of this legisla-
tion. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 09:35 Mar 16, 2011 Jkt 069102 PO 00000 Frm 00079 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR08\S31JY8.002 S31JY8W
R

ei
er

-A
vi

le
s 

on
 D

S
K

G
B

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 154, Pt. 1317662 July 31, 2008 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3322 

At this point, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Committee on Finance be 
discharged from further consideration 
of S. 3322 and the Senate proceed to its 
immediate consideration. I ask unani-
mous consent that the Grassley amend-
ment at the desk be agreed to; that the 
bill, as amended, be read the third time 
and passed; that the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table; and that 
the bill be held at the desk pending 
House action on the companion meas-
ure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I am speaking 
on behalf of Senator BAUCUS. I note 
that the Senator from Iowa realizes the 
bill that was before us yesterday, S. 
3335, would not only have taken care of 
his State of Iowa, which truly deserves 
disaster assistance, but also my State 
of Illinois and all of the States that 
faced that disaster problem this year. 
Unfortunately, it did not pass; other-
wise, it would have been on its way to 
the House yesterday. Had we received 
more than five Republican votes, it 
might have passed the House and be on 
its way to the President. But the deci-
sion was made on the Republican side 
of the aisle not to vote for that meas-
ure that would have helped Iowa, Illi-
nois, and all of the States. 

The measure Senator GRASSLEY 
brings before us leaves behind victims 
of disasters in States of Nevada, Colo-
rado, Kentucky, Missouri, Mississippi, 
Tennessee, and Texas—to name a few— 
who would receive no relief under Sen-
ator GRASSLEY’s bill but would have 
under the bill he opposed. So it is sad. 
I wish this could have been resolved 
yesterday with the vote if the Repub-
licans would have joined us. Unfortu-
nately, they did not. We will have to 
take this matter up when we return. I 
hope we can find a way to help all of 
the victims, not just in the Midwest 
but all across the country, which is the 
tradition of the Senate and the House. 
Regretfully, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 1 minute. 

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

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
point out that what the Senator from 
Illinois described is an amendment 
that would not have responded to the 
Midwest in exactly the same way as we 
responded to Katrina. It would not 
have been as beneficial. It also did not 
contain the same 25 provisions we did 
for New Orleans, which were in that 
tax bill to help them. 

I think we have a situation where we 
ought to respond the same way we did 
for Katrina. We are not doing it be-
cause the disaster in the Midwest is as 
bad. When we thought about Katrina, 

we didn’t argue with other people 
about going back and taking care of 
disasters that previously happened. We 
took care of what was before us. 

Right now, the flood of the Midwest 
is before us, and we ought to have the 
same equity and fairness that, when we 
had a Republican Congress, we gave to 
New Orleans. Whether we have a Demo-
cratic Congress or a Republican Con-
gress, that should not make any dif-
ference. We are being treated dif-
ferently when the Democrats control 
the Congress. 

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

ator from Oklahoma is recognized. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that I may speak 
for about 7 minutes. I will try to do it 
in less time. 

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

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I thank 
the majority whip for being on the 
floor tonight. I am one of the reasons 
why he is here, so I beg his indulgence 
at this time. 

The Emmett Till Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crime Act was first introduced 
in the 109th Congress. The Republican 
sponsor at that time on our side of the 
aisle agreed to the offsets in that bill. 
That wasn’t agreed to by the other 
side, so that bill wasn’t passed. Al-
though the offsets were accepted, it 
was still opposed. 

Over the past 5 months, two press 
conferences have highlighted my ‘‘ob-
struction’’ of this bill and questioned 
my motives for holding it. I sent two 
letters to the prime sponsors of the bill 
and to the majority leader offering to 
negotiate a compromise on the bill. 
None of those were ever responded to. 
No sponsor ever contacted my office in 
the 110th Congress to try to work on 
this. Instead, I chose to work, because 
I couldn’t get a response, with Alvin 
Sykes, a wonderfully incredible man, 
who is behind this bill. He has my ut-
most respect and admiration. 

I will submit for the RECORD an arti-
cle dealing with his incredible life 
story and his commitment and arduous 
work for this legislation. 

Mr. President, I reached a com-
promise with Mr. Sykes and the Em-
mett Till Campaign for Justice, whose 
board of directors has endorsed our 
compromise language. 

I ask unanimous consent that an e- 
mail we got from Mr. Sykes be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
From: Alvin Sykes. 
To: Bacak, Brooke. 
Sent: Thu July 31, 2008. 

DEAR SENATOR COBURN:, First allow me to 
extend our appreciation and admiration for 
you and your staff’s assistance and commu-
nication with us concerning S. 535 the Em-
mett Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crime Act. 
While we still believe that the hold that you 

placed on our bill was not the good way to 
effect the institutional change in the manner 
that the United States Senate does business 
we do appreciate the open lines of commu-
nications and respect that your staff, in par-
ticular Brooke Basak and Tim Tardibono, 
have shown us in negotiating with us on pro-
posed language and conditions that would 
address your concern and minimize the loss 
we have suffered from going this route. 
Therefore our Board of Directors has voted 
to endorse a unanimous consent agreement 
that would include the latest draft language 
that rectifies the concerns with the con-
troversy over the Attorney having authority 
to reprogram funds from one congressionally 
directed fund to another by elleviating all 
reference to reprogramming and replaced 
with prioritizing spending request if Con-
gress does not fully fund the Till Bill. Fur-
thermore we support you having the right to 
submit this language as amendment in the 
cloture vote process as long as the floor de-
bate time is limited and that you would not 
replace your hold on our bill if your amend-
ment fails. Nothing in this request is meant 
to criticize the Senate Leadership on the 
enormous work that they have done to craft 
and advocate for the passage of this bill espe-
cially the good work of Patrick Grant in 
Senator Dodd’s office and Darrell Thompson 
in Senate Majority leader Harry Reid who 
has kept hope alive on this historic bill. 
However we firmly believe that truth and 
justice can be best achieved by opening and 
maintaining effective lines of communica-
tion and searching for a win-win justice 
seeking solution. We further believe that 
since you started this by placing your hold 
on our bill you should be the one to finish it. 

Therefore the Emmett Till Justice Cam-
paign, Inc. request that you make an over-
ture to the Democratic Leadership and the 
sponsors of the Till Bill by introducing the 
Emmett Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crime 
Act, as proposed amended, under the unani-
mous consent agreement outlined above to-
night in the interest of time, truth and jus-
tice. 

Sincerely, in the pursuit of justice, 
I am, 

ALVIN SYKES, 
President, 

Emmett Till Justice Campaign, Inc. 

f 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUESTS 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, at this 
time, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up and pass the modified Emmett Till 
Unresolved Civil Rights Crime Act, 
where it is paid for by taking money 
that is not appropriated. This is the 
problem everybody had, not offsetting. 
What this bill will do is, if we don’t ap-
propriate—and we won’t this year, be-
cause we are going to have a con-
tinuing resolution—this will allow that 
money to be divided out in three cat-
egories in the Justice Department, 
which the Justice Department is ac-
cepting from both legal salaries, the 
FBI, and the U.S. Marshals—all the 
people working on these unresolved 
civil rights cases. I ask unanimous con-
sent that it be called up and passed at 
this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. President, earlier this 
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