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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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week, on Tuesday or Wednesday, we 
considered a package of bills, some 35 
bills that had been held for a lengthy 
period of time—for months—which 
could have been considered, amended, 
changed, and brought forward. They 
were held with no chance for any kind 
of movement. This was one of them. 

Sadly, this is a bill that has been 
considered and passed by the House of 
Representatives and has been out there 
for more than a year. I would like to 
see the bill passed—I would. But the 
fact that the Senator from Oklahoma 
worked out his differences with some 
person, as well intentioned as it may 
be, doesn’t escape the reality that this 
bill has been the subject of hard work 
by a lot of Senators and Congressmen. 
Unfortunately, it was subjected to a 
hold by a Member on the Republican 
side. I hope that, in good faith, when 
we return, we can return to this bill. I 
would like to see this and all 35 bills in 
the package passed and taken as seri-
ously as the Senator from Oklahoma is 
now taking this bill. 

Unfortunately, at this moment, I 
must object. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, it is sad 
to note that this could not pass to-
night. We could accomplish what ev-
erybody claims to want. The fact that 
nobody was willing to work on this 
bill, but held it without compromise 
and without offsets, it is the same 
issue again. We are going to grow the 
Government and not get rid of waste. 
There is $2 billion in waste a year in 
the Justice Department. Yet we are 
going to grow this program and not pay 
for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. COBURN. I also note for the 
RECORD that I spoke with Senator 
DODD about the bill tonight. He had no 
objection whatsoever and he agreed 
with the compromise. He is the chief 
sponsor on that side of the aisle. 

Mr. President, I call up and ask 
unanimous consent to pass a com-
promise bill on child exploitation. The 
bill, S. 3344, is the Protecting Children 
from Pornography and Internet Exploi-
tation Act of 2008. 

I had a conversation with Senator 
BIDEN this evening. He is in full agree-
ment with this. He understands that 
others on his side of the aisle might 
not be in agreement. He is the chief 
sponsor of that bill. Our bill gives ev-
erything that was included, plus the 
SAFE Act, which everybody agrees 
needs to be a part of any approach we 
make. The authors on the other side of 
the aisle took a $1.3 billion authoriza-
tion and compromised and lowered 
that. We compromised by accepting 
that spending on the basis that we 
would add the SAFE Act to it. This bill 
has been changed in substance in no 
way other than that. 

I ask unanimous consent that it be 
called up and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to 
object, This is another bill of the 35 
that have been held for an indefinite 
period of time by the Republican side 
of the aisle. We offered a package 
which had included measures for med-
ical research, which has been held for 
an indefinite period of time on the Re-
publican side of the aisle. 

This bill which, ironically, was re-
ported out of the Judiciary Committee, 
which Senator COBURN and I both serve 
on—I believe it was reported unani-
mously—is a bill that deals with child 
exploitation. I believe it is a bill that 
deals with Internet pornography, if I 
am not mistaken. It is something 
which should have not only gone out of 
committee unanimously, but it should 
not have been subject to the holds on 
the Republican side of the aisle for rea-
sons that are not explicit. In despera-
tion, an effort was made to bring these 
to the floor and ask for a bipartisan re-
sponse and to pass them in a timely 
way. The Senator from Oklahoma 
voted against that, as did most of the 
Senators on his side. 

Many are now coming to the floor 
trying to revive the bills they voted 
against a couple days ago. I wish the 
same level of interest and effort would 
have been taken during the period 
when these bills languished subject to 
their hold. At the last minute, vir-
tually right after the Senate has ad-
journed and left, it is not fair to bring 
these up. I hope we can do this as soon 
as we return. 

At this moment, I have to object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent for an extension of 
my time as I go through the rest of 
these. I will be as brief as possible. 

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

Mr. COBURN. I also note, again, 
there were hard efforts to work this 
out. The fact is, the majority has de-
cided that all the bills will be in one 
package, regardless of the efforts we 
have worked on. 

I also make the statement that this 
came out by a voice vote from the 
Committee. I didn’t vote ‘‘yes’’ on the 
bill in the committee. No. 2, there is no 
requirement that a Senator, even if he 
votes for a bill in committee and is as-
sured he can work on the bill after the 
committee, is obligated to support a 
bill that comes out of his committee. 

The next unanimous consent request 
I have is on this same bill, S. 3344, ti-
tles I and IV, which include the PRO-
TECT Act and the SAFE Act. 

I ask unanimous consent that those 
two sections be called up and passed. 
They are identical; nothing has 
changed and there is nothing con-
troversial. Again, I ask unanimous con-
sent that they be passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to 
object, I understand the embarrass-
ment and pain the Senator feels having 
voted on these bills—— 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, par-
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state it. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, 
shouldn’t an objection to the bill be 
stated? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator object? 

Mr. DURBIN. I object. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, there is 

no embarrassment or any pain on my 
part to try to do this. I have worked on 
these bills to try to do what I thought 
was right. I reject any statement that 
I am embarrassed. I have no pain about 
this. I am proud of the work I have 
done in trying to stop excessive spend-
ing and when we have appropriate pro-
grams to favor that spending through 
offsets of other wasteful spending. 

I ask unanimous consent to call up 
and pass subtitle D of S. 3297, the Effec-
tive Child Pornography Prosecution 
Act. This was never held by anybody on 
our side. It was never objected to by 
anybody on our side. There was never a 
hold and never an objection. 

I ask unanimous consent right now 
that we pass that one bill. Even if you 
want to play politics, the point is, here 
is one we can do tonight. Nobody has 
ever objected to it in the Senate. We 
can pass and still have the 34 or 33 
bills. Here is one we can make a dif-
ference with tonight. 

I ask unanimous consent to call up 
and pass this item. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to 
object, this was part of the 34, 35 bills 
in a package that was held. For reasons 
I cannot explain, some Member on the 
Republican side did hold it. That is 
why it was put in the package. 

The Senator voted against the pack-
age, and I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to call up and pass 
subtitle E of S. 3297, the Enhancing the 
Effective Prosecution of Child Pornog-
raphy Act. This is a bill that also was 
never held on our side of the aisle. 

Again, I make the same argument 
that, in fact, we can do something to-
night. There is no controversy sur-
rounding this bill, no controversy 
about what we should be doing. I ask 
unanimous consent that we pass this 
item. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to 
object, same argument, same objec-
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 
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Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I thank 

the majority whip for his patience in 
dealing with this business tonight. 

I will end my remarks with the fol-
lowing: What we have had in the Sen-
ate this past week is an attempt to 
change the Senate to the House. The 
Senate’s tradition is debate and amend. 
Every one of the bills I have had a hold 
on, I proudly hold those bills. I have 
notified everyone involved in the legis-
lation on why I was holding those bills. 
The fact that we had no response to ne-
gotiate any sort of compromise what-
soever on those bills tells us there was 
no good intent in the first place to try 
to pass those bills. 

Let the record show that the Emmett 
Till bill could have been passed to-
night, supported by the very people 
who started this bill in the first place, 
who started the effort to get it passed, 
who endorsed our efforts and, in fact, it 
was denied. 

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

sistant majority leader. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, let me 

just say I do respect the Senator from 
Oklahoma. He and I have worked to-
gether. I do respect the fact that when 
he puts a hold on a bill, he is public 
about it. There are many people who 
sneak around here who hold legislation 
and hope they will never be discovered. 
Senator COBURN from Oklahoma does 
not take that position. I respect him 
for that. I may disagree with him on 
many substantive issues, and we do dis-
agree, but I do respect him for his ap-
proach. 

Let’s be very honest about this situa-
tion. These 35 bills are bills we wanted 
to pass. They are bills passed out of 
committee. They are bills sponsored by 
Democrats and Republicans. They are 
bills we tried to bring up by unanimous 
consent that were held by the Repub-
lican side of the aisle. In our frustra-
tion over these holds, we packaged 
them together and asked Republicans 
to join us and pass them in a bipartisan 
way. 

Each and every one of these bills had 
virtual unanimous affirmation in the 
committees to which they were re-
ferred, and most of them had passed 
overwhelmingly with bipartisan votes 
in the House. 

But now we have a situation where 
individual Senators—and it is the right 
of every one of us as Senators—are de-
ciding: I will just take a cluster of 
these bills and hang on to them. I will 
let my staffers look them over. We will 
get back to you in a few weeks, maybe 
a few months, maybe never. That 
abuses the process. 

I believe if someone has a serious 
problem with a bill, has a misgiving, 
they should announce their hold and 
the reason for the hold, and, I guess, 
out of respect for the sponsor, to go 
forward and explain what the problem 
is. If it can be resolved, fine, and if it 
cannot be, so be it. 

I also want to say this: What is 
wrong with calling up these bills and 
those who don’t like them voting 
against them? That is their right to ex-
press their displeasure on the record. 
But to hold the bill—if I can’t have it 
my way, no one gets a chance to vote— 
I think pushes it to the extreme. To do 
that occasionally in your senatorial ca-
reer, I can understand. But to make 
that the business of the Senate is to 
guarantee total frustration. 

Today in the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, I couldn’t help but interrupt 
the proceedings and ask what the point 
was of deliberating on bills if some of 
the same Senators who were going to 
vote for those bills out of committee 
were going to hold them once they 
came to the floor and really make sure 
they never had a chance to be passed 
into law. That is fact. That is what has 
happened. 

Because of the pain that has been 
caused by these earlier votes where Re-
publicans have come to us privately 
and said: We are sorry we voted this 
way; some of these bills are bills we 
really wanted to vote for, now they 
have come to the floor and tried to 
pick them off one at a time and reduce 
the pain and—I will use the word ‘‘em-
barrassment,’’ although Senator 
COBURN says neither applies to him. I 
think for some of his colleagues there 
is embarrassment that they would vote 
against a bill to establish a national 
registry for victims of Lou Gehrig’s 
disease, that they would put a hold on 
a bill that was designed to deal with 
paralysis, the Christopher Reeve bill, 
in an attempt to honor this man and 
all he did and try to help quadriplegics 
across the country; a bill cosponsored 
by Senator COCHRAN and Senator KEN-
NEDY to deal with stroke victims, that 
they would put a hold on that; a hold 
on a bill in which I have a great inter-
est dealing with postpartum depres-
sion. 

The belief on that side of the aisle is, 
it is all right; we can hold them until 
they are exactly the way we want. 
That has gone on too long, for months 
and even longer. 

When it comes to some of these bills 
relating to criminal sections, some of 
these should be passed in a hurry. I 
don’t know any one of us who does not 
want to deal with Internet pornog-
raphy that threatens our children and 
grandchildren, kids in our commu-
nities. We had this bill ready to go. 
This bill should have been passed 
quickly, and it was held on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle until we had to 
bring it up in this package and then 
voted against, voted not to bring it for-
ward. 

In their frustration, they have now 
tried to come out at the close of the 
week and have something to point to: I 
tried to come back on the floor, I tried 
to bring the bill up, but Democrats ob-
jected. The true story is those bills 

have been held up for months. They 
have been held up on the Republican 
side of the aisle. 

I sure hope my colleagues will under-
stand they cannot run the Senate the 
way each one wants to run it. We can-
not let every single Senator decide the 
agenda of this Senate or it will be dys-
functional and chaotic and many good 
pieces of legislation will never see the 
light of day. 

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

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each. 

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

f 

CONGRATULATING TERRY 
SAUVAIN 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, St. Igna-
tius High School is a private, Roman 
Catholic, Jesuit high school for young 
men located in Cleveland, OH. The 
school is renowned for its high stand-
ards of academic excellence, with near-
ly 100 percent of its graduates attend-
ing colleges and universities within one 
year of graduation. 

Under the leadership of Rev. Tim 
Kesicki, S.J., and his predecessor, Fr. 
Robert J. Welsh, S.J., this high school 
works hard to produce students who 
are open to growth, intellectually com-
petent, loving, religious, and com-
mitted to doing justice. In summary, a 
St. Ignatius student is a ‘‘man for oth-
ers.’’ 

Each year, Saint Ignatius High 
School presents its annual John V. 
Corrigan ’38 Distinguished Alumnus 
Award to a graduate with notable 
achievements who has used his talents 
and skills for those in need, consistent 
with the paramount objective of Jesuit 
education the formation of ‘‘Men for 
Others.’’ The award recognizes an ac-
complished graduate who serves as a 
positive role model for the students of 
St. Ignatius High School. 

I am quite proud and most pleased to 
announce that the 2008 John V. 
Corrigan ’38 Distinguished Alumnus 
Award was presented to the one of the 
Senate’s very own, Mr. Terrence E. 
Sauvain, who currently serves in my 
office of the President pro tempore as a 
senior advisor. 

I have been very fortunate to have 
had Terry as a member of my staff for 
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