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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Is there objection? 
Mr. COBURN. I would object pending 

our review of the legislation. 
f 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST— 
H.R. 293 

Mr. REID. One of the bills in this 
package that has been languishing for 
well over a year—and I think it is 
shameful that is, in fact, the case—is 
the Emmett Till Unsolved Civil Rights 
Crime Act. 

Emmett Till was a 14-year-old boy 
from Chicago visiting his relatives in 
Money, MS, way back in 1955 when he 
was brutally mutilated and killed for 
whistling at a white woman. Remem-
ber, his courageous mother, wanting 
everyone to see the brutality of how 
her boy was killed, had an open casket. 
That open casket said it all. 

The killers in this case, like so many 
others during that time, were never 
punished for their violent, treacherous 
acts. However, by passing this Emmett 
Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crimes Act, 
the Justice Department will have the 
tools necessary to investigate and pros-
ecute violations of the civil rights stat-
utes in which the alleged violation oc-
curred before January 1 of 1970 and re-
sulted in death. 

The bill has broad bipartisan support. 
I hope we can pass the House-passed 
bill. That way, the bill will be signed 
by the President immediately. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to Calendar No. 237, 
H.R. 293, that the bill be read a third 
time and passed, and the motion to re-
consider be laid on the table with no 
intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL.) Is there objection? 

Mr. COBURN. Reserving the right to 
object, I have a question for the major-
ity leader. I understood from your 
statement that this does not have any 
of the changes we talked about, this is 
strictly the House-passed bill. 

Mr. REID. That is right. 
Mr. COBURN. Reserving the right to 

object further, we will relook at what 
that is. I will object at this time and 
hope we can work out with the major-
ity leader what we had discussed ear-
lier in terms of a compromise. 

f 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST— 
S. 1738 

Mr. REID. Madam President, again, 
as has happened during this long proc-
ess where these bills have languished, 
we keep getting suggestions for 
changes. We make them, and it does 
not make any difference. And last 
night, again, Senator COBURN sug-
gested a change. We certainly can go 
along with that. We will make the 
change, send it over to you, and take a 
look at it. 

I want to take a minute to talk 
about another one of the 34 pieces of 

legislation that is so important. Its 
name is ‘‘PROTECT Our Children Act,’’ 
or the PROTECT Act. This bill seeks to 
increase the prosecution of individuals 
producing and trading in child pornog-
raphy by providing funding to the 
Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force. 

The Crimes Against Children Task 
Force has developed the ability to 
identify individuals in the online dis-
tribution of child pornography but 
lacks the manpower needed to pursue 
and prosecute the offenders. This bill 
would give the Crimes Against Chil-
dren Task Force the resources it needs. 

This bill would also help promote co-
ordination and strategic planning of 
Government resources to catch child 
predators by requiring DOJ to develop 
and implement a national strategy to 
combat child exploitation. 

This bill would go a long way toward 
rescuing the thousands of children who 
are being exploited by child predators. 
Studies show that 30 percent of the 
people identified by the Crimes Against 
Children Task Force are actively en-
gaged in molesting a child. Yet, right 
now, of the over 500,000 known cases, 
we are investigating 2 percent of them 
because law enforcement does not have 
the resources to do more. 

This legislation was introduced in 
October 2007 and passed the House 
about a year ago, 415 to 2. The Senate 
companion legislation passed the Judi-
ciary Committee. The Senate bill Re-
publican cosponsors include Senators 
STEVENS, HATCH, HUTCHISON, and MUR-
KOWSKI. So it is the right thing to do to 
pass this bill. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to Calendar No. 862, S. 
1738, that a substitute amendment 
which is at the desk be agreed to, the 
bill, as amended, be read a third time 
and passed, and the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table, with no in-
tervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. COBURN. Reserving the right to 
object, a question again for the major-
ity leader. As confused as I was on a 
previous act, this does not include the 
language of the SAFE Act? 

Mr. REID. That is right. The reason 
it doesn’t—there are lots of reasons it 
doesn’t, but we have a letter from the 
Justice Department. The Justice De-
partment—Bush’s Justice Department 
we all know about—decided to take a 
look at that. Even the Bush Justice 
Department said this needs a lot more 
work. Keep in mind, I have described in 
detail what we are trying to do. The 
SAFE Act the Senator is talking about 
is a different piece of legislation, and it 
should not be tied into what we are 
trying to do with this child pornog-
raphy thing. I would hope we would get 
this done. We will be happy to work 
with the Justice Department and ev-
erybody else to see if we can work 

something out on the SAFE Act. It is 
not yet ready for passage. We all agree 
there is a need to combat Internet por-
nography. But important questions 
about the text of Senator COBURN’s 
proposed legislation must be answered. 
We have questions. I used the Justice 
Department as an example. It is not 
only us. It is the Bush Justice Depart-
ment. While some version of the SAFE 
Act might pass, let’s not fool ourselves. 
The SAFE Act will help develop leads, 
but right now only 2 percent of all 
cases are investigated because law en-
forcement does not have the resources. 
The SAFE Act does absolutely nothing 
to bolster law enforcement resources. 
The PROTECT Act fills the known hole 
that has resulted in 98 percent of exist-
ing leads on child predators to go 
uninvestigated. 

The Judiciary Committee, the com-
mittee of jurisdiction, has not held a 
hearing on the SAFE Act. It has not 
been the subject of committee markup. 
I don’t believe any Republican on the 
committee even formally asked for a 
markup. It is ironic that Senator 
COBURN, the self-designated champion 
of insisting that bills be scrutinized be-
fore passage, now wants to circumvent 
the legislative process for a bill he 
never even bothered to raise in com-
mittee. 

The Justice Department has serious 
concerns about this act. In a six-page 
letter sent last year, DOJ made numer-
ous suggestions for improving the text 
of the bill. Some of the suggestions 
were addressed in the House version of 
the bill but many were not. In addi-
tion, officials from the Internet service 
providers that would implement this 
new law have raised important prac-
tical questions. They are concerned 
about vague definitions and require-
ments in the bill. There is no point in 
rushing to pass a bill that will be inef-
fective or struck down by the courts as 
unconstitutionally vague. 

Last week, I asked my staff to con-
vene a group of Republican and Demo-
cratic staffers to try to revise the text 
of the bill in light of the concerns ex-
pressed by the Department of Justice 
and others. Senator COBURN’s staff is 
part of that effort. I am hopeful we can 
reach bipartisan agreement on the 
SAFE Act. The staff negotiations are 
ongoing. We will continue to work in 
good faith to get this bill in shape, but 
we are not there yet. Meanwhile, we 
are there on the PROTECT Act. It is 
ready to go. It has been for a long time. 
We can pass it today and get it to the 
President’s desk immediately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. COBURN. Continuing my res-
ervation of the right to object, by the 
same logic that the majority leader has 
argued on all these other bills, the 
SAFE Act passed the House 390 to 2. So 
with the wisdom of the House, under 
which we are basing all the other re-
quests for unanimous consent, why is 
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