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consumer friendly. It is something we 
have used in this country. Unfortu-
nately, section 120 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code has lapsed. That section of 
the code was intended to provide the 
tax incentives so that our employers 
could set up and offer group legal serv-
ice plans. Since it has lapsed, virtually 
no new group legal benefit plans have 
been created, and many employers are 
dropping those that do exist. 

So I would encourage us all to look 
at what we are trying to accomplish in 
this bill; not to just throw things over-
board because somebody else didn’t get 
what they wanted, but that we look at 
what we are trying to do for the Amer-
ican people. We should encourage these 
plans that provide our working Ameri-
cans with access to legal advice. They 
review those mortgage documents, 
they assist those individuals in work-
ing with the lender to modify those 
loans, creating forbearance agreements 
and assistance in the restructuring of 
loans, and it provides that much need-
ed counseling in foreclosure litigation 
when it is needed. 

I thank Chairman DODD and the 
ranking member, Senator SHELBY, for 
their patience because I know they see 
all of us in these frantic modes of 
wanting to improve the bill and want-
ing to provide something that we know 
has been beneficial to the people we 
represent, and we know it can be bene-
ficial again, and this is the appropriate 
place to put it. 

So I just encourage that working 
through legal services, particularly in 
rural States such as mine, it is one of 
those places where people have to go. 
They do have the confidence of going 
to their neighbor, their country law-
yer, and being able to get those serv-
ices. They may not have a big, huge 
housing agency they can go to for the 
kinds of counsel they need, and these 
are good services that have proven 
themselves in years passed. Yet we find 
that employers cannot afford to pro-
vide them because we have lost that 
section in the Internal Revenue Code. 

So I do thank all my colleagues who 
have cosponsored this amendment. We 
have worked on this for quite some 
time. I say a big thanks also to the 
groups that have endorsed our amend-
ment—the American Bar Association, 
the American Prepaid Legal Services 
Institute, the International Union, 
UAW, AFSCME, and the laborers. So 
many different groups realize hard- 
working Americans who get caught in 
these circumstances need this kind of 
assistance. 

I thank the Chair for his indulgence, 
and certainly my colleagues, the chair-
man, and the ranking member for try-
ing to work with us. And I guess, Mr. 
President, and Mr. Chairman, my only 
option is to ask for a unanimous con-
sent; is that correct? Is there some-
thing we can work through? Can I ask 
unanimous consent for regular order 
with respect to my amendment? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The amendment is not in regular 
order. 

Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, I ask 
my colleagues to take every consider-
ation as they move forward in putting 
together this bill; that if there is any 
possible way we can work through 
making sure these individuals who 
really have nowhere else to go will be 
able to have the types of services they 
are used to having in years passed, and 
providing the incentives the employers 
need in order to be able to provide 
those services because they are clearly 
not providing them now. It is not 
something small businesses can do. 

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

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I will ask 
for 2 additional minutes, if I can, to re-
spond to my colleague from Arkansas. 

First of all, I agree with her totally 
about the value. Over the many years I 
have been a long-time supporter of 
these legal services offices and the job 
they do on behalf of people all across 
the country, particularly in rural 
America, and the difference they make. 
So I am in complete agreement with 
her about the value of this approach. 

I would inform her that the regular 
order would be asking consent, after 
cloture has been invoked, to bring up 
the matter she wants to bring up. It is 
a tax matter and one that would re-
quire the consent of the chairman of 
the Finance Committee and the rank-
ing member. So it is a matter where we 
are leaving it up to that jurisdiction to 
respond. So I want to be careful. I don’t 
know how Senator BAUCUS feels about 
that. I don’t want to put words in his 
mouth at all. I suspect he has the same 
sort of reaction as I do, and it is a posi-
tive one. 

I am grateful for my colleague’s un-
derstanding the situation we are in, 
trying to accommodate as many ideas 
as we can and to move from here to the 
next stage and deal with other aspects 
of the legislation. We couldn’t have 
gotten here without the majority lead-
er insisting, and really with the minor-
ity leader, to come together and allow 
us to bring up this package. So there 
are a lot of very good ideas and ones I 
applaud and welcome, but in the inter-
est of trying to move forward, we are 
not going to be able to accommodate 
all of them. 

I am not suggesting that will happen 
in this case, but I again appreciate her 
recognition that what we are trying to 
accomplish and deal with here is dif-
ficult. It is serious. As she points out, 
we have a lot of people suffering every 
single day—I have been making that 
case for 12 months—and we haven’t 
been able to have a debate about this 
subject until last week. So to the ex-
tent that we have gotten that far 
along, that is some achievement. 

I hope now that we are in the debate 
we can do some valuable and worth-

while works that will make a dif-
ference, and her suggestion contributes 
to that. So my hope is we will be able 
to accommodate this in the package as 
well. 

Mrs. LINCOLN. I thank the chairman 
for his comments, and I certainly want 
to express this is a time-appropriate 
solution to the problems that exist, 
and I hope we will give every consider-
ation to it. 

I thank the Chair. 
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RECESS 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:42 p.m., recessed until 2:16 p.m. 
and reassembled when called to order 
by the Presiding Officer (Mr. CARPER). 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
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. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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NEW DIRECTION FOR ENERGY 
INDEPENDENCE, NATIONAL SE-
CURITY, AND CONSUMER PRO-
TECTION ACT AND THE RENEW-
ABLE ENERGY AND ENERGY 
CONSERVATION TAX ACT OF 
2007—Continued 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, pursuant to rule 
XXII, the clerk will report the motion 
to invoke cloture. 

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 substitute 
amendment No. 4387 to H.R. 3221. 

Christopher J. Dodd, Harry Reid, Mark 
L. Pryor, Max Baucus, Charles E. Schu-
mer, Patty Murray, Claire McCaskill, 
Patrick J. Leahy, Daniel K. Akaka, 
Ken Salazar, Sherrod Brown, Bryon L. 
Dorgan, Evan Bayh, Edward M. Ken-
nedy, Jon Tester, John F. Kerry, Bill 
Nelson. 

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on amendment No. 
4387, offered by the Senator from Con-
necticut, Mr. DODD, to H.R. 3221, 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. KYL. The following Senators are 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. ALLARD) and the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mrs. DOLE). 
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