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We have also said today we believe 

this is moving in the wrong direction. 
Everybody says there are more voices 
out there in the Internet and cable 
channels and so on. More voices but 
the same ventriloquist. We had one 
person testify from Los Angeles who 
came and said in my office we have 48 
cable channels. I went through who 
owns the channels—42 of them are 
owned by the same few companies and 
that is the problem with concentra-
tion. 

I again thank the Senator from 
Washington. She has done a great job 
and I am proud to work with her and 
Senator SNOWE especially, on the other 
side, and Senator Lott when he was 
here, to accomplish this result. 

Ms. CANTWELL. I thank the Senator 
from North Dakota. The praise should 
go to Senator DORGAN for his leader-
ship on this issue for the last year-plus 
time, continuing to make sure the Sen-
ate holds the FCC accountable for their 
actions, trying to pass a rule on media 
consolidation when they know there 
have been dissenting views all across 
America about this issue. Certainly 
there has been a dissent from the Sen-
ate. 

The ownership of broadcast and print 
media does touch on some of the core 
values Americans hold for freedom of 
speech, open and diverse viewpoints, to 
have vibrant economic competition 
from a variety of sources, and local di-
versity. 

Attention to diversity and localism 
has served our economy well and has 
also provided us a good civics lesson. 
These opportunities—when we hear 
from small companies, when we hear 
from minorities, when we hear from 
women—are the types of diversity we 
want to protect. We did that tonight. 

The diversity in media does energize 
our democracy. Viewpoint diversity 
that comes from the various views that 
can now be expressed are key to mak-
ing us a stronger nation. 

Having independent sources of news 
helps citizens to take opinions, not just 
locally but nationally and even glob-
ally. That is why I am glad we stopped 
the FCC from moving forward on their 
media consolidation proposal. 

I remind my colleagues of the history 
here because I have a feeling this issue 
may come up again. Back in 2002, the 
FCC initiated its biennial review proc-
ess, announcing the agency would ful-
fill and review the full range of broad-
cast ownership rules, but the an-
nouncement of the review was the only 
thing that was truly conducted in pub-
lic. 

On June 23, 2003, on a 3-to-2 party 
line vote, the FCC issued its new rules 
on media consolidation. Then-Chair-
man Powell did not issue the proposed 
rule for public comment prior to the 
vote. 

The reason I am bringing this up is 
because what ensued is millions of peo-

ple sent e-mails and weighed in with 
postcards and petitions to oppose the 
rule. In fact, the Senate sent a very 
clear message to the FCC at the time 
invalidating that proposed media con-
solidation proposal. 

The Third Circuit Court of Appeals 
reviewed the FCC decision from 2003 
and they determined it was ‘‘not sup-
ported by reasonable analysis.’’ 

What happened after that? Obviously 
there were a lot of people in loud cho-
rus saying they disapproved of the 
FCC’s action to further concentrate 
the media in this country. In 2007 the 
FCC passed the new media ownership 
rule, barely a month after it was pro-
posed, allowing for little public com-
ment and for even less time for consid-
eration of the comments that came in. 
I know Chairman Martin likes to talk 
about allowing public comment for 
over 120 days and 6 hearings around the 
country, but all of that was done before 
the rule was even out there in public, 
what the actual changes would be. 

In one example, they came to Seattle 
on November 9 and I think we had a 
mere 1-week notice for that. They had 
the meeting on a Friday afternoon. I 
think it was a 3-day weekend. Maybe 
they thought no one would show up, 
but it does not take a lot of notice in 
Seattle to get people to show up for a 
hearing about media consolidation, so 
800 people showed up and spent 9 hours 
letting the Commission know their 
thoughts on what they thought the im-
pact of increased media concentration 
would be. 

It would hurt competition. It would 
lessen diversity. It would impact local-
ism and was not in the broader public 
interest. I know Chairman Martin re-
ceived an earful in Seattle, but clearly 
he didn’t pay much attention to what 
we said, because a few days later he 
proposed new media ownership rules. 
They were released in a November 13 
op-ed piece, I think in the New York 
Times, in a Commission press release. 

So what we are saying is we do not 
like the process which the FCC pursued 
in not having the broadest public com-
ment in this, and also when it looks at 
some of the issues that were discussed 
in trying to validate why the Commis-
sion continues to try to push for media 
consolidation. 

I think it is very important. We have 
seen a pattern emerge. We see eco-
nomic studies from the Commission 
where they cannot hold up to peer re-
view, where data are not supportive of 
the predetermined conclusions that the 
FCC had, and that maybe they were 
‘‘checking the box’’ when it comes to 
these public hearings and maybe giving 
mere lip service to localism and to 
women and minority ownership issues. 

So all of those issues are going to 
continue to be duly noted by the Com-
merce Committee, and certainly we are 
going to continue to fight on this issue. 
The FCC media ownership rules were 

created decades ago to foster these 
longstanding goals that our country 
has to promote competition, to pro-
mote localism, to have diversity of 
voices. 

The courts and industry experts and 
elected officials of all ranks across 
America have come together in an 
overwhelming chorus saying ‘‘no’’ to 
the FCC move to try to further consoli-
date the media. 

I am glad my colleagues tonight as 
well disapproved of their action so we 
can continue to have the diversity of 
voices in America that I believe my 
constituents and Americans all across 
this country deserve. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CARPER. 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 

THE 100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
NATIONAL GOVERNORS ASSOCIA-
TION 
Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I want 

to say a few words on the 100th anni-
versary of the National Governors As-
sociation. 

I especially want to thank my friend 
and colleague Senator DURBIN for 
yielding to me to speak first this 
evening. 

It was 100 years ago today that the 
first meeting of our Nation’s Governors 
took place. In recognition of the Na-
tional Governors Association’s Centen-
nial today, I, along with a number of 
my colleagues, including Senator 
VOINOVICH of Ohio and Senator ALEX-
ANDER of Tennessee, have submitted a 
resolution commemorating the 100th 
anniversary of the National Governors 
Association. 

It is my hope we will be able to clear 
this resolution honoring the 100th an-
niversary this evening. As former Gov-
ernors currently serving in the Senate, 
Senators BAYH, BOND, GREGG, and BEN 
NELSON will also be joining myself and 
Senator ALEXANDER, along with Sen-
ator ROCKEFELLER, in sponsoring this 
resolution. 

If you think about it, that is all of 
the former Governors who now serve in 
the Senate and who were at one time 
members of the National Governors As-
sociation. I was privileged to serve, 
along with Senators VOINOVICH and AL-
EXANDER, as chairman of the National 
Governors Association at one time. 

It is a special privilege for me to 
take a moment to reflect on the orga-
nization’s growth and its accomplish-
ments over the last 100 years. On May 
15, 1908, 100 years ago today, President 
Teddy Roosevelt hosted the first meet-
ing of our Nation’s Governors at the 
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White House. They gathered to discuss 
conserving America’s natural re-
sources. 

Now, 100 years later, the Federal 
Government is still working with our 
Nation’s Governors in an ongoing ef-
fort to protect America’s natural re-
sources through conservation provi-
sions such as the farm bill that we 
adopted here today or addressing cli-
mate change or protecting our air 
through legislation such as the Clean 
Air Planning Act. 

Today, 100 years later, the National 
Governors Association serves as the 
collective voice of our Nation’s Gov-
ernors and remains one of Washington, 
DC’s most respected public policy orga-
nizations. 

Through this bipartisan organiza-
tion, Governors are able to identify and 
discuss a broad range of issues relating 
to public policy and to governance. I 
have long said the 50 States are labora-
tories of democracy, and we should use 
them as such, and we do. 

Today we do that. From the redwood 
forests to the gulf stream waters, ini-
tiatives and policy recommendations 
that have come from the Governors 
often serve as catalysts for change 
both in the States and at the national 
level. 

I was Governor of Delaware back in 
1995 when Congress was actively debat-
ing how to reform a failing Federal 
welfare program, trying to decide how 
do we make work pay more than wel-
fare. Without solutions coming from 
the Congress, the States had already 
begun taking reform efforts into their 
own hands. Over half the States, in-
cluding my own State of Delaware, and 
I believe the State of Vermont, had 
made significant changes to their own 
welfare programs by seeking waivers 
from the Federal rules. 

Many of the welfare policies and 
practices tested by States were ulti-
mately adopted by the Federal Govern-
ment in the sweeping 1996 welfare re-
form legislation passed by the Congress 
and signed by President Clinton, which 
the Governors helped to write. 

As with welfare reform, the National 
Governors Association has played and 
continues to play a key role in devel-
oping national policies ranging from 
transportation to education, to envi-
ronmental protection and health care, 
to name a few. 

In the 1950s, President Eisenhower 
enlisted the Governors’ help to help 
build our very first interstate highway 
system. The State-Federal partnership 
forever changed the face of transpor-
tation in America and underscored how 
critical States’ participation has been 
to realizing national goals. 

The same is true of Medicaid and the 
SCHIP program, the State Children’s 
Health Insurance Program. The same is 
true of the implementation of the 
Clean Air and Clean Water Acts, and as 
we fight wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, 

the National Guard units of all 50 
States. 

Over the past century, the National 
Governors Association has played a 
key role in shaping public policy and 
addressing America’s most pressing 
challenges. On behalf of each of the 
former Governors who are privileged to 
serve today here in the Senate, it is my 
honor to acknowledge the leadership of 
Governors both past and present, to 
celebrate what they have achieved over 
the last 100 years by working together, 
and to look toward with anticipation of 
what lies ahead for our Nation’s Na-
tional Governors Association and for 
the Governors who will help to lead it 
in this century and beyond. 

If I could just add a footnote, I al-
ways think of the States as labora-
tories of democracy. We can test poli-
cies or programs to see if they work at 
the State level, and if they do, maybe 
see if they would work on a national 
level. 

One of the things I especially liked 
about being part of the National Gov-
ernors Association was that every 
even-numbered year, right after the 
election in mid-November, the Na-
tional Governors Association would 
host a school for new Governors and 
spouses. For 3 days, a different Gov-
ernor would host in his or her State the 
NGA’s school for new Governors and 
spouses. The students were the newly 
elected Governors who had been elected 
2 weeks earlier. They were Democrats 
and Republicans, in some cases an 
Independent. The faculty were the cur-
rent Governors and their spouses. We 
would spend 3 days together. Usually, 
it was as many as 20 Governors and 
spouses on faculty. 

We would spend those 3 days together 
in different places around the coun-
try—no press, very little staff. The idea 
was for the grizzled veterans to really 
bare our souls to the new guys and 
gals, incoming Governors, and tell 
them the mistakes we made and to say 
to them: Learn from our mistakes. 
Don’t make the same ones we did, 
whether it is putting together your 
team, developing your communications 
plan, working with the legislature, de-
ciding where you are going to live and 
trying to be a chief executive and still 
be a good parent, a good spouse. But 
during those 3 days we spent together, 
a remarkable bonding occurred be-
tween the old Governors, the veterans, 
and the new Governors, and across 
party lines. I am convinced one of the 
reasons why the Nation’s Governors 
tend to be less partisan is what hap-
pens in new Governor school. 

Among my closest friends are Gov-
ernor Mark Racicot, former Governor 
of Montana, who later went on to be 
national committee chair and general 
campaign manager for President 
Bush’s reelection; Mike Leavitt, 
former Governor of Utah, who suc-
ceeded me as chair and who serves 

today as a Cabinet secretary in this ad-
ministration. What we have tried to do 
in the Senate, those of us who used to 
be Governors who serve here today but 
went through new Governors school, is 
take that idea and transplant it here. I 
call it Senators school. It is really ori-
entation. 

This fall, in November, 2 weeks after 
the election, we will have new Sen-
ators, newly elected Senators, their 
spouses will come. They will spend 3 
days together; some sessions with 
spouses, others not with spouses. The 
faculty will be current Senators and 
our spouses. We will have 3 days to get 
to know each other, to try to teach the 
new guys and gals the ropes and to 
begin to develop new personal relation-
ships that really are needed here to 
make this place work. I look forward 
to being a part of doing that this No-
vember. But the idea was one of those 
ideas that came from the National 
Governors Association. 

Again, the NGA and the States are 
laboratories of democracy. Taking that 
lesson and applying it here on the na-
tional level will have good effect. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of S. Res. 568 submitted ear-
lier today by yours truly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 568) commemorating 
the 100th anniversary of the founding of the 
National Governors Association. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CARPER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, the motions 
to reconsider be laid upon the table, 
with no intervening action or debate, 
and any statements relating to the res-
olution be printed in the RECORD. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 568) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 568 

Whereas, in 1908, President Theodore Roo-
sevelt invited the Nation’s Governors to the 
White House to discuss conserving America’s 
natural resources; 

Whereas the Governors decided to form an 
association through which they could con-
tinue to come together on a bipartisan basis 
to discuss mutual concerns and share State 
practices; 

Whereas, 100 years later, the National Gov-
ernors Association serves as the collective 
voice of the 55 Governors of States, common-
wealths, and territories; 

Whereas, for the past century, Governors 
have utilized the organization to explore 
issues, develop solutions, and build con-
sensus on diverse national policies; 

Whereas the National Governors Associa-
tion has played a key role in shaping public 
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policy and addressing America’s most press-
ing challenges; and 

Whereas the National Governors Associa-
tion is celebrating 100 years of gubernatorial 
leadership—honoring the past, celebrating 
the present, and embracing the future: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the leadership of the Na-

tion’s Governors and honors their contribu-
tions to American politics and society; and 

(2) commemorates the 100th anniversary of 
the founding of the National Governors Asso-
ciation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio. 

f 

ARMED FORCES DAY 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, tomor-
row we celebrate Armed Forces Day. 
Communities across my State, from 
Van Wert to St. Clairsville, from San-
dusky to Ironton, will pause to honor 
the service and sacrifice of the men and 
women in all branches of the military 
service as they and we celebrate Armed 
Forces Day. 

I have held close to 100 roundtables 
around my State where, in many of 
them, I had the opportunity to speak 
with dozens of these honorable man 
and women. Those conversations rein-
forced my profound respect for their 
unstinting bravery, their unshakable 
sense of duty, and their unwavering 
commitment to our national security. 

Not long ago, at Walter Reed I vis-
ited two Ohio marines recovering from 
wounds suffered in Iraq. I asked each of 
them what was the first thing they 
thought about when they realized they 
were wounded. Both marines, independ-
ently of one another, said: ‘‘Can I stay 
in the Marines.’’ That simple state-
ment speaks volumes about our men 
and women in uniform. 

Armed Forces Day is an opportunity 
to honor our troops, an opportunity to 
honor the sacrifices they and, equally 
importantly, their families have made 
to protect our Nation, and an oppor-
tunity to honor the promises our Na-
tion has made to repay their services 
and sacrifices. That is so important. 
We are stewards of those promises. We 
have a responsibility to work every 
day, against opposition sometimes, to 
ensure that our Armed Forces receive 
the wages and benefits and services 
they have earned. Honoring our troops 
should be more than sentiment. It 
should be action. When we make prom-
ises to our troops, we should keep 
them. They most certainly have kept 
their promises to us. 

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

ator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I join 

the remarks of the Senator from Ohio 
acknowledging the great contribution 
made to America by our men and 
women in uniform. I hope we can honor 
their service, not only by providing for 
them while they are at war but pro-

viding for them as well when they 
come home. I am sure the Senator 
joins me in believing that a new GI bill 
which will provide for those returning 
soldiers is a fitting tribute to their 
service and a great investment in our 
future. 

For initial GI bill after World War II 
was born in conflict. After World War I, 
those returning soldiers marched on 
Washington time and again, demanding 
some payment for their service to our 
country. They were rebuffed and even 
attacked at times by our then Army in 
uniform. By the Second World War, we 
understood that we owed a great debt 
to the 16 million men and women who 
served, and 8 million of them took ad-
vantage of the GI bill. 

That GI bill was groundbreaking and 
revolutionary. It paid for their tuition, 
their books, their room and board, as 
well as a monthly allotment so they 
could go to school. Those graduates of 
the GI bill became the thriving middle 
class of America that built our great 
Nation in the late 1940s, 1950s, and 
1960s. It was the greatest single invest-
ment in returning soldiers in our his-
tory, and it should be replicated. 

Those who honor the armed services 
should also honor them when they 
come home, to make sure they receive 
all the health care and benefits prom-
ised and are given a chance to have a 
full life after having served our coun-
try so well. 

I am happy to identify myself with 
the remarks of the Senator from Ohio. 

f 

REPUBLICAN FILIBUSTERS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I also 
want to say that this has been a week 
when we have achieved a few things in 
the Senate but not nearly enough. We 
started off the Senate with a historic 
occasion, one which is not likely to be 
remembered by great historians but 
should be remembered by all who fol-
low the business of the Senate. As of 
this week, the Republicans, the minor-
ity in the Senate, have now engaged in 
71 Republican filibusters. A filibuster is 
an effort to stop the business on the 
floor of the Senate or at least to slow 
it down. It is a time-honored tradition 
in the Senate, but it is a tradition 
which has not been overused until this 
session of Congress. 

In the entire history of the Senate, 
the total number of filibusters in any 
2-year period, the maximum, was 57. So 
far in this 2-year period, the Repub-
licans have engaged in 71 filibusters, 
and, of course, we have another 6 or 7 
months to go in this session of Con-
gress. It is clear that their ambition is 
to stop the Senate from addressing the 
major issues facing our Nation, or at 
least to slow us down to a crawl. 

We have what we believe are good 
ideas and good proposals to deal with 
the high gasoline prices facing Amer-
ica’s families and businesses, farmers 

and truckers. We have good proposals 
to deal with tax breaks for working 
families so they can meet the needs of 
their families with escalating prices 
for food and health care and daycare 
and the cost of daily living. Again, the 
Republicans have done their best to 
slow us down, if not stop us. 

It reached a point several weeks ago 
that was nothing short of ridiculous. 
The Republicans initiated a filibuster 
to slow down the consideration of a bill 
known as a technical corrections bill. 
That is a bill that takes care of spell-
ing and grammar errors. They engaged 
in a filibuster to slow down the Senate 
so it would take us a whole week to 
finish a technical corrections bill. 
When we finally reached the point and 
asked them for amendments, they had 
three or four that could have been dis-
pensed with quickly. 

They are dragging their feet and 
slowing us down with this record num-
ber of filibusters. But that isn’t it 
alone. There is also a device in the Sen-
ate known as a hold. Most every Sen-
ator has used a hold, either on a bill or 
a nomination. Some of the holds that 
have been applied recently are so- 
called secret holds. Senators don’t step 
forward to identify why they have held 
up a nomination or bill. 

I have used holds. I am currently 
using those. But I have been very pub-
lic about it. I have said exactly why I 
am doing it and the conditions for my 
releasing the hold. For example, when 
the Department of Justice wanted the 
approval of the Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral Mark Filip, a good man from Chi-
cago, I said I would hold his nomina-
tion until I had received responses to 
questions I had submitted to the De-
partment months before. Well, to his 
credit, Attorney General Mukasey 
moved on it extremely quickly. Within 
48 hours, I had the answers and with-
drew the hold immediately as prom-
ised. I am sorry it reached that point, 
but after waiting months, I didn’t 
know another way to turn to get an-
swers to important questions. So holds 
can be used effectively and honestly 
and openly. 

Then again, there are holds that have 
been applied that I think are almost 
impossible to explain or justify. For 
example, one of the Senators on the 
Republican side has put a hold on a bill 
which was not controversial and very 
bipartisan, which would establish in 
the United States a national registry 
of those who are suffering from a dis-
ease known as ALS, or Lou Gehrig’s 
disease. It is a terrible, debilitating 
disease. It was the hope of the sponsor, 
Senator HARRY REID of Nevada, that 
we could establish this registry and 
move even closer to finding the cause 
of this disease and perhaps lead to a 
cure. It was certainly a high-minded 
and sensible approach to a very serious 
medical condition affecting thousands 
of families across America. 
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