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Whereas according to the CDC, diabetes 

was the seventh leading cause of death in 
2007 and contributed to the deaths of over 
230,000 Americans in 2005; 

Whereas there is not yet a cure for diabe-
tes; 

Whereas there are proven means to reduce 
the incidence of, and delay the onset of, type 
2 diabetes; 

Whereas with the proper management and 
treatment, people with diabetes live healthy, 
productive lives; and 

Whereas American Diabetes Month is cele-
brated in November: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the goals and ideals of Amer-

ican Diabetes Month, including— 
(A) encouraging the people of the United 

States to fight diabetes through public 
awareness about prevention and treatment 
options; and 

(B) increasing education about the disease; 
(2) recognizes the importance of early de-

tection of diabetes, awareness of the symp-
toms of diabetes, and the risk factors that 
often lead to the development of diabetes, in-
cluding— 

(A) being over the age of 45; 
(B) having a specific racial and ethnic 

background; 
(C) being overweight; 
(D) having a low level of physical activity 

level; 
(E) having high blood pressure; and 
(F) having a family history of diabetes or 

a history of diabetes during pregnancy; and 
(3) supports decreasing the prevalence of 

type 1, type 2, and gestational diabetes in 
the United States through increased re-
search, treatment, and prevention. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE 100TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE WEEKS LAW 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Agri-
culture Committee be discharged from 
further consideration and the Senate 
now proceed to S. Res. 679. 

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

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 679) commemorating 
the 100th anniversary of the Weeks Law. 

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

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be agreed 
to, the preamble be agreed to, and the 
motions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 679) was 
agreed to. 

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

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 679 

Whereas the 100th anniversary of the Act 
of March 1, 1911 (commonly known as the 
‘‘Weeks Law’’) (16 U.S.C. 552 et seq.), marks 
one of the most significant moments in con-
servation and Forest Service history; 

Whereas New Hampshire, along with the 
southern Appalachians, was at the center of 
efforts to pass the Weeks Law; 

Whereas John Wingate Weeks, sponsor of 
the Weeks Law, was born in Lancaster, New 
Hampshire, and maintained a summer home 
there that is now Weeks State Park; 

Whereas, in 1903, the Appalachian Moun-
tain Club, and the newly formed Society for 
the Protection of New Hampshire’s Forests, 
helped draft a bill for the creation of a forest 
reserve in the White Mountains; 

Whereas passage of the Weeks Law on 
March 1, 1911, was made possible by an un-
precedented collaboration of a broad spec-
trum of interests, including the Appalachian 
Mountain Club, the Society for the Protec-
tion of New Hampshire Forests, industri-
alists, small businesses, and the tourist in-
dustry; 

Whereas, in 1914, the first 7,000 acres of 
land destined to be part of the White Moun-
tain National Forest were acquired in Ben-
ton, New Hampshire, under the Weeks Law; 

Whereas national forests were established 
and continue to be managed as multiple use 
public resources, providing recreational op-
portunities, wildlife habitat, watershed pro-
tection, and renewable timber resources; 

Whereas the forest conservation brought 
about by the Weeks Law encouraged and in-
spired additional conservation by State and 
local government as well as private inter-
ests, further protecting the quality of life in 
the United States; 

Whereas the White Mountain National For-
est continues to draw millions of visitors an-
nually who gain a renewed appreciation of 
the inherent value of the outdoors; 

Whereas the multiple values and uses sup-
ported by the White Mountain National For-
est today are a tribute to the collaboration 
of 100 years ago, an inspiration for the next 
100 years, and an opportunity to remind the 
people of the United States to work together 
toward common goals on a common land-
scape; and 

Whereas President Theodore Roosevelt 
stated ‘‘We want the active and zealous help 
of every man far-sighted enough to realize 
the importance from the standpoint of the 
nation’s welfare in the future of preserving 
the forests’’: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the significance of the 100th 

anniversary of the Act of March 1, 1911 (com-
monly known as the ‘‘Weeks Law’’) (16 
U.S.C. 552 et seq.), to the history of conserva-
tion and the power of cooperation among un-
likely allies; 

(2) encourages efforts to celebrate the cen-
tennial in the White Mountain National For-
est with a focus on the future as well as to 
commemorate the past; and 

(3) encourages continued collaboration and 
cooperation among Federal, State, and local 
governments, as well as business, tourism, 
and conservation interests, to ensure that 
the many values and benefits flowing from 
the White Mountain National Forest today 
to the citizens of New Hampshire, and the 
rest of the United States, are recognized and 
supported in perpetuity. 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 3985 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I understand 
that S. 3985 introduced earlier by Sen-
ator SANDERS is at the desk, and I ask 
for its first reading. 

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

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 3985) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring 
provisions, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I ask for its sec-
ond reading and object to my own re-
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
read the second time the next legisla-
tive day. 

f 

APPOINTMENT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the majority leader, 
pursuant to Public Law 107–12, appoints 
the following individual as a member 
of the Public Safety Officer Medal of 
Valor Review Board: Albert H. Gil-
lespie of Nevada vice Thomas J. Scotto 
of New York. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
NOVEMBER 30, 2010 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9 a.m. on Tuesday, No-
vember 30; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the Journal of Proceedings 
be approved to date, the morning hour 
be deemed to have expired, the time for 
the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day; that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate resume 
consideration of S. 510, the FDA Food 
Safety Modernization Act, as provided 
for under the previous order; that upon 
disposition of S. 510, the Senate pro-
ceed to a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each; fur-
ther, that the Senate recess from 12:30 
until 4 p.m. to allow for the party cau-
cus meetings; and finally, I ask that 
Senator DODD be recognized to speak at 
4 p.m. 

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

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 
Senators should expect a series of up to 
three rollcall votes beginning at ap-
proximately 9:15 tomorrow. The votes 
will be in relation to two Coburn mo-
tions to suspend the rules and on the 
passage of the FDA Food Safety Mod-
ernization Act. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it adjourn under the previous 
order following the remarks of the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

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

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
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EARMARKS 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of 
all, I appreciate the fact no one ob-
jected to my unanimous consent re-
quest that I will be taking my 15 min-
utes from this side and 15 minutes from 
the other side and run them together. I 
appreciate that very much. 

Let me say, before getting into this 
subject, something really great hap-
pened today in a bipartisan nature. We 
have a new Governor who will be com-
ing in to Oklahoma, MARY FALLIN, who 
used to serve over in the House. In fact, 
I flew her around in my airplane and 
helped her campaign, and she won 
handily. 

She made her first—she is still Gov-
ernor-elect, but she made her first 
commitment today, and I was very ex-
cited about it. We have a guy in Okla-
homa named Gary Ridley who has been 
the highway director and then the sec-
retary of transportation in the State 
now for years and years and years. I 
was so proud that today she said she 
was going to reappoint him. 

I can remember 8 years ago when 
Governor Brad Henry, who is a Demo-
crat, was elected. I called him up and I 
said: I only have one request, and that 
is you keep Gary Ridley because he’s 
the best there is in the Nation, and I 
really believe that. Now, 8 years later, 
she has done this. 

I remember when I was critical of 
President Clinton in 1998 when he took 
$8 billion out of the highway trust fund 
and put it into deficit reduction. It was 
something that was the wrong thing to 
do, and Gary Ridley stood by my side 
for 8 years before we were able to cor-
rect that. So we are going to have a 
great road program and hopefully we 
will be able to get into some of these 
things. After all, that is what we are 
supposed to be doing. 

In a minute I am going to kind of 
identify myself as a different type of 
person than you have been hearing 
from on the floor. I happen to have the 
distinction of being the only Repub-
lican who objected in our conference a 
couple weeks ago to the ban on ear-
marks, as they define it. I just had no 
problem doing that at all. But it is 
something that is not a fun thing to do. 

Something happened tonight that 
went completely by everybody. It was a 
total change in the Republican posi-
tion, and it is a good change when Sen-
ator MCCAIN and Senator COBURN both 
talked about authorization. I have 
often said that authorization is the 
only discipline on appropriations, and I 
believe that, and that is true. So we 
have a situation where I have been say-
ing—not for months but for years—that 
if you will just define an earmark as an 
appropriations that has not been au-
thorized, I am with you. I heard them 
tonight say that. Unfortunately, that 
is not what the bill that we are going 
to have before us says. 

I would just like to do away with the 
whole word ‘‘earmarks’’ or else define 

it in such a way as I just described it. 
Now it seems as if everybody would be 
in agreement with it, and maybe that 
is going to be the road we will be tak-
ing. 

Let me, first of all, before I surprise 
a lot of people, give my conservative 
credentials. I have always been ranked 
as one of the most conservative or the 
most conservative Member of the U.S. 
Senate, the National Journal’s most 
conservative Senator for 2009. That is 
the last one they gave out: ‘‘The only 
Senator with a perfect score on 99 key 
votes.’’ I have also been voted the 
‘‘most outstanding U.S. Senator’’ by 
Human Events. 

So I am a conservative. I am a con-
servative but a conservative who loves 
the Constitution. I have also been wait-
ing for a long time. I love these guys. 
Certainly the author of this, Senator 
COBURN, is a brother and I love him. 
And brothers do fight sometimes. This 
fight is going to be over with and we 
are going to have a happy ending. 

I have been waiting for years for this 
Tea Party thing to happen, for conserv-
atives, anti-establishment people to 
come in, and I just get very excited 
when I see what we are looking at. Yet 
we have an administration with a ma-
jority in both Houses that we have had 
now for quite some time: spend, spend, 
spend. When they talk about George W. 
Bush, look, it is this administration 
with the increase in the debt to the 
amount it is now, which is a greater in-
crease in debt than we have had collec-
tively with every President, every ad-
ministration from George Washington 
to George W. Bush. 

All the time, they have been talking 
about earmarks that totally distract 
people from the real problem. That is 
not the problem. I have been listening 
on the floor now for the last 2 years. 
Every night we go through the same 
thing. They talk about earmarks, ear-
marks, earmarks. What they do not do 
is pay attention to the fact that during 
that discussion this President, with his 
majority in both Houses, was able to 
give my 20 kids and grandkids a $3 tril-
lion deficit in 1 year. It is mind-bog-
gling that this could happen. But we 
hear the President say: Spend, spend, 
spend. And he has used the words quite 
often: We need to give the people what 
they desire. It reminds me of the story 
of the guy who went in the department 
store and there was a beautiful, young, 
voluptuous saleslady who came up and 
said: Sir, what is your desire? He said: 
Well, my desire is to pick you up after 
work and go to a fine restaurant, have 
dinner, and buy a bottle of champagne, 
go to my place, and make mad pas-
sionate love. But I need a pair of socks. 

Now, what we are going to have to 
understand is, there is a difference be-
tween desire and need. That is what I 
am here to try to do. To think we could 
actually have said today—now, the bill 
does not do this, but it was said that 

authorizing is kind of a lost art. Sen-
ator MCCAIN said that. Frankly, I do 
not quite agree with that because we 
have an authorization committee in 
Armed Services of which he is the 
ranking member, and I am the second 
ranking member, and it is something 
on which we have done a pretty good 
job. But in other areas we have not. 
Keep in mind, authorizing is the only 
discipline that there is to appro-
priating. 

Now, I have a family picture I show 
you in the Chamber. These are my 20 
kids and grandkids. I have to tell the 
occupier of the chair that I was so 
proud to have all of them at one table 
on Thanksgiving. How many people are 
blessed that way? Not many. But this 
little guy here—where is Jase Rapert. 
Here he is down there on the picture, 
the football guy. 

He came up to me one time—this is 
some time ago—and he said: PopI—‘‘I’’ 
is for ‘‘Inhofe.’’ So MomI and PopI. He 
said: PopI, why is it you do things no 
one else will? I said: That’s the reason, 
because no one else will. 

I am reminded of 9 years ago when 
everybody—I am talking about Demo-
crats and Republicans—all said global 
warming is coming. The world is com-
ing to an end. It is manmade gases that 
cause global warming. I looked into the 
science. At that time Republicans were 
in the majority. I was the chairman of 
the Environment and Public Works 
Committee that has that jurisdiction. I 
looked at that and I found out they 
were cooking the science, that it was 
not true. 

Then we had the McCain-Lieberman 
bill and all these things that would 
pass a cap and trade which would con-
stitute the largest tax increase in the 
history of this country. We beat them 
one at a time. The last one was Wax-
man-Markey. But, again, this has been 
something that has finally evolved, 
that that one, my voice in the wilder-
ness 10 years ago, is now the prevailing 
thought. That is why I said to my little 
grandson, Jase Rapert, that I do it be-
cause no one else will. 

So let me just say this. How much 
more fun it would be to come down 
here and do the politically correct 
thing and say: yes, earmarks are bad, 
earmarks are bad, earmarks are bad. 
We are going to do away with ear-
marks, and let everyone applaud before 
they realize what it really is. 

I hear the staffers right now telling 
their Members: You know, you have 
the greatest opportunity. You can vote 
for this amendment to ban these ear-
marks and you can make people think 
you are conservative, No. 1. No. 2, you 
can make President Obama happy be-
cause he is publicly supporting this. 
This is what he wants because this 
means, as has been said by Senator 
LAUTENBERG, Senator HARKIN, and sev-
eral others, if we do not do it, that goes 
to the President. I want to explain how 
that works in just a minute. 
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