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those who are out there who are going 
to say: Well, it is too expensive. That it 
doesn’t yield good results in certain 
parts of the country that were not hit 
with the housing crisis like the rest of 
us were. And some people will claim: 
Well, we’re coming out of the reces-
sion—by their estimation—and it 
would be better to target our efforts 
elsewhere. 

Mr. President, the recession’s not 
over for many, many Americans. And if 
something has proven it works, why 
don’t we reinstitute it? It was Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt who said, dur-
ing another time of economic peril, the 
Great Depression, he said: 

Only a foolish optimist can deny the dark 
realities of the moment. 

Mr. President, do we not have the 
‘‘dark realities of the moment’’ of 
what’s happening in the State of the 
Presiding Officer right now, in my 
State, and many others? Indeed, these 
are dark economic times, and most 
every American knows it. Just look to 
the elections. In almost every exit poll 
after the election, 60 percent of the 
voters said the economy was the most 
important issue facing the Nation— 
that they were concerned about as they 
walked into that polling place. Forty 
percent of those same voters said their 
families are worse off financially than 
they were just a few years ago. And 33 
percent of them said that someone in 
their household had lost a job recently. 
Is that not the ‘‘dark realities of the 
moment’’? 

So let’s take something that worked. 
And despite the fact that it’s costly, 
let’s find an offset. Let’s find another 
source of revenue to pay for approxi-
mately the $15 to $20 billion that the 
home buyer tax credit cost before that 
boosted the sales of homes and started 
to revive the housing industry and, 
therefore, revive the fair market val-
ues of people’s homes. Let’s move to 
quickly bring back this home buyer tax 
credit. It’s worked before, and it will 
work again. 

Mr. President, if I may be recognized 
again, since no one is waiting to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida is recognized. 

f 

DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED 
CABLES 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, America’s secrets are not what 
are at risk with the exposure of thou-
sands and thousands of documents of 
classified cables. America’s friends and 
allies are at risk and, therefore, Amer-
ica’s national security is at risk. 

When classified cables identify cer-
tain people who have helped us from 
around the world as we advance the in-
terests of the free world, defend our na-
tional security, and the safety of all 
humankind—when those people are ex-
posed, there are a lot of bad people out 
there who want to get rid of those kind 

of people. When sources of informa-
tion—I will dress it up and tell you ex-
actly what it is; it is called intel-
ligence—when sources of intelligence 
are betrayed by being made public, by 
the disclosure, indiscriminately, of 
thousands and thousands of cables that 
were marked ‘‘Top Secret’’ or marked 
‘‘Secret,’’ then what we have done is 
we have started to shackle our arms 
behind ourselves in our ability to de-
fend ourselves. 

Why do I say that? Well, look at all 
the recent attempts at a terrorist act. 
We were able to avert the terrorist 
striking because we got the informa-
tion that he was going to strike before 
he struck. Where did that source of in-
formation come? Often that source of 
information comes from far corners of 
the globe because we have a relation-
ship with people who are giving us in-
formation that we then track down and 
find that, in fact, it is true and stop the 
terrorist from doing their dastardly 
deed upon innocent humans. 

Since 2001 and the September 11th 
bombings and the September 11th 
crashes of the airliners, over and over 
again the newspapers of this country 
have chronicled terrorist plots that 
have been thwarted for the reasons I 
have just said. Now along comes some-
one who, for whatever reasons of being 
a misfit, wants to disgorge thousands 
of classified cables that start to betray 
our sources of information to protect 
ourselves and protect others—not even 
necessarily our allies—but other inno-
cent victims in other countries with 
whom we may not even have a rela-
tionship. 

This is the height of dishonoring our 
country and our people and all human-
kind, and it is the height of traitorous 
activity. It has to stop. We cannot con-
tinue to thwart these terrorist acts if 
we do not have reliable sources of in-
formation in order to disrupt the ter-
rorist plots. Do you know what? The 
newspapers have chronicled, since the 
attempt, for example, of blowing up 
FedEx and UPS—and, by the way, 
those packages also were carried on 
commercial airliners with passengers 
on them—you know what the news-
papers have chronicled? They have 
pointed out how the terrorist organiza-
tions are crowing about how little it 
costs them and how they will find an-
other way in order to do this. As the 
newspapers reported, we found out and 
stopped that plot by long-distance 
sources of information that came to us. 
To betray those sources, to now put 
their lives in jeopardy by the indis-
criminate turning over to an organiza-
tion called WikiLeaks that suddenly 
puts all of this up on the Web, is the 
height of irresponsibility, an act 
against humanity, and it has to be 
stopped. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 

TAX POLICY 
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise 

today to speak about our economy and 
some of the debates and discussions we 
are engaged in now about tax policy as 
well as to emphasize the need to be 
guided during these debates by the two 
essential priorities on which we must 
focus. Obviously, those priorities are 
job creation and continuing economic 
growth, continuing our recovery. We 
also must make sure that in the proc-
ess of doing that, we don’t take steps 
that will increase long-term deficits. 
So while we debate these many tax 
issues, I think it is critically impor-
tant that we don’t forget about provi-
sions that both combat poverty and as-
sist those who fall in the lower income 
brackets. 

Last month, the Nation added over 
150,000 jobs, which is strong evidence 
that we are slowly recovering from the 
devastating impacts of the recent re-
cession. But we are certainly not out of 
the woods yet, and the Senate must 
continue to pass legislation that will 
spur economic growth as well as to 
focus on ways we can extend certain 
tax provisions that are set to expire 
this year. 

The debate, unfortunately, has large-
ly focused only on whether to extend 
the current income tax rates. I am 100 
percent in favor of extending income 
tax rates for middle and lower income 
tax brackets. Now is not the time to 
raise taxes on those middle-income 
families who are still recovering from 
the recession. Plus, the more money we 
put in the pockets of those middle-in-
come families means more money is 
being pumped into the economy 
through the purchase of goods and 
services. That is for sure, and I think 
we will even have consensus on that 
point alone. 

Even as our recovery is slow, there 
have been a number of bright spots. 
One bright spot in the recovery is the 
rate of private sector hiring. In fact, 
according to the figures released by the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, more pri-
vate sector jobs have been created in 
2010 when compared to the entire 8 
years under President Bush. Private 
sector jobs decreased by 673,000 in the 8 
years of President Bush’s Presidency— 
a decrease of 673,000 private sector jobs. 
The increase I speak of occurred within 
this calendar year of 2010—an increase 
of 874,000 private sector jobs in 2010, 
and the year, of course, is not over yet. 

The tax cuts for upper income folks 
implemented by President Bush had 
limited impact on jobs in those years, 
and the income tax breaks for upper in-
come folks added hundreds of billions 
to our deficit. However, due to the cur-
rent condition of the economy and to 
take every step necessary that we must 
take to continue the recovery, I believe 
it is imperative that we maintain cer-
tainty. That is what economists have 
talked to many of us about—to take 
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steps not just to further economic 
growth and to continue to push forward 
the recovery but to do that in a way 
that creates some measure of cer-
tainty. Whether a small business 
owner—hundreds and hundreds of thou-
sands across the country—or a large 
company, uncertainty and change 
often tend to make businesses less will-
ing to expand and less willing to hire. 
Over the last few months, many of our 
colleagues in the Senate and I have 
spoken to both business owners and 
economists to get their views on how 
we should handle the expiring tax pro-
visions. What I learned, among several 
lessons from these experts, is that cer-
tainty and consistency are needed 
when the economy is still in a fragile 
condition. 

So I will have more to say as the de-
bate continues about tax cuts, but dur-
ing these discussions about the income 
tax cuts and what we should do be-
tween now and the end of the year, two 
important provisions have been barely 
mentioned: the child tax credit and the 
marriage penalty under the so-called 
earned-income tax credit. Both provi-
sions provide necessary tax relief for 
those in the lower income brackets, 
and both provisions are necessary to 
help working families barely getting 
by for their children during this reces-
sion, at a time when poverty levels, un-
fortunately, are increasing. At this 
time, this Senate must act to provide 
tax relief to those who are in desperate 
need of assistance while they recover 
from the effects of the recession. 

First, the child tax credit. This pro-
vides tax relief to working families 
with children of up to $1,000 per child. 
The tax credit was first enacted in 1997 
and was expanded last year in the Re-
covery Act to increase the number of 
families eligible to receive the credit. 
As a result of this expansion of the 
child tax credit, millions of previously 
ineligible families received critical re-
lief during these tough economic 
times. 

These expanded tax cuts will expire if 
they are not extended by the end of the 
year. Here are the numbers from the 
Center on Budget and Policy Priorities: 
7.6 million children will lose their child 
tax credit if we don’t continue it. An 
additional 10.5 million children will see 
those credits reduced or the credits 
their families receive reduced. In Penn-
sylvania, half a million children will 
lose that credit. 

To put this in perspective, if you 
have a family with two children and 
earning minimum wage, that family 
would see its child tax credit reduced 
by $825. That is the equivalent of al-
most 3 weeks of pretax wages for a 
minimum wage worker—$825—which 
would have an adverse impact even on 
a middle-income family, but to say 
that about a family earning the min-
imum wage I think speaks volumes 
about the impact of not extending the 

child tax credit. That would be a hor-
rific result for a minimum wage-earn-
ing family. 

This vital tax relief is necessary to 
help families struggling to provide 
their children with basic essentials. If 
that argument is not convincing 
enough for folks in the Senate as a rea-
son to extend it, consider that the 
money that child tax credit results in 
will be spent immediately and go right 
back into local economies. It is the 
same argument we have made on un-
employment insurance—that it has an 
impact on the overall economy. 

The child tax credit is not the only 
poverty-fighting tax provision that is 
in jeopardy of being reversed. Enhance-
ments to the earned-income tax credit 
are also set to expire. The so-called 
EITC—the earned-income tax credit— 
encourages and rewards work by pro-
viding a refundable credit for working 
people against their payroll and in-
come taxes. Millions of working fami-
lies with incomes of up to $48,000 are el-
igible for the Federal earned-income 
tax credit. 

The Recovery Act we passed in 2009 
reduced the so-called marriage penalty 
in the earned-income tax credit by in-
creasing the income level at which it 
phases out for married couples. If this 
expanded tax relief is not extended, 6 
million workers will see their earned- 
income tax credit reduced and 11 mil-
lion children will be affected. So chil-
dren get harmed by both. They get 
harmed by the failure to extend the 
earned-income tax credit and the fail-
ure to extend the child tax credit. 

So while the debate has been focused 
on the extension of tax rates on in-
come, the Senate must not overlook 
sound tax policy that both fights pov-
erty and spurs economic growth. So I 
would encourage all Members of the 
Senate to push for an extension of the 
provisions that expand eligibility for 
the child tax credit as well as the 
earned-income tax credit. 

Finally, in addition to those tax pro-
visions, we must not forget that today, 
November 30, 2010, is the day that fed-
erally funded unemployment insurance 
programs will expire. I encourage other 
Members of the Senate to not block 
legislation that will reauthorize unem-
ployment insurance programs through 
the end of 2011—in other words, unem-
ployment insurance to help the newly 
unemployed still suffering through and 
fighting through this recession. 

If folks in the Senate block this leg-
islation today—an extension of unem-
ployment insurance—if they block it, I 
hope they will have an answer for the 
following question or two: What is your 
strategy to help these folks get 
through this time when they have lost 
a job through no fault of their own? 
What are you going to do? What action 
are you going to take to try to help 
them? 

That is one question. If you don’t 
have an answer to that question, you 

should also have to answer this ques-
tion: What are you doing affirmatively 
to put in place strategies to create 
jobs? Are you just talking about job 
creation, are you just talking about 
helping people, or are you going to 
take action to extend unemployment 
insurance or have something else that 
will help those who are going through 
this difficult period in their lives— 
many families who never dreamed they 
would be in this position—and are you 
going to do something to help the over-
all economy to grow and to continue 
the recovery? Because unemployment 
insurance does both. It helps the vul-
nerable get through this recession. It is 
the right thing to do. It also has a sub-
stantial, immeasurable impact on eco-
nomic growth. All the studies show 
that. It is irrefutable that it is prob-
ably the best thing we can do to create 
jobs and to continue the recovery—pass 
a reauthorization of unemployment in-
surance. 

So I encourage my colleagues to not 
block, but if they block, they need to 
have an answer to those basic ques-
tions. 

In Pennsylvania, the unemployment 
rate now is 8.8 percent. Thank goodness 
it fell below 9, but 8.8 percent in our 
State means 560,000 people out of work. 
In the summer, it went as high as 
592,000, so it was approaching 600,000. 
We have approximately 560,000 unem-
ployed Pennsylvanians right now. We 
have to have an answer for those folks. 
We can’t just say: Well, it got a little 
difficult in Washington, or put some 
other institutional or policy argument 
out there without having an answer or 
an alternative for those who are unem-
ployed. 

As have many of the Members of the 
Senate, I have discussed the impact of 
the expiration of unemployment insur-
ance with folks in Pennsylvania and 
others who will be suffering through 
this. In the course of those discussions, 
we have had a chance to review what 
the impact would be on the economy as 
well as on Americans who have lost 
their jobs through no fault of their 
own. 

There is one group we often don’t 
mention. We talk about unemploy-
ment, jobless Americans and the econ-
omy. We often don’t talk about the ad-
verse impact specifically on children. 
Mr. President, 1 in 10 Pennsylvania 
children has an unemployed parent, 
and that is true across the country— 
roughly 1 in 10 in many States. 

That translates to 265,000 children 
under the age of 18 in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania who are di-
rectly impacted by unemployment— 
265,300 children who are affected just 
by unemployment. So as we address 
ways to improve the economic outlook 
in our country and discuss the tax pro-
visions, we must recognize the impact 
the economy has on our children. 

I will end with a line from the Scrip-
tures that says that ‘‘a faithful friend 
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is a sturdy shelter.’’ It goes on to talk 
about how important having a faithful 
friend in life is. There are a lot of folks, 
politicians especially, who talk non-
stop about helping children and the im-
portance of doing that and the priority 
placed on our children and the priority 
to protect our children from harm and 
to help them especially in a recession. 
You have to do more than talk. 

If you consider yourself a friend of 
children, you would support an exten-
sion of the child tax credit. You would 
support other provisions, such as un-
employment insurance, that help fami-
lies such as those families who have 
265,000 children who are affected by un-
employment in Pennsylvania. If you 
are going to say you are a faithful 
friend and want to be a sturdy shelter 
for children, what are you going to do 
about it? 

The question we must ask ourselves, 
among many, is: Will the Senate be a 
faithful friend to children, not just by 
talk and rhetoric but by actions, tak-
ing steps to help children get through 
this recession, helping their families 
and also spur and continue economic 
growth and recovery? 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

UDALL of New Mexico). The Senator 
from Tennessee is recognized. 

f 

COMMENDING RETIRING 
SENATORS 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 16 
Senators will retire this year. There is 
also a pretty big turnover in this body, 
but that is a lot of Senators at once. 
We are losing an enormous amount of 
talent, but, of course, we are gaining a 
lot of talent with the new Senators. 

I wish to show my respect for those 
who have served, which I will do in a 
summary fashion because we are talk-
ing about 16 individuals with very com-
plex and distinguished backgrounds. 

One might ask, what are the charac-
teristics of a Senator? There are a lot 
of different answers to that, depending 
on your background and attitude to-
ward politics and government, I sup-
pose. I have always thought that one 
characteristic of almost every Member 
of the Senate is that he or she probably 
was a first grader sitting in the front 
row, hand in the air waiting to be rec-
ognized. This is an eager bunch or you 
would not have gotten here. 

Second, it is a group of risk-takers. 
Most people who end up in the Senate 
get here because a lot of other people 
who wanted to be Senators were stand-
ing around waiting for the right time 
to run. A lot of people who were elected 
to the Senate seemed to have no 
chance of winning at the time they de-
cided to run, but the voters decided dif-
ferently, and here they are. 

A third characteristic of Senators is 
that we are almost all professional and 
congenial. That is a big help. It is al-

most a requirement in an organization 
of 100 individuals who spend almost all 
their time with one another, who serve 
in a body that operates by unanimous 
consent, when just one Senator can 
bring the whole place to a halt, and 
whose job basically is to argue about 
some of the most difficult issues that 
face the American people. So it helps 
that almost every Member of the Sen-
ate is an especially congenial person. 

Back in Tennessee, people often say 
to me it must be rough being in that 
job. They are awfully mean up there. 
The truth is, I don’t know of a more 
congenial group than the Members of 
the Senate. We begin the day in the 
gym. The next thing you know we are 
at a Prayer Breakfast, and then we are 
at a committee hearing. Then we are 
on the floor voting, and then we have 
lunch. It goes through the day until 7 
or 8 o’clock, or sometimes later. We 
live together and we get along very 
well. We know and respect each other. 

Not long ago, the Presiding Officer 
and I were having dinner together with 
our wives. We were lamenting the loss 
of families who know one another, the 
way it happened when his father was 
serving in Congress and when I first 
came to the Senate to work for Sen-
ator Baker. And that’s true. We’ve lost 
some of that. Still, there is an enor-
mous amount of affection and goodwill 
here. You don’t always get to be very 
close friends in this job, but you get to 
be very good acquaintances, and you 
learn to respect people for their 
strengths. 

Senator Domenici said, when he left, 
that we don’t do a very good job of say-
ing goodbye here. That is true. As one 
part of saying goodbye, I wish to say at 
least one good thing about each one of 
the 16 retiring Senators. Much more 
could be said about each, of course. 
Mostly, I am going in alphabetical 
order. 

First is Senator BOB BENNETT of 
Utah. I have known him the longest. 
We served together in the Nixon ad-
ministration. I was in the White House 
working with Bryce Harlow, and he was 
in the Department of Transportation. 
That was in 1969 and 1970. What I will 
remember about BOB BENNETT—and 
most Senators will remember this 
about his legacy—are his careful expo-
sitions of economic issues. He has a 
background as an entrepreneur and 
businessman. He served with distinc-
tion on the Joint Economic Com-
mittee. His expertise in helping us bet-
ter understand the economy has been 
valuable. 

Senator EVAN BAYH is one of four 
Governors leaving the Senate. I am one 
who thinks the more Governors, the 
better. That is a somewhat parochial 
attitude on my part. But Governors 
have gotten results and are used to 
working across party lines. Governor 
BAYH served two terms as a Senator. 
Still young, he obviously has a long ca-

reer ahead of him. Whatever direction 
he chooses to go in, what I will remem-
ber most about EVAN BAYH is the civil-
ity and bipartisanship he has shown on 
numerous occasions—and his courtesy 
to me as an individual Senator. 

Senator KIT BOND, another Governor. 
He and I once served as law clerks on 
the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals for 
two judges who helped integrate the 
South, Judges Tuttle and Wisdom. Sen-
ator BOND has a great many things 
that could be said about him. But what 
most of us admire greatly about his 
time here is his devotion to our intel-
ligence community and national secu-
rity, as vice chairman of our Intel-
ligence Committee, making sure our 
intelligence agencies have the tools 
they need to prevent terrorist attacks 
on America. 

Senator SAM BROWNBACK is going the 
other way, from Senator to Governor 
of Kansas. During the health care de-
bate, I often said that everybody who 
voted for the health care law ought to 
be sentenced to serve as Governor for 
two terms and try to implement it. 
Well, Senator BROWNBACK voted 
against the health care law, but he’s 
going home and will have the oppor-
tunity to ‘‘enjoy’’ all those unfunded 
mandates on Medicaid and see how 
Kansas deals with it. What we’ll miss 
about SAM BROWNBACK, in addition to 
his extraordinary kindness, is his devo-
tion to human rights, including giving 
voice to the oppressed people in North 
Korea and being an outspoken critic of 
the genocide in Darfur. 

Senator JIM BUNNING. Everybody 
knows about him and baseball. Nobody 
would want to be a batter when he is 
throwing pitches. We understand he is 
the only person to strike out Ted Wil-
liams three times in one game. But 
what not as many people know about 
him is that JIM BUNNING has been a 
persistent leader in fighting for sick 
nuclear workers who served our coun-
try during the fifties and sixties and 
were sick because of their work in han-
dling nuclear weapons. So JIM BUNNING 
deserves the thanks of all the families 
of the sick nuclear workers in America 
for his service here. 

Senator CHRIS DODD. Children and 
families are his hallmark and legacy. 
He has been here a long time—five 
terms. But I have felt privileged to 
work with him on the Subcommittee 
on Children and Families. One thing 
we’ve focused on together is premature 
births, but he’s also worked on a whole 
variety of other legislation. We will 
miss his congeniality, his good humor, 
and his devotion to the Senate as an 
institution, making sure it stays 
unique as a place where we have unlim-
ited debate and unlimited amend-
ments, so the voices of the American 
people can be heard. 

Senator BYRON DORGAN. I once heard 
the Chaplain say there is no better sto-
ryteller in the Senate than Senator 
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