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elected office was president of the stu-
dent council at Helena Central High 
School. She got a bachelor’s degree 
from Randolph Macon Women’s College 
in Lynchburg, VA, and then went to 
work on the congressional staff for 
Representative Bill Alexander. 

She left the Congressman’s office 
after 2 years to pursue private sector 
work in Washington, DC, but would re-
turn home to Arkansas to run against 
her former boss in 1992. Her campaign 
for Congress was successful and 
BLANCHE became the first woman ever 
to represent the Arkansas First Dis-
trict in the House of Representatives. 

All told, Senator LINCOLN served two 
terms in the House before running for 
Senate in 1998. That year, at the age of 
38, Senator LINCOLN became the young-
est woman ever elected to the U.S. 
Senate and only the second female 
Senator in the history of Arkansas. 

BLANCHE’s career in the Congress has 
been defined by her willingness to 
reach across the aisle and work with 
Senators from both parties. She is a 
proud Democrat but has never been an 
ideologue. Her devotion has never been 
to a party line or platform, but to her 
own convictions and to the people of 
Arkansas. 

I have had the privilege of working 
close with Senator LINCOLN on a num-
ber of occasions. Much of the time, we 
found ourselves on different sides of 
the issues. But, there were also a num-
ber of times where we were in agree-
ment. In fact, I can think of several oc-
casions where she defied her own par-
ty’s leadership and was, at the end of 
the day, a difference-maker on a num-
ber of important efforts. 

Here in the Senate, things have a 
tendency to get contentious in a hurry. 
Far too often, partisanship gets in the 
way of good policymaking. We should 
commend those who are willing to see 
past the politics of the day and focus 
on the long-term impact of the things 
we do here in the Senate. Senator 
BLANCHE LINCOLN is one of those peo-
ple. 

I want to wish Senator LINCOLN and 
her family the very best of luck going 
forward. 

f 

DREAM ACT 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask the 
RECORD reflect that if I would have 
been present for yesterday’s vote on 
the Development, Relief, and Edu-
cation for Alien Minors—DREAM—Act 
of 2010, H.R. 5281, that I would have 
voted against cloture. My wife and I 
had a long standing family commit-
ment to attend my grandson’s gradua-
tion. 

The American people sent us a clear 
message on November 2, 2010, to focus 
on getting our economy moving again. 
It bears repeating: our country’s unem-
ployment rate is nearly 10 percent. Yet 
instead of listening to the true needs of 

this Nation, the majority in the Senate 
is moving full speed ahead with legisla-
tion in order to curry favor with polit-
ical constituencies. 

Pushing this bill through during a 
lameduck session of Congress is not 
how Utahns or Americans want Con-
gress to operate. The bill before us is 
one of many versions of the DREAM 
Act introduced in the last 2 months. 
Though H.R. 5281 would result in a sig-
nificant change to U.S. immigration 
law, the bill never received 1 day of a 
committee markup. An issue as impor-
tant as this one needs to follow the 
regular order of the legislative process. 

Now more than ever, our Nation’s po-
rous border is flowing over with in-
creasingly violent crimes—fueled by 
drugs, gangs and even human traf-
ficking. Unfortunately, this chaos is 
spilling into our communities. That is 
why, when it comes to immigration, 
my primary focus is on how we can fi-
nally secure our borders and how best 
to fix our broken immigration system. 

The fight to control the border is no 
longer isolated to just the physical 
boundary between the United States 
and Mexico. Indeed, it now includes ad-
dressing Mexican cartels; prohibiting 
mass deferral or parole; streamlining 
the visa process; requiring participa-
tion in key law enforcement programs; 
clamping down on identity theft; 
tracking the amount of welfare bene-
fits being diverted by illegal immi-
grant households; ensuring that dollars 
are being used to cover newly eligible 
American children in CHIP and Med-
icaid; and keeping our great national 
parks and federal lands safe and free 
from drug traffickers, drug cultivation, 
and environmental damage. All of 
these important issues are addressed in 
my recently introduced bill, the 
Strengthening Our Commitment to 
Legal Immigration and America’s Se-
curity Act, S. 3901. 

Mr. President, I remain under-
standing about individuals who, 
through no fault of their own, were 
brought to this country for a better 
life. However, the urgent challenges 
facing our country must take priority. 

f 

DON’T ASK, DON’T TELL REPEAL 
ACT 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I was re-
grettably absent for the vote on the 
cloture motion to H.R. 2965, The Don’t 
Ask, Don’t Tell Repeal Act as my wife 
and I had a long standing family com-
mitment to attend my grandson’s grad-
uation. If I had been present, I would 
have voted against cloture. 

I have long stated that our troops 
should not be held hostage to con-
troversial social policy changes at a 
time when our Nation is at war. Sev-
eral top military leaders have con-
cluded that changing military policy 
could jeopardize our soldiers fighting 
for our Nation. That is something I 
cannot support. 

These concerns were only reaffirmed 
a few days ago when the Commandant 
of the Marine Corps, GEN James Amos 
was quoted as saying, ‘‘I take that 
very, very seriously . . . I don’t want 
to lose any marines to the distraction 
[of implementing the repeal of Don’t 
Ask, Don’t Tell] . . . I don’t want any 
marines that I’m visiting at Bethesda 
[National Naval Medical Center mili-
tary hospital in Maryland] with no legs 
be the result of any type of distrac-
tion.’’ 

This opinion was echoed by Air Force 
Chief of Staff Norton Schwartz, who 
stated in testimony before the Senate 
Armed Services Committee that he op-
posed implementing any reform until 
2012 because he did ‘‘not agree with the 
study assessment that the short-term 
risk to military effectiveness is low.’’ 

Moreover, the recent report also 
showed that the percentage of those 
servicemembers in combat arms units 
which predicted a negative or very neg-
ative effects on their unit’s ability to 
‘‘work together to get the job done’’ 
stood at an alarming 48 percent within 
Army combat arms units, and 58 per-
cent within Marine combat arms units. 

Our military leaders and front-line 
forces have spoken. They do not believe 
repealing don’t ask, don’t tell is appro-
priate at this crucial time in our Na-
tion’s history and neither do I. 

f 

NATIONAL INSTANT CRIMINAL 
BACKGROUND CHECK SYSTEM 
IMPROVEMENT ACT 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, the in-

tent of the National Instant Criminal 
Background Check System, NICS, Im-
provement Act of 2007 is to increase 
compliance with existing law in order 
to prevent guns from getting into the 
hands of those with mental health con-
cerns who might cause harm to others. 

Unfortunately, the initial draft of 
this legislation would have expanded 
the existing classes of people forbidden 
by statute from possessing or pur-
chasing a weapon to include people who 
simply had trouble managing their fi-
nances or other personal affairs. This 
expansion of existing law would have 
legitimized overly broad regulations 
that included people who have never 
been found to be a danger to them-
selves or to others. 

This is problematic because these 
overly broad regulations have allowed 
for the criminalization of veterans who 
needed help managing the benefits they 
received for serving our country. These 
veterans lost their constitutional right 
to bear arms without committing a 
crime, without going before a court of 
law, and without being found to be a 
possible danger to themselves or any-
one else. Furthermore, they lost their 
rights without their knowledge, and 
without a way to restore them. 

For this reason I did not consent to 
H.R. 2640 until these concerns were 
adequately addressed. 
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Nobody wants firearms in the hands 

of individuals who are a danger to 
themselves or to others, but this desire 
for safety must be adequately balanced 
with a respect for our Constitution and 
the right to bear arms. While I favor 
keeping guns out of the hands of crimi-
nals and those who are a danger to 
themselves or to others, I was con-
cerned that this bill would unneces-
sarily and unfairly hurt our veterans 
and other law-abiding Americans. 

The initial version of this bill codi-
fied overly broad regulations for what 
it means to be ‘‘adjudicated as a men-
tal defective’’ to include individuals 
who are in no danger to themselves or 
to others, but cannot manage their 
own finances or other personal affairs. 
These regulations were determined 
independent of congressional intent 
and are overly inclusive. 

As a result of this definition, Ameri-
cans who have never committed a 
crime and are of no danger to them-
selves or to others have been unfairly 
included in NICS. Once added to this 
list, it has been nearly impossible for 
an individual to remove their name 
from this list, meaning they are pro-
hibited from owning a firearm for the 
rest of their life. 

Among those unfairly added are up to 
140,000 veterans who receive benefits 
for their service to our country, be-
cause they cannot manage their own 
affairs. This bill would have made this 
overly inclusive definition law. 

Fortunately, Senator SCHUMER and I 
were able to work together to erase all 
mention of this definition in the bill. 
The term ‘‘adjudicated as a mental de-
fective’’ is not defined in law. By not 
codifying these overly inclusive regula-
tions, Congress and the Bureau of Alco-
hol, Tobacco, and Firearms Enforce-
ment have a another chance to develop 
regulations for what ‘‘adjudicated as a 
mental defective’’ means to more accu-
rately protect the second amendment 
rights of law-abiding citizens. 

Additionally, we made several other 
changes to improve this bill. The bill 
now ensures: Veterans are notified 
when they are added to this list to en-
sure they do not knowingly violate 
Federal law and also lets them know 
when they enter into a determination 
process that could lead to them being 
added to this list; those who believe 
they have been unfairly added to NICS 
have their applications for removal 
from this list processed; those who pre-
viously were adjudicated as a mental 
defective but no longer pose a threat to 
society are cleared from this list; a 
State program exists that allows those 
wrongfully included on this list to ap-
peal their inclusion; and that com-
pensation is available for those who 
prove they were wrongfully included on 
NICS in court. 

These changes strike a much 
healthier balance between ensuring the 
second amendment rights of our vet-

erans and other law-abiding citizens 
and removing guns from those who are 
a threat to our society. 

It is also important for Americans to 
realize that this bill, if enacted earlier, 
would not have prevented the tragic 
Virginia Tech shootings. This bill does 
not change Federal law regarding who 
should be added to NICS. States still 
have to decide to what extent they will 
report those adjudicated as a mental 
defective to the national list. 

Under existing law, the Virginia Tech 
gunman already was considered a men-
tally dangerous person and should not 
have been allowed to purchase a weap-
on. At the time of the shootings, he 
was prohibited from purchasing any 
guns because two different judges 
found him to be a danger to himself or 
others. Additionally, the gunman 
should have been barred from buying a 
gun because he had been involuntarily 
committed for mental treatment. 

He should have been reported to 
NICS because of a law passed last dec-
ade that required States to report peo-
ple like him to the Federal system so 
that they would be prohibited from 
purchasing weapons. Unfortunately, 
because of a communications break-
down among Virginia authorities, this 
did not occur. 

Since the Virginia Tech tragedy, sev-
eral States have begun submitting 
these records to NICS and added hun-
dreds of thousands of persons to the 
database without any additional Fed-
eral law being passed. According to the 
Washington Post, nearly 220,000 names 
have been added to this FBI list of peo-
ple prohibited from buying guns be-
cause of mental health problems—a 
more than double increase in only 7 
months. 

While the intent of this legislation is 
good, Congress owes it to all Ameri-
cans to pass legislation that is nec-
essary and does not have unintended 
consequences that compromise the 
rights of law abiding citizens. 

I am thankful for the opportunity for 
my concerns to be addressed and be-
lieve this bill is much improved. 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

REMEMBERING JOY RUSHMORE 
HILLIARD 

∑ Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, I would like to take the time to 
honor the memory of Ms. Joy Rush-
more Hilliard, a supporter of the envi-
ronment, outdoor enthusiast, and a 
friend of Colorado. Joy passed away 
peacefully this past August at the age 
of 86. 

As an avid outdoorswoman, Joy was 
well known as a great angler and lover 
of nature. She climbed all 54 of the 14- 
ers in Colorado well before it became a 
popular pursuit. Barbara Mandrell 
might even say Joy was a climber, 
outdoorswoman, and environmentalist 

before it became ‘‘cool.’’ In fact, when 
I look back and think of her heart and 
passion for life, she reminds me of what 
being an authentic Coloradan is all 
about. 

Joy even reminds me a lot of my own 
mother. Of the same generation and 
cut from the same cloth, Joy not only 
enjoyed hiking, climbing, skiing and 
fly-fishing, but managed to balance 
that love with raising a family. She 
also was a world traveler and was part 
of the 1963 expedition that trekked 
from Katmandu to the base camp on 
Mount Everest. In addition to her love 
of the outdoors and traveling, Joy was 
also a passionate philanthropist who 
donated her entire life to bettering her 
community and the world around her. 

Not only was she actively involved 
with many environmental organiza-
tions, Joy also was the chairwoman of 
Colorado Outward Bound, a nonprofit 
organization that teaches hands-on life 
lessons using the environment. As you 
may know, I was a former educator and 
mountain guide for Outward Bound. Its 
programs have greatly helped strug-
gling teens and groups with health, 
educational, or social needs to not only 
experience the outdoors, but to also 
learn about the potential embodied in 
themselves. As the chairwoman, Joy 
led Outward Bound to new heights and 
was the inspiration for many partici-
pants as well as staff. 

In addition to her chairwomanship of 
Outward Bound, Joy was also president 
of the Rocky Mountain Planned Par-
enthood, and an avid participant in 
other organizations such as Trout Un-
limited, Silver Trout Foundation, and 
Colorado Open Lands. Her involvement 
in all of these civic groups reflects not 
only her respect and love for the envi-
ronment and Colorado, but also her 
passion for life. 

For her many sacrifices and hard 
work, Joy received several recogni-
tions, including the Lifetime Achieve-
ment Award from the Colorado Envi-
ronmental Coalition, the George E. 
Cranmer Award from Colorado Open 
Lands, and the Margaret Sanger Award 
from Planned Parenthood. Joy’s other 
philanthropic actions include helping 
to establish the conservation wing of 
the Denver Public Library and a 10th 
Mountain Division Hut in memory of 
her late husband Ed, who was a partner 
of the Redfield Gun Sight Company. 

Joy’s service to her community, to 
Colorado and to the environment will 
always live on in our hearts; she was 
truly an inspiration for all of us.∑ 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 6523. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2011 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 
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