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The people Joe loves are everything 

to him, and he now has nine grand-
children and two great-grandchildren: 
Ryan, Meghan, Gwyneth, Gillian, 
Dylan, Ashley, Brittney, Courtney, 
Caitie, Ethan and Oliver. He also holds 
dear his children’s spouses and signifi-
cant others: Doug, Catherine and Bill. 

Joe’s politics are simple. Being a life-
long working man—who still mows his 
own lawn and cleans his own gutters— 
he believes that the working men and 
women of the United States deserve 
their fair share of the country’s pros-
perity in the good times and its help in 
the hard times. 

History doesn’t often record people 
like Joe as being great men, but as his 
family will tell you, he is the greatest 
example of a good man they know. 
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SANCTIONS ON IRAN 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, on May 25, 
Robert Kagan, a senior associate at the 
Carnegie Endowment for International 
Peace, wrote a column in the Wash-
ington Post explaining that Russia’s 
recent agreement to tighten sanctions 
on Iran is not as significant as the 
Obama administration has claimed. 

Dr. Kagan wrote that the Obama ad-
ministration paid a high price to get 
Russia to agree to ‘‘another hollow 
U.N. Security Council resolution’’ and 
that the Russians ‘‘sometimes used to 
say and do more’’ during the Bush ad-
ministration. It is unclear to me what 
the administration can point to as the 
fruits of the Russia reset, at least as 
far as the United States is concerned. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have Dr. Kagan’s column print-
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, May 25, 2010] 

A HOLLOW ‘RESET’ WITH RUSSIA 

(By Robert Kagan) 

It took months of hard negotiating, but fi-
nally the administration got Russia to agree 
to a resolution tightening sanctions on Iran. 
The United States had to drop tougher meas-
ures it wanted to impose, of course, to win 
approval. Nevertheless, senior Russian offi-
cials were making the kinds of strong state-
ments about Iran’s nuclear program that 
they had long refused to make. Iran ‘‘must 
cease enrichment,’’ declared Russia’s ambas-
sador to the United Nations. One senior Eu-
ropean official told the New York Times, 
‘‘We consider this a very important decision 
by the Russians.’’ 

Yes, it was quite a breakthrough—by the 
administration of George W. Bush. In fact, 
this 2007 triumph came after another, similar 
breakthrough in 2006, when months of nego-
tiations with Moscow had produced the first 
watered-down resolution. And both were fol-
lowed in 2008 by yet another breakthrough, 
when the Bush administration got Moscow 
to agree to a third resolution, another mar-
ginal tightening of sanctions, after more ne-
gotiations and more diluting. 

Given that history, few accomplishments 
have been more oversold than the Obama ad-

ministration’s ‘‘success’’ in getting Russia to 
agree, for the fourth time in five years, to 
another vacuous U.N. Security Council reso-
lution. It is being trumpeted as a triumph of 
the administration’s ‘‘reset’’ of the U.S.-Rus-
sian relationship, the main point of which 
was to get the Russians on board regarding 
Iran. All we’ve heard in recent months is 
how the Russians finally want to work with 
us on Iran and genuinely see the Iranian 
bomb as a threat—all because Obama has re-
paired relations with Russia that were alleg-
edly destroyed by Bush. 

Obama officials must assume that no one 
will bother to check the record (as, so far, 
none of the journalists covering the story 
has). The fact is, the Russians have not said 
or done anything in the past few months 
that they didn’t do or say during the Bush 
years. In fact, they sometimes used to say 
and do more. Here’s Vladimir Putin in April 
2005: ‘‘We categorically oppose any attempts 
by Iran to acquire nuclear weapons. . . . Our 
Iranian partners must renounce setting up 
the technology for the entire nuclear fuel 
cycle and should not obstruct placing their 
nuclear programs under complete inter-
national supervision.’’ Here’s one of Putin’s 
top national security advisers, Igor S. 
Ivanov, in March 2007: ‘‘The clock must be 
stopped; Iran must freeze uranium enrich-
ment.’’ Indeed, the New York Times’ Elaine 
Sciolino reported that month that Moscow 
threatened to ‘‘withhold nuclear fuel for 
Iran’s nearly completed Bushehr power plant 
unless Iran suspends its uranium enrichment 
as demanded by the United Nations Security 
Council’’—which prompted the Times’ edi-
torial page to give the Bush administration 
‘‘credit if it helped Moscow to see where its 
larger interests lie.’’ Nine months later, of 
course, Russia delivered the fuel. 

It remains to be seen whether this latest 
breakthrough has greater meaning than the 
previous three or is just round four of Char-
lie Brown and the football. The latest draft 
resolution tightens sanctions in some areas 
around the margins, but the administration 
was forced to cave to some Russian and Chi-
nese demands. The Post reported: ‘‘The 
Obama administration failed to win approval 
for key proposals it had sought, including re-
strictions on Iran’s lucrative oil trade, a 
comprehensive ban on financial dealings 
with the Guard Corps and a U.S.-backed pro-
posal to halt new investment in the Iranian 
energy sector.’’ Far from the comprehensive 
arms embargo Washington wanted, the draft 
resolution does not even prohibit Moscow 
from completing the sale of its S–300 surface- 
to-air missile defense system to Tehran. A 
change to the Federal Register on Friday 
showed that the administration had lifted 
sanctions against four Russian entities in-
volved in illicit weapons trade with Iran and 
Syria since 1999, suggesting last-minute deal 
sweeteners. 

What is bizarre is the administration’s 
claim that Russian behavior is somehow the 
result of Obama’s ‘‘reset’’ diplomacy. Russia 
has responded to the Obama administration 
in the same ways it did to the Bush adminis-
tration before the ‘‘reset.’’ Moscow has been 
playing this game for years. It has sold the 
same rug many times. The only thing that 
has changed is the price the United States 
has been willing to pay. 

As anyone who ever shopped for a rug 
knows, the more you pay for it, the more 
valuable it seems. The Obama administra-
tion has paid a lot. In exchange for Russian 
cooperation, President Obama has killed the 
Bush administration’s planned missile de-
fense installations in Poland and the Czech 

Republic. Obama has officially declared that 
Russia’s continued illegal military occupa-
tion of Georgia is no ‘‘obstacle’’ to U.S.-Rus-
sian civilian nuclear cooperation. The recent 
deal between Russia and Ukraine granting 
Russia control of a Crimean naval base 
through 2042 was shrugged off by Obama offi-
cials, as have been Putin’s suggestions for 
merging Russian and Ukrainian industries in 
a blatant bid to undermine Ukrainian sov-
ereignty. 

So at least one effect of the administra-
tion’s ‘‘reset’’ has been to produce a wave of 
insecurity throughout Eastern and Central 
Europe and the Baltics, where people are 
starting to fear they can no longer count on 
the United States to protect them from an 
expansive Russia. And for this the adminis-
tration has gotten what? Yet another hollow 
U.N. Security Council resolution. Some ob-
servers suggest that Iran’s leaders are quak-
ing in their boots, confronted by this great 
unity of the international ‘‘community.’’ 
More likely, they are laughing up their 
sleeves—along with the men in Moscow. 

Robert Kagan, a senior associate at the 
Carnegie Endowment for International 
Peace, writes a monthly column for The 
Post. 
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HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to acknowledge Memorial Day, which 
provides us with an opportunity to 
take time out from our busy lives to 
remember and honor those men and 
women who have made the ultimate 
sacrifice to protect the United States 
and the liberties we hold dear. 

Mississippians have a strong affinity 
for our national defense, with thou-
sands of brave citizens volunteering to 
serve in the Armed Forces. We also un-
derstand that, unfortunately, we will 
lose loved ones as part of that dedica-
tion. 

The very first Memorial Day, origi-
nally known as Decoration Day, was 
observed in 1868 by decorating the 
graves of Civil War soldiers, and since 
then Americans have set aside a time 
each year to honor their fallen heroes. 

Columbus, MS, proudly claims to be 
the birthplace of this tradition, but 
Memorial Day wasn’t officially estab-
lished as a Federal holiday until 1971. 
In the nearly 234 years since we became 
an independent nation, Americans have 
fought in numerous wars, and many 
have given their lives in defense of the 
ideals that the United States rep-
resents. 

As we gather this year to commemo-
rate Memorial Day, we can reflect on 
all of the Mississippians who have per-
ished protecting our Nation, whether 
in battles long ago or in the ongoing 
conflicts in Afghanistan and Iraq. 

Since the start of Operation Endur-
ing Freedom and Operation Iraqi Free-
dom almost 10 years ago, more than 70 
members of the Armed Forces with 
close ties to Mississippi have died 
fighting in the wars in Afghanistan and 
Iraq. Since Memorial Day last year, 
nine Mississippi soldiers have died 
while serving the American people. 
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