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work on a number of other important 
issues. Senator MCCONNELL helped in 
ensuring that the Senate passed H.R. 
2330, the Burma sanctions bill. That 
bill has now been cleared for the Presi-
dent’s signature. 

The Senate also passed S. 764, Sen-
ator CAMPBELL’s bill to extend the au-
thority for the Bulletproof Vest Part-
nership Grant Program. 

The Senate was also able to act on a 
number of Energy Committee bills, in-
cluding S. 470, which extended the au-
thority for the construction of a me-
morial for Martin Luther King, Jr. 

I look forward to a productive couple 
of weeks before our recess as we ad-
dress the appropriations bills, energy 
bills, and other legislative and execu-
tive items that can be cleared.

f 

SPAM 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I would 
like to move to another subject, one 
that is brought to my attention on a 
daily basis. In fact, every time I turn 
on my computer, it is there, staring me 
in the face. It is this whole issue of 
spam. 

One of my sons had not answered his 
e-mails; he had been away, in Bartlett, 
back in Tennessee. He came and turned 
his computer on and there were 300 e-
mails waiting for him. He said only 40 
of the 300 e-mails—this was just last 
night—40 of the 300 e-mails were e-
mails actually sent to him by some-
body he knew in the sort of discussion 
that we know e-mail is all about; that 
is, to stay in touch with family and 
friends and communicate effectively. 
The other approximately 250 or 260 e-
mails were unsolicited e-mails that had 
been sent to him. 

It reminded me of a letter I received 
from a constituent, a 73-year-old 
grandmother from Vonore, TN. That 
letter reads as follows: 

DEAR SENATOR FRIST: My niece gave me a 
computer in 2001. It has been a delight to e-
mail. At age 73, there is a tendency to feel 
the world has moved ahead of you, and no 
one wants to be left behind. Now I wonder if 
left behind would not be better. 

I started getting e-mail titles that horri-
fied me. I have been unable to find out where 
it comes from or how to stop it. I commu-
nicated with my niece, who is Executive As-
sistant to the only female Judge in Alabama, 
and she tells me they also have had the expe-
rience. She sent me an article from the Mo-
bile paper that would indicate many people 
are becoming outraged at the practice. I urge 
you to be one of them. 

Mary’s letter continues. There are 
two more paragraphs. Third paragraph:

I do understand the need for free speech, 
but this goes way beyond the bounds of de-
cency. I am appalled to think our young peo-
ple are subjected to such an onslaught of 
trash. There is no way they can be protected 
at this point if a grandmother, whose e-mail 
address clearly identifies her as such, is not. 

If a child buys alcohol, tobacco, Playboy or 
Hustler at the local market, it is a crime. 
Yet in their own home they are not being 
protected. Could you craft a law that would 
prosecute anyone who sent unsolicited inde-
cent or vulgar mail into our homes?—Sin-
cerely, Mary K. Barnwell.

This letter is just one of many that I 
could have read which constituents 
have sent me. I mentioned my own 
son’s experience, experience we all 
have had, the inconvenience, and the 
offensive nature with which these e-
mails are sent and received. 

The answer to Mary’s question clear-
ly is, yes; we can craft a law that will 
punish individuals who flood our homes 
with indecent, unsolicited, and endless 
streams of spam. International Maga-
zine reports in its most current issue 
that the millions of spam e-mails that 
are clogging up our computers are sent 
out by only a handful of individuals. 
These spammers call e-mail addresses 
from chat rooms, from Web pages, from 
news groups, from message boards, and 
from e-mail service directories to set 
up their spamming operations. They 
even sent out e-mails to random num-
ber and letter combinations to look for 
hits. When they get a hit, it is a matter 
of minutes before the spam starts pour-
ing in. 

Spammers, as we all know, often de-
liberately target children. They cap-
ture e-mail addresses from sites that 
are typically used by kids, and then 
they inundate these young victims 
with offers of free toys, of video games, 
and contests. But when the child clicks 
to enter, they are again rerouted to a 
900-number modem connection. A dial-
er is automatically loaded onto the 
child’s system, and unbeknownst to the 
child they are racking up $3.99 per 
minute until they sign off. You can 
imagine the parents’ shock and anger 
when that phone bill arrives. 

In other instances, the child might 
click on the free toy offer. They might 
get rerouted through a pornography 
site. When they try to exit, pornog-
raphy screens pop up to block their re-
treat. 

Some spammers send e-mail in the 
old-fashioned way. The perpetrator 
sends an enticing e-mail—an offer, for 
example, for action figures. The hook? 
The child has to enter a credit card to 
get the toy. Mom and dad’s credit card 
information goes in and thousands of 
credit card dollars go out. 

As we all know, as parents it is hard 
to keep close tabs on a child’s Internet 
activity. Many kids have multiple e-
mail addresses among various free Web 
sites. Multiple e-mail addresses means 
multiple routes for spam, not to men-
tion the unsavory and dangerous Inter-
net communication. 

That is why in this body we need to 
address the problem and start helping 
parents filter out this irritating and in-
deed potentially financially ruinous 
junk. Indeed, in the Senate, we will 
take action to protect the millions of 
Americans who have used the Internet 
the positive way for which it was in-
tended—to talk, to communicate, to 
stay in touch with loved ones, to shop 
and to talk to families and friends with 
good intent. We simply should not be 
hassled by fraudulent sales pitches. We 
simply should not have to put up with 
being pelted with pornographic mate-

rial when we simply sign on to read e-
mail. Aggressive spamming is a men-
ace. It is threatening an otherwise mi-
raculous and indeed revolutionary form 
of communication. We simply cannot 
and should not let a few nefarious indi-
viduals spoil it for us all. 

I bring this issue up in part because 
my son mentioned last night what hap-
pened to him when he turned on his 
computer and there was the spam laid 
out in over 250 e-mails sent to him over 
a period of several weeks, and in part 
because we all see it each and every 
time we turn on our computer.

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to address this problem, and 
indeed to help America’s families and 
Internet users put a stop to this spam. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BURNS). The Senator from New Mexico. 
Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, par-

liamentary inquiry: Are we currently 
in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I 
want to first say to the distinguished 
majority leader that I was privileged to 
be here for part of the comments on 
the floor. As usual, today he brings to 
the floor of the Senate a tremendously 
difficult issue confronting the Amer-
ican people. What he spoke of in terms 
of spam and our kids is a tough one. We 
have to solve it. I believe his response 
to his own question about whether it 
can be solved is that it can be solved. 
It is going to be tough. I hope we can 
get some good Senators to put their 
shoulders to it and see what we can do 
about getting it stopped. 

(The remarks of Mr. DOMENICI per-
taining to the introduction of S. 1432 
are located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’)

f 

WAR WITH IRAQ 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, 
Democrats—not all, but some, pre-
dominantly those running for Presi-
dent of the United States—have ques-
tioned United States intelligence and 
war with Iraq based on 16 words. Re-
publicans have made a comprehensive 
case based on facts, recent history, and 
protecting the American people. Demo-
crats’, in my opinion, politically moti-
vated case, questions intelligence and a 
war with Iraq in the following words 
found in the address by the President:

The British government has learned that 
Saddam Hussein recently sought significant 
quantities of uranium from Africa.

The case for going to war was not 
made by those words. 

No. 1, it was made on the proposition 
of protecting the American people.

On a September morning, threats that had 
gathered for years, in secret and far away, 
led to murder in our country on a massive 
scale. As a result, we must look at our secu-
rity in a new way, because our country is a 
battlefield in the first war of the 21st cen-
tury. We learned a lesson: The dangers of our 
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time must be confronted actively and force-
fully, before we see them again in our skies 
and in our cities. And we set a goal: we will 
not allow the triumph of hatred and violence 
in the affairs of men.

That is from a speech President Bush made 
to the American Enterprise Institute on Feb-
ruary 26, 2003.

Possession of the world’s most deadly 
weapons is the ultimate trump card. . . . 
Should we take the risk that [Saddam] will 
not someday use these weapons at a time 
and a place and in a manner of his choosing 
. . . ? The U.S. will not and cannot run that 
risk to the American people. That is not an 
option, not in a post-September 11 world.

That is from the presentation Sec-
retary Powell made to the United Na-
tions Security Council on February 5, 
2003. 

The second reason to go to war was 
the refusal to disarm:

Saddam Hussein has been under a duty to 
disarm for more than a decade. Yet he has 
consistently and systematically violated 
that obligation and undermined U.N. inspec-
tions. And he only admitted to a massive bi-
ological weapons program after being con-
fronted with the evidence.

That is from a radio address to the 
Nation President Bush made on Decem-
ber 7, 2002. 

The third reason to go to war was the 
refusal to allow weapons inspections:

Iraq has undermined the effectiveness of 
weapons inspectors with ploys, delays, and 
threats—making their work impossible and 
leading to four years of no inspections at all.

That is from a press conference 
President Bush gave on November 8, 
2002. 

The fourth reason to go to war was 
the use of biological and chemical 
weapons:

Now, what makes him even more 
unique is the fact that he’s actually 
gassed his own people. He has used 
weapons of mass destruction on neigh-
boring countries and he’s used weapons 
of mass destruction on his own citi-
zenry.

That is from a press conference 
President George Bush gave on October 
21, 2002. 

The fifth reason for going to war—
chemical weapons:

We know that the regime has produced 
thousands of tons of chemical agents, includ-
ing mustard gas, sarin nerve gas, VX nerve 
gas. Saddam Hussein also has experience in 
using chemical weapons. He has ordered 
chemical attacks on Iran, and on more than 
forty villages in his own country. These ac-
tions killed or injured at least 20,000 people, 
more than six times the number of people 
who died in the attacks of September the 
11th.

That is from President Bush’s Cin-
cinnati speech on October 7, 2002.

Earlier today, I ordered America’s armed 
forces to strike military and security targets 
in Iraq. Their mission is to attack Iraq’s nu-
clear, chemical and biological weapons pro-
grams and its military capacity to threaten 
its neighbors. Their purpose is to protect the 
national interest of the United States.

That is from a speech to the Nation 
by President Bill Clinton on December 
16, 1998. 

The sixth reason for going to war—
biological weapons:

It was then that the regime was forced to 
admit that it had produced more than 30,000 
liters of anthrax and other deadly biological 
agents. The inspectors, however, concluded 
that Iraq had likely produced two to four 
times that amount. This is a massive stock-
pile of biological weapons that has never 
been accounted for, and capable of killing 
millions.

That is from President George W. 
Bush’s Cincinnati speech on October 7, 
2002.

Although criticizing the Bush Administra-
tion for its ‘‘sudden burst of urgency’’ to go 
after Saddam, he did not dispute the Iraqi 
dictator’s possession of prohibited weapons 
and stated on September 23, 2001: ‘‘We know 
that he has stored secret supplies of biologi-
cal and chemical weapons throughout his 
country.’’

That is from the Washington Times 
of June 4, 2003.

No. 7, concealed WMD production:
In 2001, an Iraqi defector, Adnan Ihsan 

Saeed al-Haideri, said he had visited twenty 
secret facilities for chemical, biological and 
nuclear weapons. Mr. Saeed, a civil engineer, 
supported his claims with stacks or Iraqi 
government contracts, complete with tech-
nical specifications. Mr. Saeed said Iraq used 
companies to purchase equipment with the 
blessing of the United Nations—and then se-
cretly used the equipment for their weapons 
programs.’’

This came from ‘‘A Decade of Deception 
and Defiance,’’ a briefing document to ac-
company President George W. Bush’s speech 
to the U.N., September 12, 2002.

No. 8, Saddam Hussein’s atrocities:
The government continues to execute sum-

marily alleged political opponents and lead-
ers in the Shi’a religious community. Re-
ports suggest that persons were executed 
merely because of their association with an 
opposition group or as part of a continuing 
effort to reduce prison populations.’’

This came from ‘‘A Decade of Deception 
and Defiance,’’ a briefing document to ac-
companying President George W. Bush’s 
speech to the U.N., September 12, 2002.

No. 9, links to terrorists:
Iraq shelters terrorist groups including the 

Mujahedin-e-Khalq Organization (MKO), 
which has used terrorist violence against 
Iran and in the 1970s was responsible for kill-
ing several U.S. military personnel and U.S. 
civilians; the Palestine Liberation Front 
(PLF), which is known for aerial attacks 
against Israel and is headed by Abu Abbas, 
who carries out the 1985 hijacking of the 
cruise ship Achille Lauro; and the Abu Nidal 
Organization, an international terrorist or-
ganization that has carried out terrorist at-
tacks in twenty countries, killing or injuring 
almost 900 people. 

This came from ‘‘A Decade of Deception 
and Defiance,’’ a briefing document to ac-
company President George W. Bush’s speech 
to the U.N., September 12, 2002.

No. 10, peace and stability in the 
Middle East:

And there is no doubt that his aggressive 
regional ambitions will lead him into future 
confrontations with his neighbors—con-
frontations that will involve both the weap-
ons he has today, and the ones he will con-
tinue to develop with his oil wealth. 

This was Vice President Cheney in a 
speech to VFW convention, August 26, 2002.

No. 11, nuclear weapons:
The evidence indicates that Iraq is recon-

stituting its nuclear weapons program. Sad-
dam Hussein has held numerous meetings 

with Iraqi nuclear scientists, a group he calls 
his ‘‘nuclear mujahideen’’—his nuclear holy 
warriors. Satellite photographs reveal that 
Iraq is rebuilding facilities at sites that have 
been part of its nuclear program in the past. 
Iraq has attempted to purchase high-
strength aluminum tubes and other equip-
ment needed for gas centrifuges, which are 
used to enrich uranium for nuclear weapons. 

This was President George W. Bush, the 
Cincinnati speech, October 7, 2002. 

On the nuclear question, many of you will 
recall that Saddam’s nuclear ambitions suf-
fered a severe setback in 1981 when the 
Israelis bombed the Osirak reactor. They suf-
fered another major blow in Desert Storm 
and its aftermath. 

This was Vice President Cheney in a 
speech to VFW convention, August 26, 2002.

There is no doubt in my mind that 
these and many more are the reasons 
we went to war. These and many more 
are the reasons Americans supported 
the war. These and many more are the 
reasons they still support the war. 
These and many more are the reasons 
they hope this war ends in a successful 
peace. These reasons and many more, 
not the 26 words that are being argued 
about, are the reasons Americans sup-
ported our President in the war, sup-
ported our troops in the war, support 
both of them today, and support both 
in a genuine American hope that peace 
will ensue. 

Already there are some fruits of this 
effort in the Middle East. We hadn’t 
seen for a long time the meetings be-
tween the Israelis and the Palestinians 
that we have been seeing. This war had 
something to do with that. Let’s hope 
it is the beginning of peace. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2004 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate now will 
proceed to consideration of H.R. 2555, 
the Homeland Security appropriations 
bill, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (H.R. 2555) making appropriations 

for the Department of Homeland Security for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2004, and 
for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
chairman of the subcommittee, the 
Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to present for the Senate’s con-
sideration today the fiscal year 2004 
Department of Homeland Security Ap-
propriations Act. 

This bill provides appropriations for 
the first time directly to the new De-
partment of Homeland Security which 
was created by law last November. The 
September 11, 2001 attacks on the 
World Trade Center in New York City 
and the Pentagon here in Washington 
dramatically illustrated the need for 
more effective protection of our home-
land. 

On March 1 of this year, this new De-
partment of Homeland Security was 
formally established. Its mission is to 
reorganize the Federal Government’s 
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