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Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I come 

to the Chamber today to discuss the 
nomination of Judge John G. Roberts 
to be Chief Justice of the United 
States. 

Last week, the Senate Judiciary 
Committee approved the nomination of 
Judge Roberts to be the next Chief Jus-
tice of the United States by a 13-to-5 
margin. This came after weeks of ex-
haustive research by the Judiciary 
Committee and a thorough set of hear-
ings. 

While I wish the White House would 
have been more cooperative during the 
process by releasing a more com-
prehensive set of documents relating to 
Judge Roberts’ work in the executive 
branch, I do believe the committee 
hearings were conducted in a fair and 
dignified manner, and I do have some 
understanding of where Judge Roberts’ 
judicial views fall within the political 
spectrum. 

After careful review of Judge Rob-
erts’ testimony and the information 
prepared by the Judiciary Committee, I 
have come to the conclusion that 
Judge Roberts should be confirmed by 
the Senate to be Chief Justice of the 
U.S. Supreme Court. It is my intention 
to vote in favor of his confirmation 
when his nomination comes for a full 
vote before the Senate later this week. 

There are few decisions of greater 
consequence that I will ever be asked 
to make than whether to approve an 
individual for a lifetime appointment 
as Chief Justice of our Nation’s highest 
Court. While there is no absolute cer-
tainty how Judge Roberts will conduct 
himself as Chief Justice when he is 
confirmed, it is my belief that he ap-
pears to be a thoughtful and respected 
jurist who possesses integrity and 
great legal skills. I see no reason to be-
lieve that the nominee is an ideologue 
or otherwise outside the broad main-
stream of contemporary conservative 
legal thinking. In addition, it is impor-
tant to note that with the confirma-
tion of Judge Roberts to replace Chief 
Justice Rehnquist, the balance of the 
Court will be maintained. 

It is the prerogative of the President 
to nominate whomever he sees fit to 
lifetime appointments to the Federal 
judiciary, so it should come as no sur-
prise that President Bush has nomi-
nated a conservative jurist such as 
Judge Roberts for the Supreme Court. 
While I have voted against President 
Bush’s nominees to the lower Federal 
courts on a modest number of in-
stances, I have voted roughly 200 times 
to confirm judicial nominees who I be-
lieved were conservative Republicans 
of great legal skill and who deserved 
bipartisan respect. With the nomina-
tion of Judge Roberts, I am once again 
prepared to support a qualified, con-
servative judicial nominee. However, 
with this vote I also send a message to 
President Bush that I hope his nominee 
to fill the vacancy of retiring Associate 
Justice Sandra Day O’Connor will as 
well be a person of great legal skill and 
who has the ability to garner strong bi-
partisan support. 

In my home State of South Dakota, 
we have seen difficult and polarizing 
political battles over the past few 
years. I believe South Dakotans as well 
as all Americans desire a bipartisan 
centrist approach to government. Our 
Nation is governed best when it is gov-
erned from the broad bipartisan main-
stream but not by the extremes of the 
political far left or far right. I encour-
age President Bush to nominate some-
one for Justice O’Connor’s seat who 
will further unite the citizens of our 
great Nation rather than drive a polit-
ical wedge between them. The proper 
legal foundation for America is found 
in the broad mainstream of contem-
porary jurisprudence. It is my hope 
that Judge Roberts will unite Ameri-
cans and serve the Supreme Court in a 
fair and prudent and centrist manner. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR NO. 1 
Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, on be-

half of the leader, I ask unanimous 
consent that at 5:30 today the Senate 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider the following treaty on today’s 
Executive Calendar: No. 1. I further ask 
unanimous consent that the treaty be 
considered as having passed through its 
various parliamentary stages up to and 
including the presentation of the reso-
lution of ratification, that any com-
mittee conditions, declarations, or res-
ervations be agreed to as applicable, 
that any statements be printed in the 
RECORD, and that at 5:30 today the Sen-
ate vote on the resolution of ratifica-
tion; further that when the resolution 
of ratification is voted upon, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and the President be notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

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

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

PROTOCOL OF AMENDMENT TO 
THE INTERNATIONAL CONVEN-
TION ON SIMPLIFICATION AND 
HARMONIZATION OF CUSTOMS 
PROCEDURES—TREATY DOCU-
MENT 108–6 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the clerk will re-
port the treaty. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Resolution of advice and consent to ratifi-

cation to accompany Treaty Document 108–6, 
Protocol of Amendment to the International 
Convention on Simplification and Harmoni-
zation of Customs Procedures. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the ratification of 
the treaty? 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. The following Sen-

ators were necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Louisiana (Mr. VITTER), the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. MARTINEZ), 
the Senator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN), 
the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
BROWNBACK), the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. BURR), the Senator from 
Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), and the Senator 
from Texas (Mrs. HUTCHISON). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. VITTER), 
the Senator from Florida (Mr. MAR-
TINEZ), and the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. CORNYN) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
CORZINE), the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
HARKIN), the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU), the Senator from Flor-
ida (Mr. NELSON), and the Senator from 
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) are nec-
essarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
THUNE). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 87, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 244 Ex.] 
YEAS—87 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Allen 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Bunning 
Burns 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Chafee 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Craig 
Crapo 
Dayton 
DeMint 
DeWine 
Dodd 

Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Frist 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Jeffords 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 

McCain 
McConnell 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Obama 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Santorum 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Talent 
Thomas 
Thune 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—13 

Biden 
Brownback 
Burr 
Cornyn 
Corzine 

Hagel 
Harkin 
Hutchison 
Landrieu 
Martinez 

Nelson (FL) 
Stabenow 
Vitter 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
THUNE). On this vote, the yeas are 87, 
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the nays are 0. Two-thirds of the Sen-
ators present having voted in the af-
firmative, the resolution of ratification 
is agreed to. 

The Resolution of Advice and Con-
sent to Accession is as follows: 

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present 
concurring therein), The Senate advises and 
consents to the accession to the Protocol of 
Amendment to the International Convention 
on the Simplification and Harmonization of 
Customs Procedures (the ‘‘Protocol’’) done 
at Brussels on June 26, 1999 (Treaty Doc. 108– 
6), including Specific Annexes A, B, C, D, E, 
and G; Chapters 1, 2 and 3 of Specific Annex 
F; and Chapters 3, 4 and 5 of Specific Annex 
J; subject to the reservations to certain Rec-
ommended Practices (as set forth in the en-
closure to the report of the Secretary of 
State in Treaty Doc. 108–6) in Specific Annex 
A, Chapters 1 and 2; Specific Annex B, Chap-
ters 2 and 3; Specific Annex D, Chapters 1 
and 2; Specific Annex E, Chapters 1 and 2; 
Specific Annex B, Chapters 2 and 3; Specific 
Annex D, Chapters 1 and 2; Specific Annex E. 
Chapters 1 and 2; Specific Annex F, Chapters 
1, 2 and 3; Specific Annex G, Chapter 1; and 
Specific Annex J, Chapter 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is laid on the table, and the 
President will be notified of the Sen-
ate’s action. 

The majority leader. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that there now be a 
period of morning business with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each. 

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

The Senator from Montana. 
f 

EMERGENCY HEALTH CARE 
RELIEF ACT 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I would 
like to speak a few moments about the 
need for health care assistance to 
Katrina-related victims. When I finish, 
I am then going to join with Senator 
GRASSLEY, the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, in a unanimous consent re-
quest, and that is bring up and pass the 
bill. 

Tina Eagerton fled Louisiana for 
Clearwater, FL, to escape Hurricane 
Katrina. As Tampa Bay’s 10 News re-
ported, Tina is 7 months pregnant. She 
has a high-risk pregnancy. Plainly she 
needs a doctor’s care, but Tina could 
not find a Florida doctor who would ac-
cept her Louisiana Medicaid card. She 
said, ‘‘I’ve called some doctors, [but 
they say] ‘We don’t know what to do.’ 
I guess nobody has gotten the memo.’’ 

Congress needs to get the memo. We 
need to pass S. 1716, the Emergency 
Health Care Relief Act, and we need to 
do it today. 

The last 4 weeks, we have seen ter-
rible destruction, destruction that 
Katrina wrought as well as Rita has 
wrought; more than 1,000 people are 

dead, a million people displaced, hun-
dreds of billions of dollars of damage. I 
went down there to the gulf to see it 
myself, and I must say it is worse than 
the pictures. 

Katrina has exposed deep problems 
that plague American society: chronic 
poverty, stark inequality, strained race 
relations. We could not solve all of 
these problems today, but some are so 
pervasive, so severe, that a single bill 
cannot remedy them. It requires a sus-
tained national debate and reexamina-
tion of what we as a nation hold dear. 

We cannot fix everything today, but 
we can fix some things today. One 
thing we can fix is a lack of health cov-
erage for tens of thousands of Katrina 
survivors. We can and must pass the 
Emergency Health Care Relief Act 
today. 

This broadly supported legislation 
would provide victims of Hurricane 
Katrina with the health care services 
they urgently need. As we so often do, 
Chairman GRASSLEY and I worked to-
gether on this bill. We worked together 
on the Katrina tax package which the 
President signed Friday and which is 
even now putting cash in the hands of 
Katrina victims. 

And we worked together on this 
health bill as well. We spent a lot of 
time together—our staffers—consulting 
with Senators, especially with Sen-
ators in related States. 

Our health bill would provide tem-
porary Medicaid coverage for Katrina 
survivors, available through a stream-
lined application. It is that simple. 
These benefits would be available right 
away. Those eligible would get cov-
erage for up to 5 months, with a pos-
sible extension of 5 months. 

Pregnant women such as Tina 
Eagerton, as well as children, would be 
eligible for health care at higher in-
come levels. 

To support those who lost their jobs 
and income, our bill allows those indi-
viduals to keep their current coverage 
with assistance from the Federal Gov-
ernment. And our bill would set up a 
fund to help health care providers deal 
with their tremendous uncompensated 
care losses—health care, hospitals, spe-
cialists. These funds would go to pro-
viders who experienced a surge in pa-
tient load from the evacuation of 
Katrina victims. These funds would go 
to those facilities that no longer have 
the patient base to make ends meet. 

But this is not just health care pro-
viders who are incurring uncompen-
sated care expenses. States are as well. 
Texas has taken in 200,000 Katrina 
evacuees. Katrina is adding $30 million 
a month in costs to the Texas Medicaid 
Program. 

Our legislation provides Texas—and 
other States caring for Katrina evac-
uees—with the full Federal Medicaid 
funding for those evacuees. 

The bill would also cover all the 
costs of Louisiana’s and Mississippi’s 
Medicaid and child health programs for 
2006, with the same treatment being 
provided to a number of particularly 
ravaged counties in Alabama. 

This legislation would give solid help 
to those who receive TANF and unem-
ployment insurance. 

In short, our bill does a great deal to 
help Katrina victims in commonsense 
ways. 

As a result, our bill has broad sup-
port from consumer, health care, and 
business groups. Here is what some of 
the groups have to say about our bill. 

The American Red Cross says: 
As our nation faces the challenging task of 

ensuring that the victims of Hurricane 
Katrina receive the care, compassion, and 
support needed to reconstruct their lives, 
legislation such as yours helps to ensure 
their health care needs will be met. 

The American Hospital Association 
says of our bill: 

[It] is an important first step toward get-
ting assistance to the thousands of people 
who have been affected by the storm, as well 
as those who are providing their care. 

The National Governors Association 
says: 

The Nation’s Governors are very sup-
portive of your relief package. [The] addi-
tional investments in Medicaid and TANF 
that your relief package provide will be crit-
ical to help these individuals put their lives 
back together and regain some sense of sta-
bility. 

Congress has taken some steps to re-
spond to the Katrina disaster. We have 
passed more than $60 billion in funding 
for FEMA. We have passed Katrina-tar-
geted tax relief. These bills are helping 
us in what may be the biggest relief op-
eration for a natural disaster in Amer-
ican history. 

But we also must do more to help the 
victims of this natural—and national— 
disaster. We must provide Katrina vic-
tims with access to health care—not 
done in part of the legislation—and we 
must do it now. 

Americans have responded gener-
ously. Americans have given of their 
time, through the efforts of tens of 
thousands of volunteers. 

Americans have opened their homes. 
Web sites report offers for shelter to-
taling nearly 270,000 beds. And Ameri-
cans have opened their wallets in an 
unprecedented fashion. In the 3 weeks 
following the hurricane, Americans 
contributed more than $1.2 billion to 
help victims. 

But individual citizens can do only so 
much. At some point Congress needs to 
help. We need to help people such as 
Rosalind Breaux. Of Rosalind Breaux, 
the Chicago Tribune reported: 

Diagnosed with colon cancer on May 1, Ms. 
Breaux was scheduled for her third round of 
Chemotherapy on August 31, a day after 
flooding began to wreck New Orleans and 
Charity Hospital where she had been receiv-
ing care. Breaux and her family ended up set-
tling temporarily in Baton Rouge. Nauseated 
with constant fatigue, profound weakness 
and frequent pain, Breaux has been trying to 
survive the stress of her situation as best she 
could. Meanwhile, her husband, a policeman 
at Charity Hospital, has lost his job and 
there are questions about whether his insur-
ance will pay for her care. ‘‘It’s been so frus-
trating not knowing what’s going to hap-
pen,’’ she said. ‘‘I just pray I can make it 
through this.’’ 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 01:06 Sep 27, 2005 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00021 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G26SE6.039 S26SEPT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-17T02:07:57-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




