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(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 119, a bill to provide for 
the protection of unaccompanied alien 
children, and for other purposes. 

S. 484 

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAIG) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
484, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow Federal ci-
vilian and military retirees to pay 
health insurance premiums on a pretax 
basis and to allow a deduction for 
TRICARE supplemental premiums. 

S. 863 

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
863, a bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in com-
memoration of the centenary of the be-
stowal of the Nobel Peace Prize on 
President Theodore Roosevelt, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1035 

At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1035, a bill to authorize 
the presentation of commemorative 
medals on behalf of Congress to Native 
Americans who served as Code Talkers 
during foreign conflicts in which the 
United States was involved during the 
20th century in recognition of the serv-
ice of those Native Americans to the 
United States. 

S. 1357 

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1357, a bill to protect public 
health by clarifying the authority of 
the Secretary of Agriculture to pre-
scribe performance standards for the 
reduction of pathogens in meat, meat 
products, poultry, and poultry products 
processed by establishments receiving 
inspection services and to enforce the 
Hazard Analysis and Critical Control 
Point (HACCP) System requirements, 
sanitation requirements, and the per-
formance standards. 

S. 1504 

At the request of Mr. ENSIGN, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1504, a bill to establish a mar-
ket driven telecommunications mar-
ketplace, to eliminate government 
managed competition of existing com-
munication service, and to provide par-
ity between functionally equivalent 
services. 

S. 1719 

At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1719, a bill to provide for the pres-
ervation of the historic confinement 
sites where Japanese Americans were 
detained during World War II, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1863 

At the request of Mr. GREGG, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 

(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1863, a bill to establish the 
Gulf Coast Recovery and Disaster Pre-
paredness Agency, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1878 

At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1878, a bill to prohibit preda-
tory payday loans, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. CON. RES. 37 

At the request of Mr. DEWINE, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
MARTINEZ) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Con. Res. 37, a concurrent resolution 
honoring the life of Sister Dorothy 
Stang. 

S. RES. 273 

At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. DEMINT) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 273, a resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Senate that 
the United Nations and other inter-
national organizations shall not be al-
lowed to exercise control over the 
Internet. 

S. RES. 282 

At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mrs. 
HUTCHISON) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 282, a resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Domestic 
Violence Awareness Month and ex-
pressing the sense of the Senate that 
Congress should raise awareness of do-
mestic violence in the United States 
and its devastating effects on families. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2193 

At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CONRAD), the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. BROWNBACK) and the Sen-
ator from Missouri (Mr. TALENT) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
2193 proposed to H.R. 3010, a bill mak-
ing appropriations for the Departments 
of Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and Related Agencies 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2006, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2194 

At the request of Mr. REED, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
DEWINE), the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. BYRD) and the Senator from 
Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR) were added as 
cosponsors of amendment No. 2194 pro-
posed to H.R. 3010, a bill making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and Related Agencies 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2006, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2196 

At the request of Mr. TALENT, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 2196 proposed to H.R. 
3010, a bill making appropriations for 
the Departments of Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education, and 
Related Agencies for the fiscal year 

ending September 30, 2006, and for 
other purposes. 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. CORZINE) and the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
2196 proposed to H.R. 3010, supra. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2200 

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida, the names of the Senator from 
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) and the Sen-
ator from Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI) 
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 2200 intended to be proposed 
to H.R. 3010, a bill making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Labor, 
Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2006, 
and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2204 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 2204 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 3010, a bill making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and Related Agencies 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2006, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2208 

At the request of Mr. BAYH, the name 
of the Senator from Maine (Ms. COL-
LINS) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 2208 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 3010, a bill making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and Related Agencies 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2006, and for other purposes. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. ENSIGN (for himself, Ms. 
LANDRIEU, Mr. BYRD, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. 
LOTT, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. 
LEVIN, and Mr. DEMINT): 

S. 1915. A bill to amend the Horse 
Protection Act to prohibit shipping, 
transporting, moving, delivering, re-
ceiving, possessing, purchasing, selling, 
or donation of horses and other equines 
to be slaughtered for human consump-
tion, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I rise 
along with my colleagues, Senators 
LANDRIEU, BYRD, SPECTER, LOTT, LIE-
BERMAN, INOUYE, LEVIN, and DEMINT, in 
order to introduce the Virgie S. Arden 
American Horse Slaughter Prevention 
Act. 

As a veterinarian, I am well aware of 
the love that Americans have for their 
horses. Much of our Nation’s early his-
tory and culture is associated with 
these animals. We think of George 
Washington’s horses and the legend of 
Paul Revere’s ride and the Pony Ex-
press. More recently, we were reminded 
of how the Depression Era race be-
tween Seabiscuit and War Admiral 
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raised the spirit of our Nation during 
desperate times. 

While horses in the United States are 
not raised for food, last year alone 
more than 65,000 horses were slaugh-
tered in the United States for human 
consumption abroad. Tens of thousands 
more were transported to Canada and 
Mexico for slaughter there. Work 
horses, race horses, and even pet 
horses, many of them young and 
healthy, are slaughtered for human 
consumption in Europe and Asia, where 
the meat is sold as a high-end delicacy. 
Polls show that Americans overwhelm-
ingly support an end to this practice. 
This sentiment was reflected in the 
Senate’s recent 69–28 vote to prohibit 
the use of Federal funds to facilitate 
horse slaughter. The House of Rep-
resentatives passed identical legisla-
tion by a similarly bipartisan vote in 
June. 

Often, owners who sell their horses at 
auction are unaware that their horses 
may well be on their way to one of the 
three remaining slaughterhouses in 
America where horses are killed for 
human consumption. These slaughter-
houses are foreign-owned and the prod-
uct is shipped abroad, as are the prof-
its. 

While several States are attempting 
to address the concerns of citizens re-
garding the tens of thousands of horses 
going to slaughter each year, the ab-
sence of Federal law creates a loophole 
through which the slaughter can con-
tinue. Some States have prohibited the 
use of double-deck cattle trailers to 
move horses to slaughter. Texas, which 
is home to two of the three slaughter 
plants, has had a law in place since 1949 
to effectively prohibit horse slaughter 
for human consumption. Yet the dis-
trict attorneys with jurisdiction over 
the plants have been unable to pros-
ecute these foreign companies, and 
horses continue to be slaughtered. To 
end this situation, we must have a Fed-
eral law that prohibits sending horses 
within States, across State lines, or 
over our domestic borders for the pur-
pose of slaughtering them for human 
consumption. We can effectively 
achieve this goal by passing the Virgie 
S. Arden American Horse Slaughter 
Prevention Act. 

Congress has the constitutional au-
thority to regulate the horse slaughter 
trade—including intrastate shipment— 
because such trade has a substantial 
impact on interstate and international 
commerce. Horses are regularly moved 
across State lines to be slaughtered in 
the three remaining horse slaughter 
plants—one in Illinois—and the other 
two in Texas. Others are exported 
across the U.S. border to Canada and 
Mexico for slaughter there. Even the 
meat of slaughtered horses is eventu-
ally moved across State lines or our 
domestic borders for sale outside of the 
United States. Our bill will end this 
practice. 

I know that some people have ex-
pressed concerns about what will hap-
pen to horses if their slaughter is 

ended. Many of these horses will be 
sold to a new owner, kept longer by 
their original owner, or euthanized by 
a licensed veterinarian. Others will be 
cared for by the horse rescue commu-
nity, and efforts are now underway to 
standardize practices in this ever-grow-
ing sector. Guidelines for these rescue 
organizations have been developed by 
the animal protection community and 
embraced by sanctuaries across the 
country. 

Some people have questioned wheth-
er this law will result in the abuse and 
neglect of unwanted horses. Thank-
fully, statistics do not support this 
claim at all. Recently released figures 
show that the number of abuse cases 
dropped significantly in Illinois from 
2002 to 2004, the period in which the 
State’s only horse slaughtering facility 
was closed due to fire. Also, since Cali-
fornia passed a law banning the slaugh-
ter of horses for human consumption, 
there has been no discernible increase 
in cruelty and neglect cases in the 
state. 

Furthermore, it is currently illegal 
to ‘‘turn out,’’ neglect, or starve a 
horse, so this bill will not result in an 
increased number of orphaned horses in 
the United States. If a person attempts 
to turn his or her horses out, under 
current law, animal control agents will 
be able to enforce humane laws. As I 
stated before, this bill seeks only to 
end the slaughter of horses for human 
consumption. If a person wishes to put 
an animal down, it costs about $225 to 
have the horse euthanized by a licensed 
veterinarian and disposed of—a frac-
tion of what it costs to keep a horse as 
a companion or a work animal. That 
cost is not too big a burden to bear 
when no other options are available. 

The time for a strong federal law 
ending this slaughter is now. This bill 
does not target other forms of slaugh-
ter, rendering, or euthanasia, rather it 
focuses solely on the slaughter of 
American horses for human consump-
tion. The House version of this bill, 
H.R. 5031, currently has more than 120 
cosponsors. Please join Senator LAN-
DRIEU and me in cosponsoring the 
Virgie S. Arden American Horse 
Slaughter Prevention Act. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

By Mr. HAGEL: 
S. 1916. A bill to strengthen national 

security and United States borders, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAGEL: 
S. 1917. A bill to require employers to 

verify the employment eligibility of 
their employees, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. HAGEL: 
S. 1918. A bill to amend the Immigra-

tion and Nationality Act to address the 
demand for foreign workers; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAGEL: 

S. 1919. A bill to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act in order to re-
unify families, to provide for earned 
adjustment of status, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce my comprehensive 
immigration reform legislation. This 
legislative package consists of four 
bills that deal with national security, 
employment security, America’s work-
force, and bringing accountability to 
those living here illegally. This pack-
age is an enhanced version of immigra-
tion reform legislation I introduced in 
2004 with former Senate Minority Lead-
er Tom Daschle. 

Immigration reform is an urgent na-
tional security priority. We cannot 
continue to defer making tough choices 
about our nation’s immigration policy. 
It is not in our interest to have 8 to 12 
million people undocumented and un-
accounted for in our country. The 
American people won’t accept immi-
gration reform until they are con-
vinced we are controlling our borders. 
Congress must reform the patchwork of 
immigration laws that have created an 
underground, black market labor force. 

The first bill is the Strengthening 
America’s Security Act of 2005. The bill 
strengthens national security and U.S. 
borders by assisting law enforcement 
in their efforts to secure our borders. It 
will increase the number of Customs 
and Border Protection officers; require 
DHS to use updated technology at the 
border; increase criminal penalties for 
alien smuggling, document fraud, mis-
use of social security numbers, gang vi-
olence, and drug trafficking at the bor-
der; authorize continued funds to reim-
burse states for the costs of detaining 
undocumented aliens; and give DHS ad-
ditional tools to detain and deport un-
documented aliens. 

The second bill, the Employment 
Verification Act of 2005, requires em-
ployers to verify the employment eligi-
bility of their employees. The bill will 
assist all employers in their effort to 
hire legal workers by establishing a 
mandatory electronic worker 
verification system. The system would 
be managed by DHS in conjunction 
with the Social Security Administra-
tion. The system will allow employers 
to immediately verify whether an indi-
vidual is authorized to work in the U.S. 
This system is already being used by 
the federal government and by certain 
employers across the country, includ-
ing some in Nebraska. The system will 
be phased-in over a 5 year period, start-
ing with large employers. The legisla-
tion includes protections to ensure 
that the system will not result in hir-
ing discrimination based on race or na-
tional origin, nor will it interfere with 
the regular hiring process. Employers 
who use the system will receive a 
‘‘safe-harbor’’ from prosecution for hir-
ing unauthorized workers. 

The Strengthening America’s Work-
force Act of 2005 will amend the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act to address 
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the demand for foreign workers. The 
bill will provide foreign workers for 
low-skilled jobs that would otherwise 
go unfilled by admitting a limited 
number of workers annually through a 
new temporary worker program. Em-
ployers seeking to hire foreign workers 
through this program must first dem-
onstrate that no qualified U.S. worker 
exists and that they will provide the 
same wage levels and working condi-
tions as U.S. workers. Workers will be 
admitted for a limited period of time 
and will be allowed to change employ-
ers. Visas are good for 2 years and can 
be renewed. Qualified workers and 
their families would be provided an op-
portunity to adjust their immigration 
status over time. 

In order to address the need for high- 
tech workers and to reduce the existing 
worker visa backlog, this legislation 
would allow foreign students who have 
earned an advanced degree in science, 
technology, engineering or math from 
U.S. universities to receive a H–1B 
work visa without leaving the country 
and without regard to the annual cap 
of 65,000. In addition, high-tech workers 
who have worked in the U.S. for three 
years may be allowed to adjust to per-
manent resident status without regard 
to the annual cap of 140,000. The 
spouses and children of immigrant 
workers would also be allowed to ad-
just status without regard to this cap. 

In order to encourage more foreign 
students to study in the U.S., this leg-
islation would give full-time foreign 
college and graduate students the op-
portunity to work part-time while 
studying at U.S. universities. 

The fourth bill, the Immigrant Ac-
countability Act of 2005, will amend 
the Immigration and Nationality Act 
in order to encourage those in the U.S. 
illegally to apply for legal status. The 
legislation would create an earned ad-
justment program for long-term un-
documented Immigrants and provide 
an opportunity for illegal aliens and 
their families to become invested 
stakeholders in the country if they can 
demonstrate that they have met all of 
the following requirements: 

Passed national security and crimi-
nal background checks; 

Resided in the U.S. for at least 5 
years preceding the date of introduc-
tion; 

Worked a minimum of 3 years in the 
U.S. preceding the date of introduc-
tion, and 6 years after introduction; 

Paid all Federal and State taxes; 
Registered for Military Selective 

Service; 
Demonstrated knowledge of English 

language and American civics require-
ments; 

Paid a $2,000 fine, in addition to re-
quired application fees. Fines assessed 
from this program could total as much 
as $12 billion. 

The legislation would create a pro-
gram for short-term undocumented im-
migrants who cannot meet the work or 
residence requirements. They will reg-
ister with DHS and will be allowed to 

apply for a visa. However, these un-
documented immigrants must return 
to their home country to obtain the 
visa and be readmitted through the 
legal process. These undocumented im-
migrants will have three years to com-
plete the application process and will 
be authorized to work during that 
time. 

There is a backlog reduction provi-
sion in the bill that would exempt cer-
tain individuals, living outside the 
U.S., from existing caps on family- 
based immigrant visas. This section 
was originally included in the 2004 
Hagel/Daschle Immigration Reform 
bill. 

The new fines and fees created by 
this legislation will fund the new and 
expanded programs created in it. Fines 
assessed by this legislation could total 
as much as $12 billion. A majority of 
the funds will come from the $2000 fine 
illegal aliens would pay under the 
Earned Adjustment Program. 

This legislation is the product of 
years of discussions with law enforce-
ment, business, labor, and advocacy 
communities. The bills are a serious ef-
fort to meet the President’s principles 
for reform with commonsense legisla-
tion. In March, I visited the Mariposa 
Nogales Port of Entry in Arizona at the 
U.S.-Mexico border and saw first-hand 
border patrol operations with U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection agents. 

I understand that immigration re-
form is a complex and difficult issue. 
In addition to the legislation I have in-
troduced today, there are other pro-
posals on the table. The American peo-
ple won’t accept any more excuses. 
Now is the time for us to stop deferring 
tough decisions and take action on this 
urgent national priority. 

Mr. OBAMA: 
S. 1920. A bill to amend the Clean Air 

Act to establish a renewable diesel 
standard, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, the 
House of Representatives has passed, 
and the Senate Environment and Pub-
lic Works Committee is considering, 
legislation to increase petroleum refin-
ery capacity in the United States. The 
argument is that the shortage of do-
mestic refining capacity is contrib-
uting to the rising price of gasoline 
which, in turn, is squeezing families’ 
pocketbooks and complicating our Na-
tion’s economic future. The theory is 
that relaxing environmental regula-
tions will unlock long dormant invest-
ment in new domestic refining capac-
ity. 

It is incumbent upon industry and 
the congressional supporters of this 
bill to document that environmental 
regulation has in fact blocked such in-
vestment. Testimony has been provided 
on both sides of that proposition. 

What seems to me to be less debat-
able is that any legislative effort to ad-
dress deficient refining capacity should 
include the encouragement of domestic 

nonpetroleum refinery infrastructure. 
If we are serious about reducing our 
country’s dependence on imported pe-
troleum and insulating our economy 
from future supply disruption shocks— 
whether from the volatile Middle East 
or natural disasters such as Katrina— 
encouraging the construction of more 
alternative fuel refineries should be 
part of that strategy. After all, even if 
we have more petroleum refineries, we 
won’t have any more crude oil to proc-
ess through them, unless we import 
more. That is not what I would define 
as ‘‘progress.’’ 

This past summer, Congress passed 
the Energy Policy Act. As my col-
leagues know, that law includes a bold, 
bipartisan initiative to help wean our 
Nation from its petroleum dependency: 
the Renewable Fuels Standard, RFS. 

The RFS establishes that the na-
tional gasoline supply will consist of at 
least 7.5 billion gallons of homegrown 
ethanol by the year 2012. The RFS also 
commits the country to the greater use 
of biodiesel in our fuel supply. 

As Congress looks to expand domes-
tic gasoline supply, a far stronger sig-
nal should be sent that the U.S. Gov-
ernment is serious about growing our 
40 billion gallons-a-year domestic die-
sel industry. That’s why today I am in-
troducing legislation to create a Re-
newable Diesel Standard, with the goal 
of 2 billion gallons annually of alter-
native and renewable diesels by 2015. 

Petrodiesel is used in a wide variety 
of transportation modes: transit buses; 
semi trucks; ships; heavy duty con-
struction, farming and mining equip-
ment; military vehicles; locomotives; 
barges; large scale generators; farm 
and mining equipment; and in many 
people’s individual cars and trucks. 
While not as large of a market as gaso-
line, petrodiesel is enormously signifi-
cant. 

A Renewable Diesel Standard would 
focus alternative fuel production 
strongly on the world of diesel engine 
vehicles. And engines that use 
petrodiesel can also use other types of 
diesel fuels, like biodiesel, or Fischer 
Tropsch diesel, with little or no engine 
modification. 

This interchangeability helps in time 
of diesel shortages. It helps keep diesel 
prices competitive. And, as diesel is 
made from domestic feedstocks, it re-
duces our reliance on foreign crude oil. 
That is good for national security—es-
pecially when diesel is the fuel for 
workhorse vehicles like buses, bull-
dozers, or military equipment that are 
so important in times of emergency. 

In recent months, Illinois farmers 
have raised concerns with me regarding 
the high cost of diesel fuel. Imagine 
how biodiesel and diesel alternatives 
could help mitigate fuel costs for farm-
ers who now mostly rely on diesel fuel 
made from foreign oil. Imagine how 
biodiesels or coal diesels could help 
truckers and other small business own-
ers, whose profit margins are so seri-
ously affected by unforeseen price 
spikes in petrodiesel for semi trucks. 
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For my colleagues who have staked 

out opposing positions in the CAFE de-
bate, a Renewable Diesel Standard 
would, like the RFS, lay the ground-
work for increasing ‘‘miles per gallon’’ 
per vehicle in terms of petroleum 
usage. And wasn’t that the underlying 
intent of CAFE in the first place when 
it was enacted in 1975—to reduce our 
use of petroleum, especially imported 
oil and petroleum products? 

This bill does not propose that 10 per-
cent of the national petrodiesel pool be 
strengthened with diesel alternatives. 
It proposes only 1 percent of the na-
tional supply. 

That is hardly painful for the petro-
leum industry. This initiative would 
not in any way dent the oil industry’s 
record-shattering profits. It is, how-
ever, a bold initiative for those entre-
preneurs who know that new diesels 
work and are willing to prove it by in-
vesting on a commercial scale. They 
know we can make diesel from soy-
beans, from sunflower seeds, from coal, 
and even from garbage. Let’s give them 
stronger assurance that the United 
States intends to capitalize on their vi-
sion, ingenuity, and expertise in the 
cause of energy independence. 

Right now, there is an estimated 180 
million gallons of biodiesel production 
capacity in the United States. Fifty- 
four companies have reported their 
plans to construct dedicated biodiesel 
plants in the near future, but those 
plans are dependent upon regional and 
national demand prospects. 

Current domestic petroleum demand 
is estimated to be high enough in the 
coming years that the United States 
would need to construct a 400,000 barrel 
per day petroleum refinery each year 
to meet market projections. Yet no 
new petroleum refineries have been 
built in the United States in a quarter 
century. During the same period, how-
ever, more than 120 refineries have 
been built for ethanol and biodiesel, 
with more in the works. And the good 
news is: unlike petroleum refineries, 
our ethanol and biodiesel refineries do 
not require imported oil as raw mate-
rial to make the finished product. 

Mr. President, hundreds of millions 
of gallons of diesel are possible within 
the timeline proposed in my legisla-
tion, making another small but bold 
step to create jobs in rural America, 
strengthen our economic security, and 
improve air quality. A Renewable Die-
sel Standard is the right course for the 
Nation’s future. I hope my colleagues 
will join me in cosponsoring this legis-
lation, and I ask their support for swift 
enactment. 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 286—COM-
MENDING THE GRAND OLE OPRY 
ON THE OCCASION OF ITS 80TH 
ANNIVERSARY FOR ITS IMPOR-
TANT ROLE IN THE POPU-
LARIZATION OF COUNTRY MUSIC 
AND FOR ITS 8 DECADES OF MU-
SICAL AND BROADCAST EXCEL-
LENCE 

Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr. AL-
EXANDER) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 286 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry is a pioneer of 
commercial radio in the United States, and 
is the longest running continuous radio pro-
gram in the United States, having operated 
since November 28, 1925, and having broad-
casted over 4,000 consecutive Saturday 
evening shows on WSM Radio, Nashville, 
Tennessee; 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry played an in-
tegral role in the commercial development of 
the country music industry, and in estab-
lishing Nashville, Tennessee, as ‘‘Music City 
USA’’; 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry has consist-
ently promoted the best in live entertain-
ment and provided a distinctive forum for 
connecting country music fans to musicians 
so as to promote the popularity of this 
uniquely American genre; 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry serves as a 
unique American icon that enshrines the 
rich musical history of country music, and 
preserves the tradition and character of the 
genre through commemorative performances 
and events; 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry is committed 
to quality performances, and the member-
ship of the Grand Ole Opry represents the 
elite of country music performers, including 
generations of America’s most talented mu-
sicians, encompassing the music legends of 
old and the superstars of today that continue 
to define American country music; 

Whereas performers at the Grand Ole Opry 
have included such universally recognized 
names as Roy Acuff, Chet Atkins, Garth 
Brooks, Johnny Cash, Patsy Cline, Vince 
Gill, Alan Jackson, Grandpa Jones, Loretta 
Lynn, Uncle Dave Macon, Dolly Parton, Min-
nie Pearl, Jim Reeves, Ernest Tubb, Hank 
Williams, Trisha Yearwood, and many more; 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry celebrates the 
diversity of country music, with membership 
spanning both generation and genre, rep-
resenting the best in folk, country, blue-
grass, gospel, and comedy performances; 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry continues to 
utilize technological innovations to develop 
new avenues of connecting country music to 
its fans, and can be seen and heard around 
the world via television, radio, satellite 
radio, and the Internet; 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry provides 
heartening support to members of the Armed 
Forces by participating in the Department of 
Defense’s America Supports You Program, 
providing live performances to American 
Forces serving abroad via the American 
Forces Radio and Television Services net-
work; 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry is recognized 
as the world’s premiere country music show, 
and continues to entertain millions of fans 
throughout the world, including United 
States Presidents and foreign dignitaries, 
and serves as an emissary of American music 
and culture; and 

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry will continue 
to impact American culture and music, and 
play an important role in presenting the best 
in country music to new generations of fans 
throughout the world, touching millions 
with music and comedy: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate commends the 
Grand Ole Opry on the occasion of its 80th 
anniversary for its important role in the 
popularization of country music, and for its 
8 decades of musical and broadcast excel-
lence. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 287—HON-
ORING THE LIFE OF AND EX-
PRESSING THE CONDOLENCES OF 
THE SENATE ON THE PASSING 
OF ROSA PARKS 
Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Ms. 

STABENOW, Mr. FRIST, Mr. REID, Mr. 
OBAMA, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. TALENT, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. THOMAS, Mrs. 
HUTCHISON, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. HARKIN, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
KERRY, and Mr. DURBIN) submitted the 
following resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 287 

Whereas Rosa Parks was born on February 
4, 1913, as Rosa Louise McCauley, to James 
and Leona McCauley in Tuskegee, Alabama; 

Whereas her moral clarity and quiet dig-
nity shaped and inspired the Civil Rights 
Movement in the United States over the last 
half-century; 

Whereas Rosa Parks was educated in Pine 
Level, Alabama, until the age of 11, when she 
enrolled in the Montgomery Industrial 
School for Girls and then went on to attend 
the Alabama State Teachers College High 
School; 

Whereas on December 18, 1932, Rosa 
McCauley married Raymond Parks and set-
tled in Montgomery, Alabama; 

Whereas, together, Raymond and Rosa 
Parks worked in the Montgomery, Alabama 
branch of the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), 
where Raymond Parks served as an active 
member and Rosa Parks served as a sec-
retary and youth leader; 

Whereas on December 1, 1955, Rosa Parks 
was arrested for refusing to give up her seat 
in the ‘‘colored’’ section of the bus to a white 
man on the orders of the bus driver because 
the ‘‘white’’ section was full; 

Whereas the arrest of Rosa Parks led Afri-
can Americans and others to boycott the 
Montgomery city bus line until the buses in 
Montgomery were desegregated; 

Whereas the 381-day Montgomery bus boy-
cott encouraged other courageous people 
across the United States to organize in pro-
test and demand equal rights for all; 

Whereas most historians date the begin-
ning of the modern-day Civil Rights Move-
ment in the United States to December 1, 
1955; 

Whereas the fearless acts of civil disobe-
dience displayed by Rosa Parks and others 
resulted in a legal action challenging Mont-
gomery’s segregated public transportation 
system, which subsequently led to the 
United States Supreme Court, on November 
13, 1956, affirming a district court decision 
that held that Montgomery segregation 
codes deny and deprive African Americans of 
the equal protection of the laws (352 U.S. 
903); 

Whereas in 1957, Rosa Parks moved to De-
troit, Michigan; 
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Text Box
 CORRECTION

Jan. 11, 2007, Congressional Record
Correction To Page S11827
On page S11827, October 25, 2005, under ``SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS'', the following sentence appeared: S. Res. 286. . . . Whereas performers at the Grand Ole Opry have included such universally recognized names as Roy Acuff, Chet Atkins, Johnny Cash, Patsy Cline, Porter Wagoner, Little Jimmy Dickens, Connie Smith, Earl Scruggs, George Jones, Grandpa Jones, Loretta Lynn, Uncle Dave Macon, Dolly Parton, Minnie Pearl, Jim Reeves, Hank Williams, and many more;

The online version has been corrected to read: Whereas performers at the Grand Ole Opry have included such universally recognized names as Roy Acuff, Chet Atkins, Garth Brooks, Johnny Cash, Patsy Cline, Vince Gill, Alan Jackson, Grandpa Jones, Loretta Lynn, Uncle Dave Macon, Dolly Parton, Minnie Pearl, Jim Reeves, Ernest Tubb, Hank Williams, Trisha Yearwood, and many more;
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