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The Senate met at 9:45 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable DAVID
VITTER, a Senator from the State of
Louisiana.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal Spirit, who makes us one,
Your word informs us that a house di-
vided against itself cannot stand. As
the Members of this body face divisive
issues, give them the wisdom to find
creative ways of maintaining unity. In
these uncertain times, help them to
avoid the slippery slope of disunity.
Remind them that pride comes before
destruction and a haughty spirit before
a fall. Teach each of us that before
honor is humility and that losing one’s
life for a just cause is the best way to
find it.

Lord, permit the powerful forces that
unite us to overcome the feeble winds
that divide. Transform cacophony into
harmony. We pray in the Name of the
Prince of Peace. Amen.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable DAVID VITTER led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. STEVENS).

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, May 17, 2005.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

Senate

appoint the Honorable DAVID VITTER, a Sen-
ator from the State of Louisiana, to perform
the duties of the Chair.
TED STEVENS,
President pro tempore.
Mr. VITTER thereupon assumed the
Chair as Acting President pro tempore.

—————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.
———
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized.
——
SCHEDULE

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, today, we
will start the session with a 1-hour pe-
riod of morning business. Following
that period, we will resume the high-
way bill for the final 30 minutes of de-
bate. At the conclusion of those re-
marks, we will begin a series of debates
on any of the remaining pending
amendments. It is my understanding
that several of the amendments will
not require rollcalls; therefore, we ex-
pect three or four votes, including final
passage.

We will be recessing today from 12:30
to 2:15 for the weekly policy luncheons.
We will be talking to the managers
shortly, but I would expect we would be
able to, starting at around 11:30 or
noon today, do at least a couple of
those votes, and then, following the
luncheons, complete the bill.

Mr. President, tomorrow I expect the
Senate will begin consideration of
some of the judicial nominations that
have been available on the Executive
Calendar, as we determine specifically
the plans for tomorrow. But we will be
going by regular order tomorrow, tak-
ing one of the nominees from the Exec-

utive Calendar. But over the course of
the day, we will come back and be
more specific with those announce-
ments, after discussion with the Demo-
cratic leader.

——
JORDAN

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, for the
past week, I have come to the Senate
floor to briefly discuss my recent fact-
finding mission to the Middle East,
having had the opportunity to travel to
Israel, the West Bank, Egypt, Lebanon,
and Jordan 2 weeks ago.

I will conclude these Mideast reports
with a very brief discussion of my time
in Jordan.

We began the Jordan leg of our trip
with a visit to King Abdullah. Son of
the much admired King Hussein, King
Abdullah has been a trusted and valu-
able friend to the United States and a
steadfast partner in the war on ter-
rorism.

We discussed Jordan’s progress to-
ward economic reform. Jordan is em-
barking upon free market reforms and
encouraging the growth of small busi-
ness and entrepreneurs. We know in
the American experience that entrepre-
neurship is that engine of economic
and job growth. I am encouraged by the
progress that King Abdullah is making,
and I am hopeful the Jordanian econ-
omy flourishes. As it does so, it will be-
come a model of reform throughout the
Middle East.

We also talked about the importance
of the U.S.-Jordanian partnership in
the peace process. King Abdullah’s fa-
ther exhibited great courage and fore-
sight as he led his nation to peace with
Israel in the 1990s.

Because of Jordan’s relations with
Israel and its special ties to the Pal-
estinians, Jordan can be a substantial
contributor to the peace process. By
coordinating our efforts, I believe Jor-
dan and the United States can help the
parties build momentum toward a
peaceful resolution.
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During a dinner meeting with King
Abdullah, we were joined by Jim
Wolfenson, the former head of the
World Bank. Dr. Wolfenson was re-
cently selected, as my colleagues
know, by President Bush to handle the
upcoming Israeli withdrawal from the
Gaza Strip, focusing on the quartet of
partners and building the appropriate
support. I applaud the President for his
choice in this emissary. Not only is Dr.
Wolfenson eminently capable, but he
knows many of the important players
directly, professionally, and person-
ally, and he appreciates the stakes and
I am confident he can get the job done.

Dr. Wolfenson understands the tran-
sition must go well. If it does not, vio-
lent unrest and instability could de-
stroy this, what I believe is a historic
chance for peace. The Jordanians have
been an invaluable partner in Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom. They have
made tremendous contributions to the
Iraqi people’s efforts to secure a free
and prosperous Iraq.

We have witnessed the extraordinary
bravery of the Iraqis at the polling
booths and at the police recruitment
centers. They have been willing to defy
the terrorists and assume an active
role in securing democracy.

Many of those courageous Iraqis are
acquiring the training and skills need-
ed to defend their country by com-
pleting a security course and police
training regimen in Jordan.

We had the opportunity, while in Jor-
dan, to visit the Jordan-Iraq Police
Training Center, a truly unique effort
where 16 countries have come together,
including the United States, Jordan,
Britain, Canada, Finland, and others,
to train the Iraqi security force—to
train the Iraqi police. The director of
the facility is John Moseby, a highly
qualified veteran of the U.S. Air Force.

The center’s goal in Jordan is to
train 32,000 Iraqgi police by December
2005. Already, the center has graduated
over 15,000 recruits, who have gone
back to Iraq to serve in security posi-
tions. There are currently 40 Iraqi
trainers at the site in Jordan, and the
center hopes to add another 60. It sits
on about 450 acres and can train about
3,500 cadets per session.

I wanted to go to the Jordan-Iraq Po-
lice Training Center to see firsthand
how those exercises are conducted be-
cause there has been some question in
the past as to the adequacy and the
quality of that training. Having had
the opportunity to meet the cadets,
both an incoming class and classes that
were leaving, viewing many of the ex-
ercises, viewing, with the leaders there,
the commitment to a quality cur-
riculum, I am very reassured they are
doing an outstanding job in training
those Iraqi recruits to go back and
keep their communities and their
streets safe.

The Iraqi cadets told us of their hope
and appreciation for America’s help in
building a new Iraq. I am confident
that by their courage and their com-
mitment, freedom will prevail in Iraq
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and the dark forces that now threaten
their country will be defeated.

The trip throughout the Middle East
was fascinating and informative. We
met many vibrant and thoughtful peo-
ple. Again and again, you hear,
throughout all the countries, this ex-
pressed hope, the universal dream of
hope that the people of the Middle East
will one day be truly free—free from vi-
olence and oppression, free to express
their will through democratically
elected leaders, free to express them-
selves in the town square without fear
of violence or terrorism.

I do applaud President Bush for his
vision and for his unwavering belief in
the dignity and rights of all people.
From Darfur to Damascus, from Bagh-
dad to Beirut, liberty is the hope of
mankind.

Here in the Senate, I encourage and
urge my colleagues to continue to do
our part to ensure that these principles
help shape the future of the Middle
East. I believe together, with our part-
ners around the globe, we can spread
prosperity and peace. I believe it is the
only way.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The minority leader is recog-
nized.

ISRAEL

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have lis-
tened to the leader’s statements these
past days on his trip to the Middle
East. It is a fascinating place. I re-
turned about a month ago myself. But
the one thing that I always see in the
Middle East is this tiny, little State of
Israel, surrounded by these other coun-
tries that are about as undemocratic as
a country could be.

Israel is a democracy. Every day we
hear about what is going on in the Mid-
dle East, we should realize that. Israel
has risen above this. They maintain
their democratic principles in spite of
the violence that is going on, on a
daily basis, in that part of the world.

————

JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, yesterday
afternoon the majority leader and I
met one last time trying to reach a
compromise that would avert the so-
called nuclear option. The so-called nu-
clear option is nothing that we named.
I know for cosmetic purposes those in
the majority now have tried to call it
a ‘‘constitutional option,” which must
be directly out of Orwell’s book 1984
because it means everything but a con-
stitutional option. The name came
from the Republican leadership last
year. So the ‘‘nuclear option” is a
name from the majority, not us.

I do not know if they met with my
friend, Frank Luntz, or with whom
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they met to change the name from
“nuclear option’ to a softer sounding
proposal, ‘‘constitutional option.” As I
said, violating 217 years of standard
procedure in the Senate, changing the
rules by breaking the rules, is about as
far as you could get from a constitu-
tional option.

But it appears that my distinguished
friend, the majority leader, cannot ac-
cept any solution which does not guar-
antee all current and future judicial
nominees an up-or-down vote. That re-
sult is unacceptable to me because it is
inconsistent with constitutional
checks and balances. It would essen-
tially eliminate the role of the Senate
minority in confirming judicial nomi-
nations and turn the Senate into a rub-
ber stamp for the President’s choices.
In fact, the majority should look care-
fully at what they are getting because
not only would this eliminate the role
of the Senate’s minority but also the
majority in judicial confirmations. The
majority would be eliminated, too. The
Senate would no longer have a role.

I can only conclude that the true
purpose of the nuclear option is not to
win confirmation of some or all of the
small handful of nominees Democrats
filibustered last year. Remember,
today it stands at 208 to 10. And focus-
ing on the number 10 is somewhat mis-
leading because of the 10, 3 have either
withdrawn or retired. And we have
said, time and time again, that 2 of the
remaining 7 we would agree to 10 min-
utes from now—2 Michigan judges. So
it is really 208 to 5—208 to 5.

So the goal, it appears to me, of the
Republican leadership—and note I do
not say of the mainstream Republicans
in this country, I do not say of the Re-
publicans in the Senate—but, rather,
the goal of the Republican leadership
in this body and their allies in the
White House is to pave the way for the
future, so that the Senate would basi-
cally be eliminated from the confirma-
tion process. They don’t want con-
sensus, they want confrontation.

Yesterday, after rejecting our last at-
tempt at a compromise, the majority
leader issued a statement. In this
statement, the majority leader said
there is going to be an upcoming de-
bate over judicial nominations, and he
said he hoped the upcoming debate is
free from ‘‘procedural gimmicks like
the filibuster.” That is a quote: ‘‘proce-
dural gimmicks like the filibuster,”
“procedural gimmicks like the fili-
buster.”

We had a freshman Senator go to the
Middle East and tell the leader of Iraq
that the United States was different
than any other country in the world
because of the filibuster—a Republican
Senator. A gimmick?

The filibuster is not a procedural
gimmick. The filibuster is an impor-
tant check on executive power and part
of every Senator’s right to free speech
in the Senate. ROBERT BYRD, on Thurs-
day, from this desk right behind mine,
talked about free speech.

Senator ROBERT BYRD has been in the
Senate for approximately 25 percent of
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