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With that hope, I ask that you direct your 

staff to work with both Republicans and 
Democrats to address the few remaining 
issues. I am confident that good-faith discus-
sion, honest debate, and careful drafting can 
reduce, perhaps even eliminate, some of the 
points of disagreement. 

As I understand it, the key remaining 
points involve: (1) the standard to be applied 
by courts in determining whether to issue a 
so-called ‘‘gag order’’ in the context of Na-
tional Security Letters; (2) the time limita-
tions applicable to delayed-notice search 
warrants; and (3) the legal standard applica-
ble to orders to permit seizure of physical 
items pursuant to the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act (Section 215). 

Although I am not an appointed conferee, 
I have asked my staff to work with rep-
resentatives from the Department of Justice 
(including the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion) and the Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence. I ask you to facilitate 
that work. 

It is critical that the Congress and the Ad-
ministration demonstrate our ability to 
work towards consensus and agreement. I 
hope you will work with me to that end. 

Yours truly, 
DIANNE FEINSTEIN 

U.S. Senator. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, as the Sen-
ate considers legislation to reauthorize 
the PATRIOT Act, I am concerned that 
these efforts fall far short in protecting 
the constitutional rights of American 
citizens. 

Last December, a bipartisan group of 
Senators, including myself, was rightly 
concerned about the PATRIOT Act 
conference report’s failure to safeguard 
civil liberties, and the Senate rightly 
rejected that conference report. 

Now we have a bill that purports to 
address those earlier concerns but in 
fact fails to do so. 

It is unfortunate that valiant efforts 
by Senators on both sides of the aisle 
have not produced more meaningful 
changes to the PATRIOT Act. Now we 
are faced with an alternative that is 
weak and unacceptable. This bill does 
not make the essential adjustments 
needed to protect the rights of the 
American people. 

While this bill makes some changes, 
such as clarifying that recipients of na-
tional security letters do not have to 
disclose to the FBI whether they con-
sult an attorney, most of the so-called 
improvements are anemic. Worse still, 
section 215 of the PATRIOT Act, which 
casts the net of surveillance so wide as 
to ensnare virtually any law-abiding 
citizen’s business or medical records, 
has remained untouched and unim-
proved. 

This bill pays lip service to judicial 
review of gag orders placed on recipi-
ents of section 215 business records and 
the national security letters. However, 
the bill goes on to set a nearly insur-
mountable barrier to Americans who 
wish to challenge the gag order or the 
seizure of their records. The bill re-
quires that the recipient prove that the 
Government acted in bad faith in ob-
taining the information. An individual 
may not challenge a gag order for a 
year, infringing on that individual’s 
right to seek redress in their own de-
fense. 

Under the current ‘‘improvement’’, 
the Government may conduct ‘‘sneak 
and peek’’ searches, without notifying 
individuals for 30 days. This is more 
than a three-fold increase in the time 
period for notification that the Senate 
bill allowed. 

Safety, the American people are told, 
involves a trade. They are told they 
must surrender their liberty in order to 
preserve their safety. This Orwellian 
compact is an insult to the constitu-
tional liberties guaranteed to Amer-
ican citizens. 

Let me be clear. No one in this 
Chamber discounts the responsibility 
of government to keep the American 
people safe in their homes. Keeping the 
homeland safe obviously must be of the 
utmost concern for the Nation and this 
Congress. But such efforts cannot come 
at the expense of civil liberties. Free-
dom and safety are not mutually exclu-
sive. 

All Americans know the threat that 
al-Qaida poses to our country. Osama 
bin Laden and his ilk must be pre-
vented from executing another ter-
rorist attack on our country. But there 
are many ways to fight al-Qaida. 

One of the ways is to protect those 
same freedoms that the Taliban took 
away from the people of Afghanistan 
living under their tyrannical rule. 
When Americans are free to speak our 
minds, when we are free from the in-
trusions of Big Brother, when we are 
free to exercise—rather than sacrifice— 
our most prized protections, that is a 
blow against those who seek to deni-
grate our country and our Constitu-
tion. 

If there is any question about the se-
riousness with which we as a body hold 
our Nation’s security, let us recall last 
July, when 100 hundred Senators stood 
together—something virtually unheard 
of in the current divisive and partisan 
climate. On July 29, 2005, the Senate 
came together to protect the Constitu-
tion and the basic rights it affords our 
citizens. Senators from every State of 
the Union, from every political persua-
sion, agreed to a version of the PA-
TRIOT Act that would reauthorize the 
provisions that were set to expire and 
which provided the Government with 
the tools to aggressively pursue the 
war on terror, while protecting the 
rights of law-abiding citizens. We dem-
onstrated that as a bipartisan body, we 
could stand strong against the enemy 
while preserving the privacy of our 
citizens. Sadly, the strength and zeal 
with which we once came together 
have languished, and the hopes of 
meaningful improvement of the PA-
TRIOT Act have been abandoned. 

We must continue to make national 
security our top priority, as it always 
has been, but we can do that without 
sacrificing sacred liberties. I cannot 
support this watered-down version of 
an improved PATRIOT Act. The safe-
guards in this bill are regrettably thin, 
and we must not claim that such shab-
by protections of the constitutional 
rights of our people are the best that 
we can do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CORNYN). The Democratic leader. 

f 

PENSION CONFERENCE 

Mr. REID. Thank you very much, Mr. 
President. 

I hope we have the opportunity as 
soon as we get back to move forward 
on the pension conference. I hope we 
can do it even tonight. I don’t want to 
see this pension bill, which is a matter 
that has been moved to this point on 
our legislative calendar on a very bi-
partisan basis, turned into a partisan 
issue. There has been too much work 
on a bipartisan basis to advance this 
bill, and it is very important to the 
American business community and to 
American workers. Billions and bil-
lions of dollars are at stake. 

In fact, once the majority got serious 
about pension reform, consideration of 
this bill in the Senate has been a model 
of bipartisan cooperation. It would not 
have passed late last year without the 
Senate’s Democratic caucus pushing 
for its consideration and working with 
Republicans to create a process by 
which a bipartisan consensus could be 
forged and acted upon by the Senate in 
a reasonable amount of time. 

I agree that there have been unneces-
sary delays with regard to this legisla-
tion, and I regret that the full Senate 
could not act on this legislation until 
late last year. Consideration in the 
House and Senate was delayed last 
year for two reasons. 

First of all, the administration pen-
sion proposal was narrowly focused on 
improving the solvency problems at 
the PBGC and failed to strike the nec-
essary balance between improving pen-
sion funding and continuing the 
attractiveness of defined benefit pen-
sion plans to employers. It would have 
hastened the demise of defined pension 
plans, which today cover about one in 
five workers and provide workers 
greater retirement security because 
they provide a guaranteed stream of re-
tirement income. The administration 
proposal generated little support 
among Republicans, but they weren’t 
willing to buck the White House on 
policy grounds and instead deferred ac-
tion on this legislation. That was un-
fortunate, but that is the way it is. 

Consideration of the bill was also de-
layed by the decision of the House Re-
publican leadership to hold pension re-
form hostage in order to advance their 
failed Social Security privatization 
plan. The House Republican leadership, 
as late as June of last year, was still 
delaying even committee consideration 
of the pension bill and wanted to cou-
ple pension reform with the proposal to 
privatize Social Security. It wasn’t fair 
to hold this important bill hostage in 
order to advance the politically un-
popular Social Security privatization 
plan. The political message to all those 
who cared about fixing the pension sys-
tem was: Get behind our privatization 
plan for Social Security or you won’t 
get your pension bill. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:01 Feb 17, 2006 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00029 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A16FE6.022 S16FEPT1hm
oo

re
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
68

 w
ith

 H
M

S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1404 February 16, 2006 
For example, the San Francisco 

Chronicle reported on April 30 of last 
year that ‘‘House Republican leaders 
vowed Friday to push through Congress 
an overhaul not just of Social Security 
but ‘retirement security,’ grabbing the 
baton President Bush handed them at 
his prime.’’ In fact, Mr. President, not 
only prime time but at a news con-
ference he held promising to run with 
it. 

The prime is past. 
The savvy legislative tactician who thrives 

on complex issues, Thomas outlined a much 
broader legislative front than President 
Bush has proposed. Thomas suggested 
changes to private savings and pensions out-
side of Social Security as well as to the 70- 
year-old program, saying he would deliver a 
‘‘retirement package for aging Americans.’’ 

Chairman Thomas suggested this wide 
ranging proposal could splinter the Demo-
crats. 

The Boston Globe reported months 
later in June: 

Republicans in Congress want to turn 
aging baby boomer fears of pension defaults 
heightened by the well-publicized failure of 
the United Airlines plan to their advantage 
with plans to link broad-based pension over-
haul with elements of President Bush’s plan 
for personal Social Security accounts, a 
move GOP leaders hope will break a logjam 
on Capitol Hill. 

The strategy reflects a realization by GOP 
leaders that their Democratic colleagues and 
even some Republicans are steadfastly op-
posed to private accounts funded by a por-
tion of Social Security payroll tax. 

Republican leaders hope to build on mo-
mentum generated by the pension defaults 
and the shaky state of the federal agency 
that insures pensions to make a case that re-
tirement security needs an across-the-board 
makeover and the type of personal security 
accounts Bush has talked about should be 
part of the solution. 

Consequently, pension legislation 
languished in the Senate until the end 
of July. The inability of Senate Repub-
licans on the Committee on Finance to 
produce a majority in favor of Social 
Security privatization, pressure by 
Senate Democrats to move ahead sepa-
rately on pension reform, and high pro-
file bankruptcies in the airline indus-
try created enough pressure to break 
this logjam in the Senate. 

Again, it was on a bipartisan basis. 
There was no filibuster, no obstruction, 
just inaction by the majority. 

Despite these delays, Senators 
GRASSLEY, ENZI, BOXER, and KENNEDY, 
the chairman and ranking members of 
the Committees on Finance and HELP, 
worked through the committee and on 
the floor to draft and pass a bipartisan 
pension bill. The Committee on Fi-
nance reported its bill at the end of 
July. The HELP Committee reported 
its bill at the beginning of December. 
Committees agreed on a bipartisan 
basis to a compromise bill that merged 
the two approaches at the end of Sep-
tember. 

The actual legislative work on this 
was relatively short, certainly, for 
something as complex as this. The bill 
passed the full Senate on November 16. 
At that time, I commended Members 
on both sides for the diligent work in 

hammering out a consensus bill, and 
again questioned why the Senate wait-
ed until November to address this im-
portant issue. In fact, I worked with 
the distinguished majority leader in 
making sure there were not a lot of ex-
traneous amendments, and we could 
move forward. 

There is no reason the Senate cannot 
move forward on this. We need to agree 
on a reasonable number of conferees. 
This is a bill, a very complex bill. What 
I am asking is there be three people 
from our HELP Committee who are 
Democrats, and four from the Com-
mittee on Finance, a total of seven. 
This is a very important bill. The rea-
son we are not going to conference is 
the majority is not willing to give the 
Democrats another member—that is, 
they refuse to go with the ratio which 
the Republicans get, the best of that 
deal; they get two extra Senators. Now 
they say we have to do it with—I as-
sume they want me to do two from 
HELP and three from the Committee 
on Finance. That is unfair. 

I need, the country needs, a pension 
reform bill. That can only be done by 
going to conference. I plead with the 
majority, let’s work this out. There is 
no reason we should not have a ratio of 
8 to 6 that allows me to have three peo-
ple from the HELP Committee who are 
experts in this field. They will move 
quickly. They are willing to work 
unending hours to resolve this matter. 

A report in this morning’s Congres-
sional Quarterly suggests that outside 
interests are pushing for a very small 
conference, the smaller the better, in 
order to prevent some Senators who 
have positions on this most important 
issue, Senators who have worked on it 
for many years, from participating in 
the conference. That is too bad. 

This legislation has reached this 
point and we are here today because of 
strong bipartisan support for moving 
forward. It has not been a partisan 
process thus far and I hope it will not 
become a partisan process. I expect the 
conference to be conducted in a bipar-
tisan manner, no matter who gets ap-
pointed on what side. I am afraid the 
Republican majority has decided they 
want to create a political issue instead 
of trying to find a way around the im-
passe. The way around it is easy, 7 to 5 
or 8 to 6. I hope we can continue work-
ing in a bipartisan way in order to get 
this bill to conference and enacted into 
law. It is an important piece of legisla-
tion. 

It does not seem to me to be asking 
too much that the HELP Committee, 
which is so vitally important to the 
moving of this legislation, have three 
Democrats on the HELP Committee. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine. 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, are we 

in morning business? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are 

not. 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak as in 

morning business for up to 12 minutes 
in order to introduce a bill. 

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

(The remarks of Ms. COLLINS per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2311 
are located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

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

KATRINA EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I am 

pleased to be able to express my appre-
ciation to my friend from Maine, Ms. 
COLLINS, for the passage of the Katrina 
Emergency Assistance Act of 2005. This 
important legislation passed the Sen-
ate by unanimous consent on Wednes-
day, February 16, after several months 
of negotiations. I commend her efforts 
and the efforts of the Senate Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs to take the initia-
tive to address the recovery issues still 
facing the gulf coast. 

Senator COLLINS and Senator 
LIEBERMAN have both visited Mis-
sissippi and Louisiana and have seen 
the devastation and the progress that 
has been made and the work still left 
to be done. 

Hurricane Katrina was certainly one 
of the deadliest and costliest natural 
disasters in United States history. 

On Monday, August 29, 2005, Hurri-
cane Katrina made landfall in Lou-
isiana as a category 4 hurricane, with 
winds up to 145 mph, then turned east-
ward towards Mississippi, making land-
fall at 9 a.m., with winds of 125 mph 
and with a storm surge over 20 feet 
high. At its peak, the storm stretched 
125 miles across the gulf coast 

Almost 6 months later, the Congress 
and numerous Federal departments and 
agencies are still working to help those 
affected by the hurricane. 

The Katrina Emergency Assistance 
Act will help people in a variety of im-
portant ways. 

This legislation provides an addi-
tional 13 weeks of Federal Disaster Un-
employment Assistance for those who 
lost their jobs as a result of Hurricane 
Katrina, extending the duration of ben-
efits from 26 weeks to 39 weeks. 

Thousands of residents of the gulf 
coast lost their jobs as a result of Hur-
ricane Katrina. It is important to con-
tinue to provide this assistance while 
businesses, both large and small, re-
open and expand. 

The Katrina Emergency Assistance 
Act authorizes the Federal Govern-
ment to reimburse local communities 
and community organizations for pur-
chasing and distributing essential sup-
plies during a disaster situation. May-
ors, supervisors, local emergency man-
agers, first responders, and others in 
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the disaster area should be free to pur-
chase necessities such as food, ice, 
clothing, toiletries, generators, and 
other essential items. 

These individuals are often the first 
to respond to a disaster, and they 
should be assured that their city, coun-
ty, or organization will be reimbursed 
for these essential services. 

This legislation also requires the De-
partment of Homeland Security to es-
tablish new guidelines for inspectors 
determining the eligibility of individ-
uals for Federal disaster assistance. 
This provision will help ensure the 
timely delivery of assistance, while 
prohibiting conflicts of interest. 

This legislation also expresses the 
sense of the Congress that the Bureau 
of Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment should refrain from initiating re-
moval proceedings against inter-
national students due to their inability 
to complete education requirements as 
a result of a national disaster. 

Numerous students from around the 
world are studying in this country at 
any given time. These students should 
not be punished as a result of disaster 
that interferes with their legitimate 
educational plans. 

Senators COLLINS and LIEBERMAN and 
the members of the Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs Committee 
have worked hard to provide assistance 
and respond to Hurricane Katrina. 

The committee is close to completing 
its exhaustive investigation of the re-
sponse of the entire Federal Govern-
ment will soon begin the process of 
drafting legislation to improve future 
Federal response efforts. 

I look forward to working with them 
to address the concerns of Mississip-
pians and to improve the process of re-
sponse and recovery. 

I urge my colleagues in the House of 
Representatives to give every consider-
ation to this important legislation. 
The Katrina Emergency Assistance Act 
is the result of months of drafting and 
negotiating by Senators COLLINS and 
LIEBERMAN and has the full backing of 
the United States Senate. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

PENSION REFORM 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, a few mo-

ments ago the minority leader was on 
the floor following up on a discussion 
that we had had earlier today. I would 
like to take a moment to respond to 
his request regarding the pension re-
form bill conference committee. 

It looks as though we will have to 
continue to discuss this over the next 
24 hours because we have not made 
very much progress on a bill that is 
critically important to the safety and 
security of the American people. It is 

being postponed for no good reason. 
That is what it boils down to. 

These feeble attempts to explain why 
we keep putting the bill off are unac-
ceptable at this point. We have to go 
back to the time line because the facts 
do speak for themselves. 

The Senate passed the pension re-
form bill on November 16 of last year. 
So that is—November, December, Jan-
uary, February—almost 3 months ago 
exactly, or close to it. It was passed by 
a vote of 97 to 2. Almost all of our col-
leagues in here, 97 to 2, voted for this 
bill. The House passed its bill about a 
month later, on December 15. They 
passed it overwhelmingly, 294 to 132. 
Shortly after the House passed the bill, 
we proposed going to conference with a 
ratio of 7 to 5. That was back in De-
cember. It took the other side of the 
aisle until yesterday to respond. 

It looks as if it is, again, a pattern of 
delay and obstruction. They have had 
over 2 months to broach this concern 
and resolve the dispute within their 
caucus as to who would serve on this 
conference. Our side had to make tough 
choices, as we talked about this morn-
ing. My colleague from Mississippi and 
another colleague who wasn’t on the 
floor spoke to me thereafter and said: 
Why wasn’t I on that tax reconciliation 
bill conference? 

Yesterday, we appointed conferees— 
two from our side of the aisle and one 
from their side of the aisle, a total of 
three. To make these decisions, it 
takes leadership and calls for leader-
ship just to say this is going to be the 
number, and let’s proceed ahead, and 
with both the Republican and Demo-
cratic caucuses we have to make tough 
choices and tell our colleagues that not 
everybody can serve on every con-
ference committee. 

It may be that there is a legitimate 
dispute on the other side of the aisle 
about who should get to serve. But, 
again, I question this pattern of ob-
struction and delay and postponement. 
This may well be another instance of 
election year delays to slow down the 
legislative process and try to attempt 
to keep us from governing in a respon-
sible way. 

If there is a legitimate disagreement 
about who they should get to serve on 
their side of the aisle, I have a proposal 
that might resolve that matter. We can 
talk about it tomorrow. I would pro-
pose appointing six Democratic con-
ferees, which would address their prob-
lem, and nine Republican conferees. 
This should more than accommodate 
the request of the Democratic leader, 
while allowing us to maintain equal 
representation of the two committees, 
the HELP Committee and the Finance 
Committee, which have jurisdiction of 
this bill. 

In the meantime, as we discuss and 
debate this issue, the clock is ticking. 
We need to appoint conferees right 
away because, as was explained earlier 
on the floor today, the first quarter of 
the fiscal year ends on March 31. With-
in 2 weeks of that happening, compa-

nies have to make contributions to 
their pension plans. If we don’t go 
ahead and pass comprehensive pension 
plan reform before then, those con-
tributions may result in bankrupting 
those companies. 

So I close with simply saying that 
time is of the essence. We cannot 
delay. We need to act now to once and 
for all get this done, to get to con-
ference so that we can resolve the 
issues on this particular bill. 

Mr. President, in direct response to a 
number of issues that have been raised 
on the bill on the floor right now, the 
PATRIOT Act, I have a few comments 
to make. Once again we have a slow- 
walking of the policymaking process 
on the floor. We are slow-walking the 
PATRIOT Act, a bill that we abso-
lutely know will make this country 
safer and more secure—an improved 
bill. 

Tuesday night, cloture was filed on 
the motion to proceed to S. 2271, which 
is a stalling tactic or a filibustering 
tactic. On the USA PATRIOT Act Ad-
ditional Reauthorizing Amendments 
Act of 2006, which is the formal name 
of this important bill, we had to file 
cloture because otherwise this bill will 
continue to be filibustered and post-
poned indefinitely. Today, we invoked 
cloture. I think the vote was 96 to 3; I 
believe that is correct. That shows 
there is overwhelming support for this 
bill. I think that reflects what should 
be the reality, and that is that this bill 
is going to pass with overwhelming ma-
jority support. Yet we have, in essence, 
wasted yesterday and today, tomorrow, 
Monday, and Tuesday, until we are al-
lowed to vote on this bill Wednesday 
morning following the break. 

Once again, the other side seems to 
be throwing up roadblock after road-
block, demanding unnecessary proce-
dural steps to slow down, to hinder re-
authorization of what law enforcement 
has described as its No. 1 terrorist- 
fighting tool, the PATRIOT Act. 

If the delays in any way would 
change the outcome or alter the out-
come, I could understand it, but that is 
simply not the case. The outcome of 
this bill is not in any doubt. The PA-
TRIOT Act will pass with over-
whelming bipartisan support. It is just 
being delayed for delay’s sake and, to 
me, that is simply unacceptable. The 
American people, unfortunately, pay a 
price for all of this in two ways. 

First of all, the improved PATRIOT 
Act, which strengthens that ability to 
remove those burdens between the law 
enforcement and intelligence act, is 
one dimension. 

Second is, all the pressing issues of 
securing America’s freedom, America’s 
health, improving education, pro-
moting progrowth policy to increase 
and promote the prosperity of America, 
all of that gets pushed off to the fu-
ture. 

The original PATRIOT Act passed 
with overwhelming, near unanimous 
support in its original version. We 
know it has been instrumental in the 
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successful tracking and arrest of key 
terrorist figures. 

Just last week, we learned how, in 
2002, a terror plan to hijack a commer-
cial airliner and fly it into the Los An-
geles Library Tower was thwarted. Au-
thorities discovered that Khalid Sheik 
Mohammed, the mastermind of 9/11, 
had recruited a suicide hijacking cell 
to bring down the 73-story skyscraper— 
the tallest building on the West Coast. 

Authorities were able to hunt down 
and capture Khalid Sheik Mohammed, 
along with his accomplice, Hambali, 
the leader in al-Qaida, in Southeast 
Asia, the leader of the terrorist cell, 
and three of its terrorist members. 

It was a tremendous victory in the 
war on terror, and it saved countless 
innocent lives. But it also reminded us 
that our enemies are ruthless. It re-
minded us that they are determined to 
kill scores of Americans, hundreds of 
Americans, right here on American 
soil. They are determined to exploit 
any weakness or slip through any po-
tential loophole. 

We cannot let our guard down. We 
must never, ever let our guard down. 
We have to stay on the offensive. On 
9/11, the enemy was able to allude law 
enforcement, in part, because our agen-
cies weren’t able to share key intel-
ligence information. That is why, with-
in 6 weeks of the attacks on America, 
Congress passed the USA PATRIOT Act 
with overwhelming bipartisan support. 
It was near unanimous. The vote was 98 
Senators voting in favor. 

The PATRIOT Act went to work im-
mediately, tearing down the informa-
tion wall between agencies, and it al-
lowed the intelligence community and 
law enforcement to work more closely 
in pursuit of terrorists and their activi-
ties. Since then, it has been highly ef-
fective in tracking down terrorists and 
making America safer. Because of the 
PATRIOT Act, the United States has 
charged over 400 suspected terrorists. 
More than half of them have already 
been convicted. Law enforcement has 
broken up terrorist cells all across the 
country, from New York to California, 
Virginia, down to Florida. 

In San Diego, officials were able to 
use the PATRIOT Act to investigate 
and prosecute several suspects in an al- 
Qaida drug-for-weapons plot. The in-
vestigation led to several guilty pleas. 
The PATRIOT Act also allowed pros-
ecutors and investigators to crack the 
Virginia jihad case involving 11 men 
who had trained for jihad in Northern 
Virginia in Pakistan and in Afghani-
stan. We need to continue to provide 
these tools to track and foil terrorist 
plots before harm can be done to inno-
cent Americans. 

The PATRIOT Act has been debated 
thoroughly. It has been negotiated. It 
has been drafted, and it has been re-
drafted again. It is time to bring this 
process to a close. The bill before us is 
the result of sincere, good-faith efforts 
and builds on the work that was ac-
complished last year to renew the PA-
TRIOT Act. It strengthens our civil lib-

erties protections as well as the core 
antiterrorist safeguards that have been 
so critical in fighting the war on ter-
ror. 

In 2006, the USA PATRIOT Act, as 
written, once passed, will help us to 
combat terrorist financing and money 
laundering, protect our mass transpor-
tation systems and railways from at-
tacks such as the one on the London 
subway last summer, and to secure our 
seaports. It will help us fight meth-
amphetamine drug abuse, America’s 
No. 1 drug problem today, by restrict-
ing access to the ingredients used to 
make that poisonous drug, 
methamphetamines. 

So the question before us now is pret-
ty straightforward. It is simple. Why 
delay all of these provisions any 
longer? Why wait to move forward to 
make America safer? Why wait to give 
law enforcement the same tools they 
already use against white-collar crimi-
nals and drug offenders? It doesn’t 
make sense to postpone, to delay, to 
wait. 

Those who are delaying the bill claim 
they are taking a stand for stronger 
civil liberty protections. Yet they 
admit that the renewal of the PA-
TRIOT Act is a vast improvement over 
current law. Again, why wait to enact 
the dozens of civil liberties protections 
in this bill that they have supported 
for so long. We have a duty and respon-
sibility to protect our fellow Ameri-
cans. Indeed, it is our highest duty as 
Senators. 

I urge my colleagues to move forward 
to renew the PATRIOT Act. The time 
to act is now. It is the only, the best, 
and the right thing to do. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CHAFEE). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ALLEN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

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. 

f 

HEART FOR WOMEN ACT 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
wish to take a few moments to speak 
very briefly about heart disease. Many 
people might not know but February is 
American Heart Month, and heart dis-
ease, as we certainly know, is the Na-
tion’s leading cause of death. 

Many women believe heart disease is 
a man’s disease. Unfortunately, there 
are many women in this country who 

do not view this as a serious health 
threat. Yet every year since 1984, car-
diovascular disease has claimed the 
lives of more women than men. In fact, 
cardiovascular disease death rates have 
declined in men since 1979, which is 
great news, but the death rate for 
women during that same period has ac-
tually increased. The numbers are dis-
turbing. 

Cardiovascular diseases claim the 
lives of more than 480,000 women per 
year. That is nearly a death a minute 
among females and nearly 12 times as 
many lives as claimed by breast can-
cer. One in four females has some form 
of cardiovascular disease. Again, these 
are statistics many of us would find 
alarming, certainly, but also find that 
it is new information, something we 
didn’t know. 

I am pleased to join with my col-
league from Michigan, Senator 
STABENOW, to introduce important leg-
islation we have entitled the HEART 
For Women Act, or Heart Disease Edu-
cation, Analysis, and Research, and 
Treatment For Women Act. This im-
portant bill improves the prevention, 
diagnosis, and treatment of heart dis-
ease and stroke in women. 

In Alaska, we have some very trou-
bling statistics as they relate to heart 
disease. In Alaska, cardiovascular dis-
eases are the leading cause of death, 
totaling nearly 800 deaths per year. 
Women in Alaska have higher death 
rates from stroke than do women na-
tionally. Mortality amongst Native 
Alaskan women is dramatically on the 
rise, whereas it is appearing to decline 
among Caucasian women in the lower 
48. So these statistics, again, should 
cause us concern. 

Despite being the No. 1 killer, many 
women and their health care providers 
do not know the biggest health care 
threat to women is heart disease. In 
fact, a recent survey found that 45 per-
cent of women still do not know heart 
disease is the No. 1 killer of women. 

Perhaps even more troubling is the 
lack of awareness amongst our health 
care providers. According to the Amer-
ican Heart Association figures, less 
than one in five physicians recognize 
more women suffer from heart disease 
than men. Only 8 percent of primary 
care physicians—and even more as-
tounding—only 17 percent of cardiolo-
gists recognize that more women die of 
heart disease than men. Additionally, 
studies show women are less likely to 
receive aggressive treatment because 
heart disease often manifests itself dif-
ferently in women than in men. 

This is why this HEART Act is so im-
portant. Our bill takes a three-pronged 
approach to reducing heart disease 
death rates for women through edu-
cation, research, and screening. 

First, the bill would authorize the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services to educate health care profes-
sionals and older women about the 
unique aspects of care and prevention, 
diagnosis, and treatment of women 
with heart disease and stroke. 
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