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the City of Milwaukee to exercise powers or 
cooperate in the exercise of powers in viola-
tion of any city ordinance or the laws or 
Constitution of the State of the United 
States; and, be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That in order to 
assess the effect of antiterrorism initiatives 
on the residents of the City of Milwaukee, 
the Common Council calls upon federal offi-
cials to make periodic reports, consistent 
with the Freedom of Information Act; and, 
be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City of 
Milwaukee joins 43 million Americans, 250 
communities in 37 states across the nation 
and the National League of Cities as of Feb-
ruary 24, 2004 in expressing concern that ex-
isting elements of the USA PATRIOT Act 
threaten civil rights and liberties guaran-
teed under the U.S. Constitution. 

Mr. President, I shared with my col-
leagues the resolutions of all eight 
States in this country, all the way 
from Alaska to Maine, that express 
deep concerns about provisions of the 
USA PATRIOT Act. This was our op-
portunity to respond to the voices of 
those legislatures and the people of 
those States, to their heartfelt con-
cerns about the degradation of their 
civil liberties. Many of these are not 
liberal States. Many of these are some 
of the reddest of the red States, to put 
it into common parlance, and they are 
some of the strongest States when it 
comes to the question of whether some-
one’s library records or business 
records should be obtainable on no 
showing whatever—whatever—that 
someone is connected either to ter-
rorism or any kind of wrongdoing at 
all. That is American common sense, 
whether you are standing in Maine, 
Wisconsin, or Alaska. 

I only shared 4 of the 400 resolutions 
from city councils and county govern-
ments that essentially say the same 
thing. But I did share four from all 
over my State of Wisconsin where I be-
lieve the sentiment is strong that there 
simply is no reason why we cannot get 
the balance right, why we can’t always 
err on the side of more government 
power, where the feeling is that some-
how we are capable in this Congress 
and in this Government and in this 
country of getting the terrorists and 
stopping the terrorists, but also pro-
tecting the fundamental rights on 
which this country is founded. 

It is not just my words. I happen to 
have been the only person to vote 
against the original USA PATRIOT 
Act in this Senate. But what I have 
begun to share is the fact that hun-
dreds and hundreds of governmental 
units across this country have passed 
resolutions by the elected representa-
tives in those communities or in those 
States, saying, wait, there are prob-
lems with the USA PATRIOT Act and 
they must be fixed. 

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 (Mr. 
VITTER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XXII, the vote on adop-
tion of the conference report to accom-
pany H.R. 3199, the PATRIOT Act, 
occur at 3 p.m. tomorrow, with no fur-
ther intervening action or debate. I 
further ask that the time until 2:30 be 
equally divided, with 1 hour of the time 
controlled by the minority to be under 
the control of Senator FEINGOLD and 
that the time between 2:30 and 3 p.m. 
be equally divided between the major-
ity leader and the Democratic leader or 
their designees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader is recognized. 

Mr. REID. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, I want the record to be spread 
with my appreciation to Senator FEIN-
GOLD for working with us. Because of 
his agreeing to give up part of the 
time, it is going to make it more con-
venient for Members who have other 
things they would like to be doing, in-
cluding another matter to vote on as 
soon as we finish this. So I want the 
record to indicate that I speak for 
many Senators in expressing apprecia-
tion to Senator FEINGOLD for working 
with us. 

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

Mr. REED. Mr. President, yesterday I 
opposed cloture on S. 2271, the USA 
PATRIOT Act Additional Reauthor-
izing Amendments Act of 2006. Al-
though I support Senator SUNUNU’s 
bill, I voted against ending debate on it 
because Members of the Senate should 
have the right to offer amendments to 
this legislation, which implicates some 
very weighty constitutional and civil 
liberty issues. Today, I voted in sup-
port of S. 2271 on its merits because I 
believe it improves the PATRIOT Act 
conference report. I will continue to 
work with Senators FEINGOLD, SPEC-
TER, and others to make more improve-
ments such as those included in the bi-
partisan Senate PATRIOT Act reau-
thorization bill, which passed unani-
mously last July. 

f 

GOLDEN GAVEL AWARD 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I wish to 
take a brief moment to acknowledge 
an important feat of one of our Mem-
bers. At approximately 5 o’clock today, 
the distinguished Senator from Okla-
homa, Mr. COBURN, reached his 100th 
hour of presiding. Senator COBURN will 
be the second Senator in the 109th Con-
gress to receive the Golden Gavel 
Award. 

Most Members will agree that the 
best way to learn about Senate proce-
dure is to preside over the Senate 
Chamber. Senator COBURN has done so 
with distinction. He has done so with 
honor and with a firm but fair gavel. In 
addition to his regular presiding time, 
Senator COBURN has volunteered to 
preside and fill in on those late nights 

and weekends when we are in dire need 
of help in the Chair. We all thank him 
for that. 

The Senate owes a debt of gratitude 
to the Senator from Oklahoma. We 
thank him for his service and con-
gratulate him on this outstanding 
achievement. 

f 

AUTISM SPECTRUM DISORDER 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, each year 
roughly 24,000 children in the United 
States are born with an autism spec-
trum disorder. Over my short lifetime 
in medicine, the last 30 years, it has 
been remarkable to see the increase in 
autism spectrum disorder, a disorder 
which we don’t understand today. We 
have made progress, but we don’t un-
derstand it. The symptoms are tragic 
in many ways. They can be severe, or 
they have the spectrum from mild to 
severe. Autistic infants display abnor-
mal reactions to various sensory stim-
uli, whether it is light or touch or 
smells, where touches can be experi-
enced as being very painful, smells can 
be experienced as being very unpleas-
ant. Loud noises and bright lights may 
cause reactions that involve a range of 
emotions, including weeping. 

As the child grows older, they some-
times avoid cuddling or touching even 
close family members—again, this is a 
broad spectrum—many times prefer-
ring to stay alone, to play by them-
selves. By adolescence, these symptoms 
can become unbearably acute. You can 
imagine the impact this has on parents 
who become bewildered. Some lose 
hope. It is more common than child-
hood cancer today. 

A lot of people don’t realize that the 
incidence and prevalence of this has in-
creased to the point that it surpasses 
childhood cancer. It can tear apart 
families—even the strongest families. 
The reason I bring it to the floor today 
is, I spent a good part of today talking 
to various people whose families have 
been affected. My own family has been 
affected by it. And as a physician, a 
doctor, as somebody who has devoted 
the majority of his adult life not to 
politics but to healing, I do believe 
that that combination of physician and 
legislator gives me certain responsibil-
ities but also certain opportunities to 
push the frontiers of health, especially 
when we don’t know the cause, the eti-
ology. 

That is why 6 years ago I sponsored 
the Children’s Health Act of 2000. That 
was the first bill that looked at a 
whole spectrum of childhood diseases, 
one of which was autism. The legisla-
tion directed the National Institutes of 
Health to expand, to intensify, and to 
coordinate research into autism—this 
very complex, very poorly understood 
disorder. Progress has been made, but 
now the time has come to reauthorize 
that legislation. 

Under the Children’s Health Act, the 
NIH established the interagency co-
ordinating committee to coordinate all 
autism-related activities at the Health 
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and Human Services Agency. The com-
mittee represents a broad range of in-
terests, including parents, doctors, and 
researchers engaged with this disease. 
The NIH also created eight Centers of 
Excellence in autism research across 
the country to conduct basic clinical 
research into the cause, diagnosis, 
early detection, prevention, control, 
and treatment of autism. These eight 
centers have shown and demonstrated 
true success. 

In 2001, NIH spent about $56 million 
on autism-related research. Three 
years later, that number went up to 
$100 million. What is especially re-
markable is what the private sector, 
through philanthropy and organiza-
tions, has done in complementing and 
supplementing those funds. Unfortu-
nately, we still don’t know what causes 
autism, but we know that we must find 
a cure. It is time for us to reauthorize 
the autism provisions in the Children’s 
Health Act. I look forward to working 
with my colleagues to do that. Chil-
dren are our Nation’s most precious re-
source. We must continue to push for a 
sustained investment and commitment 
to curing this heartbreaking disorder. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that there be a pe-
riod of morning business with Senators 
permitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each. 

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

f 

PRESIDENTIAL VISIT TO INDIA 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as I am 

sure all of my colleagues are aware, 
President Bush arrives today in India, 
where he will meet with Prime Min-
ister Dr. Manmohan Singh. As the 
President observed on February 22, 
‘‘We have an ambitious agenda with 
India. Our agenda is also practical. It 
builds on a relationship that has never 
been better. India is a global leader, as 
well as a good friend, and I look for-
ward to working with Prime Minister 
Singh to address other difficult prob-
lems such as HIV/AIDS, pandemic flu, 
and the challenge posed by Iran’s nu-
clear ambitions. My trip will remind 
everybody about the strengthening of 
an important strategic partnership. 
We’ll work together in practical ways 
to promote a hopeful future for citizens 
in both our nations.’’ 

One of the most important items of 
business between the United States and 
India is the agreement for these two 
great democracies to cooperate on civil 
nuclear energy, which President Bush 
and Prime Minister Singh announced 
this past July. I have previously spo-
ken in support of this initiative. I am 
hopeful that we will soon reach an 
agreement on the details of the plan 
and look forward to the Senate’s con-
sideration of the legislation that will 
implement the agreement. 

The civil nuclear agreement with 
India is important for a number of rea-

sons, ranging from improving global 
nonproliferation efforts to lessening 
India’s demand on fossil fuels. I would 
like to emphasize that India and the 
United States have common interests 
in preventing the proliferation of weap-
ons of mass destruction and related 
materials. Indeed, India has repeatedly 
made the hard decision to stand with 
the United States in seeking a peaceful 
solution to Iran’s nuclear weapons am-
bitions. 

However, it would be a mistake to 
confine the significance of the Presi-
dent’s mission to India to nuclear 
issues. India is not only the world’s 
largest democracy but a rapidly grow-
ing consumer market for American 
goods and services. Unlike some other 
developing economies, India’s growth 
is not confined to heavy industry 
geared for the export market. Because 
India’s economic dynamo is being driv-
en from the bottom up, satisfying the 
needs of a rising middle class points to 
a balanced, healthy commercial rela-
tionship with the United States. 

President Bush’s visit to India is an 
opportunity to advance our partnership 
across the full range of issues: ex-
panded cooperation on economic 
growth and development; mutual com-
mercial opportunities, combating 
international terrorism; and a full field 
of cooperation on space, agriculture, 
energy and the environment, and high 
technology. I wish him the greatest 
success in all of these areas. 

f 

DAY IN AMERICAN HISTORY 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 

today to reflect on a momentous day in 
American history. On this day in 1780, 
Pennsylvania became the first State in 
our Nation to abolish slavery. The 
Gradual Abolition Act was an impor-
tant first step in our Nation’s history 
toward greater equality for all Ameri-
cans. 

Last month, 226 years later, we cele-
brated Black History Month. And, we 
have much to celebrate since 1780. The 
accomplishments of African-Americans 
and their tremendous sacrifices have 
strengthened our great Nation and we 
recognize their enormous contributions 
to our diverse culture. 

In 1870, the 15th amendment to the 
Constitution granted African-American 
men the right to vote by declaring that 
the ‘‘right of citizens of the United 
States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by 
any state on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude.’’ 

It would be almost a century, how-
ever, for the true spirit of the 15th 
amendment to be fully realized. 
Through the use of literacy tests, poll 
taxes, and other means, African-Ameri-
cans were effectively disenfranchised 
in many parts of the Nation. Signifi-
cant numbers of Black Americans 
across the country were not registered 
to vote until the Voting Rights of Act 
of 1965 was enacted. 

Organizations such as the National 
Association for the Advancement of 

Colored People, NAACP, have contin-
ued the effort to gain true equality for 
African-Americans. In my home State 
of Oregon, the Portland chapter of the 
NAACP was founded in 1914. It remains 
the oldest continually chartered chap-
ter west of the Mississippi River. 

As we continue to make strides in 
the battle for equality, we remember 
the tremendous accomplishments of 
African-Americans. But the struggle is 
not over. We can always do better. We 
must continue to fight to fulfill the 
legacy of the civil rights movement 
and ensure that all Americans have 
equal rights and opportunities. 

f 

PROSECUTION IS NOT 
PREVENTION 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, it is some-
times argued that ‘‘prosecution is pre-
vention’’ when it comes to gun vio-
lence. While I agree that our gun laws 
should be strictly enforced, prosecuting 
criminals is only part of the solution 
to our Nation’s problems with guns. 
True prevention involves reducing the 
likelihood of death or injury before an 
incident occurs. In addition, it is im-
portant to recognize that prosecution 
has little or nothing to do with the 
thousands of accidental shootings and 
gun suicides that occur each year. Un-
fortunately, we have still not done 
enough to prevent dangerous guns from 
falling into the hands of potential 
criminals, children, and others who 
may intentionally or unintentionally 
use them to harm themselves or oth-
ers. 

Physicians for Social Responsibility, 
or PSR, is a leading public policy orga-
nization made up of more than 24,000 
medical and public health professionals 
which has been active in the fight to 
solve the problem of gun violence in 
our Nation. PSR is one of many groups 
who view gun violence as a ‘‘prevent-
able public health epidemic.’’ As it 
states on its Web site: 

Public health practice focuses resources on 
prevention, rather than a traditional crimi-
nal justice, ‘‘after the fact’’ method of react-
ing to violence through arrest, conviction 
and incarceration of violent offenders. Just 
as public health policy recognizes that im-
munizing a patient against the measles is far 
superior to treating a patient already in-
fected, the same logic can be applied to guns. 

If we are serious about preventing 
gun violence, we must first reduce the 
ability of criminals to acquire dan-
gerous firearms. One way of doing this 
is by requiring background checks on 
all firearms sold in the United States, 
instead of only those that are sold by 
licensed dealers as is prescribed under 
current Federal law. According to the 
Coalition to Stop Gun Violence, ‘‘two 
out of every five guns acquired in the 
United States, including guns bought 
at gun shows, through classified ads, 
and between individuals, change hands 
without a background check.’’ The Co-
alition to Stop Gun Violence also esti-
mates that ‘‘extending criminal back-
ground checks to all gun transactions 
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