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As a girl, she enjoyed singing and had
the talent to attend Boston’s New Eng-
land Conservatory of Music to train as
a classical singer. She would later lend
her gift to the civil rights cause, sing-
ing at over 30 Freedom Concerts to
raise money for the movement.

It was while in Boston, in February,
1952, that Coretta first met a 23-year-
old Martin Luther King, who was pur-
suing his doctorate in theology at Bos-
ton University. As a lonely southerner
in a northern town, he asked a mutual
friend if she knew any nice young la-
dies he could meet. She mentioned the
name Coretta Scott, and described her
as ‘“‘pretty and intelligent.”

The young King persuaded the friend
to give him Ms. Scott’s number and
asked if she’d put in a good word for
him. Soon, he called for a date. Dis-
playing a bit of verbal flair, he said,
“You know, every Napoleon has his
Waterloo. I'm like Napoleon at Water-
loo before your charms.”

“Why, that’s absurd. You haven’t
seen me yet,” Coretta replied.

Undeterred, he finally convinced her
to let me take her out for lunch be-
tween classes. ‘I have a green Chevy
that usually takes 10 minutes to make
the trip from Boston University,” he
told her. “But tomorrow, I'll do it in
7.7

That was 1952. They were married in
1953.

Ms. King once said, ‘I was married to
the man whom I loved, but I was also
married to the movement.”” Her entire
life was intertwined with the fight to
stamp out the injustices of racism and
inequality.

After her husband’s life was trag-
ically cut short, Ms. King persevered,
raising four young children on her own.
It must have been a lonely struggle
. . . but her dignity and grace inspired
a nation.

A few days ago, Ms. King became the
first African-American to lie in honor
in the Georgia State Capitol rotunda.
Today she will be laid to rest alongside
her husband, at the King Center in At-
lanta, and for all time they will be re-
united.

Martin Luther King once said of his
wife, “‘I think on many points, she edu-
cated me.” Now, at the end of her cele-
brated life, many of us feel the same
way. Dr. and Mrs. King helped educate
America by forcing it to look itself in
the mirror, face up to its failings, and
recommit itself to its founding ideals.

So today, Coretta Scott King will be
laid to rest in her beloved Georgia,
next to the husband she lost 38 years
ago. As the whole Nation reflects today
on her incalculable contributions to
human progress, I am reminded of Dr.
King’s own simple wish:

I don’t know how long I'll live, and I'm not
concerned about that—but I hope I can live
so well that the preacher can get up and say,
‘““He was faithful.” That’s all, that’s enough.
That’s the sermon I'd like to hear: ‘“Well
done my good and faithful servant.”

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise
to salute the life and legacy of Coretta
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Scott King. She earned a place not just
in our history but in our hearts. She
was a true trailblazer for women, for
the African-American community. She
was an inspiration for all Americans. I
feel privileged to have known Mrs.
King throughout much of my political
career. Her family is in my thoughts
and prayers.

Mrs. King’s courage and faith were
remarkable. She insisted that she had
her own voice in the civil rights move-
ment at a time when women were often
not recognized for their own talents
and merit. Not only was she resolute,
but she was feisty—someone after my
own heart.

Mrs. King’s life story was remark-
able—even before she met Dr. King.
She was born into rural poverty in Ala-
bama and grew up in a two-room house
that her father built. She came from a
hard-working family. Her father hauled
timber, owned a country store, and
worked as a barber. Her mother drove a
schoolbus. Growing up in the seg-
regated South, Coretta Scott King saw
the injustices of racial discrimination.
Yet she saw the value in working hard
and fighting for her dreams. She at-
tended college and the New England
Conservatory, where she trained as a
classical musician.

It was while studying music in Bos-
ton that she met Martin Luther King,
Jr. From the beginning of their mar-
riage, Coretta Scott King maintained
her own identity and voice. She was
Dr. King’s true partner marching by
his side and speaking out on her own.
At the same time, she was a mother,
raising four children. The entire family
lived with threats and intimidation.

We all remember those tragic days
after the assassination of Martin Lu-
ther King. She comforted a nation that
was torn apart. She is the reason we
have a national holiday that honors
Dr. King.

She fought for equality before the
law, for economic justice, and for lift-
ing people out of poverty. Her vision
was put to action when she founded the
King Center for Nonviolent Social
Change and saw to it that the center
became deeply involved with the issues
that she believed breed violence—hun-
ger, unemployment, voting right, and
racism.

Coretta Scott King took her message
of nonviolence to every corner of this
country and to almost every corner of
the world. She led missions to Africa,
Latin America, Europe, and Asia. She
was the first woman to give a class-day
address at Harvard and the first woman
to preach at the statutory service at
St. Paul’s Cathedral in London, Eng-
land.

Coretta Scott King will be remem-
bered throughout American history for
her grace, strength, and belief that all
people should be treated with dignity
and equality. We must honor her leg-
acy not just with words but with ac-
tions. We must recommit ourselves to
the principles she stood for—oppor-
tunity, equality, and empowerment.
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Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
rise today to speak about the life and
contributions of an American civil
rights icon, Mrs. Coretta Scott King.

Many people know Mrs. King as the
wife of one of America’s greatest citi-
zens, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Dr.
King’s enduring legacy of nonviolence
and his quest for racial equality perma-
nently altered the social fabric of
America. Mrs. King will always be re-
membered as a part of Dr. King’s life
and legacy that are rightfully cele-
brated across our great land and
throughout the world. However, Dr.
King’s towering accomplishments
should not obscure the fact that Mrs.
King held her own historic place in our
Nation’s struggle for equal oppor-
tunity.

I am reminded of the time some 20
years ago when Mrs. King came to see
me when I was Governor of Tennessee.
We were working to establish a holiday
in honor of her late husband. It was
harder work than it should have been,
and I am reminded of how far we have
come even since that time.

Mrs. King was the founding president
of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Center
for Nonviolent Social Change which
continued to promote the noble phi-
losophies of Dr. King. In addition to
promoting the memory of her husband
and his great work, Mrs. King created
her own legacy as she traveled
throughout America and across the
globe to champion racial equality,
women’s rights, religious freedom,
health care, and education.

We all know that Mrs. King was born
in a time when America was very dif-
ferent than it is today. Little Black
boys and girls could not go to school
with little White boys and girls. Plessy
v. Ferguson had not yet been over-
ruled, so ‘‘separate but equal’ was the
law of the land. Lynchings were com-
mon and in many places the Ku Klux
Klan terrorized Black communities,
often operating with near impunity. As
we look back on the amazing progress
we have made since then, we remember
those who were responsible for helping
America turn away from the sins of in-
justice and inequality.

As a wife, a mother, and a leader of
the civil rights movement, Mrs. King
showed strength and dignity. With
quiet determination, she preserved her
husband’s legacy and created her own
place in the history of our Nation’s
struggle for equal opportunity.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

FAIRNESS IN ASBESTOS INJURY
RESOLUTION ACT OF 2005—MO-
TION TO PROCEED
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under

the previous order, the Senate will re-

sume consideration of the motion to
proceed to S. 852, which the clerk will
report.



February 7, 2006

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

Motion to proceed to S. 852, a bill to create
a fair and efficient system to resolve claims
of victims for bodily injury caused by asbes-
tos exposure, and for other purposes.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, in ad-
dressing the motion to proceed where
we are scheduled to have a vote at 6
o’clock this evening, the question is
whether the problem of asbestos, caus-
ing thousands of people to have deadly
diseases and forcing many companies
into bankruptcy and resulting in a sit-
uation where people with the deadly
diseases have no one to claim against,
the issue is whether we have a problem
which is worthy of the attention of the
Senate. That is an easy question to an-
swer; it is yes. That has been authenti-
cated by the Supreme Court of the
United States on several occasions
where the Court has said the matter
should be addressed by the Congress.
That came up in a context where there
were class action suits attempting to
find the modality for dealing with the
issue, and the Federal courts—ulti-
mately, the Supreme Court—said class
actions were not appropriate and it was
a matter for the Congress of the United
States.

This problem has been intractable. It
has been studied. There have been pro-
posals for more than three decades. I
first saw this issue soon after I came to
the Senate after the 1980 election when
Senator Gary Hart came to see me as a
junior member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee on behalf of his constituent,
Johns Manville. We have wrestled with
this problem for decades.

Finally, on an idea conceived by Sen-
ator HATCH to have a trust fund, the
bill was reported out of the Judiciary
Committee in July of 2003. But the bill
had many problems. I then solicited
the assistance of Federal Judge Edward
Becker, a senior judge who had been
the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals
for the Third Circuit, and in August of
2003, Judge Becker convened a meeting
in his chambers in Philadelphia at-
tended by stakeholders. That is the
name we gave to the various groups
which had key interests in the asbestos
bill. One stakeholder was the AFL-CIO,
representing labor; another stake-
holder was the manufacturers; another,
the insurers; another, the trial law-
yers. Even though the trial lawyers
have been opposed to the bill because it
has a major impact on their financial
status—and I understand that—we in-
cluded the trial lawyers in every step
of the proceeding, trying to accommo-
date as many interests as we could.
Even though someone was going to be
opposed to the bill, we wanted to con-
sider what they had to say. We wanted
to produce a bill which was as good as
we could possibly produce.

Following those initial meetings in
August of 2003 in Judge Becker’s cham-
bers, there have been meetings in my
conference room—totaling 36—attended
by varying groups, from 20 to as many
as 60, pouring out into the boundaries
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of the office from the conference room.
What we have done has been to seek to
accommodate every issue which has
come up. We are still talking to Sen-
ators and still talking to companies
and interested parties to find answers
to their problems.

One of the major issues has been the
impact on small companies. That has
been addressed by a number of Sen-
ators. Senator KYL has taken the lead,
and a proposal has been worked out to
cap the contribution by smaller compa-
nies which have gross revenues below a
certain figure. In addition, there is a
fund of some $300 million annually for
the administrator to take care of hard-
ship cases so that no one, for example,
should be driven into bankruptcy by
what they have to pay. We have taken
that into account.

The figure of $140 billion was worked
out by Senator FRIST and Senator
Daschle about a year and a half ago. It
is a figure that grows from that origi-
nally put into the trust fund to that
figure where CBO has given us the as-
surance that the range of cost will be
somewhere between $120 billion and
$135 billion. Under one contingency, it
could go to $150 billion, but that is un-
likely.

We have within the structure of the
bill a provision that the administrator
can make a vreevaluation, going
through certain preconditions, so that
if it looks as if we are going to exceed
$140 billion, we can make modifications
in the medical standards and criteria
to stay within the $140 billion.

One factor is emphatically plain, and
that is that there is no obligation by
the Federal Government to spend a
dime. There were three amendments
directed during the committee process
to make sure of that.

There are possible technical points of
order which may be raised, and we are
in the process of trying to restructure
the bill to eliminate them. At this
point, I am not sure whether we can,
but we are trying to do that, and we
may be successful.

But if a point of order is raised on
the merits, it ought to be examined by
Senators because there is no impact on
the Federal budget. Technically, the
expenditures are made by the Federal
Government because the funds go
through the Department of Labor, but
they are only a conduit. There is no
Federal money. So if you want to use
60 votes to defeat the bill, the point of
order may be available, as I say, or
may not be. But substantively there is
nothing to the point of order because
this bill does not have any impact on
the Federal budget because there is no
Federal money. The Department of
Labor is just, plain and simple, a con-
duit.

Similarly, if you want to defeat the
bill on an obstructionist tactic, which
is what is being undertaken now on a
filibuster on the motion to proceed, the
60 votes can be used. Senator REID was
on the floor yesterday, and we had a
disagreement. You might call it a dis-
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agreement. But the one thing that he
did talk about involved the problems of
people suffering from mesothelioma
and other asbestos problems. So there
is no doubt that the leader of the oppo-
sition, obstructionist No. 1, the Sen-
ator from Nevada, concedes the prob-
lem, concedes that we have a major
problem. Now, that ought to be suffi-
cient to proceed to see if we can solve
the problem. Occasionally around here
we ought to deal with a pending mat-
ter, whether it is a point of order or a
motion to proceed, on the merits. What
is involved in a motion to proceed is a
decision by the Senate that we ought
to consider legislation on this issue. If
somebody has amendments, we are
open. We have accepted more than 70
amendments in the committee. If
somebody has a problem with constitu-
ents, I invite them to come to see me,
my staff, or Senator LEAHY.

We have bipartisan support for this
bill. Senator LEAHY, Senator KOHL, and
Senator FEINSTEIN voted the bill out of
committee. We have other support
among Democrats. And I am talking to
Senators on an individual basis and
have visited with many of them in
their offices and am available to do
more.

But the issue on a motion to proceed
is whether you have problem, which we
certainly do, and whether legislation
ought to be considered. And if some-
body has amendments, if somebody has
a constituent who thinks the con-
stituent company is being asked to pay
more than a fair share which is jeop-
ardizing the company, come to us. We
have been considering individual cases,
and we have been solving them in
many instances. We are open for busi-
ness.

The distinguished Senator from Mon-
tana is going to address a problem in
Libby, MT, where they have had envi-
ronmental problems. Asbestos was used
in a reckless, disgraceful, criminal
manner by W.R. Grace & Company, and
we are working to accommodate Libby,
MT. There may be more that we can do
for that issue. There are other so-called
hot spots around the country, and we
are taking them up.

There have been issues raised about
our medical criteria. We have studies
by the Institute of Medicine. If you
have a problem, we want to solve it. We
want this bill to go forward.

But on the narrow issue we are vot-
ing on at 6 o’clock this evening, any
Senator who votes not to proceed is
saying to his constituents, is saying to
people suffering from mesothelioma,
people suffering from asbestos expo-
sure—anybody who votes no on the mo-
tion to proceed is saying there is no
problem. Well, I think that is a pretty
tough vote to explain, a pretty tough
vote to explain that there is no prob-
lem, and it ought not to be considered
by the Senate.

Yesterday, in the discussions—you
might call them that—with Senator
REID, I said this was certainly the most
complex bill T have seen in the time I
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have been in the Senate. And I think it
is fair and accurate to say it is the
most complex piece of legislation ever
considered by a legislative body. I
know that is a pretty grandiose state-
ment, and I do not know all the legisla-
tion considered by legislative bodies,
but I think it is accurate.

I challenge anybody to bring to my
attention, to the attention of the Sen-
ate, any legislative proposal which has
ever been undertaken and analyzed
that is more complicated than this one,
that has received more attention than
we had in 36 meetings in my conference
room, in dozens—dozens—literally hun-
dreds of meetings involving Judge
Becker and myself and Senators.

Enormous work has been done by
Senator LEAHY. I owe him a debt of
gratitude for his cooperation and his
leadership. Senator FEINSTEIN has had
innovative proposals on startup. As I
say, Senator LEAHY, Senator FEIN-
STEIN, and Senator KOHL are cospon-
sors.

So if anybody has an issue, I invite
them to come forward. But I think it is
an unconscionable vote to vote no on
the motion to proceed.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
THOMAS). Who yields time?

The Senator from Montana.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, today I
rise on this subject and first of all I
want to congratulate—maybe that is
not the word—the chairman of the Ju-
diciary Committee, for tackling this
important problem. I can’t think of a
time or a piece of legislation that has
been so complicated and so important
to my State of Montana. So I want to
tell the chairman of the Judiciary
Committee that the statement he made
is right on target. Some of us that have
been impacted by asbestos and asbes-
tos-related diseases take this very seri-
ously. We need to vote to proceed.

I want to tell you why I am involved
in this and there are a couple of other
issues that are also burning in our of-
fice right now that need my personal
attention. When you go to Libby, MT,
it is a little town in northwest Mon-
tana on the Kootenai River, and the
W.R. Grace Company had a mine up
there. And if you are not torn on this
issue, both sides of it, the statement of
Eva Thomson from up there I will just
read her statement. That is why I am
giving my statement with regard to
Libby, because it is an isolated case.

Eva Thomson said:

I have two sons, both them and I have as-
bestos-related disease. But they are not eli-
gible by the standards in the existing bill as
it is today. If the bill cannot be done right to
protect us victims, please don’t pass it at all.
We place 225 crosses in the cemetery this Me-
morial Day in remembrance of asbestos vic-
tims. There are more than 20 new crosses
this year. We need help, real help, and she
thanks me.

Yet I have another one from Char-
lotte Wade, who says:

Please don’t forget us. I watched my Dad
Jack die in 2002 and my mother Margaret die
and suffocate from asbestos in 2004. I'm next.

(Mr.
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I've been on oxygen since the year 2000. My
three grown children, no doubt, will follow.

Jim Davidson, long time resident of
Libby, MT. He has been diagnosed with
mesothelioma;:

Because of the short time I have left, I'm
vitally interested in seeing that a com-
promise is reached to allow passage of some
type of relief to me and all others affected by
asbestos and worse. As you know, there’s no
other avenue left to those of us in Libby,
Montana, because of the bankruptcy of W.R.
Grace. So I urge to you work for some type
of help for us.

Those are just three of hundreds in
Libby, MT, that makes it a special
place and harbors a special place in
this piece of legislation. So I rise today
to ask the Members of the Senate to
remember the plight of the residents of
this small town as this debate over the
asbestos bill continues. I know a lot of
folks have taken issue with the asser-
tion that the Libby residents deserve
special consideration. Well, I am here
today to reiterate why this consider-
ation is needed.

The asbestos contamination in Libby
is as widespread as any area in the
country. Though a sparsely populated
town, the residents of that city have
been profoundly affected by this spread
of asbestos-related diseases. The asbes-
tos exposure in Libby is unlike any
other place in the United States. While
I know my colleagues lament that they
have similar situations in their own
States, I ask them to simply listen.

The scope of asbestos exposure in
Libby, MT, may never be known, but
let me assure, you, Mr. President, that
it is significant.

When Governor Martz of Montana ex-
ecuted the so-called silver bullet under
CERCLA, she triggered a fast track
listing of Libby on the National Prior-
ities List. There has only been one
other time when the silver bullet has
been triggered due to asbestos. But
that case in Arizona was limited to 17
square acres, not the contamination of
an entire town. And unlike the case in
Globe, AZ, the asbestos in Libby, MT,
can’t simply be covered in a filter fab-
ric and soil and rock, fenced to keep
everyone out. Unfortunately we can’t
control the exposure in that way. And
the people in Montana—in Libby—
don’t want that.

So I challenge anyone—anyone—from
any State to identify a town anywhere
else in the country that has these kind
of situations. I just want to show you
right behind me is the vermiculite
mine that was opened in 1924. By the
1950, cases of previously diagnosed as
tuberculosis were instead cases of as-
bestos exposure. The town of Libby is
located in a valley where the W.R.
Grace processed ore from the contami-
nated mine, more than a half million
pounds of asbestos a day was processed.

The Libby case is not an isolated
case to the exposure within the con-
fines of a factory. Instead, asbestos was
everywhere. Community exposure was
rampant. Contaminated properties in-
cluding everything from the Libby
community boat dock to the high
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school—the high school track. I want
to put up this next picture. This is im-
portant. This is more than just a fam-
ily hugging a mine worker after com-
ing home and complaining of exposure.
This is about asbestos exposure so sig-
nificant that asbestos fibers fell like
snow from the sky.

This is not very far from the mine. It
is not very far from their loading and
processing areas. This is the baseball
field in Libby, MT. Children played on
piles of vermiculite and all around
town finding humor in taking a match
to a fiber which would ignite.

Houses all over town were insulated
with asbestos-contaminated in insula-
tion. So my point is this morning, I in-
vite anybody to visit this small town
in northwest Montana, though I doubt
my colleagues will take me up on the
offer. In the summer, maybe when fish-
ing is pretty good I could probably lure
some of you out there but this is ex-
tremely important that other Senators
understand the vast difference between
this town of Montana and various proc-
essing plants that were located around
the country. They were in isolated and
enclosed areas.

This was free to the wind, to the
winds of the vermiculite and one can-
not just sit here and try to draw a men-
tal picture of the impact that it had.

It is extremely important that Sen-
ators during this debate understand
this is a special place, a special cir-
cumstance, and special people who still
live there. I want to thank the chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee. Sen-
ator SPECTER has done marvelous work
on this. And to tackle this issue, as big
as it is, and though we may have some
disagreements on the size of the trust
fund, who pays into the trust fund, how
much they pay, the formulas, all of
this, but I am sort of on the other side
of this. Mine is the protection of people
who have seriously been impacted by
this thing we call asbestos since 1924.

Walk through the cemeteries and see
those families, and to have people
come to your town hall meeting short
of breath, being suffocated by this dis-
ease, or any disease related to asbestos.

I only hope we can continue to work
together not only to safeguard these
Libby provisions, but to improve them
as well.

And again I want to thank the chair-
man. He is a man of great bravery to
take this issue on. And it is troubling.
It is complex. But I will tell you, it is
important.

And I thank the chair, and I yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I
thank the distinguished Senator from
Montana for those important com-
ments. I commend him for his diligence
in looking after his constituents with
special reference to what has gone on
in Libby, MT. He has outlined the prob-
lem, walking through the cemeteries,
seeing the people who have been smit-
ten since the 1920s. He underscores and
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emphasizes, in graphic and forceful
terms, the problem. I hear him when he
talks about Libby, MT. We have been
addressing it with a special provision.
We will do more if we possibly can. I
have talked to Senator BURNS off the
floor on many occasions and heard the
serious problems the people of Montana
face in Libby. And I have heard the
problem that these hotspots create
around the country. We will do every-
thing we can. I compliment the Sen-
ator from Montana for his thoughtful
statement and thank him for his sup-
port on the motion to proceed.

Again, anybody who has listened to
Senator BURNS, who doesn’t think we
ought to proceed and take up this prob-
lem, simply has his or her head in the
sand. It would be unconscionable to
vote against the motion to proceed.

Senator SANTORUM was in the Cham-
ber a few moments ago. He proposes to
speak on the Steelers’ great victory. I
am due at the swearing in of the Am-
bassador to Finland so I will have to
leave the floor in a few moments.

(The remarks of Mr. SPECTER and Mr.
SANTORUM are printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Morning Business.”’)

Mr. SPECTER. In the absence of any
other Senator in the Chamber, let me
say I again invite any Senator or any
constituent who has a problem with
this bill to come see me. I know Sen-
ator LEAHY feels the same way. With
all the outstanding work he has done,
and our staffs, we want to do what we
can to answer all of the problems. As
we get ready for the vote on the mo-
tion to proceed this afternoon, we have
certainly outlined the seriousness of
the issue.

Since I spoke earlier, I have been re-
viewing the testimony or the argument
yesterday of Senator DURBIN who spoke
about the problem. No doubt there is a
problem that has to be addressed. That
is the issue on the motion to proceed.
Senator DURBIN made a comment that
he didn’t know how the $140 billion was
arrived at. It was arrived at by his
leader, then-Senator Daschle, in col-
laboration with Senator FRIST. He said
he hadn’t been able to find out where
the money is coming from. He could if
he would make an inquiry. We had to
subpoena the records, but there is
transparency. We know where the
money is coming from. I haven’t had a
chance to read his statement in full,
but I will no doubt have more to say
about it.

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

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

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have
been asked by representatives of lead-
ership to ask unanimous consent that
the time be charged equally to both
sides. I am reluctant to make that re-
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quest in the absence of any Senators
representing the Democrats so I will
not make it, but I would ask—I have
heard from the leader of the Democrats
saying it is OK. So I ask unanimous
consent that the time under the
quorum call be charged equally to both
sides.

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

Mr. SPECTER. 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. ALLARD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

———

WAR ON TERROR: PROGRESS AND
OUTLOOK

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, as the
U.S. Senate gets started for the second
legislative session of the 109th Con-
gress, I would like to take this oppor-
tunity and concentrate our attention
on the milestones achieved in the glob-
al war on terror and take a look at the
road ahead.

Since the attacks of September 11,
2001, we and many others in the inter-
national community have been united
in our effort to defeat terrorism wher-
ever it has taken hold in the world.
September 11 proved without a doubt
that a network of extremists preaching
hate and oppression were determined
to cause our Nation great harm. It is
clear these extremists were and con-
tinue to be committed to nothing less
than the total destruction of our Na-
tion and our way of life. This network
of terrorism is embedded in many
countries. It has penetrated hard work-
ing communities, valued institutions of
education, and sacred places of wor-
ship.

As in any previous world conflicts,
the global war on terror cannot be suc-
cessfully prosecuted without extensive
cooperation of the members of the
international community. Given the
potential catastrophic consequences of
terrorist attacks, President Bush
worked with our international partners
and allies to identify terrorist net-
works, reduce their ability to commu-
nicate and coordinate their plans, and
disrupt attacks before they occur.

With America in the lead, a full scale
international campaign began in 2001.
A total of 136 countries, including
members of the European Union, Rus-
sia, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Australia,
countries of Asia and Africa provided
and, in many instances, still continue
to provide a range of intelligence and/
or military assistance. As a result of
this unprecedented multilateral co-
operation, we have been able to kill or
capture more than one half of the
known al Qaida leaders and prevent
possible terrorist attacks both in the
U.S. and abroad.
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Despite the many difficulties in this
war, our Nation has not retreated nor
walked away in the face of adversity.
We sought out terrorists, cut off their
funding, and disrupted their plans.
Under the steadfast leadership of Presi-
dent Bush our country has taken the
battle to the enemy and achieved sig-
nificant successes.

In October 2001, the coalition forces
launched a military campaign against
the Taliban regime in Afghanistan. The
regime was successfully removed from
power and all known al Qaida training
camps were destroyed.

With the help from the international
community, the people of Afghanistan,
many for the first time in the history
of their nation, tasted the initial seeds
of freedom. Let me pause here for a
second. For the first time in history
millions of people in Afghanistan are
now able to express their opinions
without a fear of retribution or punish-
ment.

After several national elections, the
people of Afghanistan adopted a new
constitution, elected a president and
held successful parliamentary elec-
tions. Efforts to revitalize Afghani-
stan’s economy and education system
have already produced significant re-
sults. Agricultural production, which is
a way of life for 70 percent of Afghani-
stan’s people, has nearly doubled. New
roads are being built. Teachers are
being trained and an increasing num-
ber of people, including women, have
access to education.

Afghanistan was devastated by dec-
ades of war and neglect and is now
being turned into a young democracy
that will be an example to others in
the troubled region.

A year after September 11, the Presi-
dent challenged the United Nations to
confront another protector of terror:
Saddam Hussein. Saddam Hussein
failed to comply with more than a
dozen of United Nations Security Coun-
cil resolutions and he gave every ap-
pearance of continuing to hide large
stockpiles of weapons of mass destruc-
tion.

Based on Saddam’s reported weapons
of mass destruction and support for
terrorism, Iraq represented a dan-
gerous nexus that the international
community could no longer ignore.
President Bush bravely made the deci-
sion to liberate Iraq from the most bru-
tal regime in the country’s history and
plant the seeds of freedom in the land
that had only known decades of tyr-
anny and oppression.

It is clear today that the terrorists
view Iraq as the major battleground
against the coalition forces, against
the rule of law, and against peace and
prosperity. During the last 2 years they
have tried to derail the democratic
process and threatened to Kkill those
participating in it. Undeterred, the ma-
jority of the Iraqi people have bravely
ignored this threat and joined the
emerging Iraqi political process.

By the millions, Iraqis lined up to
choose a transitional government that
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