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I thank my colleague from Montana 

who is presiding, the only Senator on 
the floor but for two others. We will 
make this work. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 

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the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 3687 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3500 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, on 

behalf of Senator CORNYN, I ask unani-
mous consent to set aside the pending 
amendment and to call up amendment 
No. 3687. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

CHAMBLISS], for Mr. CORNYN, proposes an 
amendment numbered 3687 to amendment 
No. 3500. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. I ask unanimous 
consent the reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prevent duplicative payments 

for agricultural disaster assistance already 
covered by the Agricultural Disaster Relief 
Trust Fund) 
Beginning on page 1391, strike line 24 and 

all that follows through page 1392, line 7, and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are appropriated 
to the Agriculture Disaster Relief Trust 
Fund amounts equivalent to the excess of— 

‘‘(A) 3.34 percent of the amounts received 
in the general fund of the Treasury of the 
United States during fiscal years 2008 
through 2012 attributable to the duties col-
lected on articles entered, or withdrawn 
from warehouse, for consumption under the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United 
States, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of any amounts appropriated 
and designated as an emergency requirement 
during such fiscal years for assistance pay-
ments to eligible producers with respect to 
any losses described in subsections (b), (c), 
(d), or (e) of section 901. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. I ask unanimous 
consent the amendment be set aside. 

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

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
see she has left the Chamber now, but 
to my colleague from Arkansas, who 
has been such a great fighter for farm-
ers and ranchers all across America for 
all my years in the Congress—and I had 
the privilege of serving with her in 
both the House and the Senate—I asso-
ciate myself with her earlier com-
ments. She is dead on target when it 
comes to not just the issue of payment 
limits, which she spoke a lot about, but 
the issue of the underlying bill, the 
substance of this bill and the benefits 
of this bill to farmers and ranchers all 
across America. I appreciate her great 
work. In a bipartisan way, she and I 
have worked on virtually every part of 

this bill. She is a true champion for the 
American farmer. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. I ask unanimous 

consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

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

AMENDMENTS NOS. 3807, 3530, AND 3632 TO 
AMENDMENT NO. 3500, EN BLOC 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to temporarily 
set aside the pending amendment and 
call up amendments Nos. 3807, 3530, and 
3632 on behalf of Senator COBURN, en 
bloc. 

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

The clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

CHAMBLISS], for Mr. COBURN, proposes 
amendments numbered 3807, 3530, and 3632, en 
bloc. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. I ask unanimous 
consent that reading of the amend-
ments be dispensed with. 

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

The amendments are as follows: 
AMENDMENT NO. 3807 

(Purpose: To ensure the priority of the farm 
bill remains farmers by eliminating waste-
ful Department of Agriculture spending on 
casinos, golf courses, junkets, cheese cen-
ters, and aging barns.) 
On page 1362, between lines 19 and 20, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 1107l. EXPENDITURE OF CERTAIN FUNDS. 

None of the funds made available or au-
thorized to be appropriated by this Act or an 
amendment made by this Act (including 
funds for any loan, grant, or payment under 
a contract) may be expended for any activity 
relating to the planning, construction, or 
maintenance of, travel to, or lodging at a 
golf course, resort, or casino. 

Strike section 6023. 
Strike section 6025 and insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 6025. HISTORIC BARN PRESERVATION. 

Section 379A of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2008o) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(4)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘There are’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There are’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—If, at any time during 

the 2–year period preceding the date on 
which funds are made available to carry out 
this section, Congress has provided supple-
mental agricultural assistance to agricul-
tural producers or the President has declared 
an agricultural-related emergency— 

‘‘(i) none of the funds made available to 
carry out this section shall be used for the 
program under this section; and 

‘‘(ii) the funds made available to carry out 
this section shall be— 

‘‘(I) used to carry out programs that ad-
dress the agricultural emergencies identified 
by Congress or the President; or 

‘‘(II) returned to the Treasury of the 
United States for debt reduction to offset the 
costs of the emergency agricultural spend-
ing.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) REPEAL.—If, during each of 5 consecu-

tive fiscal years, Congress has provided sup-
plemental agricultural assistance to agricul-
tural producers or the President has declared 
an agricultural-related emergency, this sec-
tion is repealed.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3530 
(Purpose: To limit the distribution to de-

ceased individuals, and estates of those in-
dividuals, of certain agricultural pay-
ments.) 
At the appropriate place in title XI, insert 

the following: 
SEC. lll. PAYMENTS TO DECEASED INDIVID-

UALS AND ESTATES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, the Secretary shall 
not provide to any deceased individual or es-
tate of such an individual any agricultural 
payment under this Act, or an Act amended 
by this Act, after the date that is 1 program 
year (as determined by the Secretary with 
respect to the applicable payment program) 
after the date of death of the individual. 

(b) REPORT.—As soon as practicable after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter, the Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate, and post on the website of the 
Department of Agriculture, a report that de-
scribes, for the period covered by the re-
port— 

(1) the number and aggregate amount of 
agricultural payments described in sub-
section (a) provided to deceased individuals 
and estates of deceased individuals; and 

(2) for each such payment, the length of 
time the estate of the deceased individual 
that received the payment has been open. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3632 
(Purpose: To modify a provision relating to 

the Environmental Quality Incentive Pro-
gram) 
On page 394, after line 25, add the fol-

lowing: 
(d) INCOME REQUIREMENT.—Section 1240B of 

the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3839aa–2) (as amended by subsection (c)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(i) INCOME REQUIREMENT.—A producer 
shall not be eligible to receive any payment 
under this section unless not less than 66.66 
percent of the average adjusted gross income 
of the producer is derived from farming, 
ranching, or forestry operations, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.’’. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, it looks 
as though we have no other amend-
ments to be offered to the farm bill at 
this time, so I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate now proceed to a pe-
riod of morning business for the rest of 
the session today, with Senators being 
permitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 
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Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

GOVERNMENT DESTRUCTION OF 
EVIDENCE 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this 
morning, newspapers across America 
reported that the Central Intelligence 
Agency and other intelligence agencies 
have destroyed evidence, videotaped 
evidence of the interrogation of pris-
oners. It is a startling disclosure. The 
United States of America, a nation 
where the rule of law is venerated, has 
now been in the business of destroying 
evidence, evidence of a very sensitive 
nature, evidence which clearly should 
have been protected for legal and his-
toric purposes. 

The late historian Arthur Schles-
inger said this about this administra-
tion’s legal defense of torture: 

No position taken has done more damage 
to the American reputation in the world— 
ever. 

We have been tested since 9/11 as a 
nation, tested in our resolve to protect 
America, but also tested in our com-
mitment to the values we hold dear. 

A time of war and a time of insecu-
rity is a time of the greatest testing. 
Many Presidents, even great Presidents 
in the past, have failed that test: Presi-
dent Abraham Lincoln during the Civil 
War suspending habeas; during World 
War I, serious questions were raised 
about the patriotism of those who did 
not agree with our Government; during 
World War II, under the administration 
of perhaps our greatest modern Presi-
dent, Franklin Roosevelt, Japanese in-
ternment camps that became a na-
tional embarrassment; during the Cold 
War, our enemies list and the McCar-
thy hearings; all things that we look 
back on now and realize do not reflect 
well on the United States and certainly 
do not reflect our values. 

Now, this administration, this war on 
terror, this treatment of prisoners and 
detainees, it comes to our attention al-
most on a weekly basis that, sadly, 
some have crossed the line. Every week 
there is a new revelation about how the 
administration has engaged in activity 
that is not consistent with American 
laws or values when it comes to the 
issue of torture. 

In this morning’s paper, CIA officials 
disclosed they destroyed videotapes of 
detainees being subjected to so-called 
enhanced interrogation techniques. We 
do not know what those videotapes in-
cluded. 

There was a period of time when the 
Bush administration had decided to 
cast away the international standards 
of conduct, the Geneva Conventions 
that we have been held to and proudly 
displayed for decades. This administra-
tion redefined torture. Through a 
memo that has now been made public, 
we know they reached extremes, which 
eventually even they had to repudiate. 

The CIA has also reportedly withheld 
information about these videotapes 
from a Federal court and from the bi-
partisan 9/11 Commission. 

Today I am sending a letter to Attor-
ney General Michael Mukasey calling 
on him to investigate whether CIA offi-
cials who covered up the existence of 
these videotapes violated the law. 

In a statement yesterday, GEN Mi-
chael Hayden, the CIA Director, ac-
knowledged the tapes were destroyed, 
and stated: 

In 2002, during the initial stage of our ter-
rorist detention program, CIA videotaped in-
terrogations, and destroyed the tapes in 2005. 

The New York Times reported today 
that: 

The tapes were destroyed in part because 
officers were concerned that video showing 
harsh interrogation methods could expose 
agency officials to legal risks, several offi-
cials said. 

Now, the defense of the CIA is that 
they wanted to protect the identity of 
those CIA employees who were engaged 
in the interrogation. That is not a 
credible defense. We know that it is 
possible and, in fact, easy to cover the 
identity and faces of those who were 
involved on any videotape. Something 
more was involved. 

The CIA apparently withheld infor-
mation about the existence of these 
videotapes from official proceedings, 
including the bipartisan Hamilton- 
Kean 9/11 Commission and a Federal 
court. According to Philip Zelikow, the 
Executive Director of the 9/11 Commis-
sion and formerly a high-ranking offi-
cial in the Bush administration: 

The Commission did formally request ma-
terial of this kind from all relevant agencies, 
and the Commission was assured that we had 
received all of the material responsive to our 
request. No tapes were acknowledged or 
turned over, nor was the commission pro-
vided with any transcripts prepared from re-
cordings. 

CIA attorneys told the Federal court 
hearing the case of Zacarias Moussaoui 
that videotapes of detainee interroga-
tions did not exist. This was a state-
ment by our Government to a court in-
volved a very sensitive and important 
case. 

The Justice Department has now ac-
knowledged in a letter to the court 
that this was not true. Courts of Amer-
ica were misled by the Justice Depart-
ment about the existence of this evi-
dence. 

CIA Director Hayden asserts the vid-
eotapes were destroyed ‘‘in line with 
the law.’’ But listen to what the Fed-
eral obstruction of justice statute says: 

Whoever corruptly alters, destroys, muti-
lates, or conceals a record, document, or 
other object, or attempts to do so, with the 
intent to impair the object’s integrity or 
availability for use in an official proceeding; 
or otherwise obstructs, influences, or im-
pedes any official proceeding, or attempts to 
do so, shall be fined under this title or im-
prisoned not more than 20 years, or both. 

That is what the Federal criminal 
statute says. It is not my role or Mr. 
Hayden’s role to determine whether 
the law was violated. That is the re-
sponsibility of the Department of Jus-
tice. That is the responsibility of the 
Attorney General, Michael Mukasey. 

As Mr. Zelikow said: 

The executive branch and Congress need to 
decide how much they care about this ques-
tion. If they want to get to the bottom of it, 
it’s pretty easy for people to dig up the rel-
evant records and answer the questions that 
either officials of the executive branch or 
the Congress could pose. 

This is the first real test of Attorney 
General Michael Mukasey. I hope he 
will do the right thing. 

What is at stake goes to the heart of 
the rule of law and justice in America. 
If our Government can destroy evi-
dence, can misrepresent to our courts 
whether that evidence ever existed, if 
it can attempt to cover up wrongdoing, 
that goes way beyond the standards of 
justice and the values of America. 

This disclosure of the destruction of 
those videotapes goes to the heart of 
who we are as a people. I do not know 
what was on those tapes. It was clearly 
something very troubling or they 
would not have been destroyed. I do 
not even know if it was incriminating, 
but we have a right to know. In Amer-
ica, everyone is held accountable, in-
cluding officials at the highest levels of 
our Government. 

It is time for this Department of Jus-
tice to turn the page from an era when 
we were engaged in a new definition of 
torture, a new definition of whether 
the Geneva Conventions were applica-
ble, and bring us back into the rule of 
law, into those standards of conduct 
which have made America proud for so 
many generations. 

Today I will be sending a letter to 
Attorney General Mukasey calling for 
an official investigation of whether 
there was destruction of evidence and 
obstruction of justice in the destruc-
tion of those videotapes on the interro-
gation of detainees. This is not an issue 
that can be ignored. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO REYNALDO P. 
GLOVER 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor today to pay tribute to a 
champion of African-American ad-
vancement, Reynaldo Glover. 

A lawyer by training, Glover had a 
knack for business. In 1994, he became 
general counsel of TLC Beatrice Inter-
national Holdings, later known as TLC- 
LC, Inc., a multinational food company 
started by Glover’s friend and Harvard 
Law classmate Reginald Lewis in 1987. 

Glover soon took over the role of ex-
ecutive vice president, and it was under 
his leadership that, in 1996, TLC-LC 
posted sales of $2.2 billion. With oper-
ations in more than 30 countries, the 
company became widely recognized as 
the Nation’s largest African-American- 
owned business. 

While Reynaldo Glover’s accomplish-
ments in the business world are un-
questionably impressive, he is probably 
better known for his passionate work 
to provide access to high-quality edu-
cation to young men and women from 
low-income families. 

Glover grew up in a low-income 
neighborhood in Gary, IN. After high 
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