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were gang raped and beaten. They had
to flee naked back to the camp.

According to Amnesty International,
in recent years, Russia exported to
Sudan $21 million worth of aircraft and
related equipment and more than $13
million worth of helicopters. Witnesses
have documented Russian attack heli-
copters used by the Sudanese Air Force
during Janjaweed attacks. Russian-
built Antonov aircraft have been seen
bombing areas along the border with
Chad.

I have photos I will share with those
following the debate. This is an MI-24
attack helicopter at Nyala airport in
Darfur, March 2007. It is a Russian heli-
copter. According to the United Na-
tions, the sales of this aircraft are pro-
hibited. The Russians make these
sales, and these helicopters are used to
kill innocent people. President Bush is
meeting with the President of Russia. I
hope he will mention this attack heli-
copter and how it is being misused in
violation of U.N. resolutions.

Similarly, this is the Antonov-26 air-
craft spotted in many places in Darfur
between January and March 2007,
parked here at Nyala airport in late
March 2007, another Russian aircraft
sold in violation of U.N. resolutions
that can be used, unfortunately, to sus-
tain a government which is perpet-
uating a genocide. Russia should not be
helping the genocidal efforts of the Su-
danese Government.

It has been 2% years since President
Bush decisively called the crisis in
Darfur a genocide. We have tightened
sanctions and called for greater action
to stop it, and I applaud that. But we
must do more. I have appealed to the
President personally and directly on
three different occasions. Last week, I
appealed to Secretary of State
Condoleezza Rice to seize every single
opportunity to make the genocide in
Darfur a big issue, an issue of diplo-
macy and for action.

I say to the President, we have many
issues to discuss with our Russian part-
ners, ranging from cooperation in pre-
venting the spread of nuclear weapons
and materials to reaffirming support
for basic democratic principles and in-
stitutions in Russia. Our relationship
with Russia is a very important one.
But we can’t look the other way when
an ally is aiding in a genocide. I hope
President Bush will use his visit with
President Putin to help highlight an
issue that requires immediate atten-
tion, helping to stem the crisis in
Darfur. Put an end to this genocide by
putting an end to Russian weapons
sales to the Sudanese Government.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado.

IMMIGRATION

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I come
to the floor to speak about the immi-
gration reform issue. Before my col-
league from Illinois leaves the Cham-
ber, I wish to say that at the end of the
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day, there were some profiles in cour-
age, people of the heart but also people
of the mind who wanted to do what is
right for America and for America’s fu-
ture. I cannot think of a better col-
league than the senior Senator from Il-
linois, DIcK DURBIN, for his passion, for
his wisdom, for his courage, and for his
leadership. I look forward to con-
tinuing our work together as we work
on this and so many other issues that
are so important, both to Illinois and
to Colorado and to the Nation and to
the entire world. I thank my colleague
from Illinois.

As I reflect on the occurrences of the
last several years with respect to im-
migration reform, I wish to comment
on several things. The first of those is
a long history related to an issue that
is somehow intertwined with my own
life. Four hundred nine years ago, my
forefathers and foremothers came to
the place we now call the State of New
Mexico, today known as the land of en-
chantment. It was in New Mexico they
decided to found what was the first set-
tlement in the Southwest and in that
part of the State. They named that
city the city of Santa Fe, the city of
holy faith. Over the centuries following
the founding of the city of Santa Fe,
for the next 250 years, my family con-
tinued to farm and ranch along the
banks of the Rio Grande River, from
Santa Fe up to the north through com-
munities such as those named Espanola
and Chama. Then in 1848, we didn’t im-
migrate to this country, but the border
of the United States of America moved
us over to the Rio Grande River to the
south. It was in 1848, the Mexican-
American war was ended with the sign-
ing of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hi-
dalgo. The signing of the treaty gave
the people who lived in at that time
the Southwestern part of the United
States the option of either becoming
citizens of these United States or going
back not from where they had come
but back to the other side of what had
been a new border that had been cre-
ated in 1848.

My forefathers and foremothers at
the time having had 250 years of his-
tory living in the Southwest, living in
New Mexico, living in the southern
part of Colorado, made the decision
they were going to choose the path of
America, the path of the future, the
path of what is now the greatest coun-
try in the world. It was a good deci-
sion. As a result of that decision, we
have been now in New Mexico and Colo-
rado for a number of generations. I am
a fifth generation Coloradan. My fam-
ily goes back in New Mexico for 12 gen-
erations.

Going back to that history, and rec-
ognizing for the first 2560 years of my
family’s settlement of these United
States they were part of the Govern-
ment of Spain, subjects of the Govern-
ment of Spain for most of that time,
and then for about 20 years a part of
the Mexican Government when Mexico
overthrew Spain in the War of Inde-
pendence in 1821. So for us there is that
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history which ties us so much to the
lands of the southwest.

Now, for me, when I think about that
history, and when I see what America
has done for my family, I see very
much an America that has been an
America in progress.

I look to the Civil War, where there
were over 600,000 people in America
who died, as Lincoln said in his Gettys-
burg Address, to give a new birth of
freedom to America. That was a state-
ment by President Lincoln in which he
believed slavery and the separation and
ownership of people based on their race
was something which was absolutely
wrong. He was able to keep our Union
together with the blood that was
spilled both in the South and in the
North.

It was out of that great Civil War of
our times that we ended up with what
are now some of the more significant
amendments of our Bill of Rights. One
thinks of the 13th and 14th and 15th
amendments that abolished slavery,
that created equal protection under the
laws, that made sure everybody—no
matter who they are, no matter where
they come from—had an opportunity in
these United States.

But that was not the end of the
march for progress because even with
the inclusion of those amendments,
women were excluded and, in fact, the
U.S. Supreme Court, in interpreting
those amendments, made the decision
that the Jim Crow segregation laws of
the United States of America were just
fine; that it was OK for the Govern-
ment of America to sanction a place
where you could have schools for
Blacks, schools for Whites, schools for
people who were Hispanic. It was OK,
in those days, for women, according to
the laws of this country, not to be al-
lowed to vote, to take a subservient
and very secondary role in our society.
That was after a great civil war where
over 600,000 people gave their lives on
the soil of our America. But yet Amer-
ica marched forward on a path of
progress. And we did, indeed, later on
adopt the women’s right of suffrage
that allowed women to vote in our so-
ciety.

Through the long civil rights move-
ment, led by great leaders such as
Thurgood Marshall, we ended up with a
courageous Supreme Court in a unani-
mous decision of those days where Jus-
tice Warren wrote the famous Supreme
Court decision of Brown v. Board of
Education. In that 1954 decision by Jus-
tice Warren, what Justice Warren said
in that decision is that the place of
separate but equal had no place in our
America. He said you cannot have a
doctrine of separate but equal. That
ends up branding those who are of a
different color with a sense of inferi-
ority and, therefore, under the equal
protection clause of the 14th amend-
ment there was no room for segrega-
tion in the United States of America.
That was a significant milestone in our
march for progress in America.

We have made major steps since that
point in time. The passage of the Civil
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Rights Act, signed by President John-
son in the 1960s, ushered in a whole new
era of civil rights in America. We have
continued to march forward.

So, today, as we look at what hap-
pened with the end of the immigration
reform debate, I remain steadfastly
confident and optimistic the tomor-
rows and the weeks ahead and the
years ahead will bring about a resolu-
tion to this issue of immigration which
we deal with today, and in that resolu-
tion of how immigration legislation is
passed, to fix a system which is in
chaos and in disorder today, what we
will find is, as Dr. Martin Luther King
said, change in our immigration laws
will bend toward the arc of moral jus-
tice; that justice is where that arc will
lead us as we deal with the issue of im-
migration reform.

I believe very strongly we had a good
bill. It was not a perfect bill. It was a
bill that, obviously, had its critics,
both on the left and on the right. But
I think it is important for us to step
back and ask ourselves what it is we
were trying to do, those of us who
worked so hard on this legislation.

I believe, first and foremost, what we
were doing is trying to address the na-
tional security issues of the United
States. We were trying to do that by
strengthening our borders and making
sure we had enough money to be able
to hire the personnel and do the things
we have to do to enforce our borders
and also to enforce our laws within our
country.

How can we sit here today in the
United States of America and know
there are millions of people we do not
know, or what their backgrounds are,
who are here illegally, how can we be
satisfied that our national security is
taken care of when the borders are as
porous as they are today? This national
security issue is an inescapable force
that will ultimately lead us to have the
right resolution to dealing with the
issue of our broken borders.

We also have a system of immigra-
tion which is simply broken. It is not
working. What ends up happening is
people point a lot to the border to the
south, Mexico, as though that is where
the issue of immigration, which has be-
come so contentious, is rooted. Yet in
reality, when you talk to the Irish who
live in New York or in Chicago or other
places, there are many undocumented
Irish who live in those communities.

There are undocumented people in
this country who come from over 140
countries all around the world. Indeed,
no matter how big a wall we build, no
matter how tall the wall, no matter
whether that wall is as big as the Wall
of China, the fact is, we have a system
inside of our country that is not work-
ing because about 40 percent of the peo-
ple who are here in an undocumented
status actually came into the country
legally, and they have overstayed their
visas. So we have an immigration sys-
tem within our country that simply is
not working.

Finally, there are the moral and
human issues that are at stake, includ-
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ing the human and moral issues with
the 12 million people who live here in
the shadows of our society. Our quest
was to bring those 12 million people
out of the shadows of darkness and
pain they currently live in, into the
sunlight of our society.

We made it very clear in our state-
ment that it was not a free ride. We
said to them in our legislation they
would have to pay significant fines,
they would have to pass a background
check, they would have to learn
English, they would have to live
through a time—to use a Catholic met-
aphor—a period of purgatory for up to
8 years before they would be eligible to
even become citizens. For most of
them it would have meant a period of
up to 11 years.

So this was not the free ride that was
characterized by some of the opponents
of the legislation. This was, indeed,
tough, fair, and practical legislation
that we proposed. But that legislation
will not be heard on the Senate floor
further for who knows how long. But at
some point in time those forces that
drew us together are forces which are
not going to go away.

We have to continue to figure out a
way to fix our broken borders. We have
to have the courage to stand up and en-
sure that fix of a broken immigration
system. What we have to do is have the
courage to say we are going to do
something that is moral and just and
humane with the 12 million undocu-
mented workers who have toiled in our
hotel rooms, in our fields, who work at
construction sites, who work as chick-
en pluckers, as my good friend said in
South Carolina, who work in those
kinds of conditions every day.

So I leave the end of this day with a
sense of hopefulness, a sense of opti-
mism, and with a sense that these ines-
capable forces that impel us forward
will now not allow us to fail. We will
get this job done.

As we get this job done, it is also im-
portant to reflect on the fact that
there have been many people who have
gotten us to the point where we are
today. There is a lot of work that has
gone on on this issue of immigration.

As Senator REID, and I, and others
have spoken about this issue of immi-
gration, we have reminded people that
since 9/11 there have been 36 hearings
on the issue of immigration. There
have been 6 days of committee markup.
There have been 59 committee amend-
ments. There have been now probably
25 days of this Senate debating the
issue of immigration. And during that
course, there have been almost 100 Sen-
ate floor amendments that we have
voted on as we have moved forward
with immigration reform.

We will get there. But through that
whole effort, there have been some tre-
mendous people who have been profiles
in courage. Some of them are new-
comers to our Senate family. Some of
them are Democrats who have been
around a long time and who have in-
spired the people of America and the
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people who work here every day—day
after day after day. Some of them are
Republican. Some of them are Demo-
crat. I want to say a word about some
of these individuals.

Senator KENNEDY, yes, some people
love him; some people hate him. But
there is no person who has more of a
passion and a sense of justice in Amer-
ica. When you think about the con-
tributions the Kennedy family and
Senator KENNEDY have made to this
Nation, they are one of those historic
and heritage families of whom we can
all truly be proud. It has been an honor
for me to work with him.

Senator LINDSEY GRAHAM did not
have to get involved in the issue of im-
migration. He is up for reelection. It is
not a popular issue. He comes from a
tough State, South Carolina. Yet he
worked every day and gave it every-
thing he had, his whole heart and soul.
He deserves a profile in courage for
what he did.

Senator FEINSTEIN has labored so
much because she cares about those
people working in the fields. She cares
so much about making sure we have a
program that works for business and
for agriculture. She is concerned about
the human and moral issues. She
partnered up with our colleague, Sen-
ator LARRY CRAIG, to get 800 organiza-
tions behind the legislation for
AgJOBS. She did an incredible job in
moving us forward, along with Senator
LARRY CRAIG.

Senator BOB MENENDEZ, we heard
him speak earlier on the Senate floor.
He truly has added a tremendous di-
mension to this body, and his leader-
ship will continue to bring us to a solu-
tion that is a fair and humane and just
solution to this issue of immigration
about which he cares so much. When he
talks about family reunification, for
him, he knows what that means in the
context of immigration in a personal
sense. So we need to honor and respect
his perspective, which I support.

Senator REID, without his leadership,
and without his bringing ‘‘Lazarus’ up
to life again on the floor of the Senate
on immigration, we would not have
gotten anywhere. So I thank our leader
for having given us the opportunity
and having stood with us on some very
tough debates. He is a tough guy. He is
a boxer. He knows how to fight. That is
the kind of leadership America needs.

Senator LEAHY, as the chairman of
the Judiciary Committee, who has
done such a great job in the func-
tioning of that Judiciary Committee,
helped us move this legislation for-
ward. I thank him for his leadership.

Senator KYL, the chairman of the Re-
publican Conference Committee—get
that—the chairman of the Republican
Conference Committee, was in the
trenches. He was in the trenches,
sleeves rolled up, trying to make this
thing happen; JON KYL from Arizona
deserves one of those profiles in cour-
age as well; Senator MCCAIN and his
leadership. He is running for President.
This is not a popular issue to take up.
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Some people are saying that perhaps
this is an issue that might take him to
a lesser standing in the polls. But I will
say this about Senator McCAIN: He is a
hero of America, and he is a hero of
America because he has the courage of
his convictions to stand up for those
things he believes in. You think about
those years he spent in captivity in
Vietnam and what kind of courage was
honed into his consciousness and into
his humanity. He truly is a person of
great leadership.

Senator SPECTER, the ranking mem-
ber of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, is a Republican who helped
shepherd this legislation forward. Day
after day he worked to make this hap-
pen because he knew of the national
imperative we were dealing with. He
also is one of those people with great
courage.

My colleague from Florida, Senator
MARTINEZ, worked hard for a very long
time trying to get us across the finish
line. For me, he is a brother. For me,
when he tells the story of being a Peter
Pan child, he exemplifies the dream
and hope of what America is. We very
much look forward to continuing our
working relationship together on
issues that affect America.

I say to his colleague, the Presiding
Officer, Senator NELSON from Florida, I
appreciate his great work and hanging
with us, even on what was a very tough
vote at the end.

I also want to say a quick word about
a couple of other people who are fresh-
men, about whom some might say:
What were they doing involved in such
a big issue? But then I guess they did it
because they learned and because they
were doing it for all of the right rea-
sons. SHELDON WHITEHOUSE, my col-
league from Rhode Island, I called on
him and said: You need to be a part of
this group. You need to be a part of it
because, No. 1, you are on the Judici-
ary Committee; and No. 2, you were a
great attorney general of Rhode Island;
and No. 3, you will learn so much in
working with great names such as KEN-
NEDY and SPECTER, LEAHY, and others.
So he joined us, and day in and day out
he was there, laboring to get us across
the finish line.

AMY KLOBUCHAR, the new Senator
from Minnesota, has a way of trying to
bring people together. She has a way of
trying to bring people together. She la-
bored mightily to get us to where we
ended up today, with at least as many
votes as we were able to get.

But it is not just those who work who
have the title of Senator—and I might
add Senator TRENT LOTT also did a
Herculean job of trying to get us across
the finish line, and I thank him for
that.

But there are many people behind
each of these Senators. We get the hon-
ors, we get the label of Senator, but we
couldn’t do it without the wonderful
floor staff we have, including the Par-
liamentarians and the clerks and oth-
ers who help us every day, but also the
staffs of each of our offices.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

From Senator KENNEDY’s staff, I
thank Ester Olavarria, Michael Myers,
Janice Kaguyutan, Melissa Crow, Mary
Giovagnoli, and Todd Kushner; for Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN, Amy Pope and Jennifer
Duck; for Senator MENENDEZ, Chris
Schloesser; for Senator REID, Serena
Hoy, Marcela Urrutia, and Ron Weich;
for Senator DURBIN, Joe Zogby; for
Senator LEAHY, Matt Virkstis and
Ellen Gallagher; for Senator GRAHAM,
Jen Olson and Matt Rimkunas; for Sen-
ator KyL, Elizabeth Maier and Michael
Dougherty; for Senator MCCAIN, Becky
Jensen; for Senator SPECTER, Michael
O’Neill and Juria Jones; for Senator
MARTINEZ, Nilda Pedrosa and Clay
Deatherage.

I thank all the staff who have made
this possible.

In conclusion, let me say I have great
hope. I have great hope and I am opti-
mistic. I am optimistic we are going to
be able to deal with the great issues of
our time in the 21st century. We are
going to be able to figure out a way to
resolve the issues in Iraq and in the
Middle East, because the greatness of
America depends upon us restoring the
greatness of America around the world.
We will move forward with a clean en-
ergy future for the 21st century, which
is what we worked so hard on and what
we passed in this Chamber last week.
We will work very hard to address the
issues of health care which affect so
many Americans and their families and
s0 many American businesses. Yes, we
will continue to work on the issue of
immigration. It is an issue we must re-
solve, and I am optimistic.

I am optimistic because when I think
of that generation I come from, that
generation of World War II, the parents
of the Presiding Officer and mine, peo-
ple who lived through those very dif-
ficult times of the Great Depression
and the Dust Bowl, people who fought
in World War II, veterans such as my
father who went to war, my mother
who served in the Pentagon during
World War II, that generation of World
War II, where half a million Americans
gave their lives in the name of pre-
serving civilization and freedom; if
they could take on those challenges of
their time, then there is no reason why
we in the Congress cannot take on the
challenges of our time and restore the
greatness of America and make sure
that the legacy they left to each and
every one of us is not a legacy we for-
get or that we do not pass on in an
even better shape to our children. I do
not want our generation to be the first
generation in American history that
passes on the baton to the next genera-
tion in worse condition than we inher-
ited it from our parents.

I thank the Presiding Officer, and I
yield the floor.

Mr. President, in my haste to thank
everybody I forgot to say something
about someone who has now been
through three immigration battles
with me in my office, and that is
Felicia Escobar. Felicia will be going
to law school soon. For the last 3 years
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she has labored mightily, putting in
sometimes 100-hour work weeks to
make sure we are doing the right
things on immigration, and I wanted to
personally thank her on the floor for
her great efforts.

Mr. President, I yield the floor and I
note the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I have had the privilege of listen-
ing to the Presiding Officer in his role
as the Senator from Colorado give a
very detailed and very comprehensive
overview of a lot of the personalities
and the intrigues, as well as the sub-
stance, that went into this whole de-
bate on immigration. It was inter-
esting that when we failed to get the
necessary 60 votes today to cut off de-
bate on a motion of cloture, all the
Senators stayed on the floor and lis-
tened to the majority leader. I thought
the tone that the majority leader, Sen-
ator HARRY REID of Nevada, set was
not one of bitterness; it was one ex-
pressing a good deal of frustration in
the fact that so much effort had been
made and we didn’t get to the 60 votes.
As a matter of fact, I think we were
some 11 or 12 votes short of the 60
votes.

He did not point fingers. He didn’t
say whose fault it was. He said there
will be another day, that this is one of
the great issues of our time, and that
America was better off for having had
the debate. HARRY REID comported
himself with great dignity and great
leadership because there will be an-
other day. There has to be another day
on the issue of immigration, simply be-
cause what we have now on the books
is a law this Senator voted for in 1986
as a Member of the House of Represent-
atives; a law that has never been en-
forced by the U.S. Government and
never has been obeyed by the people
who were supposed to obey the law.
What was estimated back in 1986—21
years ago—to be 2 million, maybe 3
million illegal folks in this country,
because the law was never obeyed, in
many cases by employers who were
supposed to be the fulcrum of enforcing
the law, that they would only hire
legal entrants into this country, and on
top of it was never enforced by the U.S.
Government, created a condition that
s0 many people have blasted the very
legislation we have been considering of
amnesty.

What we have now is amnesty: That
2 million or 3 million 21 years ago
would grow to 12 million illegal aliens
today. That is amnesty. Amnesty is
what we have today because the law
was never enforced or obeyed. That is
what we have to correct.

Now, sadly, because of the experi-
ences we have had over the last 21
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years, not only on the question of im-
migration, but then from the lessons of
September 11, 2001, we realize there is
another reason we must control our
borders, so desperately necessary to
the welfare and the protection of this
country, the protection of the home-
land. Because of those two main rea-
sons, we will live to see another day,
and we will pass an immigration law to
bring us into order out of the chaos
which is the current condition.

I commend the Senator from Colo-
rado as he gave a personality profile of
so many of these wonderful Senators
here, and it is a Senate family. You get
to know each other on a personal basis,
and you see how on occasion a Senator
will rise to an occasion. All of the peo-
ple whom the Senator from Colorado
mentioned certainly merit that dis-
tinction. But what the Senator from
Colorado didn’t do is he didn’t talk
about himself. The Senator from Colo-
rado has done one of the most remark-
able jobs of acclimating to the Senate
within a short period of time and be-
coming so effective, and especially on
an issue such as immigration, for
which he has great passion and com-
passion.

So I wanted to add my little com-
ments to all of those the Senator men-
tioned who have so wonderfully stood
tall under very difficult circumstances.
It is quite unusual when a subject will
touch a nerve that will create such pas-
sion on both sides—passion that gets so
heated that the sides won’t talk to
each other. We cannot make law like
that because, as the Good Book says,
you have to come and reason together.
When the passion gets so hot that you
cannot come and reason together, you
cannot come together and build con-
sensus, that is when the legislative
process in a democracy breaks down.

These Senators, in the midst of all of
that passion, stood tall, comporting
themselves extremely well and serving
in the best tradition of the U.S. Sen-
ate.

Mr. President, I yield the floor and
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEL-
SON of Florida). Without objection, it is
so ordered.

——————

ETHICS AND LOBBYING REFORM

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we had a
number of conversations this afternoon
on the floor about ethics and lobbying
reform. We are not going to move on
that anymore today. We will renew our
request tomorrow, until we get this
done. I hope we can get it done. It is
really important for the country.

Mr. President, I am reading now into
the RECORD a statement that was
issued today. I received it in my office,
as all Senators did:
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Statement on status of 911 Commission
recommendations bill, dated June 28, 2007.

The 9/11 families are grateful to Congres-
sional Leadership for taking the difficult
step of removing a controversial labor provi-
sion from pending security legislation in-
tended to implement the remaining 9/11
Commission recommendations.

I will read that again; I didn’t do a
very good job of it.

The 9/11 families are grateful to Congres-
sional Leadership for taking the difficult
step of removing a controversial labor provi-
sion from pending security legislation in-
tended to implement the remaining 9/11
Commission recommendations. We recognize
that this was a difficult decision for them,
considering their party’s longstanding dedi-
cation to the principles involved.

Passage of this bill is long overdue, par-
ticularly in light of bipartisan support at the
bill’s inception in both the House and Sen-
ate. The Democrats have taken an important
step toward improving our national security
by removing what the opposition identified
as an impediment to the bill’s passage.

Senate Republican leadership must, in
turn, stop blocking the naming of conferees
so that this critical legislation can move for-
ward. Similarly, the Administration should
cease its threats to veto legislation regard-
ing the provisions that go to the heart of the
9/11 Commission recommendations.

Everyone must work together. The safety
and security of our country is at stake.

This is signed by Carol Ashley, whose
daughter Janice was lost in that ter-
rorist attack of September 11; Rose-
mary Dillard, who is the widow of
Eddie, who was Kkilled in that terrorist
attack; Beverly Eckert, who is the
widow of Sean Rooney, who was killed
in that attack; Mary Fetchet, the
mother of Brad, who was killed in that
terrorist attack; Carie Leming, whose
daughter Judy was killed in that ter-
rorist attack; and Abraham Scott, the
widower of Janice, who was killed in
that attack.

These are members of organizations
that have been steadfast in making
sure everything is done so that we
don’t have other terrorist attacks and
that we implement the recommenda-
tions of the 9/11 Commission. Those or-
ganizations are Voices of September
11th, 9/11 Pentagon Families, and Fam-
ilies of September 11, which are organi-
zations well known throughout the
country.

Earlier this spring, the Director of
National Intelligence, ADM Mike
McConnell, told our Armed Services
Committee in a public hearing that al-
Qaida’s franchise is growing and its
leadership remains alive and well along
the Afghanistan/Pakistan border and
that any new attack on the United
States ‘“‘most likely would be planned
and come out of the [al-Qaida] leader-
ship in Pakistan.” We think that is in-
credible. Almost 6 years after 9/11, we
face the same threat we faced that day:
Osama bin Laden and a determined ex-
tremist group intent on harming Amer-
icans. Unfortunately, it is painfully
clear that much more can and must be
done to protect America from terrorist
attacks.

Three years ago, the bipartisan 911
Commission recommended ways to

June 28, 2007

strengthen our defense against ter-
rorism. Unfortunately, the Bush ad-
ministration and the Republican-con-
trolled Congress failed to act on most
of these recommendations. That is why
one of the first bills passed in the
House and the Senate at the start of
this session of Congress would finally
and fully implement the unanimous
recommendations of the 9/11 Commis-
sion.

As my colleagues know, since we
acted on a broad bipartisan basis,
House and Senate Democrats and Re-
publicans have worked tirelessly to re-
solve the differences over this bill and
get it to the President’s desk so it can
be signed into law. However, twice this
week, my Republican colleagues have
objected to moving forward so we can
complete action on this bill.

On Tuesday, a Republican Senator
made it clear for the record that the
Republicans objected to proceeding to
conference because of a provision in
the bill regarding TSA screeners, which
had prompted the President to issue a
veto threat on the bill.

Although the provision would im-
prove efficiency, morale, and skills of
TSA screeners, President Bush strenu-
ously opposed it.

In an effort to demonstrate our com-
mitment to completing this important
legislation as quickly as possible, we
informed our Republican colleagues we
were prepared to address their objec-
tions and remove this provision during
conference negotiations. But my Re-
publican colleagues apparently decided
to shift the goalposts.

Yesterday, when I asked for consent
to proceed with the commitment that
the TSA provision not be included in
the conference, Senator LOTT objected
on behalf of Senate Republicans. But
this time he would not say why he ob-
jected. He just objected.

Once we made our intentions clear
about their expressed concern, I cer-
tainly don’t understand why my Re-
publican colleagues continue to object
to moving forward to complete action
on this bill. Why do they keep shifting
the goalposts? Of what are they afraid?

This strange behavior is not lost on
the American people. Today, represent-
atives of the 9/11 victims, their fami-
lies, let their views be heard. I have
read their statement into the RECORD.
The American people expect us to fin-
ish this work as rapidly as possible.

There can be little doubt that Amer-
ica will be more secure when this bill is
signed into law. That is why I believe
we need to take the next procedural
step as part of our regular order, which
is to appoint conferees to finish these
negotiations.

Therefore, Mr. President, I make the
following unanimous consent request:
That the homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs Committee be dis-
charged from further consideration of
H.R. 1 and that the Senate then pro-
ceed to its immediate consideration—I
am sorry, whenever I see that H.R. 1, it
confuses everybody; that is what we
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