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before and has been previously ap-
proved. We have no objection to pro-
ceeding as suggested by the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
is no further debate, the question is on
agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment (No. 2388) was agreed
to.

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote.

Mr. COCHRAN. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington is recognized.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

SECOND HIGHER EDUCATION
EXTENSION ACT OF 2007

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of S. 1868
introduced earlier today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 1868) to temporarily extend the
programs under the Higher Education Act of
1965, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
read the third time and passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the
table, and that any statements relating
thereto be printed in the RECORD.

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

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time
and passed, as follows:

S. 1868

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Second
Higher Education Extension Act of 2007”.
SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF PROGRAMS.

Section 2(a) of the Higher Education Ex-
tension Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-81; 20
U.S.C. 1001 note) is amended by striking
“July 31, 2007 and inserting ‘‘October 31,
2007,

SEC. 3. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in this Act, or in the Higher Edu-
cation Extension Act of 2005 as amended by
this Act, shall be construed to limit or oth-
erwise alter the authorizations of appropria-
tions for, or the durations of, programs con-
tained in the amendments made by the High-
er Education Reconciliation Act of 2005 (Pub-
lic Law 109-171) to the provisions of the
Higher Education Act of 1965 and the Tax-
payer-Teacher Protection Act of 2004.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded 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. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have spo-
ken to the two managers, Senators
BYRD and COCHRAN. We have done some
work this afternoon. We are getting a
feel of the legislation. Senator CANT-
WELL has an amendment she will offer
at the appropriate time. Maybe it can
be worked out with the managers. If it
cannot, we certainly are not going to
be able to debate it all tonight. We are
working on the warrior legislation. If
we decide to finish that tonight, that
will be done by unanimous consent and
won’t require a rollcall vote. At least it
won’t require one tonight. So I think
that with a number of balls being up in
the air—and we are waiting for other
Senators to come and offer amend-
ments—we will have no more rollcall
votes tonight.

I suggest, though, that Senators
should understand that tomorrow is
Wednesday and we really need to finish
this bill. T hope Senators who have
amendments to offer will do that. I
checked with the managers, and I have
spoken with Senator COCHRAN. Tomor-
row, if we are in a period where there
are no amendments being offered, we
will move to third reading. If people
want to improve this bill in any way
that they feel appropriate, the way to
do it is to come and offer an amend-
ment.

I have said today—and I say it
again—I don’t want to file cloture on
the bill. I think it would set a pattern
for how we need to work on appropria-
tions bills. Let’s get this done in the
regular order. In fact, I said earlier
today—and I will say it again—I have
spoken to the President’s Chief of Staff
about appropriations bills generally.
My feeling is that we will be happy to
sit down and talk to the President’s
people about an overall program to get
these bills passed. In the meantime,
let’s do them one at a time. The power
of the White House, whether it is a
Democratic or a Republican President,
comes when we have the conference,
anyway.

Again, I hope we can work within the
regular order to get this passed. I no-
tify all Senate offices that there will
be no more rollcall votes tonight.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MENENDEZ). Without objection, it is so
ordered.
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MORNING BUSINESS

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to a period of morning
business, with Senators permitted to
speak therein for up to 10 minutes.

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

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

———

WOUNDED WARRIOR

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we have not
been able to clear the Wounded Warrior
legislation. It is my understanding the
minority is looking at that again to-
night. Hopefully, we can get it done to-
morrow.

When I come in in the morning, when
the Senate convenes, I am going to ask
consent again to pass that. This is one
of the opportunities we have to really
do something for the troops. The De-
fense authorization bill, the other stuff
in it, doesn’t become effective until the
beginning of the fiscal year, October 1,
but this, Wounded Warrior, becomes ef-
fective upon passage and approval, so it
would really be good if we could do
that sooner rather than later. As soon
as we complete it here, we will be that
much closer to being able to get that
to the President. The House can do it
very quickly.

I was meeting with the Speaker this
afternoon. It is amazing what they can
do in just a short period of time. I went
over my list of things I wanted to com-
plete for the Senate this next couple of
weeks: This appropriations bill we are
working on now, SCHIP, the conference
report on ethics, and then the one on
9/11.

She had two pages of things they
were going to do in the next couple of
weeks. We can’t do that here but she
can. That is when you realize the dif-
ference between the House and the Sen-
ate.

——————

EDUCATION AND THE MINIMUM
WAGE

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, during
the last year I have listened to a lot of
things Ohioans have said, have told me,
as I have traveled from Cleveland to
Portsmouth, and from Toledo to Cin-
cinnati and from Youngstown to Lima
and Bryan. I have heard repeatedly,
particularly middle class and working
families talk about lost opportunity,
that they do not have the same oppor-
tunity for wage increases, do not have
the same opportunity to join a union,
do not have the same opportunity to
send their kids to college.
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Earlier today, we passed legislation—
overwhelmingly, bipartisanly—finally,
to raise Pell grants to increase the op-
portunity for young people to go to
school. Pell grants had not been in-
creased in years and years and years.

We know for students in Ohio, for ex-
ample, the cost of a public education at
a 4-year public school has gone up, in
the last 5 years, 53 percent. The cost of
a private education at a 4-year private
school has gone up 28 percent. Yet the
average wage in Ohio only went up 3
percent. So we have private education
going up this much, public education
going up this much, and wages increas-
ing only slightly. That is why the leg-
islation the Senate passed earlier and
legislation the House is working on ab-
solutely will matter to provide oppor-
tunity for middle-class kids.

At the same time, as I traveled the
State, I heard people talk about tax
policy. It is clear to people in AKkron, in
Youngstown, it is clear to people in
Dayton and Middletown, and Hamilton
and Gallipolis and Galion, OH, that too
often the wealthy have paid, as their
income goes up and up and up, very lit-
tle in taxes, relatively, while middle-
class families get more and more of a
burden.

We saw, from 1946 to 1973, in the his-
tory of this country, economic oppor-
tunities for poor families and working
families grew. Then, from 1973 to 2000,
we saw it pretty much level out. We
have seen those families who are work-
ing hard, playing by the rules, not even
enjoying increases at all in their
wages. In fact, they have fallen behind
in too many cases.

That is why today, in addition to
passing the bill providing opportunity
for students to go to Ohio State or
Hiram College or the University of To-
ledo or the University of Steubenville,
students in Ohio have more oppor-
tunity—after this bill becomes law, if
we can get the President to sign it—
than they had yesterday.

Today is also a cause to celebrate.
Today the minimum wage goes into ef-
fect. It is the first raise in 10 years. For
300,000 working Ohioans, 13 million
workers nationwide, they will see their
wages go up today.

For 10 years, worker productivity has
gone up. In this country, more produc-
tive workers meant higher income
workers. But too often we have seen a
disconnect between productivity and
wages. While American workers are
continually more productive, their
wages have not gone up. Whether that
is a minimum wage worker, whether it
is a worker making $20 an hour, it is
way too common.

Today, we did something about it for
those minimum wage workers. Because
of workers in this country—minimum
wage and higher income workers—be-
cause of what they did last November,
voting for change, minimum wage
workers have the increase in the pay
they deserve and have earned.

It is a good day for American work-
ers. It is especially a good day for min-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

imum wage workers. We have lots more
work to do.

IRAQ CONTINGENCY PLANS

Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, an issue I
wish to address today relates to a re-
quest that Senator CLINTON, my col-
league from New York, made to the
Secretary of Defense back in May, ask-
ing that appropriate oversight commit-
tees in the Congress, particularly the
Armed Services Committee on which I
serve, as does the Presiding Officer, be
given briefings regarding what current
contingency plans might exist in the
Department of Defense if we do, in fact,
begin a withdrawal of our forces from
Iraq.

The Secretary of Defense did not re-
spond to the Senator from New York
directly. Instead, the Under Secretary
of Defense for Policy, Eric Edelman,
wrote her a letter with which she took
great umbrage last weekend stating,
and I quote from Mr. Edelman’s letter,
‘“‘“that premature and public discussion
of the withdrawal of U.S. forces from
Iraq reinforces enemy propaganda that
the United States will abandon its al-
lies in Iraq, much as we are perceived
to have done in Vietnam, Lebanon, and
Somalia.”

He then said at the end of his letter:

It is a longstanding departmental policy
that operational plans, including contin-
gency plans, are not released outside of the
department.

I have great concerns about this let-
ter, having spent 5 years working in
the Pentagon and knowing these sorts
of letters require coordination among
the highest offices inside the Pentagon.
I ask that the Secretary of Defense
clarify that position of the Department
of Defense on the matters that his
Under Secretary addressed.

Is it the policy of the Department of
Defense that a discussion of the with-
drawal of forces reinforces enemy prop-
aganda and that we might be aban-
doning our allies, as we are perceived
to have done in Lebanon and Somalia?

The first thing I ask is, what allies
did we abandon in Lebanon and Soma-
lia?—I was in Lebanon as a journalist.
We went into Lebanon as part of a U.N.
peacekeeping force in order to separate
warring factions. We were there purely
on a mission of peace. We were not
there to side with one faction or an-
other. In Somalia, it was basically
gang warfare. We all know that now.

This is the kind of rhetoric that, in
my opinion, was designed purely for
the purpose of attacking Senator CLIN-
TON rather than addressing the issues
that we need to be looking at.

There is probably no greater testi-
mony to that than to just go back to
the bill that Senator WARNER and Sen-
ator LUGAR offered as an amendment
on the Defense authorization bill,
which was just pulled because this
amendment—which was put together
after careful thought by the former
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee and the former chairman of the
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Foreign Relations Committee, two of
the esteemed leaders of the Republican
Party—asked for the same thing. In
fact, it called for the same thing.

Senator WARNER and Senator LUGAR
were stating in this amendment that
the President should require, among
other things, a report to be presented
to the Congress no later than October
16, 2007, which specifically addressed
the same issues that Senator CLINTON
asked to be addressed in her letter,
showing what the plans might be and
when they might be executable in the
event we decide to withdraw our forces
from Iraq.

Also, I think it is a legitimate ques-
tion for people in Congress to be asking
when we look back at the way we
ended up going into Iraq. I was not a
Member of this body, but I watched, as
did so many Americans, on television
as this body and the House of Rep-
resentatives had administration offi-
cials testifying. They asked in the
runup to this war how long we were
going to be in Iraq, and the answer was
a litany. It was as long as is necessary
and not 1 day more.

For Under Secretary Edelman to in
any way indicate that it is the policy
of this administration that they do not
have to share the thought they are put-
ting into these options is totally out of
line.

For that reason, I joined with Sen-
ator CLINTON, Senator BAYH, and Sen-
ator BYRD in a letter to the chairman
of the Armed Services Committee spe-
cifically asking that we have hearings
in the Armed Services Committee that
will address these issues. If the admin-
istration wants to go into closed hear-
ings, that is fine. But I am asking
today, No. 1, that the Secretary of De-
fense clarify for us what his beliefs are
with respect to the rhetoric that came
out of a letter that took 2 months to be
generated from his Department in re-
sponse to what Senator CLINTON asked
for; and then secondly, that the other
Members of this body join me in ex-
pressing their concern on this issue.

We have to have contingency plans.
It is within the purview of the Congress
for us to examine them. Again, I ask
Senators on both sides of the aisle to
put their eyes on this and join me in
this expression of concern.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

NATIONAL HISTORY DAY WINNERS

e Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, today
I recognize and congratulate three of
Washington State’s outstanding stu-
dents, Leigh Douglas and Helen Lee
from Redmond, Washington and Brian
Maskal from Tacoma, WA, for their
award-winning projects recognized by
the National History Day program.
Each student’s project reflects this
year’s National History Day theme,
“Triumph and Tragedy in History.” I
am proud to say that these students
were selected from more than 2,000 fi-
nalists by the National History Day
program to present their projects.
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