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on amounts attributable to the alter-
native minimum tax in cases where the
taxpayer was not subject to the alter-
native minimum tax in the preceding
year.

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
SMITH) and the Senator from Maine
(Ms. CoLLINS) were added as cosponsors
of S. 1855, supra.

S. RES. 276

At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the
names of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY), the Senator from North
Carolina (Mrs. DOLE), the Senator from
New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) and the
Senator from New Hampshire (Mr.
SUNUNU) were added as cosponsors of S.
Res. 276, a resolution calling for the ur-
gent deployment of a robust and effec-
tive multinational peacekeeping mis-
sion with sufficient size, resources,
leadership, and mandate to protect ci-
vilians in Darfur, Sudan, and for efforts
to strengthen the renewal of a just and
inclusive peace process.

AMENDMENT NO. 2067

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 2067 intended to
be proposed to H.R. 1585, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2108

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 2108 intended to
be proposed to H.R. 1585, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2381

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. COBURN) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 2381 proposed to S.
1642, a bill to extend the authorization
of programs under the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965, and for other pur-
poses.

At the request of Mr. ENZI, his name
was added as a cosponsor of amend-
ment No. 2381 proposed to S. 1642,
supra.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself and
Mr. KYL):

S. 1860. A bill to control violent
crime; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce a crime bill that I
hope all of my colleagues will support.
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Several of my colleagues and I have
worked with the Department of Justice
to develop an important comprehensive
crime bill which will provide new tools
to law enforcement and prosecutors
across the country.

This is an important issue. The New
York Times wrote recently that vio-
lent crime was on the rise in our larger
cities. Murder, robbery and gun as-
saults seem to be on the rise in
midsized to large cities. Experts at-
tribute this increase, in part, to the
spread of drug use, gangs, high poverty,
a record number of people being re-
leased from prison, and easy access to
guns and a willingness to settle dis-
putes with them.

This comprehensive crime bill will
help law enforcement officers and pros-
ecutors beat back this rise in violent
crimes. It is an extensive bill but let
me discuss a few of its provisions here.

Over the past several years, Congress
has worked to crack down on child
predators. From the PROTECT Act in
2003 to last year’s Adam Walsh Act,
Congress has made clear that those
who commit crimes against our chil-
dren will face swift and severe punish-
ment. The bill I am introducing today
builds on this momentum and adds ad-
ditional tools to the prosecutorial arse-
nal. Among the changes provided in
this bill is an increase in the punish-
ments for a variety of sex offenses, in-
cluding providing mandatory mini-
mums for possession of child pornog-
raphy. The bill would triple the crimi-
nal fines available against electronic
service providers who knowingly and
willfully fail to report child pornog-
raphy and would make it a Federal
crime to participate in the sex tourism
trade in order to produce child pornog-
raphy.

We must protect the most vulnerable
of us, children, and these provisions
will continue this progress.

The bill amends the armed career
criminal statute to create a tiered pun-
ishment approach such that defendants
with more serious criminal histories
who use guns will face harsher punish-
ments, including mandatory minimum
prison sentences. Additionally, the bill
also increases the statute of limita-
tions for violent crimes from 5 to 10
years.

The bill also makes some technical
but important changes to the gun stat-
utes. For instance, the bill inserts an
interstate commerce jurisdictional
statement in 18 U.S.C. 924h cases, the
statute that prohibits the transfer of
firearms to others who intend to use
those firearms in a drug trafficking or
violent crime. This corrects a post
Lopez congressional oversight and en-
sures that if this statute is used, it will
not be struck down. Additionally, this
bill provides that those felons who are
arrested for possession of firearms will
be detained without bail pending trial.

We need to send a strong message of
deterrence to those who would illegally
use firearms. This bill sends that mes-
sage loud and clear.
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Finally, the bill includes some sig-
nificant changes to critical terrorism
statutes. For instance, this bill crim-
inalizes providing financial support to
families of suicide bombers. It also in-
creases penalties for those convicted of
material support and denies Federal
benefits to convicted terrorists.

These are but a few of the provisions
contained in this bill. Congress must
continue to evaluate and, when nec-
essary, provide needed tools to law en-
forcement to enable those public serv-
ants to effectively do their job.

This bill does that and I hope that
my colleagues will support it.

By Mr. KYL (for himself and Mr.
MCcCAIN):

S. 1862. A bill to provide for the ex-
change and conveyance of certain Na-
tional Forest land and other land in
southeast Arizona, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I rise today
to introduce the Southeast Arizona
Land Exchange and Conservation Act
of 2007. This bill facilitates an impor-
tant land exchange in Arizona that will
provide for the acquisition and protec-
tion of environmentally sensitive lands
while providing a much needed eco-
nomic engine for the people of Supe-
rior, AZ, and the surrounding commu-
nities. I am pleased to be joined by
Senator MCCAIN as an original cospon-
sor of this bill.

This is not the first time Senator
McCAIN and I have introduced this land
exchange legislation. In 2005, we intro-
duced S. 1122. S. 1122 was later modified
and reintroduced in 2006 as S. 2466. S.
2466, as introduced, reflected the pains-
taking negotiated compromises and
public feedback that we received with
respect to the bill. S. 2466 had a favor-
able hearing before the Subcommittee
on Forests and Public Lands in the
Senate Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources in May 2006. At that
hearing, both the Forest Service and
the Bureau of Land Management testi-
fied in support of the bill. The bill,
however, was not enacted in the last
Congress. I am pleased to say we are
back again this year with a bill that
includes some new provisions based on
the work of the stakeholders to con-
tinue to improve the bill.

The exchange facilitates the convey-
ance to Resolution Copper of approxi-
mately 3,025 acres of National Forest
System land, 3 miles outside of Supe-
rior, Arizona in the historic Pioneer
Mining District. The acreage com-
monly called “Oak Flat” would be
traded to Resolution Copper to facili-
tate future exploration, and possible
development, of what may be one of
the largest deposits of copper ore ever
discovered in North America. The 3,025
acres of Federal lands are intermingled
with, or lie next to, private lands al-
ready owned by Resolution Copper, and
are located south and east of Resolu-
tion’s existing underground Magma
copper mine. Approximately 75 percent
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of the Federal land is already
blanketed by federally authorized min-
ing claims owned by Resolution Copper
that give it the right to explore and de-
velop the minerals. Given the inter-
mingled ownership, the public safety
issues that may be associated with
mining activities, and the significant
financial investment Resolution Cop-
per must make to even determine
whether development of a mine is fea-
sible, it makes sense, for Resolution
Copper to own the entire Oak Flat
area.

However, we also recognize that
there are public impacts associated
with transferring Oak Flat out of fed-
eral ownership. This bill goes far in ad-
dressing these impacts. Let me explain.
First, the land exchange is conditioned
on the execution of a permanent con-
servation easement to protect Apache
Leap, a spectacular cliff area rich in
cultural history on the western side of
the Federal parcel. Although the con-
servation easement has been a feature
in this bill since it was first intro-
duced, we have expanded and strength-
ened the protections required by the
easement. The easement will now apply
to the entire Apache Leap escarpment
totaling approximately 695 acres up
from the 562 acres that were protected
in the original bill. To address con-
cerns that were raised that the mining
operation might still affect the area,
the conservation easement will not
just prohibit surface development, it
will also prohibit commercial mineral
extraction under the easement area. In
addition, the exchange includes a fund
endowment for the implementation of
the terms of the conservation ease-
ment.

The Oak Flat Campground, con-
sisting of 16 rustic tent/RV sites, is lo-
cated on the north side of the parcel,
adjacent to U.S. Highway 60. Recog-
nizing that the campground is used by
the community and others, we are re-
quiring that this campground be re-
placed on the Globe Ranger District at
Resolution Copper’s expense. Public ac-
cess to this campground will not imme-
diately terminate on enactment of the
legislation: The bill stipulates contin-
ued public access to the campground
for two years after enactment.

We also heard from the public that
climbing and bouldering are important
recreational resources at Oak Flat. For
this reason, we included a placeholder
in S. 1122 for additional climbing provi-
sions as a good faith offer to the climb-
ing community to work with us and
Resolution Copper to address the loss
of public access to climbing at Oak
Flat in a way that would not com-
promise public safety. A compromise
was reached by the stakeholders to
continue temporary interim access to
some climbing at Oak Flat; and exe-
cute a license between Resolution Cop-
per and Access Fund, a national advo-
cacy climbing organization, to allow
climbers to gain access to popular
climbing sites located on Resolution
Copper’s private land. This compromise
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along with the discovery of ‘“‘“Tamo,” a
climbing gem in the Tam O’Shanter
Mountains, which is slated to become
Arizona’s newest State park, are exam-
ples of how parties coming together
can turn an unfortunate situation into
a win-win.

We had hoped we would be able to
make a similar announcement with re-
gard to the cultural resource concerns
that were raised by the San Carlos
Apache Tribe in May of last year. Un-
fortunately, that is not the case. I am
still hopeful, however, and I will con-
tinue to reach out to the Yavapai and
Apache tribes as this bill moves
through the legislative process.

In return for conveying the Federal
land to Resolution Copper, the Forest
Service and Bureau of Land Manage-
ment will receive eight parcels of pri-
vate land, totaling 4,583 acres plus $7.5
million to be placed in a trust account
to be expended by the United States on
additional conservation lands in Ari-
zona. The parcels included in this bill
have been identified, and are strongly
endorsed for acquisition by the Arizona
Audubon Society, Nature Conservancy,
Trust for Public Land, Sonoran Insti-
tute, Arizona Game and Fish Depart-
ment, and numerous others. They in-
clude lands along the San Pedro River,
an important internationally recog-
nized migratory bird corridor, riparian
and wetland habitat for threatened and
endangered animal and plant species,
including the southwestern willow
flycatcher and the hedgehog cactus,
and magnificent canyons and forests
that are home to big game species.
Most of the parcels are in holdings
whose acquisition will enable more ef-
fective management of the federal
land. It is in the public interest to
bring these conservation lands into
Federal ownership for the enjoyment of
future generations.

Although the focus of this bill is the
land exchange between Resolution Cop-
per and the U.S., it also includes provi-
sions allowing for the conveyance of
Federal lands to the town of Superior.
These lands include the town cemetery,
lands around the town airport, and a
Federal reversionary interest that ex-
ists at the airport site. These lands are
included in the proposed exchange to
help the town to provide its municipal
needs and expand and diversify its eco-
nomic development.

Though I have described the many
benefits of and the important com-
promises that are part of this ex-
change, you may be asking why we are
legislating this land exchange. Why not
use the existing administrative land
exchange process? The answer is that
this exchange can only be accom-
plished legislatively because the Forest
Service does not have the authority to
convey away Federal lands in order to
acquire other lands outside the bound-
aries of the National Forest System, no
matter how ecologically valuable.

This bill contains procedural safe-
guards and conditions that ensure it is
an equal value exchange in the public
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interest. I will highlight some of those
safeguards: First, it requires that all
appraisals of the lands must follow
standard federal practice and be per-
formed in accordance with appraisal
standards promulgated by the U.S. De-
partment of Justice. All appraisals
must also be formally reviewed, and
approved, by the Secretary of Agri-
culture. Second, to ensure the Federal
Government gets full value for the Fed-
eral parcel it is giving up, the Federal
parcel will be appraised to include the
minerals and appraised as if
unencumbered by the private mining
claims that detract from the fair mar-
ket value of the land. These are impor-
tant provisions not required by federal
law. They are especially significant
given that over 75 percent of the Fed-
eral parcel is covered by mining claims
owned by Resolution Copper and the
bulk of the value of the Federal parcel
is expected to be the minerals. Third,
the Apache Leap conservation ease-
ment is expressly excluded from the
valuation of the Federal land, pre-
venting any possibility that this ease-
ment would devalue the Federal land.
By following standard appraisal prac-
tices and including these additional
safeguards in the valuation process,
the U.S., and ultimately the taxpayer,
will receive full fair market value for
both the land and the minerals it con-
tains.

With this land exchange we can pre-
serve lands that advance the important
public objectives of protecting wildlife
habitat, cultural resources, the water-
shed, and aesthetic values, while gener-
ating economic, recreation, and em-
ployment opportunities for state and
local residents. I hope we approve the
legislation at the earliest possible
date. It is a winning scenario for our
environment and our economy.

Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself, Mr.
KoHL, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mr.
BROWN):

S. 1863. A bill to authorize the Presi-
dent to posthumously award a gold
medal on behalf of Congress to Robert
M. La Follette, Sr., in recognition of
his important contributions to the Pro-
gressive movement, the State of Wis-
consin, and the United States; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor the extraordinary life
of Robert M. La Follette, Sr. This
week, on June 14, people around my
home State of Wisconsin will mark the
152nd anniversary of La Follette’s
birth. Throughout his life, La Follette
was revered for his tireless service to
the people of Wisconsin and to the peo-
ple of the U.S. His dogged, full-steam-
ahead approach to his life’s work
earned him the nickname ‘‘Fighting
Bob.”

Robert Marion La Follette, Sr., was
born on June 14, 1855, in Primrose, a
small town southwest of Madison in
Dane County. He graduated from the
University of Wisconsin Law School in
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1879 and, after being admitted to the
State bar, began his long career in pub-
lic service as Dane County district at-
torney.

La Follette was elected to the U.S.
House of Representatives in 1884, and
he served three terms as a member of
that body, where he was a member of
the Ways and Means Committee.

After losing his campaign for reelec-
tion in 1890, La Follette returned to
Wisconsin and continued to serve the
people of my state as a judge. Upon his
exit from Washington DC, a reporter
wrote, Lia Follette ‘‘is popular at home,
popular with his colleagues, and pop-
ular in the House. He is so good a fel-
low that even his enemies like him.”

He was elected the 20th Governor of
Wisconsin in 1900. He served in that of-
fice until 1906, when he stepped down in
order to serve the people of Wisconsin
in the U.S. Senate, where he remained
until his death in 1925.

As a founder of the national progres-
sive movement, La Follette cham-
pioned progressive causes as governor
of Wisconsin and in the U.S. Congress.
As governor, he advanced an agenda
that included the country’s first work-
ers compensation system, direct elec-
tion of U.S. Senators, and railroad rate
and tax reforms. Collectively, these re-
forms would become known as the
“Wisconsin Idea.” As governor, La
Follette also supported cooperation be-
tween the state and the University of
Wisconsin.

His terms in the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate were spent fight-
ing for women’s rights, working to
limit the power of monopolies, and op-
posing pork Dbarrel legislation. La
Follette also advocated electoral re-
forms, and he brought his support of
the direct election of U.S. Senators to
this body. His efforts were brought to
fruition with the ratification of the
17th Amendment in 1913. Fighting Bob
also worked tirelessly to hold the Gov-
ernment accountable, and was a key
figure in exposing the Teapot Dome
Scandal.

La Follette earned the respect of
such notable Americans as Frederick
Douglass, Booker T. Washington and
Harriet Tubman Upton for making
civil rights one of his trademark
issues. At a speech before the 1886 grad-
uating class of Howard University, La
Follette said, ‘““We are one people, one
by truth, one almost by blood. Our
lives run side by side, our ashes rest in
the same soil. [Seize] the waiting world
of opportunity. Separatism is snobbish
stupidity, it is supreme folly, to talk of
non-contact, or exclusion!”’

La Follette ran for President three
times, twice as a Republican and once
on the Progressive ticket. In 1924, as
the Progressive candidate for Presi-
dent, La Follette garnered more than
17 percent of the popular vote and car-
ried the State of Wisconsin.

La Follette’s years of public service
were not without controversy. In 1917,
he filibustered a bill to allow the arm-
ing of U.S. merchant ships in response
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to a series of German submarine at-
tacks. His filibuster was successful in
blocking passage of this bill in the
closing hours of the 64th Congress.
Soon after, Lia Follette was one of only
six Senators who voted against U.S.
entry into World War 1.

Fighting Bob was outspoken in his
belief that the right to free speech did
not end when war began. In the fall of
1917, La Follette gave a speech about
the war in Minnesota, and he was mis-
quoted in press reports as saying that
he supported the sinking of the Lusi-
tania. The Wisconsin State Legislature
condemned his supposed statement as
treason, and some of La Follette’s Sen-
ate colleagues introduced a resolution
to expel him. In response to this ac-
tion, he delivered his seminal floor ad-
dress, ‘“‘Free Speech in Wartime,” on
October 16, 1917. If you listen closely,
you can almost hear his strong voice
echoing through this chamber as he
said: ‘“Mr. President, our government,
above all others, is founded on the
right of the people freely to discuss all
matters pertaining to their govern-
ment, in war not less than in peace, for
in this government, the people are the
rulers in war no less than in peace.”

Of the expulsion petition filed
against him, La Follette said:

I am aware, Mr. President, that in pursu-
ance of this general campaign of vilification
and attempted intimidation, requests from
various individuals and certain organizations
have been submitted to the Senate for my
expulsion from this body, and that such re-
quests have been referred to and considered
by one of the Committees of the Senate.

If I alone had been made the victim of
these attacks, I should not take one moment
of the Senate’s time for their consideration,
and I believe that other Senators who have
been unjustly and unfairly assailed, as I have
been, hold the same attitude upon this that
I do. Neither the clamor of the mob nor the
voice of power will ever turn me by the
breadth of a hair from the course I mark out
for myself, guided by such knowledge as I
can obtain and controlled and directed by a
solemn conviction of right and duty.

This powerful speech led to a Senate
investigation of whether La Follette’s
conduct constituted treason. In 1919,
following the end of World War I, the
Senate dropped its investigation and
reimbursed La Follette for the legal
fees he incurred as a result of the ex-
pulsion petition and corresponding in-
vestigation. This incident is indicative
of Fighting Bob’s commitment to his
ideals and of his tenacious spirit.

La Follette died on June 18, 1925, in
Washington, DC., while serving Wis-
consin in this body. His daughter
noted, ‘‘His passing was mysteriously
peaceful for one who had stood so long
on the battle line.” Mourners visited
the Wisconsin Capitol to view his body,
and paid respects in a crowd nearing
50,000 people. La Follette’s son, Robert
M. La Follette, Jr., was appointed to
his father’s seat, and went on to be
elected in his own right and to serve in
this body for more than 20 years, fol-
lowing the progressive path blazed by
his father.

La Follette has been honored a num-
ber of times for his unwavering com-
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mitment to his ideals and for his serv-
ice to the people of Wisconsin and of
the U.S.

During the 109th Congress, I was
proud to support Senate passage of a
bill introduced in the House of Rep-
resentatives by Congresswoman TAMMY
BALDWIN that named the post office at
215 Martin Luther King, Jr., Boulevard
in Madison in La Follette’s honor. I
commend Congresswomen BALDWIN for
her efforts to pass that bill and I am
pleased she is introducing House com-
panion measures of the legislation I am
introducing today in the Senate.

The Library of Congress recognized
La Follette in 1985 by naming the Con-
gressional Research Service reading
room in the Madison Building in honor
of both Fighting Bob and his son, Rob-
ert M. La Follette, Jr., for their shared
commitment to the development of a
legislative research service to support
the U.S. Congress. In his autobiog-
raphy, Fighting Bob noted that, as gov-
ernor of Wisconsin, he ‘“made it a . . .
policy to bring all the reserves of
knowledge and inspiration of the uni-
versity more fully to the service of the
people. . . . Many of the university
staff are now in State service, and a
bureau of investigation and research
established as a legislative reference li-
brary . .. has proved of the greatest
assistance to the legislature in fur-
nishing the latest and best thought of
the advanced students of Government
in this and other countries.” He went
on to call this service ‘‘a model which
the Federal government and ulti-
mately every state in the union will
follow.” Thus, the legislative reference
service that La Follette created in
Madison served as the basis for his
work to create the Congressional Re-
search Service at the Library of Con-
gress.

The La Follette Reading Room was
dedicated on March 5, 1985, the 100th
anniversary of Fighting Bob being
sworn in for his first term as a Member
of Congress.

Across this magnificent Capitol in
National Statuary Hall, Fighting Bob
is forever immortalized in white mar-
ble, still proudly representing the state
of Wisconsin. His statue resides in the
0Old House Chamber, now known as Na-
tional Statuary Hall, among those of
other notable figures who have made
their marks in American history. One
of the few seated statues is that of
Fighting Bob. Though he is sitting, he
is shown with one foot forward, and one
hand on the arm of his chair, as if he is
about to leap to his feet and begin a ro-
bust speech.

When then-Senator John F. Ken-
nedy’s five-member Special Committee
on the Senate Reception Room chose
La Follette as one of the ‘“Five Out-
standing Senators’” whose portraits
would hang outside of this chamber in
the Senate reception room, he was de-
scribed as being a ‘‘ceaseless battler for
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the underprivileged’” and a ‘‘coura-
geous independent.” Today, his paint-
ing still hangs just outside this cham-
ber, where it bears witness to the pro-
ceedings of this body—and, perhaps,
challenges his successors here to con-
tinue fighting for the social and gov-
ernment reforms he championed.

Mr. President, to honor Robert M. La
Follette, Sr., during the week of the
anniversary of his birth, today I am in-
troducing two pieces of legislation. I
am pleased to be joined in this effort
by the senior Senator from Wisconsin,
Senator KOHL; the senior Senator from
Massachusetts, Senator KENNEDY; and
the junior Senator from Ohio, Senator
BROWN.

I am introducing a bill that would di-
rect the Secretary of the Treasury to
mint coins to commemorate Fighting
Bob’s life and legacy. The second bill
that I am introducing today, 1864,
would authorize the President to post-
humously award a gold medal on behalf
of Congress to Robert M. La Follette,
Sr. The minting of a commemorative
coin and the awarding of the Congres-
sional Gold Medal would be fitting trib-
utes to the memory of Robert M. La
Follette, Sr., and to his deeply held be-
liefs and long record of service to his
state and to his country. I hope that
my colleagues will support these pro-
posals.

Let us never forget Robert M. La
Follette, Sr.’s character, his integrity,
his deep commitment to Progressive
causes, and his unwillingness to waver
from doing what he thought was right.
The Senate has known no greater
champion of the common man and
woman, no greater enemy of corruption
and cronyism, than ‘“Fighting Bob” La
Follette, and it is an honor to speak in
the same chamber, and serve the same
great state, as he did.

————————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 278—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE REGARDING THE AN-
NOUNCEMENT OF THE RUSSIAN
FEDERATION OF ITS SUSPEN-
SION OF IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE CONVENTIONAL ARMED
FORCES IN EUROPE TREATY

Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. SMITH,
Mr. Dobpp, Mr. CARDIN, and Mr.
DEMINT) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 278

Whereas the Treaty on Conventional
Armed Forces in Europe, signed at Paris No-
vember 19, 1990 (‘‘the CFE Treaty’), was
agreed upon and signed by 22 States Parties
in order to establish predictability, trans-
parency, and stability in the balance of con-
ventional military forces and equipment in
an area of Europe stretching from the Atlan-
tic Ocean to the Ural Mountains;

Whereas there are now 30 States Parties to
the CFE Treaty, including Armenia, Azer-
baijan, Belarus, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada,
Czech Republic, Denmark, France, Georgia,
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Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Italy,
Kazakhstan, Luxembourg, Moldova, Nether-
lands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania,
the Russian Federation, Slovakia, Spain,
Turkey, Ukraine, the United Kingdom, and
the United States;

Whereas the CFE Treaty is recognized as
one of the most successful arms control trea-
ties of the modern era and has served as a
cornerstone of European security as the con-
tinent emerged from the shadows of the Cold
War;

Whereas the CFE Treaty facilitated the de-
struction or conversion of over 52,000 battle

tanks, armored combat vehicles, artillery
pieces, combat aircraft, and attack heli-
copters;

Whereas the CFE Treaty continues to en-
able an unprecedented level of transparency
into military equipment holdings and troop
deployments in Europe, including over 4,000
on-site inspections of military units and in-
stallations implemented since the entry into
force of the Treaty;

Whereas, on November 19, 1999, at the Or-
ganization for Security and Co-operation in
Europe Summit in Istanbul, Turkey, the par-
ties to the CFE Treaty signed an Adaptation
Agreement to reflect the dissolution of the
Warsaw Pact, the expansion of membership
in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(““NATO”), and other changes in the Euro-
pean geopolitical environment;

Whereas, at the time of the signing of the
Adaptation Agreement, the Russian Federa-
tion made a series of pledges, known as the
Istanbul Commitments, to withdraw its re-
maining military forces and equipment from
the territory of Georgia and Moldova or oth-
erwise negotiate consensual agreements on
their continued presence;

Whereas while the Government of the Rus-
sian Federation has taken initial steps to-
wards fulfilling the Istanbul Commitments,
it continues to maintain troops and associ-
ated equipment in both Georgia and Moldova
without the express sovereign consent of the
governments of either of those countries,
and the United States and other parties to
the CFE Treaty have therefore refrained
from taking steps to ratify the Adaptation
Agreement;

Whereas, on April 26, 2007, President of the
Russian Federation, Vladimir Putin, in a
speech to the Federation Council of the Rus-
sian Federation, announced his intention to
initiate an unspecified ‘‘moratorium’ on
Russian compliance with the CFE Treaty,
citing the refusal of NATO Members to ratify
the Adaptation Agreement, concerns over
the proposed United States missile defense
deployment in Poland and the Czech Repub-
lic, and new basing arrangements between
the United States Government and the Gov-
ernments of Bulgaria and Romania as unac-
ceptable encroachments on the security of
the Russian Federation;

Whereas the Government of the Russian
Federation subsequently requested, as is its
right under the CFE Treaty, an Extraor-
dinary Conference to discuss its outstanding
concerns, which was held from June 12 to
June 15, 2007, in Vienna, Austria;

Whereas, on July 14, 2007, President Putin
issued a formal decree announcing the inten-
tion of the Russian Federation to suspend
compliance with the CFE Treaty after pro-
viding 150 days advance notice to the other
CFE Treaty signatories;

Whereas President Putin justified his deci-
sion on ‘‘extraordinary circumstances’ that
‘‘affect the security of the Russian Federa-
tion and require immediate measures’’;

Whereas the CFE Treaty provides a formal
mechanism for withdrawal of a State Party
from the Treaty following 150 days of notice,
but does not contain any provision for sus-
pension; and
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Whereas the Department of State, in re-
sponding to the announcement by the Gov-
ernment of the Russian Federation to sus-
pend compliance with the CFE Treaty, de-
clared, ‘“The United States is disappointed
by the Russian announcement of its inten-
tion to suspend implementation of the Con-
ventional Armed Forces in Europe (CFE)
Treaty. The United States remains com-
mitted to CFE’s full implementation. We
also remain committed to the ratification
and entry into force of the Adapted CFE
Treaty. We look forward to continuing to en-
gage with Russia and the other States Par-
ties to the Treaty to create the conditions
necessary for ratification by all 30 CFE
States.”’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That—

(1) it is the sense of the Senate that the de-
cision of the Government of the Russian Fed-
eration to suspend implementation of the
Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Eu-
rope, signed at Paris November 19, 1990 (‘‘the
CFE Treaty”’), is a regrettable step that will
unnecessarily heighten tensions in Europe;

(2) the Senate recognizes the enduring
value of the CFE Treaty as a cornerstone of
European security and affirms its support for
the basic principles of transparency, ac-
countability, host country consent for the
stationing of foreign military forces, and the
rule of law embodied in the CFE Treaty and
the 1999 Adaptation Agreement thereto;

(3) the Senate strongly urges the Govern-
ment of the Russian Federation to recon-
sider its suspension of CFE implementation
and engage with the other parties to the CFE
Treaty to resolve outstanding problems and
establish an agreed approach leading to the
eventual implementation of the Adaption
Agreement to the CFE Treaty;

(4) the Senate calls on the Russian Federa-
tion to fulfill its Istanbul Commitments of
1999 and move speedily to withdraw all re-
maining forces and military equipment from
Georgia and Moldova;

(5) the Senate encourages all parties to the
CFE Treaty to engage the Russian Federa-
tion in seeking innovative and constructive
mechanisms to fully implement the Istanbul
Commitments, consistent with the principles
and objectives of the Organization of Secu-
rity and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) and
making full use of OSCE mechanisms;

(6) the Senate calls on all States Parties to
ensure that the resolution of the current dis-
putes surrounding the CFE Treaty be consid-
ered a priority at the highest political levels,
recognizing that the CFE Treaty is impor-
tant both as an arms control treaty and as
an essential building block for stable rela-
tions between the Russian Federation and
neighboring countries in Europe; and

(7) the Senate encourages officials of the
Government of the Russian Federation to re-
frain from belligerent statements that only
further polarize relations and jeopardize se-
curity in Europe.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 279—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE REGARDING THE 125TH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE 1882
TREATY OF PEACE, AMITY, COM-
MERCE AND NAVIGATION BE-
TWEEN THE KINGDOM AND
CHOSUN (KOREA) AND THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. LUGAR (for himself, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. WEBB, and Mr.
ISAKSON) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:
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