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Capt. William R. Kiser

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624:

To be rear admiral (lower half)
Capt. Norman R. Hayes

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624:

To be rear admiral (lower half)
Capt. William E. Leigher

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10,
U.S.C., section 601:

To be vice admiral
Rear Adm. William E. Gortney

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10,
U.S.C., section 601:

To be vice admiral

Vice Adm. Melvin G. Williams, Jr.

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10,
U.S.C., section 601:

To be vice admiral
Rear Adm. David J. Dorsett

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10,
U.S.C., section 601:

To be vice admiral
Rear Adm. (Ih) Kevin M. McCoy

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10,
U.S.C., section 601:

To be vice admiral
Vice Adm. William D. Crowder

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10,
U.S.C., section 601:

To be vice admiral
Rear Adm. Peter H. Daly
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Elisebeth C. Cook, of Virginia, to be an As-
sistant Attorney General.

William Walter Wilkins, III, of South Caro-
lina, to be United States Attorney for the
District of South Carolina for the term of
four years.

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

Paul A. Schneider, of Maryland, to be Dep-
uty Secretary of Homeland Security.

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Steven C. Preston, of Illinois, to be Sec-

retary of Housing and Urban Development.
INSTITUTE OF PEACE

Stephen D. Krasner, of California, to be a
Member of the Board of Directors of the
United States Institute of Peace for a term
expiring January 19, 2011.

Ikram U. Khan, of Nevada, to be a Member
of the Board of Directors of the United
States Institute of Peace for a term expiring
January 19, 2009.

J. Robinson West, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be a Member of the Board of Directors
of the United States Institute of Peace for a
term expiring January 19, 2011.

Nancy M. Zirkin, of Maryland, to be a
Member of the Board of Directors of the
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United States Institute of Peace for a term
expiring January 19, 2011.

Kerry Kennedy, of New York, to be a Mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the United
States Institute of Peace for a term expiring
January 19, 2011.

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY

SERVICE

Eric J. Tanenblatt, of Georgia, to be a
Member of the Board of Directors of the Cor-
poration for National and Community Serv-
ice for a term expiring October 6, 2012.

Layshae Ward, of Minnesota, to be a Mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the Corpora-
tion for National and Community Service for
a term expiring December 27, 2012.

Hyepin Christine Im, of California, to be a
Member of the Board of Directors of the Cor-
poration for National and Community Serv-
ice for a term expiring October 6, 2013.

NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S

DESK
IN THE AIR FORCE

PN1465 AIR FORCE nominations (5) begin-
ning LONNIE B. BARKER, and ending
JERRY P. PITTS, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of March 11, 2008.

PN1615 AIR FORCE nominations (2) begin-
ning ERIC L. BLOOMFIELD, and ending
DEBORAH L. MUELLER, which nominations
were received by the Senate and appeared in
the Congressional Record of April 28, 2008.

PN1670 AIR FORCE nominations (3) begin-
ning MARY J. BERNHEIM, and ending
KELLI C. MACK, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of May 13, 2008.

PN1671 AIR FORCE nominations (8) begin-
ning JAMES E. OSTRANDER, and ending
FRANK J. NOCILLA, which nominations
were received by the Senate and appeared in
the Congressional Record of May 13, 2008.

IN THE ARMY

PN1603 ARMY nomination of Cheryl Amyx,
which was received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of April
23, 2008.

PN1604 ARMY nomination of Deborah K.
Sirratt, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 23, 2008.

PN1605 ARMY nominations (2) beginning
MARK A. CANNON, and ending MICHAEL J.
MILLER, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of April 23, 2008.

PN1606 ARMY nominations (2) beginning
GENE KAHN, and ending JAMES D. TOWN-
SEND, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of April 23, 2008.

PN1607 ARMY nominations (7) beginning
LOZAY FOOTS III, and ending MARGARET
L. YOUNG, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of April 23, 2008.

PN1608 ARMY nominations (5) beginning
PHILLIP J. CARAVELLA, and ending PAUL
S. LAJOS, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of April 23, 2008.

PN1616 ARMY nomination of Jimmy D.
Swanson, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 28, 2008.

PN1617 ARMY nomination of Ronald J.
Sheldon, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 28, 2008.

PN1663 ARMY nominations (11) beginning
BRIAN M. BOLDT, and ending CHRIS-
TOPHER L. TRACY, which nominations
were received by the Senate and appeared in
the Congressional Record of May 8, 2008.

PN1672 ARMY nomination of James K.
McNeely, which was received by the Senate

June 4, 2008

and appeared in the Congressional Record of
May 13, 2008.

IN THE FOREIGN SERVICE

PN1563 FOREIGN SERVICE nominations
(300) beginning Craig Lewis Cloud, and end-
ing Kimberly K. Ottwell, which nominations
were received by the Senate and appeared in
the Congressional Record of April 15, 2008.

PN1594 FOREIGN SERVICE nominations
(7) beginning Carmine G. D’Aloisio, and end-
ing Judy R. Reinke, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of April 23, 2008.

IN THE NAVY

PN1613 NAVY nominations (21) beginning
STANLEY A. OKORO, and ending DAVID B.
ROSENBERG, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of April 24, 2008.

PN1618 NAVY nomination of Robert S.
McMaster, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 28, 2008.

PN1619 NAVY nomination of Christopher
S. Kaplafka, which was received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record of April 28, 2008.

PN1673 NAVY nomination of David R.
Eggleston, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
May 13, 2008.

PN1674 NAVY nominations (6) beginning
KATHERINE A. ISGRIG, and ending JASON
C. KEDZIERSKI, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of May 13, 2008.

PN1675 NAVY nominations (6) beginning
ROBERT D. YOUNGER, and ending JEF-
FREY W. WILLIS, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of May 13, 2008.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
turn to legislative session.

The Senator from California.

———

CLIMATE SECURITY

Mrs. BOXER. I was hoping that I
could engage my friend the majority
leader as the chairman of the Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee. He
has entrusted me, and my colleagues
have, and I do not think we should
leave here without me asking you a
couple of questions because I think
people who were watching this debate
were very confused. I wanted to make
sure I ask a series of questions to my
friend, and then we will all go home be-
cause it is time to go home.

We expected to have a robust debate
on the global warming bill and finally
get this country off of fossil fuel, off of
foreign oil, off of big oil. And we found
that although my understanding was
the majority leader had no idea about
this, the Republican side, of course,
forced the clerks to read the amend-
ment, which took us 6 to 7 hours or so
and took us all the way into the night;
is that correct?

Mr. REID. I say to my friend, I have
had the good fortune to be chairman of
your committee twice; one of them was
a very short period of time because we
were in the majority for a little while.
It is a wonderful committee, and I do
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not know of a better committee in the
whole Congress—so many important
things to do and deal with. Not only is
the distinguished Senator from Cali-
fornia, who represents almost 40 mil-
lion people—she is a person who is suit-
ed to be the chairman of this com-
mittee like no other committee chair-
man we have ever had. I know where
your heart is. I have known you for 26
years. We came here in 1982 together.
And this piece of legislation—you
worked on it on a bipartisan basis—is a
good piece of legislation. Is it perfect?
The chairman acknowledged it is not a
perfect bill.

But I would only say to the chairman
of the Committee, I do not think the
American people are confused at all. I
think they know what has happened.
We have seen today a situation where
we have read into the RECORD the Re-
publican’s play book; that is, they are
playing political games, they are stall-
ing, they do not want to deal with the
most important issues we face in the
world today—global warming. They
want to wait, hoping above hope that
something will happen in November
and that they will be in the majority.

Mrs. BOXER. Isn’t it true that as a
result of these dilatory tactics and
slowing us down and making us waste
30 hours to proceed, to get to a motion
to proceed and then doing all this, isn’t
it true it puts us into a terrible bind
here? We know the days have to be
filled with legislative work. They have
stopped work to fight for the status
quo. They have stopped us in our
tracks on this issue. I guess what I
would like to say, yes, we will go to a
vote. Because the Republicans don’t
seem—there is a few of them over there
who help us, but most of them won’t
help us. We may not be able to move
forward on this bill. At this late time
of night, I ask the majority leader to
comment, and that will be the end of
my questions, I know there are a lot of
people out there who are still up and
watching, believe me, especially a lot
of people in your home State and my
home State. They understand this.
They understand what is happening.
Eighty-nine percent of the people
polled said: Do something about global
warming. The faith-based groups want
it. The scientists are telling us this is
right.

Tomorrow or I should say later
today, we will have an amazing press
conference with John Warner, myself
and others, with former military peo-
ple testifying to the fact that global
warming is one of the looming threats
to our national security. Still, the
other side would stop us from getting
to energy independence, stopping us
from getting off foreign oil, stopping us
from getting off big oil and using these
ludicrous arguments about gas prices
when, under George Bush’s watch and
their watch, gas prices went up 250 per-
cent in 7 years and, in less than 1 year,
82 cents. It is ridiculous.

I hope the people hearing us tonight
will pick up their phones and call their
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Senators first thing in the later hours
of the morning and tell them to vote
yes to allow this debate to move for-
ward.

I thank my leaders, my majority
leader and the assistant majority lead-
er, for their courage in scheduling this,
for standing up for the American peo-
ple, and for doing everything they
could to get us to a full debate. If we
don’t have it now, we will have it when
we have a President in the White
House—and you know where I come
down on that one—who is going to send
over a bill here, and we will get started
on this work and get it done.

I guess, because I have to ask the
question, I will ask you, my friend, if
you look forward to that day.

Mr. REID. I say to my friend, if not
now, when? If not now, when are we
going to debate this most important
issue? I feel very good that this com-
mittee, led by Senator BOXER, was able
to report out of that committee, under
the most trying circumstances, be-
cause of the courage of one Republican
by the name of JOHN WARNER of Vir-
ginia, was able to get enough votes to
put this bill on the floor. I go to the
playbook of the Republicans on this.
Listen to this:

The focus is much more on making polit-
ical points than amending the bill.

I didn’t make this up. That is what
they said.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-
sistant majority leader.

Mr. DURBIN. Because it is after mid-
night and the staff has gone through so
much today reading this bill, I will
make my comments brief. It is hard to
believe how much time we wasted
today when we could have been consid-
ering the global warming bill and pass-
ing and considering important amend-
ments. Now we find ourselves past mid-
night, after wasting hour after hour,
when the Republican minority asked
the amendment be read, every word of
it read into the record, when that was
totally unnecessary, an amendment
which was available to us days ago, at
least in summary form weeks ago, a
total waste of time. It is a continued
effort by the Republican side of the
aisle to slow down and stop any effort
to make progress on legislation people
care about across America.

It is all their party has left. GOP
stands for graveyard of progress. They
don’t want us to do anything. Today
they wasted an entire day of the Sen-
ate.

I will close by saying, what troubles
me the most is that the Republican mi-
nority leader would come to the floor
with this sense of urgency about three
district court Federal judges, a sense of
urgency, yet does not share that same
sense of urgency about the global
warming that is changing the world we
live in. The world will little note nor
long remember those three judges, as
good as they may be individually, but
it will remember that we wasted an en-
tire day and perhaps wasted our best
efforts this session to take up the sin-
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gle most important issue for the sur-
vival of the planet.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I will
add my thoughts that it is an impor-
tant issue for us to deal with, global
warming, and energy security and
elimination of pollution and a healthy
economy not being damaged by exces-
sive imports of oil or high prices of oil.
We wish to deal with that. This bill is
a tremendously large bill that dwarfs
the prior Clean Air Act of 1990 in sig-
nificance. I wish to say what happened
tonight was the majority leader, uti-
lizing the power of his recognition, has
now filled the tree and not one amend-
ment can be offered, as I understand
the procedures, he does not agree to.
When we did the Clean Air Act, some
200 or more amendments were offered, 5
weeks was spent on it, and 130 amend-
ments, as I recall, were disposed of in
some fashion. So we have this tremen-
dous bill we want to talk about.

I would suggest it is as plain as day
that as people learn more about it,
they are going to be even more con-
cerned than they are today and less
supportive of it and hostile to it. That
is why it looks to me like an effort is
under way to put the Republican Mem-
bers who would like to offer amend-
ments and discuss the bill in a position
where they have no realistic possibility
to do so in a meaningful way. This will
end with a whimper. The bill can be
withdrawn because the majority does
not want to stay on it because they
can’t defend the massive nature of it,
the incredible intervention into the
economy by Washington bureaucracies
that will be created, the trillions of
dollars that will have to be raised
through this cap and trade, which is
nothing more than a way to tax car-
bon. I wish to protest a moment. We
know what is happening. Anybody who
is sophisticated here knows this bill is
not going to pass. It is losing what sup-
port it had. An effort is underway by
the Democratic majority to figure a
way to pull the bill and then blame the
Republicans because we want to talk
about it, and we want to entertain a
discussion about it. We wish to offer
amendments to make it better. That is
the truth.

It disturbs me a little bit to hear the
comments that have been made earlier.
I know we have had a long day. But I
wish to make clear this is not an itty-
bitty issue. This is a tremendous issue
of great importance, both to the world,
our economy, and to the environment.
We need to do better. We can do better.
I hope maybe in the morning things
will be in a better posture. I don’t
think, with regard to the cap-and-trade
bill, that the majority is going to want
to see it go forward. That indicates a
lack of confidence in their own legisla-
tion.

I thank the Chair and yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-
sistant majority leader.
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Mr. DURBIN. The RECORD speaks for
itself. First, the Republicans insisted
on the entire 30 hours, that the 30
hours be set aside for general debate on
the bill before we could reach an
amendment. We gave them their 30
hours for general debate and asked
them during that period of time to
produce the list of amendments that
they wanted to consider on the bill. We
gave them a list of amendments we
would start with. The first was a bipar-
tisan amendment, Senators BIDEN and
LUGAR. When we asked them for
amendments to the bill, once again,
they failed to produce the list. It was
very clear what was going on.

Then they proceeded, unfortunately,
to tax the energy and stamina of the
staff by having them read every word
of the bill into the record, a complete
waste of time. First, we burned off 30
hours in general debate with no amend-
ments being produced by the Repub-
lican side. Then they came to the floor
and took another 5 or 6 hours, maybe
more, for the staff to read this into the
record. This was not a good-faith effort
in amending the bill or even debating
the bill. That, unfortunately, is a re-
flection of what we have seen over and
over and over, a record number of fili-
busters, a record number of Republican
attempts to stop or slow down the de-
bate on pending legislation. It is be-
cause, of course, they don’t want us to
see us enact legislation. They don’t
want to see us address the issues of the
day. They are hoping this Congress will
be as unproductive as the last Repub-
lican Congress.

We are not going to let that happen.
We are still going to fight for impor-
tant legislation. On this particular bill,
on a global warming bill, we will have
another vote. But if it goes down, if it
doesn’t move forward, it is because the
Republicans are following their strat-
egy that has been read into the
RECORD, a strategy which focuses, as
they say, ‘“‘much more on making polit-
ical points than amending the bill.”

That is their strategy. It has been
made a part of the RECORD. It is very
clear what has happened.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10
minutes each.

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

——

2016 SUMMER OLYMPIC AND
PARALYMPIC GAMES

Mr. DURBIN. Mr President, I am
pleased to acknowledge a significant
milestone this week in Chicago’s bid to
host the 2016 Summer Olympic and
Paralympic Games.

On Wednesday, June 4, the Inter-
national Olympic Committee an-
nounced that it had selected Chicago as
one of the four finalists for 2016.
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The Chicago 2016 organizers, the U.S.
Olympic Committee, and the people of
Chicago deserve praise for a job well
done.

Because of their fine efforts, Chicago
is well prepared to face stiff competi-
tion from the three remaining cities—
Madrid, Rio de Janeiro, and Tokyo.

Chicago is a diverse city with culture
and history to inspire people around
the world. From our beautiful down-
town parks to magnificent lakefront to
terrific sports venues, Chicago is a
world-class city that has what it takes
to bring the Olympics back to the Mid-
west for the first time in over 100
years.

Last October, Chicago demonstrated
its ability to host a major inter-
national sporting event, when 557 box-
ers and several thousand other visitors
from more than a hundred countries
traveled to Chicago for the World Box-
ing Championships, a qualifying event
for this summer’s Beijing Olympics.

Many of these people were first-time
visitors who hadn’t known what to ex-
pect going in, but who fell in love with
the city. Those of us who know Chi-
cago, who have lived and worked there,
were not at all surprised by the visi-
tors’ rave reviews.

As the Chicago 2016 organizing com-
mittee has so eloquently put it:

Chicago is built on a bold tradition of
dreams that we turn into reality. From re-
building our city to even greater glory after
the 1871 Fire, hosting the World’s Columbian
Exposition and the 1933 World’s Fair and
transforming an old rail yard into Millen-
nium Park, dreaming and achieving is part
of Chicago’s DNA.

The U.S. Government is working on
several fronts to help support the U.S.
bid. The Departments of State and
Homeland Security are working to
make the travel of legitimate Olympic
athletes, coaches, and fans as smooth
and hassle-free as possible.

The Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee recently held a hearing on rati-
fication of the United Nations Conven-
tion Against Doping in Sport. The
International Olympic Committee ex-
pects adherence to this Convention by
countries that will host future Olympic
Games.

I look forward to working with the
Chicago 2016 organizing committee, the
U.S. Olympic Committee, and my col-
leagues here in Congress as we move
forward over the next 16 months pre-
paring for the IOC’s final decision in
October 2009.

Again, I congratulate the great city
of Chicago on its achievements to date,
and I look forward to welcoming the
2016 Olympics to Illinois.

——
WILLIAM T. MCLAUGHLIN
Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I am

pleased that the Senate passed the
budget plan this morning. I was hoping
to be here in time to cast my vote in
favor of this agreement, but I was a few
minutes late. I want my colleagues to
know, and the record to reflect, that I
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was paying last respects to one of Dela-
ware’s finest citizens and a man who
was a good friend to me for the past
four decades. I am speaking of William
T. “Bill” McLaughlin, also known as
“Mr. Mayor,” who passed away last
Friday. He presided as Mayor of Wil-
mington from 1977 to 1984 and shaped it
as the financial center it is today. This
morning I attended the mass in his
honor and presented the eulogy.

FURTHER CHANGES TO S. CON.
RES. 21

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, section
308(a) of S. Con. Res. 21, the 2008 budget
resolution, permits the chairman of the
Senate Budget Committee to revise the
allocations, aggregates, and other ap-
propriate levels and limits in the reso-
lution for energy legislation that
meets certain conditions, including
that such legislation not worsen the
deficit over the period of the total of
fiscal years 2007 through 2012 or the pe-
riod of the total of fiscal years 2007
through 2017.

I find that SA 4825, a complete sub-
stitute for S. 3036, the Lieberman-War-
ner Climate Security Act of 2008, satis-
fies the conditions of the deficit-neu-
tral reserve fund for energy legislation.
Therefore, pursuant to section 308(a), I
am adjusting the aggregates in the 2008
budget resolution, as well as the allo-
cation provided to the Senate Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee.

I ask unanimous consent that the fol-
lowing revisions to S. Con. Res. 21 be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2008—S. CON. RES. 21, FURTHER REVISIONS TO
THE CONFERENCE AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION
308(a) DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR ENERGY
LEGISLATION

[In billions of dollars]

Section 101
(1)(A) Federal Revenues:
FY 2007
FY 2008
FY 2009
FY 2010
FY 2011
FY 2012
(1)(B) Change in Federal Revenues:
FY 2007
FY 2008
FY 2009
FY 2010
FY 2011
FY 2012
(2) New Budget Authority:
FY 2007
FY 2008
FY 2009
FY 2010
FY 2011
FY 2012
(3) Budget Outlays:
FY 2007
FY 2008
FY 2009
FY 2010
FY 2011
FY 2012

1,900.340
2,016.793
2,115.952
2,171.611
2,372.021
2,605.697

—4.366
—34.003
9.026
7.890
—22.529
8.601

2,371.470
2,501.726
2,521.803
2,574.006
2,709.419
2,833.068

2,294.862
2,473.063
2,569.070
2,601.608
2,715.269
2,796.763
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