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better plan without any need for con-
cern.

The Finance Committee’s bipartisan
work helps build on the bill sent to us
by the House of Representatives and
makes it much better—fair to seniors
and disabled veterans—and, as impor-
tant as that, more effective in stimu-
lating the economy with the breaks it
gives to businesses.

That is the bottom line. It will do the
job. It will work. People say: Why do
we need to go to conference? We have
to go to conference anyway. The
House-passed bill allows the benefits to
go to undocumented people. I don’t
think Senators want to vote for that
provision. A vote this afternoon is sim-
ply a vote to proceed to the House bill.
We have to go to conference anyway
because of that provision; that is, re-
bates for undocumented persons.

We have a chance to stimulate the
economy and help more struggling
Americans. I hope we can all work to-
gether, Democrats and Republicans—in
fact all Senators—to build on the good
work done by the House of Representa-
tives by supporting this bipartisan Fi-
nance Committee legislation. It is good
legislation.

This is it. People need not look fur-
ther. If the package does not pass, that
is the end of the line. That will be it.
It will be a shame. We will have to look
at something else after we dispose of
this stimulus package to try to do
something to stimulate the housing in-
dustry, give unemployment benefits, to
do something about LTIHEAP. It would
be a shame that we would miss this op-
portunity. The Republicans should join
with us. The bill has to go to con-
ference anyway. Let the conferees de-
termine, working with the President,
what we should do to stimulate the
economy. We believe ours is a Cadillac
package. It is what the American peo-
ple need. It is what the economy needs.
It is fair. It is just. It is quick. The
House bill is, as I said, a step in the
right direction but a very small step.

—————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized.

—————
CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION

Mr. MCcCONNELL. Mr. President,
today Congress received the fiscal year
2009 budget request from President
Bush. It is a budget that does not raise
taxes and provides a framework for
eliminating the deficit within 5 years.
Both objectives are consistent with and
critical to our long-term economic
goals.

It is now up to Congress to fully and
fairly consider this budget proposal
and each appropriations bill.

I do not need to remind our col-
leagues we are also hard at work to
pass an economic growth package.
While considering the budget, we must
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not undo the economic growth policies
contained in that package by increas-
ing the size of Government, when we
should be increasing the size of the
economy.

Turning to one particular item in the
budget that is of great importance to
me and my home State of Kentucky, I
wish to speak briefly about the budget
request for the disposal of chemical
weapons at the Blue Grass Army Depot
in Richmond, KY.

For years, I have led the fight in Con-
gress to safely and efficiently dispose
of the deadly chemical weapons at the
Blue Grass Army Depot, and for years
the Department of Defense bureauc-
racy has dragged its feet on this issue
and refused to comply with Congress’s
direction that disposal of such weapons
be given serious attention and the re-
sources to get it done.

As a result, complete disposal of
these deadly weapons has been pushed
further and further into the future,
even though the people of Richmond
and Madison County, KY, have been
living for too long already with over
500 tons of chemical weapons in their
midst. This includes VX nerve agents,
one of the deadliest nerve agents ever
created.

You can understand the people of
Madison County and, frankly, I have
had enough. So I am pleased to report
that after making my wishes clear to
Defense Secretary Gates, I have con-
vinced the Department to increase the
fiscal year 2009 budget request amount
to a level that will help enable the Blue
Grass Army Depot to more safely and
quickly dispose of these weapons.

I personally thank Secretary Gates
for his involvement in this success. I
have worked with and been frustrated
by Defense Secretaries under both Re-
publican and Democratic administra-
tions. But Secretary Gates gets it and
he took action. I thank him for that,
and I know the people of Madison
County do as well.

Before we intervened, DOD had ini-
tially set fiscal year 2009 funding for
the Assembled Chemical Weapons Al-
ternatives Program, or ACWA, at $351
million. ACWA is the program that will
dispose of these chemical weapons.

Now the ACWA budget has been in-
creased to nearly $398 million, thanks
to Secretary Gates. This is the third
consecutive year we have been able to
persuade DOD to increase the ACWA
budget request. By increasing the fund-
ing level, we can speed up the disposal.

In addition to adequate funding, leg-
islation I authored and that was en-
acted into law now sets a deadline for
DOD to complete work on disposal by
2017. That is right, it is now law that
disposal must be completed in less than
10 years, by 2017.

This is a two-pronged approach to
solving this problem and these two
prongs complement each other. To-
gether, increased funding for disposal
and a deadline set into law are moving
us closer to the disposal of these hei-
nous weapons.
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In short, when it comes to the chem-
ical weapons stored at Blue Grass
Army Depot, dollars plus a deadline
equals disposal. That is the goal: the
quick and safe disposal of these chem-
ical weapons. The people of Kentucky
deserve no less.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader.

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

Mr. REID. Mr. President, it is true
we have the President’s budget, the
eighth one, the eighth and last budget
from this President. To think anyone
has the audacity to suggest this deficit
will be gone in 5 years following the
President’s plan is almost laughable, a
man who has run this country from a
$7 trillion surplus over 10 years to now
approaching $12 trillion or $13 trillion
in debt.

The Presiding Officer knows as much
about the military as anyone serving
in Congress, having been a distin-
guished combat veteran in the Marine
Corps and Secretary of the Navy. No
one is more supportive of the military,
than the Presiding Officer. I try to be
also. The Defense budget I get from
morning reports, without having seen
the budget, but the press has reported
the Defense budget will now be ap-
proaching $700 billion this coming year.
But there is not a single penny in this
budget for the war in Iraq. That is in
addition to this request. We are told
that in less than 2 years, the cost of
the war in Iraq will be $1 trillion, bor-
rowed money from China, Japan, Saudi
Arabia, Mexico. And, of course, it has
been long pronounced this budget of
the President’s will have cuts in Medi-
care.

The President had us over a barrel
last year on the appropriations bills be-
cause we did not want another con-
tinuing resolution. We did not want an-
other continuing resolution. But he
does not have us over a barrel this year
because either Senator CLINTON or Sen-
ator OBAMA will be the President in
less than a year. If we have to deal
with a CR next year, we will deal with
it. We will finish that by the end of
January. We will whip through that CR
in a short time. We are not going to be
held hostage to the unreasonableness
of this President—cutting NIH, cutting
the COPS Program. What is that? Law
enforcement to bring down crime rates
in our country as it has—the damage to
the cities that has already taken place
because of the priorities that are so
misarranged in this budget that he sug-
gests to us.

Education—I brought the Teacher of
the Year here to watch the State of the
Union Address. She is devastated by
what the No Child Left Behind legisla-
tion has done, with the President not
living up to what he said he would do
in funding it.

I am glad the budget is here. It is
part of the law. I look forward to work-
ing with our colleagues and hope we
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can do a better job with our appropria-
tions bills than last year. But I repeat,
we are not going to be held hostage by
the unreasonableness of the White
House. I hope we can work together
and get some bills passed. The appro-
priators want to do that. We have now,
with the ethics and Ilobbying bill
passed, transparency in everything we
do.

I also express my appreciation to
Senator WHITEHOUSE for being here to
start work on the FISA bill.

I have said this before and I say it
now to my friend who is the manager
for the FISA bill for the Republicans,
how much we appreciate his devotion
to the intelligence matters of this
country.

——————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

FISA AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2007

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will resume consideration of S.
2248, which the clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 2248) to amend the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978, to mod-
ernize and streamline the provisions of that
Act, and for other purposes.

Pending:

Rockefeller/Bond amendment No. 3911, in
the nature of a substitute.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Missouri.

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I thank my
colleagues for agreeing on a way for-
ward on this bill. This is a very impor-
tant bill, the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act, the FISA Act, of 2008. It
gives the intelligence community the
tools it needs right now and over the
next 6 years to protect the country.

The Protect America Act we passed
in Congress and the President signed
last August allowed the intelligence
community to close critical intel-
ligence gaps, but that legislation ex-
pires in less than 2 weeks. We cannot
let those gaps reopen. We passed a
short-term extension, and that exten-
sion will expire when we are preparing
to go out on the President’s Day recess.
We cannot leave our country blind and
deaf to threats that terrorists might
bring.

We were delayed in December by fili-
buster, which is the right of all Sen-
ators to have extended discussions.
And there are those who say we need
more time to look at this measure be-
cause it is very important and it is
very technical and it is controversial.
But the Intelligence Committee spent
over 9 months looking at FISA mod-
ernization. We held hearings, we re-
viewed the Terrorist Surveillance Pro-
gram, we looked at the implementa-
tion of the Protect America Act, and
after that, we came up with a solid bi-
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partisan bill. That is something in
which Chairman ROCKEFELLER and I
take a great deal of pride because we
accommodated many changes and im-
provements and we did improve on the
existing FISA structure, as well as add-
ing items the Protect America Act
needed to have but did not have.

The intelligence community is wait-
ing for us to act. We have a bill that is
responsible and effective. It addresses
the concerns about the Protect Amer-
ica Act, but most of all, it gives the in-
telligence operators the tools they
need and ensures that our private part-
ners will continue to assist the Govern-
ment.

As I said, this bill came out of the In-
telligence Committee on a 13-to-2 vote
after months of studying the collection
programs. Chairman ROCKEFELLER,
whom I thank again, and I worked to-
gether to get an agreement that pro-
tects America’s constitutional rights
and the privacy rights of American
citizens.

There was a lot of work with the in-
telligence community representatives
and lawyers from the Department of
Justice. The Intelligence Committee
members and their staffs did an out-
standing job coming up with a solu-
tion.

Two provisions added during the ini-
tial markup without input from the in-
telligence community needed to be
changed. They are great objectives, but
they had to be made workable. It was
our pleasure to work with Chairman
ROCKEFELLER, Senator WHITEHOUSE,
and Senator WYDEN to come up with a
solution to both these problems, and
they are now in the substitute now
pending.

The Director of National Intel-
ligence, who is responsible for running
our collection programs, said with
these two problems fixed, he will sup-
port the bill. This is very important to
the chairman and to me because we
want to pass a bill that works and will
become law. It would do no good to
pass a bill that has people’s good ideas
in it or pass a bill that is good for poli-
tics but doesn’t work for those who are
charged with protecting us from the
threats our country faces. So the sup-
port of this bill by the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence in particular is crit-
ical. With these fixes, we will have a
bill the President will sign.

The chairman and I have worked
shoulder to shoulder on a bipartisan
basis to pass this bill. We will have to
take a very careful look at any amend-
ments that are proposed because we
don’t want to jeopardize the ability of
the intelligence community and their
private partners to go forward. It is
very technical. Each word matters.
And we will do our best to point out
whether amendments will work. There
are several amendments pending that
we think will improve the bill but will
not bring a veto.

With that, Mr. President, I thank all
the Members who have worked with us
in close collaboration to get time
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agreements, to get a list of acceptable
amendments, and I am looking forward
to moving ahead with this bill just as
soon as we can. I thank my colleague
from West Virginia and the other col-
leagues for working together on the In-
telligence Committee bill.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President,
first let me express my appreciation to
the distinguished vice chairman of the
Senate Intelligence Committee for his
very energetic dedication to moving
this bill forward. We have not agreed
on everything, but nobody can chal-
lenge his dedication to moving a bill
and to making progress on this issue.

AMENDMENT NO. 3920 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3911

Mr. President, per the pending agree-
ment, I call up amendment No. 3920,
the Whitehouse amendment.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the amend-
ment.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
WHITEHOUSE], for himself, Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
and Mr. LEAHY, proposes an amendment
numbered 3920.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed
with.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To provide procedures for
compliance reviews)

On page 19, between lines 20 and 21, insert
the following:

“(7) COMPLIANCE REVIEWS.—During the pe-
riod that minimization procedures approved
under paragraph (5)(A) are in effect, the
Court may review and assess compliance
with such procedures and shall have access
to the assessments and reviews required by
subsections (k)(1), (k)(2), and (k)(3) with re-
spect to compliance with such procedures. In
conducting a review under this paragraph,
the Court may, to the extent necessary, re-
quire the Government to provide additional
information regarding the acquisition, reten-
tion, or dissemination of information con-
cerning United States persons during the
course of an acquisition authorized under
subsection (a). The Court may fashion rem-
edies it determines necessary to enforce
compliance.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, in
this debate about revising FISA and
cleaning up the damage done by the
President’s warrantless wiretapping
program, the administration has
talked at length about the importance
of our foreign intelligence activities. It
expends all its rhetorical energy on a
topic where we all agree, but it has
largely ignored the issue that has been
central to our debate: On what terms
will this administration spy on Ameri-
cans?

I rise today in support of an amend-
ment offered by myself; by the distin-
guished chairman of the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee, Chairman ROCKE-
FELLER; the distinguished chairman of
the Senate Judiciary Committee, Sen-
ator LEAHY; Senator SCHUMER of New
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