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RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will now be a period for the transaction 
of morning business for up to 60 min-
utes, with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with 
the time equally divided and controlled 
between the two leaders or their des-
ignees, with the majority in control of 
the first half and the Republicans in 
control of the final half. 

The Senator from New Mexico is rec-
ognized. 

f 

FOREST LANDSCAPE 
RESTORATION ACT 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, yes-
terday I introduced legislation that has 
been given the number S. 2593, the For-
est Landscape Restoration Act of 2008. 
I developed this legislation with Sen-
ators DOMENICI and FEINSTEIN, who are 
cosponsors of the bill. We also have as 
cosponsors Senators ALLARD, WYDEN, 
SALAZAR, CANTWELL, CRAIG, AKAKA, 
and CRAPO. I also am pleased to point 
out that Chairman GRIJALVA in the 
House of Representatives is intro-
ducing a companion bill, and I look for-
ward to working with him as his sub-
committee in the Natural Resources 
Committee moves forward with that 
bill. 

This legislation establishes a pro-
gram to select and fund projects that 
restore forests at a landscape scale 
through a process that encourages col-
laboration, relies on the best available 
science, facilitates local economic de-
velopment, and leverages local funds 
with national and private funding. 

As many of my colleagues know, we 
are facing serious forest health and 
wildfire challenges throughout our 
country. A century of over-aggressive 
fire suppression, logging, and other 
land uses have significantly deterio-
rated entire landscapes. 

These conditions have played an im-
portant role in the extraordinary 
wildfires and insect-caused mortality 
that we have seen literally on millions 
of acres of national forest and other 
lands. To address these problems, it is 
critical that we begin trying to restore 
our forests on a landscape scale. 

Landscape-scale restoration is key 
for controlling wildfire suppression 
costs. It is an important component of 
successful economic development. It is 
important for the health of many of 
our forest ecosystems. 

Despite the importance of landscape- 
scale restoration, neither the National 
Fire Plan nor the Healthy Forest Res-
toration Act nor any of the other ef-
forts we have made to date have been 
very successful in facilitating restora-
tion and hazardous fuels reduction on 

landscape scales. A lack of sufficient 
funding is one of the primary reasons. 
Restoring landscapes takes a signifi-
cant amount of funding over a signifi-
cant period of time. 

To address that problem, the Forest 
Landscape Restoration Act authorizes 
$40 million per year for 10 years to be 
paid into a national pool. Eligible land-
scape restoration projects from around 
the country would compete for a por-
tion of that money. Mr. President, $40 
million is not nearly enough money to 
fund landscape-scale treatments in all 
of the forest landscapes that need res-
toration, but it is a realistic amount 
for us to pursue at this time, and it is 
enough to make landscape-scale res-
toration a reality. 

Because of funding and other chal-
lenges, landscape-scale restoration re-
mains largely theoretical. As a result, 
this legislation is designed to be both 
practical and experimental. It does not 
redirect existing efforts. Instead, it 
adds to existing efforts by creating a 
program that will make planning, 
funding, and carrying out at least a 
handful of these landscape-scale res-
toration projects possible. 

Again, I thank Senators DOMENICI 
and FEINSTEIN and the other cosponsors 
of this legislation for working with me 
on this bill. I also thank the many 
stakeholders from across the spectrum 
for their input on the legislation, in-
cluding the Nature Conservancy which 
has been very supportive of this effort. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The assistant majority leader. 
f 

ECONOMIC STIMULUS PACKAGE 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I thank 
the majority leader, Senator REID, who 
was here earlier today talking about 
the economic stimulus package. What I 
have tried to do is to understand at 
this moment where the Republicans 
are, and it is hard to follow because 
initially there was agreement between 
the Republican and Democratic leaders 
in the House—Speaker PELOSI, Con-
gressman BOEHNER, and Secretary 
Paulson of the Bush administration. 
They came up with the notion that to 
get the economy moving forward, we 
should send a rebate check of about 
$600 for individuals and $1,200 for fami-
lies and additional money for children 
across the country, which is certainly 
an excellent starting point because the 
administration was persuaded to in-
clude the lower income families across 
America, and there were limits on fam-
ily income as to eligibility. 

The Senate Finance Committee took 
up this proposal from the House and 
suggested a few changes. I think each 
one of them is a positive change. For 
instance, they said: Let’s include 21 
million seniors receiving Social Secu-
rity checks. If the idea is to put the 
money in the hands of people who will 
spend it, certainly our seniors on fixed 
incomes, many who struggle with util-
ity bills, keeping their homes warm, 

paying for gasoline, the cost of food 
and prescription drugs, they can use 
the money. An additional $500 or $600 
will be spent by them. That was in-
cluded in the Senate finance package. 
That was not in the original House 
version. I think that is a positive im-
provement. 

Then they also said: If we are talking 
about groups of people who should be 
recognized, those disabled veterans 
from previous conflicts and certainly 
from Iraq and Afghanistan should be 
included as well. There is argument 
here. Those men and women certainly 
deserve special consideration for all 
they have given to America. So that 
was added to the House version of the 
bill on the part of the Senate Finance 
Committee. 

Then they went to another category, 
and this is one the economists say is a 
very important category: people who 
are currently unemployed, those folks 
looking for jobs, many of whom are 
struggling to keep their families to-
gether while they find a job after they 
have been laid off from previous em-
ployment. If they receive additional 
money, economists say they are most 
likely to spend it in a hurry. So they 
encouraged us to include them in the 
relief we are providing with this tax re-
bate. 

I have been listening carefully to see 
if our Republican colleagues believe 
these people deserve help as well. I am 
beginning to believe this is the real 
problem the Republicans have. They 
are concerned about giving additional 
money to people who are currently un-
employed. Yesterday, one Senator from 
Texas on the Republican side said that 
just encourages them not to find work. 
I took a look at the amount of money 
that is paid to people on unemploy-
ment. It is hard to believe that is the 
kind of money that will lead to a life of 
leisure, where you decide: Heck, I don’t 
need a job; I have unemployment bene-
fits. 

It turns out that unemployment ben-
efits are not that generous—$500 a 
week would be a big number, and for 
many it is a lot less. If we suggest peo-
ple will stop working with that kind of 
income, I think it overlooks the obvi-
ous. Many people in lower income cat-
egories struggle from paycheck to pay-
check. Losing a job creates a family 
emergency. What we are talking about 
is whether we should provide addi-
tional help to those unemployed. This 
has been done before. It is not a new 
concept. In fact, historically, if you 
want to fire up the economy and put 
spending power in the hands of people 
across America, helping the unem-
ployed is one of the first places you 
turn. 

The way the Finance Committee does 
it is to extend unemployment benefits, 
currently at 13 weeks, another 13 
weeks, which will be another 3 months 
or so, except for States with the high-
est unemployment, and then they 
would be extended another 26 weeks 
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total. That is a way of providing spe-
cial help in areas of high unemploy-
ment. 

I took a look at the estimated num-
ber of people who will exhaust their 
jobless benefits State by State. In my 
State, it is 57,000 people. Let’s take a 
look at a State such as Senator 
MCCONNELL’s State of Kentucky: 11,458 
people will see their unemployment 
benefits end unless we enact this Sen-
ate Finance Committee version of the 
bill; Arizona, Senator KYL’s home 
State, 18,846. Let’s go down to Texas 
where Senator CORNYN says he thinks 
this encourages people not to look for 
work: 49,000 people are about to lose 
their unemployment insurance bene-
fits. 

The point is, unemployment is at a 
relatively low level in this country, ac-
cording to Senator KYL. These are his 
words: 

Unemployment is at a relatively low level 
in this country, and it would be a huge mis-
take to exacerbate the unemployment situa-
tion by extending unemployment benefits. 

I am quoting from a statement that 
Senator KYL made, not Senator 
CORNYN. I want to make that correc-
tion for the record. Senator KYL was 
the one who questioned the wisdom of 
extending unemployment benefits. 

So in Senator KYL’s home State, it 
appears that 18,846 people are about to 
see their unemployment benefits come 
to an end, and he, I assume from his ar-
gument, believes that is a good thing 
because now this will prod them into 
looking for work, and he is not sup-
porting extension of these unemploy-
ment benefits for 18,846 people in his 
home State. 

That has become one of the major 
elements of debate in terms of whether 
the Republicans will support the Sen-
ate Finance Committee version. Let 
me add, it was a bipartisan vote that 
brought the bill out of committee— 
Senator GRASSLEY of Iowa, joining 
with, I believe, Senator SMITH of Or-
egon and Senator SNOWE of Maine, if I 
am not mistaken. All three voted for 
the Senate Finance Committee version 
of the bill that was brought to the 
floor. 

Let’s take a look at some other 
States where unemployment benefits 
might be important. In the State of 
Mississippi, 7,819 are about to lose their 
unemployment benefits unless the Sen-
ate finance version passes as an eco-
nomic stimulus. As I mentioned, in my 
home State of Illinois, 57,000 are look-
ing for assistance in that regard. 

As I go through this list—North 
Carolina is another good example. 
North Carolina, 48,000 people in the 
State, obviously suffering from some 
high unemployment, are about to lose 
their unemployment benefits. The 
State of Ohio, 35,320 otherwise will lose 
their unemployment benefits. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD this 
table so all the States, based on the 
current U.S. Department of Labor 
data, will be reported officially in the 
RECORD. 

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

State 

Estimated number 
of people that will 
exhaust State job-

less benefits (Janu-
ary to June 2008) 

Alabama ......................................................................... 12,510 
Alaska ............................................................................ 6,913 
Arizona ........................................................................... 18,846 
Arkansas ........................................................................ 16,505 
California ....................................................................... 218,496 
Colorado ......................................................................... 12,996 
Connecticut .................................................................... 17,250 
Delaware ........................................................................ 3,776 
D.C. ................................................................................ 4,769 
Florida ............................................................................ 86,092 
Georgia ........................................................................... 39,826 
Hawaii ............................................................................ 2,654 
Idaho .............................................................................. 5,151 
Illinois ............................................................................ 57,093 
Indiana ........................................................................... 33,598 
Iowa ................................................................................ 8,736 
Kansas ........................................................................... 7,754 
Kentucky ......................................................................... 11,458 
Louisiana ........................................................................ 11,140 
Maine ............................................................................. 4,019 
Maryland ........................................................................ 15,848 
Massachusetts ............................................................... 34,275 
Michigan ........................................................................ 72,136 
Minnesota ....................................................................... 19,237 
Mississippi ..................................................................... 7,819 
Missouri .......................................................................... 17,727 
Montana ......................................................................... 2,996 
Nebraska ........................................................................ 6,009 
Nevada ........................................................................... 15,645 
New Hampshire .............................................................. 1,848 
New Jersey ...................................................................... 66,415 
New Mexico .................................................................... 6,142 
New York ........................................................................ 84,866 
North Carolina ................................................................ 48,245 
North Dakota .................................................................. 1,562 
Ohio ................................................................................ 35,320 
Oklahoma ....................................................................... 7,515 
Oregon ............................................................................ 20,695 
Pennsylvania .................................................................. 58,976 
Rhode Island .................................................................. 7,038 
South Carolina ............................................................... 21,960 
South Dakota ................................................................. 304 
Tennessee ....................................................................... 22,037 
Texas .............................................................................. 49,104 
Utah ............................................................................... 4,029 
Vermont .......................................................................... 1,763 
Virginia ........................................................................... 17,076 
Washington .................................................................... 18,253 
West Virginia .................................................................. 4,179 
Wisconsin ....................................................................... 32,401 
Wyoming ......................................................................... 1,147 

Total ...................................................................... 1,282,149 

Source: U.S. Department of Labor data. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, as this 
economy continues to deteriorate and 
we see these wild gyrations in the 
stock market, there are a lot of people 
concerned. Yesterday, the stock mar-
ket went down over 300 points. I know 
it has its good days and bad days, but 
it has had more bad days than good 
days for a long time. 

A lot of people in days gone by paid 
little or no attention to the stock mar-
ket. My mom and dad did not own a 
share of stock during their married 
life. They were too busy raising three 
kids. They could not afford anything 
like that. If they could put a few bucks 
in the savings account to save up for 
the next used car, that is all they 
looked forward to. 

A lot of people view it differently be-
cause that stock market reflects the 
value of 401(k) plans, IRAs, retirement 
plans, and savings that people count on 
in years to come. When the stock mar-
ket is heading south, people are look-
ing at it in worried terms. 

What we are trying to do is invig-
orate this economy and get it moving 
again. For the longest time, the Repub-
licans have argued that the best way to 
invigorate the economy in good times 
and bad is to give tax cuts to the 
wealthiest people in America. They 

have this notion that if wealthy people 
have more money, they somehow will 
fire up the economy. 

I come from a different economic 
school. It started with Principles of Ec-
onomics that I took at Georgetown 
University not too far from here when 
Father Zyrinyi came into our class and 
explained the marginal propensity to 
save. If you are a wealthy person, you 
are more likely to save the next dollar 
handed to you than a poor person, who 
is more likely to spend it. So if you 
want to get the economy going and 
fired up, you would give as many dol-
lars as you can to those in lower in-
come categories. 

Historically, the Republican ap-
proach has been just the opposite: Give 
the tax cuts, give more spending power 
to people who are wealthier—folks who 
have not asked for it and folks who, in 
many cases, do not need it. In my opin-
ion, a tax code, if it is to be fair, is 
going to be progressive and say to 
those struggling at the lower ends—the 
working families and middle-income 
families—let’s be generous to them be-
cause they are the ones living pay-
check to paycheck. 

Well, now the chickens have come 
home to roost with this economy. As 
the economy is heading downward, the 
Bush administration has discovered 
poor people. They have discovered 
working families. It is no longer just a 
matter of tax cuts for people making 
over $300,000 or $400,000 a year. 

So if we are going to be sensible and 
really want to enliven this economy, 
the unemployment benefits are the ob-
vious place to turn. Extending unem-
ployment benefits is not only humane 
and moral for families out of work, but 
it works to try to breathe some life 
into this economy and start more con-
sumer demand and, with that consumer 
demand, the expansion of business and 
the expansion of employment and prof-
its and ultimately an improvement in 
the stock market. That is just funda-
mental Keynesian economics that we 
have studied over the years. 

This resistance on the Republican 
side to helping unemployed people is 
troublesome. It is the same mindset 
that was in vogue on the Republican 
side for years when they opposed in-
creasing the basic minimum wage in 
this country. That used to be bipar-
tisan. It wasn’t politically dogmatic to 
be against increasing the minimum 
wage. Even Republican Presidents did. 
But then came this new mindset which 
said that even if people are working for 
a small amount of money, they can 
just get another job if they need to get 
by. That is hardly consistent with fam-
ily values, but it prevailed. Over a long 
period of time—10 years, in fact—there 
was no increase in the Federal min-
imum wage, until Democrats took con-
trol of Congress last year. We point to 
that with pride because it is something 
House and Senate Democrats promised 
would be high on the priority list, and 
we did it. Again, we were focusing on 
people left behind in an economy that 
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is not as powerful and as healthy as we 
would like it to be. Now unemployment 
benefits fit the same category. 

When I think of plants across Illinois 
that have closed, putting people out of 
work—not to mention smaller busi-
nesses—it is through no fault of their 
own that people who once worked at a 
good manufacturing plant in Illinois or 
any other State don’t have a job today. 
They have lost their benefits, lost their 
health insurance in many instances, 
and don’t know which way to turn. 
Some have limited education and need 
time to at least get back to school or 
back for some training so that they 
can make some money again. Why 
wouldn’t we want to help these people? 

Beyond the economics of it, doesn’t 
it seem only fair, if we are going to try 
to help people and help the economy, 
that we would start with the unem-
ployed? The list which I have sub-
mitted, which will be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, is an indica-
tion of how many, nationwide, it would 
help. The number is roughly 1.3 million 
who would be helped by the extension 
of unemployment insurance benefits. 

When Senator KYL argues it would be 
a huge mistake to help the unemployed 
in America, he is arguing against the 
bipartisan approach to fighting reces-
sion which we have had for the longest 
period of time. I hope his opinion on 
this bill does not prevail. We need to do 
our best to try to help the families who 
are trying to get by. 

In my home State of Illinois, since 
President Bush took office 7 years ago, 
relative to inflation, the median house-
hold income has decreased by 10 per-
cent. So instead of an improvement in 
income, families in my State have seen 
their income go down during President 
Bush’s administration. 

The number of residents of my State 
living in poverty since President Bush 
came to office has grown by 10 percent 
in that same period of time. And that 
was a period of time when the Repub-
licans and the President were resisting 
the idea of increasing the minimum 
wage, incidentally. 

Health care premiums in Illinois 
have risen 29 percent since President 
Bush took office, and 152,000 more peo-
ple in my State don’t have health in-
surance since President Bush came 
into office. 

Those families lucky enough to get 
their kids in college are facing sticker 
shock. The cost of college in Illinois 
has risen 51 percent since President 
Bush was sworn in. 

A gallon of gas, of course, is up 77 
percent in cost, which is an added ex-
pense, particularly to low-income fami-
lies. 

To make ends meet, families across 
America, and certainly in Illinois, have 
no place to turn but debt. Debt for 
these families has increased at a rate 
four times faster than it did in the 
1990s. And it is not just families sink-
ing in debt. The President’s new budget 
makes it clear that America is sinking 
in debt. Senator CONRAD, chairman of 

the Budget Committee, made a presen-
tation to us yesterday indicating that 
President Bush inherited a surplus 
when he came into office and a na-
tional debt in the area of $5.7 trillion, 
and now it could virtually double by 
the time he leaves office. So this is the 
reality that faces us. 

Mr. President, how much time re-
mains in morning business? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. On the majority side, 10 minutes. 

Mr. DURBIN. Ten minutes. I see no 
other Members seeking recognition, so 
I will stay on this point in recognition 
of the economic situation we are fac-
ing. 

The national debt of America has 
doubled in the last 7 years under Presi-
dent Bush. We have accumulated more 
debt under President Bush than under 
all of the previous Presidents of the 
United States combined. Now, that is 
the kind of statement that could easily 
be challenged but I don’t think will be 
because we have the facts to back us 
up. We have incurred this debt because 
we have had a war the President has 
not paid for, nor asked Congress to pay 
for, and we have had a tax cut policy 
which is unique in the history of our 
country. No President of our country 
has ever asked for a tax cut in the 
midst of a war. 

Here is a figure that ought to con-
cern us as well. Since March 2001, for-
eign investors have financed nearly 80 
percent of our Federal budget deficit. 
So in order to get by, if you are spend-
ing more than you are raising in taxes, 
we have to borrow it, and we borrow it 
from foreign governments, which in-
creasingly become our bankers and 
mortgagers. It is not a healthy rela-
tionship when countries such as China, 
Japan, Korea, and the OPEC nations 
become the largest creditors of the 
United States. They have a lot more 
clout than we might like to see. 

It was just a few months ago that 
there was speculation by one econo-
mist in China that they may decide to 
move away from a dollar-denominated 
international transaction to use the 
Euro, which is a stronger currency 
than the American dollar. Just that 
rumor, from a low-level economist in 
China, sent chills through the stock 
market, and we saw stock prices go 
down. It is an indication of how de-
pendent we are becoming as a nation as 
we go further in debt to fund a war 
which now costs $4 billion a week and 
also to fund tax cuts in the midst of 
that war primarily for the wealthiest 
people. 

The President has said many times 
that he believes in the so-called owner-
ship society. But the ownership society 
hasn’t given most American families 
greater control over their financial 
destiny. The owners of the ownership 
society, by and large, have zip codes 
overseas. They are foreign investors 
who own the debt of America. 

There are a lot of suggestions of how 
to get out of this. Some have suggested 
corporate tax cuts and others, but I 

think direct help to working families is 
the most effective way to do it. The re-
bates we would send to those families 
is money that could be well spent. I 
think this extension of unemployment 
insurance has been proven to be very 
effective. Mark Zandi, who is with 
Moody’s Economy.com, estimates this 
would be the second most effective 
stimulus measure of all the ideas under 
consideration, generating $1.64 in in-
creased economic activity for every 
dollar of rebate. This money can be dis-
tributed very quickly, since the weekly 
benefits are capped at $350 for a single 
individual in Illinois, and it wouldn’t 
cost that much to extend it. 

The Senate finance package is a 
great bill. We could have done better. I 
wish we could have included, for exam-
ple, an improvement in food stamps. 
Over the holidays, last Christmas sea-
son, I went to food banks around Illi-
nois. These are some great people. 
They do not work to make a lot of 
money, but they work to do a lot of 
good in their communities. They gath-
er surplus food and distribute it to 
families who need it, and they are find-
ing that more and more working fami-
lies are showing up at food banks, and 
more and more families, even if they 
are working, can qualify for food 
stamps. So food stamps, which, unfor-
tunately, don’t provide enough money 
to really cover the cost of meals, could 
be improved, and that would help our 
economy. It is not included in the Sen-
ate finance package, but it should be. 

Finally, I think we need to under-
stand that one of the other ways we 
can help bring this economy forward is 
to invest in the infrastructure of Amer-
ica. I just flew in this morning from 
Chicago—one of our great American 
cities. But even that city, with its 
mass-transit system, needs a massive 
capital investment, not only to repair 
what is there but to extend it for serv-
ice to other areas. It would be good for 
our economy, certainly good for the en-
vironment, and it will create good jobs. 
These are jobs that can’t be 
outsourced. When we are doing infra-
structure projects in Maryland or in 
Tennessee, we are doing projects that 
have real value, not only for the com-
munities but for the men and women 
who are at work and whose paychecks 
are invested back into the commu-
nities. 

So I am hopeful that at some point 
beyond this current discussion about 
an emergency stimulus package, we 
can extend our stimulus approach to 
even more investment—investment in 
highways and mass transit; in bridges, 
in making certain they are safe and we 
don’t witness the kind of tragedy we 
had not that long ago in Minneapolis; 
investments in water resource develop-
ment—for instance, the locks and dams 
on the Mississippi and Illinois Rivers, 
desperately in need of rebuilding. All 
those are good opportunities to put 
people to work, to reduce the unem-
ployment rate, and to put money back 
into the economy. There is hardly a 
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State in our Nation that can’t come up 
with critical infrastructure projects we 
could invest in to make America 
stronger. It is one of the few things 
Government does which we can show 
has a direct relationship to economic 
growth. 

Certainly we understand that this 
current economic crisis we face had its 
genesis in the subprime mortgage mar-
ket, and we shouldn’t overlook the fact 
that 2.2 million Americans stand to 
lose their homes to foreclosure. I think 
the administration’s proposal so far 
has been anemic. This notion that we 
would ask mortgage companies and fi-
nancial institutions to voluntarily re-
structure mortgages will take us, per-
haps, a short walk down the road but 
not where we should be. We need to 
find better ways to give these families, 
if they can, the ability to stay in their 
homes and make their mortgage pay-
ments. 

I have a bill that changes the Bank-
ruptcy Code, that allows a bankruptcy 
court to take an honest look at a per-
son’s income potential and restructure 
a mortgage so that they can stay in 
their home and won’t face foreclosure. 
Foreclosure is a disaster not only for 
the family losing the home but for 
those who loaned the money for that 
home and, ultimately, for the neigh-
borhood surrounding it. 

So Mr. President, there is certainly 
much we can do. I am sorry we didn’t 
get a lot more done yesterday. We 
tried, but the Republicans resisted 
again. They wanted another day off, 
and we had it. Instead of getting seri-
ous about amendments to the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act, instead 
of having the debate leading up to 
amendments and the vote on the eco-
nomic stimulus package, the clock ran 
out. 

Well, it is about time for the Senate 
to roll up its sleeves and get to work so 
America can get to work. I hope that 
today the votes that are scheduled will 
be the beginning of an honest debate 
and that at the end of the day we will 
pass an economic stimulus package, 
conference with the House, and send it 
to the President for his signature be-
fore we break for our Presidents Day 
recess period which begins next week. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Tennessee. 
f 

TENNESSEE TORNADOES 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I had 
originally scheduled time to speak a 
little about the stimulus package and 
the many frailties I see with this pack-
age. However, due to the tragedy last 
night in Tennessee, I wish to talk on a 
different subject matter. 

The senior Senator from Tennessee 
joins me on the floor this morning, 
and, Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent to yield half of my time to the 
great LAMAR ALEXANDER, the senior 
Senator from Tennessee, if that would 
be acceptable. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The senior Senator from Ten-
nessee is recognized. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague from Chattanooga 
for his courtesy. I, too, would like to 
talk about the economic stimulus 
package and how we Republicans have 
been ready to go to work on it for 2 
weeks, and will later today. But Sen-
ator CORKER and I have something that 
is closer to our heart today, and that is 
the devastation that came across our 
State last night from a string of torna-
does that was as rough and as pervasive 
as anything I have seen in my lifetime. 

Most Americans saw reports of it 
while they were watching coverage of 
the elections, but the trouble began in 
Memphis in the middle of the day, with 
schools being closed because of torna-
does. It moved on to Jackson, where 
3,300 students at Union University 
barely escaped, although the school 
was heavily damaged. 

Often, tornadoes and severe weather 
of this type head in one direction and 
then the other, but this one just kept 
going. It kept on going into middle 
Tennessee, to Sumner County and 
Macon County, where several lives 
were lost, and moved into east Ten-
nessee and the mountain area just this 
morning. So there is a lot of trouble in 
our State as a result of that, and Sen-
ator CORKER and I want the people of 
our State to know we have been moni-
toring that during the night, and we 
and our staffs are working together 
today. 

We have talked to the Governor and 
State officials, local officials. I talked 
to the athletic director of Union Uni-
versity on his cell phone a few minutes 
ago. I was trying to reach David 
Dockery, the president of Union Uni-
versity. 

So for the next several days, we will 
be doing all we can do from the Federal 
level to assist the Governor and the 
local officials in dealing with the dev-
astation that was caused last night by 
the severe storms. Forty-five people 
were killed, more than another 100 in-
jured, a lot of damage to buildings in 
areas across our State. 

I thank Senator CORKER for taking 
this time to allow us to express to our 
constituents our feelings for them. We 
do want them to know they have our 
full attention today. The Governor is 
at the front of the line. That is the way 
we do things in Tennessee. We work 
easily with him and his staff and the 
local official. We will stay in touch 
with them, and those who need to be in 
touch with our Senate offices can do 
that. 

We will move promptly to deal with 
applications for disaster relief. Some-
times they say they need to take 
enough time to be accurately filled out 
rather than have a race to the mailbox 
to get those in. But we will be working 
with local officials with those to do all 
we can. 

I thank the Senator from Tennessee, 
Mr. CORKER, for his courtesy in allow-

ing me to express my remarks, and I 
look forward to working with him to 
help deal with the pain that has been 
caused to many Tennesseans. 

I yield for Senator CORKER. 
Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, thank 

you for letting me spend a few minutes 
on this topic that is such a huge issue 
in the State of Tennessee. I certainly 
thank our senior Senator for his lead-
ership. Our senior Senator was also the 
Governor of Tennessee. I know he 
knows full well what many people 
across our State today are facing. 

Again, I thank him for his leadership 
on so many issues. I know both of us 
today have spent time talking with 
county mayors across the State of Ten-
nessee, talking with our Governor, 
talking with officials at Union Univer-
sity and other places. I know that for 
all of us our hearts and prayers go out 
not only to the people of Tennessee but 
also the Mississippi, Arkansas, and 
Kentucky people who also are dealing 
with some very tragic circumstances. 

I know people in Tennessee are look-
ing to their county mayors and our 
Governor for leadership, their officials 
with the National Guard, and FEMA. 
My understanding is they are providing 
outstanding leadership and that people 
have worked throughout the night to 
make sure that relief has been given, 
that people have been taken into 
homes and other places. Today, as they 
begin to dig out, if you will, and really 
see the extent of the damage, that will 
continue. 

I am very proud to serve with LAMAR 
ALEXANDER and to be with him today. 
I know both of us want the people of 
Tennessee to know we are very aware 
of the tragedy they are dealing with. 
We are with them and their elected of-
ficials at the local and State level. We 
want to work with them as time goes 
on to make sure that much needed Fed-
eral relief, which will be on the way 
down the road, is forthcoming. 

I wish to thank all of those volun-
teers. I have heard stories of heroic 
things throughout our State where or-
dinary citizens have done things to 
ease the pain and to create safety for 
many of our citizens in harm’s way. 

Again, our thoughts and prayers are 
with all of our citizens, especially 
those who have been so tragically af-
fected by the events of the last 24 
hours. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DEMINT. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

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

The Senator from South Carolina is 
recognized. 

f 

ECONOMIC STIMULUS 
Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I rise to 

talk about the economic stimulus 
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