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Services be discharged from further
consideration of S. Res. 395 and the
Senate proceed to its consideration.

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

The clerk will report the resolution
by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 395) commemorating
the 150th anniversary of the founding of the
Colorado National Guard.

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

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed
to, the motions to reconsider be laid
upon the table, with no intervening ac-
tion or debate, and that any state-
ments relating to the resolution be
printed in the RECORD.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. RES. 39

Whereas, on January 23, 1860, the history of
the Colorado National Guard began when the
first General Assembly of the Jefferson Ter-
ritory authorized the formation of 2 inde-
pendent militia companies, the Jefferson
Rangers and the Denver Guards, both of
which were disbanded after the Colorado Vol-
unteers were established as the official Colo-
rado Territorial Militia;

Whereas after Colorado became a State in
1876, the Colorado State Militia was acti-
vated on dozens of occasions to protect pub-
lic rights, safety, and property;

Whereas during World War I, nearly all
units of the Colorado National Guard were
called into service, serving as replacements
on the front lines as well as carrying out
crucial artillery support roles in most of the
major campaigns near the end of the war;

Whereas during World War II, Colorado Na-
tional Guard units served in both the Euro-
pean and Pacific theaters, providing crucial
indirect fire support throughout the Pacific,
significantly contributing to the invasion of
Italy and southern France, and partaking in
the liberation of the Dachau concentration
camp in April 1945;

Whereas a year prior to the establishment
of the United States Air Force in September
1947, the 120th Tactical Reconnaissance
Squadron (Fighter) was federally recognized
and redesignated as the 120th Fighter Squad-
ron (Single-Engine), thus becoming the first
federally recognized unit of the Air National
Guard;

Whereas the Colorado National Guard was
called into Federal service in 1950 during the
Korean War and in 1961 during the Berlin
Crisis;

Whereas in 1968, the 120th Tactical Fighter
Squadron of the Colorado Air National
Guard became one of the first Air National
Guard units to be mobilized and the first of
4 fighter units to be deployed for combat op-
erations in the Vietnam War;

Whereas in 1990 and 1991, the Colorado Na-
tional Guard was called into Federal service
to support Operation Desert Shield/Storm in
the Persian Gulf and enforce the United Na-
tions-mandated no-fly zone over Iraq during
Operations Northern and Southern Watch;

Whereas the Colorado National Guard was
called into Federal service in 1994 to help
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provide stability in Haiti and in 1999 as part
of Operation Joint Forge in the Balkans;

Whereas in recent years, the Colorado Na-
tional Guard has supported various anti-drug
and search-and-rescue missions and assisted
the citizens of Colorado during numerous
natural disasters and State emergencies;

Whereas hours after the attack on the
World Trade Center and the Pentagon on
September 11, 2001, the Colorado National
Guard was activated to bolster airport secu-
rity at 14 major airports across the State and
the Pueblo Chemical Depot, with Colorado
Guardsmen, as part of Operation Noble
Eagle, launching the first defensive aircraft
over the city of Denver within minutes of
the terrorist attacks and initiating the Air
Sovereignty Alert mission, which continues
today with airmen and aircraft on alert 24
hours a day, 365 days a year, to protect our
Nation from aerial threats;

Whereas since September 11, 2001, more
than 6,500 Colorado National Guard members
have served in Iraq and Afghanistan in sup-
port of Operations Iraqi Freedom and Endur-
ing Freedom, with more than 550 Colorado
National Guard members currently deployed
in support of both missions and another 160
members preparing for mobilization;

Whereas the 3rd Battalion of the 157th
Field Artillery Regiment, which traces its
lineage back to the Civil War, is currently
deployed in support of Operation Iraqi Free-
dom and is the largest Colorado Army Na-
tional Guard unit to deploy since World War
1II;

Whereas in 1985, the Colorado National
Guard established the High-Altitude Army
Aviation Training Site (HAATS) to instruct
rotary wing aviators on how to better oper-
ate in hostile, high-altitude, and power-lim-
ited environments;

Whereas HAATS is the only United States
military school teaching such specialized
techniques and has provided critical training
to helicopter aviators in Iraq and Afghani-
stan;

Whereas in 1993, the Colorado National
Guard was among the first to form a partner-
ship under the auspices of the State Partner-
ship Program with the Republic of Slovenia,
and in 2002, formed a second partnership with
the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan;

Whereas the more than 3,700 citizen sol-
diers of the Colorado Army National Guard
are based in 20 communities across Colorado,
and the more than 1,500 citizen airmen of the
Colorado Air National Guard are based at
Buckley Air Force Base in Aurora, Colorado,
as well as in Greeley and Colorado Springs,
Colorado;

Whereas the citizen soldiers and airmen of
the Colorado National Guard have served
with courage and selflessness and have
earned the respect and gratitude of Colo-
radans and all Americans; and

Whereas the Colorado National Guard con-
tinues to build on its heritage as a ready, re-
liable, and relevant community-based force
that is always ready and always there,
whether to protect our homeland against at-
tacks, to support civil authorities, or to de-
fend freedom overseas: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) recognizes the 150th anniversary of the
founding of the Colorado National Guard and
its exemplary service to the State of Colo-
rado and the Nation;

(2) thanks the members of the Colorado
National Guard and their families for their
service and their sacrifice on behalf of the
State of Colorado and the Nation;

(3) pledges its continued support in pro-
viding the Colorado National Guard with the
resources necessary to ensure its readiness
to perform State and Federal missions;

(4) expresses condolences to the families of
those members of the Colorado National
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Guard who made the ultimate sacrifice and
gave their lives while serving in the Colorado
National Guard; and

(5) honors the dedication of the members of
the Colorado National Guard who play a cen-
tral role in protecting the United States and
the freedoms and liberties of its citizens.

————
APPOINTMENT
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair announces, on behalf of the

President pro tempore, pursuant to
P.L. 110-315, the appointment of the
following to be members of the Na-
tional Advisory Committee on Institu-
tional Quality and Integrity: Bruce
Cole of Indiana, Anne Neal of Wis-
consin, and Michael Poliakoff of Colo-
rado.

CONGRATULATING SENATOR
SPECTER

Mr. DURBIN. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. SPECTER. I will yield.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I just
wanted to say a few words to the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania.

I would like to congratulate my col-
league on the occasion of his 10,000th
vote in the Senate. He has been a col-
league of mine now for the 13 years I
have served in the Senate, and I have
enjoyed working with him. Occasion-
ally, we have been on opposite sides of
an issue, and at times we have been on
the same side. I much prefer the latter.
He is an able attorney and a thoughtful
and reflective Member of the Senate. I
have enjoyed my service with him, and
I congratulate him on his 10,000th vote.

I am particularly pleased that he
cast that vote from this side of the
Senate. I look forward to working with
Senator SPECTER and thank the people
of Pennsylvania for giving us an oppor-
tunity to work with him and to share
his public service these many years. I
congratulate the Senator.

Mr. SPECTER. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Illinois for those
kind remarks. We have worked to-
gether very harmoniously. On occa-
sions where we voted differently, it was
always in the spirit of collegiality. One
personal note. He and I are frequenters
of the Senate gym. I arrive about 6:30
a.m., and he has already been there for
awhile. He is a robust athlete in addi-
tion to being a great assistant major-
ity leader.

Mr. DURBIN. If the Senator from
Pennsylvania will yield, I tell people 1
go to the Senate gym for no apparent
reason. But I thank him for his kind
words.

———

CASTING 10,000 VOTES

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I come
to the point where no other Senator is
seeking recognition, and we are
through expediting the work of the
clerks, so I am going to make a state-
ment reflecting on my 10,000th vote.

The circumstances are somewhat un-
usual. I cast the vote and expected to
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depart the Chamber, but I found my
distinguished colleague, Senator
CASEY, prepared to make some com-
ments about my 10,000th vote. He could
not make those comments for about an
hour because the train was late and
some Senators hadn’t arrived and the
vote was kept open. So a very unusual
situation for me personally. I had noth-
ing to do but to sit and think, and I
was reflecting upon the 10,000 votes.
That is what I am going to talk about
now.

I would not expect the Senator from
Illinois to stay to listen to this because
it might delay his arrival at the gym,
which is very early tomorrow morning.
I will be there at about 6:30 a.m. I don’t
know how long he will have been there,
but for quite awhile. I thank Senator
DURBIN once again for his kind re-
marks.

The occasion of reflecting on 10,000
votes in the Senate is something I have
been thinking about for the past hour
plus, as we awaited Senators to arrive
to a vote, and then having yielded to
two other Senators. I thought about
why I got into public life, why I de-
cided to run for office, and that is hard
to say. But I believe it was at the inspi-
ration of my parents.

My story is a common one: immi-
grant parents, father served in World
War I, was wounded in action in the
Argonne Forest, carried shrapnel in his
legs until the day he died, and was one
of the veterans who was promised a
$500 bonus. The government reneged on
the promise—did not pay the veterans
a bonus—as the government reneges on
S0 many promises to the veterans. So
there was a famous march on Wash-
ington during the Hoover administra-
tion when I was a child.

President Hoover called out the
Army, and they fired on veterans and
killed veterans—one of the blackest
days in American history. I think that
event, as a young child, was embla-
zoned in my mind. I saw the deep an-
guish of my father, and mother too.
This was during the Depression.

My father had always had a very deep
concern about government because he
lived under the tyranny of the czar.
The czar wanted to send him to Siberia
when he was 18 years old, in 1911, when
he emigrated to the United States. I
think that experience motivated me to
want to go into public life.

I had always had a very deep concern
about civil liberties, as a member of a
minority group myself, to be able to
deal with that issue in a governmental
capacity. The 10,000 votes have come
and gone in a hurry, and I was reflect-
ing on the Reagan years. I was elected
in 1980, the same day President Reagan
was elected. There are many highlights
of the tenure during his 8 years, but I
think especially about September 17,
1987. That is an easy date to remember
because it marked the 200th anniver-
sary of the signing of the Constitution
of the United States.

To commemorate the 200th anniver-
sary there was a ceremony in Philadel-
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phia, and President Reagan went to
Philadelphia to participate in the cere-
mony. He invited me to go with him.
He invited Senator Heinz as well, but
Senator Heinz had other commitments
that day and did not go.

It was a fascinating experience to
travel alone with the President, to talk
to him on Air Force One and in the
Presidential limousine. When we ar-
rived at Independence Hall, they had a
great wheel, and the wheel started with
George Washington, the first Presi-
dent, and then John Adams, and all the
way around until it came to Ronald
Reagan right next to George Wash-
ington. He and I talked about the
drama he experienced on the wheel
right next to President Washington.

On that particular week, we had the
confirmation hearings of Judge Bork
for the Supreme Court of the United
States. On September 17, when I trav-
eled to Philadelphia with the Presi-
dent, it was a Thursday, and I missed
my opportunity to question Judge
Bork. I got that opportunity on Satur-
day morning. There were only a few
people there, and I had an opportunity
to question Judge Bork for an hour and
a half and ultimately played a key role
in the rejection of the nomination of
Judge Bork, who believed in original
intent and had a very different view of
the Constitution. He did not believe in
due process of law. That was not part
of the Constitution. And he disagreed
with the incorporation of the 10 amend-
ments to the due process clause to
apply to the States. That was a mo-
mentous Supreme Court hearing.

During the years of President George
H.W. Bush, there were many matters of
note. One that stands out was the affir-
mation proceeding as to Justice
Souter. When Justice Souter was up for
confirmation, I participated in that as
a member of the Judiciary Committee,
as I had participated in the confirma-
tion hearing of Judge Bork. The pro-
choice groups were apprehensive about
Judge Souter becoming Justice Souter.
I examined his record very carefully
and thought that he would read the
precedents of Roe v. Wade in a favor-
able light and supported his confirma-
tion. Then he became a stalwart for a
woman’s right to choose and a stalwart
for constitutional principles involving
civil rights and individual freedom.

During the years with President Clin-
ton, I chaired the Appropriations Sub-
committee on Labor, Health, Human
Services and Education, and at that
time had an opportunity to take the
lead in increasing education funding
very substantially. Pell grants were
raised very materially. They had been
at $2,400, and the committee then
moved them up, and now they are in
excess of $5,000.

I also took the lead in helping the
working men and women through fund-
ing for the Department of Labor and
for the National Labor Relations Board
and for mine safety, OSHA, and
MENSHA.

Then on the funding for health, as
has already been noted, I took the lead
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with the concurrence of Senator HAR-
KIN, who was then minority ranking
member, to increase funding for the
National Institutes of Health from $12
billion to $30 billion. During the decade
I chaired the committee, that enor-
mously increased the availability of
grants. Some years as much as $3.5 bil-
lion was added to the funding of the
National Institutes of Health. Then
when the stimulus package came up, I
offered the amendment and led the bat-
tle to add an additional $10 billion. NITH
had slipped back because of across-the-
board cuts and failure to have cost-of-
living adjustments, but the $10 billion
in the stimulus package has provided
15,000 grants and has stimulated the in-
terest in a whole generation of
sciences.

Senator MENENDEZ commented a few
moments ago—in talking about my
10,000 votes—how those research grants
have led to enormous savings and in
the prolonging of lives and saving of
lives on many strains of cancer and
with enormous strides being made in
research into heart disease and autism
and Parkinson’s and Alzheimer’s.

During the administration of George
W. Bush, again there were many mo-
mentous events. To mention one, be-
cause time is running, I led the fight
for embryonic stem cell research, the
Specter-Harkin bill, to use Federal
funds to use stem cells, which had
enormous potential for curing the mal-
adies of the world—a veritable fountain
of youth—by injecting stem cells into
diseased cells.

President Bush vetoed the Specter-
Harkin bill. He vetoed it twice. But
now with President Obama there has
been an Executive order, and Senator
HARKIN and I are continuing to push
for legislation because legislation has
more permanency than an Executive
order. An Executive order can be
changed by the next President.

Then the administration of President
Obama. I got to know Senator Barack
Obama. He had his office down the cor-
ridor from me on the seventh floor of
the Hart Senate Office building. When
he came forward with his proposal for a
stimulus and I took a look at what was
happening in the economy, I was con-
cerned that we would slip back into a
1929 depression if we did not pass the
stimulus bill. I voted for the stimulus
bill on this floor and commented about
the political peril. It has had a pro-
found effect on my political life, which
I will not discuss here. But had the
stimulus package not been passed I
think we would not have been in the
great recession which we are in, but we
would have been in another Great De-
pression. My own State, Pennsylvania,
has received $16 billion. Without that
funding from the stimulus package
there would not be unemployment
compensation paid today; there
wouldn’t be Medicaid paid today. It has
the potential for 143,000 new jobs. It is
only halfway through the cycle of 2
years. It passed in mid-February, not
even a year old, and we see the finan-
cial problems of California. Where
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would California be without the stim-
ulus? Where would any of the States be
without the stimulus?

The stimulus package and other pro-
posed Federal expenditures have
caused quite a public reaction so that
there is great concern in America
today with what is going on in Wash-
ington. People are very concerned, as
am I, about the deficit and about the
national debt. We are going to be
called upon to raise the national debt
again.

When I was elected in the Senate, the
national debt was $1 trillion. During
the tenure of President Reagan, those 8
years, it increased to $3 trillion. Presi-
dent Reagan was the great economizer
on his fiscal policies, but we have no
choice when it comes to raising debt
because if we do not raise the national
debt we will be in default. The debt is
being used to pay for many obligations,
including the support of our troops in
Afghanistan, which I will comment
about in a few moments.

In the spring of this year—April,
May, June, July—there was tremen-
dous worry about what the Federal
Government was talking about spend-
ing: $1 trillion on health care reform;
$1 trillion on cap and trade, on climate
control. There was great public opposi-
tion that arose to what was happening
in Washington. It was promoted by the
gridlock which is present in this Cham-
ber, spoken about by Senator MENEN-
DEZ and Senator LAUTENBERG a few mo-
ments ago; by the filibusters which are
being carried on by Republicans.

A few years ago filibusters were
being carried on by Democrats and
President Bush’s judicial nominees
were the subject of filibusters. The
business about filibusters and about
gridlock is a problem on both parties.
It is a matter for bipartisan blame. It
is my hope we will find more Sen-
ators—Senator MENENDEZ commented
on my willingness to reach across the
aisle. I did that on the other side of the
aisle and I do that on this side of the
aisle. When I came to the Senate in
1980 there were many moderate Repub-
lican Senators who reached across the
aisle. We had Senator Hatfield from Or-
egon—we were just discussing that the
distinguished Presiding Officer brought
me greetings from Senator Hatfield,
the Senator from Oregon—and Senator
Packwood, also a moderate from Or-
egon; Senator Danforth from Missouri;
Senator Weicker from Connecticut;
Senator Chafee from Rhode Island;
Senator Stafford from Vermont; Sen-
ator Warner from Virginia; Senator
Heinz from Pennsylvania; Senator Ma-
thias from Maryland. I could go on and
on. Today the moderates on the other
side of the aisle, with my departure,
can fit in a telephone booth. It is not
good for the Senate and it is not good
for the country.

When I undertook the town meetings
this year—I made it a practice, in my
tenure in the Senate, 30 years, to visit
almost every county almost every
year. At the first county I went to in
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August, the first day I had an oppor-
tunity to travel when the Senate was
not in session—usually when I got to
Lebanon County there were 85 or 100
people. On this occasion there were
1,200 people. They had live television
transmission units from MSNBC and
FOX and CNN. There was enormous
anger about what was happening in
America with the spending, what was
happening with the deficit, what was
happening with the national debt.

Those are problems which we yet
have to face. I get the question in my
candidacy for reelection. I am seeking
a sixth term. I want to follow Senator
Biden, the most recent six-term Sen-
ator.

People say: Why run now? Why, after
serving for 30 years, being the longest
serving Pennsylvania Senator? People
notice I have a big birthday coming up.
I was born on February 12, the same
day as Lincoln’s birthday. I was born
121 years after Abraham Lincoln was
born. That is as close as I will come to
talking about age.

I believe with Satchel Paige, the
great baseball pitcher, who was age-
less. Satchel Paige made many famous
statements. One of his most famous
statements was: If you didn’t know
your age, how old would you think you
were? I choose 37. I choose 37 because
nobody would believe 17. That was a
happy year in my life. I think there is
a psychological term called ‘‘arrested
development.” That may have occurred
to me at 17.

But why run now? Because there are
so many things to be done. There are
s0 many important problems. The ex-
perience and seniority and the knowl-
edge I think can be put to good use for
the 12 million constituents I have.

There is a great facet on term lim-
its—it is called losing at the polls. The
people can say yes or no to a candidacy
for reelection, but I am full of vim,
vigor, and vitality, and there are a lot
of things I want to do. My four grand-
daughters are very much on my mind,
as will their children and their grand-
children be.

We have health care reform which is
still pending in the Congress of the
United States. It has been a very dif-
ficult matter which has consumed this
body and the House of Representatives
for months. The House can pass it more
quickly than can the Senate. We
worked on it for the better part of 6
months and we passed it here. It is well
documented that it took 60 votes be-
cause there was not a single Repub-
lican who would support cloture. There
had to be 60 Democrats who would
agree. That led to a lot of concessions
being made to get the 60 votes.

Some Senators insisted on special
consideration for their States. I think
that was wrong. Why did I vote for the
package? Because the good vastly out-
weighed the bad.

I was asked, in Pennsylvania, why
didn’t I get some special consideration
for Pennsylvania? I didn’t because I
thought it was the wrong thing to do.
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I was on a radio program last week, a
critical radio program, for what is
going on in Washington. But I got a
compliment for not asking for special
consideration.

We have a new Senator-elect in Mas-
sachusetts and we ought not to do any-
thing in the interim until he is seated.
Then there will be 59, so not enough to
shut off a filibuster by the Repub-
licans. So the question is: Where do we
go from here?

President Obama has talked about a
number of alternatives. A week ago
last Wednesday, after the Massachu-
setts election, he was talking about a
pared-down bill. I doubt that could pass
the Senate. It would be unfortunate if
all the work that has been done on the
historic health care reform were to be
nullified. The health care bill ran into
great problems because of misrepresen-
tations. There are no death panels in
the health care bill. In my town meet-
ings people were talking about death
panels. I told them authoritatively and
accurately, there were no death panels.

There was a worry about a govern-
ment takeover of health care. That was
not the bill. There was a government
option. I was for a robust government
option, leaving the private sector in
place but taking steps to give a choice
to people who wanted to buy insurance.
But to get insurance reform to elimi-
nate preexisting conditions as a way
for insurance companies to maneuver
and decline to pay claims, or the can-
cellation of insurance when somebody
got sick, or not covering children—so
many of the insurance lies.

I think it would be unfortunate if all
we did were nullified. One way to ap-
proach it would be for the House to
pass the Senate bill—that would be my
recommendation—and then to have im-
mediate corrective legislation on a
number of the points which went too
far—on the special favors for certain
States. I believe there would be support
on the other side of the aisle and we
could correct the abusive practices if
the House were to adopt the Senate
bill.

But I respect the House. I read what
the Speaker had to say about the disin-
clination to adopt the Senate bill. It
has been a long time in coming to get
reform. Legislation which is enacted is
subject to modification. It has to move
in steps. We could only get to the 1965
Voting Right Act because we had the
1957 legislation and the 1964 legislation.
There are opportunities for changes
and the abusive facets and the wrong-
ful provisions in the Senate bill, if
taken by the House, could be corrected.
I think there would be support on both
sides of the aisle for that.

There are a great many items on my
agenda. One of the concerns I have is
the issue of imports, illustratively
from China, where they are subsidized
and take unfair advantage of the trade
laws. I have appeared many times be-
fore the International Trade Commis-
sion—something I had done in private
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practice as a lawyer on appellate argu-
ments in court. I won a big case pre-
serving a lot of jobs several months ago
on the tire industry, stopping China
from sending tires into the United
States which were subsidized.

I won a big case in the ITC, that I
was the lead advocate on, on the steel
industry, to stop China from selling
steel in the United States.

I have been working on a project to
deepen the Port of Philadelphia from 40
to 45 feet. Senator Heinz and I got au-
thorizing legislation in 1983. It took
until 1992 to get the Corps of Engineers
to say it was economically sustainable.
Then I worked on the Appropriations
Committee, with my seniority, to get
more than $77 million appropriated. It
has been contested by the State of
Delaware on environmental concerns
which have been answered totally by
environmental impact studies. Re-
cently, we were successful in getting
the Secretary of the Army to invoke
the supremacy clause.

But there is still more work to be
done on that. I am working hard for
the University of Pittsburgh Medical
Center, working on manufacturing of
vaccines. We have been short of vac-
cines and we cannot rely upon foreign
sources. That is a multimillion dollar
project working and has the promise of
thousands of jobs for that area.

I am working on northeast Pennsyl-
vania to get a train from Scranton to
Hoboken, ‘“Wall Street West’’; working
for the farmers on milk dairy prices;
with General Electric to keep the GE
plant open and jobs there; working, in
my position on the Environment and
Public Works Committee, on climate
control; working on immigration re-
form.

As chairman, I managed the bill
through the Senate in the 2006. I am
working on the issue of campaign fi-
nance reform. The Supreme Court, last
week, came down with a decision to
allow corporations to engage in polit-
ical advertising to elect or defeat can-
didates which will, as Justice Stevens
in dissent pointed out, open the door
for widespread corruption and am con-
sidering the issue of a Constitutional
amendment which would reverse that
decision and allow Congress and States
to set limits on campaign finance. I
have been working for a decade to try
to get the Supreme Court televised for
transparency. They make all the cut-
ting-edge decisions.

I have been very active on foreign
policy. There are many things I am
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working on at the present time. Within
the last month, I made a trip to Af-
ghanistan and Syria and India. My
study of the situation in Afghanistan
leads me to oppose the President’s plan
to send 30,000 additional troops. I think
we have to do whatever it takes to
fight al-Qaida because they are out to
annihilate us. But why fight them in
Afghanistan when they can just as eas-
ily organize in Yemen or Somalia or
elsewhere?

On the efforts to get help from the
Pakistanis, not being very successful.
In India, our Congressional delegation
met with Prime Minister Singh. I put
the question to him, would he be will-
ing to have a limitation with Pakistan
on the number of troops on the border,
which would liberate Pakistani troops
to help us fight al-Qaida in Pakistan.

Prime Minister Singh said he would,
if the terrorists would be stopped from
coming into India, as they blew up the
hotel in Mumbai more than a year ago.
So there are many things to be done.
Our Congressional delegation visited
Syria. I have visited the Mideast, al-
most every area, during my tenure in
the Senate. I am very much concerned
about the security of Israel.

In the visits I have had with Syria, I
have gotten to know Bashar al-Assad,
the Prime Minister of Syria, and his fa-
ther, Hafiz al-Assad, because I believe
Syria is the key to the peace process
there.

Syria wants a return of the Golan.
Only Israel can decide whether Israel
wants to give back the Golan. But it is
a different era today than it was in
1967, when the Golan was so important
strategically. Today, rockets obviate
the defensive posture of the Golan
Heights. But only Israel can decide
that for itself. But if Israel could get
concessions for Syria to stop desta-
bilizing Lebanon or stop supporting
Hamas, that is an issue which ought to
be considered.

Well, the hour is growing late. We are
keeping staff here. But I thought this
occasion, on the 10,000th vote, as I said,
I sat here for about 1 hour waiting for
the vote to end before Senator CASEY
could make his comments, gave me a
few moments to reflect on why I was
interested in running for public office
originally, what those 10,000 votes
meant to me with a very brief state-
ment as to some of those votes during
the administrations of President
Reagan, the first President Bush,
President Clinton, the second Presi-
dent Bush, President Obama, and what
I would like to see done in the future.
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There is much to be done on so many
lines. I have said to Senator CASEY,
who has been here only 3 years, I would
like to be here to speak to him on his
10,000th vote. I do not entertain that
seriously. But the issues I have talked
about are ones that are very important
to me and I think to the future of my
State and I think to the future of my
Nation.

———

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JANUARY
26, 2010

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 10 a.m. Tuesday, January
26; that following the prayer and the
pledge, the Journal of proceedings be
approved to date, the morning hour be
deemed expired, the time for the two
leaders be reserved for their use later
in the day, and the Senate resume con-
sideration of H.J. Res. 45, the debt
limit bill, as provided for under the
previous order. Finally, I ask that the
Senate recess from 12:30 to 2:15 for the
weekly caucus luncheons.

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

——————

PROGRAM

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, Sen-
ators should expect a series of two roll-
call votes to begin at 11:30 a.m. tomor-
row. Those votes will be in relation to
the Baucus amendment No. 3300, re-
garding Social Security exemption, to
be followed by a vote in relation to the
Conrad-Gregg amendment regarding a
fiscal task force.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M.
TOMORROW

Mr. SPECTER. If there is no further
business to come before the Senate, I
ask unanimous consent that it adjourn
under the previous order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 8:28 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday,
January 26, 2010, at 10 a.m.

——————

CONFIRMATION
Executive nomination confirmed by
the Senate, Monday, January 25, 2010:
THE JUDICIARY

ROSANNA MALOUF PETERSON, OF WASHINGTON, TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN
DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON.
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