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(Mr. UDALL of Colorado assumed the
Chair.)

———

HAITI EARTHQUAKE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, in 2003 I
joined my friend, then-Senator Mike
DeWine, in visiting Haiti. While no
longer in the Senate, Mike remains a
tireless advocate for Haiti. Also joining
us were Senator BILL NELSON and Rep-
resentative KENDRICK MEEK.

At the time, the country was trapped
in a political and economic slump. Yet,
amid the country’s grinding poverty
and broken political system, the Hai-
tian people maintained an incredible
vibrancy and Kkindness. It is a warmth
one notices among the many Haitians
living in the United States, including
the more than 7,000 who call Chicago
their home.

I have never forgotten that experi-
ence, and over the years I have worked
to support development and economic
programs to help the Haitian people.
Last year I introduced a bill with Sen-
ator BROWNBACK to help reforest Haiti
with techniques proven in other na-
tions.

A year ago I had the chance to return
to Haiti—this time with Senator JEFF
BINGAMAN, Congressman MEEK, and an
Illinois State Senator whose parents
are from Haiti, Kwame Raoul. While
the country still faced terrible poverty,
much had improved since my earlier
visit. The government and political
system had stabilized.

A multination U.N. peacekeeping
force had brought an end to most of the
gang violence, kidnappings, and law-
lessness. Special trade programs with
the United States had sparked a re-
birth of the garment industry, pro-
viding thousands of Haitians with jobs.
Groups such as Partners in Health and
Hands Together were making progress
in building health care capacity and
educating children from the poorest
slums of Port-au-Prince. The country
had even rebounded from a series of
devastating hurricanes and tropical
storms.

And most recently, former President
Bill Clinton had become the U.N. Spe-
cial Envoy to Haiti, bringing his skill
and energy,—along with Secretary
Clinton’s leadership in the State De-
partment,—to help improve the lives of
the Haitian people. While still des-
perately poor, many had sensed the
country was turning a corner.

Then tragedy struck. On January 12,
the largest earthquake in this hemi-
sphere in 200 years devastated Haiti’s
capital, Port-au-Prince, and several
surrounding towns. The Haitian Gov-
ernment estimates that 200,000 people
died. Sadly, that number is almost cer-
tain to grow. A staggering number of
houses and buildings simply collapsed.
It is estimated that 1 million people
may now be homeless. Hospitals and
government buildings were heavily
damaged or destroyed. The U.N. head-
quarters crumbled to the ground, kill-
ing hundreds of international staff who
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had dedicated their lives to helping the
people of Haiti. Only a short 90-minute
plane ride from our shores, a small,
poor nation has suffered an almost un-
imaginable catastrophe.

President Obama immediately did
the right thing. He mobilized the whole
of the U.S. Government to help our
neighbors in Haiti. Less than 36 hours
after the earthquake struck, President
Obama pledged to the Haitian people
that America would not forget them or
forsake them in their time of need. He
pledged $100 million in emergency aid
for Haiti. This aid is in addition to the
regular development assistance the
United States provides to Haiti, which
totaled at least $287 million last year
and was planned to reach at least $340
million this year.

In addition, over 17,000 soldiers, sail-
ors, airmen, and marines—including 17
members of the Illinois Guard—have
been dispatched to assist in Haiti re-
covery and relief efforts. We have all
seen their heroic efforts: medical treat-
ment provided in the most challenging
of conditions, survivors pulled from the
rubble of collapsed buildings.

American leadership is helping to co-
ordinate the largest international re-
lief effort since the cataclysmic Asian
tsunami in 2004, with governments
throughout the world joining in. In Eu-
rope, the 18 member nations of the Eu-
ropean Union have pledged a total of
$575 million in emergency aid to Haiti.
The E.U. has also sent security forces
to help strengthen security in the dev-
astated nation. Planeloads of rescue
teams and relief supplies have been dis-
patched from nations including Brit-
ain, Canada, France, Germany, the
Netherlands, Russia, and Spain. Other
countries—in South America, the Mid-
dle East, and Asia—have pledged to
help. And government help is only the
beginning.

In typical American fashion, people
and organizations from all over our
country have donated money, orga-
nized shipments of medicine, food and
water, and traveled to Haiti as emer-
gency relief workers to help rescue and
treat the earthquake victims.

The Chronicle of Philanthropy con-
ducted a survey. It found that in the
first 13 days after the earthquake
struck Haiti, individuals and groups
donated $470 million to 39 U.S. non-
profit organizations for Haiti relief.
Despite the economic pain and anxiety
so many American families are feeling,
Americans are once again dem-
onstrating great generosity when it is
so desperately needed. The American
people have responded generously.

According to the Chronicle of Philan-
thropy survey, the pace of giving for
Haiti is running ahead of the amount
donated in the same period after the
September 11 attacks in 2001 and the
Asian tsunami in 2004, and nearly as
fast as the unprecedented outpouring
of donations that followed Hurricane
Katrina in 2005.

Never before have so many Ameri-
cans donated so much, so fast, to the
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people of another nation in need. And
they have done so in large and small
ways, including a novel approach that
has made a significant mark for the
first time—using their cell phones to
“text” donations—a method that
didn’t even exist a few years ago.

The American Red Cross has received
more than $33 million through text-
messaged gifts of $10 each. Other orga-
nizations have also tapped into the
“mobile giving’’ movement to raise
funds for Haiti.

A global telethon last week has
raised $66 million so far, with money
still coming in from music downloads
and other sources.

Corporations are also stepping up.
The Business Civic Leadership Center,
a nonprofit group affiliated with the
U.S. Chamber of Commerce, reports
that 265 companies have contributed
more than $122 million for Haiti relief.

Families around the world, including
many in Illinois, have found that the
Haitian orphans they were in the proc-
ess of adopting are caught in the earth-
quake’s uncertain aftermath.

My heart goes out to these families
and these children. We have been con-
tacted by a number of Illinois families
who are asking for help locating or re-
connecting with a loved one who was
caught in the quake. We have been
working to minimize the redtape and
put the families directly in contact
with the U.S. Government task force
and other groups who are on the
ground in Haiti working on locating
people and getting them to safety.

With loving families waiting anx-
iously for news, we are doing all we
can, in coordination with the Haitian
Government, to help these children. We
are also working to find and move to
safety newly orphaned children.

That is why I was heartened by the
announcement by Department of
Homeland Security Janet Napolitano
that her agency and the Department of
State have implemented a humani-
tarian parole policy that allows Hai-
tian children already identified as or-
phans before the earthquake to enter
the United States temporarily under
certain circumstances.

We will continue to address the most
immediate needs in Haiti: rescuing sur-
vivors; providing shelter, food, water,
and medical treatment; and avoiding
the spread of disease. And we must
commit to working with the Haitian
people and international partners to
help get Haiti back on its feet over the

long term.
The United States should join in the
upcoming international donor con-

ference that will shape a long-term
plan to help put Haiti back on its feet
in a way that is sustainable in the
years ahead. We cannot undo the ter-
rible loss Haiti has suffered, but we can
show the best of American compassion,
generosity, and ingenuity in helping
the Haitian people rebuild their nation.
I urge my colleagues to support these
efforts.
I yield the floor.
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20TH ANNIVERSARY FOR THE
TRANSPORTATION TRADES DE-
PARTMENT, AFL-CIO

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I
would like to recognize the Transpor-
tation Trades Department, AFL-CIO as
it marks its 20th anniversary as an ad-
vocacy organization for America’s
transportation workers.

The Transportation Trades Depart-
ment, TTD, has been an outstanding
leader on behalf of the men and women
who form the backbone of this critical
industry. In the face of repeated eco-
nomic and security challenges, these
workers continue to do all they can to
safely and efficiently move passengers
and freight across town and across the
globe. In these difficult times for the
transportation industry and its em-
ployees, TTD has effectively brought
workers’ voices to bear on important
policy debates in Washington.

TTD has been one of the leading ad-
vocates for a strong investment in our
Nation’s transportation infrastructure.
They have been at the forefront, ex-
plaining to policymakers and the
American people the need for a strong-
er, safer, and more efficient transpor-
tation network. New transportation in-
vestments are the building blocks of
economic recovery, as they create
skilled, family-supporting jobs. They
help rebuild our Nation, facilitating
faster and more efficient movement of
people and goods. Throughout our Na-
tion’s history, strong investments in
transportation infrastructure have
proven to be a successful strategy to
create good jobs and improve the qual-
ity of life for the American people.

As chairman of the Senate Transpor-
tation, Housing, and Urban Develop-
ment Appropriations Subcommittee—
and as a Senator from a State with
many transportation hubs—I have en-
joyed a close and productive relation-
ship with TTD. Its leaders and front
line workers have always brought a
highly knowledgeable and responsible
approach to their efforts. TTD has
helped workers in such a large, com-
plex industry speak with a clear and ef-
fective voice as our Nation seeks to ad-
dress these important economic and
homeland security issues.

I congratulate the Transportation
Trades Department, AFL-CIO on this
milestone anniversary and look for-
ward to continuing to work closely
with our nation’s transportation work-
ers.

————

CITIZENS UNITED v. FEDERAL
ELECTION COMMISSION

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, this
evening the Senate will proceed to a
vote on a well-qualified nominee for
the seat vacated by Justice Alito when
he was confirmed to the Supreme
Court. Two weeks ago, I came to the
floor to address one of the latest Su-
preme Court cases where Justice
Alito’s vote was both decisive and divi-
sive. The decision in Citizens United v.
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Federal Election Commission was a 5
to 4, and it illustrates how the change
in just one justice on the Supreme
Court can have serious consequences
for hardworking Americans and for our
democracy.

This controversial decision is receiv-
ing much attention for its conservative
activism, its lack of deference to the
elected branches, and its disregard for
the rule of law. With the stroke of a
pen, five Justices overturned a century
of law to permit corporations to over-
whelm and distort the democratic proc-
ess. The five Justices in the activist
conservative bloc reached out to grant
corporations rights that were once re-
served for individual Americans. This
divisive decision puts the special inter-
ests of big oil, banks and insurance
companies ahead of the interests of the
American people.

I believe that corporations are not
the same as individual Americans. This
is certainly true in the context of the
rights and freedoms enshrined in our
Constitution. Corporations do not have
the same rights, the same morals, the
same ideals. Corporations cannot vote
in our democracy. Corporations do not
have the same motivations and inter-
ests as individual Americans. This is
common sense. Contrary to the pref-
erences of the five Justices who de-
cided the Citizens United case, corpora-
tions were not part of the ‘‘People”
who sought to establish a more perfect
Union through the ratification of the
Constitution and the adoption of the
Bill of Rights.

I have heard many Republican Sen-
ators praise the Citizens United deci-
sion as a ringing endorsement for the
free speech rights of corporations. Of
course, what they fail to mention is
that this decision does not just put the
rights of corporations on equal footing
with individual Americans. The
moneyed corporations that can now
dominate the airwaves and election
discourse will prevent a multitude of
individual voices from being heard. The
biggest corporations can be the loudest
and most dominant. What the Repub-
lican supporters of the Citizens United
decision do not say is that these new
rights for corporations come at the ex-
pense of our democratic principles by
allowing corporate funded megaphones
that will drown out the unamplified
voices of hardworking Americans.

Two weeks ago, Justice Alito shook
his head when President Obama warned
Americans about the risks of money
from foreign corporations flowing into
our elections. But the conservative ma-
jority in Citizens United did not limit
the new ‘‘speech rights’’ it granted cor-
porations to purely American corpora-
tions. The corporation before the court
in Citizens United appears to be domes-
tic, leading some to argue that the pre-
cise holding of the case does not apply
to foreign corporations. However, the
legal rationale articulated by the slim
majority will no doubt apply beyond
non-profit corporations like Citizens
United. For example, many observers
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have concluded that the decision will
apply to labor unions as well, even
though no union was before the court
in this case. The ambiguity about how
this decision could apply to corpora-
tions with investors who are not Amer-
ican citizens, or directors who are not
American citizens, to subsidiaries of
foreign corporations and to multi-
national corporations threatens to in-
troduce unprecedented foreign influ-
ence into our elections.

The court’s ruling exacerbates the al-
ready existing loophole allowing cam-
paign contributions from American
subsidiaries of foreign corporations.
Today, an American subsidiary of a
multinational corporation is treated as
an American corporation under the
campaign finance laws. With the
newly-expanded ability of corporations
to make unlimited independent polit-
ical expenditures, that right is con-
ferred on U.S. subsidiaries of multi-
national corporations as well.

How will the Federal Elections Com-
mission be able to police whether the
actual source of a campaign contribu-
tion comes solely from the domestic
entity, and not its foreign affiliations?
When a multinational corporation
funds a political advertisement, is the
FEC expected to audit the foreign and
domestic sides of the corporation, to
ensure that the source of the contribu-
tion came purely from the U.S. sub-
sidiary? How can the FEC ensure that
American subsidiaries of foreign cor-
porations do not become a front for for-
eign interests who want to influence
American elections?

The American people do not want the
domestic subsidiaries of foreign cor-
porations to be able to drown out their
voices during the upcoming campaign
season. Saudi Aramco is estimated to
be worth $781 billion dollars. Petro Chi-
na’s estimated net worth is $100 billion,
with profits rivaling Exxon Mobil’s in
the tens of billions each year. Like-
wise, Venezuelan oil takes in tens of
billions a year. The German insurance
company, Allianz, is worth $2.5 trillion;
ING Group is valued at $2 trillion.
HSBC Holdings is valued at almost $2.5
trillion, with annual sales of almost
$150 billion. Bank of American itself
has sales of over $100 billion a year.
The temptation for these powerful cor-
porations to begin exploiting the Citi-
zens United decision will be great.
Imagine the influence that a small per-
centage of these profits could buy to
sway elections of legislators consid-
ering climate change restrictions or re-
form of the financial services industry.

I fear that the Supreme Court’s deci-
sion here has invited foreign influence
over our political process. Given the
vague legal reasoning and disregard for
legal precedent that the majority em-
ployed to expand corporate power in
this case, it is now even uncertain
whether those existing restrictions to
prevent wholly foreign corporations
from contributing directly to the polit-
ical process can withstand a constitu-
tional challenge.
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