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people of Rhode Island but for the peo-

ple of Nevada and the rest of the coun-
try.
Mr. President, I was going to ask

consent that we proceed to the Small
Business Lending Fund Program but I
have been told by my friends on the
other side of the aisle are not here and
they would object anyway, so there is
no need that I propound that request.

———

SMALL BUSINESS LENDING FUND
ACT OF 2010—MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to
Calendar No. 435, H.R. 5297. I have a
cloture motion at the desk that relates
to that.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the motion to
proceed to Calendar No. 435, H.R. 5297, the
Small Business Lending Fund Act of 2010.

Harry Reid, Debbie Stabenow, Dianne
Feinstein, Mark Begich, Jeff Merkley,
Bernard Sanders, Carl Levin, Edward
E. Kaufman, Mark L. Pryor, Richard
Durbin, Frank R. Lautenberg, Jeanne
Shaheen, Daniel K. Inouye, Barbara
Boxer, Roland W. Burris, Sherrod
Brown, Mary L. Landrieu.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that at 5:30 p.m., Mon-
day, June 28, the Senate return to leg-
islative session and vote on the motion
to invoke cloture on the motion to pro-
ceed to H.R. 5297; that notwithstanding
rule XXII, the Senate then proceed to
executive session and vote on con-
firmation of the nomination of Cal-
endar No. 814, Gary Feinerman to be a
United States District Judge, with the
time running postcloture; and that
upon confirmation, the Senate resume
legislative session.

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

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. REID. As in executive session, I
ask unanimous consent that on Mon-
day, June 28, at 5 p.m., the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
Calendar No. 814, the nomination of
Gary Feinerman to be a United States
District Judge for the Northern Dis-
trict of Illinois; that debate on the
nomination extend to 5:30 p.m., with
the time equally divided and controlled
between Senators LEAHY and SESSIONS
or their designees; that upon confirma-
tion, the motion to consider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table, the
President be immediately notified of
the Senate’s action, and the Senate re-
sume legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

———
UNEMPLOYMENT

Ms. STABENOW. In closing, I wish to
take a few more minutes to stress
again how disappointing and, frankly,
outrageous I find what happened to-
night to be as it relates to the con-
tinual 8 weeks of blocking the jobs bill
in front of us, for the ability for people
who are out of work to be able to get
some temporary help just to be able to
keep things going for their family
while they are looking for that next
job. There are almost 1 million people
who find themselves in a situation now
where they have lost their jobs and
have lost their insurance benefits, in-
surance benefits paid in when they
were working to then be able to get
help when they are not working, as any
of us would want for ourselves and our
families.

We are in a situation where we can-
not get beyond—we cannot get even be-
yond one, and we need two Republican
colleagues—we cannot even get one to
be able to join with us to overturn this
filibuster. We have a bill, a jobs bill in
front of us that would provide tax cuts
to businesses, provide help to State and
local and municipal governments to
keep police officers, firefighters, and
teachers on the job in our communities
for our children, and the other side has
said no.

Time after time, no. We are putting
much needed tax cuts, money back into
the pockets of middle-class families.
The other side has said no. We wanted
to help small businesses be able to re-
store credit to create jobs. They said
no. We want to help people who are
going back to school to start a new ca-
reer, people who have been looking for
work, and they have said no. And we
want to make sure we are investing in
the kinds of jobs that are going to re-
build America—roads and bridges,
other kinds of construction efforts,
good-paying jobs for engineers, con-
struction workers. Those provisions
were in this bill, and they have said no.
For people who are out of work, they
have gotten a great big no, no way,
time and time again from colleagues
on the other side of the aisle.

We know that for every $1 we put
into unemployment insurance benefits,
we get, according to Mark Zandi, an
economist, and certainly many other
economists, at least $1.40 back in in-
vestment. Why? Because somebody
goes to the store and buys some food
with that $200 or $300 a month in unem-
ployment benefits. They go buy some
shoes for the kids. They put gas in the
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car. They keep the lights on. They are
able to pay their rent or the mortgage
or do other things we all want to be
able to do for our families, for our chil-
dren. So when you give unemployment
insurance benefits to someone who is
out of work, they, unfortunately for
themselves, have to turn right around
and spend it. But from an economic
standpoint, that is stimulus, which is
why that is viewed as one of the best
economic stimuli you can have, to be
able to provide assistance for people
who are going to turn around and spend
it in the economy.

We are struggling now. Even though
we have the majority in the Senate, we
do not have a supermajority, enough to
stop filibusters. And we are struggling
with a perversion of the Senate rules
that has taken place. I think, frankly,
our forefathers would be rolling over in
their graves to see the perversion that
has gone on here. Instead of using a
majority vote like any of us would use
if we were in an election—one more
vote than the other guy wins the elec-
tion—here one more vote than the
other guy does not get us moving for-
ward because of the efforts to block,
obstruct, and filibuster that go on
every single day and require 60 votes in
order to overcome.

So what are they saying no to? Why
are they blocking and stopping? Why
do we see this continual effort to go
back to the way it was, to go back to
the policies that got us where we are
today? We are in a situation now where
we want to go forward. We want to
change things. We want to go forward.
And all we get are efforts to take us
back.

Well, what was happening then?
What was happening at the place they
want to go? Well, in the last Presi-
dency, when they were in charge, we
saw us lose jobs, more and more jobs
throughout the 8 years of this former
President. And there were a number of
reasons: wrong economic policies;
wrong investments; investing in people
who were very wealthy hoping that it
would trickle down; not enforcing our
trade laws; not stopping the incentives
to ship our jobs overseas; not paying
attention to manufacturing and mak-
ing things in this country; and, frank-
ly, not paying for things; two wars, not
paid for; Medicare prescription drug
benefit, not paid for—nothing was paid
for. Everything was put on the credit
card. And now the people who got us
into this ditch, amazingly, are arguing
for policies to take us back into the
ditch. They dug the ditch, and now
they want us to give them back the
shovel and get more shovels to dig a
bigger one.

We have a very different view and,
frankly, a different set of priorities on
whom we are fighting for. We are los-
ing the middle class of this country.
We are losing the middle class of this
country because of the policies that
have focused not on jobs, not on things
that matter to middle-class families,
working-class families, but on what the
privileged few care about.
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The philosophy that got us where we
are, which this President inherited,
President Obama, was a philosophy
that said that a tax cut to the wealthy
solves every problem and, by the way,
step back and let corporate America
regulate themselves, police themselves,
and everything will be OK.

Well, we saw what happened on Wall
Street—millions of jobs lost, 401(k)s
gone, pensions gone, savings gone. We
have seen what happened in the gulf
when the oil companies policed them-
selves. We saw what happened in West
Virginia, where the miners lost their
lives because the mines were policing
themselves. And we saw what happened
economically in terms of job loss.

This really is a bigger fight than just
the jobs bill in front of us. It is about
whose side you are on. It is about what
your values and priorities are. And I
can tell you, just as a practical matter,
I am going to support whatever works
for the people I represent, whatever
works for the people in Michigan.

This did not work, this red ink get-
ting longer and longer and longer.
President Obama comes in; 750,000 jobs
lost a month. We put in a jobs bill, a
Recovery Act to focus on manufac-
turing and small businesses, job train-
ing, to help the people who lost their
jobs. It has been slow because the hole
was so deep, but we have begun to turn
it around. By the end of the year, we
got it to zero jobs lost, and now we are
gaining jobs. Now we have to Kkeep
gaining jobs. We are returning account-
ability and commonsense regulation to
Wall Street, to the oil industry, and to
other areas where lives could be lost
and there is a public interest.

So we are in the middle of a major
debate in this country. And what I find
most disturbing is that too many on
the other side of the aisle are rooting
for failure. They want the President to
fail. They want our majority to fail.
But in the process of that, we all will
fail. The country will fail if we do not
have a set of economic policies and in-
vestments and partnerships that work,
if we do not focus on the people who
need temporary help and support right
now while they hold their family to-
gether and look for a job.

When I think about the men and
women fighting overseas, fighting in
two wars around the world for our
great democracy, they want to know
that they are coming home to a job;
that their family has a house; that the
kids are going to be able to go to col-
lege; that they are going to be able to
breathe fresh air and drink clean
water; and that somehow that they
were fighting not for some craziness,
some crazy political battlefield here,
but for a sense of love and thought
about our country and the people in
our country.

Patriotism really is, when it comes
to our country, against other countries
in the world, it is fighting for our
side—not our side of the aisle but our
country, not rooting for people to fail
just so you can get a short-term polit-
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ical advantage. I hope that does not
work. Obviously, you could say for per-
sonal reasons, we do not want it to
work, but I hope it does not work for
our country because we have to get be-
yond this and be able to work together
because too many people are counting
on us.

In closing this evening, I want to ex-
press an apology to everyone who is
caught in this economic tsunami. I am
not going to stand here and apologize
to BP, but I am going to apologize to
the people who are out of work in this
country for what has happened today
because it is shameful. And over 87,000
people in my State are going to be di-
rectly affected by this by the end of
next week. I apologize to them for
what has happened because it is wrong.
It is wrong. And we are going to do ev-
erything we can to turn this around be-
cause people are counting on us to do
that.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak
for up to 10 minutes each.

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

HONORING STEWART UDALL

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, the oilspill in the gulf looks to
become one of the greatest environ-
mental disasters in our lifetime. This
accident, which has been brought on by
our addiction to oil, is another tragic
reminder—as if we needed one—of the
sad inevitability of human error. This
spill in the gulf is also a reminder of
the fragile balance we must maintain
between the development of resources
and protecting the environment from
which they spring. It puts me in mind
of our generation’s responsibility to
our children and the challenge of fuel-
ing prosperity with newer, cleaner, and
more sustainable energy sources.

As the world watches our efforts to
contain this disaster, I cannot help but
think about how another generation of
Americans might have responded. In
particular, I have one man in mind.

A few months ago—March 10, to be
precise—my family mourned the loss of
a great and good man who was beloved
by everyone in our clan, from the eld-
est to the youngest among us. On that
day, we lost my uncle, Stewart Udall,
at the grand age of 90. Of course, our
family is no different from any other
American family. Death occurs every
day, every hour, and every minute, and
families cope with the loss, however it
comes. It harkens us to cherish those
all-too-brief moments we have with the
people we love.

I would not take to the floor of the
Senate to discuss personal loss, but I
hope my colleagues will indulge me in
taking a few moments to honor Stew-
art Udall, not because he was a mem-
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ber of our family and because we loved
him dearly but because his contribu-
tions to America deserve our recogni-
tion. So it is not my uncle I wish to
recognize; it is Stewart Udall, Sec-
retary of the Interior, Stewart Udall
the conservationist, Stewart Udall the
civil rights activist, author, historian,
and public servant I wish to honor
today.

Stewart never confused power with
greatness. He was quoted saying as
much. He knew that the power given to
him by the people of Arizona to rep-
resent them in Congress, the power
President John F. Kennedy bestowed
upon him as Secretary of the Interior,
and the power he subsequently had in
private life as a man whose words and
opinions mattered in the public arena—
all of these manifestations of power
were, for him, fleeting and not of deep
consequence, except for the oppor-
tunity it gave him to make a difference
in the world. And he did make a dif-
ference, a very big difference.

Under his leadership in the Kennedy-
Johnson years, the Department of Inte-
rior was a beacon of conservation,
wildland preservation, and environ-
mental stewardship. As the New York
Times recently noted, ‘“‘Few corners of
the Nation escaped Mr. Udall’s touch.”

For the wildlife, lands, and water of
this country, his touch was a Midas
touch. He added 3.85 million acres to
the public lands inventory, including 4
national parks, 6 national monuments,
9 national recreation areas, 20 national
historic sites, 50 wildlife refuges, and 8
national seashores.

While serving as Secretary of Inte-
rior, he also found time to write the
first of many books in his long career
as an author. His book ‘A Quiet Crisis”’
is considered a landmark work. His
words provided a manifesto to an
emerging public movement on behalf of
the environment. Before Stewart
Udall’s time at Interior, the term ‘‘en-
vironmental policy” was not even a
part of the public debate. By the time
Stewart left public service, no politi-
cian in the country could run for office
without addressing environmental con-
cerns and issues.

While Stewart is deeply associated
with the cause of conservation, his con-
science was broader than the land-
scapes he helped protect. He cared
deeply about the environment, but he
cherished human beings. That is why
he said:

Plans to protect air and water, wilderness
and wildlife are, in fact, plans to protect
man.

That is also why he took up the cause
of Native Americans and why he was
an early champion of civil rights and
an unrelenting opponent of racial seg-
regation.

Friends and colleagues noted that he
had a rare reputation in political life.
It has been said that he ‘‘never ad-
vanced his own ambitions by tearing
down a fellow human being.” I know
this is true of Stewart Udall because
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