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known JIM for many years. He uses a
wheelchair. Congressman LANGEVIN has
never been able to preside over the
House because, like our podium here,
one has to go up a number of steps to
get to it. There is no way he could get
his wheelchair up there. I understand
the House is in the process now of de-
veloping a system so that individuals
who use wheelchairs can now get to the
podium.

So for the first time, a
Congressperson using a wheelchair will
preside over the House of Representa-
tives. I intend to be there. As a former
House Member, I have privileges of the
floor. I want to see that historic event.
That will take place at 2 p.m. on the
House side.

Then, at 4 p.m., from 4 to 6, President
Obama is opening the White House
lawn for a celebration. There will be
several hundred people there—people
with disabilities and their families and
friends, people who have been involved
in this. As I understand it, the White
House will be making a proclamation
at that time. That will be from 4 to 6.

At 7 p.m. there will be an ADA anni-
versary gala at the National Press Club
from 7 p.m. to 11 p.m. thrown by a coa-
lition of disability advocates. So a full
day of celebration and remembrance
and a day of commitment to moving
further and making sure the promise of
the ADA is fulfilled—not in 100 years
but a much shorter time period than
that.

As I mentioned earlier, it took 100
years, from Lincoln’s Emancipation
Proclamation to the Civil Rights Act
of 1964, before the Emancipation Proc-
lamation promise was actually put into
law. I hope and trust and will work
hard to make sure it doesn’t take 100
years to make the promise of the ADA
complete throughout our society. We
have come a long way. We have some
more things to do. We are at it and we
are going to keep at it. We are going to
keep doing whatever we can to make
sure the four goals of the Americans
with Disabilities Act are realized in as
short of a timeframe as possible.

So with that, I yield the floor and
note the absence of a quorum.

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

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

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for the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, first
of all, I ask for the yeas and nays on
the resolution.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. HARKIN. I thank the Presiding
Officer.

I yield back whatever time remains
on our side on this resolution.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. HARKIN. Again, I note the ab-
sence of a quorum.

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

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

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

—————

RENEWING THE IMPORT RESTRIC-
TIONS IN THE BURMESE FREE-
DOM AND DEMOCRACY ACT OF
2003

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will proceed to the consider-
ation of H.J. Res. 83, which the clerk
will state by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 83) approving
the renewal of import restrictions contained
in the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act
of 2003, and for other purposes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, all time
is yielded back, except for 20 minutes,
with the time equally divided and con-
trolled between the Senator from Mon-
tana, Mr. BAUcCUS, and the Senator
from Kentucky, Mr. MCCONNELL, oOr
their designees.

The Senator from Montana is recog-
nized.

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President,
today the Senate considers extension
of economic sanctions against the Bur-
mese regime. The Senate should pass
this resolution.

Aung San Suu Kyi, the Nobel Peace
Prize winner and democracy leader in
Burma, said ‘‘the people in Burma are
like prisoners in their own country.”

Dr. Suu Kyi, herself, remains, quite
literally, a prisoner. The Burmese re-
gime has kept her under house arrest
on trumped up charges for 14 of the last
20 years.

She persists in her dream of freedom
and democracy for Burma. By extend-
ing economic sanctions against the
Burmese regime, we hope to make that
dream a reality.

The Burmese regime seems intent on
keeping its people in chains. According
to the State Department, the regime
continues to conscript children into
the military and engage them in forced
labor. It continues to violate freedoms
of expression, assembly, association,
movement, and religion. It continues
to use murder, abduction, rape, and
torture against its opponents.

I have often questioned whether uni-
lateral trade sanctions are the best
path. But several trading partners—in-
cluding the European Union, Canada,
and Australia—have joined us in im-
posing sanctions against Burma. The
State Department has found that these
sanctions have made it more difficult
and costly for the Burmese regime to
profit from imprisoning its people.
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Let us stand with the Burmese peo-
ple. Let us seek to free them from their
captivity, and let us renew these sanc-
tions.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bipartisan resolution.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
today our colleagues will vote on H.J.
Res. 83, which would extend sanctions
on the Burma regime for another year.
As in years past, I am joined in this ef-
fort by my good friend, Senator DIANNE
FEINSTEIN. Alongside the 2 of us are 66

other cosponsors, including Senators
McCAIN, DURBIN, GREGG, and
LIEBERMAN.

This overwhelming bipartisan sup-
port for sanctioning the junta reflects
the clear view of more than two-thirds
of the Senate that the generals cur-
rently ruling Burma should be denied
the legitimacy they are pursuing
through this year’s sham elections.

Renewing sanctions against the mili-
tary regime in Burma is as timely and
as important as ever. The ruling State
Peace and Development Council is con-
tinuing its efforts to try to stand up a
farcical new Constitution by holding
bogus elections. These elections—
whenever they take place—will be du-
bious for a number of reasons. First,
the junta continues to imprison Nobel
Peace Prize laureate and prodemocracy
leader Aung San Suu Kyi. The generals
have made it clear they will prevent
her from participating in any govern-
ment under the new Constitution.

Second, the military leadership effec-
tively forced Suu Kyi’s party, which
overwhelmingly won the last Demo-
cratic election way back in 1990, to
shutter its operation.

Third, the Burmese electoral watch-
dog, which is essentially an arm of the
SPDC, recently issued rules on cam-
paigning that are ludicrous on their
very face. For instance, they prohibit a
variety of electioneering activities
such as organizing marches, holding
flags, and chanting slogans.

As if things in Burma on the election
front were not alarming enough, the
potential security threat posed by the
regime has become increasingly worri-
some. The last several months have
continued to produce press reports of
ties between Burma and North Korea,
including particularly alarming indica-
tions of alleged weapons transfers from
Pyongyang.

I am hopeful the time will soon come
when sanctions against the Burmese
Government will no longer be needed
and that, as did South Africa in the
early 1990s, the people of Burma will be
able to free themselves from their own
government. However, as recent events
indicate, the Burmese junta maintains
its iron grip on its people and con-
tinues to carry out a foreign policy
that is inimical to U.S. objectives.

For these reasons, the United States
must deny this regime the legitimacy
it so craves and await the day when the
Burmese people will be permitted to
govern their own affairs.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from California is
recognized.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President,
I will speak briefly on the resolution.

Mr. BAUCUS. I yield such time as
the Senator from California may use.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President,
I wish to give just a little history to
back up this resolution.

In 1997, former Senator William
Cohen and 1 authored legislation,
which required the President to ban
new U.S. investment in Burma, if he
determined that the Government of
Burma had physically harmed, re-
arrested or exiled Aung San Suu Kyi or
committed large-scale repression or vi-
olence against the democratic opposi-
tion. In fact, at that time, Secretary
Albright met with the ASEAN nations
and tried to encourage them to be of
help. They were of no help, so the
President, by Executive order, then in-
stituted this investment ban.

In 2003, after the regime or some of
its quislings attempted to assassinate
Aung San Suu Kyi when she was on a
march in the center of the country,
Senator MCCONNELL and I introduced
the Burmese Freedom and Democracy
Act of 2003, which placed a complete
ban on imports from Burma. It allowed
that ban to be renewed 1 year at a
time. That is essentially what we are
doing today. It was signed into law and
has been renewed 1 year at a time since
then.

I became involved in this struggle for
peace and democracy in no small part
due to the courage and valor of this
wonderful woman. I think I admire her
as much as any woman in the world.
Her message of democracy, human
rights, and the rule of law continues to
inspire not only her fellow citizens but
people all over this great world, with
her courage and her resolve in the face
of constant oppression.

For the past two decades, Burma’s
despotic military rulers have engaged
in a campaign of persecution against
Aung San Suu Kyi, tarnishing her
image wherever they could, unjustly
convicting her of violating an illegit-
imate house arrest last year, and ex-
tending her unlawful detention.

She has spent the better part of 20
years under house arrest. She has not
seen her two sons who live in the
United Kingdom for years. She was not
permitted to visit her husband when he
was dying of cancer in the United King-
dom.

Yet Aung San Suu Kyi remains reso-
lute in her dedication to the pursuit of
peaceful national reconciliation, as do
the members of her political party, the
National League for Democracy.

Now, more than ever, the people of
Burma need to know that we stand by
them and support their vision of a free
and democratic Burma.

On May 6, her party, the National
League for Democracy, closed its
doors. Let me be clear. They did not
shut down of their own free will; it was
forced to disband by an unjust and un-
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democratic constitution and election
law, both drafted in secret and behind
closed doors by the ruling military
junta.

Under the terms of the new constitu-
tion, 25 percent of the seats must be set
aside for the military. Think about
that for a moment. Before any vote has
been cast, the military is guaranteed
one-quarter of the seats in the new 440-
member house of representatives.

How will this new institution be any
different from the current military re-
gime?

If that isn’t enough to raise doubts
about the military’s commitment to a
truly representative government, it
should also be pointed out that the re-
gime’s Prime Minister, Thein Sein, and
22 Cabinet Ministers resigned from the
army to form a new civilian political
party, the Union Solidarity and Devel-
opment Party.

Any seats won by this new party in
the upcoming election will be in addi-
tion to the 25 percent set aside for ac-
tive military members.

Does anyone truly believe the regime
has embraced democracy and the con-
cept of civilian rule? Unfortunately, it
will be business as usual for the people
of Burma and the democratic opposi-
tion.

What about Suu Kyi and her National
League of Democracy—winners of the
last free parliamentary election in
1990? First, earlier this year, the re-
gime, which has not allowed the party,
the NLD, to assume power, officially
annulled its victory in the 1990 par-
liamentary elections, which would
have made Suu Kyi the head of the
Burmese Government.

Second, under the new constitution,
Suu Kyi is barred from running in any
future election.

Why is this? What has she done to de-
serve this?

Well, in 2009, an American swam
across the lake to her house, uninvited,
and remained there for 2 days. She did
not know this man. She had never com-
municated with this man. She had
nothing to do with him, but he was ob-
viously exhausted after swimming
across the lake, and he remained in her
house for 2 days. She was then arrested
and convicted for allowing him to re-
main in her house, which, according to
the regime, violated the terms of her
house arrest.

Because of this conviction, she can-
not participate in this or any future
election under the new constitution. So
here is the only democratically elected
leader—elected 20 years ago—under
house arrest for the better part of
those 20 years. She survived an assas-
sination attempt. She is ostracized and
kept from any interaction with her po-
litical colleagues or her family and, fi-
nally, she can never run for any office
again.

As a result, the NLD was faced with
a clear choice: either kick Aung San
Suu Kyi out of the party and partici-
pate in the election or face extinction.

It should come as no surprise that
the party refused to turn its back on
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Suu Kyi and give its stamp of approval
to the regime’s sham constitution and
electoral law.

I applaud their courage and their de-
votion to democracy, human rights,
and the rule of law.

I am saddened to see the regime close
its doors, but the spirit and principles
of this party will live on in the hearts
and minds of its people. I know that,
one day, they will be able to elect a
truly representative government.

As Tin Oo, NLD’s deputy leader and
former political prisoner, said:

We do not feel sad. We have honor. One
day, we will come back; we will be reincar-
nated by the will of the people.

This is a clear message to the regime
that an illegitimate constitution and
election law cannot suppress the
unyielding democratic aspirations of
the people of Burma.

We must send our own signal to the
regime that its quest for legitimacy
has failed. We must send a signal to the
democratic opposition that we stand in
solidarity with them, and we will not
abandon them.

I also thank former First Lady Laura
Bush, who joined with virtually all the
women of the Senate to hold a press
conference back in 2007. Mrs. Bush was
willing to use her First Lady status to
support this cause. I think it is a ges-
ture that will not be forgotten by any
of us.

Now is the time to renew the import
ban on all products from Burma for an-
other year. The regime has taken many
steps in the wrong direction.

I live for the time when this military
junta will recognize that keeping this
brave woman under house arrest, ab-
sent any interconnection with any of
the people of her party or of her coun-
try for 20 years, is an unjust penalty.

Simply put, we still have hope. Hope-
fully, the military junta, as they are
called, will one day recognize that
Burma should be a free and democratic
nation and that an election should be
open to all people and all runners.
Then the opportunity for major change
and recognition of the people of Burma
in the Council of Nations will take
place.

I regret very much that we have to
do this for another year. I am grateful
to Senator MCCONNELL for joining me
over the years, as annually this has
been recognized and a vote has been
taken to continue the sanctions.

NLD

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
I rise for a colloquy with my colleague,
the senior Senator from California, to
discuss interpretation of the Burmese
Freedom and Democracy Act, as
amended.

I ask my Democratic colleague, who
is the lead cosponsor of this legisla-
tion, is it her understanding that the
prodemocracy National League for De-
mocracy party has officially decided to
boycott the upcoming 2010 Burmese
elections.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Yes, it is. The Na-
tional League for Democracy in March
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of this year indicated it could not par-
ticipate in the elections due to the jun-
ta’s repressive election law. It there-
fore declined to register as a political
party and consequently under the new
law was abolished as a political party
in early May.

Mr. MCCONNELL. In light of the
NLD’s boycott of the elections and its
consequent dissolution under Burmese
law, is it my friend’s understanding
that the NLD may be driven under-
ground as a result of its decision or be
forced to reconstitute itself in some
other capacity?

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Yes, it is. The NLD
has indicated it will try to continue to
help the Burmese people in ways other
than as a legally registered political
party.

Mr. McCONNELL. Is it the under-
standing of the senior Senator from
California that the Burmese Freedom
and Democracy Act, as amended by the
Tom Lantos Block Burmese JADE Act,
makes several references to the ‘‘Na-
tional League for Democracy’’?

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Yes, it is. There
are several such references in the legis-
lation as amended.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Is it also the Sen-
ator’s understanding that references to
the ‘‘National League for Democracy’’
should be interpreted to include any
appropriate successor entity to the
NLD, be it a nongovernmental organi-

zation or some other comparable
group?

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Yes. It is my view
the proper statutory construction

given the term ‘‘National League for
Democracy” would be to include any
appropriate successor entity, group or
subgroups that the NLD may form in
the future.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I thank my friend
for clarifying this matter. It appears
that both cosponsors are in full agree-
ment on the proper means of inter-
preting this term.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Montana is rec-
ognized.

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, we
are going to vote momentarily. In the
meantime, I thank the Senator from
California for her steadfast support to
the cause of justice and for supporting
this resolution and taking up the cause
of Aung San Suu Kyi. I don’t know of
anybody else in this body—and Senator
MCcCONNELL has been forthright in his
support, but I want people to know how
strongly the Senator from California
has been an advocate for Aung San Suu
Kyi, and I deeply appreciate it.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

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

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
HAGAN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.
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Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that all time
be yielded back, both minority and ma-
jority.

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

Mr. BAUCUS. I ask for the yeas and
nays on the joint resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The joint resolution was ordered to a
third reading and was read the third
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint
resolution having been read the third
time, the question is, shall it pass?

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 99,
nays 1, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 216 Leg.]

YEAS—99
Akaka Ensign McConnell
Alexander Feingold Menendez
Barrasso Feinstein Merkley
Baucus Franken Mikulski
Bayh Gillibrand Murkowski
Begich Goodwin Murray
Bennet Graham Nelson (NE)
Bennett Grassley Nelson (FL)
Bingaman Gregg Pryor
Bond Hagan Reed
Boxer Harkin Reid
Brown (MA) Hatch Risch
Brown (OH) Hutchison Roberts
Brownback Inhofe Rockefeller
Bunning Inouye Sanders
Burr Isakson Schumer
Burris Johanns Sessions
Cantwell Johnson Shaheen
Cardin Kaufman Shelby
Carper Kerry Snowe
Casey Klobuchar Specter
Chambliss Kohl Stabenow
Coburn Kyl Tester
Cochran Landrieu Thune
Collins Lautenberg Udall (CO)
Conrad Leahy Udall (NM)
Corker LeMieux Vitter
Cornyn Levin Voinovich
Crapo Lieberman Warner
DeMint Lincoln Webb
Dodd Lugar Whitehouse
Dorgan McCain Wicker
Durbin McCaskill Wyden

NAYS—1

Enzi

The joint resolution (H.J. Res.
was passed.

83)

———

20TH ANNIVERSARY OF ENACT-
MENT OF THE AMERICANS WITH
DISABILITIES ACT OF 1990

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. Res. 591. The
question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion. The yeas and nays have been or-
dered on the measure.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 100,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 217 Leg.]

YEAS—100
Akaka Barrasso Bayh
Alexander Baucus Begich
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Bennet Gillibrand Mikulski
Bennett Goodwin Murkowski
Bingaman Graham Murray
Bond Grassley Nelson (NE)
Boxer Gregg Nelson (FL)
Brown (MA) Hagan Pryor
Brown (OH) Harkin Reed
Brownback Hatch Reid
Bunning Hutchison Risch
Burr Inhofe
Burris Inouye Roberts
Cantwell Isakson Rockefeller
Cardin Johanns Sanders
Carper Johnson Schumer
Casey Kaufman Sessions
Chambliss Kerry Shaheen
Coburn Klobuchar Shelby
Cochran Kohl Snowe
Collins Kyl Specter
Conrad Landrieu Stabenow
Corker Lautenberg Tester
Cornyn Leahy Thune
Crapo LeMieux Udall (CO)
DeMint Levin Udall (NM)
Dodd Lieberman Vitter
Dorgan Lincoln Voinovich
Durbin Lugar Warner
Ensign McCain Webb
Enzi McCaskill Whitehouse
Feingold McConnell X
Feinstein Menendez Wicker
Franken Merkley Wyden
The resolution (S. Res. 591) was
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.
The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:
S. RES. 591

Whereas July 26, 2010, marks the 20th anni-
versary of the enactment of the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990;

Whereas the Americans with Disabilities
Act has been one of the most significant and
effective civil rights laws passed by Con-
gress;

Whereas, prior to the passage of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act, people with dis-
abilities faced significantly lower employ-
ment rates, lower graduation rates, and
higher rates of poverty than people without
disabilities, and were too often denied the
opportunity to fully participate in society
due to intolerance and unfair stereotypes;

Whereas the dedicated efforts of disability
rights advocates, including Justin Dart, Jr.,
and many others, served to awaken Congress
and the American people to the discrimina-
tion and prejudice faced by individuals with
disabilities;

Whereas Congress worked in a bipartisan
manner to craft legislation making such dis-
crimination illegal;

Whereas Congress passed the Americans
with Disabilities Act and President George
Herbert Walker Bush signed the Act into law
on July 26, 1990;

Whereas the purpose of the Americans with
Disabilities Act is to fulfill the Nation’s
goals of equality of opportunity, independent
living, economic self-sufficiency, and full
participation for Americans with disabil-
ities;

Whereas the Americans with Disabilities
Act prohibits employers from discriminating
against qualified individuals with disabil-
ities, requires that State and local govern-
mental entities accommodate qualified indi-
viduals with disabilities, requires places of
public accommodation to take reasonable
steps to make their goods and services acces-
sible to individuals with disabilities, and re-
quires that new trains and buses be acces-
sible to individuals with disabilities;

Whereas the Americans with Disabilities
Act has played an historic role in allowing
over 50,000,000 Americans with disabilities to
participate more fully in national life by re-
moving barriers to employment, transpor-
tation, public services, telecommunications,
and public accommodations;
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