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a nursing home. There are cuts to nurs-
ing homes for Medicare. There are cuts
in physical therapy. There are cuts to
hospice, where many people spend the
last days of their lives. There are cuts
across the board. I do not know how
that can be related to ‘‘more good
things are coming.”

The President’s Medicare experts tell
us that benefits aren’t going to remain
the same because things would happen
with Medicare Advantage. One out of
four people on Medicare is signed up for
Medicare Advantage, and the reason
they do it is because there are advan-
tages of being on Medicare Advantage
in terms of preventive care, in terms of
coordinated care. There are good rea-
sons people sign up for that. Yet there
are going to be cuts there.

In the commercial, they also say the
law will lower prescription costs, but
the Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that is not true, that the cost of
prescriptions will continue to go up.

There are people who look at ads, po-
litical ads, different kinds of ads. There
is an organization called factcheck.org,
and what they did is they said this
commercial uses—their words are
“weasel words,”” they say, to avoid tell-
ing the truth. Well, that is the funda-
mental problem. As much as most
Americans love to hear from Andy
Griffith, we would prefer to hear the
truth from President Obama. Instead of
spending hundreds and hundreds of
thousands of dollars of taxpayer
money—taxpayer money—on a mis-
leading ad, the President should put
this money toward the $500 billion that
has been cut from our seniors on Medi-
care.

The White House continues to believe
the American people do not understand
what is in the health care law, and
they say that is the reason it is un-
popular. They say that if more people
understood the law, well, then it would
be more popular. But week after week,
something else comes out, another bro-
ken promise that makes people realize
this is not good for them. It is not good
for them as patients; it is not good for
the providers, the nurses and doctors
who take care of the patients; and it is
not good for the payers, the people who
are paying for their health care, the
taxpayers of America. Across the
board, people realize, as they learn
more and more about what is in this
law, that it is not good for them.

When I go to senior centers and visit
with seniors, I say: How many of you
believe it is going cost you more for
our health care? Every hand goes up.

Then I say: How many of you believe
the quality of your care is going to go
down? Every hand goes up.

You see the same thing if you go to
a Kiwanis Club or a Lions Club or a Ro-
tary Club, civic organizations, whom-
ever you visit. Do you think the cost of
your care is going to go up? Every hand
goes up. Do you think the quality of
your care is going to go down? The
hands go up again. That is not what
the American people want—paying
more and getting less.
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Well, I think the American people are
really getting a good understanding of
what is in this bill, and the people of
Missouri have clearly reflected that
Tuesday in the voting booth.

Earlier this week, I joined Senator
COBURN, the other physician in the
Senate—there are only two physicians
who serve in this body—and other
Members of the Senate in sending a let-
ter to Secretary Sebelius, the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services.
What we requested is that the Depart-
ment stop running this ad, reimburse
the U.S. Treasury for any taxpayer
money spent on the ad, and explain
which one of the accounts in Health
and Human Services paid for this ad-
vertisement.

Take a look at this. We as a nation
are $13 trillion in debt, and the White
House’s ongoing propaganda campaign
should not be funded by American tax-
payers. And that is why, week after
week, every week since this bill be-
came law, I have come to the floor to
give my second opinion about the
health care law and to say that it
should be repealed and replaced—re-
placed with something that is patient
centered, not government centered, not
insurance company centered, but pa-
tient centered. Allow people to buy in-
surance across State lines. That will
help bring down the cost and will help
more people to be insured. Give people
who buy their own health insurance
the opportunity to have the same tax
breaks the big companies get. Give peo-
ple who buy their own health insur-
ance, and others, opportunities
through nutrition and diet and exercise
and taking responsibility for their own
health care. Let them reap the benefits
of that. Then, of course, we need to
deal with lawsuit abuse and the ex-
pense of all of the unnecessary tests,
the defensive medicine doctors all
across the country will tell you they
end up practicing.

Those are the things we need to do—
and opportunities for small businesses
to join together to bring down the cost
of their care. With the individual man-
date that is out there and the business
mandate, we are seeing more busi-
nesses saying: You know, I am not
going to want to provide health insur-
ance under this new law. I will just pay
the penalty and go on. That is going to
make it harder for people.

Here we are with a huge national
debt, high unemployment, and a health
care law that, in my opinion, would
best serve the country if it was re-
pealed and replaced. That is why I
come to the floor again today, the last
day the Senate is in session, as Sen-
ators are heading out around the coun-
try to visit with those in their commu-
nities. I am hoping the American peo-
ple continue to speak out and tell their
elected representatives it is time to re-
peal and replace this health care law.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

August 5, 2010

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

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

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

————

EMERGENCY BORDER SECURITY
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
am going to ask unanimous consent for
a proposal on the border. First, I will
speak for a minute and then ask con-
sent. I know my colleague from Ari-
zona will then speak and offer some
amendments to it.

Today, I join my cosponsors—Sen-
ators REID, INOUYE, MURRAY, FEIN-
STEIN, BINGAMAN, MCCASKILL, CASEY,
UpALL of Colorado, BEGICH, and
BURRIS—to try to make our borders as
secure as possible. We are asking unan-
imous consent to pass a smart and
tough $600 million emergency border
security appropriations package that
will provide immediate relief to the
border.

Here is what our border security
package will do: It will provide over
$250 million to hire 1,500 new agents to
permanently patrol our southern bor-
der and ports of entry.

It will also create a strike force that
will be deployed in different areas of
the southwest border, depending on
where the need is greatest at any par-
ticular moment.

It will provide funds to deploy un-
manned drones to fly along our south-
ern border and provide our patrol offi-
cers on the ground with real time in-
formation on unlawful border cross-
ings. I believe there are seven working
now. They have been very successful,
and they should be expanded quickly
and immediately.

It will provide funds to improve com-
munications capabilities between Fed-
eral border enforcement and State and
local officers along the border.

It will provide funds to construct for-
ward operating bases for the Border
Patrol to use that are actually located
on the border instead of being hundreds
of miles away.

It will provide funds for Immigration
and Customs Enforcement to conduct
investigations of drug runners, money
launderers, and human traffickers
along our border.

It will provide over $200 million to in-
crease the number of ATF, DEA, and
FBI agents on our border because the
focus on drug dealing and crime on our
border is very important and has to be
coordinated with immigration enforce-
ment and bolster the number of pros-
ecutors and court resources along our
border so wrongdoers can be imme-
diately brought to justice.

The best part of this border package
is it is fully paid for and will not in-
crease the deficit by a single penny.
The emergency border funds will be
paid for by assessing fees on foreign
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companies known as chop shops that
outsource good, high-paying American
technology jobs to lower wage, tem-
porary immigrant workers from other
countries. These are companies such as
Infosys. But it will not affect the high-
tech companies such as Intel or Micro-
soft that play by the rules and recruit
workers in America.

This border package will, therefore,
accomplish two important goals. It will
make our border far more secure ex-
tremely quickly, and it will level the
playing field for American companies
and American workers to compete
against these foreign companies known
in the industry as using ‘‘outsourcing
visas.”

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
immediate consideration of H.R. 5875,
which is at the desk; that the Schumer
substitute amendment, which is the
text of S. 3721, a bill making emer-
gency supplemental appropriations for
border security for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2010, be agreed to,
the bill, as amended, be read three
times and passed, the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table, and that
any statements relating to the bill be
printed in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, I ask unani-
mous consent to engage in a short col-
loquy with my colleague from New
York.

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

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, my
understanding, I say to my colleague
from New York, is this provides for
1,000 new Border Patrol agents; is that
correct?

Mr. SCHUMER. Yes; 1,000 Border Pa-
trol and 500 ICE and DEA.

Mr. MCCAIN. One-hundred ICE, $39
million for Customs and Border Protec-
tion, 250 new Customs and Border Pa-
trol agents you mentioned, commu-
nications equipment, money to deploy
forward operating bases. I wish to go
over it again with my colleague.

Mr. SCHUMER. So far, exactly right.

Mr. MCCAIN. A Federal law enforce-
ment training center, additional fund-
ing for the Department of Justice.

Anyway, the reason I mention this is
because I think these are significant. It
comes to a total of about $600 million;
is that correct?

Mr. SCHUMER. Yes.

Mr. McCAIN. I thank my colleague. 1
think this is significant legislation. I
ask the Senator if he would amend his
request to include the adoption of
three amendments. Those amendments
are Nos. 4590, 4591, and 4592. They are:
$200 million for Operation Streamline,
which is a program that charges those
individuals who have crossed the bor-
der illegally with a petty crime or mis-
demeanor with jail time. This has
proved to be a great deterrent for re-
peat crossers; $68 million additional for
the Customs inspectors and the other
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third would be $20 million for the Law
Enforcement Support Center which
helps the Federal Government, States,
and localities identify those individ-
uals who are here illegally and also de-
termines their status regarding eligi-
bility.

If T may mention to my colleague, 1
am not complaining about these provi-
sions. I would like to point out that
Operation Streamline on the border
has been a very effective tool as dis-
incentives to repeat crossers. I hope
that either in this legislation the Sen-
ator from New York would consider it
and, of course, we need more Customs
inspectors.

The Law Enforcement Support Cen-
ter is to identify individuals because
right now they are overtaxed, as we
know, with the number of illegals, how
to identify them and to determine
their status.

These three amendments I would ob-
viously pay for out of the stimulus
package.

My question to my colleague from
New York, I understand he is paying
for them—maybe he can elaborate—for
these provisions by increasing fees or
taxes on companies that issue or need
H-1B visas and those companies that
have less than 50 percent of their em-
ployees as American citizens; is that
correct?

Mr. SCHUMER. That is basically cor-
rect, yes.

Mr. McCAIN. Would the Senator de-
scribe that.

Mr. SCHUMER. The bottom line is
this. I like the H-1B program, and I
think it does a lot of good for a lot of
American companies. In fact, in the
immigration proposal I made, along
with Senator REID and Senator MENEN-
DEZ, as well as the outline with Sen-
ator GRAHAM, we expand H-1B in a va-
riety of ways.

There is a part of H-1B that is
abused, and it is by companies that are
not American companies or even com-
panies that are making something.
Rather, they are companies that take
foreign folks, bring them here, and
then they stay here for a few years,
learn their expertise, and go back. We
think we should increase the fees when
they do that.

Mr. McCAIN. I thank my colleague.
Again, I ask if the Senator from New
York would amend his request to in-
clude the adoption of those three Kyl-
McCain amendments.

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President,
first, I appreciate the spirit in which
the Senator from Arizona has talked
about the proposal. Let me try to be in
the same spirit. I always said I believe
in comprehensive immigration reform.
I know my colleague from Arizona has
focused on this issue for at least as
long as I have. I was involved in the
original legislation back in the late
eighties with a great deal of care, a
great deal of concern, and a great deal
of focus.

I hope, even though I cannot accept
these amendments, that maybe we
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could come together on something that
we could bring back in September be-
cause I do believe we have to secure the
border. Even in the comprehensive pro-
posal that we made, we said we have to
secure the border and do other things
as well. It is my belief that securing
the border alone will not solve our im-
migration problems; that until we have
comprehensive reform, particularly in
making sure employers do not hire ille-
gal immigrants—which they now do,
even though they do not know they are
illegal immigrants because documents
are so easily forged, that we have to do
comprehensive. But we should do the
border. To say we have to do com-
prehensive does not gainsay that we
have to work on the border and work
on it quickly and soon.

My problems with the amendments
are as follows: First and foremost, tak-
ing funds from the stimulus is some-
thing I could not support. The reason is
very simple. In my view—and it may be
different than my colleague’s—the
stimulus creates jobs. I do not want to
tell my constituents in Buffalo that
they may be laid off or not have the op-
portunity for a job to work on a road,
to be employed as a sheriff or fire-
fighter or teacher because there are
less stimulus dollars. I do not believe
in robbing Peter to pay Paul.

I prefer our source, which is from
these companies which are not, as I
say—they are companies whose whole
purpose is to bring people in on H-1B
and the vast majority of them from
other countries who go back to the
other countries. That is a better fund-
ing source.

On the third amendment, I do believe
we have that one, the $21 million for
the center. I believe that is in our bill,
the Law Enforcement Support Center. I
believe that is in our proposal.

As for the second amendment, which
is probably the one where we have a
substantive disagreement, Operation
Streamline is, first, expensive. If you
are going to immediately incarcerate
everyone who is apprehended at the
border, you pay for their medicine, you
pay for their health care, you pay for
their food. It is over $100 a day. DHS
has been using a different program.
When they find someone crossing the
border illegally, they bring them to the
Mexican interior. Secretary Napolitano
has shown some good documentation
that works, and it is a lot cheaper.

Until proven otherwise, I think we
ought to continue that program and
maybe expand that program based on
the agreement we have that there
should be more people on the border so
there are more apprehensions.

What we learned in a different area—
asylum—is that building detention cen-
ters for all those who are caught cre-
ates problems.

In New York, we have a large number
of asylees—and I support asylum in
many justified cases—and it has proven
to be very expensive. It has proven to
be cumbersome, and oftentimes you
don’t have the supply of space to keep
up with the demand.
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So I would respectfully oppose the
three amendments and urge that the
original proposal be supported.

I yield to my colleague.

Mr. McCAIN. I think my colleague
may have been referring, when we are
talking about the law enforcement sup-
port center provision that says U.S.
Immigration Customs Enforcement
salaries and expenses, maybe that is
the area that he is referring to that
falls under——

Mr. SCHUMER. I believe so, yes.

Mr. MCCAIN. The stimulus money. 1
would remind my colleague that just
this morning he voted to use $1.5 bil-
lion in stimulus funds for the DOE
Loan Guarantee Program. But that is a
subject of a different discussion.

Let me just say again about Oper-
ation Streamline that I would invite
my colleague from New York to come
and see one of these facilities and talk
to our people down at the border. One
of the problems, as you know, is we
have had this catch and release, or
even catch and take to another part of
the United States and put them across
the border. So we seem to have these
repeat crossers. The experience that we
have had, and the people down there
will tell you about, is keeping these
people incarcerated for a period of
time—and it isn’t just everybody who
comes across, it is somebody who has
committed a petty crime, a mis-
demeanor, et cetera—we have found
those individuals do not return or are
much less likely to do so.

So I say to the Senator from New
York, there is no fence money in here,
and we would have liked to have seen
that. We need to complete and rein-
force the fence. We want 3,000 officers
down on the border, but the bill has
1,200, which is certainly a major step
forward. And there is 1,000 Border Pa-
trol. We think we need as many as
3,000, as I mentioned.

But I think this $600 million is im-
portant. I think it is going to a lot of
the right purposes. We will fight some
more on these three additional amend-
ments I am talking about. While I ap-
preciate the addition of UAVs, we need
more surveillance capability on the
border and, obviously, in my view, we
need to finish the fences. But this is a
step forward, so I would ask unanimous
consent on behalf of myself and Sen-
ator KYL to be added as cosponsors.
This will move forward our 10-point
plan we have put forward to get our
border secured.

Mr. SCHUMER. I thank the Senator,
and I am glad we were able to—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Goodwin). Is there objection to the re-
quest made by the Senator from New
York?

Mr. SESSIONS. Reserving the right
to object, I think we are a little out of
sync.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York has the floor.

Mr. SCHUMER. I yield to the Sen-
ator for a few thoughts.

Mr. SESSIONS. If the Senator from
New York wishes, he can proceed to the
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UC, which I will support, and then I
would like to have a few moments to
make some comments. That would be
fine.

Mr. SCHUMER. I have been told they
need to do some conferring in our
cloakroom, so the Senator may speak
and I will hold off for a minute.

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

The Senator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate Senator SCHUMER’s legisla-
tion, and I also would support it. It is
clearly a step in the right direction,
and it is one of the things we need to
do.

I guess as we leave this Congress to
go home and get ready to campaign,
many of my colleagues may be able to
say they did something that was help-
ful in eliminating illegal immigra-
tion—something other than suing the
State of Arizona, where the Depart-
ment of Justice is trying to block Ari-
zona from participating effectively in
reducing the amount of illegal immi-
gration.

On June 11, the National Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement Coun-
cil, acting on behalf of approximately
7,000 ICE officers and employees—Im-
migration and Custom Enforcement—
cast a unanimous vote of ‘‘no con-
fidence’ in Mr. John Morton, the Di-
rector, saying that he is more inter-
ested in politics than in in enforcing
our immigration laws. So I am con-
cerned about that.

Also, Senator MCCAIN was correct to
say that we voted for 700 miles of dou-
ble-layer fencing, and even appro-
priated money for its construction.
Only 400 miles have been completed
and of that, only about 40 miles are
double layer. I am not aware that any
other construction is ongoing. Why
aren’t we completing that? It multi-
plies dramatically the capability of an
agent to be effective on a long border if
there are barriers there. So I am not
happy about our not completing that.
It is very much a failure. This Congress
committed to the American people
more than one time to build that fence
and we still have not done it.

This is typical of why the American
people are not happy with us; why our
approval rating is getting close to sin-
gle digits. You can’t get much lower
than it is. After much debate, we
agreed to build a 700-mile fence, yet we
end up getting 400 and saying that is
great.

Then we have this administration,
immediately after taking office caus-
ing a big stir by investigating its own
ICE agents. ICE agents raided a busi-
ness in Washington State which was
employing a whole bunch of illegal
workers and do you know what Ms.
Napolitano, the Secretary of Homeland
Security says? She says: We are going
to get to the bottom of it.

Did she mean we are going to get to
the bottom of the people who were ille-
gally working and the company who
was illegally hiring them? No. She
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wanted to get to the bottom of what it
was this agent was doing trying to en-
force the law.

She sent a signal throughout the en-
tire Federal law enforcement commu-
nity. What was that signal? Don’t raid
businesses. That is exactly what that
did.

Operation Streamline does work. It
absolutely works. CNN had a guy on;
he was caught within hours, Senator
McCAIN. They took him down to the
border and walked him to the middle of
the bridge and let him go back, and he
just came back the next day. So this
Operation Streamline is really a dra-
matic improvement where it is in ef-
fect.

The 287(g) program ought to be ex-
panded, which calls on and provides a
mechanism for great partnership with
local people. Instead, Secretary
Napolitano narrowed the program and
when the State of Arizona tries to help
DHS, the Obama Administration say:
No, that is not a good idea. We are
going to sue you.

So, in my view, this bill is a good
step. I salute my colleague from New
York. I think we have some potential
to work in the right direction. But
there is a lot more to be done, and
what is lacking is a firm commitment
from this administration and this Con-
gress to end the massive illegality at
our border. It is within our grasp to do
s0. A lot of people think it is not pos-
sible—it is possible. We have done it on
certain sectors of the border. We could
complete that, and then we could begin
to focus on what to do about the people
who have been here for many years and
how to handle that. But until we focus
on ending the illegality, we can’t get
anywhere.

So I will be thankful for what we
have. Senator McCAIN would like to
add 3,000 more agents, but 1,200 is a
step in the right direction. But a num-
ber of other things, if done effectively,
with the will to reduce the illegality,
will work. It is not impossible.

The thing about Operation Stream-
line, and the reason it saves money in-
stead of costing money, is that when it
is utilized, the number of people enter-
ing illegally goes down because they
know they are not just going to be
taken back to the border the next day
and released to then reenter. They ac-
tually get a misdemeanor conviction
and maybe some sort of probation, and
then they are released and are much,
much, much less likely to come back
because it would be a more serious of-
fense the second time.

I thank the Chair, and I yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, we are
waiting to see if there are other Mem-
bers on our side who would like to
come and speak, so I would like to ei-
ther yield time to the Senator from
Rhode Island, who has been waiting on
another subject, and then come back to
this, or suggest the absence of a
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quorum, whichever would be OK with
my colleague.

Mr. President, I temporarily yield
the floor to my colleague from Rhode
Island.

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

The Senator from Rhode Island.

CLIMATE CHANGE

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
intend to speak for a few minutes on
climate change and the need for a new
energy strategy for this country.

I will just note that if any of my col-
leagues intend to seek the floor to con-
clude the business Senator SCHUMER
and Senator MCCAIN were engaged in,
they can just signal me and I will yield
the floor to allow them to finish that
business.

Mr. President, we are now at the end
of this work period, and we will shortly
be going back to our home States for
our home work during the August re-
cess from Washington. We are doing so
without having done anything about
our dependence on fossil fuels, the car-
bon pollution that we subsidize going
into our atmosphere, the undisputed
science of what is happening in our at-
mosphere as a result of that, and the
consequences that are beginning to pile
up on our planet as a result of our neg-
ligence in addressing this pressing
issue.

It is easy when you are in Wash-
ington to think that this is the center
of the universe and that the little
fights and quarrels that happen here
and the politics of this town are what
is most important. In this Chamber,
which is very often a hotbed of those
politics, I think that problem is par-
ticularly severe. There are political
situations where, if we don’t get it re-
solved, then it just keeps going along
and there is no real harm done. But na-
ture doesn’t give a darn about our poli-
tics. Nature doesn’t give a hoot about
our campaign contributions. Nature
doesn’t care about what motivates
delay. Nature doesn’t care whether you
are lying or telling the truth. Nature
just goes on about her business, driven
by chemistry, biology, physics—the
basic elemental forces of nature.

We are getting ourselves into a situa-
tion where by ignoring those forces we
are beginning to imperil ourselves and
future generations.

It is astonishingly irresponsible to be
in the predicament we are in right now,
with what is fair to describe as a loom-
ing global emergency that we can’t get
anything done on.

The big oil companies, the big coal
companies, the big energy companies
are able to drop into this particular
Chamber their delay, their desire to
have nothing happen on this subject,
and that trumps the interests of all the
people of the United States, all the
people of the planet, their children and
grandchildren, off into our future.

I want to read into the RECORD a few
things that have come out in the press
in the last few weeks. Here is USA
Today, in the middle of last month:
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The world is hotter than ever. March,
April, May and June set records, making 2010
the warmest year worldwide since record-
keeping began in 1880. . . .

That is not some fringe group report-
ing this. That is the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration of the
Government of the United States of
America.

In my home State, back in Rhode Is-
land, ‘““‘July was more than 4 degrees
above normal,” quoting from the Prov-
idence Journal on August 2, ‘‘and the
second hottest month on record for
Providence; 4.2 degrees higher than
normal.”

Here is a newsclip about what effect
these temperatures are having on our
oceans:

The rising temperatures have been particu-
larly hard on oceans, which have absorbed
more than 90 percent of the heat trapped by
greenhouse gases over the past 50 years.

This was another NOAA report.

Oceans are taking in increasingly more
carbon. The report’s analysis of global ocean
uptake of carbon dioxide estimates that the
seas stored 33 percent more anthropogenic
[man made] carbon in 2008 than they did 14
years earlier. Oceans’ absorbsion of CO, has
caused rising acidity that is damaging the
ability of shellfish, crustaceans, corals and
plankton to build shells and skeletons.

You might ask, who cares about
shellfish, crustaceans, corals, and
plankton? Shellfish keep a lot of Amer-
ican fishermen busy and occupied and
productive, and feed an awful lot of
families. Ditto crustaceans—the Rhode
Island lobster in particular. Corals are
the nurseries of our tropic seas. When
they die, it has a pronounced effect
throughout the oceanic food chain. And
phytoplankton—all plankton—are the
base of the oceanic food chain. When
you have a collapse in the
phytoplankton, you have a potential
collapse of the entire oceanic food
chain.

There have been massive die-offs in
the historic record of the ocean and we
are trending toward having another
one, with an ocean that is more acidic
now than it has been in 8,000 centuries.
We are getting to the point where the
small animals that form the base of the
ocean food chain are becoming soluble
in the water that is their environment.

Lobsters in particular—again from
the Providence Journal of July 29:

Meanwhile, the water off our coast has
been unusually warm. Lobsters like cold
water and in the colder waters east of Cape
Cod, the heartland of the fishery, the crusta-
ceans seem unaffected. No moratorium has
been recommended there. The lobstermen ex-
plain a decline in the local stocks by saying
there has been a general migration toward
cooler waters.

So the warming of our waters is hav-
ing a pronounced effect on Rhode Is-
land businesses, on Rhode Island
lobstermen. I was out the other day
with Rhode Island lobstermen, hauling
in pots, seeing what was down there,
and the fishery has not been wiped out,
but it is suffering, it is under pressure,
and it relates to our warming planet
and to climate change.
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It is a global situation. According to
the Wall Street Journal, there are 400
oxygen-depleted dead zones identified
by scientists in our oceans—oxygen-de-
pleted dead zones in our oceans, 400 of
them, covering an area of nearly 100,000
square miles of dead ocean because
there is not enough oxygen in it to sup-
port life, as though it is on some alien
planet.

Now a very recent study, July 29, re-
ported:

Researchers at Canada’s Dalhousie Univer-
sity say the global population of
phytoplankton—

Again, the basis of the oceanic food
chain—
has fallen about 40 percent since 1950. That
translates to an annual drop of about 1 per-
cent of the average plankton population be-
tween 1899 and 2008. The scientists believe
that rising sea surface temperatures are to
blame.

There is another side to this story
and, frankly, most of it is phony balo-
ney science. It is bought-and-paid-for
mercenary science. It is not the real
deal. It masquerades as the real deal, it
is designed to fool the public, and it is
designed to prevent us from taking ac-
tion. Regrettably, for a while it is
working.

Here is what Paul Krugman wrote
the other day, looking at the variety of
evidence that supports the need for us
to do something about that for the
sake of our planet, our children, and
our grandchildren.

Nor is this evidence tainted by scientific
misbehavior. You probably heard about the
accusations leveled against climate re-
searchers—allegations of fabricated data, the
supposedly damning e-mail messages of
“Climategate,” and so on. What you may not
have heard, because it has received much
less publicity, is that every one of these sup-
posed scandals was eventually unmasked as
a fraud concocted by opponents of climate
action, then bought into by many in the
news media.

This should be a win-win. This is an
issue that is important to us as hu-
mans trying to live on this planet as
dramatic changes begin to take place
in our atmosphere and ecosystems.
This should be a win for us economi-
cally as green jobs grow, as we compete
with China and India, as we stop losing
the race to China and India for this
next economy, as we stop sending
money overseas to people who do not
care for us much, who fund our en-
emies, and who drain hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars a year out of our econ-
omy.

It should be a win on national secu-
rity, protecting us from those cir-
cumstances. It should be a win across
the board. But the special interests
will not let go, will not step into the
future. They know they control enough
votes in this place to make this not
happen.

I promise my colleagues this is a day
that the future will look back at and
look at this Senate, and this will be
our day of infamy. This will be the day
when all of the evidence was before us,
we had every chance in the world to do
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what was right, we in fact knew what
was right, and we allowed lies and
phony science, concocted evidence and
the big money from big oil, from big
coal, from the big polluters, to steer us
away from our duty.

I hope when we come back in Sep-
tember we will take this back up, that
we will take it up seriously. It is my
strong belief that if we go at this with
real diligence as a Senate—if we have
the White House with us and behind us
and fighting for us, if we have the envi-
ronmental groups out there in the field
doing their work, pushing this issue,
and if we have the hundreds of thou-
sands of Americans who work in green
energy industries and who are green
energy investors and who are going to
grow into this green energy economy
out there explaining the true economic
value, and if we have our national secu-
rity apparatus making the point as to
how important this is, as all the na-
tional intelligence estimates have al-
ready said—we can push this over the
top. Not the first time, because the lies
and the money will trump the first
time. But if we do it a second and a
third and fourth time and force this
issue, I think we can bring it home. I
hope we will at least try. Some battles
are worth the fight even if you are not
sure you can win.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection the Senator is recognized.

CHILD NUTRITION

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I thank
the Senator from Pennsylvania for
yielding me a few minutes to go in
front of him even though he was here
before me.

I want to say a couple of words in
support of the child nutrition bill. I
know the Senator from Pennsylvania
also wants to speak about that, the
child nutrition bill that was passed by
unanimous consent here in the Senate
this afternoon.

I thank Chairman LINCOLN, chairman
of the Senate Agriculture Committee,
for her tireless efforts to bring this bill
to fruition. She has been a great advo-
cate, a great champion of child nutri-
tion and making the changes necessary
to get better food for our kids in
schools.

I also thank Senator CHAMBLISS, with
whom I served on the Agriculture Com-
mittee for a number of years, either as
ranking member or as chairman, work-
ing on agriculture bills.

I also particularly want to thank
Senator MURKOWSKI of Alaska. She and
I have worked together as partners in
this effort for several of the past years
on trying to get this bill put together
and get the provisions we have in the
bill done. She has been a great cham-
pion of better food in our school lunch
program, school breakfast program,
afterschool meals.

I also thank our leader, Senator
REID, and Minority Leader Senator
McCoNNELL, for working together on
both sides to get this bill to the point
where we could actually get to a unani-
mous consent today.
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There are many important compo-
nents of this bill, many of which I had
pushed for many years when I was
chairman of the Agriculture Com-
mittee. I am particularly supportive of
the provisions to increase reimburse-
ment for school meals, expanded use of
direct certification in the National
School Lunch Program, the expansion
of afterschool meals, a new and great
focus on promoting breastfeeding, and
the very real advances that that makes
to health promotion in the early stages
of childhood.

I want, however, to mention one pro-
vision I worked on for about 15 years, a
provision that would require the adop-
tion of school nutrition standards for
all foods in all schools. Since the 1970s,
the rates of childhood obesity have tri-
pled among children and adolescents in
the United States. Type 2 diabetes has
increased dramatically. Current esti-
mates suggest that among children
born today, the lifetime risk of devel-
oping diabetes is 30 percent for boys, 40
percent for girls, and for African Amer-
icans and Latinos it is even higher.

Again these are complicated prob-
lems that will require multifaceted so-
lutions. To improve the health of our
children, all sectors of society must be
involved—parents, the media, commu-
nity organizations, corporate America,
and of course our schools.

Again, I am well aware that schools
are not the only places where our kids
have access to sugary beverages and
fried foods, candy, and high sodium
foods. But schools can and should do
more to provide healthy foods to our
kids. What kids learn to eat at an early
age they tend to develop habits and
tastes for and eat those foods later on
in life.

If you start feeding kids sugary soda
and French fries for lunch, they tend to
keep eating that as they grow older,
with all of the health problems that
brings on.

To that end, it is critically impor-
tant that we establish strong nutrition
standards for all the foods sold in
school through vending machines,
snack bars, a la carte lines in the
schools. There are several reasons we
need to set such standards. Existing
USDA nutrition standards for the foods
sold outside of school meals are out-
dated. They allow for the sale of foods
that are low in nutrition and high in
fat, sugar, and salt. In addition, in re-
cent years science has greatly in-
creased our knowledge of how Kkids’
diets affect their health. Yet we have
done very little to adjust our nutrition
standards to this new knowledge.

We have had a big loophole here and
this is the way it is. The Secretary of
Agriculture can set nutritional guide-
lines for all of the foods sold in the
school lunch, in the school lunch-
room—school breakfasts, school
lunches, and can adopt those standards
to follow the dietary guidelines. How-
ever, the Secretary has no authority to
regulate the foods sold outside the
lunchroom. So you have a big loophole
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here. Kids can eat lunch, they can have
good food prepared according to die-
tary guidelines, but down the hall
there are vending machines with candy
bars and potato chips and sugary sodas
and all kinds of things such as that,
which undermines what we are trying
to do to get better food for our kids in
schools.

It undermines parental supervision.
Parents think that if they send their
kids to school, they are going to get
good meals. Yet they can go down the
hallway from the school lunchroom
and buy all of those bad foods. So that
is what this bill does. It provides that
the Secretary of Agriculture now, for
the first time, has the authority to reg-
ulate all of the foods in schools, even in
the vending machines, snack bars, and
a-la carte lines.

Again, I am proud this provision has
had broad support on both sides of the
aisle, among public groups and food
and beverage companies. I particularly
would like to thank the following
groups for their help through all these
years to bring this bill to this point:
the Center for Science in the Public In-
terest, the American Heart Associa-
tion, the American Dietetic Associa-
tion, the American Diabetes Associa-
tion, the American Public Health Asso-
ciation, the American Association of
School Administrators, and the Na-
tional PTA. They have all been won-
derful in working together to get this
bill put together and through the floor
of the Senate. On the food and beverage
side, I particularly wish to thank the
American Beverage Association, Mars,
Incorporated, the dairy industry,
Pepsi, Coca-Cola, and many others who
brought us to this point.

We cannot ignore the rising toll of di-
abetes, heart disease, and childhood
obesity. By including the commonsense
provisions to protect the nutrition en-
vironment in our schools, this bill
makes a major step forward in efforts
to protect our children and promote
their health.

I sincerely thank my friend and col-
league from Pennsylvania for allowing
me to take this time even though he
was next in line.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
renew my unanimous consent request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. McCAIN. Reserving the right to
object—I will not object—I wish to
thank the Senator from New York and
those on the other side for taking a sig-
nificant step forward. I believe we have
a lot more to do, but this will con-
tribute to our effort to get our border
secured. And we will be continuing to
fight for all of the provisions Senator
KyL and I have put forward, but I
thank my colleague for his cooperation
in sending some $60 million to help our
border get secured, and at this time, it
is not. But I think this is movement in
the right direction. I thank my col-
league.
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Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I wish
to thank my colleague. As you know,
our goal—most of us on this side—is
comprehensive reform. We believe se-
curing the border is part of that, and
this bipartisan effort can help move us
in that direction. I hope we can move
forward in a bipartisan way on many
other parts of immigration reform be-
yond the border in the future.

I yield the floor.

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

The amendment (No. 4593) was agreed
to as follows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and for
other purposes, namely:

TITLE I
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries
and Expenses’’, $253,900,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011, of which
$39,000,000 shall be for costs to maintain U.S.
Customs and Border Protection Officer staff-
ing on the Southwest Border of the United
States, $29,000,000 shall be for hiring addi-
tional U.S. Customs and Border Protection
Officers for deployment at ports of entry on
the Southwest Border of the United States,
$175,900,000 shall be for hiring additional Bor-
der Patrol agents for deployment to the
Southwest Border of the United States, and
$10,000,000 shall be to support integrity and
background investigation programs.

BORDER SECURITY FENCING, INFRASTRUCTURE,
AND TECHNOLOGY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Border Se-
curity Fencing, Infrastructure, and Tech-
nology,” $14,000,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2011, for costs of design-
ing, building, and deploying tactical commu-
nications for support of enforcement activi-
ties on the Southwest Border of the United
States.

AIR AND MARINE INTERDICTION, OPERATIONS,

MAINTENANCE, AND PROCUREMENT

For an additional amount for ‘“Air and Ma-
rine Interdiction, Operations, Maintenance,
and Procurement’’, $32,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2012, for costs
of acquisition and deployment of unmanned
aircraft systems.

CONSTRUCTION AND FACILITIES MANAGEMENT

For an additional amount for ‘‘Construc-
tion and Facilities Management’’, $6,000,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2011,
for costs to construct up to 2 forward oper-
ating bases for use by the Border Patrol to
carry out enforcement activities on the
Southwest Border of the United States.

U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS
ENFORCEMENT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries
and Expenses’, $80,000,000 to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011, of which
$30,000,000 shall be for law enforcement ac-
tivities targeted at reducing the threat of vi-
olence along the Southwest Border of the
United States, and $50,000,000 shall be for hir-
ing of additional agents, investigators, intel-
ligence analysts, and support personnel.

FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING
CENTER
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries

and Expenses’, $8,100,000, to remain avail-
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able until September 30, 2011, for costs to
provide basic training for new U.S. Customs
and Border Protection Officers, Border Pa-
trol agents, and U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement personnel.
GENERAL PROVISIONS
(RESCISSION)

SEC. 101. From unobligated balances made
available to U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection ‘‘Border Security Fencing, Infra-
structure, and Technology’’, $100,000,000 are
rescinded: Provided, That section 401 shall
not apply to the amount in this section.

TITLE IT
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

SEC. 201. For an additional amount for the
Department of Justice for necessary ex-
penses for increased law enforcement activi-
ties related to Southwest Border enforce-
ment, $196,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2011: Provided, That funds shall
be distributed to the following accounts and
in the following specified amounts:

(1) ““Administrative Review and Appeals’’,
$2,118,000.

(2) “Detention Trustee’’, $7,000,000.

(3) ‘‘Legal Activities, Salaries and Ex-
penses, General Legal Activities”, $3,862,000.

(4) “Legal Activities, Salaries and Ex-
penses, United States Attorneys’, $9,198,000.

(5) ““United States Marshals Service, Sala-
ries and Expenses’’, $29,651,000.

(6) ““United States Marshals Service, Con-
struction’’, $8,000,000.

(7) “Interagency Law Enforcement, Inter-
agency Crime and Drug Enforcement’,
$21,000,000.

(8) “Federal Bureau of Investigation, Sala-
ries and Expenses’’, $24,000,000.

(9) “Drug Enforcement Administration,
Salaries and Expenses’’, $33,671,000.

(10) ““‘Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms
and Explosives, Salaries and Expenses’’,
$37,500,000.

(11) “Federal Prison System, Salaries and
Expenses’’, $20,000,000.

TITLE IIT
THE JUDICIARY
COURTS OF APPEALS, DISTRICT COURTS, AND
OTHER JUDICIAL SERVICES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries
and Expenses’, $10,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011: Provided, That
notwithstanding section 302 of division C of
Public Law 111-117, funding shall be avail-
able for transfer between Judiciary accounts
to meet increased workload requirements re-
sulting from immigration and other law en-
forcement initiatives.

TITLE IV
GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 401. Each amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available under this Act is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement and
necessary to meet emergency needs pursuant
to sections 403(a) and 423(b) of S. Con. Res. 13
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

SEC. 402. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of this Act or any other provision
of law, during the period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act and ending
on September 30, 2014, the filing fee and
fraud prevention and detection fee required
to be submitted with an application for ad-
mission as a nonimmigrant under section
101(a)(15)(L) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(L)) shall be in-
creased by $2,250 for applicants that employ
50 or more employees in the United States if
more than 50 percent of the applicant’s em-
ployees are nonimmigrants admitted pursu-
ant to section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of such Act
or section 101(a)(15)(L) of such Act.
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(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act or any other provision of law, dur-
ing the period beginning on the date of the
enactment of this Act and ending on Sep-
tember 30, 2014, the filing fee and fraud pre-
vention and detection fee required to be sub-
mitted with an application for admission as
a nonimmigrant under section
101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(H)({A)(b))
shall be increased by $2,000 for applicants
that employ 50 or more employees in the
United States if more than 50 percent of the
applicant’s employees are such non-
immigrants or nonimmigrants described in
section 101(a)(15)(L) of such Act.

(c) During the period beginning on the date
of the enactment of this Act and ending on
September 30, 2014, all amounts collected
pursuant to the fee increases authorized
under this section shall be deposited in the
General Fund of the Treasury.

The amendment was ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a
third time.

The bill (H.R. 5875) was read the third
time and passed.

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

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

HEALTHY, HUNGER-FREE KIDS ACT OF 2010

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise this
evening to speak about the bill we
passed today, what is known as the
child nutrition bill, but the actual title
is the Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act
of 2010. We passed it by unanimous con-
sent, which means we have done some-
thing that happens all too rarely
around here. We passed a major piece
of legislation in a bipartisan way, we
got consent from the whole Chamber,
and we did not have to have a vote on
it. That is a good development, to pass
a big piece of legislation which will
have a tremendously positive impact
on our children, and passing it in that
manner is encouraging.

I am grateful, as so many of us are,
to our chairman, Senator LINCOLN, for
her continued leadership to craft a
child nutrition bill that protects and
assists the most vulnerable of our soci-
ety—pregnant women and children who
are food insecure, especially in a time
of economic difficulties for so many
families and high unemployment in so
many communities across the country.

In the Scriptures, they tell us that a
faithful friend is a sturdy shelter, and
he or she who has found a faithful
friend has indeed found a treasure. I
am paraphrasing a little bit, but I
think that line from the Scriptures
about a faithful friend being a sturdy
shelter has application to this discus-
sion we have had about the Child Nu-
trition Act and helping our children be-
cause so many elected officials around
the country say they are a friend of
children. That is a good sentiment. We
like to hear that. But often we do not
have the opportunity to demonstrate
our friendship, our concern for chil-
dren, and sometimes we don’t take the
opportunity even when it is presented
to us. So in our efforts to show and
demonstrate—sometimes in small
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ways, sometimes in more substantial
ways here in the Senate or in other in-
stances as well—we have a chance to
demonstrate, to prove or to provide
some proof that we are trying to be a
friend to children.

The bill itself reauthorizes our Na-
tion’s major Federal child nutrition
programs which are administered by
the U.S. Department of Agriculture. As
many people who watch these pro-
ceedings know, reauthorization means
we want to do it again, we want to con-
tinue a policy and keep the policy mov-
ing in the right direction and fund it.

Under this program, the following
are included: the National School
Lunch Program and the School Break-
fast Program; the Special Supple-
mental Nutrition Program for Women,
Infants, and Children, known by the
end of that program’s name, WIC—
women, infants, and children; the Child
and Adult Care Food Program, which is
not something we hear a lot about but
is critically important; and the Sum-
mer Food Service Program.

The act itself—the Healthy, Hunger-
Free Kids Act of 2010—provides $4.5 bil-
lion in additional funding over the next
10 years, nearly 10 times the amount of
money provided for the previous child
nutrition bill and the largest new in-
vestment in child nutrition programs
since the inception of these particular
programs.

This historic new investment pro-
vided by the act could not come at a
more important time, particularly
given the incidence of hunger and the
corresponding need for Federal nutri-
tion assistance, which has increased in
recent years. We know the economic
realities. The numbers do not begin to
tell the story, but the numbers are part
of the story.

Throughout the country, more than
15 million people are out of work. In
Pennsylvania, for example, a 9.2-per-
cent unemployment rate equates to
591,000 Pennsylvanians out of work. I
know some States are at 10 percent un-
employment and 11 percent and 12 per-
cent and some even over 13 percent.
But in our State, having more than
591,000 people out of work is close to if
not a record number of people.

I have always believed that when it
comes to programs and policies that
impact our children, whether it is a nu-
trition program or an education pro-
gram, whether it is helping to protect
our kids, I have always believed that
what motivates us and what motivates
people across this country to take
steps to help children is a basic and
fundamental belief that every child in
America is born with a light inside
them.

Some children, because of their cir-
cumstances, because of the family they
are born into or because of other rea-
sons, do not need a lot of help, and
their light shines so brightly, it is
blinding, it is boundless, it is assimi-
lating—you can fill in lots of other
words. Some children are born with a
light inside them, but it does not burn
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as brightly because of limitations or
because of adverse circumstances they
are born into or because the family
they are born into does not have some
of the advantages many of us have had.
They do not have a steady job. They do
not have income. They do not have the
ability to provide for their family.

I have always believed that it is the
obligation of every public official,
whether you are in the Senate or
whether you are a State official or
local official, but especially if you are
elected, to do everything you can, to
take every opportunity you can to help
our children at a minimum with at
least four things: nutrition and the
prevention of hunger, early education,
health care, and certainly basic safety
and protection. This legislation takes a
substantial step forward in at least one
of those areas—the area I mentioned as
it relates to preventing hunger and
making sure kids are being given nutri-
tious meals.

We know providing care at the begin-
ning of a child’s life is so important.
That starts with that child’s mother.
Through the WIC Program, pregnant
women and new mothers have access to
nutritious foods and learn more about
healthy eating—something we could all
learn a thing or two about. The pro-
gram encourages breastfeeding and
supplies formula, food packages, and
farmers market vouchers. The WIC
Program is a strong investment in our
future and serves more than half—more
than half—of all infants in the United
States. As babies grow into toddlers,
they benefit from the nutritious meals
and snacks provided by childcare
homes and centers and Head Start Pro-
grams participating in that program.

I mentioned before that we don’t
hear a lot about the Child and Adult
Care Food Program. That program al-
lows children to develop, it prepares
children to enter school ready to learn,
and it helps working families to work.

In the vast majority of States, the
Child and Adult Care Food Program—
the afterschool program that it is—
only provides reimbursement for a
snack. The bill we passed today gives
communities in all 50 States the abil-
ity to be reimbursed for a meal.

When toddlers grow into young chil-
dren and arrive for their first day of
school, many are able to enter the cafe-
teria and eat a healthy meal for break-
fast and for lunch. These meals fuel
them with the energy they need to
grow into healthy adults. We know the
numbers on these for children are so
substantial. More than 10 million chil-
dren receive a free or reduced-priced
breakfast, and nearly 20 million chil-
dren in the United States receive a
lunch. In Pennsylvania, that translates
into 1 million kids having the benefit
of school lunch and just about a quar-
ter of a million children getting the
benefit of the School Breakfast Pro-
gram.

Congress has taken a step now—at
least the Senate has today—to ensure
more eligible children receive meals,
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increasing the number of eligible chil-
dren and increasing the nutritional
value of meals. Hungry and malnour-
ished children cannot fully participate
in school. If a child can’t, during
school, have the benefit of a school
lunch or a school breakfast or some-
times both, they can’t learn. It is as
simple as that. None of us could learn.
None of us can function if we don’t
have enough to eat. I have always
thought that if we invest in children,
making sure they can learn at a very
young age, they can learn more now
and earn more later. We have to re-
main committed to these programs.

I have had a very strong interest in
and have advocated for a long time for
the so-called universal feeding concept
because I believe the experience in a
major urban school district—in this
case, the city of Philadelphia—in that
school district, that universal feeding
concept as a model in one school dis-
trict has reduced the stigma of poverty
and increased participation in the
School Lunch Program. Philadelphia
schools are reimbursed for only the
number of students who qualify for free
or reduced-price meals but agree to
offer free meals to all children. It cov-
ers everyone; it doesn’t single children
out for different treatment. Universal
feeding enhances efficiency by dra-
matically reducing the administrative
burdens of the program, and it main-
tains the integrity and congressional
intent of the National School Lunch
Program.

There is a 1ot more I could talk about
with regard to the bill, but I wish to
move very quickly and then conclude
by highlighting some photographs.

This first photograph was made
available to us by a Dr. Mariane
Chilton. Dr. Chilton is at Drexel Uni-
versity. I have met a lot of people who
have been champions for our children,
who have stood up for children in all
circumstances, but if there is one per-
son who I can think of in any univer-
sity of the United States who has done
so much for our children and has stood
up for them, who has been even more
than just a faithful friend—Dr. Chilton
has been the person who, time and
again, has reminded us about the moral
gravity of making sure children are
first on our list.

She developed a program called Wit-
nesses to Hunger. This particular
project began after consent was given
by mothers across the city of Philadel-
phia who agreed to participate. More
than 40 of them were given a camera.
They took pictures of their lives, the
lives of their children, their own life,
what happens in their homes. They
made these pictures available. They
gave us a window into their own lives
by their own consent. By providing
that insight, they allowed us to see the
real misery of hunger for children.
They allowed us to see the horrific
nightmare so many children and so
many families were living through,
even before this recession.

The first picture I have is a photo-
graph of a young boy sitting at a table.
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Here is what his mother Melissa said
about him:

My son, he’s already on the small side and
he needs every bit of food that he can get to
make him healthy, keep him healthy. He has
failure to thrive. He has a bone deficiency
that doesn’t allow him to grow. He’s only 30
pounds. He has acid reflux. He had RSV, fail-
ure to thrive, chronic asthma.

This is one example of a child who
doesn’t have enough to eat, which leads
to the obvious health problems that en-
tails.

This next picture is a photograph of
three children sitting at a table. They
have beautiful smiles. They are won-
derful children. The title of this pic-
ture is ‘“‘Oodles of noodles.” These chil-
dren are eating lots and lots of noodles.
Their mother says:

And the kids know my food stamps got cut
off. Because when they came home from
school today, they didn’t have their snacks.
So they know that I didn’t go to the market.
I really didn’t tell them why or anything
like that, because I don’t think they under-
stand. But it affected them.

When people make decisions about
cutting programs or voting against
programs, we know they have real con-
sequences.

The last picture is a young boy hold-
ing bananas and giving the photog-
rapher a great smile. In this photo,
Gale, his mother, captures her son’s
happiness as he holds up a bunch of ba-
nanas.

Some people tell us people choose to
eat unhealthy foods. They use that as a
rationale, a pathetic and insulting ra-
tionale. But sometimes they make that
argument. We know families want
more access to fresh fruits and vegeta-
bles. But, frankly, in a lot of inner cit-
ies, they are not available, not at all.
We have to recognize that, rather than
denigrate or judge people who live in
those communities. There are plenty of
folks in Washington who are good at
judging. They are not real good at re-
sponding to the needs of people.

There is so much in this bill. T will
not go through more of it because we
don’t have time. I believe this bill does
meet that basic obligation to do every-
thing we can, at least in this program,
at least with this opportunity, to make
sure that light inside every child burns
as brightly as the full measure of that
child’s potential, as brightly as we can
possibly allow it to burn with our help.
I believe this bill does one thing as
well, going back to that reference to
Scripture about a faithful friend being
a sturdy shelter. This bill will not
solve all the problems of the families
who will be positively impacted. It will
not eliminate hunger. It will not rescue
a child from so many challenges in the
life of a child who lives in a poor fam-
ily. But this bill is one example of one
way we can demonstrate what that
scriptural reference tells us. It gives us
a chance to demonstrate in a signifi-
cant way that we are trying to do all
we can to be that faithful friend to our
children and to provide some measure
of shelter when the storms of this re-
cession hit that family and hit that
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child. We can take a step in proving
that we are trying to be that faithful
friend to children.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

——————

SMALL BUSINESS LENDING FUND
ACT

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I rise
to speak on an issue that is still pend-
ing before this body. Unfortunately, it
looks as though we will not be able to
wrap this up in the next few hours. It
looks encouraging that we may be able
to take it up immediately when we re-
turn in September.

Before I speak about that, I com-
pliment Senators LINCOLN, CASEY, HAR-
KIN, and others who have come to the
floor in the last few hours but have
been working for months, if not years,
on the child nutrition bill. It is quite
extraordinary that this Chamber at
this late hour, because of the work of
Senators LINCOLN, HARKIN, CASEY, and
others, has decided by unanimous con-
sent to pass a significant and major
piece of legislation the Senator from
Pennsylvania beautifully described. I
compliment all of them for their work.

I wish we had been able to do the
same thing for the small business bill
we have been fighting for, the Small
Business Job Creation Act of 2010. We
can’t seem to get to a point where we
can get unanimous consent. So we will
have to fight this out a step at a time.
We had some significant votes this last
week by including a Republican
amendment, including in the small
business bill a $30 billion lending pro-
gram. We have potentially other as-
pects to strengthen it. But the bill is in
extremely good shape.

I wish to put this up for a visual. I
know people will find it hard to believe
we could have literally over 100 organi-

zations, extraordinarily strong and
powerful bipartisan, conservative,
moderate and liberal organizations,

supporting small business. It may seem
surprising that with all this support,
we couldn’t pass the bill before we
leave. I wish to call out again just a
few: The American Hotel and Lodging
Association, the American Inter-
national Automobile Dealers Associa-
tion, the Associated Builders and Con-
tractors of California, the California
Bankers Association, Engineering Con-
tractors, Hispanic Bankers of Texas,
National Association of Self-Employed,
National Restaurant Association,
Recreation Vehicle Industry Associa-
tion, the U.S. Hispanic Chamber of
Commerce. I just listed one-half dozen
or a dozen. Members can see we have
hundreds of extraordinary organiza-
tions that have stepped up to say what
I have been saying, what the Senator
from Washington, Ms. CANTWELL, has
been saying, what the senior Senator
from Washington, Senator MURRAY,
and Senators BOXER and MERKLEY are
saying: We are not going to end this re-
cession until we find a way to get cap-
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ital and cash in the hands of small
business. That will lead the way out of
this recession. It is not going to be led
by Wall Street. It is going to be led by
Main Street.

I would like to put up our Main
Street sign. Main Street is going to
lead the way. There was a beautiful ar-
ticle written by Harold Meyerson. It
was dated August 4 in the Washington
Post. The article is entitled ‘“‘Jobs in
the Cards?’’ It reads, in part:

All things considered, American big busi-
ness is doing just fine, thank you. Profits,
productivity and exports are up. New hires,
rehires and wage increases, as I have writ-
ten, are nowhere to be seen. They’re no
longer part of the U.S. corporate business
plan, in which higher profits are premised on
having fewer employees. Sell abroad, cut
costs at home—the global marketplace that
American business has created is paying off
big-time.

Not so for American small business, which
inhabits those less rarified realms of the
economy in which depressed domestic de-
mand and bottled-up credit remain a mortal
threat. The great private-sector trickle-
down machine has largely stopped working
for small business.

He is right. If we don’t get small
business started up again and focus on
them and help them, this recession will
never come to an end. Maybe that is
what some people on the other side of
the aisle want. Maybe they put politics
before progress. But this is dangerous,
it is wrong, and it is painful. We have
to figure out a way.

I ask unanimous consent to have the
article from which I just quoted print-
ed in the RECORD.

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

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 4, 2010.]

JOBS IN THE CARDS?
(By Harold Meyerson)

All things considered, American big busi-
ness is doing just fine, thank you. Profits,
productivity and exports are up. New hires,
rehires and wage increases, as I have writ-
ten, are nowhere to be seen. They’re no
longer part of the U.S. corporate business
plan, in which higher profits are premised on
having fewer employees. Sell abroad, cut
costs at home—the global marketplace that
American business has created is paying off
big-time.

Not so for American small business, which
inhabits those less rarefied realms of the
economy in which depressed domestic de-
mand and bottled-up credit remain a mortal
threat. The great private-sector trickle-
down machine has largely stopped working
for small businesses. A May report from the
Congressional Oversight Panel on the TARP
(chaired by consumer advocate Elizabeth
Warren) found that bank lending to small
businesses has plummeted, particularly
among the big banks that taxpayers helped
bail out. The Wall Street banks’ lending
portfolio declined 4 percent between 2008 and
2009, the report concludes, but their lending
to small business declined 9 percent. Smaller
banks—‘‘strained by their exposure to com-
mercial real estate and other liabilities”—
have similarly reduced their lending.

As the corporate sector hums along with-
out hiring, hope for a recovery increasingly
depends on boosting consumer demand
through public investment and jump-start-
ing small-business expansion through tax
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