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For decades, Bishop Brazier fought 

gangs and crime and pushed for more 
affordable homes and better schools. 

As founding president of The 
Woodlawn Organization—a group 
aimed at shepherding his South Side 
community through racial unrest and 
neighborhood upheaval—he opposed 
plans by the nearby University of Chi-
cago to expand, which would have dis-
placed residents and use land he antici-
pated developing into low-income hous-
ing. 

Bishop Brazier taught the people of 
Chicago and perhaps the people of the 
United States to always look forward 
instead of looking back, saying: ‘‘I do 
not think it behooves us well to keep 
talking about the past. The American 
theme is not the America of history.’’ 

All Americans can benefit from such 
a profound legacy. The life of Bishop 
Brazier is a story of expanding equality 
and opportunity, of people and institu-
tions grappling with social change and 
striving to live up to the promises of 
equality they innately know belong to 
them. 

Because of Bishop Brazier we are re-
minded to care for the poor, to focus on 
spiritual strength rather than material 
wealth, and that we too can make a 
difference in our communities. 

Bishop Brazier’s passing has no doubt 
left a void in the American landscape. 
But because of his life, his sacrifice, 
and his great service, we have the foun-
dations for a better tomorrow. 

My prayers are with his wife Isabelle 
Brazier; his son Bryon Brazier; his 
three daughters, Lola Hillman, Janice 
Dortch and Rosalyn Shepherd; and the 
countless family members and friends 
who loved and followed this great man. 

Mr. President, it is a great honor and 
privilege that I stand on the floor of 
the Senate and speak on behalf of these 
two great Americans, these great 
Chicagoans and Illinoisans who have 
done so much for our city, our State, 
and our Nation. It is my hope and pray-
er, as my parting words to this U.S. 
Senate, that these individuals will be 
memorialized in the archives of this 
great body. 

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rescinded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CERTIFICATES OF ELECTION AND 
CREDENTIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
lays before the Senate the certificates 
of election to fill the unexpired terms 
for the States of Delaware and West 
Virginia. The certificates, the Chair is 
advised, are in the form suggested by 
the Senate. 

If there is no objection, the reading 
of the certificates will be waived and 

they will be printed in full in the 
RECORD. 

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

STATE OF DELAWARE 

Executive Department 

Dover 

CERTIFICATE 

To All Persons To Whom These Presents Shall 
Come, Greetings: 

Whereas, an election was held in the State 
of Delaware, on Tuesday, the second day of 
November. in the year of our Lord two thou-
sand ten, that being the Tuesday next after 
the first Monday in said month, in accord-
ance with the provisions of the Constitution 
and Laws of the State of Delaware, in that 
behalf, for the purpose of choosing by ballot 
a Senator for the people of said State in the 
United States Senate for the unexpired term 
caused by the resignation of Joseph R. 
Biden, Jr., said term ending at noon on the 
3d day of January, 2015. 

And Whereas, the official certificates or re-
turns of said election, held in the several 
counties of the said State. in due manner 
made out, signed and executed, have been de-
livered to me according to the laws of the 
said State, by the Superior Court of said 
counties; and having examined said returns, 
and enumerated and ascertained the number 
of votes for each and every candidate or per-
son voted for, for United States Senate, I 
have found Christopher A. Coons to be the 
person highest in vote, and therefore duly 
elected and chosen United States Senator of 
this State. 

I, the said Jack A. Markell, Governor 
aforesaid, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Act of the General Assembly of this 
State in that behalf, do hereby, therefore, 
declare, make known and certify that the 
said Christopher A. Coons has received the 
highest vote at the election aforesaid and 
therefore is the legally elected United States 
Senator for the State of Delaware. 

Given under my hand and the Great Seal of 
the said State, the 10th day of November in 
the year of our Lord two thousand ten and in 
the year of the Independence of the United 
States of America two hundred thirty-five. 

By the Governor: 
JACK A. MARKELL, 

Governor. 
JEFFREY W. BULLOCK, 

Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 

Office of the Executive 

CERTIFICATE 

To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the Second day of 
November, 2010, Joe Manchin III was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of West Virginia a Senator for the unexpired 
term ending at noon on the 3rd day of Janu-
ary 2013, to fill the vacancy in the represen-
tation from said State in the Senate of the 
United States caused by the death of Robert 
C. Byrd. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor Joe 
Manchin III, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Charleston, West Virginia this the Twelfth 
day of November in the year or our Lord 
2010. 

By the Governor: 
JOE MANCHIN III, 

Governor. 
NATALIE E. TENNANT, 

Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 

ADMINISTRATION OF OATH OF 
OFFICE 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sen-
ators-elect will present themselves at 
the desk, the Chair will administer the 
oath of office as required by the Con-
stitution and prescribed by law. 

The Senator-elect, escorted by Mr. 
CARPER and Mr. KAUFMAN, advanced to 
the desk of the Vice President; the 
oath prescribed by law was adminis-
tered to him by the Vice President; and 
he subscribed to the oath in the Offi-
cial Oath Book. 

The Senator-elect, escorted by Mr. 
GOODWIN and Mr. ROCKEFELLER, ad-
vanced to the desk of the Vice Presi-
dent; the oath prescribed by law was 
administered to him by the Vice Presi-
dent; and he subscribed to the oath in 
the Official Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula-
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
Mr. NELSON of Florida. I suggest the 

absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 

will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BEGICH). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be recog-
nized in morning business for such 
time as I shall consume. 

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

Mr. INHOFE. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

(The remarks of Mr. INHOFE per-
taining to the introduction of S. 3939 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BURRIS). The Senator from Oregon is 
recognized. 

f 

TAX REFORM 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, The Sen-
ate has come back to a full-throated 
debate about the comparative benefits 
of the tax policies of George W. Bush 
and Barack Obama. We turn on our 
cable TV these days and hour after 
hour there is a great deal of analysis of 
which approach is better on one factor 
or another. I want to take a few min-
utes today to point out that I think 
that debate misses the point because 
either of those tax approaches—of 
George W. Bush or President Obama— 
in my view would anchor our country 
to an insanely complicated, job-killing, 
thoroughly discredited tax system. I 
think what is important is that the 
Senate begin work moving toward a 
tax system that can create, as I put up 
here and will walk the Senate through, 
at least 2 million new jobs per year. 

The fact is, in this discussion com-
paring the George W. Bush policies and 
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the policies of President Obama, one 
side may end up winning, the other 
side goes away unhappy, but under ei-
ther approach the taxpayers of this 
country will lose, will continue to lose 
as a consequence of this flawed and dis-
credited tax system. For example, 
under either approach—under policy 
advanced by President Obama or the 
ideas George W. Bush saw enacted into 
law—we would still have 3.8 million 
people working the equivalent of full 
time, trying to comply with our tax 
law. Under either of those approaches, 
that of President Bush or President 
Obama, we would still have Americans 
spending 7.6 billion hours complying 
with tax law at the cost of $200 billion 
a year. That is why I say the taxpayer 
loses under either of those approaches. 

How can you make the case to the 
American people, whether they are in 
Illinois or Oregon or anywhere else, 
that you want to anchor them to a sys-
tem that is not doing enough to create 
jobs, certainly will not give us the op-
portunity to create 2 million new jobs, 
and on top of it will force 3.8 million 
people to work the equivalent of full 
time to comply, racking up 7.6 billion 
hours and the expense of $200 billion 
annually, simply to comply? 

The question is, is there a better 
choice? I submit this afternoon that 
there is a far better choice and it has 
bipartisan roots. The better choice is 
to pick up on the work that Democrats 
and the late President Reagan did in 
the 1980s when they came together. A 
Chicagoan, you will recall, was very in-
volved, the late Dan Rostenkowski, 
and he said the enemy is not the other 
party. The challenge is to go after the 
scores and scores of special interest tax 
breaks that are tax expenditures, real-
ly tax earmarks as I would call them, 
that consume hundreds of billions of 
dollars and keep us lowering the rates 
for the middle class and small busi-
nesses and those who manufacture in 
the United States. 

I think the relevant comparison is 
not George W. Bush against Barack 
Obama. The more relevant measure is 
what happened when Democrats and 
Ronald Reagan worked together in the 
1980s, as opposed to what happened be-
tween 2001 and 2008 when tax policy was 
partisan. Let me lay out for the Senate 
those specific numbers. 

When Democrats and Ronald Reagan 
worked together to reform the Tax 
Code in the 1980s, payrolls expanded by 
17.6 percent and the economy grew by 
16 million jobs. By contrast, when tax 
policy was partisan, between 2001 and 
2008, there was 2.3 percent payroll ex-
pansion, 3 million new jobs, and real 
median income fell by 5 percent. So 
why in the world would it make sense 
to go back to the tax policies where, 
when you look at the numbers in terms 
of payroll expansion, new jobs and real 
median income, growth was not what 
the people of Illinois and the people of 
Oregon and the people across our land 
ought to expect. 

I am of the view, now that the people 
of this country have spoken that they 

want to see this Senate create more 
real good-paying jobs and fix problems, 
the first thing we ought to do is look 
at what worked. We especially ought to 
look at it when it has bipartisan roots, 
as we saw in the 1980s with Democrats 
and Ronald Reagan. I believe that Con-
gress can now, picking up on what they 
did during that time—clean the clutter 
from the Code, broaden the tax base 
and lower tax rates to give the people 
of this country a simpler and fairer 
tax. 

Also, in the 1980s, by cutting mar-
ginal income tax rates—and again this 
was Democrats, some of the most stal-
wart Democrats in the history of our 
party: Dan Rostenkowski, Dick Gep-
hardt—stalwarts of the Democratic 
Party worked with Ronald Reagan to 
cut marginal income tax rates to cre-
ate more jobs and more investment, 
rather than handing out tax pref-
erences to special interest groups. A 
quarter century later we find our-
selves, today, with a tax system that 
you can only describe as a mess, a dys-
functional mess where even specialists 
in business in and IRS regional offices 
have trouble sorting out the implica-
tions of what one provision or another 
would mean. 

Given the fact that since the last 
time Congress moved in to drain the 
tax swamp—given the fact it has been 
a quarter century, Senator GREGG and 
I—he, of course, is the ranking Repub-
lican on the Budget Committee—spent 
more than 2 years, and our staffs week 
after week, seeing if we could come to-
gether and put forth a bipartisan tax 
reform bill. We have done that. I am 
very pleased to be able to report this 
afternoon that the two chairs of the 
Deficit Reduction Commission, Erskine 
Bowles and Alan Simpson, said that a 
version of what we proposed—certainly 
not all the things we would agree with 
but a version of our proposal—should 
be one of the options considered by the 
commission and considered for the 
country to debate. 

Given that, I want to take a few min-
utes and outline some of the key provi-
sions we pursued in our bill. It is S. 
3018. We all know that anybody having 
any trouble sleeping at night can wade 
into a tax bill and you can conk pretty 
quickly, but S. 3018 is an attempt to 
pick up on some of the most important 
policy work done, in my view, by the 
Senate led by Democrats and Ronald 
Reagan in the 1980s. What Senator 
GREGG and I do is end scores of pref-
erences so as to be able to give tax 
breaks to the vast majority of working 
families instead of handing them out to 
a small number of narrow special inter-
ests who have incredibly talented lob-
byists who can spend their day outside 
the Senate Finance Committee room. 
We take away those breaks and use 
that money to give real tax relief to 
millions of working class families. 

We take a special initiative to focus 
on job creation that will make us more 
competitive in tough global markets. I 
want to take a minute to describe ex-

actly how this works. I am sure that 
when the Presiding Officer of the Sen-
ate goes to a supermarket in Illinois, 
as I have in Oregon, one of the first 
things somebody will say, when you 
start visiting about the work of Con-
gress, is take away those tax breaks for 
the businesses that are going offshore. 
Go get rid of those. They will say that 
to the distinguished Senator from Illi-
nois and myself and everybody else. 
You hear it every single day in any cof-
fee shop, any grocery store, where peo-
ple are talking about government and 
politics. 

Then of course we go out and visit 
with our companies and the companies 
say: We have to have those tax breaks 
because America has the second high-
est rate in the world. If we do not have 
those tax breaks for doing business 
overseas, we are going to lose out on 
jobs here in the United States because 
some of that work our firm does over-
seas helps create jobs here in America. 

We know from those conversations 
we have had in Illinois and Oregon that 
our blue collar people don’t buy that; 
they don’t buy that for a second. They 
want to have the tax breaks for ship-
ping jobs overseas wiped out. What 
Senator GREGG and I did—and this 
lasted many months—is we said to the 
companies: How can we work with you 
to take away the tax breaks for doing 
business overseas so you can use those 
very same dollars to lower the tax 
rates for small businesses and manu-
facturers that operate in the United 
States and have dollars for tax relief 
for the middle class. 

As a result of that, we arrived at a 
policy that takes away the tax breaks 
for doing business overseas but we 
lower the tax rate dramatically for 
manufacturers and small businesses 
that operate in the United States. 

Our big businesses are called C cor-
porations. Most businesses of course 
pay taxes as individuals or partner-
ships or limited liability firms, but for 
our biggest companies when they man-
ufacture in Illinois or Oregon or any-
where else in the country, in the 
United States, we lower their taxes 
from 35 percent to 24 percent, creating 
a dramatic new incentive for manufac-
turing and business in the United 
States that can let our companies be 
more competitive in these tough global 
markets. 

We all understand that a firm in Illi-
nois or Oregon is not just competing 
against another State a few hundred 
miles away, we are competing against 
China and India. I think this provision 
that Senator GREGG and I have laid out 
in our proposal—a modified version of 
that has been recommended by Mr. 
Bowles and Mr. Simpson—is one that 
can bring our country together, bring 
our parties together. Senator GREGG, a 
Republican; myself, a Democrat, 
worked for several years on this with 
business folks, with labor folks. 

When I talk to labor folks—and I 
have at length—about taking away the 
tax breaks for doing business overseas 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 00:24 Apr 30, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\S15NO0.REC S15NO0bj
ne

al
 o

n 
D

S
K

69
S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7883 November 15, 2010 
and using that so we can have a rebirth 
of American manufacturing, they say 
that is the kind of tax cut for business 
I can be for. We have to bring back 
manufacturing. Manufacturing is not 
just a basic industry, it is a national 
security priority. I think the approach 
Senator GREGG and I have proposed, a 
version of which the deficit commis-
sion has picked up on, is the path to 
use. 

The Heritage Foundation—and I will 
confess that I do not quote the Herit-
age Foundation every single day here 
on the floor of the Senate, although I 
have a great deal of respect for their 
professionalism—said the approach 
that Senator GREGG and I have pro-
duced will create 2 million new jobs per 
year. In fact, they said it would create 
2.3 million new jobs per year, increase 
disposable income for a family of four 
by $4,000 per year, and boost the real 
gross domestic product by an average 
of $298 billion per year. 

So the point is, at a time when we 
have been through a heated and cer-
tainly contentious election, I think 
there is an opportunity to move for-
ward, and particularly on what has 
been a central concern of the American 
people, which is creating more jobs, 
having an economic system that lets us 
compete in these tough global markets, 
and helping our people to get ahead, 
helping all of our people to get ahead. 

If there is one theme in what Demo-
crats and Ronald Reagan did in the 
1980s and what Senator GREGG and I 
seek to do now, it is let us have a tax 
policy that gives everybody a chance to 
get ahead. If you are somebody in Illi-
nois and Oregon, and you did not have 
much in the beginning of your life, we 
want policies that will give you a 
chance to get ahead. If you have been 
fortunate enough through your hard 
work to be successful, we want policies 
that will make that possible as well. 

That was done when Democrats and 
Ronald Reagan cooperated in the 1980s. 
And, boy, what an unlikely group of 
people, President Reagan, a rancher, a 
star in the movies, working with Sen-
ator Bill Bradley of New Jersey. He has 
a lot better jump shot than me, but I 
also know the value of teamwork. So 
there is another tall Democrat on the 
Senate Finance Committee who would 
like to work on bipartisan tax reform. 

We have an excellent chairman, 
Chairman BAUCUS, and Senator GRASS-
LEY. They have already had one hear-
ing on this issue. There is a lot to work 
with on this tax reform issue. By the 
way, there is another group in addition 
to Erskine Bowles and Alan Simpson 
who have weighed in essentially behind 
the ideas Senator GREGG and I are 
talking about. 

President Obama had a tax reform 
commission that recently came in—it 
was chaired by the distinguished Paul 
Volcker—that made a very substantial 
case for simplifying the Tax Code to 
ease the burden on workers and fami-
lies and businesses. 

Senator GREGG and I looked at the 
Volcker Commission proposals, ending 

the alternative minimum tax, increas-
ing the standard deduction, consoli-
dating incentives for savings and re-
tirement, allowing taxpayers to ask 
the IRS to fill out their tax forms for 
them. Those were all recommendations 
by President Obama’s commission, the 
Volcker Commission, that are part of 
the proposal that Senator GREGG and I 
have put together, now 318: get rid of 
loopholes, get rid of the giveaways to 
special interests, and you can keep 
down rates and provide tax relief to the 
vast majority of workers and families 
and businesses. 

In closing, there is a recipe for eco-
nomic growth that is available to the 
Senate, a recipe for economic growth 
that has already been shown to work. 
What Democrats and Ronald Reagan 
did in the eighties proved that biparti-
sanship can create economic growth, 
help stimulate the creation of badly 
needed jobs, and rein in the deficit. 

So why in the world would we want 
to pass up the opportunity on a bipar-
tisan basis to drain the tax swamp? 
Why would we pass up the opportunity 
to clean the tax house? Do we want to 
say this—and this is true. This is key 
to the discussion we are going to have 
all through this session if we go with 
either the approach of George W. Bush 
or Barack Obama. We will continue to 
see the full-time work of 3.8 million 
people doing 7.6 billion hours to comply 
with the tax law at a cost of $200 bil-
lion a year. 

Would not the people of Illinois—I 
know they certainly feel this way in 
Oregon—rather see $200 billion devoted 
to real progress in this country, im-
proving our roads and bridges and our 
transportation system, and creating a 
public education system that is going 
to let us get those high-value, high- 
wage jobs and compete in these tough 
global markets? And you will have 
money left over to reduce the deficit 
which, of course, is why all of this was 
attractive to Erskine Bowles and Alan 
Simpson because they head up some-
thing called the Deficit Commission. 
Obviously, there is another big cost to 
all of this, this tax mess; that is, to the 
morale of our citizens and their sense 
of fairness. 

Because this tax system is so 
insanely complicated, ordinary tax-
payers make mistakes, they overpay 
their taxes, they underpay their taxes, 
they get audited. But they are very 
much aware that the sophisticated tax-
payer can go out and employ a legion 
of lawyers and accountants, and if that 
does not work, they will get lobbyists 
to kind of play around with their loop-
hole and avoid taxes. That is not fair, 
and the ordinary taxpayer knows it. 

Even with their savings and home eq-
uity tapped out, we know hard-working 
middle-income folks will pay their fair 
share. But they sure resent the tax sys-
tem that rewards elaborate tricks. I 
am of the view the message from this 
election is for Democrats and Repub-
licans to get down to work, and the 
Tax Code is a good place to start. 

I said to folks in Oregon during the 
campaign, I do not believe either party 
has a monopoly on good ideas. I am 
prepared to work with anybody in the 
Senate with a good idea for moving us 
forward, especially when we can create 
2 million new jobs per year. 

One of the reasons I wanted to begin 
this special postelection session this 
way is that I think on this tax issue, 
what is especially striking when we are 
having this intensely partisan debate 
about how to go about keeping a dis-
credited tax system, there is something 
out there that will produce more good- 
paying jobs and could be bipartisan. So 
the real work on taxes for this special 
session seems to me to create a bridge 
to real tax reform, a bridge to tax re-
form that works. The Tax Code is so 
complicated today that the typical per-
son cannot even use the relief that is 
given to them. 

Each Spring the Internal Revenue 
Service publishes something called the 
annual ‘‘oops list.’’ This is the list of 
the 10 most common mistakes that 
taxpayers make when they are filing. 
That ‘‘oops list’’ released in March in-
cluded President Obama’s Making 
Work Pay tax credit which was created 
to boost the economy and give working 
Americans a credit worth up to $400 for 
individuals and $800 for couples. Yet 
this year’s ‘‘oops list’’ reported that 
many of the people who worked in 2009 
could not figure out how to claim the 
Making Work Pay credit on their 1040 
EZ form. That is not easy enough. In 
fact, if you and I walked the streets of 
Illinois and Oregon and asked anybody 
about the stimulus legislation, vir-
tually no one would think that there 
were hundreds of billions of dollars’ 
worth of tax relief in that bill. 

They would say to the distinguished 
President of the Senate, as they have 
said to me, that was a spending deal. It 
is called the stimulus. There was not 
any tax relief in it. The system was so 
complicated that even with hundreds of 
billions of dollars’ worth of tax relief in 
it, people could not sign up for it, peo-
ple could not figure it out, and it 
makes the ‘‘oops list’’ for the Internal 
Revenue Service. 

The Chair has been patient, this 
afternoon. I close simply by saying, I 
believe it is time to clean house as the 
Congress did in the 1980s working with 
President Reagan, purge this spider’s 
web of tax breaks, kill the special in-
terest goodies, and hold down the rates 
so that everybody can get ahead. 

Let the small businesses, as Senator 
GREGG and I advocated, expense all of 
their equipment and inventory costs in 
a single year, freeing up capital so they 
can expand and create jobs. Let’s limit 
the dead weight cost of taxes as the 
Heritage Foundation said in their re-
port, indicating our bill would create 2 
million new jobs. 

Our 1040 form is 27 lines long—27 
lines long. Back when we started this 
push, one of the financial magazines, 
one of the best known magazines, had 
some of their people, for a typical tax-
payer, fill out their taxes with a form 
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that was like ours. It took them 40 
minutes. 

Think what that is going to do to 
change Americans’ springtime when 
everybody is filing their returns in 
April. Talk about family values. We 
could actually get people a little more 
time with their families rather than 
filling out all of these forms and Turbo 
Tax and everything else. 

This is going to be an important ses-
sion that begins today, and nobody is 
sure exactly how long it is going to 
last. But what we know is that there is 
going to be an extensive discussion 
about taxes, and I just hope our col-
leagues will zero in on the fact that 
under either of these approaches that 
are being discussed, that of George W. 
Bush or that of Barack Obama, either 
of them will anchor this country to a 
grotesquely complicated, job-killing, 
discredited tax system. 

We can do better. We know we can do 
better because in the 1980s, with leader-
ship from a Republican President and 
Democrats in Congress, we did better. 
It created millions of new jobs. We can 
do it again. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

REMEMBERING SENATOR TED 
STEVENS 

Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, I 
rise today to speak on the late Senator 
Stevens as we prepare to travel to Ar-
lington Cemetery to lay Senator Ste-
vens to rest. Today, Janet’s and my 
thoughts and prayers are with the Ste-
vens family and the others who died, 
were injured, or had loved ones on that 
tragic plane trip. 

Senator Stevens was the first senator 
Alaska knew. His tenure lasted 40 
years in this Chamber. I am proud to 
have served with him for 10 of those 
years, most closely on the Homeland 
Security and Government Affairs Com-
mittee. During his time in the Senate, 
he was chairman of the Commerce 
Committee, chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee, chairman of the 
Ethics, Rules and Governmental Af-
fairs Committee, and chairman of a 
number of subcommittees and Presi-
dent pro tempore of the Senate. He was 
the embodiment of an effective Senator 
and leader as he fought every day for 
Alaska. 

It was an honor to serve with Ted and 
amazing to think that his service in 
the Senate was only part of a life of 
service. He was instrumental in Alaska 
achieving statehood. He was a Harvard 
Law School graduate. He was an U.S. 
attorney in Fairbanks. He flew cargo 
over the Hump and into China during 
the Second World War. He was a deco-
rated war veteran, part of America’s 
Greatest Generation. He was a prostate 
cancer survivor and an advocate for re-
search and funding to find a cure. He 
was an inspiration to all and an exam-
ple of what one individual can do if he 
puts his nose to the grindstone and 
gets to work. 

I was able to get to know Senator 
Stevens on the Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs Committee 
where I got to see his great love of 
Alaska and the Senate, which you saw 
everytime he would speak about his 
fellow Alaskans, as he worked to assist 
all Americans, whether Alaskans, 
Louisianans, Ohioans, or others, re-
spond to natural disasters. I will never 
forget Ted standing up at our Police 
and Steering Committing lunches and 
telling it like it is and showing his 
knowledge, experience, and common 
sense. When he talked, everyone lis-
tened. I regret that his voice is absent 
from the Senate at this critical time in 
our Nation’s history. I also saw his 
strength as he worked to prepare all of 
us against the threat of terrorism. 

Senator Stevens always strove to do 
what was best for his home State of 
Alaska and the United States. You 
could be sure that if legislation was 
good for Alaska, Ted Stevens would 
support it regardless of the politics. We 
need more politicians today who are 
willing to do what is right regardless of 
party. His friendship and work with 
Senator INOUYE should be a model for 
us all. 

He was a lion of the Senate. While 
Ted is gone, his legacy will live on. You 
see it here with his former colleagues 
and his former staffers. You see it in 
the legislation he championed, such as 
title 9, legislation on the Olympics, aid 
to rural Alaska, telecommunications, 
and, of course, his unwavering support 
for our military. 

May God bless Senator Stevens, his 
family and all who held, and still hold, 
him dear. 

Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, as we re-
member the life of our friend, Ted Ste-
vens, and celebrate his remarkable 
service to our country, each of us must 
surely remember a number of personal 
experiences which have helped us ap-
preciate how much his friendship 
meant to us. 

I first met Senator Stevens during 
the Senate election campaign of 1976. 
He was serving as chairman of the Na-
tional Republican senatorial com-
mittee, and I had just won the Repub-
lican nomination to be a candidate for 
the U.S. Senate in Indiana. The senato-
rial committee was not as affluent in 
1976 as presently, but Ted Stevens was 
able to steer a contribution into my 
campaign and to offer words of encour-
agement which included my first 
knowledge that he had been born in my 
hometown of Indianapolis, IN, on No-
vember 18, 1923. 

In the days to come, I discovered, ad-
ditionally, that he had attended School 
No. 84 and Shortridge High School. I 
began my elementary school education 
at School No. 84 and graduated from 
Shortridge High School in 1950. Later, I 
learned of the early struggles that Ted 
Stevens had in supporting relatives in 
Indianapolis and the challenging fam-
ily circumstances that caused him to 
leave Indiana prior to graduation from 
Shortridge, but I always pointed out to 
Hoosiers that Ted Stevens was truly 
one of us. 

The 1976 Senatorial Republican Cam-
paign brought eight new Republican 
Senators to the U.S. Senate. Although 
we were only a total of 38 in that ses-
sion, Ted Stevens became the Repub-
lican whip in January of 1977 and con-
tinued to serve in that capacity 
through 4 years of a distinct Repub-
lican minority and 4 more years of a 
glorious Republican majority during 
the first term of President Ronald 
Reagan. 

Following the Presidential and con-
gressional elections of 1984, a successor 
to Senator Howard Baker of Tennessee 
was elected by the Republican caucus. 
Senator Baker had elected to retire 
after a most successful tenure as ma-
jority leader of the Senate, and five 
candidates appeared to seek the Repub-
lican majority leader position. 

The Republican caucus rules did not 
encompass such a large field, and I re-
member a meeting of the five can-
didates—Senator Robert Dole, Senator 
Ted Stevens, Senator James McClure, 
Senator Pete Domenici, and myself—to 
agree upon how the balloting would 
progress. At an informal afternoon ses-
sion, we agreed that after the first bal-
lot the candidate with the lowest vote 
would drop out and such a procedure 
would follow after each of the ballots 
until a majority occurred with the de-
ciding ballot between the final two 
candidates. The voting was held in the 
Old Senate Chamber, and after the first 
two ballots, Senator McClure and Sen-
ator Domenici had left the field. I lost 
out on the third ballot, and Bob Dole 
defeated Ted Stevens in a close vote for 
majority leader. 

Ted was undaunted and preceded to 
chair the Appropriations Committee 
with essential vigor and comprehensive 
activity. His chairmanship lasted from 
1997 to 2005 with a short break of 18 
months during which Democrats con-
trolled the U.S. Senate. His efforts on 
behalf of Alaska are legendary, and it 
was not surprising that Alaskans 
named Ted Stevens the Alaskan of the 
Century in the year 2000. 

At Republican Tuesday luncheons, 
Ted Stevens often gave comprehensive 
reports about legislation before the Ap-
propriations Committee, which he felt 
vital to Alaska and the United States, 
and we all became much better ac-
quainted with Alaska through his com-
prehensive tutorials. I admired the vi-
sion which he had for Alaska and for 
the position of Alaska as a part of vital 
foreign policy consideration with Rus-
sia, China, Japan, and the entirety of 
the Pacific Ocean Basin. He understood 
the important role which the Arctic 
Circle area would play in world history 
and the importance of giving proper 
and timely attention to a part of the 
world that was not normally the sub-
ject of our Senate debate. 

As President pro tempore of the U.S. 
Senate from January 2003 to January 
2007, Ted Stevens was extraordinarily 
conscientious not only in the opening 
ceremonies of the Senate each day but 
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