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The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

HIGHWAY TRUST FUND
EXTENSION

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I cannot
express how frustrated I am with Wash-
ington politics, as a result of, I believe,
irresponsible behavior on the part of
Democrats and Republicans, in the
House and in the Senate. The Federal
Highway Administration shut its doors
on Monday, furloughing 2,000 employ-
ees, putting projects across the coun-
try at risk and stopping the highway
program from paying States the money
they are owed.

I have been in constant communica-
tion with Gary Ridley, Oklahoma’s
transportation secretary—I think the
best one in the country. He flew here
this week to help resolve this crisis. He
told me if it is not worked out by Fri-
day, there will be very serious con-
sequences in my State of Oklahoma.
There will be jobs that will be shut
down, work that has already been con-
tracted out that will be under default.
I understand some of the Democrats
are trying to make political hay out of
this, but I want to set the record
straight that a lone Republican Sen-
ator is being singled out for the blame,
but in reality there is plenty of blame
to go around.

Last week the Senate passed a jobs
bill that included a number of tax cuts
and long-term extension for the high-
way program. The House Democrats
were divided on the bill and their lead-
ership could not pass the bill. Given
the chaos in their caucus, they passed
a 30-day extension of the highway bill
late last week. Because of this 30-day
extension, it would add about $10 bil-
lion to the outrageous $13.2 trillion na-
tional debt.

A Republican Senator said he would
only agree to it if it was offset. Senate
Democrats refused to offset the pack-
age. Nobody was willing to back down.
We find ourselves in this situation
today.

Not only is there ample blame to go
around on why Congress allowed the
highway program and the FHWA to
shut down, I think there is equal blame
to go around on why it has taken us 6
months to pass a long-term extension.

We tried on numerous occasions to
pass the extension. Frankly, this
should not come as a surprise to any-
one. I have been sounding the alarm for
this ever since last July. We learned in
July that there are a couple of Sen-
ators who are, frankly, opposed to the
Federal Highway Program and want to
see it underfunded, as has been the case
this fiscal year.

I often said—there is no secret to
this, even though I am considered to be
quite a conservative—in some areas I
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have been a big spender. One is na-
tional defense. The other is infrastruc-
ture. That is what we are supposed to
be doing here.

On the last day of the fiscal year be-
fore the 2005 highway bill expired, Sen-
ator BOXER and I, right here on the
floor, attempted to pass a long-term
extension of the highway program. Un-
fortunately, we were not successful.
The same group of Senators who op-
posed the highway program demanded
that the bill be offset. They suggested
unobligated stimulus funds, but the
Democrats objected to this. The chair-
man, that is BARBARA BOXER, and I
were working hard to find offset. Sen-
ator BOXER got Democratic leadership
to agree to use TARP as an offset.

I was very excited about this. I re-
member I thought that night—it was a
Wednesday night, it was getting close
to midnight. We had to do something
or everything was going to fall apart. I
thought we had it resolved. Unfortu-
nately, many Republicans and some
Democratic Senators object to this off-
set. As a result, we were stuck with a
30-day extension on the continuing res-
olution which funded the program at $1
billion a month more than 2009 levels.

I have to say—and I now blame Re-
publicans for this—I have often said
one of the bad things that happened to
this Senate happened on October 1 of
2008, when they passed the $700 billion
bank bailout bill. That is the TARP
funds we are talking about. A lot of
conservative Republicans objected to
offsetting the TARP because that
would be an admission that that money
probably was not going to be repaid
anyway. I think a lot of Republicans
were trying to tell people back home—
I didn’t vote for this, by the way, but
they did. Those who did—don’t worry,
everything is going to get paid back. It
is all going to get paid back. I think we
all should have known better. All you
had to do was read that bill and that
would have been the case.

So then it was the Republicans who
refused to use that. The money was
there. It could have been used and we
wouldn’t be facing this dilemma. We
could have the 1l-year loan extension.
We would have time to put together a
highway program, which is what we—
we—want to do.

Unfortunately, some do not. So it is
clear the only way to get a long-term
highway extension done is for Senator
REID to dedicate a week of floor time
to overcome the objections of two or
three Republicans who opposed the
highway program. To that end, all the
chairmen and ranking members of the
committees involved sent a bipartisan
letter to Senator REID pointing out the
problem we were facing and asking for
floor time to overcome the objections.
Senator REID ignored this request until
2 weeks ago when he abandoned the bi-
partisan Baucus-Grassley jobs bill in
favor of his own bill that included a
long-term highway extension. I wish to
point out that this maneuver cost the
highway extension the bulk of Repub-
lican support.
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I wish to caution that it is very dan-
gerous to turn a bipartisan issue such
as this into a partisan one. Because the
highway bill was included with a num-
ber of other issues, it got caught up in
the House Democratic and second stim-
ulus bill politics unrelated to the high-
way program. This just reinforces that
it should have been done as a stand-
alone measure.

Let me conclude by reading an ex-
cerpt of a Tulsa World editorial—that
is Tulsa, my hometown. It states:

What’s up with those geniuses in Congress?
First they scurry around to get massive
stimulus funding in the pipeline in an effort
to quickly jump-start the economy, and then
they fiddle around and let regular transpor-
tation funding that would further aid the re-
covery lapse. Not a good recipe for ensuring
that the recovery will continue.

The editorial concludes:

Inhofe blamed the funding snafu on poli-
tics, which comes as no surprise. Apparently
it was just too much to ask of our leaders to
put politics aside for once in favor of res-
cuing the economy and thousands of jobs.

Let me tell you that editorial was
from October of last year. It is amazing
that Congress has allowed the months
to go by since that time.

Right now, what we are facing in my
State of Oklahoma is about $415 mil-
lion a week that is going to cost us. We
have contracts that are already let,
and we are in a dilemma now to know
what to do. We are going to have to re-
solve this problem by, I would say,
Thursday or Friday or it is going to be
chaotic. I suggest it is not just my
State of Oklahoma that has this prob-
lem; many other States do. I hope peo-
ple set everything aside and try to get
this thing done and do one of the
things we are elected to do and do
something about the infrastructure.
Right now, it is in crisis. We are going
to have to resolve it.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

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

TEMPORARY EXTENSION ACT OF
2010

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to Calendar No. 278, H.R.
4691, a 30-day extension of provisions
that expired Sunday, February 28; that
the Bunning amendment regarding off-
set, which is at the desk, be the only
amendment in order; that there be 60
minutes for debate with respect to the
amendment, with the time equally di-
vided and controlled between Senators
REID and BUNNING or their designees;
that upon the use or yielding back of
time, the time until 8:30 p.m. be for de-
bate with respect to the bill, with the
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time equally divided and controlled be-
tween Senators BAUCUS and GRASSLEY
or their designees; that at 8:30 p.m., the
Senate proceed to vote in relation to
the Bunning amendment; that no fur-
ther amendments be in order; that
upon disposition of the Bunning
amendment, the bill, as amended, if
amended, be read the third time; that
prior to passage, it be in order to raise
an applicable budget point of order
against the bill; further, that if the
point of order is raised, then a motion
to waive the applicable point of order
be considered made, with no further de-
bate in order; provided that if the point
of order is waived, the Senate proceed
to vote on passage of the bill, as
amended, if amended; further, that
when the Senate resumes consideration
of H.R. 4213, the next two Democratic
amendments be offered by Senators
MURRAY and SANDERS and the next two
Republican amendments be Bunning
amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The Republican leader is recognized.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President,
briefly, I am pleased Senator BUNNING
will have an opportunity to offer the
amendments that he thinks are impor-
tant and that he has been stressing for
the last few days. I am glad we were
able to work this out and move on with
the business of the Senate.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the title of the bill.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 4691) to provide a temporary
extension of certain programs, and for other
purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky.

AMENDMENT NO. 3355

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I call
up my amendment, which is at the
desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BUNNING]
proposes an amendment numbered 3355.

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

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

(The amendment is printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.”’)

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, in a
minute I will speak about my amend-
ment to pay for this bill. First, I want
to talk about how we got here.

Last week, I objected to the majority
leader’s request for unanimous consent
to pass a 30-day extension of several ex-
piring programs that was not paid for.
I offered to pass the exact same bill
that was paid for, and unfortunately he
objected to my request.

There was nothing stopping him from
using the tools at his disposal to over-
come my objection. The leader could
have filed cloture on the bill and
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brought it to the floor last week, in-
stead of the travel bill that is a great
giveaway to his State. If he had done
that, this bill would have been signed
into law already. He also could have
filed cloture on the bill and worked
through the weekend and it would al-
ready be law. The leader could have
proceeded to the bipartisan Baucus-
Grassley bill that paid for these pro-
grams and it would have been signed
into law by now. He could have accept-
ed my request to pay for the bill and
we would not be here tonight. Instead,
the leader decided to press ahead with
a bill that adds to the debt and violates
the principles of pay-go that everyone
claims to care about.

Just over a month ago, the majority
in the Senate passed pay-go legislation
that supposedly says we are going to
pay for what we spend. I support that
idea, but I knew at the time that the
legislation would be ignored. Unfortu-
nately, I was right.

Barely 1 week after President Obama
signed the pay-go law into effect, the
majority leader proposed a bill that
was not paid for. That bill passed and
added $10 billion to the deficit. That is
$10 billion your children and my chil-
dren and grandchildren will have to
pay for. That is $10 billion on top of a
$14 trillion national debt. After passing
$10 billion more debt on to future gen-
erations, the majority leader proposed
to pass another bill to add another $10
billion to the debt. That is when I said
enough is enough; we cannot keep add-
ing to the debt and passing the buck to
generations of future workers and tax-
payers—my children and your children
and our grandchildren.

As we all know, the national debt has
grown at a record pace in recent years.
A large part of that has been a result of
a downturn in the economy a decade
ago and then during the last few years.
But increased government spending has
been a major factor too. Over the last
few days, several Senators on the other
side of the aisle have blamed Repub-
lican spending for the debt and asked
why we did not pay for things when we
were in charge. They have a point. I
wish we would have spent less and paid
for more of it when we were in charge.
There are some votes I wish I could
have back, and I am sure many of my
colleagues on this side of the aisle feel
the same way. But it is not fair to
blame Republican spending for all the
drastic increases in our national debt.
Our side has not controlled the Con-
gress for more than 3 years, and the
current Congress is spending more and
faster than ever before.

For example, last year, the majority
pushed through a so-called stimulus
bill, followed quickly by an omnibus
spending bill that contributed to the
government ending the year $1.4 tril-
lion in the red, the largest 1-year def-
icit in the history of the United States
of America.

Clearly, we are not headed in the
right direction. I do not want to turn
this into a partisan debate because it is
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not a partisan issue. I only make these
points to show that neither side has
clean hands, and what matters is we
get our spending problems under con-
trol.

As every struggling family knows, we
cannot solve a debt problem by spend-
ing more. We must get our debt prob-
lems under control, and there is no bet-
ter time than now. That is why I have
been down here demanding that this
bill be paid for. I support the programs
in the bill we are discussing, and if the
extension of those programs were paid
for, I would gladly support the bill.

The unemployment rate in my State
is well over 10 percent right now. Many
rural families get their television
through satellite providers in Ken-
tucky. More than half our State is bor-
dered by rivers, and flood insurance is
vital to the people who live near those
borders and any of the major-minor
rivers in the State. In fact, I wrote the
law that enacted the current version of
the Flood Insurance Program. I care
about it deeply.

I am concerned about all the other
programs in this bill as well, as is
every other Member of this body. That
is all the more reason to pay for this
bill. If we cannot pay for a bill that all
100 Senators support, how can we tell
the American people with a straight
face that we will ever pay for any-
thing? That is what Senators say they
want, and that is what the American
people want. They want us to get our
budgets in order, just like they have to
get their budgets in order every day.
But that is not what the majority is
doing.

Tonight, tomorrow, and on every
spending bill in the future, we will see
whether they mean business about con-
trolling our debt or if it is just words.
We will see if pay-go has any teeth.

Tonight, I am offering a substitute
amendment that pays for these impor-
tant programs with Democratic ideas.
Tomorrow, I will offer amendments to
the offset, the longer term extender
bill that was on the floor earlier today.
I will be back on future spending bills
demanding that they be paid for so fu-
ture generations of Americans will not
be burdened with our overspending.

As I said, my amendment pays for
this bill with Democratic ideas. The 10-
year cost of extending these programs
for 1 month is $10.26 billion. The offset
I am offering will more than pay for
this cost, and the offset should be fa-
miliar to many. It has been proposed
by Senator BAUCUS in his substitute
amendment to the long-term extension
bill. It was also proposed in the Obama
administration’s budget.

The offset would prevent black liq-
uor, which is a byproduct of the pulp
and paper process, from being eligible
for the cellulosic biofuels producer tax
credit. This will save the Treasury al-
most $24 billion over 10 years, accord-
ing to the Joint Tax Committee. As I
said, this will more than pay for the
cost of the bill, and there will be al-
most $14 billion left over.



S928

Under the pay-go rules, that $14 bil-
lion will be available to be used to pay
for the next bill Congress passes. I
think we all expect that the next bill
will be the long-term extension bill.

Some might say I am creating a $24
billion hole in the next bill by using
that offset now. That is not true. First,
we are removing over $10 billion in
costs from that larger bill by enacting
the 1-month extensions now, and we
are also making $14 billion available
for that bill.

Members on this side of the aisle, in-
cluding myself, have offered and will
offer ways to completely pay for the
cost of that more expensive, longer
term extension bill.

This pay-for is a proposal made by
the majority, and I hope and expect
every one of them to support my
amendment. Anyone who does not
should be prepared to answer why the
Senate does not have to make the
tough decisions to balance the govern-
ment’s budget while every American
family does. We must bring an end to
the out-of-control spending, and there
is no better time than now.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
saying enough and restoring some dis-
cipline to Washington. I urge everyone
in this body to support this amend-
ment.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-
sistant majority leader.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise in
opposition to the Bunning amendment.
The Senator from Kentucky has de-
cided, after 1 week, to accept exactly
what was offered to him last week.

Last week, we said to the Senator
from Kentucky: If you want to come up
with a pay-for for unemployment bene-
fits and health care benefits, offer an
amendment. You will have your chance
on the floor.

The Senator from Kentucky said: No,
because I may lose. Therefore, I am not
going to offer the amendment. I will
only object to moving forward with
temporary benefits for unemployment
insurance and health care and several
other things, and I stand by my objec-
tion.

The Senator from Xentucky just
came to the floor and found four dif-
ferent ways to blame the Democratic
majority leader for his objection. He
made the objection. I think he was the
only Senator out of 100 who objected.

I don’t question his motive or his sin-
cerity, but I think, in all candor, let’s
understand where we are at this mo-
ment in time.

During this 1-week period of time
while the Senator from Kentucky could
have offered an amendment, he did not.
As a result, on Sunday night, unem-
ployment benefits were cut off for
thousands of people across America, as-
sistance for health care insurance cut
off all across America, thousands of
Federal employees were furloughed,
Federal contracts for construction
were suspended. Why? Because he did
not want to offer the amendment he is
offering tonight.
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I am glad he is offering it, and I will
tell you why I am going to oppose it.
He knows and I know that if we do not
pass this bill as it passed the House of
Representatives, if we make a change
in it, we are destined to send it over to
the House to, at a minimum, wait sev-
eral days or even longer for a con-
ference committee to resolve his
amendment. What happens to those un-
employed people during that period of
time? They don’t receive checks.

Mr. President, 15,000 people in Illinois
had their unemployment insurance cut
off Sunday night because of Senator
BUNNING’s objection. In addition to
that, thousands in my State lost the
helping hand to pay for their health in-
surance. The Senator from Kentucky
tonight is suggesting just take this lit-
tle amendment; it will not hurt a
thing; it is something you should like.
While we mull over his change and
move it between the House and the
Senate, those people will continue to
go without unemployment insurance
and without health care assistance. Mr.
President, 2,000 more each day are
added to those rolls of unemployed peo-
ple who are going to pay the price for
this procedural move by the Senator.

I know there is also pain in his own
State. I know many people are aware of
the fact that there is high employment
across the United States, millions of
people who have lost their unemploy-
ment insurance. I know it has affected
his State. I have seen the numbers.

As a result of the objection of the
Senator from Kentucky, 4,300 unem-
ployment insurance claimants will lose
their unemployment insurance by
March 13 if we do not complete action.
What he has done tonight is to delay it.
What is even worse about this amend-
ment and the reason why it should be
defeated is not just because it will once
again delay unemployment benefits to
people across America, it will once
again create problems where people
will lose their health insurance that
they may never be able to obtain again
because of preexisting conditions in
their family.

What is worse, these Federal workers
who cannot go to work are going to
suspend construction projects that cre-
ate jobs across America, while this
Senator from Kentucky offers this
amendment to change.

Let’s look at the heart of this amend-
ment. Where did the Senator from Ken-
tucky come up with the resources to
pay for this unemployment insurance?
He came up with it from the bill that
is pending on the floor, where these
revenues are already being raised to
pay for unemployment insurance. He is
not reducing our deficit. In this situa-
tion, we have already taken this source
of money and put it in the next bill re-
lated to unemployment insurance to
defray the cost of unemployment insur-
ance. He does not reduce the deficit. He
just adds a procedural hurdle that
delays the payment of unemployment
insurance to people across America.

This could have been done last week.
He was offered this chance last week.
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He would not take it last week. As a
result, a lot of people have suffered and
a lot of them have gone through hard-
ship.

It is his right to do it as a Senator,
but I think the reaction on the floor of
the Senate—I might add from both
sides of the aisle—is a demonstration
that sometimes just because we have
the power to do things, we ought to
think twice before we use that power. 1
have the power to put a hold on every
nomination this President or any
President seeks. I have the power to
object to any unanimous consent re-
quest that comes to the floor of the
Senate. But people elect us not just to
make political judgment but to make
good judgment. In this case, the polit-
ical judgment was made that the un-
employed people involved were expend-
able, they could wait, wait for days, if
not weeks, until we get around to a po-
litical debate about the deficit.

I am troubled, too, by the argument
that the Senator believes he is one of
the few stalwarts on the floor of the
Senate when it comes to deficit reduc-
tion. The record suggests he has voted
for two wars under President Bush that
were not paid for, costing the United
States almost $1 trillion, adding di-
rectly to our debt.

The Senator also has supported
eliminating the estate tax on the rich-
est people in America. Certainly, that
is going to blow a hole in any budget
and add to the deficit. The same was
true with the Medicare prescription
drug program. The Senator voted for
that without paying for it, adding at
least $40 billion to the deficit.

You know, those of us who have been
here for a while have cast many votes—
and my critics will find plenty of
things to criticize about my voting
record—but before I would come to the
floor and stop unemployment insur-
ance for people who are wondering
where their next meal is coming from,
I would think twice about saving that
debate so that the victims aren’t the
most helpless people in America who
have lost their job through no fault of
their own.

I urge my colleagues, when this
amendment comes for a vote later this
evening, to think twice. If you vote
with the Senator from Kentucky, who
takes his revenue source from another
bill that we will vote on tomorrow, you
will delay the unemployment checks
again. We will have come up with an-
other excuse to say no.

The Senator from Kentucky has
made it clear he doesn’t believe unem-
ployment compensation is an emer-
gency need in America. I disagree. 1
think we are in an emergency situation
in our economy. I have met with these
unemployed people in my State and
other States. These are desperate peo-
ple. Some have been out of work for 2
years. They may lose everything before
it is all over. I hope they don’t. They
are training for new jobs, they have ex-
hausted their savings and are trying to
keep their families together. A family
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I read about today said they put every-
thing they own in one of those storage
lockers because they lost their home.
They moved from homeless shelters to
live in the back of their car. Is that an
economic emergency? Maybe not to
Members of the Senate, because our
lives are pretty comfortable, but it is
certainly an emergency for those fami-
lies.

The real question in this debate is
who are we are as a Nation? Do we care
about these people, these breadwinners
who are now down on their luck; these
folks who have worked for years and
are now out of work through no fault of
their own, and doing everything they
can legally to find a way to survive or
is it just another political debate, an-
other political issue, another chance to
score a political point at the expense of
some people who really aren’t in a very
strong position to defend themselves?

I just hope tonight we will defeat the
Bunning amendment. Tomorrow, we
will have a chance to put a substantial
downpayment on unemployment bene-
fits and COBRA benefits in the bill
that Chairman BAUCUS brings to the
floor. And I hope we understand that is
the right way to do this. What an
empty victory if we end up voting for
the Bunning amendment and stop un-
employment benefits as a result while
we try to work out differences between
the House and the Senate.

There is a lot more we can do here to
help get this economy moving again.
One of the things that holds us back is
when we get embroiled in these proce-
dural parliamentary tangles that eat
up day after day and week after week,
which leave us frustrated on the floor
of the Senate and people across Amer-
ica angry that we aren’t dealing with
the real issues that count—issues such
as creating jobs, issues such as making
sure that there is affordable health
care for everyone in this country. We
should be dealing with that.

The Senator from Kentucky said:
You know, the majority leader could
have filed cloture, waited 48 hours,
waited another 30 hours. Then we could
have gone through the weekend. For
what purpose? For what purpose? We
have reached the point that was offered
to the Senator from Kentucky from the
start. He is going to get his vote, but a
week has passed. A week has been
wasted—a week where we should have
rolled up our sleeves and done the
things the people of America send us
here to do.

What about the deficit and the debt?
It is serious. The majority leader has
asked me to serve on the deficit com-
mission with Senators BAUCUS and
CONRAD. It is a tough assignment. I
don’t think it is going to be easy to fig-
ure out how to deal with a $14 trillion
debt in this Nation. But I will tell you
this: We will do a lot better with that
national debt if we have a strong na-
tional economy and people back to
work. We will be a lot better off as a
nation if families can keep their kids
in school and folks can get up and go to
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work. This notion that we are somehow
going to balance our national budget
on the backs of unemployed people—
please. Aren’t we better than that as a
nation? I think we are.

Twice last year the Senator from
Kentucky voted to extend unemploy-
ment benefits without paying for them.
Tonight, he insists we pay for them.
Everybody is entitled to change their
mind. When Abraham Lincoln—who
was born in Kentucky, raised in Illi-
nois—was accused by his critics, his
President, of changing his mind, he
said: Yes, I did change my mind. But I
would rather be right some of the time
than wrong all of the time. So we do
change our minds on these issues. But
let’s not change our minds at the ex-
pense of innocent, helpless Americans
who are looking for a helping hand.

If a tornado swept across the State of
Kentucky in the weeks ahead, God for-
bid, and the Senator from Kentucky
came and said we have an emergency
on our hands, I would stand up to help
him, as I believe he would if it hap-
pened to my State. We do that because
we care for one another in this Nation.
We may have political differences—and
there have been plenty of them—but
they shouldn’t be at the expense of our
basic need to deal with the problems
that we face.

The Governor of Kentucky sent Sen-
ator BUNNING a letter and a copy to me.
In the letter, he says:

Facing an unemployment rate of 10.7 per-
cent in Kentucky and 9.7 percent across the
Nation, I urge you to allow passage of H.R.
4691, a vital extension of unemployment ben-
efits to 1.2 million Americans, including tens
of thousands right here in Kentucky.

The Governor of Kentucky, who
wrote to Senator BUNNING, went on to
say:

There are 119,230 Kentuckians currently re-
ceiving benefits through the Federal exten-
sion program. Without a further extension,
14,206 claimants will exhaust all extension
benefits within 2 weeks.

It would take us 2 weeks, if the
Bunning amendment is adopted, to fi-
nally get this done, if we get it done in
that period of time. The Governor went
on to write:

By the end of March, a total of 22,797 Ken-
tuckians will exhaust their benefits; by mid-
April 31,5621 will exhaust their benefits; and
by July 31, the remainder of those receiving
benefits will exhaust them. Beyond the num-
ber of those receiving extension benefits, an-
other 90,000 Kentuckians currently on unem-
ployment insurance will not be eligible for
the Federal extension program at all.

These unemployed Kentuckians come from
hard-working families that have struggled
for months to find new employment in the
greatest economic recession in our lifetime.
They are mothers and fathers who are trying
to put food on the table for their children
and seniors who are trying to pay the rent.

In addition to the extension of unemploy-
ment benefits, this bill also includes impor-
tant extensions of Federal subsidies to pay
health premiums for those unemployed peo-
ple who lost health insurance when they lost
their jobs, current Medicare payment rates
for doctors, flood insurance, and small busi-
ness loans.

The Governor closed his letter to
Senator BUNNING, saying:
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I urge you to reverse your position on this
bill and would welcome any opportunity to
provide you with further information on its
tremendous necessity.

It is signed: Sincerely, Steven L.
Beshear, Governor of Kentucky.

That letter could have come from
any Governor in our Nation. That is
the employment picture and the eco-
nomic picture in my State and so many
States across the Nation.

Please, when we get down to these
budget debates, we should be sensitive
to the fact that there are helpless vic-
tims to some of the procedural moves
made on the floor of the Senate. It is
time for us to stick together—both par-
ties, I hope—in an effort to stand up for
the unemployed and get this economy
back on its feet.

I urge my colleagues to defeat the
Bunning amendment. It will only slow
down the unemployment benefits these
people have been waiting for and are
worried that they may not receive. It
will mean that more and more people
will fall out of coverage and health in-
surance, and it will mean that Medi-
care services won’t be available to sen-
iors across the Nation when doctors de-
cide they are not being reimbursed
enough. Those are some of the basics in
this bill.

The revenue source Senator BUNNING
uses is i