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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable 
JEANNE SHAHEEN, a Senator from the 
State of New Hampshire. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal Spirit, Your kingdom is 

above all earthly kingdoms. 
Empower the Members of this body 

with the wisdom, courage, and strength 
needed for our times. Infuse them with 
a passion to act in ways that honor 
Your Name. Preserve their health and 
strength by Your mercy and power, and 
may they find Your grace sufficient for 
every need. 

Lord, bless also the citizens of this 
great land. Give them the wisdom to 
pray for our governmental leaders so 
that all people may live quiet and 
peaceful lives in all goodness and holi-
ness. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. INOUYE). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, May 10, 2011. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 

appoint the Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN, a 
Senator from the State of New Hampshire, 
to perform the duties of the Chair. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
President pro tempore. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader. 

Mr. REID. I note the absence of a 
quorum. 

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

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 
Mr. REID. Madam President, fol-

lowing leader remarks, the Senate will 
be in a period of morning business until 
5 p.m. today. The majority will control 
the first 30 minutes and the Repub-
licans will control the next 30 minutes. 
The Senate will recess from 12:30 until 
2:15 today for our weekly caucus meet-
ings. 

We are working to set up the debate 
and vote on the nomination of Edward 
Chen to be a district judge from the 
State of California. Senators will be 
notified when that vote is going to be 
scheduled. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The minority leader is recog-
nized. 

SOLVING CHALLENGES 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
later today the President is expected to 
speak in El Paso about our Nation’s 
immigration policy. Getting immigra-
tion policy right is one of the more dif-
ficult challenges we face as a nation, 
and Republicans are committed to 
meeting it. As with most serious chal-
lenges, however, the only way we will 
make progress is by working on a solu-
tion that is acceptable to both parties. 
For Republicans, that means the Presi-
dent will have to present a plan that 
takes amnesty off the table and focuses 
instead on making a real commitment 
to border and internal security. If the 
President does these two things, he 
will find strong bipartisan support. If 
he doesn’t, he won’t. 

Another difficult challenge we are 
solving only by working together is 
bringing down the Nation’s debt. To 
that end, Members of both parties met 
with the Vice President last week at 
Blair House. The participants had what 
all sides agreed was a productive meet-
ing, and they will meet again this 
afternoon. Unfortunately, there still 
seems to be a serious disconnect be-
tween the two parties on this issue. 
There are still those on the other side 
who think we can put off difficult deci-
sions until after the next Presidential 
election or even beyond. Republicans 
strongly disagree. In our view, doing 
nothing about the debt would be far 
more dangerous in the long run than 
failing to raise the debt ceiling. I have 
said this before, and Speaker BOEHNER 
reiterated the point yesterday in New 
York. The warning bells are simply too 
loud to ignore this crisis any longer, 
and the debt limit debate presents us 
with a prime opportunity for meaning-
ful, positive action. 

If the last financial crisis taught us 
anything, it is that we can’t afford to 
play with fire when it comes to eco-
nomic forces this great. We need to get 
serious now before the crisis we know 
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is coming. That means entitlement re-
form needs to be on the table. This is a 
serious crisis. We must do something 
serious. Entitlement reform needs to 
be a part of it. That is the only way we 
will send a message to the world that 
we are actually willing to make the 
tough decisions needed to get our fiscal 
house in order. That is the only way 
the markets, the American people, and 
the rest of the world—especially those 
who hold so much of our debt—will be-
lieve we are on the right track. 

As we prepare for a second round of 
talks, I would renew the call to get se-
rious about this looming crisis and do 
something serious. I renew my pledge 
this morning to do what it takes to 
make sure we avert it without raising 
taxes or building in automatic tax in-
creases in the future which would only 
destroy jobs. We can avert this crisis 
without doing harm to the economy or 
slowing down any economic recovery. 
That means no tax hikes now, and it 
means not rewarding the failure of a 
future Congress with automatic access 
to more taxpayer dollars. Above all, it 
means serious reforms. We need to 
summon the courage to make some 
tough decisions right now. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader. 
f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 

Mr. REID. Madam President, briefly, 
first to comment on immigration re-
form, we have spent a great deal of 
time on the Senate floor the last two 
Congresses dealing with immigration 
reform. We worked hard in coming up 
with a solution, and we have a solu-
tion. We were working with President 
Bush toward coming up with a solution 
to immigration reform. The problem 
was that even President Bush—even 
President Bush—could not get his Re-
publican colleagues to join with us in 
doing something about immigration re-
form. 

Our immigration system is broken, 
and it needs to be fixed. But it is so im-
portant that the President in El Paso 
today talks about the need for immi-
gration reform because he knows and 
we all know, as even President Bush 
knew, that immigration reform is nec-
essary. The problem is that we can’t 
get Republicans here in the Senate to 
help us. It is quite simple. 

We know we have to do something 
about border security. We have done a 
lot in that regard. Have we done 
enough? No. There is more that can be 
done, but we have done a lot in that di-
rection, and rightfully so. Just within 
the last year or so, we provided $650 
billion for more border security. That 
was on a bipartisan basis. We passed 
that. That was important. 

We also have to do something about 
our guest worker program. At any one 
given time, we have thousands and 
thousands of guest workers here. Why? 
Because it is necessary, and it has been 
for a long time. Take the Chesapeake 

Bay. We have learned that we have peo-
ple who come in—seasonal workers— 
who can do the work on the clams and 
the stuff on the great Chesapeake Bay. 
We have about 1.5 million agricultural 
workers in our country, and we have a 
system that doesn’t work even for 
them. We have to do this. Our agricul-
tural industry depends on it. 

We also have in our country today 11 
million people who are undocumented. 
There isn’t anybody with an ounce of 
common sense who thinks we can de-
port 11 million people. We can’t do it 
fiscally, and we can’t do it physically. 
Therefore, we should do something 
about the 11 million people who are 
here. How should we do that? Put them 
on a pathway to legalization. It doesn’t 
mean amnesty. It means that they 
would pay penalties and fines, that 
they would go to the back of the line, 
not the front of the line. They would 
have to learn English. They would have 
to stay out of trouble. They would have 
to pay taxes. There are certain things 
they would be required to do. 

Finally, we have to do something 
about the unworkable employer sanc-
tion provision that was put into the 
1986 law. It hasn’t worked. Prior to 
that time, the burden was on the gov-
ernment to make sure people who came 
to work throughout America were 
legal. We shifted that responsibility to 
employers. They can’t do that. It is a 
catch-22 now. The way the law is set up 
now simply doesn’t work. We have, 
since 1986, computerization which has 
taken over much of the world, and 
through that we can work toward hav-
ing an employer sanction program in 
our country that will work. 

My point is that President Obama 
should be commended for talking about 
immigration reform. It is necessary. 

My friend the Republican leader 
should also understand that we have 
tried, and for our Republican people to 
talk about immigration reform and not 
vote accordingly is something the peo-
ple of America have witnessed now for 
many years. 

f 

OIL COMPANY SUBSIDIES 

Mr. REID. Madam President, saving 
money requires a lot of very difficult 
choices: Which programs do we cut in 
these tough times? Which priorities are 
more important than others? As we 
have seen in the Senate and across the 
country over the last few months, a lot 
of people have a lot of different an-
swers to these questions. 

Democrats believe we have to get our 
spending under control, and we have to 
look at what needs to be cut. But we 
need to have a fair program, one that 
looks at what we are going to do long 
term with the equities of our spending 
programs. We have to look at what we 
do with revenues to make sure they are 
fair and balanced. So there are a lot of 
choices. 

My friend, the Speaker of the House, 
gave a speech last night in New York. 
He talked about raising the debt limit 

and some of the things he thinks would 
be necessary in order to get that done. 
But I would direct the attention of my 
friend, the Speaker, to one way it 
would go very quickly to solving some 
of these problems. We know there is 
waste in the Federal budget and the 
Tax Code, but what I want to direct the 
attention of my friend, the Speaker, to 
is these five big oil companies. 

We, as taxpayers, are giving billions 
and billions of dollars every year to 
these companies—billions every year. 
Every cent of it is taxpayer money to 
oil companies that already are more 
than successful. 

These oil companies made $36 billion 
in profits during the first quarter of 
this year. I repeat that: $36 billion in 
profits during the first quarter of this 
year. ExxonMobil alone made 70 per-
cent more this year than they did last 
year. Exxon holds the record for mak-
ing more than any corporation in the 
history of our country in years past. 
These oil companies, I repeat, made $36 
billion in the first quarter. 

The industry’s $36 billion in quar-
terly profits means they are making 
about $12 billion a month or $4 billion 
a week, and yet the U.S. Government is 
giving these companies billions of dol-
lars in corporate welfare every year. 
That is unnecessary. Why are tax-
payers on the hook for oil companies 
that are doing just fine on their own? 

If we are serious about reducing the 
deficit, what an easy place to start, I 
say to my friend, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. It is a no- 
brainer. Let’s use these savings from 
these taxpayer giveaways to drive 
down the deficit, not drive up the prof-
its of oil companies. 

We need to make one thing very 
clear: Wasteful subsidies have nothing 
to do with gas prices. These oil hand-
outs have existed for decades. Prices 
have continued to rise. Oil executives’ 
paychecks have also continued to rise. 

In the State of Alaska they are pay-
ing $8 or $9 a gallon for gasoline. In the 
State of California, there are places 
where you pay as much as $5 a gallon 
for gasoline. Here at an Exxon station 
along the waterfront, I looked out the 
other day, and the gas prices there 
were within a few cents of being $5 a 
gallon. That is in our Nation’s Capital. 
So that money Americans are paying 
at the pump is not related to those sub-
sidies I have talked about, but those 
profits are proof enough they do not 
need them. The companies do not need 
those subsidies. Even big oil CEOs, 
such as the head of Shell, and Repub-
licans in Congress—even my friend, the 
Speaker—have said on occasion these 
subsidies are not necessary. 

Some of our conservative colleagues 
have a hard time stomaching giving a 
hand to those who need it the most. 
But we should all agree—in the inter-
est of fairness, common sense, and sav-
ing taxpayer money—that we cannot 
continue with this corporate welfare to 
those big oil companies that need it 
the least. That is a good place to start. 
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