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fraudulent and illegitimate election for
a new parliament that was based on a
sham constitution.

The regime’s intent was clear: keep
the voice of the true leader of Burma
silent long enough to solidify their grip
on power using the false veneer of a
democratic process.

Neither I, the people of Burma, nor
the international community were
fooled.

We all know that the last truly free
parliamentary elections were over-
whelmingly won by Suu Kyi and her
National League for Democracy in 1990,
but annulled by the military junta,
then named the State Law and Order
Restoration Council or SLORC.

In 1992, this military government an-
nounced plans to draft a new constitu-
tion to pave the way for a return to ci-
vilian rule.

Yet the human rights abuses and the
suppression of Suu Kyi and the demo-
cratic opposition continued and no con-
stitution emerged.

In 1997, the junta changed its name
to the State Peace and Development
Council, SPDC, in a vain attempt to
put a more positive spin on its oppres-
sive rule and lack of democratic legit-
imacy in the eyes of its people and the
international community.

Again, nothing changed.

The new constitution was drafted in
secret and without the input of the
democratic opposition led by Suu Kyi
and her National League for Democ-
racy.

It was approved in an illegitimate
referendum held just days after Cy-
clone Nargis devastated the country in
May 2008 setting up elections which
eventually took place in November
2010.

It set aside 25 percent of the seats in
the new 440 seat House of Representa-
tives for the military.

That is in addition to the seats won
in the November, 2010 elections by the
Union Solidarity and Development
Party, which was founded by the mili-
tary junta’s Prime Minister Thein Sein
and 22 of his fellow cabinet members
who resigned from the army to form a
so-called ‘‘civilian’ political party.

The constitution barred Suu Kyi
from running in the parliamentary
elections.

And it forced the National League for
Democracy to shut its doors because it
would not kick Suu Kyi out of the
party.

It should come as no surprise that
the military-backed party won nearly
80 percent of the seats in the new par-
liament.

In addition to preventing Suu Kyi
and the National League for Democ-
racy from competing in the elections,
the regime ensured that no inter-
national monitors would oversee the
elections and journalists would be pro-
hibited from covering the election from
inside Burma.

President Obama correctly stated
that the elections ‘‘were neither free
nor fair, and failed to meet any of the
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internationally accepted standards as-
sociated with legitimate elections.”

The National League for Democracy
described the elections and the forma-
tion of a new government as reducing
“democratization in Burma to a par-
ody.”

Indeed, the new parliament elected
Thein Sein, the last Prime Minister of
the junta’s State Peace and Develop-
ment Council, as Burma’s new presi-
dent.

He is reported to be heavily influ-
enced by Burma’s senior military lead-
er and former head of state, General
Than Shwe.

The names change—the State Law
and Order Restoration Council, the
State Peace and Development Council,
the Union Solidarity and Development
Party—but the faces, the lack of de-
mocracy, the human rights abuses and
the lawlessness remain the same.

So while we celebrate the release of
Aung San Suu Kyi, we recognize that
Burma is not free and the regime has
failed to take the necessary steps to
lift the import ban.

As called for in the original Burmese
Freedom and Democracy Act, we must
stand by the people of Burma and keep
the pressure on the military regime to:
end violations of internationally recog-
nized human rights; release all polit-
ical prisoners; allow freedom of speech
and press; allow freedom of association;
permit the peaceful exercise of reli-
gion; and bring to a conclusion an
agreement between the military re-
gime and the National League for De-
mocracy and Burma’s ethnic minori-
ties on the restoration of a democratic
government.

By every measure, the regime has
failed to make progress in any of these
areas.

We cannot reward the regime for
2,100 political prisoners, the use of
child soldiers or the persecution of eth-
nic minorities. We can’t reward the use
of rape as an instrument of war or the
continued use of torture. And we can’t
reward the use of forced labor or the
wholesale displacement of civilians.

Until the regime changes its behavior
and embraces positive, democratic
change, we have no choice but to press
on with the import ban as a part of a
strong sanctions program.

This must include tough banking
sanctions.

I would like to take this opportunity
to once again urge the administration
to put additional pressure on the ruling
military junta by exercising the au-
thority for additional banking sanc-
tions on its leaders and followers as
mandated by section 5 of the Block
Burmese Junta’s Anti-Democratic Ef-
forts Act.

Some of my colleagues may be con-
cerned about the effectiveness of the
import ban and other sanctions on
Burma and the impact on the people of
Burma.

I understand their concerns. I am dis-
appointed that we have not seen more
progress towards freedom and democ-
racy in Burma.
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But let us listen to the voice of the
democratic opposition in Burma on the
efficacy of sanctions:

A paper released by Aung San Suu
Kyi and the National League for De-
mocracy in February 2011 argues that
sanctions are not targeted at the gen-
eral population and are not to blame
for the economic ills of the country.

Rather, the economy suffers due to
mismanagement, cronyism, corruption
and the lack of the rule of law.

The best way for the Burmese gov-
ernment to get the sanctions lifted, the
paper argues, is to make progress on
democracy, human rights, and the rule
of law. It concludes:

Now more than ever there is an urgent
need to call for an all inclusive political
process. The participation of a broad spec-
trum of political forces is essential to the
achievement of national reconciliation in
Burma. Progress in the democratization
process, firmly grounded in national rec-
onciliation, and the release of political pris-
oners should be central to any consideration
of changes in sanctions policies.

I agree.

So, let us once again do our part and
stand in solidarity with Aung San Suu
Kyi and the people of Burma.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation and vote yes on
the motion to invoke cloture on the
motion to proceed.

I yield the floor.

MORNING BUSINESS

REMEMBERING 9/11

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, yester-
day, Americans across the country
gathered to remember the thousands of
innocent lives that were taken so cru-
elly and indiscriminately in the ter-
rorist attacks on September 11, 2001.
Although a decade has passed, I vividly
remember that tragic day. I was right
here in Washington when American
Airlines flight 77 struck the Pentagon.
It was a defining moment for our coun-
try. Congress acted swiftly to create a
fund to aid victims of the attacks, and
we worked in a bipartisan manner to
update our laws to counter these new
enemies. In the years since September
11, 2001, the threat that violent extrem-
ists pose to America has endured, if not
increased. Fortunately, the increased
attention to preventing terrorist at-
tacks by both the Bush and Obama ad-
ministrations has prevented another
large scale attack, and foiled numerous
plots.

As we remember the victims of the
September 11 attacks, and the soldiers
and National Guard members who we
have lost in the wars in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, we should also reflect on
the lessons we have learned. In the
aftermath of this tragedy, it became
clear that turf battles between Federal
law enforcement and intelligence agen-
cies, and a resulting lack of informa-
tion sharing between these agencies,
contributed to the failures that al-
lowed the hijackers to enter the coun-
try and evade authorities. In addition,
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the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
FBI, possessed deficient and outdated
technology. It suffered from a woeful
lack of skilled translators in key lan-
guages, and did not have sufficient
numbers of counterterrorism analysts
to swiftly absorb and comprehend in-
telligence information. Each of these
factors contributed to the Govern-
ment’s failure to connect the dots prior
to the attacks.

Faced with these issues and a new
type of threat, our law enforcement
and intelligence agencies were forced
to adapt. Over the past decade, I have
worked to ensure that our Federal
agencies have the tools they need to
make our borders more secure, improve
our intelligence gathering, track down
terrorists, and bring them to justice.
Having expedited the hiring of trans-
lators and armed with upgraded tech-
nology, the FBI can now operate and
communicate more efficiently. I have
also supported efforts to refine govern-
ment surveillance authority to allow
agencies to gather the information
they need to prevent additional at-
tacks.

However, along with these expanded
authorities, I have also worked to in-
clude essential oversight and account-
ability measures to ensure that these
new powers do not go unchecked. The
most intrusive surveillance authorities
of the USA PATRIOT Act are subject
to sunsets, which require Congress to
revisit how the authorities have been
used. Combined with inspector general
audits and public reporting require-
ments, the American people and Con-
gress can regularly scrutinize the use
of these surveillance tools. The impor-
tance of oversight and supervision of
Government powers to protect civil lib-
erties was important before September
11, 2001, and even more critical after.
While I firmly believe in keeping our
Nation safe, relinquishing our freedoms
and values will only weaken our ability
to fight terrorism.

Ten years after September 11, 2001,
the ability of our intelligence commu-
nity to collect and analyze information
has drastically improved. However, de-
spite these improvements, we have vast
amounts of information that can be-
come overwhelming and lead to lapses
in national security, such as the shoot-
ings at Fort Hood and the attempted
Christmas Day bombing in 2009. As
chairman of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, I remain committed to ensur-
ing that we continue to adapt and re-
spond to evolving threats in order to
keep this country safe from another
terrorist attack, while upholding the
rule of law and protecting critical civil
liberties and privacy protections.

Although some of the national secu-
rity policies and tactics of the past
decade have caused divisiveness and
controversy, President Obama deliv-
ered news on May 1, in which all Amer-
icans could take comfort. Justice had
finally been served to Osama bin Laden
for his atrocities. While the death of
Osama bin Laden will never bring all of
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his victims back, we hope that it may
help bring closure to all those who still
grieve over their loss. The hard work of
our brave American service members,
who have sacrificed so much, made this
mission a success for the benefit of an
entire country.

As we commemorate the sacrifices of
so many that took place 10 years ago
and in the wars since, we must con-
tinue to dedicate ourselves to uphold-
ing and strengthening the principles
and values that define our democratic
Nation. That is what distinguishes us
from those who attacked us on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, it is what ultimately
enable us to defeat them, and it is what
people around the world expect from
us.

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President,
throughout this past week, Americans
are observing the 10th anniversary of
the September 11 terrorist attacks on
our Nation. As we have properly done
s0 many times since that horrific day,
we remember and honor the innocent
who perished in the Twin Towers, at
the Pentagon, and in Shanksville, PA.
We remember and honor the many
brave men and women who have sac-
rificed their lives to defend this great
country, from the heroes of flight 93, to
the first responders and members of
our military and intelligence commu-
nity. We share in the grief still endured
by so many families whose lives were
permanently changed by this attack,
and we resolve that their sacrifices will
not be in vain.

In the wake of 9/11, one question has
been asked repeatedly, but has yet to
be answered completely: how can we
better protect our homeland from an-
other attack? As with so many difficult
questions, finding an answer must
begin with the acknowledgment that
something went terribly wrong. Many
experts, within and outside the govern-
ment, have studied the intelligence
failures leading up to 9/11. Certainly,
there were clear warnings that our na-
tional security was at risk, including
the first World Trade Center attack,
the East Africa Embassy bombings,
and the attack on the USS Cole. We all
know those warnings were not heeded,
mistakes were made, intelligence was
not connected as it should have been,
and our policies simply did not reflect
the serious threat we were, and indeed
still are, facing.

We often hear that, as a government,
we have made a lot of progress in pre-
venting another attack. The operation
that killed Osama bin Laden showcased
the progress that our military and in-
telligence community have made in
working together to neutralize terror-
ists. Just as the disruption of the plot
to attack the New York subway system
in 2009 demonstrated the continuing
transformation of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation from a criminally-fo-
cused law enforcement agency to a full
member of the intelligence commu-
nity.

But, our record in preventing ter-
rorist attacks here at home has not
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been perfect. In 2009, fourteen service-
members were Kkilled in attacks on
military facilities in Little Rock, AR,
and Fort Hood, TX. Christmas Day 2009
brought the attempted bombing of an
airplane over the skies of Detroit, an
attack that if successful would likely
have killed, at a minimum, all 289 peo-
ple on board. A few months later, dis-
aster was averted in Times Square only
because explosives inside a vehicle
failed to ignite.

Our successes and failures since 9/11
can teach us a lot about what we are
doing right and where we must do bet-
ter. First and foremost, we must all re-
main vigilant. I have heard it repeated
in recent months, especially since the
death of Osama bin Laden, that al-
Qaida has been marginalized and they
are not the threat they once were. In
certain respects, this is accurate, but
as we saw just this past weekend with
the heightened concern that al-Qaida
operatives would attack New York City
or Washington, DC, al-Qaida remains a
threat. We must also remember that
al-Qaida has many facets and none of
them are benign. We know that al-
Qaida in the Arabian Peninsula today
represents the biggest threat to our
homeland and they are continually
seeking new recruits, especially among
our own citizens and former Guanta-
namo detainees. Their new status
manifested itself with the Christmas
Day bombing attempt, for which they
immediately claimed responsibility.

Our country faces many different
threats, from terrorism to hostile na-
tion states to cyber attacks. We cannot
afford to grow complacent or undo the
progress we have made. I have heard
too often that the intelligence commu-
nity ‘‘can live with” changes to the
PATRIOT Act, the FISA Amendments
Act, or other classified authorities that
are vital to preventing terrorist at-
tacks. Prior to 9/11, we forced the intel-
ligence community to ‘‘live with”
many unnecessary restrictions and I
believe that is a gamble we can no
longer afford to take.

Second, we must ensure that the
same mistakes that contributed to the
September 11 attacks are not repeated.
Following the failed Christmas Day at-
tack, the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee conducted an in-depth review to
determine what intelligence there was
leading up to the attack. The com-
mittee concluded that there were sys-
temic breakdowns across the intel-
ligence community that contributed to
the failure to identify the threat posed
by the Christmas Day bomber. Senator
BURR and I submitted additional views
to the report noting that some of the
very same intelligence failures identi-
fied by the committee were also cited
as failures leading up to 9/11, including
a lack of aggressive analysis and insuf-
ficient technology to facilitate sharing
and analysis of information.
Compounding our concerns was the
fact that the National Counterterror-
ism Center, NCTC, created in response
to 9/11, still did not seem to understand
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its statutory responsibility to inte-
grate and analyze all terrorism-related
intelligence. After so many years—and
so much effort to reform the old ways
of doing business—repeating the same
mistakes is not an option. I am encour-
aged that, since the committee’s re-
port, NCTC has taken concrete steps
towards meeting this responsibility
and I am committed to ensuring they
continue on this path.

I am also committed to ensuring that
we do not retreat from the progress
made in improving information shar-
ing. Following 9/11 there were con-
certed efforts to remove stovepipes
within the intelligence community and
get the information to analysts who
needed it. Unfortunately, some of the
old tendencies to restrict intelligence
are recurring, particularly amid con-
cerns about Wikileaks. I share the
anger about the many leaks of classi-
fied information that have jeopardized
successful intelligence programs, such
as the Terrorist Surveillance Program
and the CIA’s interrogation program.
But we must be careful not to over-
react by restricting access to informa-
tion that analysts need to do their
jobs.

Third, our policies and laws must
promote effective intelligence collec-
tion, specifically with respect to de-
tainees and foreign intelligence sur-
veillance laws. Since the President or-
dered the closure of the detention facil-
ity at Guantanamo Bay in January
2009, our nation has been without a
clear policy for detaining suspected
terrorists. Without such a policy, in-
cluding one that identifies a facility
for holding terrorists captured outside
Afghanistan, the intelligence commu-
nity’s ability to conduct intelligence
interrogations is being severely lim-
ited. I recognize that there is no one-
size-fits-all solution for handling ter-
rorists, but our detention policies must
foster full intelligence collection, be-
fore any prosecution begins. Yet our
default seems to be that terrorists,
such as the Christmas Day bomber,
should be treated like ordinary crimi-
nals, given their Miranda rights, and
prosecuted in Federal court, with all
the protections enjoyed by criminal de-
fendants. This means the opportunity
for any interrogation, much less one
that allows for in-depth intelligence
questions, may be very short lived.

The bottom line is that the intel-
ligence community cannot conduct ef-
fective interrogations without an es-
tablished policy that includes a place
for those interrogations to occur.
While the administration maintains its
intent to close Guantanamo Bay, I be-
lieve the facility there which I have
visited and found to be impressive re-
mains the best option for holding ter-
rorists, like Ahmed Abdulkadir
Warsame, captured off the coast of
Yemen and transferred for prosecution
after only 60 days of interrogation.
Many of my colleagues, as well as the
American people, have made clear that
bringing suspected terrorists into the
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United States is not a good solution.
Moreover, Khalid Sheikh Mohammed
and the other terrorists housed at
Guantanamo Bay are not likely to
leave there any time soon, especially
as the recidivism rate among former
detainees continues to rise. But regard-
less of whether Guantanamo or another
facility outside the United States is se-
lected, it is well past time for the
President to come up with a long-term
detention policy that allows for full
and effective intelligence collection.
Many of my colleagues and I have been
asking for this policy, with no success.
Quite simply, our intelligence commu-
nity cannot afford further delays. Con-
gress must stand ready to pass legisla-
tion that ensures our intelligence in-
terrogations of suspected terrorists are
not cut short because of arbitrary
timelines or potential criminal pro-
ceedings.

Congress must also make permanent
the remaining provisions in the USA
PATRIOT Act and the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act that are sub-
ject to sunsets. Continually revisiting
these laws because of arbitrary sunsets
does not facilitate oversight, especially
when we know that there have been no
intentional abuses of these authorities.
Moreover, each time we get into a pub-
lic debate about how some of our most
sensitive intelligence collection au-
thorities are used, our enemies learn
that much more about our methods.
We know they pay attention to our
laws and readjust their own commu-
nication methods in order to defeat our
surveillance. This makes the intel-
ligence community’s job that much
harder. We cannot expect intelligence
analysts to put together vital pieces of
information if we do not collect the in-
formation in the first place. It is time
for Congress to give them permanent
tools to do their jobs.

Our Nation, our families, and our
communities have suffered tremen-
dously because of the September 11 ter-
rorist attacks. We must not forget that
suffering, nor should we ever lose sight
of the failures that prevented us from
averting this tragedy in the first place.
We must remain vigilant. Our Nation is
fortunate to be blessed with out-
standing men and women in the armed
forces and our intelligence community
who serve tirelessly to protect and de-
fend us, wherever the threat. We owe
them our thanks and our support. As
we remember those who have sacrificed
so much in this fight against ter-
rorism, we must resolve to do all that
is possible to protect and preserve our
great Nation and our way of life.

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize the 10th anniversary
of September 11, 2001.

This year, like every year that has
passed since, our nation reflects back
on the horrific attacks that cost the
lives of 2,977 men, women, and children
in New York, Pennsylvania, and at the
Pentagon, and on the brave men and
women who have laid their lives down
since then in defense of the freedoms
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and security we so often take for
granted.

These coordinated attacks on our Na-
tion had such a profound impact on our
society and our world view that we now
look at our recent history in two dif-
ferent phases, pre-9/11 and post-9/11.
They made us more aware of the
threats that we face as a nation, and
they woke us up to the cold reality
that the things we hold most dear as
Americans are the very things that
make us a target for terrorism.

However, these attacks and our col-
lective response had a much deeper,
more profound impact than that—they
brought us together in a way that
nothing else has since the Second
World War, and they underscored the
same spirit that has characterized our
Nation and its citizens since America’s
founding. It is this spirit that truly
sets America apart and makes us
unique. It is a sense of perseverance
and determination, a loyalty to our fel-
low Americans, and the willingness to
risk it all for what we believe in. This
spirit was forged in the fires of revolu-
tion, grew strong in the face of adver-
sity, and has defined the character of
our Nation since its inception.

These attacks were not just directed
at buildings and people. They were
meant to hit us at our core, to attack
our very way of life and everything we
stand for. They sought to instill fear
and doubt in us, but they failed. They
sought to intimidate us and disrupt our
communities, but they failed. What
they did was bind us together in a uni-
fied front to stand up to these injus-
tices and push forward with the same
spirit and character that the terrorists
sought to destroy. We stood together,
and in one collective voice said, “We
will not be intimidated, and we will not
be held down. We are Americans, and
we stand together.”

Ten years have passed since that
fateful September morning, and not an
American alive at the time will ever
forget the horrors of that day. Those
whom we lost will remain in our hearts
forever, and images of the aftermath
are permanently engrained in our
memories. We came together to cope
with a national tragedy and were re-
minded not of those things that divide
us, but of those things that unify us. In
the wake of tragedy, we found hope.

Though a decade has passed since
then, I urge all Americans to look back
to the days and weeks that followed 9/
11 and remember that sense of unity
and patriotism that was so prevalent.
Though it is our diversity and dif-
ferences that, in part, make us such a
great and unique Nation, it is our com-
mon bonds that make us Americans.
Let us put our differences aside and
once again focus on those things that
bind us, for we are all Americans, and
we will forever be one nation under
God.
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HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES

SPECIALIST DENNIS G. JENSEN

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr.
President, I rise today to pay tribute
SPC Dennis G. Jensen and his heroic
service to our country. A member of
the South Dakota National Guard, Spc.
Jensen was serving in support of Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom. On August 16,
2011, he died of injuries sustained as a
result of a bridge construction accident
in Helmand Province, Afghanistan.

A 2009 graduate of Vermillion High
School, SPC Jensen enlisted in the Na-
tional Guard’s 211th Engineer Company
in May 2008. In May 2011, SPC Jensen
volunteered to deploy to Afghanistan
with the National Guard’s 200th Engi-
neer Company. It is a special person
who is willing to deploy outside of his
unit; SPC Jensen’s courage and per-
sonal sacrifice is commendable. SPC
Jensen’s service commendations in-
clude the National Defense Service
Medal, Global ar on Terrorism Service
Medal, Afghanistan Campaign Medal,
NATO Medal, Armed Forces Reserve
Medal, Overseas Service Ribbon, and
the Army Service Ribbon.

SPC Jensen will be remembered for
his selfless service to our country and
his willingness to put the needs of oth-
ers before his own. He will be deeply
missed by those who survive him: his
father Glenn Jensen, mother Christine
Bestgen, and sister Melissa Jensen.

SPC Jensen made the ultimate sac-
rifice for his soldiers and his country.
Our Nation owes him a debt of grati-
tude, and the best way to honor his life
is to emulate his commitment to our
country. Mr. President, I join with all
South Dakotans in expressing my deep-
est sympathy to the family and friends
of SPC Dennis Jensen. He will be
missed, but his service to our Nation
will never be forgotten.

——————

THIS FOR DIPLOMATS

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I would
like to congratulate THIS for Dip-
lomats of Washington, DC, on its 50th
anniversary. Established in 1961, and
formerly known as The Hospitality and
Information Service, THIS has wel-
comed diplomats and their families
from around the world to the Nation’s
Capital. Understanding the power of
exchange, THIS continues to provide
enriching educational, informational
and cultural experiences.

In the past year, THIS’ 300 volunteers
donated 20,000 hours to provide 65 pro-
grams and 208 language and cultural
exchanges with 1734 diplomats. Pro-
grams included seminars on American
government; visits to the Supreme
Court, White House, Pentagon, Library
of Congress, private art collections,
performances at the Kennedy Center,
as well as a Sports in America series.
Language conversation groups included
Arabic, French, German, Italian, Japa-
nese, Spanish, Turkish, and English.

Diplomats and their families from all
over the world speak of how important
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THIS has been to their adjustment to
and appreciation of the United States.
Congratulations to THIS for Diplomats
and its volunteers around the world on
50 years of service in advocating peace,
tolerance, and prosperity.

———
TRIBUTE TO PETER VAN OOT

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it is a
great pleasure to call the Senate’s at-
tention to the economic development
contributions of Peter Van Oot, a
friend and former member of my staff.
Pete, a native of Westminster, VT, has
long served his community and our
State with dedication and enthusiasm.
Through his work with the Brattleboro
Economic Development Credit Cor-
poration board, and, more recently, the
Green Mountain Economic Develop-
ment Corporation, Pete has worked
tirelessly to create jobs and to promote
our local economy. Named Volunteer of
the Year by the Northeast Economic
Development Association, Pete was re-
cently recognized for his hard work,
and I take this opportunity to offer
him my congratulations. I ask unani-
mous consent that an August 8 article
highlighting  his work, in the
Brattleboro Reformer, be printed in the
RECORD.

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

LOCAL LAWYER RECOGNIZED FOR HIS
COMMITMENT TO ECONOMIC GROWTH
[From the Brattleboro Reformer, Aug. 8,
2011]

(By Josh Stilts)

BRATTLEBORO.—Peter D. Van Oot’s said his
vision of a healthy community starts with a
strong local economy. Because of this com-
mitment and his unwavering focus, which he
attributes to his father, Van Oot was named
Volunteer of the Year by the Northeast Eco-
nomic Development Association.

Without access to good paying, secure jobs,
the education system falters and it can eas-
ily lead to social injustice, he said.

“When mom and dad don’t have a job any-
more, bad things can happen,” he said.

That’s why in his 20s, Van Oot dedicated
his spare time to establishing outlets for
businesses to grow and to figure out ways to
draw large employers to the area.

Van Oot grew up in Westminster and said
he can remember when there were plenty of
jobs and how much happier the residents
seemed. After earning his law degree, he re-
turned to the area and began working at
Downs Rachlin Martin PLLC and nearly si-
multaneously started volunteering on the
United Way of Windham County board.

“I realized quickly that if we didn’t work
to shore up the Windham County economy,
all the organizations would be for naught,”
Van Oot said. “Without good-paying jobs and
a solid local economy you lose the base of
the community.”

As unemployment rises, the strains on or-
ganizations such as the United Way and
Youth Services becomes almost too much, he
said.

About a decade ago he shifted his focus and
began serving on the Brattleboro Economic
Development Credit Corporation board.

“My interest really became how do we
bring jobs to the area to fulfill the ones that
left and bolster the economy,”” Van Oot said.
“It was a fantastic organization to work
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with. In the past two years we really did
some great work. We’ve had economic devel-
opment success with Grafton Cheese’s retail
store and brining in the Common Wealth Yo-
gurt factory.”

Not only do those businesses provide good
paying jobs, they’re also using Vermont
based resources, Van Oot said.

““It really helps to fill the economic gaps,”’
he said. ‘‘Like in golf, we need to fill in the
divots.”

Van Oot said there’s a lot of people who
have done and are doing what he does but
urged younger people to get involved.

“Brattleboro had always been known as a
community that had people who were in-
volved in the economy, in rotary clubs and
boards like the United Way,” he said. ‘“‘But
now it’s much more difficult to get younger
business people involved in these types of ac-
tivities.”

He added that reaching out to young entre-
preneurs has already started to bear fruit.

“Look at what they’re doing with the
BDCC small business competitions,” Van Oot
said. “What a great way to get people in-
volved.”

Jeff Lewis, executive director of the
Brattleboro Economic Development Credit
Corporation, said Van Oot was a champion of
growing the local economy.

‘“Pete worked tirelessly to promote eco-
nomic development in southern Vermont
during his many years in Brattleboro,”
Lewis said. ‘“‘His focus and leadership helped
the organization create dynamic strategy
that addressed widespread economic decline
in the region.”

Lewis added that Van Oot transformed the
board’s membership, created a robust public
policy, orchestrated annual plan reviews and
developed a BDCC CEO council.

“BDCC now annually exceeds its goals for
economic development and its own financial
stability,” Lewis said. ‘‘Based on Pete’s
work with the board, BDCC is now leading a
regional strategy project looking to address
long-term job and population loss, and the
prospective loss of the region’s largest em-
ployer.”

In the last couple of years Van Oot has
transitioned from his Brattleboro office to
the firm’s Lebanon location, and it was there
he got involved with another group, the
Green Mountain Economic Development Cor-
poration, which is similarly focused on cre-
ating community through jobs.

‘““Pete has brought that same deep level of
commitment to his role on the board at
GMEDC (that he had in Brattleboro),” said
Joan Goldstein, the group’s executive direc-
tor. ““‘Leadership of this type ought to be rec-
ognized and I am pleased that NEDA saw it
the same way we did.”

Van Oot will be presented his award at the
NED’s annual meeting on Oct. 24 at the Sher-
aton Hotel in Burlington.

—————

NATIONAL FETAL ALCOHOL SPEC-
TRUM DISORDERS AWARENESS
DAY

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr.
President, today I rise to recognize
September 9, 2011, as National Fetal
Alcohol Spectrum Disorders Awareness
Day. Fetal alcohol spectrum disorders,
FASD, is an umbrella term describing
the varied range of alcohol-related
birth defects that may result from the
use of alcohol during pregnancy. The
effects of this disorder may involve
mental, behavioral, and/or learning dis-
abilities. FASD is the leading known
cause of preventable cognitive impair-
ment in America. It is estimated FASD
effects 1 in 100 live births each year.
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