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Masked gunmen shouting ‘‘Allahu akbar!’’ 

stormed the Paris offices of a satirical news-
paper Wednesday, killing 12 people before es-
caping. It was France’s deadliest terror at-
tack in at least two decades. 

With a manhunt on, French President 
Francois Hollande called the attack on the 
Charlie Hebdo weekly . . . ‘‘a terrorist at-
tack without a doubt.’’ He said several other 
attacks have been thwarted in France ‘‘in re-
cent weeks.’’ 

France raised its security alert to the 
highest level and reinforced protective meas-
ures at houses of worship, stores, media of-
fices and transportation. Top government of-
ficials were holding an emergency meeting 
and Hollande planned a nationally televised 
address in the evening. Schools closed their 
doors. 

World leaders including President Barack 
Obama and German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel condemned the attack, but sup-
porters of the militant Islamic State group 
celebrated the slayings as well-deserved re-
venge against France. 

This event in Paris recalls what we 
lived through not that long ago when 
the United States—on September 11, 
2001—was attacked by terrorists and 
more than 3,000 innocent Americans 
lost their lives in New York, in Wash-
ington, and in the countryside of Penn-
sylvania. Many of us recall that at that 
moment—that sad, awful moment— 
people around the world rallied to 
stand with the United States in our 
grief and in our determination for jus-
tice. We particularly remember that 
the people of France did that, and they 
spoke out in one voice saying they 
were going to be by our side in this 
battle against terrorism. I think it is 
appropriate today that we follow suit, 
that we join in that same spirit. ‘‘A ce 
moment tragique, nous sommes tous 
Parisiens, nous sommes tous 
Francais.’’ 

Let us all work together not only to 
bring justice to this horrible situa-
tion—this attack on free press in 
France—but let us also work together 
to bring an end to terrorism in our 
time. We can work with our allies and 
friends in France to achieve that goal. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PAUL). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

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

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

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

CONGRATULATING SENATOR PAT-
RICK LEAHY ON 40 YEARS IN 
THE U.S. SENATE 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, 40 years 

ago this week, a young prosecutor from 
Vermont was sworn into the Senate. 
He was part of a historic group of law-
makers often referred to as the ‘‘Wa-
tergate babies.’’ Today that man is 
President pro tempore emeritus as well 
as the most senior Member of the Sen-
ate. It is an honor to serve with him 
and to recognize Senator PATRICK 
LEAHY for reaching this historic mile-
stone. 

PATRICK LEAHY remains the youngest 
Senator—and the only Democratic Sen-
ator—ever sent to this body by the peo-
ple of his home State of Vermont. But 
that is not what makes PATRICK LEAHY 
exceptional. What makes him excep-
tional is the fact that he is a consensus 
builder—a thoughtful man committed 
to making government work better. It 
has been a privilege for me to work 
closely with Senator LEAHY serving on 
the Senate Judiciary Committee. 

As a member of that committee since 
1979 and for many years as chairman, 
Senator LEAHY made a profound mark 
on America’s system of justice. He has 
voted on the nominations of every sit-
ting member of the U.S. Supreme 
Court. He has fought to preserve the 
balance between liberty and security 
during especially difficult times. Sen-
ator LEAHY has also fought to make 
America’s respect for human rights a 
cornerstone of our Nation’s foreign pol-
icy. He has been a leader in the global 
effort to ban antipersonnel landmines. 
He championed the ‘‘Leahy Law’’ to 
prevent U.S. tax dollars from bene-
fiting human rights abusers abroad. He 
was a leader in recent efforts to free 
U.S. citizen Alan Gross from a Cuban 
jail and in the modernization of our 
Nation’s policy toward that island. 

One last point, PAT LEAHY is also, al-
most certainly, the biggest ‘‘Dead 
Head’’ in the Senate. Twenty years 
ago, he invited his good friend, Jerry 
Garcia—the lead guitarist for the 
Grateful Dead—to join him for lunch 
here in the Capitol. Two other mem-
bers of the band came, too: drummer 
Mickey Hart and bass player Phil Lesh. 
As one might imagine, this unusual 
foursome created a bit of a stir in the 
Senate Dining Room. Then in walked 
Senator Strom Thurmond of South 
Carolina. Ever the bridgebuilder, Sen-
ator LEAHY walked over to Senator 
Thurmond and said: ‘‘Please join us. 
There’s someone I want you to meet.’’ 

It is a story worth pondering as we 
begin the 114th Congress. If we could 
all be so open to creating unlikely alli-
ances, there is no telling what we 
might achieve in the next 2 years. 

Again, I thank my friend Senator 
LEAHY on his 40 years of service to the 
people of Vermont, America, and to the 
great causes that face our generation. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

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

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

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

f 

RESTORING THE SENATE’S 
GREATNESS 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to address the state of the Sen-
ate and how to restore its greatness. 

Yesterday, I was sworn in as the 
President pro tempore. Although there 
have been some notable exceptions 
throughout history, the modern prac-
tice of the Senate has been to elect as 
the President pro tempore the most 
senior Member of the majority party. 
As one noted historian of the Senate 
has generously written, ‘‘election of a 
senator to the office of president pro 
tempore has always been considered 
one of the highest honors offered to a 
senator by the Senate as a body.’’ 

I am greatly honored to have been se-
lected for this position, but I am keen-
ly aware of the great responsibilities 
that come with it. The President pro 
tempore of the Senate is one of only 
three legislative offices established by 
the U.S. Constitution, and in recent 
decades it has been occupied by true gi-
ants of the Senate. Their names, which 
include Vandenberg, Russell, Byrd, 
Stevens, Inouye, and LEAHY, resonate 
as some of the greatest legislators ever 
to serve in this body. 

Beyond the President pro tempore’s 
formal responsibilities in presiding 
over the Senate and helping ensure the 
continuity of government, this office 
represents a unique opportunity to as-
sist the majority leader in guiding the 
Senate as it addresses the critical 
issues facing our Nation. In that sense, 
the President pro tempore serves as an 
elder statesman, sharing accumulated 
knowledge and lessons learned through 
long experience. 

I consider it fortuitous that the be-
ginning of my service as President pro 
tempore coincides with the start of a 
new year. For many, the new year is a 
time for reflecting upon the past and 
reviewing commitments for the future. 
I believe we as Senators should use this 
opportunity for some much needed 
introspection about the state of this 
institution. 

The Senate has long been heralded as 
the world’s greatest deliberative body. 
With so many critical challenges fac-
ing our Nation today, there has never 
been a more important time for the 
Senate to live up to its storied legacy 
and to fulfill its responsibilities to the 
American people. 

Central to properly understanding 
our responsibilities as Senators is to 
appreciate the Senate’s role in our sys-
tem of government. This means under-
standing both the Senate’s purposes 
and its unique place at the center of 
our constitutional structure. It is im-
portant for us to consider these issues. 
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James Madison famously called the 

Senate the great anchor of the govern-
ment. He described its purpose as two-
fold: ‘‘first to protect the people 
against their rulers; secondly to pro-
tect the people against the transient 
impressions on to which they them-
selves might be led.’’ 

The Senate accomplishes the first 
goal—protecting the people against 
their rulers—by playing a crucial role 
in the appointment and removal of 
both judges and executive branch offi-
cers. The President’s power to appoint 
is tempered by the requirement that 
his appointees receive the Senate’s ad-
vice and consent. Additionally, the 
Senate possesses the power to remove 
from office any official that has en-
gaged in high crimes and mis-
demeanors. The President’s power to 
enter into treaties is also critically 
checked by the requirement that the 
Senate provide its advice and consent 
to a treaty before ratification. 

As such, the President does not have 
unfettered power to fill up executive 
offices, pack the courts or make agree-
ments with foreign nations. He cannot 
staff agencies with corrupt, incom-
petent or ideologically extreme cronies 
unless the Senate allows him to do so. 
He cannot conclude treaties that will 
harm American interests unless the 
Senate gives its assent. In selecting 
life-tenured judges to apply the Con-
stitution and laws of the land, the 
President cannot act unless the Senate 
confirms his nominee. In all of these 
settings, the Senate serves as a crucial 
check against executive abuse. 

The Senate accomplishes the second 
of Madison’s goals—protecting against 
temporary shifts in popular opinion— 
through its character and its institu-
tional structure. In contrast to the 
large, transient House, the Senate is 
small, more stable, and therefore, it 
has the opportunity to be more 
thoughtful. Four hundred thirty-five 
Members inhabit the House, and only 
100 fill this Chamber. The entire House 
stands for election every 2 years. Natu-
rally, reelection is constantly on Rep-
resentatives’ minds. Senators, by con-
trast, have 6-year terms and only one- 
third go before the voters each elec-
tion. Even with the pressures of mod-
ern campaigns, these divergent charac-
teristics produce fundamentally dif-
ferent institutions. 

But the Framers designed the Senate 
to do much more than merely check 
transient and occasionally intemperate 
impulses. They created the Senate to 
refine the public’s will and to give 
more wisdom and stability to the gov-
ernment. The Framers chose the Sen-
ate’s relatively small size to enable 
more thorough debate and to provide 
individual Members greater oppor-
tunity to improve legislative proposals. 
Longer, staggered terms would give 
Members greater flexibility to resist 
initially popular yet ultimately unwise 
legislation. They would also guard 
against temporary majorities. A fluke 
election may produce significant ma-

jorities for one party that 2 years later 
disappears. This can lead to wild 
swings in the law as each new majority 
seeks to enact a vastly different agen-
da during its brief period of power. 
Overlapping terms help to avert this 
danger. 

Finally, statewide constituencies re-
quire Senators to appeal to a broader 
set of interests—including the concerns 
of the State governments themselves— 
than do narrow, more homogenous 
House districts. 

To these constitutional characteris-
tics, the Senate has added a number of 
traditions—some formal and others in-
formal—that have enhanced its delib-
erative character. These include the 
right to extended debate, an open 
amendment process, and a committee 
system that gives all Members—from 
the most seasoned chairmen to the 
newest freshmen—a hand in drafting 
and improving legislation. 

The late Senator Byrd liked to say 
that ‘‘as long as the Senate retains the 
power to amend and the power of un-
limited debate, the liberties of the peo-
ple will remain secure.’’ 

The Senate protects liberty by giving 
each Senator an active role in the leg-
islative process. This multiplies the 
checks against bad laws and expands 
the universe of individuals working to 
make good laws better. It erects what 
Madison called a necessary fence 
against hasty and unwise government 
action. It enables each Senator to 
bring his or her own wisdom and con-
sidered judgment to bear on pressing 
national issues. 

When the Senate functions properly, 
it is a truly deliberative body in which 
all Senators work to identify the com-
mon good and the best means to 
achieve that common good. The Fed-
eralist describes the common good as 
the permanent and aggregate interests 
of the community. This is to be distin-
guished from the individual good, 
which may vary from person to person 
and which may not result in the Na-
tion’s benefit. 

Much like the Senate is designed to 
protect against transient shifts in pub-
lic opinion, it is also designed to enable 
Senators to pursue the common good. 
Senators are able to prioritize achiev-
ing the correct results over doing what 
is politically convenient. The best an-
swers do not always immediately 
present themselves nor are they always 
easily explained. Longer terms give 
Senators more time to investigate, to 
analyze, to reconsider, and to recali-
brate, and so do robust debate and an 
open amendment process. These are 
critical elements of our deliberative 
pursuit of the common good. 

Another crucial component of our 
pursuit of common good is prudence. 
Aristotle called prudence the legisla-
tive science because it concerns the 
best means of achieving the most good 
in practice. Prudence restrains us from 
seeking immediate and complete vindi-
cation of a single abstract principle. 
Instead, it counsels us to work within 

our existing circumstances to vindicate 
the enduring principles upon which our 
liberty depends. 

While we should remain true to our 
principles, we must also recognize that 
we operate in an imperfect world where 
we do not control all of the levers of 
power. We cannot simply charge for-
ward blind to present realities. To do 
so is to jeopardize our hopes for achiev-
ing any meaningful success, because in 
the messy world of politics, adopting 
an all-or-nothing strategy usually pro-
duces only the latter—nothing. 

Politics is the art of the possible. Ide-
ology is important, and rhetoric is cap-
tivating. But at the end of the day, 
when the campaign is over, the Amer-
ican people sent us here to govern. We 
are here to protect their liberties and 
to protect and improve their lives. 
When we grandstand or hold out for 
impossible demands, we do nothing but 
a disservice. The Framers gave us stag-
gered, extended terms so that we could 
use our independent judgment to get 
things done. We should try to get to it. 

An astute commentator observed 
that the Senate stands at the cross-
roads of our constitutional system. It 
shares power with the other branches 
of the Federal Government. It ensures 
temperance in the legislative branch. 
It must consent or not consent to the 
President’s treaties and appointments, 
and it plays a critical role in appoint-
ments to the Supreme Court. 

But it also—and this is unique among 
the branches of the Federal Govern-
ment—embodies the interests of fed-
eralism and State power at the na-
tional level. 

The Framers created the Senate to 
be much more than a simple legislative 
body. The Senate is uniquely posi-
tioned to mediate both among the Fed-
eral branches of government and be-
tween the Federal and State govern-
ments. As such, the Senate truly em-
bodies the role described by one wise 
commentator as the sober guardian of 
the Republic. 

Our responsibilities as Senators fol-
low directly from the Senate’s con-
stitutional role. As the people’s rep-
resentatives and as envoys of our indi-
vidual States’ interests, we are ac-
countable to our States and to our Na-
tion. We do not serve any one party or 
principle, or any particular ideology or 
faction. We may align ourselves into 
certain groups—Republican and Demo-
crat, conservative and liberal—for pur-
poses of organization and cooperation, 
but we are Senators first. Other labels 
are secondary. 

Civility and statesmanship must be 
our constant ideals. Madison once in-
structed that ‘‘the Senate is to consist 
in its proceeding with more coolness, 
with more system, and with more wis-
dom, than the popular branch.’’ A key 
purpose of this body is to calm the pas-
sions that arise from the heat of polit-
ical discourse. As such, we must always 
be courteous in our communications 
one with another, both formal and in-
formal, on the floor and off, face-to- 
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face or on a video screen. When we dis-
agree we need to do so with dignity and 
respect, acknowledging the sincere mo-
tives and passions of even our most 
firm adversaries. 

Statesmanship connotes public spir-
itedness and a willingness to com-
promise in pursuit of broader goals. 
Petulance and unilateralism accom-
plish nothing in this body. Any Senator 
who would choose the glow of the cam-
era over the prospect for meaningful 
achievement seriously misunderstands 
their role as a Senator. 

Next on the list of practices Senators 
must follow are prudence and consid-
ered judgment. I have already spoken 
about prudence. It is a habit of mind 
that focuses on present realities and 
achievable goals—not pie-in-the-sky 
pipedreams. Prudent lawmakers make 
experience—not theory—their guide, 
and they recognize that success in a re-
public requires harmonizing competing 
values. 

Considered judgment is closely tied 
to prudence. Prudence is not rash. It 
requires deliberation and thoughtful 
analysis. Our constituents sent us here 
because they trusted our judgment and 
favored the general outlines we pre-
sented in our campaigns. Now that we 
are here, it is time to put our plans 
into action. We do this by studying 
problems, investigating proposals, and 
carefully choosing solutions that best 
cohere with our principles. Exercising 
judgment is an individual matter. Col-
leagues and opinion leaders may guide 
our deliberations, but the ultimate 
choice of policy is one which we each 
must make on our own. 

The final two obligations I wish to 
highlight are our responsibilities: first, 
to seek the common good through ear-
nest deliberation, and second, to 
achieve consensus to the extent pos-
sible. 

As I explained, the Framers designed 
the Senate so that Members would be 
able to seek the common good encum-
bered by few political constraints. Be-
cause we stand for election only every 
6 years, we are less susceptible to 
swings in public opinion. We have the 
independence to value long-term im-
pact over short-term politics. And be-
cause we are a small body—relatively 
speaking—all Members are able to par-
ticipate fully in the legislative process 
and to add their voice of praise, warn-
ing or suggestion to each proposal that 
we consider. We deliberate not to score 
points or to craft sound bites but be-
cause we believe that in the contest of 
opposing views, the best answers will 
win out. 

I mentioned consensus. Although 
much of our day-to-day operations are 
conducted by unanimous consent, obvi-
ously we do not do everything around 
here by consensus. We are 100 fiercely 
independent legislators. Even at the 
end of a lengthy debate with numerous 
opportunities for amendment, we may 
remain sharply divided about a bill’s 
wisdom or the objective it seeks to 
achieve. But that does not mean con-

sensus should not be our goal. We 
should take counsel from past legisla-
tive victories which show that broad 
victories produce lasting reform, 
whereas narrow partisan power plays 
tend to yield only rancor and repeated 
attempts to repeal. 

For 38 years I have had the extraor-
dinary privilege of serving in the Sen-
ate. During that time, I have witnessed 
it at its best and, more recently, at its 
worst. My experience throughout the 
last four decades has confirmed to me 
the wisdom of the first Adlai Steven-
son, then Vice President, who in his 
1897 farewell address captured the es-
sence of the Senate: 

In this Chamber alone are preserved with-
out restraint two essentials of wise legisla-
tions and good government: the right of 
amendment and of debate. Great evils often 
result from hasty legislation; rarely from 
the delay which follows full discussion and 
deliberation. 

In recent years these foundations of 
the Senate’s unique character—mean-
ingful debate and an open amendment 
process—have come under sustained as-
sault by those who have prioritized 
scoring political points over preserving 
the Senate’s essential role in our sys-
tem of self-government. 

Rather than simply bemoan this re-
cent institutional damage, we have a 
duty to use this new Congress to re-
store the Senate. By returning to reg-
ular order and committee work, pro-
moting robust debate, and enabling a 
deliberative amendment process, we 
can make the Senate work again—both 
Democrats and Republicans. 

First, robust debate. Senators’ abil-
ity to engage in meaningful, sub-
stantive debate is at the core of the 
Senate’s identity. Through robust dis-
cussions and inclusive deliberation, 
Senators examine all sides of an issue. 
We air opposing views and ensure that 
in haste we do not make worse the 
problems we are trying to solve. 

When individual Senators have the 
right to debate a matter fully, it en-
genders confidence that the final legis-
lation produced represents the best 
possible bill upon which the Senate can 
agree. Many pieces of legislation that 
seemed imperfect passed this way and 
have gone on to benefit the Nation 
greatly. For over 200 years, the Senate 
has provided each Member broad pre-
rogative to debate and discuss the crit-
ical issues of the day. In the early 
years of the Republic, visitors flocked 
to the Senate gallery to hear Senators 
such as Daniel Webster, Henry Clay, 
and John C. Calhoun, just to mention 
three, to hear them expound upon mat-
ters of national concern. 

It was in this body that some of our 
Nation’s most important debates over 
taxation, slavery, expansion, and for-
eign affairs took place. For many 
years, free-flowing debate was so inter-
twined with the identity of the Senate 
that no effective cloture mechanism to 
cut off debate even existed until well 
into the 20th century. 

While the need to end debate in cer-
tain circumstances is clear, we have 

strayed too far from this important de-
liberative tradition. In particular, the 
practice of filing for cloture at the 
very same time a bill is brought up for 
consideration has proliferated to a dis-
turbing degree. When a full and robust 
debate has occurred, invoking cloture 
is often appropriate. But we must not 
abuse this power by reflexively seeking 
to cut off debate before it even begins. 
Let us return to a system where all 
Senators have a say in what the Senate 
does and are able to express their views 
without getting cut off. 

The second Senate hallmark we must 
restore is an open amendment process. 
The reason for an open amendment 
process is to improve legislation. No 
single Member can foresee all contin-
gencies that may arise or identify all 
of the potential pitfalls. 

There is a reason there are 100 Sen-
ators, not just 1. More eyes mean more 
mistakes caught and more opportuni-
ties for improvement. An open amend-
ment process also facilities consensus. 
One amendment may resolve a par-
ticular Senator’s concern, allowing 
him to support what he or she once op-
posed. Another may make a bill politi-
cally palatable to Senators who sup-
port the bill in principle but not in its 
current form. 

Amendments may also achieve buy- 
in as Senators who successfully amend 
a bill find themselves more committed 
to final passage. When Senators retain 
the ability to amend legislation, such 
input can establish a wide and lasting 
base of support that crosses partisan 
and ideological lines. Indeed, an open 
and honest amendment process has fre-
quently enabled diverse coalitions to 
find important areas of agreement. 

I even found that the former Senator 
from Massachusetts, the late Ted Ken-
nedy, the famed liberal lion of the Sen-
ate, a man I came to Washington to 
battle, could be a productive partner. 
In the process, he became one of my 
closest friends, even if we widely dis-
agreed on a lot of things. I miss him 
personally. We were able to do things 
that would not have been done had it 
not been for the work we did together. 

Unfortunately, over the past several 
years, the Senate’s traditionally open 
amendment process has come under in-
creasing attack. For the sake of shield-
ing electorally vulnerable Senators 
from tough votes, we have emasculated 
one of this institution’s critical char-
acteristics. It is time to stop manipu-
lating Senate rules to prevent amend-
ments. It is time to stop blocking 
amendments for fear of tough votes. It 
is time to return to healthier ways of 
doing things, where we work together 
to improve legislation rather than 
doing all we can to keep Members out 
of the process. 

The third hallmark we must restore 
is a vigorous and productive committee 
system. Although perhaps not as mori-
bund as our amendment process, the 
role our committees play in drafting 
and refining bills has indeed suffered in 
recent years. For centuries Senate 
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committees have served as the primary 
forum for critical deliberation and 
amendments in this body. 

Bills introduced in the Senate are re-
ferred to the relevant committees 
where Members have the opportunity 
to consider, debate, and amend the bill 
at length. Committees are the work-
horses of the Senate or at least should 
be. On the floor we can do only one 
thing at a time. But any number of 
committees and subcommittees may 
operate simultaneously, allowing Sen-
ators to work out language and make 
compromises on multiple bills at the 
same time. 

Committees also perform a crucial 
investigative function. They hold hear-
ings, call witnesses, and solicit expert 
opinions on a wide variety of issues, 
enabling Members to expand their un-
derstanding and to better fine-tune in-
dividual bills. Lately, however, we have 
witnessed a disturbing trend of bypass-
ing the committee process altogether 
by bringing bills directly to the floor 
for votes. 

This practice undermines committee 
work and frustrates Members who dili-
gently seek to move their legislative 
priorities through the committee. It 
also deprives bills of the benefits of 
committee review, which include more 
search and consideration of language, 
opportunities for comment by outside 
experts, and the ability to address sup-
port for amendments without tying up 
precious floor time. 

A healthy committee process is es-
sential to a well-functioning Senate. 
This body is not a fiefdom. We do not 
convene merely to give our assent to 
immutable messaging bills. We are sup-
posed to work together to write, 
amend, and pass important legislation. 
When Senators bring up for consider-
ation bills they have written without 
input from other Members, manipulate 
Senate procedure to prevent floor 
amendment on those bills, and then si-
multaneously file cloture to cut off de-
bate, they act as autocrats rather than 
agents of democracy. 

Let’s return this body to one that op-
erates by consensus, not dictate. Let’s 
return the committee process to its 
proper place in our legislative land-
scape, as the first line of review rather 
than an utter irrelevancy. Let’s restore 
the Senate to its proper role in our 
constitutional system by restoring the 
traditions that have made this body so 
great: robust debate, an open amend-
ment process, an active, meaningful 
committee process. 

Equipped with these tools, the Sen-
ate historically never shied away from 
taking on what everyone agreed were 
the toughest issues of the day. Yes, we 
had to take tough votes. Yes, we could 
not rush legislation through as fast as 
we sometimes would have liked. Yes, 
we sometimes felt deep disappointment 
when proposals we championed fell 
short. But while the Senate’s rules can 
be frustrating and politically cum-
bersome, they are what allowed the 
Senate to serve the country so well for 
so very long. 

Restoring the Senate in this manner 
will not be easy. After years of bitter 
partisan tension, we cannot expect a 
complete change to come overnight. 
But by reestablishing our historic aims 
and reinstituting our designing modes 
of operation, including robust debate, 
an open amendment process, and reg-
ular order through committee work, 
the Senate can once more be about the 
peoples’ business and observe the title 
of the world’s greatest deliberative 
body. 

f 

WISHING SENATOR HARRY REID A 
SPEEDY RECOVERY 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, one of my 
friends in this body is the distinguished 
minority leader, HARRY REID. HARRY 
and I have been friends for a long time. 
He has served here for a long time. He 
served well in many respects. He cer-
tainly was a tough majority leader. He 
is a tough guy. 

Recently he suffered some very se-
vere injuries. He is mending. These in-
juries seem to be injuries he can han-
dle, although very strong, tough inju-
ries. I wish him the best, that he may 
be able to recuperate well, come back 
again to this deliberative body, and 
play the role he needs to play for the 
minority in this illustrious body. 

HARRY and I believe many things to-
gether, especially in the religious area. 
He is a fine man. His wife Landra is a 
very fine woman. I am glad to see that 
her health has improved. She is a ter-
rific person. Both of them are terrific 
people in their own right. I pray that 
the Lord will heal HARRY and make it 
easier for him to come back as soon as 
he can. Being a tough guy, he will be 
back here pretty soon. I wish him the 
best. It is no secret that Elaine and I 
have been praying for him. Hopefully, 
those prayers will be efficacious. 

I have great respect for my col-
leagues on the other side as well as my 
own colleagues on this side. These are 
good people. There are very few Sen-
ators—not more than 2—in my 38 years 
in the Senate that I thought might not 
have much redeeming value. Everybody 
else has played significant roles in this 
body, sometimes that I hotly contested 
and differed with, but nevertheless 
very good people over all these years. 

HARRY REID is one of the nicest peo-
ple one will ever meet off the Senate 
floor. He is all right on the Senate 
floor too. All I can say is that I wish 
him well. I am praying for his recov-
ery. I want him to succeed in every 
way. He is from our neighboring State. 
Nevada is very important to us. We 
like both Senators from Nevada. Sen-
ator HELLER is one of the finest Sen-
ators here. They work well in Nevada’s 
interests together. I hope everything 
goes well with Senator REID and his 
wife Landra and his lovely family. 
They are good family people. 

I wanted to make those comments on 
the floor because of the high esteem in 
which I hold HARRY. Yes, we disagree 
on a lot of issues, sometimes pretty 

strongly we disagree, but great Sen-
ators can do that. They can get over it 
quickly too. 

I hope the remarks I made earlier in 
the day on this deliberative body will 
be taken up by everybody in the Senate 
to realize this is the greatest delibera-
tive body in the world. We need to 
make sure it remains such. That means 
tough votes. It means tough amend-
ments. It means long days here some-
times, but it also means an ability to 
have a rapport with my friends, not 
only on this side but the other side as 
well and for them to have a rapport not 
only with their side but with our side. 

Let’s hope we can build something 
and let’s hope we can bring our two 
sides together and work in the best in-
terests of the country and get some 
things done that are sorely in need and 
do things that both Democrats and Re-
publicans can say: We did it together. 
Yes, there were tough times. Yes, we 
differed from time to time. But we did 
it together, and we did it in the best in-
terest of the country. 

I hope both leaders will be able to 
work together in this manner and that 
all of us will do our work in the best 
interest of this country. I do not think 
we necessarily have to forget politics, 
but we ought to sublimate them some-
times to the point where they do not 
interfere with getting very important 
work done. 

I wish HARRY REID the best. As I said, 
he is in my prayers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

f 

JOBS 
Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, first of 

all, this is the first opportunity I have 
had to follow our new President pro 
tempore of the Senate on the floor. He 
was just elected yesterday. 

I have spoken on the floor at times 
when he has been in other leadership 
roles. He is a solid Member of this Sen-
ate whom we rally around in so many 
ways. The comments he just made 
about the leader of our friends on the 
other side and the importance of fam-
ily to Senator REID—that is also im-
portant to Senator HATCH. People are 
important to Senator HATCH. I believe 
he is going to be a tremendous Presi-
dent pro tempore of the Senate, chair-
man of the Finance Committee, and a 
critical leader at a critical time. 

The comments he made on the floor 
today about Senators being willing to 
take tough votes, to take positions on 
issues, to let the American people 
know where we stand—that is not only 
where the Senate ought to be but in so 
many ways it is where Senator HATCH 
has always been as a Member of the 
Senate and now as the highest elected 
official in the Senate, the President 
pro tempore of the Senate. I look for-
ward to seeing him do that job, seeking 
his advice, and watching his leadership 
as he leads us now in multiple ways in 
the Senate. 

Mr. HATCH. Would the Senator yield 
for a comment? 
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