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Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I send a 

resolution to the desk and ask it be ap-
propriately referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reso-
lution will be received and appro-
priately referred. 

(The remarks of Mr. BIDEN pertaining 
to the submission of S. Res. 256 are 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I 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. FRIST. 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the quorum call be rescinded.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 

RECENT ACCOMPLISHMENTS IN 
THE SENATE 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I wanted 
to take this opportunity while we are 
in the quorum call to come to the floor 
and comment briefly on what we have 
done in the last several days and look 
ahead as to next week. We won’t actu-
ally be closing here for a little bit as 
we are working on a couple of issues. 

I want to thank everybody formally 
for the hard work they put forward this 
week. It was an aggressive week in 
terms of what we set out to accom-
plish, and we were able to finish every-
thing we said we were going to do, with 
one exception, and that is set up to 
complete at the end of next week. Peo-
ple worked very late last night, with 14 
rollcall votes, finishing close to mid-
night. I thank everybody for that com-
mitment manifested over the last sev-
eral days. 

The days have been very long. 
Everybody’s schedules are full with ac-
tivities not just on the floor. There is 
this constant balancing act. We had to 
deal with three or four issues and bills 
at the same time. It seems to indi-
vidual schedulers of Senators that 
things are somewhat discombobulated. 
Despite all that, we were able to finish 
a number of issues. 

The Healthy Forests legislation was 
accelerated into the schedule because 
we had not planned exactly when we 
were going to do that. That took a lot 
of cooperation. We were able to take it 
to the floor and complete it, which is 
especially important with the recent 
fires that are and have been burning in 
California. As we have watched those 
images, we could not help but extend 
our prayers to the families, for the in-
dividuals who are so directly affected 
in that part of the country and also by 
fires in other States. With those im-
ages now that we see every morning, 
every night, and over the course of the 
day, we extend our heartfelt prayers to 
those affected. 

On the Foreign Operations bill, our 
majority whip did a tremendous job in 
ushering that bill through. We had the 
bill on the floor. We came to a point 

where we had certain challenges in 
terms of funding and paying for a par-
ticular very important amendment on 
HIV/AIDS, and the cooperation there 
on both sides of the aisle in being able 
to move off that bill for a period of 
time while that was resolved with the 
President pro tempore, chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, Senator 
TED STEVENS, coming forward and 
working out a proposal that allowed us 
to reach out and send a strong message 
across the world that this little virus, 
HIV/AIDS, is something we are going 
to beat over time; and then, with all 
that cooperation, coming back to the 
floor and passing that amendment, and 
ultimately the Foreign Operations bill 
last night, gives me a great deal of sat-
isfaction because it shows cooperation, 
partnership, working together, and the 
attention to people’s schedules on the 
floor, an efficient use of everyone’s 
time. 

I congratulate Senator MCCONNELL, 
the majority whip, who did a superb 
job in that regard. 

The nomination of Michael Leavitt, 
now Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, was an 
issue we addressed, and it took a lot of 
work both behind the scenes and on the 
floor of the Senate. We were able to vi-
tiate cloture and we were able to give 
him an up-or-down vote, which I would 
like to see more of in other nomina-
tions, and we will continue to fight for 
that. Michael Leavitt, now Adminis-
trator, got that up-or-down vote. That 
stresses the importance of having that 
sort of process of an up-or-down vote 
for all of the President’s nominees. 

In the Leavitt debate, there were dis-
agreements on various policy issues, 
but we had a qualified nominee at the 
time. He deserved that vote and he got 
it, and I was pleased that he was con-
firmed by a large bipartisan vote.

The Iraq supplemental is coming to a 
close, and through the agreement last 
night, we will deliver on the Presi-
dent’s request in terms of supporting 
our military women and men overseas 
and doing everything we possibly can 
from a legislative and financial stand-
point to ensure their safety, but to 
maximize the safety of the Iraqi people 
and the reconstructive efforts pro-
moted aggressively and entirely con-
sistent with what Ambassador Bremer 
told us was necessary, our military 
leaders told us was necessary, our Com-
mander in Chief told us was necessary. 

There are a number of issues we de-
bated in terms of how we monitor the 
spending of this money, which has been 
resolved, and whether it should be 
grants versus loans. There was a lot of 
good debate, and the issue was ulti-
mately resolved right where the Presi-
dent said it would be most useful. We 
will complete that Monday. There will 
be no rollcall vote because both sides of 
the aisle have agreed to that, but we 
will talk further about the issue Mon-
day. By Monday early evening or late 
afternoon, that bill will pass and that 
will bring that issue to a close. 

We will spend a little time on the In-
terior conference report on Monday, 
and we will have a vote on that late 
Monday afternoon, somewhere between 
5 and 6, probably 5:30 to 6 p.m. 

We have the fair credit reporting bill 
on which we have agreement to bring 
to the floor, and that will probably be 
Tuesday. 

Then we have the Internet tax mora-
torium which, as I said earlier this 
morning, I would have liked to have 
addressed today or last night, but be-
cause there are a number of Members 
who feel very strongly that we have to 
have a different time for debate, we all 
agree we will be doing that bill prob-
ably Thursday of next week. As I ex-
pressed this morning, my intention is 
to finish that either Thursday or Fri-
day. 

Last night, we did act on the con-
tinuing resolution, and that will fund 
our Governmental operations until No-
vember 7, and that will allow us to con-
tinue our work on the remaining busi-
ness. 

I also spoke earlier this morning 
about the urgency that I feel, which I 
want to express to my colleagues, to 
stay focused, to complete the appro-
priations process, as well as the work 
in the various conferences so we can 
adjourn at a reasonable time. 

All of this work—again, most of this 
is just from the last several days—
means that we have had to work 
throughout the day each day this past 
week and into the evening. 

Also, because a lot of things we han-
dle in wrap-up, and people are not gen-
erally aware because they are not done 
with a lot of fanfare but are done by 
unanimous consent of the entire body, 
I find it useful each evening when I 
close, but especially at the end of the 
week, to look at some of those bills. 

This week the Senate passed S. 1194, 
Senator MIKE DEWINE’s Mentally Ill 
Offender Treatment and Crime Reduc-
tion Act. I mentioned earlier that Sen-
ator DEWINE was instrumental in put-
ting together the amendment on HIV/
AIDS to the foreign operations bill, 
which we passed as well. 

The bill S. 1768, the National Flood 
Insurance Program Reauthorization 
Act, which was introduced by Senator 
BUNNING, was passed. 

We are still hoping today to make 
progress on the military tax fairness 
bill. This bill is intended to hopefully 
level the playing field with respect to 
tax policy for many members of the 
Armed Forces. I know there is cur-
rently an objection, but I encourage 
those people who objected to in the 
next few minutes or hours, whatever it 
takes, look at that bill and hopefully 
be able to clear that as soon as pos-
sible. 

Senator INHOFE’s bill, S. 1757 relating 
to the Kennedy Center reauthorization, 
was just cleared by both sides. There 
was another bill from Senator SPECTER 
and the Veterans’ Committee, S. 1132, 
the veterans benefits bill, an important 
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bill that we need to finish as we ap-
proach November 11. That will be final-
ized shortly. 

The point is, we are able to proceed 
in a bipartisan manner, and we are 
making progress. We must continue to 
do that to get the needed work done as 
we try to work out or work through 
the host of complicated issues which 
are inevitable when we deal with legis-
lation.

We will continue to work across the 
aisle to do the necessary work of this 
body as we move through these final 
days. 

Again, we will not close the Senate 
until we work through a few remaining 
items of business, but I say thanks to 
my colleagues. We are making 
progress. We have a lot of work to do 
over the coming days, but we are going 
to be able to adjourn in a reasonable 
period of time if we stay focused and 
stay disciplined as we go forward. 

I 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. MCCONNELL. 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 

PLASTIC GUN OR TOY GUN 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, yesterday 
the Cannon House Office Building was 
temporarily evacuated when a staff 
member apparently carried a toy plas-
tic gun past a Capitol Police security 
check point. This incident reminds us 
of how important it is that we main-
tain adequate security in our public 
buildings. Even though I raised this 
issue last week, I want to take this op-
portunity to highlight the importance 
of the Terrorist Firearms Detection 
Act, a bill introduced last week by Sen-
ator KENNEDY. Originally passed in 
1988, and sometimes called the ‘‘plastic 
gun’’ law, this Federal law makes it il-
legal for any person to manufacture, 
import, ship, deliver, possess, transfer 
or receive any firearm that is not de-
tectable by walk-through metal detec-
tors or the type of x-ray machines com-
monly used at airports. 

Since September 11, 2001, Congress 
has worked hard to improve the secu-
rity of our borders, airports, Govern-
ment buildings, and communities. In 
just over a month, on December 10, the 
plastic gun law is set to expire. The 
Terrorist Firearms Detection Act 
would permanently reauthorize this 
law. I support this bill because plastic 
guns, whose production has been en-
dorsed by the National Rifle Associa-
tion, should only be used by our mili-
tary and intelligence agencies. 

This legislation has the support of 
major gun safety organizations, includ-
ing the Brady Campaign to Prevent Vi-
olence United with the Million Mom 
March, Americans for Gun Safety, and 
the Violence Policy Center. The De-

partment of Justice, while failing to 
endorse Senator KENNEDY’s permanent 
ban, has indicated its support for ex-
tending the current ban. 

I urge my colleagues in Congress to 
act quickly to pass the Terrorist Fire-
arms Detection Act, so that hopefully 
President Bush can sign it into law.

f 

THE BATTLE OF MIDWAY IN 1942 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I would 
like to share with my colleagues a fas-
cinating article by Dr. James Schles-
inger, who served our Nation in a num-
ber of prestigious positions, such as 
Secretary of Defense, Secretary of En-
ergy, and Director of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency. The article, ‘‘Under-
appreciated Victory,’’ was published in 
the October 2003, issue of the Naval 
History magazine, a publication of the 
Naval Institute Proceedings. The arti-
cle calls for the recognition of the 
world-historic significance of the Bat-
tle of Midway in 1942 because it was the 
turning point in our Nation’s war in 
the Pacific, which, in turn, proved crit-
ical to our efforts in the European the-
ater of war. Yet the Battle of Midway, 
which played such a crucial strategic 
role for both the European and Pacific 
war, scarcely gets mentioned in the 
history books. I wish to submit a copy 
of Dr. Schlesinger’s article to be print-
ed in the RECORD. This brilliant article 
sets the record straight. 

I ask unanimous consent the article 
be printed in the RECORD.

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

[From Naval History Magazine, Oct. 2003] 

UNDERAPPRECIATED VICTORY 

(By James Schlesinger) 

As we honor those who turned the tide of 
World War II with a victory over ostensibly 
overwhelming force at the Battle of Midway 
in 1942—61 years ago—too few of us under-
stand the battle’s world-historic signifi-
cance. It is essential, therefore, for us to go 
forth and proselytize. 

I continue to be puzzled over the fact that 
it comes as something of a revelation to 
many people that this battle played such a 
crucial strategic role for the war in Europe. 
So the question before us is: Why is Midway 
not recognized as the crucial battle for the 
West in World War II, just as Stalingrad is 
recognized as a crucial battle for the Soviet 
Union? The comparative neglect of Midway 
is a great historical puzzle and, in a sense, a 
great injustice.

In relation to what British Prime Minister 
Winston Churchill and others called Grand 
Strategy, Midway was far more than a deci-
sive naval victory. It was far more than the 
turning of the tide in the Pacific war. In a 
strategic sense, Midway represents one of 
the great turning points of world history. 
And in that role, the battle remains under-
appreciated. 

Consider the Grand Strategy of the Allies, 
which Churchill naturally preferred and 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt was eager 
to endorse. It was, quite simply, to deal with 
Adolf Hitler and with the German threat in 
Europe first. It has been embraced shortly 
after the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor, 
at the Arcadia Conference. President Roo-
sevelt clearly recognized and acted on the 

conviction that the Third Reich was the 
greater menace. Dramatic as the Japanese 
advance after Pearl Harbor had been, it was 
into slightly developed colonial regions—to 
be sure, those possessing rubber and tin. Yet, 
at its base, it was far less dangerous than 
Hitler’s continuing advance, crushing and 
then organizing the industrial nations of Eu-
rope, while to that point almost entirely ob-
literating far more formidable resistance. 
But it was Japan that had attacked the 
United States, and it was Japan on which the 
anger of the American people had focused. 

Though Churchill could almost automati-
cally concentrate on Europe, it required con-
siderable courage for President Roosevelt to 
carry through on the Grand Strategy. Ger-
many’s declaration of war on the United 
States on 8 December 1941 provided a small 
opening. Yet, had it not been for Midway, 
President Roosevelt could not have per-
severed with a Europe-first policy. Public 
opinion would not have allowed it. Indeed, 
even after Midway, he paid a substantial po-
litical price. In the mid-term election of 1942, 
the Democrats lost 44 seats in the House of 
Representatives, barely retaining control, 
with comparable losses elsewhere. In a subse-
quent poll of all the Democratic congres-
sional candidates, the principal reason given 
for the debacle: ‘‘frustration’’ and fury at 
Roosevelt’s Germany-first strategy, which 
translated into failure to punish the Japa-
nese more aggressively for Pearl Harbor. 

Nonetheless, despite the inclinations of the 
public, President Roosevelt recognized that 
the larger threat lay elsewhere, and he was 
prepared to pay the domestic political price 
for that larger national objective, defined by 
his Grand Strategy. 

Consider the overall military situation in 
spring 1942, Japan was on a roll. The Phil-
ippines had fallen, including the final out-
posts of Bataan and Corregidor. The Japa-
nese had swept through the Malay Peninsula 
from French Indochina, and on 15 February 
the supposedly ‘‘impregnable fortress’’ of 
Singapore had fallen to numerically inferior 
Japanese forces. The Dutch East Indies had 
been captured. Japanese forces were advanc-
ing into Burma and threatening India. Even 
Australia appeared to be a target. U.S. naval 
forces significantly weakened by the attack 
at Pearl Harbor, appeared vastly inferior to 
the armada that Japan was gathering to ad-
vance eastward in the Pacific toward Mid-
way—then possibly to the Hawaiian Islands 
or even to the U.S. West Coast. Additional 
Japanese victories would have made it po-
litically impossible for President Roosevelt 
to continue to pursue the Grand Strategy of 
Europe-first. 

Then came Midway. Through an extraor-
dinary combination of the skill and courage 
of our pilots, splendid intelligence, prudent 
risk-taking by our commanders that paid off, 
and sheer good luck, the apparently inferior 
U.S. forces were victorious. This victory oc-
curred despite inferior aircraft, ineffective 
torpedoes, the substantial absence of backup 
surface ships, and our overall numerical infe-
riority. The rest is well known. Four Japa-
nese carriers had been sunk, confirming the 
dictum of Otto von Bismarck: ‘‘the Lord God 
has special providence for fools, drunkards, 
and the United States of America.’’ The Jap-
anese offensive had been blunted. The Japa-
nese fleet turned back toward the home is-
lands, their opportunity for victory lost for-
ever. President Roosevelt could then execute 
his Grand Strategy, with all that was to 
imply regarding the condition of postwar Eu-
rope. 

After Midway, the United States could, to 
the chagrin of General Douglas MacArthur, 
turn its primary attention back to the Euro-
pean theater. After the stunning surrender of 
Tobruk, which appeared to jeopardize both 
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