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I have called for direct engagement
with Iran over its efforts to acquire nu-
clear weapons. But, direct dialogue, as
we conducted with the Soviet Union
during the Cold War, should be part of
a comprehensive diplomatic strategy
to head off this unacceptable threat. So
should the legislation Senator BROWN-
BACK and I are introducing today.

I hope my colleagues will cosponsor
the Obama-Brownback legislation. On
the House side, I hope my colleagues in
that Chamber sign on to the Frank
bill. I look forward to working with
others to get this bill signed into law.

In closing, I want to thank Daniel
McGlinchey and James Segel of Chair-
man FRANK’s staff for their work on
this bill. They were extraordinarily
helpful in putting together this legisla-
tion, and I would be remiss I did not
recognize their efforts.

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 206—TO PRO-
VIDE FOR A BUDGET POINT OF
ORDER AGAINST LEGISLATION
THAT INCREASES INCOME TAXES
ON TAXPAYERS, INCLUDING
HARDWORKING MIDDLE-INCOME
FAMILIES, ENTREPRENEURS,
AND COLLEGE STUDENTS

Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr.
ALLARD) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration:

S. RES. 206

Resolved, That

SECTION 1. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST LEGISLA-
TION THAT RAISES INCOME TAX
RATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—It shall not be in order in
the Senate to consider any bill, resolution,
amendment, amendment between Houses,
motion, or conference report that includes a
Federal income tax rate increase. In this
subsection, the term ‘‘Federal income tax
rate increase’” means any amendment to sub-
section (a), (b), (c), (d), or (e) of section 1, or
to section 11(b) or 55(b), of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, that imposes a new per-
centage as a rate of tax and thereby in-
creases the amount of tax imposed by any
such section.

(b) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL.—

(1) WAIVER.—This section may be waived or
suspended in the Senate only by an affirma-
tive vote of three-fifths of the Members, duly
chosen and sworn.

(2) APPEAL.—An affirmative vote of three-
fifths of the Members of the Senate, duly
chosen and sworn, shall be required in the
Senate to sustain an appeal of the ruling of
the Chair on a point of order raised under
this section.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 207—CALL-
ING ON THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES IMMEDIATELY
TO RECOMMEND NEW  CAN-
DIDATES FOR THE POSITIONS OF
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF
THE UNITED STATES AND THE
PRESIDENT OF THE INTER-
NATIONAL BANK FOR RECON-
STRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT
(COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE
“WORLD BANK”) IN ORDER TO
PRESERVE THE INTEGRITY AND
THE EFFICACY OF THE DEPART-
MENT OF JUSTICE AND THE
WORLD BANK

Mr. DODD submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary:

S. REs. 207

Whereas the Department of Justice is re-
sponsible for upholding and enforcing the
law throughout the United States of Amer-
ica;

Whereas the Attorney General, as the Na-
tion’s chief law enforcement official, must
place the rule of law above partisan political
gain;

Whereas Attorney General Alberto
Gongzales has consistently provided mis-
leading and incomplete testimony to Con-
gress regarding his role in the inappropriate
and politically motivated firings of at least
8 United States Attorneys, as well as refus-
ing to acknowledge widespread concern with-
in the Department of Justice on the legality
of its domestic surveillance program;

Whereas, according to the testimony of
former Deputy Attorney General James
Comey, Attorney General Alberto Gonzales,
while White House Counsel, attempted to
pressure then-Attorney General John
Ashcroft to authorize a domestic surveil-
lance program that the Department of Jus-
tice itself had determined had ‘“‘no legal
basis’’, while he was in the intensive care
unit of George Washington University Hos-
pital and had relinquished the powers of the
Attorney General;

Whereas the current controversies sur-
rounding the Attorney General have under-
mined the effectiveness and integrity of the
Department of Justice and have contributed
to a reduction in morale among employees
who have important work to accomplish;

Whereas the International Bank for Recon-
struction and Development, in this resolu-
tion referred to as the ‘“World Bank’’, plays
a vital role in global efforts to reduce pov-
erty, aid development, and promote good
governance in all nations in which it oper-
ates;

Whereas anti-corruption efforts have been
a key element of the World Bank strategy
under both the current and previous Bank
Presidents;

Whereas Paul D. Wolfowitz, President of
the World Bank, arranged for a pay and pro-
motion package for Shaha Ali Riza, a bank
employee with whom he had a personal rela-
tionship, upon becoming President in 2005;

Whereas, on May 14, 2007, an Ethics Com-
mittee of the World Bank investigating this
incident reported to the World Bank’s Board
of Directors that ‘““Mr. Wolfowitz’s contract
requiring that he adhere to the Code of Con-
duct for board officials and that he avoid any
conflict of interest, real or apparent, were
violated” in arranging for a pay raise and
promotion for Shaha Ali Riza, thus contra-
vening World Bank ethical and governance
rules;

Whereas, on April 26, 2007, more than 40
members of the Bank’s anti-corruption unit
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issued a statement declaring that due to cor-
ruption allegations against Mr. Wolfowitz,
“The credibility of our front-line staff is
eroding in the face of legitimate questions
from our clients about the bank’s ability to
practice what it preaches on governance’’;

Whereas several of the World Bank’s larg-
est donors, including European nations who
supply a major portion of the World Bank’s
operating revenue, have warned that they
might withhold funds for the World Bank so
long as Mr. Wolfowitz remains in office; and

Whereas the actions of Attorney General
Gonzales and Mr. Wolfowitz have created a
crisis of confidence and credibility within
two vital institutions with serious national
and international consequences and merit
decisive action by the President of the
United States: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate calls on the
President of the United States immediately
to recommend new candidates for the posi-
tions of the Attorney General of the United
States and the President of the World Bank
in order to preserve the integrity and the ef-
ficacy of the Department of Justice and the
World Bank.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I send a
resolution to the desk, which next
week I will ask my colleagues to con-
sider. I do so with some reluctance, but
we have reached a point where the con-
cerns revolving around the Attorney
General’s Office as well as the head of
the World Bank have come to a point
where I think this body ought to ex-
press itself, given the concerns that are
mounting about these individuals’ abil-
ity to perform their functions.

Washington, DC, has always been
home to controversies. We know that.
But the ones currently swirling around
the Department of Justice and the
World Bank are simply unacceptable
and I think must come to an end. The
President, in my view, must assume
the responsibility here.

We are focused on calling for resigna-
tions, but the Commander in Chief, the
President, is where the buck stops. He
bears the responsibility to replace
these individuals if they have reached a
point where they no longer have the
ability to run these institutions, in-
stilling the kind of confidence and
global support the American public
would expect.

I do not say this with any sense of
glee at all, but I think we have arrived
at a moment where a change of leader-
ship in these two offices is essential.

Let me begin with Mr. Gonzales, if I
may, whose saga continues to unfold,
with each revelation more disturbing
than the last.

The Attorney General is the chief
law enforcement officer of the country.
He must be above politics, and put ad-
ministration of justice above partisan
gain. Clearly, that is not the case here.
It is now abundantly clear the Attor-
ney General has placed his friendship
and allegiance to the President above
the sworn duty to defend and protect
the Constitution. These are not allega-
tions I have made alone; others have
also made these points.

We heard Tuesday in the Senate Ju-
diciary Committee hearing the shock-
ing testimony of the former Deputy At-
torney General of the United States
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about Mr. Gonzales’ role while White
House Counsel, attempting to pressure
then-Attorney General John Ashcroft
to authorize domestic surveillance de-
spite the fact that the Justice Depart-
ment, under John Ashcroft, determined
that would be illegal. He went to At-
torney General Ashcroft’s bedside when
he was in critical condition to try to
secure his signature to allow those
practices to go forward. This is not
healthy. It is hurting our country,
hurting the morale of the Justice De-
partment, and it is time for the Presi-
dent to step forward and appoint a new
Attorney General.

Let me, if I quickly can, turn to the
President of the World Bank, Mr.
Wolfowitz. The World Bank, as we all
know, plays a vital role in global ef-
forts to reduce poverty, aid develop-
ment, and promote good governance in
all nations in which it operates. Mr.
Wolfowitz in particular made fighting
corruption his signature issue at the
bank; yet we know of the allegations
here. I don’t need to go into detail
about them. My colleagues know what
they are; they have been widely re-
ported. A World Bank ethics com-
mittee investigating this incident re-
ported to the World Bank’s Board of
Directors:

Mr. Wolfowitz’s contract requiring that he
adhere to the Code of Conduct for board offi-
cials and that he avoid any conflict of inter-
est, real or apparent, was violated.

That is their conclusion. In short, I
believe Mr. Wolfowitz broke the World
Bank’s ethical and governance rules,
and instead of combating corruption
abroad, as he pledged to do, his actions
brought it to the heart of the World
Bank.

I point out that 40 members of the
Bank’s anti-corruption unit issued a
statement saying this:

The credibility of our front-line staff is
eroding in the face of legitimate questions
from our clients about the bank’s ability to
practice what it preaches on governance.

These are not my words; again, these
are the words of the World Bank staff.
Their work is being compromised by
the actions of their President.

Moreover, several of the World
Bank’s largest donors, including Euro-
pean nations who supply a major por-
tion of the World Bank’s operating rev-
enue, have warned they might withhold
these funds for the World Bank so long
as Mr. Wolfowitz remains in office.

I don’t take any pleasure in sug-
gesting this. But when the Justice De-
partment and the World Bank are
under assault because of the actions of
their two leaders, it is time for the
American President, who has the au-
thority to replace these individuals, to
do so. I know there is reluctance on the
part of my colleagues to involve them-
selves in some of these matters, but
when institutions as important as the
Justice Department and the World
Bank are suffering from loss of credi-
bility, I think it is incumbent on this
body to express itself.

At an appropriate time next week 1
will ask for this resolution to be con-
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sidered by this body. I know we have
the important matter of immigration
to consider, but this matter is also im-
portant.

Of course, should the President move
forward and call for the resignations
and replace these individuals, then this
resolution would be moot. In the mean-
time, I intend to press forward with
this idea. I urge my colleagues in both
parties to support this resolution, re-
gardless of their feelings about these
individuals or their personal relation-
ships with them—we bear a responsi-
bility that goes beyond personalities
here.

The Justice Department deserves
better. The World Bank deserves bet-
ter. I hope my colleagues will join in a
bipartisan way to express the sense of
the Senate that the President ought to
replace these individuals and restore
the confidence and the good feelings we
all ought to have about both of these
institutions.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 208—ENCOUR-
AGING THE ELIMINATION OF
HARMFUL FISHING SUBSIDIES
THAT CONTRIBUTE TO OVER-
CAPACITY IN THE WORLD’S COM-
MERCIAL FISHING FLEET AND
LEAD TO THE OVERFISHING OF
GLOBAL FISH STOCKS

Mr. STEVENS (for himself, Mr.
INOUYE, Mr. COCHRAN, Ms. CANTWELL,
Ms. SNOWE, Mr. LoTT, Mrs. MURRAY,
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mrs. BOXER, Mr.
SUNUNU, Ms. LANDRIEU, Ms. COLLINS,
Mr. KERRY, Mr. LAUTENBERG, and Mr.
VITTER) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. RES. 208

Whereas 2.6 billion people in the world get
at least 20 percent of their total dietary ani-
mal protein intake from fish;

Whereas the Food and Agriculture Organi-
zation of the United Nations has found that
25 percent of the world’s fish population are
currently overexploited, depleted, or recov-
ering from overexploitation;

Whereas scientists have estimated that
populations of many large predator fish such
as tuna, marlin, and swordfish have been
overfished by foreign industrial fishing
fleets;

Whereas the global fishing fleet capacity is
estimated to be considerably greater than is
needed to catch what the ocean can
sustainably produce;

Whereas the United States Congress recog-
nized the threat of overfishing to our oceans
and economy and therefore included the re-
quirement to end overfishing in United
States commercial fisheries by 2011 in the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Reauthorization Act of 2006
(Public Law 109-479);

Whereas the United States Commission on
Ocean Policy and the Pew Oceans Commis-
sion identified overcapitalization of the glob-
al commercial fishing fleets as a major con-
tributor to the decline of economically im-
portant fish populations;

Whereas harmful foreign fishing subsidies
encourage overcapitalization and over-
fishing, support destructive fishing practices
that would not otherwise be economically
viable, and amount to $10 to $15 billion annu-
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ally, an amount equivalent to 20 to 25 per-
cent of the global commercial trade in fish;

Whereas such subsidies have also been doc-
umented to support illegal, unregulated, and
unreported fishing, which impacts commer-
cial fisheries in the United States and
around the world both economically and eco-
logically;

Whereas harmful fishing subsidies are con-
centrated in relatively few countries, put-
ting other fishing countries, including the
United States, at an economic disadvantage;

Whereas the United States is a world lead-
er in advancing policies to eliminate harmful
fishing subsidies that support overcapacity
and promote overfishing; and

Whereas members of the World Trade Orga-
nization, as part of the Doha Development
Agenda (Doha Development Round), are en-
gaged in historic negotiations to end harm-
ful fishing subsidies that contribute to over-
capacity and overfishing: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved by the Senate, That the United
States should continue to promote the elimi-
nation of harmful foreign fishing subsidies
that promote overcapitalization, overfishing,
and illegal, unregulated, and unreported fish-
ing.

SENATE RESOLUTION 209—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE
NEW POWER-SHARING GOVERN-
MENT IN NORTHERN IRELAND

Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr.
DopD, Mr. BIDEN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr.
KERRY, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. LEAHY, Mr.
McCAIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. SMITH, and
Mr. OBAMA) submitted the following
resolution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. RES. 209

Whereas, on May 8, 2007, the Reverend Ian
Paisley and Martin McGuinness became
Northern Ireland’s first minister and deputy
first minister, marking the beginning of a
new era of power-sharing;

Whereas Reverend Paisley, the Democratic
Unionist leader, and Mr. McGuinness, the
Sinn Féin negotiator, have put aside decades
of conflict and moved towards historic rec-
onciliation and unity in Northern Ireland;

Whereas, on May 8, 2007, Reverend Paisley
declared, ‘I believe that Northern Ireland
has come to a time of peace, a time when
hate will no longer rule.”’;

Whereas Mr. McGuinness declared this new
government to be ‘‘a fundamental change of
approach, with parties moving forward to-
gether to build a better future for the people
that we represent’’;

Whereas British Prime Minister Tony Blair
declared that ‘‘today marks not just the
completion of the transition from conflict to
peace, but also gives the most visible expres-
sion to the fundamental principle on which
the peace process has been based. The ac-
ceptance that the future of Northern Ireland
can only be governed successfully by both
communities working together, equal before
the law, equal in the mutual respect shown
by all and equally committed both to shar-
ing power and to securing peace. That is the
only basis upon which true democracy can
function and by which normal politics can at
last after decades of violence and suffering
come to this beautiful but troubled land.’’;

Whereas the Taoiseach of Ireland, Bertie
Ahern, declared that ‘‘on this day, we mark
the historic beginning of a new era for
Northern Ireland. An era founded on peace
and partnership. An era of new politics and
new realities.”’; and
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