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Over the past several months, Sen-
ators from both sides of the aisle, Re-
publicans and Democrats, have spent
countless hours negotiating a bipar-
tisan solution to this critical chal-
lenge. These Senators have been bar-
gaining in good faith. I believe they are
working hard to reach a compromise. 1
hope they can do that. But if they are
not able to reach a new bipartisan
agreement, we have an opportunity to
move forward on a previous bipartisan
piece of legislation. The bill I placed on
the calendar is the same bill the Sen-
ate passed last year overwhelmingly
with 23 Republicans voting in favor of
the legislation. Last year’s bill was far
from perfect. Many of us had mis-
givings about it—this Senator in-
cluded—but it is a solid, comprehensive
package that will serve as a good start
for this year’s very important and vital
debate. Several of my colleagues have
said we should not move forward at
this time; let’s wait.

Over this weekend, there will be ne-
gotiations taking place—the rest of
this day, Saturday, Sunday, and I hope
Monday—to see if a compromise can be
reached. If we put this off a week, the
same thing would happen. People
would be trying to work something out
at the last minute. There has been
ample opportunity for people to work
out an arrangement. I have asked pub-
licly and privately that the President
be involved. Members have put so much
time and effort into working on an im-
migration bill, they certainly should
embrace a motion to start debate.

Those who have threatened a fili-
buster on the motion to proceed I hope
will reconsider the threat and under-
stand how illogical it would be not to
allow us to proceed. A bill that passed
this body last year with 21 Republicans
voting for the legislation now saying
they are not going to proceed does not
make sense to me.

Let me be as clear as I can: By mov-
ing this bill, I am trying to make sure
negotiations continue. There has been
ample time for negotiations to bear
fruit. The purpose of this legislation is
to move forward on comprehensive im-
migration reform. I want this Congress
to accomplish immigration reform, but
we are running out of time to do it. We
have set aside the next 2 weeks to do
this. After that, we have 4 weeks, and
then we have the July 4 recess. After
that, 4 more weeks, and then we are
into the August recess. There is no
more time to do it. Today is the time.
If we don’t do it, starting next Tues-
day, there will be no immigration re-
form this Congress. That would be a
real shame.

The House is waiting for us to do
this. As everyone knows, the schedule
we have is so crowded. This next 2
weeks, in addition to doing immigra-
tion reform, we have to send a bill to
the President for supplemental appro-
priations for the ongoing conflict in
Iraq, the civil war in Iraq. We want to
try to do our budget. We are going to
finish WRDA. We have an energy bill
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we have to do. That is keeping in mind
all the procedural hurdles that are al-
ways present in the Senate.

A vote to proceed is a vote to open
debate, not shut the door on it. If a new
agreement is reached, it can be offered
as a substitute amendment to this bill
on the floor at any time. If a new
agreement is not reached, we can legis-
late the old-fashioned way—taking out
what people do not like and putting in
new stuff. We can offer amendments to
the existing bipartisan bill to make it
even better than the one we passed last
year. Either path leads to progress that
is long overdue.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

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

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

——
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the motion to pro-
ceed to H.R. 1495 now be agreed to; that
on Monday, May 14, at 3 p.m., the Sen-
ate begin consideration of the measure
and the majority manager, Senator
BOXER, then be recognized to offer an
amendment.

If T could withhold that, Mr. Presi-
dent, and note the absence of a
quorum.

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

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, as happens
so much, a lot of times it appears that
we are not doing anything, but the
work done this morning off the Senate
floor has been invaluable. The distin-
guished Republican leader and I have
had a number of conversations; the last
one took place just a few minutes ago
here on the Senate floor.

As I indicated in my prepared re-
marks today, there are a number of
Senators, Democrats and Republicans,
trying to work something out on immi-
gration. Over the last week or so, they
have taken a step forward and three-
quarters of a step backward. Progress
is being made, but it has been incre-
mental, and it has been slow.

Some of the Senators believe there is
a breakthrough that could take place,
but they need all day on Tuesday to do
that. Staff is going to be working over
the weekend with some Senators.

So, reluctantly, but I think in antici-
pation of the greater good, the Repub-
lican leader and I have agreed it would
be in the best interests of the Senate to
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put the cloture over on the immigra-
tion motion to proceed until Wednes-
day morning. Therefore, I will file clo-
ture on Monday on the motion to pro-
ceed on immigration—not today.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—H.R. 2206

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that notwithstanding
the provisions of rule XXII, the major-
ity leader, with the concurrence of the
Republican leader, may turn to the
consideration of H.R. 2206 at any time.

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, H.R. 2206 is
the Iraq supplemental.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
was distracted. I am confused as to
which unanimous consent request was
just entered.

Mr. REID. It was the one, I say to my
friend, dealing with Iraq. I only indi-
cated just for general information what
we were going to do on the immigra-
tion matter. This is the House-passed
version of the supplemental that we
can move to when we decide it is nec-
essary, in spite of the fact that we may
be involved, but for this agreement, in
the postcloture proceedings.

Mr. MCCONNELL. All right.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the prior
statement before was to just alert
those Senators who had called asking
that we put the vote over that we are
going to do that, and we will not vote
on cloture on the immigration bill on
Tuesday afternoon. We will be able to
work all day on Monday and Tuesday
on WRDA. Who knows, we may get
lucky and be able to complete most of
the work or all of the work on that.

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, let
me just say with regard to the immi-
gration bill, the only chance to get a
bill is on a bipartisan basis. I agree
with the decision of the majority lead-
er to accept the recommendation of
those who have been involved in that
discussion, to give us the maximum op-
portunity to piece back together the
bipartisan agreement that we thought
we almost had a week or so ago on this
most important legislation.

———

WATER RESOURCES DEVELOP-
MENT ACT OF 2007—MOTION TO
PROCEED

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the motion to pro-
ceed to H.R. 1495 be agreed to; that on
Monday, May 14, the Senate begin con-
sideration of that measure, and that
the manager of that bill, Senator
BOXER, be recognized to offer an
amendment.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

————
ORDER FOR MEASURE TO BE
PLACED ON CALENDAR

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate
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receives from the House H.R. 2206, the
emergency supplemental appropria-
tions bill, it be placed on the calendar.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection?
Without objection, it is so ordered.

WRDA PROVISIONS

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, during
yesterday’s discussion of the motion to
proceed to the Water Resources Devel-
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opment Act, the chairman of the Envi-
ronment and Public Works Committee,
Senator BOXER, inserted into the
RECORD a chart that shows which Mem-
ber or Members requested each project-
related provision in the WRDA bill.
This chart, of course, was our effort to
comply with the intent of S. 1, the Leg-
islative Transparency bill. For some of
the WRDA provisions, however, it was
in fact a particular Member who se-
cured inclusion of the provision in the
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bill. Since the chart discloses each re-
quest, however, that distinction is not
clear. With that in mid, I would like to
provide the following list of provisions
and the Members who secured them.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the chart to which I referred
be printed in the RECORD.

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

Section 5003—Environmental infrastructure:
Jackson County, Mississippi ($12,500,000)
DeSoto County, Mississippi ($20,000,000)
(77) Chattooga County, Georgia ($8,000,000)
78) Albany, Georgia ($4,000,000)
79) Moultrie, Georgia ($5,000,000)

80) Stephens County/City of Toccoa, Georgia ($8,000,000)

82) Banks County, Georgia ($5,000,000)
83) Berrien County, Georgia ($5,000,000)

(
(
(
(81) Dahlonega, Georgia ($5,000,000)
(
(
(84) City of East Point, Georgia ($5,000,000)
(

85) Armuchee Valley: Chattooga, Floyd, Gordon, Walker, and Whitifield Counties, Georgia

($10,000,000).
86) Atchison, Kansas ($20,000,000)
87) Lafourche Parish, Louisiana ($2,300,000)

88) South Central Planning and Development Commission, Louisiana ($2,500,000
89) Rapides Area Planning Commission, Louisiana ($1,000,000) .........ccoovvereneene.
90) Northwest Louisiana Council of Governments, Louisiana ($2,000,000)

91) Lafayette, Louisiana ($1,200,000)
92) Lake Charles, Louisiana ($1,000,000) ...
93) Ouachita Parish, Louisiana ($1,000,000)

94) Union-Lincoln Regional Water Supply Project, Louisiana ($2,000,000)
95) Central Lake Region Sanitary District, Minnesota ($2,000,000) .....

96) Goodview, Minnesota ($3,000,000)
97) Grand Rapids, Minnesota ($5,000,000) .
98) Willmar, Minnesota ($15,000,000)
99) City of Corinth, Mississippi ($7,500,000) ...

100) Clean Water Coalition, Nevada ($20,000,000) ...
101) Town of Mooresville, North Carolina ($4,000,000) ...
102) City of Winston-Salem, North Carolina ($3,000,000)
103) Neuse Regional Water and Sewer Authority, North Carolina ($4,000,0
104) Town of Cary/Wake County, North Carolina ($4,000,000)
105) City of Fayetteville, North Carolina ($6,000,000)
106) Washington County, North Carolina ($1,000,000)
..... ... Dole ...

107) City of Charlotte, North Carolina ($3,000,000)
108) City of Ada, Oklahoma ($1,700,000)
109) Norman, Oklahoma ($10,000,000)

110) Eastern Oklahoma State University, Wilberton, Oklahoma ($1,000,000)

112) City of Bethany, Oklahoma ($1,500,000) ..
113) Woodward, Oklahoma ($1,500,000)

114) City of Disney and Langley, Oklahoma ($2,500,000)

115) City of Durant, Oklahoma ($3,300,000)
116) City of Midwest City, Oklahoma ($2,000,000)

117) City of Ardmore, Oklahoma ($1,900,000) ...........

118) City of Guymon, Oklahoma ($16,000,000)

120) City of Chickasha, Oklahoma ($650,000)

121) Oklahoma Panhandle State University, Guymon, Oklahoma ($275,000)

122) City of Bartlesville, Oklahoma ($2,500,000)
123) City of Konawa, Oklahoma ($500,000) .....
124) City of Mustang, Oklahoma ($3,325,000) .
125) City of Alva, Oklahoma ($250,000)
126) Vinton County, Ohio ($1,000,000)

127) Burr Oak Regional Water District, Ohio ($4,000,000) ..

128) Fremont, Ohio ($2,000,000)
129) Fostoria, Ohio ($2,000,000)
130) Defiance County, Ohio ($1,000,000)

131) Akron, Ohio ($5,000,000) .......veeervvererrereeerees

132) Meigs County, Ohio ($1,000,000)
133) City of Cleveland, Ohio ($2,500,000)
134) Cincinnati, Ohio ($1,000,000)
135) Dayton, Ohio ($1,000,000)
136) Lawrence County, Ohio ($5,000,000)
137) City of Columbus, Ohio ($4,500,000)
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(111) City of Weatherford, Oklahoma ($500,000)
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119) Lugert-Altus Irrigation District, Altus, Oklahoma ($5,000,000) .
)
)
)
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)
)

Cochran
Cochran
Chambliss
Chambliss
Chambliss ..
Chambliss ..
Chambliss ..
Chambliss
Chambliss
Chambliss ..
Chambliss

Vitter .....

Coleman .....
Coleman .....
Coleman .....
Coleman .....
Cochran .....
Ensign ....

Dole ...
Dole ...
Dole ...
Dole ...
Dole ...
Dole ...

Voinovich ...
Voinovich ...
Voinovich ...
Voinovich ...
Voinovich ...
Voinovich
Voinovich
Voinovich ...
Voinovich ...
Voinovich ...
Voinovich
Voinovich

Lott.

Isakson.
Isakson.
Isakson.
Isakson.
Isakson.
Isakson.
Isakson.
Isakson.
Isakson.

Lott.
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