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bill through their committee and 
bringing it to the Senate floor. I appre-
ciate very much the vote of 93 Senators 
who voted last night to move the bill 
forward. I think it is a very important 
example of bipartisan support. I hope 
we will be able to move this forward to 
a simple up-or-down vote this week and 
that we will not see extraneous issues 
or obstruction or delay involving this 
bill. This is very simple and very 
straightforward. I am hopeful we will 
be able to move it forward and accom-
plish this goal. 

We need to make sure it is very clear 
that the same laws to which everyone 
else adheres are held to be true for 
Members of Congress. It is also impor-
tant to note that our bill creates new 
reporting requirements for Members of 
Congress and their staffs, with the re-
ports available online, with a search-
able database. That is very important 
for transparency. It asks the Govern-
ment Accounting Office to investigate 
the so-called ‘‘political intelligence 
consultants’’ who contact Members and 
staff to get information on how legisla-
tion could affect their business clients 
or stock prices. 

This bill is very simple and very 
clearcut. We are all engaged in con-
versations on a daily basis that make 
information available to us, and we 
need to make it very clear as to our re-
sponsibilities for handling that infor-
mation and operating in the public in-
terest. 

So I am hopeful we will be able to 
keep this bill focused on the intended 
goal so we can actually get it passed, 
get it over to the House, and have the 
House do the same. It is important 
that while there may be a number of 
different issues we all care about that 
we would like to offer through amend-
ments, we will be able to keep this fo-
cused on the issue in front of us and 
that we will be able to get this done as 
quickly as possible. 

Our constituents are certainly look-
ing to us to be able to do this. It would 
be an excellent way to start the new 
year by working together on a bipar-
tisan basis to close a loophole that has 
created confusion about the respon-
sibilities, the ethics, and the legal re-
sponsibilities for Senators as it relates 
to insider information and potential in-
sider trading. 

So I am hopeful we can get this done. 
I appreciate the work of everyone who 
has been involved in helping to get us 
to this point. Hopefully, by the end of 
the week we will have something 
passed that we can all feel very good 
about. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, how many 
amendments are pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are 15 amendments pending. 

Mr. REID. We started this morning 
at about 11 o’clock. We had to invoke 
cloture on the motion to proceed to 
this bill, which was supposedly a bill 
everyone wanted. It is too bad we had 
to invoke cloture on the motion to pro-
ceed, but we did. We have been working 
all day to set up rollcall votes—all day. 
We thought we had one a few minutes 
ago, but a couple Senators came over 
and said: There will not be a vote on 
that unless I am guaranteed votes on 
mine—even though their votes are to-
tally not relevant or germane to the 
subject matter. 

I appreciate Senator LIEBERMAN and 
Senator SUSAN COLLINS. They are fine 
legislators. They understand what this 
body is all about and how important 
this legislation is and how important 
they are as managers of this bill. So 
they are negotiating on several of the 
amendments. 

But at some point, Mr. President, 
this becomes ridiculous. To have Sen-
ators come over here and say they are 
not going to allow a vote on an amend-
ment unless they are guaranteed votes 
on nongermane, nonrelevant amend-
ments? Then people criticize me for not 
having an open amendment process? It 
becomes a circus. This is not the Sen-
ate that we have had or should have. 
At some point, we need cooperation 
from Members on both sides of the 
aisle to set up votes and dispose of 
these amendments and move on to pas-
sage of the bill. 

I do not want to have to file cloture 
on this bill. I just want to alert every-
one, if we continue the way we are 
going, where people are saying: You 
cannot have a vote on any amendment 
unless I am guaranteed a vote on my 
nongermane, nonrelevant amend-
ment—what am I supposed to do to 
protect this body? 

So I would hope the night will bring 
some common sense to some Senators. 
It is really—I will not say embar-
rassing, but it is a little bit, to these 
two fine Senators who have worked to-
gether for years on a bipartisan basis 
on some of the most sensitive issues 
this country has, protecting the home-
land. We could not have two better peo-
ple working on a bill to create some bi-
partisanship. But this is unfortunate 
and unfair and not right, and I, as the 
leader, am not going to let this con-
tinue forever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I 
thank the leader for his statement and 
thank him for his patience. I know peo-
ple are critical of the way Senator 
REID has been forced to operate to try 
to get anything done, but if you go 
through a day like we have gone 
through, you understand why he has 
had no choice. 

Mr. PAUL, the Senator from Ken-
tucky, offered an amendment. We had a 

very thoughtful negotiation with him 
about modifying the amendment. We 
came to a meeting of the minds and 
were ready to go, and then another 
Member said: I will not consent to you 
voting on Senator PAUL’s modified 
amendment unless you promise me a 
vote. 

As Senator REID well knows, in the 
early years I was here this kind of be-
havior sometimes happened at just be-
fore the final vote on a bill or perhaps 
before a recess was about to be de-
clared. But to conduct oneself in this 
way at the very beginning of a debate 
on a bill about which there is bipar-
tisan support—yesterday, it was clear 
on the cloture motion, only two Sen-
ators voted against it. It is a real good 
government bill, and to hold it up in 
this way is frustrating. 

I quote the majority leader, who is a 
straighter talker: It is ridiculous. 

So at the end of a long day, we have 
nothing to show for our labor. I apolo-
gize to the Members of the Senate. But 
it requires some reasonableness from 
our colleagues to proceed. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATIONS 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
was unavoidably detained for the roll-
call vote on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on the motion to proceed to S. 
2038, the Stop Trading on Congres-
sional Knowledge, STOCK, Act. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on the motion to invoke cloture. I co-
sponsored the STOCK Act on December 
14, 2011. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I was 
unavoidably detained during rollcall 
vote No. 3 on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on the motion to proceed to S. 
2038. 

Had I been present I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’ for rollcall vote No. 3 and 
I ask that the RECORD reflect that. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

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

f 

RECOGNIZING KNOX COLLEGE ON 
175 YEARS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to congratulate Knox College in 
Galesburg, IL, on the 175th anniversary 
of its founding. 
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On February 15, 1837, the Illinois Leg-

islature granted a charter to Knox 
Manual Labor College. Its founder, the 
Reverend George Washington Gale, a 
social reformer from New York, came 
to the Illinois prairie to found a college 
emphasizing manual labor that would 
be open to students regardless of their 
financial means, gender, or race. 

This egalitarianism and the strong 
anti-slavery beliefs of Reverend Gale 
and his followers gave Knox and Gales-
burg a unique place in the history of 
the abolitionist movement in America. 
Knox is a nationally recognized part of 
the Underground Railroad network. Its 
Old Main was the site of the fifth de-
bate between U.S. Senate candidates 
Abraham Lincoln and Stephen Doug-
las. It was during the debate at Knox 
that Lincoln would argue for the first 
time against slavery on moral grounds. 

It seems fitting that President Lin-
coln, the Great Emancipator, and 
President Obama, our nation’s first Af-
rican American president, both hold 
honorary degrees from this institution. 
Knox was also the alma mater of Bar-
nabas Root, who in 1870 became one of 
the first African Americans to earn a 
college degree in Illinois. In that same 
year, Hiram Revels, who also attended 
Knox, became the first African Amer-
ican to serve in the United States Sen-
ate. 

Today, the Knox campus is a vibrant 
community of world class scholar- 
teachers, staff, and more than 1,400 stu-
dents hailing from 48 States and 51 
countries. Manual labor may have been 
dropped from its name and cur-
riculum—much to the relief of its cur-
rent students to be sure—but Knox’s 
founding commitment to providing a 
quality education to all persists. Of 
Knox’s students today, more than a 
quarter are first generation college 
students, a quarter are U.S. students of 
color, and nearly one third are low-in-
come students. Approximately two 
thirds of students receive some form of 
financial aid, and Knox has been rated 
by Princeton Review as a ‘‘Best Bang 
for Your Buck.’’ 

I congratulate President Teresa 
Amott and the entire Knox community 
on this milestone in the proud and sto-
ried history of Knox College. Knox is 
truly one of our nation’s great liberal 
arts institutions—its contributions far 
surpass its relatively small size. So, as 
we look back in celebration of Knox’s 
preceding 175 years, we also look to the 
future in anticipation of the continued 
contributions this small college on the 
Illinois prairie will make to our State 
and our country for years to come. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE BATTLE OF 
MILL SPRINGS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise to submit to my colleagues a reso-
lution that is very important to the 
history of the Commonwealth of Ken-
tucky and the history of our Nation. 
This resolution, S. Res. 357, sponsored 
by myself and my friend Senator PAUL, 

commemorates the 150th anniversary 
of the Battle of Mill Springs and recog-
nizes the significance of the great clash 
of the Civil War that took place there. 

On January 19, 1862, the Battle of 
Mill Springs spilled across Pulaski and 
Wayne Counties in southeastern Ken-
tucky. It was the second-largest battle 
to take place in the State, and involved 
over 10,000 soldiers. More importantly, 
it was the first significant Union vic-
tory to happen in what was then con-
sidered the western theater of the Civil 
War. The Union’s victory meant that 
the main Confederate defense line that 
had been anchored in eastern Kentucky 
was broken, freeing Union soldiers to 
move through Kentucky and into Ten-
nessee. 

One hundred fifty years later, this 
battle is still a vital story in our Na-
tion’s history. That is why our resolu-
tion also salutes the Mill Springs Bat-
tlefield Association, which has worked 
hard to preserve the historic site and 
educate the public about what went on 
there. The Mill Springs Battlefield As-
sociation has a visitors’ center, pro-
vides tours, displays Civil War artifacts 
and maintains a Civil War library. 
More than 50,000 visitors have traveled 
to see the preserved battlefield. 

So Mr. President, I am proud to sub-
mit this resolution to the United 
States Senate, and proud of the history 
we have preserved for posterity in Ken-
tucky. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO GARY D. REESE 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, every so 
often, it is my honor as the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations to 
recognize the outstanding contribu-
tions of members of the Senate family. 
As anyone who has spent a few years in 
Washington will know, public service 
may not be the career of choice for 
those who hope to be appreciated in 
their own time. 

Benjamin Franklin recognized this 
back in 1772, when he wrote: 

We must not in the course of public life ex-
pect immediate approbation and immediate 
grateful acknowledgement of our services. 
But let us persevere through abuse and even 
injury. The internal satisfaction of a good 
conscience is always present, and time will 
do us justice in the minds of the people . . . 

Mr. President, through his 20 years of 
service in the U.S. Senate, Gary Reese 
is an exception to Mr. Franklin’s rule. 
His charm, his expertise, and his pro-
fessionalism have earned Gary the re-
spect and appreciation of Senators, 
leaders in the executive branch, and his 
colleagues. 

Gary’s service in the Senate began in 
1987, when he joined the staff of Sen-
ator Bennett Johnston as a legislative 
assistant for military issues. In 6 years 
of service, Gary demonstrated a great 
ability to get results for the State of 
Louisiana and distinguished himself by 
developing a thorough understanding 
of the shipbuilding industry. Gary then 
moved to the Senate Select Committee 
on Intelligence in 1993, where he devel-

oped expertise in some of the most 
technical and important aspects of our 
national security. 

The Committee on Appropriations 
was extremely fortunate to lure Gary 
away from that prestigious committee 
in January 1997. As a professional staff 
member on the Subcommittee on De-
fense, Gary excelled in oversight of ac-
quisition programs in each of the mili-
tary services, as well as classified mat-
ters. Gary departed the Senate in 2002, 
at which time his accomplishments 
were recognized by the Department of 
the Navy with the Meritorious Public 
Service Award and by the National Re-
connaissance Office with the Gold 
Medal for Distinguished Service. 

After 5 years with General Electric, 
Gary once again answered the call to 
public service. He rejoined the Com-
mittee on Appropriations in 2007, where 
he has applied his skills to the most 
challenging intelligence issues that our 
country has faced in Iraq, Afghanistan, 
the Horn of Africa, and the Asia-Pa-
cific. His vision and ingenuity have 
made substantial contributions to our 
policies and operations in those re-
gions, for which I hope the full story 
may someday be told. 

Listing Gary Reese’s accomplish-
ments during his two decades of service 
to the U.S. Senate tells only a small 
part of his story. In an era of partisan-
ship and divisiveness, Gary served both 
Democrats and Republicans with skill 
and dedication. I feel just as fortunate 
to have had Gary’s assistance as my 
friend and former colleague, Ted Ste-
vens, surely did. 

In a capital city filled with bluster 
and ego, Gary’s charm, humor, and in-
tegrity built trusted relationships in 
many corners of the Congress, the ex-
ecutive branch, and industry. 

In a job where long hours and late 
nights can overwhelm even the most 
industrious public servant, Gary has 
never forgotten his dedication and 
commitment to his wife Ann, their son 
Bob, and their daughter Trish. 

Mr. President, on behalf of myself 
and all the staff of the Committee on 
Appropriations, I wish to offer Gary 
and his family my appreciation for his 
20 years of service to the Senate, and I 
wish him all the best on his future en-
deavors. 

f 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE SELECT 
COMMITTEE ON ETHICS 112TH 
CONGRESS 
Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, the Hon-

est Leadership and Open Government 
Act of 2007, the ‘‘Act’’, calls for the Se-
lect Committee on Ethics of the U.S. 
Senate to issue an annual report not 
later than January 31 of each year pro-
viding information in certain cat-
egories describing its activities for the 
preceding year. Reported below is the 
information describing the commit-
tee’s activities in 2011 in the categories 
set forth in the act: 

(1) The number of alleged violations of 
Senate rules received from any source, in-
cluding the number raised by a Senator or 
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