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through in the Senate. We, working to-
gether, agreed to have a focused bill, a 
targeted bill, that would accomplish 
the specific objectives here. And our 
appeal today is that the House do like-
wise so we can pass this by July 27. 

f 

IMMIGRATION BILL CONFERENCE 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, we saw the 

Senate at its best a few weeks ago 
when we passed comprehensive immi-
gration reform. Democrats and Repub-
licans, working together, passed a very 
complicated bill in a relatively short 
period of time, with dozens of amend-
ments. We passed a bill. People are 
looking for us to do things together 
and we did something together. The 
President was involved in this and I ap-
preciate that very much. We did good 
border security. We did something to 
deal with guest workers. We did some-
thing to put the 12 million people who 
are here on a proper pathway to legal-
ization. Even though they have the op-
portunity to do that, they will not go 
to the front of the line. It is something 
we have to do. They will have to have 
jobs, pay taxes, make sure they stay 
out of trouble, and learn English. We 
also put in the bill excellent provisions 
so that employer sanctions will be en-
forced. 

So we did a good job on this bill. We 
passed a bipartisan, comprehensive bill 
that will address the urgent national 
security issue facing us, and that is im-
migration and border security. In con-
trast, the House passed a bill that 
would make felons out of 12 million 
people. In addition, potential felons 
would be a Catholic priest giving eu-
charist to his parishioners or a health 
care worker trying to help someone 
who is homeless or a social worker and 
many examples where they would be-
come felons. 

The bill in the House is mean-spirited 
and it is wrong. People who run soup 
kitchens should not be felons. People 
who are domestic violence counselors 
should not be felons. Certainly, mem-
bers of the clergy should not be felons. 

A little over 3 weeks ago, I proposed 
a unanimous-consent agreement that 
would allow us to move forward a 
House-Senate negotiation on the immi-
gration bill. I asked consent that we 
take up the House immigration bill, 
substitute the text of the Senate bill, 
and then appoint conferees. My friend, 
the majority whip, Senator MCCON-
NELL, objected due to a threat of the 
House Republicans to ‘‘blue slip’’ the 
bill. Senator MCCONNELL asked that we 
take up and appoint conferees to H.R. 
4096, a House-passed tax bill that is 
here in the Senate to address the 
House’s constitutional concerns. I 
think they are unfounded, but I accept 
Senator MCCONNELL’s objection. There-
fore, I had no choice but to object be-
cause I was concerned that House lead-
ers would use this tax bill as an oppor-
tunity for mischief and would insert 
many items that are repugnant to what 
we are trying to do with taxes in an 
immigration bill. 

Since then, I have asked the majority 
leader for some assurances that this 
procedural maneuver would be used 
solely to get around the blue slip prob-
lem and that the conference report 
would not be used as a vehicle for tax 
provisions that have nothing to do 
with the immigration bill. 

The majority leader has provided 
such assurances to me orally. In addi-
tion, Senators SPECTER, GRAHAM, and 
MCCAIN have given me written assur-
ances that they will not sign a con-
ference report that contains tax provi-
sions unrelated to the immigration 
bill. 

Among other things, this letter says: 
As chairman— 

That is Senator SPECTER— 
and likely members of the immigration con-
ference— 

That is Senators MCCAIN and GRA-
HAM— 
we would not sign any conference report that 
contains tax changes not related to immigra-
tion. We simply will not allow the use of the 
tax bill as a vehicle for comprehensive immi-
gration reform to be abused in conference. 

I very much appreciate these three 
fine men giving me this letter. I think 
this is a way to move forward. 

Based on the oral assurance of the 
majority leader and the written assur-
ance from these three Republican Sen-
ators, we as Democrats stand ready to 
appoint conferees and to move forward 
on this bill at any time the majority 
leader allows that to happen. We are 
willing to move forward under the 
terms previously suggested by the ma-
jority whip. We would consent to using 
the House-passed tax bill as a vehicle 
for this immigration conference based 
on these new assurances. I hope we can 
do that as soon as possible. 

I express my apology to my friend 
from Kansas and thank him for being 
so patient waiting for Senator FRIST 
and I to complete our morning state-
ments. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Kansas is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague from Nevada, the 
Democratic leader, for his last state-
ment of willingness to appoint con-
ferees and use other vehicles that will 
not have the blue slip problem on the 
House side. Comprehensive immigra-
tion reform is a critical and most im-
portant piece of legislation we will 
pass in conference if we can get it done. 
I appreciate my colleague doing that. 

It is a tough topic. He has been will-
ing to work with us along the way, not 
without difficulties at different steps. I 
really appreciate his willingness to 
work on such a difficult topic with us. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, will my 
friend yield for a question? 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Yes, I will. 
Mr. REID. The Senator heard the 

statement I read into the RECORD in 
the letter from Senators SPECTER, GRA-
HAM, and MCCAIN. I am confident that 
the Senator from Kansas agrees that 
the immigration bill should not con-

tain any extraneous tax matters; is 
that correct? 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I 
do, and I appreciate the opportunity to 
say so on the Senate floor as well. I 
don’t want to see this process manipu-
lated and the Senator put in a position 
where he is not comfortable with try-
ing to get done what we all want. I 
don’t think that is right. I don’t think 
that is the comity of the Senate, and I 
stand with my colleagues who signed 
that letter as well. 

Again, I thank the Senator for mov-
ing this forward. If we can get this im-
migration bill moving forward, it 
would be a major accomplishment for 
us and for the Nation. 

f 

STEM CELL RESEARCH 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I 
stand to deliver some good news today 
to the Senate and hopefully contribute 
to the debate we are going to have 
probably in July on the overall issue of 
stem cells, embryonic stem cells, 
human cloning, adult stem cells, and 
cord blood. 

I wish to start by saying I think ev-
erybody is of good heart and good mind 
in this body and that they want to try 
to do something to help people in this 
country. While we have some dif-
ferences of opinion on embryonic stem 
cells and on human cloning, there is 
strong bipartisan support in the adult 
stem cell and cord blood area. 

The differences come down to the 
basic view of the youngest of human 
life. This is a long debate. It has been 
going on for some time. We have dif-
ferences of opinion. I view human life 
as sacred at all of its stages and all of 
its places. Period. It is unique, it is 
beautiful, it is a child of the living 
God. It deserves our respect and protec-
tion under law at the very earliest 
stages of life and at the very latest 
stages in life. It is life in this country 
and a life in other countries. It is life 
seeking to come to this country in 
whatever form it may be. This life is 
unique and sacred. 

We can try to divide it under law. We 
can say it is property at this stage of 
life; it is not worth living at that stage 
of life. All of those, I think, are false 
distinctions. Life is sacred, period, per 
se because it is human and it is sacred, 
period, because it is human. That is the 
point of view from which I come. That 
is the point of view from which I think 
a lot of Americans come. 

When people think about it, when 
they look at this issue they say: How 
else would you divide a baby? It is pret-
ty hard to do unless you start where 
life begins and you end where life ends 
and you don’t draw distinctions in be-
tween. 

Others are willing to draw that dis-
tinction in between and say a human 
life is not sacred, per se, at certain 
early stages, or if it is so decrepit at 
other stages of life. I think those are 
false distinctions. I don’t think they 
stand the test of science. I don’t think 
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