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increase taxes. The Fair Flat Tax Act, 
as it relates to the tax gap issue, is a 
win for all Americans except for those 
who have been cheating the system. 

I am obviously aware that the clock 
is ticking down on this session of Con-
gress. Certainly, by early next year, in 
the thick of a Presidential election, 
something such as this is daunting. 
But it is time for Congress to get start-
ed now on what witness after witness 
after witness in the Finance Com-
mittee is saying; that is, the urgent 
need, after scores of tax changes, to get 
about draining the swamp. 

To give you an idea of what the num-
bers are with respect to tax changes, 
the latest analysis shows we have had 
something akin to 15,000 tax changes. 
That comes to three for every working 
day. Even regional IRS offices, accord-
ing to practitioners I talk to, cannot 
agree among themselves as to how to 
apply this increasingly complicated 
Tax Code. 

It is time to get started. The Bush 
tax cuts expire in 2010. Certainly, that 
is going to cause additional confusion 
and chaos for taxpayers. With the prob-
lems the Congress is wrestling with 
now, such as the immediate crunch of 
the alternative minimum tax and with 
the hammer poised to come down in 
2010 with all the other expiring tax 
laws, there is a strong incentive for 
members of both political parties to 
come to the table and get to work on 
tax reform. 

I hope colleagues will look at the 
Fair Flat Tax Act as a way to start the 
debate. I don’t consider it the last word 
on this extraordinarily important sub-
ject, but I hope we can begin the debate 
now. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CARDIN). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LOTT. 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quorum call be rescinded.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. LOTT. Mr. President, what is the 
order of business at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are in 
morning business. 

Mr. LOTT. Until what time? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 

no time limit. 
f 

AMTRAK 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, while we 
are in this morning business period and 
in anticipation of going to the next leg-
islation, I wish to make some opening 
comments about what happened here 
and make a plea to my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle, but particularly 
my own side of the aisle, that we not 
object to going to consideration of Am-
trak legislation. 

I have been working on this issue for 
several years now. I think it is an im-
portant issue. It is an important part 

of our transportation system in Amer-
ica. I believe that for the future devel-
opment of our country, for the mobil-
ity of our country, for the creation of 
jobs, the maintaining of jobs, for safe-
ty, security, and access, we should pay 
attention to infrastructure in America, 
and lanes, planes, trains, ports, and 
harbors. This is critical to our future 
economic development and to our 
American lifestyle. 

I have been working for years to up-
grade and improve the Federal Avia-
tion Administration, the air traffic 
control system so we can have less con-
gestion in the airways and fewer 
delays, and modernization. We are still 
working on that. We did get FAA reau-
thorization a few years ago. Now it is 
back up but, unfortunately, stalled 
right now. We did pass a highway bill a 
few years ago that had many good 
things in it. But here is my point: You 
can only build so many lanes until you 
can’t build any more. You can only 
have so many planes in the sky until 
you can’t have any more. So what is 
the other alternative? Trains. 

Now, I am not from a State that is 
hugely dependent on the rail passenger 
system. We get some of the benefits of 
it. But part of the problem is we don’t 
have enough access, enough opportuni-
ties in that area, or we have delays and 
problems such as that. Why do we have 
delays? Because we haven’t modernized 
the Amtrak system. Because we have 
not worked through the Transportation 
Department to put in some reforms, de-
cide what is needed in terms of money, 
and how to get more capitalization. We 
haven’t done the reforms. 

I was pleased to be involved the last 
time we did some Amtrak legislation. 
That was several years ago. I stood 
right in this very spot and told my 
friend JOHN MCCAIN from Arizona if it 
didn’t work and if Amtrak didn’t do a 
better job, I would eat it without salt. 
Well, I guess I should have probably 
eaten it without salt later on. It didn’t 
do everything I hoped it would. But 
what is the alternative? Do we want a 
national rail passenger system or not? 
I think we do. I don’t mean only on the 
Northeast corridor, although I love the 
Northeast corridor. I have been de-
lighted to work with my friend and col-
league from New Jersey, Senator LAU-
TENBERG, on this legislation, because I 
want good Amtrak service between 
Washington and New York City. 
Frankly, I would rather ride the Acela 
to New York City than the shuttle, the 
airline shuttle. You go to the airport; 
you wait; you are delayed. You get on 
the train. You ride the Acela. You do 
your computer. You are not crowded. It 
is nice, clean. It works. You can get a 
little something to eat, and you arrive 
in New York City. 

I realize Acela is one of the best in 
the country, but we need to do more. In 
fact, putting money in it—and by the 
way, not enough—year after year we 
are starving it to death and then we 
are saying, Why didn’t it do better? It 
is because we haven’t given them more 

opportunities, we haven’t had more re-
quirements, we haven’t had reforms. I 
tried for the past 2 years to get this 
legislation up. We had some objections. 
We had some Senators who wanted to 
offer amendments. My attitude is: 
Fine. If you have amendments, let’s go 
with them. Administration: If you have 
some reforms, fine, let’s do it. But we 
need to get this thing done. 

Now here we are, we have a different 
majority. Senator LAUTENBERG is the 
chairman of the committee. But basi-
cally, this is the bill he and I put to-
gether 3 years ago. It is time to do it. 
It is not perfect. It has some reforms in 
it. It has some requirements in it. By 
the way, more people are riding Am-
trak, and they have more income. They 
are doing better. If we give them more 
incentives, if we get them to close 
some of the routes that are never going 
to be profitable, they are not going to 
work, it would be even better than 
that. 

I am not going to give my full open-
ing speech now, even though I sound 
like it. I am saying to my colleagues, 
we should not object to the motion to 
proceed on every bill, and filibuster the 
motion to proceed. That is bad busi-
ness. Do it judiciously? Yes. If you 
want to slow this place down time after 
time after time after time, yes, we can 
do that. But I stood here on the floor 
earlier today and last night and said: If 
the Senate will do the right thing on 
this judicial nomination, Leslie South-
wick, that will be a step forward to 
show that this place can work to-
gether. We can be civil. We can be less 
partisan, and there will be some bene-
fits. I am standing right here right now 
saying this is the next step. Let’s not 
tangle this bill up because we are not 
ready, or because we may not like it. 
You don’t like it? Vote against it. You 
want more? Bring your amendments. 
Let’s get this done. I hope my col-
leagues will not try to block the mo-
tion to proceed. Senator REID is going 
to ask unanimous consent that we go 
to the bill, and I hope and pray that if 
it is objected to, he is going to file clo-
ture and he is going to make us eat it, 
because we ought to take this up and 
deal with it. If we want to kill it, shoot 
it down, but doing nothing is unaccept-
able. 

The Senate has become very pro-
ficient at doing nothing; not just this 
year, but last year and the year before. 
We paid a price, because we didn’t get 
anything done in the previous 2 years. 
Are we going to do it again or can we 
do something for the American people? 
This is one way we can do it. 

So I make that plea and I hope we 
can get something worked out when we 
get on this bill. I will not be a party to 
try to ram it through so quickly people 
can’t get their amendments ready. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LOTT. I will be glad to yield to 
my distinguished colleague and leader 
on this effort now, and to my friend 
from New Jersey, and I look forward to 
working with him on this legislation. 
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Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 

the obvious obstinacy at getting this 
on the floor seems to ignore the fact 
that you almost can’t get anyplace 
from here or there without enormous 
delays, without enormous congestion, 
and with pollution problems, et cetera. 
Is it understood, I ask the distin-
guished Senator from Mississippi, how 
difficult it is for the country right 
now? You can’t get an airplane that 
will leave on time or arrive on time 
with any degree of certainty. I, for in-
stance, travel from here up to Newark 
or to LaGuardia Airport, both of which 
are convenient to my home in New Jer-
sey, and a flight that takes 36 minutes 
of air time takes 21⁄2 hours to get there, 
more often than not. 

So do the Senator’s friends under-
stand that this is a crisis moment for 
this country of ours? We have seen in-
cidents so many times where the ab-
sence of a rail system—for instance, we 
threw away billions of dollars some 
years ago because nuclear powerplants 
that were built, ready to operate, 
couldn’t get a license to go because 
there weren’t satisfactory evacuation 
routes and it had to be by rail because 
the highways were unable to provide 
for it. 

If we look at Katrina and we see how 
much better we could have done if rail 
was sufficiently employed down there, 
and we didn’t get it, and people were 
jammed and stuck in there. 

There is no difference in what—when 
you cross the aisle, when you ask the 
question: Do we want to get things op-
erating better? Do we want to facili-
tate our corporations to operate effi-
ciently? Do we want to provide the jobs 
that go along when you have facilities 
for travel in place? Would people do 
better if they could travel by rail rath-
er than have to get in a car and pay 
who knows what for gasoline? It is pre-
dicted that oil is going to go up to $200 
a barrel one of these days. Well, Heav-
en forbid that does come. We are not 
going to close shop and say we will go 
home and rest. 

Do the Senator’s colleagues recognize 
that those who don’t want to let us get 
this train of theirs started, do they re-
alize that these problems are in front 
of us, I ask? 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, let me say 
to the distinguished Senator from New 
Jersey, I am sorry I went ahead and 
spoke first, because you are chairman 
of the committee and you have been 
providing real leadership in trying to 
get this legislation brought up. I did it 
because I wanted to make a plea to my 
colleagues on this side of the aisle to 
let this move forward. Let me empha-
size that I have no indication there will 
be objection. They want to take a look 
at it. They want to make sure they will 
have a chance to offer amendments or 
substitutes. I have assured them we 
will work with them. I believe we are 
going to be able to clear the hurdles, 
but I wanted to make a public plea so 
we could get on this legislation and 
guarantee the Members that their 

amendments will be considered and, in 
fact, in the past, when we worked to-
gether, we have accepted amendments 
and fought some of them, and we had 
votes. It is a novel idea in the Senate, 
to have a debate and have a vote. 

But I want to say again I have en-
joyed working with Senator LAUTEN-
BERG. This is a lot bigger issue in New 
Jersey and along the eastern seaboard, 
I guess, but more and more it is impor-
tant on the west coast, it is important 
to the Chicago area, it is important all 
over America. This is not about one re-
gion or the other region, or trying to 
accommodate business or labor; this is 
about American people. So I think my 
colleagues, hopefully, are going to real-
ize that we ought to do something 
about Amtrak, and this is the way to 
get it done. 

I thank the Senator for his question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey is recognized. 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

want to respond to what my friend 
from Mississippi has said. We have 
worked together in the past and we 
have gotten things done in the past. We 
know that Amtrak finally has come 
into its place. We have a lot of work 
yet to do when you think about what 
travel is like these days in all forms. 
The highways are too congested. The 
airways are getting even more con-
gested. The expectation is that delays 
are going to become even longer. So I 
hope those who want to discuss it and 
those who want to amend it—the Sen-
ator is right, we should consider 
amendments. As a matter of fact, I 
think it is good if we do hear from peo-
ple and see what problems they foresee. 
But we can’t get it done unless we talk 
about it, unless we prepare for a vote. 

Are we about to say to the American 
people: No, continue to suffer? Stay 
stuck in traffic? Stay stuck at the air-
ports? Time will take care of it? All 
you have to do is spend more time 
away from home, away from your job 
and away from things you might enjoy. 

American people, get used to spend-
ing more time away from home in use-
less activities, such as listening to an 
idling engine or listening to the car 
radio or something like that. We can-
not function this way. 

Now the time is upon us where we 
have to do something about this. I be-
lieve this is an opportune time. I know 
a lot of colleagues on that side of the 
aisle want to see this happen. After all, 
we touch 40 States across the country. 
Wherever you look and see where there 
has been new or upgraded rail service, 
people are responding to it: On the 
west coast, and some of the routes out 
of Chicago—people are responding to it, 
and they are getting on trains. 

I use the trains frequently. The other 
day I got on an Amtrak train here, and 
it was a full train with barely a seat 
left. So people are demanding it. If we 
look at the example that exists, let’s 
say in Europe or in Japan, and see 
what happens. When I wanted to take a 
plane one time from Brussels, where a 

NATO meeting was ongoing, to go to 
Paris, I tried to get a flight. They said: 
You cannot get an airplane from here 
because we go by train—200 miles in 1 
hour and 20 minutes. Imagine what it 
would do for travel in this country and 
business progress. 

So I am ready whenever my colleague 
and our friends on that side of the aisle 
are ready. I am told we are all set here 
and ready to go. 

Mr. LOTT. If the Senator will yield, 
since I have worked with the Senator 
on this issue, some of my colleagues 
have taken to calling me Senator 
‘‘Lott-enberg.’’ I know there is a bit of 
a regional difference. It is not quite as 
crowded in our neck of the woods, so 
you might come on down South and it 
would be a lot less crowded. However, I 
would like for them to be able to get 
there on Amtrak, to be able to catch 
that train in Washington or in Newark 
and run on down and come through At-
lanta down to Jackson, MS. I think 
they would enjoy it once they got 
there. I invite the Senator from New 
Jersey to take the ride to Jackson, and 
we will show him around down there. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. In response, A, I 
would like to do it; and, B, I wonder if 
people realize how many new lines are 
being dreamt up—I say ‘‘dreamt’’ up 
because unless we get the base going, 
nothing else is going to happen. 

I hear from colleagues in other 
States besides mine who say, you 
know, we could use train service here 
or there. We have seen something in 
New Jersey that exemplifies the value 
of rail service. We had a line open from 
the southernmost tip of our State to 
Trenton, our State capital. The rider-
ship, at first, was very low. Before you 
knew it, we began to see buildings, fac-
tories, warehouses, et cetera, being 
built along the transit way. And now 
the area is beginning to prosper where 
it was just dead and nothing was going 
on. That is what we have seen. 

There is a lot of talk about some-
thing called transit villages. In New 
Jersey, the most crowded State in the 
country, we don’t think about villages 
really, but we have transit villages 
centered around a rail hub. People 
know they can get back and forth, and 
companies know employees can get 
back and forth to work and they can 
run an efficient operation. 

So this is a point in time when oppor-
tunity presents itself, and we ought not 
to miss it. If we cannot see it, we ought 
to let the public see that. Certainly, at 
this point in time, we ought to be able 
to discuss it. We should not have any 
obstruction to bringing the issue to the 
floor of the Senate. Let’s get out in 
this public forum and have a discussion 
and see what we can do or whether 
there are problems that can be dealt 
with or maybe we can go to some other 
kinds of travel—I don’t know what 
kind, but we at least ought to take the 
one nearest to us that is the best op-
tion. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, we are 

working on when we are going to be 
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able to get this up. I have a couple of 
points. One, we have a catch-22. Our 
Members want to make sure they have 
a chance to offer amendments, and we 
want to do that. At the same time, our 
leadership on both sides has to pay at-
tention to when and how we get it to a 
conclusion. I think it is incumbent 
upon our leadership from the com-
mittee to work with Members to get 
amendments but also not to let this be-
come a punching bag and have Mem-
bers throwing everything out but the 
kitchen sink. 

I believe we can move this through in 
a reasonable time. My attitude is, 
when Senators have amendments, come 
over and offer them. We will debate 
them and then have a vote. We will not 
shove it over until 9 or 10 o’clock to-
morrow night. I think there is hesi-
tation on both sides of the aisle, and 
we have to work through that. But we 
have done this before. We did this bill 
2 years ago, or so, and we got 90-some-
thing votes. So we can do that. 

Mr. President, one other observation: 
As I have worked on this, another part 
of the equation of having a good na-
tional rail passage system is encour-
aging our States to be able to do more 
on their own and build lines like we 
have in San Francisco to the L.A. 
area—there is incentive to do more— 
and at the same time, not telling poor-
er States that they have to do way 
more than they are capable of doing. 

Also, a couple of weeks ago, I 
thought about this bill. I was at Big 
D’s Barbeque at Pocahontas, MS. The 
City of New Orleans, a sleeper Amtrak 
train, came whizzing by Big D’s Tee 
Pee. They were ballin’ the jack headed 
to New Orleans. It had about six or 
eight cars, which is relatively short. 
But the important thing was that they 
were going lickity-split. 

If we are going to be able to get these 
trains, in a reasonable way, where they 
want to go, part of the problem is a 
problem the freight lines have. If they 
are going to get off on a side track and 
let the Amtrak go through, they have 
to build side tracks. We need more 
lines all across America. Union Pacific, 
Burlington Northern, Santa Fe—they 
need to build more lines across this 
country. We need to encourage the 
freight lines to build more capacity, 
more lines, and more side tracks, so 
they can work with Amtrak, so that 
Amtrak is not adding to the cost of 
doing business of the freight lines. So I 
am looking at that equation too. We 
don’t want a conflict between Amtrak 
and freight lines. We want them both 
to be able to make a profit and deliver 
the goods and services to the American 
people. 

So we are working on that side of the 
equation too, to make sure that Am-
trak has a way to be on time. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. The Senator 
from Mississippi remembers that yes-
terday we had a hearing on freight rail-
roads, and that traffic is going to be up 
some 44 percent by 2020. They are con-
cerned about how to get it done. At the 

same time, we have to provide for pas-
senger rail service. This is a good time 
for all sides to get together and start 
moving. 

Does the Senator remember this bill 
was processed on the Senate floor last 
year? We had a vote that was 93 to 6. I 
lost a year. It was actually in 2005. 

Mr. LOTT. Yes, I think that is right. 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. The vote was 93 

to 6, I remind everybody. This was pop-
ularly supported, totally understood. 
We were on our way to the next sta-
tion, and it just didn’t work out. 
Things were a little tumultuous, to put 
it mildly. Now there is a cooler mo-
ment to think about it and present it. 
We have time available on the floor, 
and I think to waste it would be a ter-
rible loss when we can discuss this im-
portant problem with a solution for the 
country. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I thank my 
colleague. The occupant of the chair, 
the Senator from Maryland, I suspect, 
supports this too. I am ready to do 
business when we get the go-ahead to 
take up this legislation. 

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. MARTINEZ. Madam President, I 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Madam President: Is the Senate 
in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is in morning business, with 10- 
minute grants. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. I wish to speak for a 
period of 10 minutes. 

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

f 

CUBA 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, 
in the last couple of hours, the Presi-
dent took the opportunity to speak at 
the State Department on the condition 
of relations between the United States 
and Cuba. For me, as an immigrant 
from Cuba, born on that island and an 
immigrant to this country, it was a 
very moving and transcending kind of 
moment. The President, for the first 
time, I think, in many years that any 
American President might do this, de-
tailed the problems in Cuba and the 
cruelty of that regime toward its own 
people. 

The President put a human face on 
the suffering of the Cuban people by in-
viting to the stage with him three fam-
ilies of Cuban political prisoners. These 
families, each with their own tale of 
hardship and suffering, were represent-
atives of what I think is the now al-
most half century long suffering of the 
Cuban people. He spoke about their 
plight, the unjust nature of their rel-
atives’ incarceration, which is nothing 

more than a representative sampling of 
what the Cuban people have suffered 
over so many years of brutal repres-
sion. 

He also detailed the many failed 
promises of the Cuban revolution to-
ward its own people. He spoke of the 
failed promises; that the revolution 
would bring a better life and so many 
other things that have simply not oc-
curred. He detailed frankly, the eco-
nomic misery the Cuban people suffer 
from today, the fact that housing is de-
plorable and difficult and that many 
families have to, obviously, live to-
gether. He spoke about the irony that 
while the Cuban system touts the 
greatness of their medical prowess; in 
fact the Cuban people do not have ac-
cess to the kind of quality medical care 
that medical tourists can obtain. 

Just as an anecdote, sitting next to 
me was a foreign diplomat who men-
tioned to me that she had been to Cuba 
for eye surgery some years earlier. I 
mentioned to her that at about that 
same time—I think she said that was 
in 1992—I had a relative, an uncle of 
mine, whom we had brought to this 
country so he could have eye surgery 
here because he couldn’t get it in Cuba. 
So foreign visitors, for dollar amounts, 
can get first-rate medical care in Cuba, 
but it is not always available to the 
Cuban people. 

He spoke about the oppression of 
those who seek to be a voice for change 
and the fact that many of those in pris-
on, these patriots, are in prison for 
nothing more than having a fax ma-
chine in their home or a willingness to 
speak and talk about the human rights 
conditions on the island. The fact is 
that each of these brave souls takes 
great risk in order to facilitate the op-
portunity for Cubans to speak to one 
another, for the opportunity to speak 
in freedom, the opportunity to freely 
express an idea. These are things which 
are abhorrent to the Cuban regime. 

The President made an offer. He 
made an offer that the United States, 
through non-governmental organiza-
tions and religious entities, would send 
computers and provide Internet access 
to the Cuban people, if only the Cuban 
Government would allow the average, 
everyday Cuban—what today is part of 
international trade, commerce, and 
communications—Internet access. 
Internet access in Cuba today is only 
allowed under the strictest of Govern-
ment authority, and it is a way in 
which the Cuban people are held back 
from achieving the promise that the 
21st century has for so many people, in 
so many other places. 

He also spoke about the opportunity 
for Cuban children to be a part of a 
scholarship program and all they would 
have to do is to be freely allowed to 
participate. 

He spoke to the international com-
munity using the example of the Czech 
Republic, Hungary, and Poland, which 
have, with such determination, stood 
clearly on the side of freedom, stood 
clearly on the side of those in Cuba 
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