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public. I personally thank you for your ef-
forts to ensure that the issue is finally re-
solved in the 111th Congress. 

Sincerely yours, 
ADRIENNE THOMAS, 

Acting Archivist of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment of the 
amendments and third reading of the 
bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 

having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall the bill, as amended, 
pass? 

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There is a sufficient 
second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH), the 
Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
BYRD), the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
CARPER), the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mrs. HAGAN), the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY), the Sen-
ator from Washington (Mrs. MURRAY), 
the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER), the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN), and the 
Senator from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) are 
necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) would vote 
‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. KYL. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. HATCH). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Utah (Mr. HATCH) would 
have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 86, 
nays 3, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 202 Leg.] 

YEAS—86 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennet 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Burris 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dodd 

Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Harkin 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson 
Kaufman 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 

Lugar 
Martinez 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Nelson (NE) 
Nelson (FL) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Roberts 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 

Voinovich 
Warner 

Webb 
Whitehouse 

Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—3 

Coburn Feingold Sanders 

NOT VOTING—10 

Begich 
Byrd 
Carper 
Hagan 

Hatch 
Kennedy 
Murray 
Rockefeller 

Shaheen 
Udall (CO) 

The bill (H.R. 2346), as amended, was 
passed, as follows: 

(The bill will be printed in a future 
edition of the RECORD.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate insists 
on its amendment, requests a con-
ference with the House, and the Chair 
appoints Mr. INOUYE, Mr. BYRD, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. HARKIN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. 
KOHL, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. DORGAN, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. JOHNSON, 
Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. REED, Mr. LAUTEN-
BERG, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. 
PRYOR, Mr. TESTER, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. 
COCHRAN, Mr. BOND, Mr. MCCONNELL, 
Mr. SHELBY, Mr. GREGG, Mr. BENNETT, 
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, and Ms. MURKOWSKI con-
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I come to 
the Senate floor today to speak about 
the National Guard and the need for 
this Federal Government to better 
equip our Guard and Reserve units. 
Senate amendment No. 1143, which I of-
fered to the supplemental appropria-
tions bill, would have done just that. 
Although the Senate did not adopt this 
sensible measure, I will continue to 
seek creative ways to support the Na-
tional Guard and pursue this respon-
sible and reasonable expenditure. 

Simply put, my amendment would 
have appropriated $2 billion to the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve equipment 
account. This money would have come 
from unobligated funds made available 
by the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act of 2009. The rescissions 
would not have applied to amounts re-
lating to the Department of Defense, 
the Department of Homeland Security, 
Military Construction, or the Veterans 
Administration. 

In recent years, our National Guard 
and Reserve forces have faced substan-
tial shortfalls in equipment, and the 
military budget requests have been in-
sufficient to remedy the problem. Even 
prior to 9/11, our National Guard and 
Reserve forces had equipment defi-
ciencies. Since 9/11, due to an espe-
cially high operational tempo in the 
Iraqi and Afghan Theaters of Oper-
ations, our National Guard and Reserve 
equipment is being worn out and ex-
hausted more quickly than anticipated. 
Combat losses are also contributing to 
shortfalls. Compounding the problem, 
in order to provide deployable units, 
the Army National Guard and the 
Army Reserve have had to transfer 
large quantities of their equipment to 
deploying units, exacerbating short-
ages in nondeploying units. Also, some 
National Guard and Reserve units, at 
the end of their deployments, have had 

to leave significant quantities of equip-
ment overseas. If these equipment 
shortfalls are not remedied, our Na-
tional Guard and Reserve forces run 
the risk of further deterioration of 
readiness levels and capability. 

In my estimation, it seemed reason-
able to move $2 billion in unobligated 
stimulus spending to fund necessary 
procurement of new National Guard 
and Reserve equipment, which was 
tragically overlooked during the stim-
ulus debate. The National Guard and 
Reserve equipment account is a crit-
ical resource for funding procurement 
of new equipment for our National 
Guard and Reserve forces. This $2 bil-
lion increase in equipment funding 
would have provided much-needed mod-
ern equipment for our National Guard 
and Reserve forces, better enabling 
them to meet mission and readiness re-
quirements. In addition, this funding, 
which would have to have been spent 
by the end of fiscal year 2010, would 
have provided a stimulative effect to 
the U.S. economy. 

New equipment would also directly 
benefit our Nation’s homeland security 
missions and disaster response efforts, 
both of which are frequently assigned 
to National Guard forces. The Guard’s 
ability to carry out these responsibil-
ities depends on the availability of nec-
essary equipment. Much of the equip-
ment that would otherwise be used in 
these missions remains deployed over-
seas and is therefore unavailable. 

In closing I want to reiterate my 
commitment to the National Guard 
and Reserve. Going forward, I will con-
tinue to fight to ensure that our Guard 
and Reserve units have the resources 
and equipment necessary to complete 
their missions. They make every Amer-
ican proud, and I am committed to 
maintaining a healthy and well- 
equipped National Guard and Reserve 
for years to come. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded 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. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators allowed to speak therein for 
up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DARFUR 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I met brief-

ly this week with the actress and activ-
ist Mia Farrow, who has dedicated so 
much time lately—and even put her 
own health at risk—to raise awareness 
of the atrocities in Darfur. 
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