
Mr. COBURN. Madam President, I ask that division II of my amendment No. 
3641 be in order at this time.  

   The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to ask for the regular 
order with respect to his amendment. Division II is pending.  

   Mr. COBURN. Madam President, I thank the chairman for protecting my 
right to be back on the floor in regular order. But I want to go through again 
with the American people what is supposed to be an emergency bill by our 
own rules: It is a bill that is necessary, essential, and vital; sudden, quickly 
coming into being, not building up over time; it is an urgent, pressing, and 
compelling need requiring immediate action; it is unforeseen, unpredictable, 
unanticipated, and not permanent but temporary only in nature.  

   This second division of my amendment is an amendment that removes $15 
million. It is simple. In this bill is $15 million for the promotion of seafood. 
Seafood consumption in this country is at an all-time high. If you look around 
the country, look on television, look at magazines--the beef producers do 
this, but they get no Federal money. The pork producers do this, but they get 
no Federal money. The poultry producers do this, but they get no Federal 
money. The milk producers do this, but they get no Federal money in terms 
of their promotion. They pay individually to have a promotional sequence. As 
a matter of fact, there is a Louisiana Seafood already in existence.  

   So what we are going to do is take and give $15 million to a private entity 
of the seafood producers to spend to increase demand for seafood. That may 
be all right, but that is certainly not an emergency. It is certainly not 
something that should be in an emergency bill that isn't going to be paid for 
by us but by our children and grandchildren.  

   I am not objecting to the fact that we want to try to increase the demand 
for seafood, but if you look at the facts, the real problem our fisheries are 
having, especially with shrimp and those kinds of things, is with foreign 
competition. As you look at the problems associated with it, there are more 
in terms of competition than there are in terms of lack of supply.  

   This is real simple. Why should we be subsidizing for one industry what we 
don't subsidize for any other industry? The National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration is where this money is going to go. There is nothing in the bill 
to tell them what to do with it. According to them, ``We have no plans for 
how to spend this money.'' That is what NOAA said. They have no plans. It is 
not in the report language or in the bill. So what will happen is the 
committee will tell them how to spend the money. We won't know how it is; 
it is not published now. If we don't make a decision, we are not going to 
know.  

   Is there going to be oversight? Is somebody going to take a million-dollar 
salary out of this $15 million? We don't know. We don't have a mechanism in 



place to manage it. That is the problem. If this had come through an 
authorizing committee, studied by our peers, and they said this is something 
in the long-term best interests of our country, then I probably would not be 
raising this issue.  

   But I don't think that is what has happened here.  

   Mr. INHOFE. Will the Senator yield?  

   Mr. COBURN. I will be happy to yield.  

   Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I appreciate the Senator yielding. My fellow 
Senator from Oklahoma has done a yeoman's job of trying to remind people 
that this is supposed to be an emergency supplemental. In every case about 
which he has spoken, there is nothing emergency about them.  

   I appreciate the fact that he talks about going through the authorization 
process. We have a process that has been working for some time that has a 
lot of checks and balances. I happen to chair the Environment and Public 
Works Committee. We go through authorization and the appropriators come 
along.  

   I applaud him for reminding people what is an emergency and what is not. 
Let me remind my fellow Senators that we have a President of the United 
States who agrees with the Senator from Oklahoma. The President has said 
he is going to veto this bill on the items that are not emergencies and have 
nothing to do with national security, defense, or with the emergency Katrina. 
We already have enough signatures on a letter saying we will sustain that 
veto. So we are going to end up doing this.  

   I think a lot of this is an exercise in futility. People cannot resist the 
opportunity to come forward where they can be seen offering more and more 
of the taxpayers' money for something that is not an emergency. I only 
wanted to say I applaud him for doing this. I think he is being overworked. 
Hopefully, we will have this solution with the President's veto. We should not 
be in a position where we are having to do that.  

   I applaud the Senator for what he is doing. That is my question.  

   Mr. COBURN. Madam President, reclaiming my time, the other point I wish 
to make is the proponents say this is to create a new niche market to 
reestablish the shrimp sales of the gulf coast. I want to help the gulf coast. I 
want to help them recover, but I want to do it in a way that builds a long-
term, satisfactory, strong fishing industry down there.  

   We are at an all-time high in the consumption of seafood. Where our 
shrimp industry has been hurt is through globalization. The fact is, the real 



damage done to that industry, besides what has happened as a result of the 
hurricane, is they are getting beat in the world market.  

   I ask the Members of this body to think: Do we want to start this, and 
should we be doing it when cattle prices are down and producing more beef? 
Should we do it for the beef producers? Should we do it for the chicken 
farmers? In other words, should they not participate in paying for this rather 
than everybody else in America paying for it?  

   I would portend this is something that is not what we should be doing and 
it is not just about not wanting to help those people. I want to help them, but 
I don't believe this is the way to do it. This is a small amount of money in 
this $104 billion-plus bill, but it is a principle as we walk down the line: how 
do we say no to all these other agricultural interests when we have said yes 
to one.  

   I am very worried with the wording in the report language that requires the 
committee to run this rather than requires the bureaucracy to run it when 
there is no instruction for the bureaucracy, which means it is not going to 
have sunshine and it is not going to have oversight. I think that is part of our 
problems with spending as well.  

   I see the distinguished Senator from Alabama is here. I will be happy to 
yield time to him for debate on this issue.  

   The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHAFEE). The Senator from Alabama.  

   Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, today we continue to debate the provisions of 
H.R. 4939, the bill providing additional 2006 supplemental appropriations for  
the war in Iraq and recovery from Hurricane Katrina.  

   Other supplemental appropriations bills have been previously signed into 
law dealing with the war in Iraq and Hurricane Katrina, but none of those 
bills directly support the needs of the devastated fishing industry in the Gulf 
of Mexico.  

   The Senate's funding recommendations affecting the gulf coast fishing 
industry were developed by the States Fisheries Commission and the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council to meet local needs in cooperation with 
Federal partners, including NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service.  

   The Gulf of Mexico is home to a significant share of the U.S. fishing 
industry, representing almost 20 percent of commercial landings and roughly 
30 percent of saltwater recreational fishing trips. The 2005 hurricane season 
had a major impact on both of these maritime sectors, but it also devastated 
their shore-based infrastructure, ports, and facilities that commercial 
harvesters and fishermen rely on, such as docks, wharves, processing plants, 
distribution centers, and marinas.  



   Offshore, the hurricanes annihilated entire oyster beds along the gulf coast 
which has an immediate and long-term impact to the oyster harvesting 
industry. Considering that it will take years for many of the oyster beds to 
rebound, the current economic impacts are only part of the  

   assessment.  

   Throughout the gulf coast, over 2,300 vessels were federally permitted for 
shrimping. The Presiding Officer, coming from Alaska, knows a lot about 
fishing boats. The exact number of shrimp vessels damaged or destroyed by 
the 2005 hurricanes is still largely unknown. However, one only needs to visit 
coastal communities such as Bayou La Batre, Gulfport-Biloxi, and Empire-
Venice to see the overwhelming effects these hurricanes had on the entire 
fishing-based communities along the gulf coast. With their boats gone and 
shoreside facilities destroyed, many businesses are having to rebuild literally 
from the ground up.  

   It is logical to presume that the damage from last year's hurricanes, 
coupled with the rise of diesel fuel costs, could result in the increase in the 
percentage of fishermen filing for bankruptcy. This bill will stabilize the 
number of vessels in the fishery and rebuild fishing facilities, allowing 
fishermen the opportunity to harvest a greater proportion of the annual fish 
crop and increase their economic returns.  

   Finally, I want to touch on the funding that has been included in this bill for 
seafood marketing efforts because it has been the target of much criticism on 
the floor. I believe this funding is extremely important to the overall effort to 
restore this industry. We cannot deny the fact that many consumers became 
increasingly wary of gulf coast seafood following Hurricane Katrina. That is 
natural. To that end, I believe it is imperative that we restore consumer 
confidence. All the work that has been done and all that we propose to do 
with the additional spending in this bill will be wasted if no one purchases the 
seafood that comes from the gulf. Therefore, marketing efforts to reassure 
consumers that the seafood is safe are not wasteful but, rather, essential to 
the efforts to restore this industry.  

   The 2006 supplemental appropriations bill, as reported by the Senate 
Appropriations Committee, contains significant funding to address many 
needs of the devastated fishing industry in the gulf coast. I encourage my 
colleagues to support the bill as reported and oppose any amendments that 
might propose to strike funding provided for fisheries assistance.  

   I yield the floor.  

   The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana.  

   Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I, too, rise in strong support of the fisheries and 
seafood provisions in this supplemental appropriations bill to help a very 



important industry simply begin to get back on its feet on the gulf coast. This 
is a vitally important industry, not just for the gulf coast but for all of 
America.  

   I am very proud of Louisiana and our coastline and our fisheries. We are 
the largest producer of fisheries in the lower 48 States, second only in the 
country to the home State, of course, of the Presiding Officer. So it is a true 
national priority in terms of the service and the food we yield to the country.  

   With two hurricanes, our nationally important fisheries sustained huge 
damage. Individual fishermen and their families sustained huge damage. 
Vessels, equipment, offloading and processing facilities, and oyster farms will 
take years to recover. Because of this damage of truly historic proportions, 
the administration, through the Department of Commerce, made a disaster 
declaration, which is appropriate under the law, for fisheries specifically. 
However, for the first time in history, they did not follow up that disaster 
declaration with a request for certain emergency funding to meet that 
disaster.  

   The work of the full committee in the Senate, led by Senator Cochran, fills 
that gap by producing an important section of this bill devoted for fisheries. I 
personally thank Senator Cochran for filling that gap because, again, it is a 
very real gap.  

   We had a disaster declaration, the highest ever in terms of fisheries losses 
and devastation in the United States, but we had no corresponding funding 
request from the administration in light of that disaster emergency 
declaration. This section of the bill, again, is enormously important to meet 
those needs.  

   I want to turn specifically to the seafood marketing section which has been 
a particular target of several Members, led by Senator Coburn, and they have 
brought up some very good points.  

   First, I begin by complimenting Senator Coburn on his work on many fiscal 
reform matters. I applaud it. I not only applaud it, because talk is cheap, I 
support it in the vast majority of cases. Earmark reform, for instance, is 
something we desperately need in Congress, and I strongly supported those 
efforts a few weeks ago when they were before us, and I continue to strongly 
support those efforts.  

   I have no problem with the light of day being shone on all of these issues 
and our having to justify all specific spending items. So I compliment him on 
his work in general.  

   But it is in that spirit that I stand to proudly defend this seafood marketing 
issue and to completely rebut some notion that it has nothing to do with the 
hurricanes and nothing to do with an emergency situation.  



   Really, what the argument comes down to is two words, two words that we 
heard on television over and over again for weeks after the storm. And the 
two words are ``toxic soup.''  

   I have to tell my colleagues that the media coverage after the storm really 
frustrated me. I grew up in New Orleans, LA. I was there in Louisiana. 
Obviously, I represent Louisiana now in the Senate. I was living through the 
devastation and the challenges, and we had a lot of devastation, we had a lot 
of challenges, we had a lot of screw-ups by all levels of government, 
certainly including State and local.  

   But the media coverage got a few things wrong, too. One of the things 
they got very wrong was the constant, unrelenting for weeks repetition of 
this term ``toxic soup.'' To listen to the national media and the way they 
portrayed the situation, all of the city of New Orleans was covered with 
toxins that would leave it virtually uninhabitable for decades to come, and 
because of the toppling of rigs and other localized events which did occur in 
the gulf, there was a toxic soup spreading throughout many areas of the gulf 
and coastal Louisiana.  

   There were serious and real environmental issues. There were many 
environmental issues, dozens, hundreds of localized events, but they were 
addressed as quickly and completely as possible by the good national 
servants of the Coast Guard and many other agencies. Although these events 
were real and serious, they did not create, they did not amount to this toxic 
soup we heard about over and over through the national media.  

   Again, the impression that was clearly left over and over was that all of 
New Orleans and much of the gulf and much of the gulf coast where fisheries 
were harvested was a toxic soup with life-threatening toxins that would be in 
the area and seep into the water and seep into the ground and be factors for 
literally decades to come.  

   When we have that sort of national media coverage 24 hours a day, 
dwelling on this theme over and over for weeks, one can begin to imagine 
what it might do to the gulf coast seafood industry.  

   It killed it. What Katrina and Rita hadn't devastated, that media coverage 
absolutely did. And that is why an informational campaign addressing, 
among other issues, that ``toxic soup'' claim and the fact that it is just pure 
fiction, has no basis in science, is very necessary for the immediate health of 
this industry, and is directly related to the emergency situation stemming 
from the hurricanes.  

   I want to compliment several agencies such as NOAA that have done 
important environmental testing and other work since the hurricanes and 
which certified that after thousands of tests and sampling of water and 
seafood from the Gulf of Mexico, that the seafood is absolutely safe to eat. 



The States of Alabama and Mississippi and Louisiana, along with the U.S. 
Food and Drug Administration, EPA, NOAA and others, have again analyzed 
hundreds of samples of fish and shellfish from the waters. All of this testing 
across the board also proves that there is no broad-based toxic soup; there 
is absolutely no danger in terms of that seafood from the gulf.  

   But as many thousands of these tests have been performed, guess what. 
Hardly a single U.S. consumer has heard about it. Hardly a single U.S. 
consumer knows about it. So in terms of the viability of the industry, it really 
doesn't matter, all of these tests being done, because it is not common 
knowledge, and the word has not gotten out. That is the biggest reason we 
absolutely need this informational campaign, this promotional campaign, 
again, that is directly related to the emergency situation produced by 
Hurricanes Katrina and Rita.  

   I would welcome Senator Coburn to put back up on his easel the definition 
of emergency, the definition that we are supposed to be following for true 
emergency measures. That definition applies here because of the 
phenomenon I am talking about. That definition is absolutely applicable here 
because we have an emergency situation for the immediate future of our gulf 
coast fisheries industry, again, that were devastated by the hurricanes, and 
much of the fisheries section of this bill goes to that, trying to get processing 
plants and boats and docks and essential equipment back and repaired, back 
up and running, and that is important. But just as important is the enormous 
harm that was caused after the storm by very flawed national media 
coverage and a lot of misinformation summarized by those two words, 
``toxic soup.'' That is why this informational campaign, this promotional 
campaign is an emergency situation and is directly related to the hurricanes 
and absolutely meets every one of the definitions Senator Coburn rightly 
says we must be guided by.  

   With that, Mr. President, I will close. But in doing so, I urge all of my 
colleagues to please support the very important fishery provisions in the bill. 
They are emergency measures. They are all directly related to the 
hurricanes, including the promotional campaign.  

   AMENDMENT NO. 3626, AS MODIFIED  

   Mr. President, I quickly would like to address a small bit of housekeeping, 
which is to ask unanimous consent to modify language to an amendment I 
already have at the desk, No. 3626, to take care of a technical matter, and 
the new language will be delivered to the desk.  

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

   The amendment, as modified, is as follows:  



    On page 166, line 12, insert before the colon the following: ``, and may 
be equal to not more than 50 percent of the annual operating budget of the 
local government in any case in which that local government has suffered a 
loss of 25 percent or more in tax revenues due to Hurricane Katrina or 
Hurricane Rita of 2005''.  

   Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I yield the floor.  

   The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi.  

   Mr. LOTT. Mr President, the Gulf States from Texas to Florida have all been 
dealt serious blows this past hurricane season by Hurricanes Katrina, Rita, 
Wilma, and Dennis. The needs are tremendous across the entire Gulf Coast 
in the fishing communities which were hit hardest and first. Before these 
hurricanes, the gulf produced about 15 percent of the Nation's domestic wild-
caught seafood by weight and about 20 percent by value.  

   According to a National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration report, 
these hurricanes shut down, damaged, or destroyed 90-100 percent of the 
commercial docking facilities, repair shops, ice houses, offloading facilities, 
net makers, recreational marinas, bait and tackle shops, and seafood 
restaurants and retail markets in eastern Louisiana, with similar, if somewhat 
reduced, impacts in Mississippi and Alabama. Most of these facilities remain 
closed today, 9 months later.  

   On September 9, 2005, Secretary of Commerce Gutierrez declared a 
fisheries disaster for the Gulf of Mexico under the Magnuson-Stevens Act, 
which authorizes fisheries disaster assistance in such situations. Of the 
almost $90 billion in disaster funding appropriated by the Congress since 
these hurricanes, none has been directed at these fishing communities.  

   On top of the difficulty that gulf fishermen are experiencing in rebuilding 
their ability to catch and process gulf seafood, they are also faced with the 
hurdle of getting that catch into the national marketplace.  

   One issue that continues to hurt Gulf of Mexico fisheries products is the 
labeling of the coastal Gulf of Mexico waters by the media as ``toxic soup'' 
during the first few months after Katrina. For example, Anderson Cooper of 
CNN led a Katrina follow-up story with the chairman of the Louisiana Seafood 
Promotion and Marketing Board by asking him about the ``toxic soup'' in 
which Gulf of Mexico fish are growing.  

   We need to put this issue to rest and rebuild seafood markets lost due to 
these storms. This is critical to the recovery process. The five Gulf States 
estimate that their fishing industries have suffered hundreds of millions of 
dollars in lost sales since these hurricanes. They will not be able to recover 
unless they get help in getting this industry back on its feet and getting back 
into the marketplace.  



   The key issue that the five Gulf State seafood promotion boards face is 
that once the continuity of product has been lost in any marketplace, sales 
often are lost permanently to substitute products and reclaiming those 
markets is a long term challenge. Add the ``toxic soup'' concerns to the mix 
and the need for marketing is greater than ever at a time when the state 
seafood board budgets are dwindling or expended.  

   I will be brief because I know my colleague from Mississippi, and Senator 
Shelby from Alabama, who was the author of this portion of the 
supplemental, have already covered these issues, and Mr. Vitter did a very 
good job. Maybe I can contribute to the debate just by summing up how 
critical this is and why this particular amendment, even though it involves 
only $15 million, should be defeated. It is an important part of what is going 
on here.  

   First, let me emphasize, again, that from Texas to Florida, throughout the 
Gulf of Mexico, Hurricanes Katrina, Rita, Wilma, and Dennis have devastated 
the fishing communities. They are an important part of our communities, our 
economy, and our culture. It is not just because we like to see the shrimp 
boats sail off into the sunset or see the oystermen out there tonging for 
oysters; it is because it is an important part of the economy. Fifteen percent 
of the Nation's domestic wild-caught seafood by weight and 20 percent of the 
value comes from the gulf area. It is an area that makes an important 
economic contribution. It is an important part of the seafood industry 
nationally, and it has never been properly marketed or exploited in the terms 
that it should be. We have already had problems with imports being flooded 
into the country in a way that undermines the industry, and now we have 
been hit by these hurricanes.  

   I emphasize this, too: that while we have passed some $90 billion--in 
excess of that--for disaster funding as a result of these hurricanes, none of it, 
zero, has gone to these fishermen and to the fishing industry, for a variety of 
reasons.  

   First of all, it takes time to ascertain what the damages are. But when you 
lose it all, when you lose the processing plants, the boats, the whole 
industry, it takes time to assess what we have lost and how we are going to 
repair it, and how do we recover from the  

fact that we lost this business. Even NOAA has indicated that these 
hurricanes shut down, damaged, or destroyed 90 to 100 percent of the 
commercial docking facilities, repair shops, ice houses, offloading facilities, 
netmakers, the whole thing.  

   Once you lose that market, it is difficult to get it back--maybe impossible--
but we have to make that effort. This is an important food, it is an important 
resource. It is an important value for the people. And the only way we are 



going to get it back is we are going to have to help them repair their vessels 
and to recover the losses they have had.  

   A lot of these, by the way, are minorities. In Biloxi, MS, a lot of these 
fishermen are Vietnamese or Slovonians or Frenchmen, but a lot of them are 
Vietnamese who lost their house, their truck, their boat, their livelihood. It 
would make you cry to see these people. This is clearly an area where we 
should provide this help.  

   So what this particular part would do would be to focus on us regaining the 
markets we lost. It is an important part of the recovery process. The five gulf 
States estimate that their fishing industries have suffered hundreds of 
millions of dollars in lost sales since the hurricanes. The key issue that the 
five gulf States' seafood promotion boards face is that once the continuity of 
the product is broken, getting it back takes effort and time. And then we add 
to that the bad publicity of the so-called ``toxic soup,'' which was an 
exaggeration from the beginning, by the way, we have to overcome that.  

   As a matter of fact, we find that the catch that is possible out there could 
be very good. The problem is we don't have the boats to get them. We don't 
have the plants to deal with them when they come in.  

   So I urge my colleagues, if there is anyplace that we ought to be providing 
some help, it is the fisheries industry. It is absolutely a part of the critical 
recovery, just as much or more so than being able to have a way to rebuild 
your home or repair your home. You have to have a job. For these people, 
there are not many other options for jobs. So I urge the defeat of the 
amendment. I commend Senator Shelby and Senator Cochran for including 
this language in the bill.  

   I yield the floor.  

   The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arizona.  

   Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I come in support of the amendment. I know 
that we don't have too much time since the distinguished managers would 
like to get this bill moving, but let me just say that this is $15 million to be 
used, and I quote from the bill: ``Seafood promotion strategy,'' which is 
Congress's attempt to sell consumers pork masquerading as a fish.  

   Similar to other appropriations in this bill, this $15 million is not limited to 
marketing seafood from the gulf coast region or other areas that were 
affected by Hurricane Katrina.  

   For example, the Alaska Fisheries Marketing Board likely anticipates a 
payout from these appropriations. We have come a long way from an 
emergency supplemental. The board has received--this Alaska Fisheries 
Marketing Board--has received over $30 million from the Federal 



Government since 2003 from similar provisions in appropriations bills. Last 
year, this board used a half million dollars to pay Alaska Airlines to paint a 
giant salmon on a 737. We called it the ``salmon-30-salmon,'' proving that 
fish do fly, thanks to the American taxpayer.  

   According to a recent survey by Harris Interactive, 73 percent of all 
Americans say they eat seafood at least once a month, and 47 percent of all 
Americans consume more seafood now than they did 5 years ago. These 
record consumption levels were achieved without a pricey marketing 
campaign financed by American taxpayers. It appears that Charlie the Tuna 
and the Chicken of the Sea mermaid are doing their jobs just fine, without 
any help from the Federal Government.  

   Additionally, a recent CRS report states:  

   The marketability of catch from the gulf coast appears little affected by 
contamination from storm runoff or consumers' concerns.  

   Mr. President, let me save the American taxpayers $15 million right now by 
telling all Americans now to eat seafood. Eat seafood. It is good for you. 
There we go. C-SPAN has millions of viewers, and they have heard the 
message. So the marketing campaign is complete. With the Federal budget 
deficit forecasted to reach $477 billion this year, I doubt the American 
taxpayer would approve of Congress spending $15 million to promote the 
consumption of seafood when Americans are already consuming record 
amounts of seafood.  

   Lastly, the CRS report also found that prior to Hurricane Katrina, the gulf 
coast commercial shrimpers had been losing market share to ``competition 
from less expensive foreign imports and domestic harvesters for several 
years.'' Therefore, this $15 million marketing campaign seems to be targeted 
more toward stemming the success of less expensive imports than assisting 
the gulf coast region's economy.  

   I ask my colleagues to join me in supporting this amendment to strike the 
fishiest smelling pork in this bill.  

   Let me just make one additional comment, if I could. It is clear--it is very 
clear--that what we have here is a broken process. Any defense money that 
we are taking out should have been part of the normal budgetary process. I 
want to tell my colleagues that I and others have embarked on an effort to 
bring the emergency supplemental that pays for the Iraq war into the normal 
budgetary process. We have been at war for 3 years. This is the fourth year. 
There is no reason to do business like this. It bypasses the authorization 
process, it bypasses any scrutiny by the proper committees, we then bring it 
to the floor, and it is filled with items such as this ridiculous $15 million for a 
seafood marketing campaign, and it grows and grows and grows.  



   Today, in the Wall Street Journal, there is a poll. It says: ``Republicans 
sag in new poll.'' I found it very interesting that in describing the poll, in 
particular, Americans who don't approve of Congress blame their sour mood 
on partisan contention and gridlock in Washington. Some 44 percent call 
themselves tired of Republicans and Democrats fighting each other. Among 
all Americans, a 39-percent plurality say the single most important thing for 
Congress to accomplish this year is curtailing budgetary earmarks benefiting 
only certain constituents.  

   I want to repeat that, Mr. President. A 39-percent plurality of Americans 
are sick and tired of the earmarking process that is going on. Now, when are 
we going to respond to the American people? Everyplace I go, every town 
hall meeting I attend, my constituents tell me they are sick and tired of this. 
And, now, according to a Wall Street Journal NBC poll, a 39-percent plurality 
say the single most important thing for Congress to accomplish this year is 
curtailing budgetary earmarks benefiting only certain constituents.  

   This is a graphic example of what the American people are sick and tired 
of.  

   By the way, immigration reform ranks behind earmarks in congressional 
action that is desired by the American people. It concludes by saying:  

   Americans take dim views of both parties, giving Democrats a positive 
rating of just 33 percent and Republicans 35 percent.  

   We are at an all-time low in the favorable opinion of the American people. 
This is an example. This $15 million is a very small but compelling example 
of our need to change the way we do business. If we vote again to keep this 
in this bill, we are sending the message to the American people that it is 
business as usual.  

   I yield the floor.  

   The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi.  

   Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, it is the responsibility of the National Marine 
Fisheries Service to assure Americans of the safety and availability of the 
seafood from U.S. oceans. The service has done extensive environmental 
testing in the gulf, and it has shown no increase in toxicity. The gulf seafood 
is just as safe as the seafood from Washington State or New England.  

   This amendment strikes the funding that could be used for seafood 
marketing programs that get that information to the consuming public. The 
Senate should defeat the amendment.  



   Mr. President, I was going to move to table the amendment, but I 
understand it is OK to have the vote on a voice vote or show of hands. So I 
think we are ready to vote.  

   The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma.  

   Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I will agree with the chairman we are almost 
ready. I just wanted to make a couple of points.  

   Mr. COCHRAN. Wait a minute, I didn't yield the floor. I am standing here. I 
asked for a vote.  

   I move to table the amendment, and I ask for the yeas and nays.  

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

   The question is on agreeing to the motion to table division II of 
amendment 3641.  

   The clerk will call the roll.  

   The assistant legislative clerk called the roll.  

 


