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happened. W arrants had been issued in the State of New Jersey and New York
for his arrest. But he presided over that trial with a degree of fairness that was
commended by friend and foe alike.
As Burr bade goodbye to the Senate over which he has presided for
4 years, this is what he said. And I close with his words because I think they
may well have been written for a moment like this. He said:
This House is a sanctuary; a citadel of law, of
order, and of liberty, and it is here —
It is here —
in this exalted refuge — here, if anywhere, will resistance be
made to the storms of political phrensy and the silent arts of
corruption; and if the Constitution be destined ever to perish
by the sacrilegious hands of the demagogue or the usurper,
which God averts, its expiring agonies will be witnessed on
this floor.

135 C O N G . R EC . S13,349-56 (daily ed. Oct. 13, 1989). The Senate went on to adopt the
leadership amendment by a voice vote. See id. at S13,557.
Preemptive Editing of the Conference Report
In 1993, at the direction of the Majority Leader, the Parliamentarian and Budget
Committee staff examined all proposed language of the conference agreement on the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993, Pub. L. No. 103-66, 107 Stat. 312 (1993), causing the
removal of any language that might violate the Rule. The Budget Committee Chairman explained
the process:
Mr. President, first, with regard to the Byrd rule, we worked very hard
and very faithfully over a period of well over a week in going over this bill to
try to clarify and remove items that might be subject to the Byrd rule.
As the distinguished ranking member indicated, I think over 150 items
were removed from the reconciliation instrument here, because it was felt that
they would be subject to the Byrd rule. And we furnished our friends on the
other side of the aisle, the distinguished staff colleagues on the Senate Budget
Committee, copies of the draft language so that we would each know where we
were, and there would be no surprises as we worked together to try to expunge
the Byrd rule problems from the reconciliation conference report.
Our efforts here were not totally altruistic, because we knew that if
there were items left in here that were subject to a valid challenge under the
Byrd rule, that would simply, for all practical purposes, kill this reconciliation
conference report; that we simply could not reconstitute a conference, come up
with another conference report, and we could not send it back to the House of
Representatives. So we were very careful and as true as we could be to the
letter of the Byrd rule and to the intent of it.
I want to express my profound gratitude and appreciation to the
Senate Parliamentarian, Mr. Alan Frumin and his staff, Kevin Kayes, Jim
W eber, and Beth Smerko who worked long and hard with us day and night —
I might say, Saturday and Sunday included — to try to expunge what could
have conceivably been called Byrd rule problems here.
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