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SENATE—Tuesday, September 7, 1993

The Senate met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable WEN-
DELL H. FORD, a Senator from the
State of Kentucky.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today's
prayer will be offered by the Reverend
Richard C. Halverson, Jr., D.D., of
Falls Church, VA.

PRAYER

The guest Chaplain, the Reverend
Richard C. Halverson, Jr., D.D., offered
the following prayer:

Let us pray:

* * * God is love.—I John 4:8.

Eternal God, our gracious Father in
Heaven, cover the U.S. Senate with
Your grace and mercy and peace.

May the Senators be infused with
love—the love of God in perfection—un-
conditional, impartial, and infinite
love.

Not that conflict may be avoided, but
that in the midst of controversy, love
may prevail and overcome differences
of opinion.

Lord, let us love one another, for love
is of God.

In the name of Him who is incarnate
Love. Amen.

————

- APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore [Mr. BYRD].

The assistant legislative clerk read

the following letter:
U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, September 7, 1993.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, section 3, of
the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable WENDELL H. FORD, a
Senator from the State of Kentucky, to per-
form the duties of the Chalr.

ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.

Mr. FoOrD, thereupon, assumed the
chair as Acting President pro tempore.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, leader-
ship time is reserved.

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there
will now be a period for the transaction
of morning business not to extend be-
yond the hour of 10:30 a.m., with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for
not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair, in his capacity as a Sen-
ator from the State of Kentucky, sug-
gests the absence of a quorum, and the
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The Senator from West Virginia.

LINE-ITEM VETO—XII

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, this is the
12th in my series of speeches on the
line-item veto, with particular empha-
sis on the Roman Constitution and its
influence upon our own Constitution.
In my last speech on this subject,
which was delivered just before the Au-
gust recess, I spoke of the formulation
of the First Triumvirate in 60 B.C.—an
unofficial, power-sharing arrangement
among Julius Caesar, Marcus Licinius
Crassus, and Gneus Pompeius Magnus,
or Pompey the great.

I also spoke of the death of Crassus,
one of the triumvirs, in 53 B.C., of the
crossing of the Rubicon by Caesar in 49,
and his defeat of the other triumvir,
Pompey, at the battle of Pharsalus, in
48 B.C. I spoke of the battle of Thapsus,
the death of Cato, and the rise to the
pinnacle of power by Caesar in 46 B.C.,
when he was made dictator for 10
years.

Mr. President, from July 28, 46 B.C.,
to March 15, 44 B.C., Julius Caesar
ruled the Roman world. His autocratic
position rested upon the support of his
veterans, the associates who owed their
advancement to him, the forces he kept
under arms, and the special powers
that he derived from the various offices
conferred upon him, foremost among
which was the dictatorship. Caesar had
held the dictatorship for a brief time in
49, and again in 47. In 46 B.C., he was
made dictator for 10 years. In 44, he
was made dictator for life.

Simultaneously, Caesar was consul.
He enjoyed the personal inviolability
of the tribunes, and in 46 B.C., he was
given the powers of censorship—notice
I said he was “‘given’ the powers of the
censorship—and other powers not de-
pendent on any office.

For example, he had the sole power
over the purse—get that; one man—
Caesar—had the sole power over the
purse. Advanced ratification was given
to all of his future acts and arrange-
ments. Honors to match his extraor-
dinary powers were heaped upon him,
partly by his own desire and partly by

the servility and fulsome flattery of
the Senate. He was given the title Fa-
ther of His Country, his statue was
placed among those of the Kings of
Rome, and the month Quintilis, in
which he was born, was renamed Ju-
lius, or July, in his honor.

Cicero was the first who proposed
that the Senate should give special
powers and honors to Caesar, and those
who followed contended with each
other as to which could pay the most
extraordinary compliments to Caesar.

Caesar considered the Republic to be
a sham, and it was clear that he had no
intention of reviving the Republic, its
customs and traditions, or its constitu-
tional elements to their former glory.

In the conduct of the government,
Caesar allowed no freedom to the Sen-
ate or to the assembly. And although
he ostentatiously pretended to take of-
fense at the suggestion that he be
given the title of “king,”” it was gen-
erally believed that he passionately de-
sired it.

Bitter animosity was aroused among
many of the old ruling oligarchy, who
chafed under the restraints imposed
upon them by his autocratic powers,
and they resented the degradation of
the Senate to the position of a mere
advisory council. These feelings were
shared by many who had hitherto been
active in Caesar’s cause, and also by
the Republicans, many of whom had
become reconciled to him.

Among these disgruntled elements, a
conspiracy was formed against the life
of the dictator. The originator of the
plot was Gaius Cassius Longinus, an
ex-Pompeiian who had been named
praetor by Caesar, and who was joined
by Marcus Junius Brutus, another ex-
Pompeiian, both of whom had fought
against Caesar at the Dbattle of
Pharsalus and both of whom had been
pardoned by him.

Marcus Junius Brutus was reputed to
be a descendant of Lucius Junius Bru-
tus, who had led in the expulsion of
Tarquin the Proud in 510 B.C., and who
had been chosen as the first consul of
the newly founded Republic in 509 B.C.
Marcus Brutus was also the nephew
and son-in-law of Cato the Younger,
and was highly regarded by Caesar. It
was generally believed that Caesar was
the father of Brutus, inasmuch as Cae-
sar had had amorous relations with
Servilia, the mother of Brutus, which,
according to Plutarch, were in ‘‘full
bloom,” at about the time Brutus was
born.

When Gaius Cassius solicited his
friends to join in the conspiracy, they
consented on the condition that Brutus
would take the lead. They wanted a
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man of high reputation to preside over
the assassination so that the world
would see the deed as having had an
honorable purpose.

Cassius was married to the sister of
Brutus—Junia—and was a man of vio-
lent passions. He possessed a deep aver-
sion to tyrants. As it had been reported
that the friends of Caesar designed to
move that he be declared king on the
calends of March, the first day of the
month, Cassius asked Brutus what his
intentions would be in that event. Bru-
tus, who would one day remind Cicero
that ‘“‘our ancestors scorned to bear
even a gentle master,”” answered
Cassius, according to Plutarch, saying,
“It would be my duty, not only to
speak against it, but to sacrifice my
life for the liberties of Rome.” From
that point on, the two proceeded to
talk with their trusted friends.

Among those who concurred in the
plot was another Brutus, Decimus Jun-
ius Brutus, surnamed Albinus. It was
decided that the assassination would
take place at a meeting of the Senate
on the ides of March, the 15th day of
the month.

Caesar had some suspicions concern-
ing Cassius, says Plutarch, and even
said one day to some friends that he
did not fear “fat and sleek’ men but,
rather, feared *“pale and lean' ones.
Shakespeare has him saying to
Antonius:

Let me have men about me that are fat;

Sleek-headed men and such as sleep
o'nights;

Yond' Cassius has a lean and hungry look;

He thinks too much. Such men are dan-
gerous.

A certain soothsayer had forewarned
Caesar that a great danger threatened
him on the ides of March, and Caesar's
friends pressed him to have a body-
guard, but Caesar did not allow it, say-
ing that it was **better to die once than
to live always in fear of death.” Shake-
speare deftly shapes the words of Cae-
sar as he brushes aside Calpurnia's
fears for his safety: “‘Cowards die many
times before their deaths. The valiant
never taste of death but once.”

On the evening before the ides of
March, Caesar supped at the house of
Marcus Aemilius Lepidus, his Master of
the Horse, and as he sat at the table,
there arose a question, ““What kind of
death is best;'” Caesar, answering be-
fore all others, cried out, “A sudden
one.”

That night, Calpurnia dreamed that
she was weeping over him as she held
him, murdered, in her arms. The next
morning, she conjured Caesar not to go
out that day, but Decimus Brutus, in
whom Caesar placed great confidence,
had come to escort him to the Senate
and prevailed upon him to go.

On the way to the Senate,
Artemidorus the Cnidian, who had got-
ten wind of the conspiracy, approached
Caesar with a paper, and pressing up as
close as possible to him, said, "‘Read
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this to yourself, and quickly, for it
contains matters of great consequence
and concern to you."

Caesar took the paper but he was de-
nied the opportunity of reading it, by
one thing or another from those around
him.

As Caesar entered the Senate house,
all of the Senators rose to do him
honor. As he took his seat, all of the
conspirators came up to his chair and
pretended to intercede, along with
Tullus Cimber for the recall of his
brother from exile. As they continued
their importunities, Caesar answered
them with a blunt negative and then
grew angry. Cimber then, with both
hands, pulled Caesar’'s purple robe off
his neck, which was the signal for the
attack.

Publius Servilius Casca gave him the
first blow—a stroke upon the neck with
his dagger. All of the conspirators now
drew their daggers, so that, whatever
way Caesar turned, he saw nothing but
steel gleaming in his face and met
nothing but wounds from Cassius,
Bucolianus, Brutus, and others. Caesar
struggled against the assassins, but, it
is related by the historian, Suetonius,
that Caesar gave up the struggle
against his murderers when he saw
Brutus among them, exclaiming in
Greek, “kai su, teknon?"'—"even you,
my child?”’ The Latin version ‘‘et tu,
Brute?"'—'even you, Brutus?'—was
made famous by Shakespeare.

Caesar then wrapped his robe around
his face, composed himself for death,
and yielded to his fate. He expired upon
the pedestal of Pompey's statue and
dyed it with his blood, so that Pompey
seemed to preside over the work of
vengeance, to tread his enemy under
his feet, and to enjoy his agonies. Cae-
sar died of no less than three and twen-
ty wounds. In all, some 60 Senators had
shared in the conspiracy.

Mr. President, the assassination of
Julius Caesar was one of the most mo-
mentous happenings in the history of
the world, and it ended the life of one
of the most remarkable men who has
ever lived.

Plutarch’s words here are particu-
larly penetrating: ‘‘Julius Caesar died
at the age of 56. His object was sov-
ereign power and authority, which he
pursued through innumerable dangers,
and by prodigious efforts, he gained it
at last. But he reaped no other fruit
from it than an empty and invidious
title."”

Plutarch goes on to say,

It is true that the Divine Power, which
conducted him through life, attended him
after his death as his avenger; pursued and
hunted out the assassins over sea and land;
and rested not till there was not a man left,
either of those who had dipped their hands in
his blood, or of those who gave their sanc-
tion to the deed.

Mr. President, we are familiar—
through Shakespeare and others—with
Mark Anthony's funeral oration and
also with the reading of Caesar’s will,
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which named as his adopted son and
successor his grandnephew, Gaius
Octavius Caepias, who then took the
name Gaius Julius Caesar Octavianus,
or Octavian as he is generally known.
In 43 B.C.—the following year—

Lepidus, who was now governor of
Nearer Spain and of Gallia
Narbonensis, or Narbonese Gaul, ar-

ranged a conference with Anthony and
Octavian which took place on a small
islet in a river—Appian calls it the
Lavinius River, and another historian
calls it the Renus River, but those
names have long since changed—that
flowed near Mutina, now modern
Modena, where they agreed on a joint
policy. They declared themselves an
executive committee, the Second Tri-
umvirate, with absolute powers for 5
years, for the reconstruction of the
Roman state, and divided the provinces
among themselves.

The triumvirs—in order to pay their
soldiers, build up their coffers, avenge
Caesar, and destroy their opponents—
sent shock waves throughout Roman
society by a proscription that was as
cold-blooded and loathsome as that of
Sulla, about which I spoke on a pre-
vious occasion.

Among their victims were 300 Sen-
ators and 2,000 knights. The excuse al-
leged was the avenging of the murder
of Caesar. But the real reasons were
the confiscation of wealth and prop-
erty, in order to raise money for their
forthcoming campaign against Brutus
and Cassius, and also the destruction of
their political enemies.

Throughout town and country, there
was terrible panic. The heads of all the
victims were displayed on the rostrum
in the forum, where it was necessary to
bring them to the triumvirs in order to
collect the rewards. In the effort to es-
cape, some of the proscribed descended
into wells, others into filthy sewers;
some sought refuge in chimneys; some
died defending themselves against
their murderers; and some hanged or
starved or drowned themselves. Of
those who made their escape, some per-
ished in shipwrecks, ill-luck pursuing
them to the last.

Their most famous victim was Cic-
ero. Appian says that Cicero was killed
near Capua, but Valerius Maximus says
that the scene of that tragedy was
Cajeta. Cicero was being carried in a
litter by his servants when the assas-
sins came up. Plutarch tells us that
Cicero saw Herennius, a centurian, ap-
proaching, and ordered his servants to
let him down. And placing his hand to
his chin, as was his custom to do, he
gazed steadfastly upon his murderers.

Herennius dispatched Cicero as he
stretched his neck out of the litter to
catch the blow; thus, Cicero fell in his
64th year of age. Herennius then cut off
Cicero's head, and, in accordance with
the command that had previously been
given by Antony, also cut off the hand
that had written the Philippics, Cic-
ero’s orations against Antony.
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When these parts of Cicero's body
were brought to Rome, Antony was
conducting an assembly for the elec-
tion of magistrates. Overjoyed by the
sight of the head and hand of his hated
enemy, Antony rewarded Herennius
with a bonus amounting to ten times
the normal price of 25,000 attic drach-
mas paid per head.

Cassius Dio Cocceianus, a historian,
tells us that Fulvia, wife of Antony,
took Cicero's head into her hands, and,
after spitefully abusing it and spitting
upon it, placed it upon her Kknees,
opened the mouth, and, pulling out the
tongue, pierced it with the pins she had
used in her hair, all the time uttering
many brutal jests.

Antony then ordered that the head
and the hand be fastened up over the
rostra in the Forum, where Cicero had
delivered his Philippics—a sad spec-
tacle to the Roman people, who
thought that they did not so much see
the face of Cicero as a picture of
Antony's soul.

After crushing all resistance in Italy,
the triumvirates determined to make
war on Brutus and Cassius who, with 19
legions, had taken up a strong position
at Philippi, in Northeast Macedonia,
and whose fleets dominated the seas.
Leaving Lepidus to watch over Rome
and Italy, and eluding the republican
naval patrols, Antony and Octavian
landed in Greece with 28 legions and
advanced to Philippi.

Plutarch relates that, when Brutus
and Cassius were departing from Asia
and on their way to Philippi, Brutus
had seen an extraordinary apparition.
He was sitting alone in his tent, read-
ing and tending to business, by a dim
light and at a late hour. The whole
army lay in sleep and in silence, while
Brutus, wrapped in meditation,
thought he perceived something enter
his tent. Turning toward the door, he
saw a horrible, monstrous specter
standing silently by his side.

“What art thou?” asked Brutus bold-
ly. ‘*Art thou god or man? And what is
thy business with me?"”

The specter answered him, I am thy
evil genius, Brutus. Thou wilt see me
at Philippi,” to which Brutus calmly
replied, ‘I will meet thee there."”

In the first battle at Philippi, Brutus
faced the forces of Octavian, while
Cassius was opposite Antony’'s wing.
Brutus was victorious over Octavian,
but the left wing, under Cassius, was
overcome by Antony. In this cir-
cumstance, Brutus failed to relieve
Cassius because Brutus knew not that
Cassius needed relief. He did not have a
little cellular telephone in that day,
else Brutus would have known, and the
outcome of the battle might have been
different.

When Brutus had destroyed the camp
of Octavian and could see no sign of
Cassius, he sent a large detachment of
cavalry to relieve Cassius, who had
been forced to retire with a small num-
ber to a hill overlooking the plain.
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Cassius was nearsighted. He could
not see clearly at a distance, but his
companions saw a large detachment of
horsemen approaching, which Cassius
concluded to be the enemy in pursuit of
him. He, therefore, sent his faithful
friend Titinius to reconnoiter them.

As the cavalry of Brutus saw
Cassius’s friend approach, some of
them leaped from their horses and em-
braced him, while others came up
around him, amidst clashing of arms
and expressions of gladness. Cassius
mistook what he saw to be the seizure
of his loyal friend, Titinius, by the
enemy, and he regretted having sent
Titinius into the enemy's hands. He
then withdrew to an empty tent, ac-
companied by his freedman, Pindarus,
where Cassius killed himself with the
same dagger that he had plunged into
the veins of Caesar. Cassius died on his
birthday.

At the second battle of Philippi, Bru-
tus was defeated. After the battle, he
retired to the top of a large rock where
he presented his naked sword to his
breast, and, with the help of his trusted
friend, Strato, fell upon his sword and
died.

The Republicans had lost the last
great land battle.

Philippi was a decisive victory. It
laid the entire Roman world at the vic-
tor's feet. To Antony, the real victor,
belonged the glory and the major por-
tion of the spoils. As for Lepidus,
Antony and Octavian shunted him off
to Africa, where he slid into impotence
and obscurity.

(Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN assumed the
chair.)

Mr. BYRD. Madam President, the
pressures of time prevent me from
dwelling on the momentous years that
transpired between the battles of Phi-
lippi and the battle of Actium. Antony
had spent several of those years in the
east, where he had failed in a campaign
against the Parthians, finally limping
back to Syria after having lost 20,000
men. He would have lost more men had
it not been for his superb generalship
and the discipline of his legions.

Antony, meanwhile, had been com-
pletely captivated by the personal
charm of Cleopatra VII, whom Julius
Caesar had established on the Egyptian
throne, as Queen. Antony had come to
Tarsus—we remember Paul of Tarsus.
Antony had come to Tarsus, in Cilicia,
where Cleopatra, whom he had pre-
viously summoned to explain why she
had aided and financed the conspira-
tors, was soon to arrive. Cleopatra ar-
rived in a splendid barge with silvery
oars and purple sails. She was all
decked out in gorgeous clothes, redo-
lent with exquisite perfumes. Without
questioning her past policies, Antony
quickly succumbed to the spell of her
irresistible charm.

Madam President, the love life of
Antony was only a pretext for the
struggle between Antony and Octavian.
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It is true that Antony had treated his
wife Octavia, the sister of Octavian, in
a shabby manner. She had been a good
and loyal wife, and Antony's rejection
and divorce of her were abominable to
many Romans, and for Octavian, they
constituted a personal insult and an
act of war.

The breach between the two rivals
constantly widened, and the propa-
ganda machine of Octavian worked
overtime, day and night, against
Antony and Cleopatra.

It was not easy for as crafty a politi-
cian as Octavian to go to war against a
man as popular as Antony, with both
consuls on his side and half of the Sen-
ate. To prove Antony a menace to
Rome was a difficult thing to do. But
Cleopatra was another matter. Cleo-
patra was more vulnerable, and against
her, Octavian's propaganda machine
would more effectively work. Was not
that detestable oriental queen plotting
to make herself Empress over the
Roman world? Had she not been heard
to say that she would one day hand
down justice from the Capitol? In all of

Cleopatra’s alleged machinations,
Antony was made to appear as her dot-
ing dupe.

Capitalizing on the popular revulsion
against Antony, Octavian now moved
to mobilize public opinion. He con-
trived to secure, from the municipali-
ties in Italy and the provinces, an oath
of personal allegiance, after which he
declared Antony stripped of his Impe-
rium and of his consulate.

Late in the fall of 32 B.C., Octavian
declared war. Antony, meanwhile, had
sailed for Greece where he took up a
strong position at Actium. Militarily,
Antony should have won the battle of
Actium. He was the superior general,
and his land forces were at least the
equal of Octavian's. He also had a large
naval fleet. But Antony’s weaknesses
outweighed his strengths. Not one of
his admirals was the equal of Marcus
Vipsanius Agrippa, Octavian's great
naval commander. Moreover, Antony's
ships were too heavy and too slow. But,
worst of all was the low morale of his
forces. His officers detested Cleopatra,
and, in private, they cursed Antony for
not sending her back to Egypt.

The battle of Actium was fought on
September 2, 31 B.C., and is considered
to be one of the most famous and deci-
sive battles of the world. Yet, it evi-
dently was a miserable affair and
scarcely worthy of the name of battle.
It was fought at sea, and only a small
number of ships actually were engaged.
The land armies never fought at all.

The battle of Actium was decisive
and famous only because it marked the
end of the republic and foreordained
the beginning of the empire.

At the height of the already hopeless
battle, Antony caught sight of Cleo-
patra’s ship withdrawing from the con-
test and heading out to sea. The reason
for her precipitous departure is not
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known, but the distraught Antony in-
stantly followed his queen—who was
the first cause, and now the accom-
plisher, of his ruin. His men, left
leaderless, soon succumbed to bewil-
derment and surrender.

The following year, 30 B.C., Antony
committed suicide in Egypt. Shortly
thereafter, Cleopatra took her own life.
Cleopatra died at age 39. Antony was
47—some say older—when he died.

Shortly before Cleopatra expired, she
had had brought to her, concealed in a
basket of figs, some poisonous asps.
Shakespeare has Cleopatra saying to
her faithful lady attendant Iras: “‘Give
me my robe; put on my crown: I have
immortal longings in me,"” after which
she presses one of the poisonous asps to
her breast, it bites her, and she dies.

Late in the summer of 29 B.C.,
Octavian returned to Rome in triumph.
After a century of civil wars and revo-
lation, Rome was exhausted. Farms
had been neglected, much of the coun-
tryside had been left desolate, small
towns had been deserted, the cities had
been beseiged and sacked, robbers and
gangs had left the streets unsafe, mor-
als had eroded, adulteries and divorces
had multiplied, and a shallow sophis-
tication prided itself upon its arrogant
cynicism—much of what we see in our
own country today.

The Senate by now was little more
than a name. It gratefully yielded its
powers to one who would plan, accept
responsibility, and lead. And out of the
collapse of the republic, it was nec-
essary to form a new government that
would forge a new order. Step by step,
Octavian persuaded—or perhaps I
ought to say he graciously permitted—
the Senate and the assembly to cede
him powers which, in their totality,
made him king in everything but
name.

Octavian revised the membership of
the Senate and expelled some 200 of the
more disreputable Senators. In 18 B.C.,
the process of deflation was continued
when he reduced the number of Sen-
ators to 600.

On the 13th of January, 27 B.C.,
Octavian appeared before the purged
Senate proclaimed the restoration of
the Republic, dramatically offered to
give up all of his powers to the Senate
and the people, and expressed the de-
sire, at 35 years of age, to retire to pri-
vate life.

Overwhelmed by the noble gesture,
the Senate countered his offer of abdi-
cation with its own abdication, re-
stored to him nearly all of his powers,
and implored him to continue his guid-
ance of the Roman State.

Three days later, on the 16th of Janu-
ary, 27 B.C., the Roman Senate con-
ferred upon Octavian the title of ‘"Au-
gustus,” by which he was henceforth
known. It was a term that conveyed no
new powers, but was an epithet appli-
cable to the gods and to all things
holy, and was well adapted to his ex-
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alted position. This term of exalted
connotation and religious association
made Augustus larger than life and
worthy of veneration as a sacred being.

A second title was conferred, that of
Imperator, ‘‘which, after 27 B.C., Au-
gustus used as a permanent
praenomen. The praenomen Imperator,
after that time, was the prerogative of
every Roman Commander in Chief.
From, the term Imperator derived the
term Emperor,” commonly used today
to designate Augustus and his succes-
SOrs.

Augustus was the President of the
Senate—the Princeps Senatus—first
among Senators. But he was also des-
ignated Princeps Civium Romanorum,
first among Roman citizens.

From the word “*Princeps’ arose the
term ‘‘principate’’—to designate the of-
fice held by the Princeps, a term which
also applies to the system of govern-
ment which Augustus established for
the empire.

In 27 B.C., Augustus established a
committee to assist him in preparing
the agenda for the meetings of the Sen-
ate. The committee consisted of both
consuls, a representative of each of the
other magistracies, and 15 Senators
chosen by lot and rotating every 6
months. Reinforced by members of the
imperial family and the equestrian
order in 13 A.D., the committee began
to assume many of the formal func-
tions belonging to the Senate.

Also in 27 B.C., Augustus created the
Praetorian Guard, a permanent corps
of nine cohorts, or battalions, each
1,000 strong, of picked soldiers to serve
as the Emperor's guards and to accom-
pany the Emperor and his family wher-
ever they went, and also to perform the
miscellaneous functions of imperial
aides-de-camp.

Three of the cohorts were billeted
about the city. The remainder were
quartered in nearby towns. For several
years, Augustus kept them under his
direct control. But in the year 2 B.C.,
the command was entrusted to two
praefecti praetorio, or praetorian pre-
fects.

Lucius Aelius Sejanus was made
joint prefect with his father upon the
accession of Tiberius in 14 A.D., and
was made sole prefect in 16 or 17 A.D.
By A.D. 23, Sejanus had succeeded in
concentrating all of the guard in one
barracks near the Porta Viminalis,
from which event dates the political
importance of the Praetorian Guard
and its commanders.

Caligula increased the number of co-
horts to 12, and under Vitellius they
grew to 16. Vespasian reverted to 9;
Domitian raised the number to 10,
where it remained significantly un-
changed until the Praetorian Guard
was disbanded by Constantine the
Great in A.D. 312.

Now, I have mentioned the guard
here because, in the future centuries of
empire following Augustus, the guard
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would prove to be a fertile hotbed for
sedition and conspiracy, and would,
from time to time, make and break
Emperors. As a matter of fact, Sejanus,
who had been the first sole prefect, was
executed by Tiberius for leading a con-
spiracy.

In 23 B.C., Augustus reached a new
settlement, or understanding, with the
Senate. His powers were vastly in-
creased at home and abroad. He was
granted the tribunition power, and was
also granted the imperium over the
city, over the whole empire, and over
the Army. Thus, all of the powers of
state were now vested in one man, the
Emperor, whose word was law.

The Senate ceded—note the word
‘‘ceded,” the Senate was not forced to
do it—the Senate ceded to Augustus
special authority to conclude treaties
with foreign powers without submit-
ting them to the Senate or the people
for ratification. All incoming mag-
istrates swore an oath to observe all of
the Emperor's acts and ordinances,
past and future. As the master of the
legions he was also their paymaster. He
controlled the purse strings of the
Roman state, and his was the deter-
mining voice in all questions of tax-
ation. Augustus also acquired the ap-
pellate jurisdiction, and the habit of
“‘appealing unto Caesar’ gradually es-
tablished the Imperial Court of Appeal
as a regular part of the constitution.

Thus, Madam President, in 23 B.C.,
were forged the two constitutional
bases of the principate: The tribunition
power and the proconsular Imperium.

The constitution of the empire dates
from the year 23 B.C.; 23 B.C. marks the
birth of the Roman Empire, and Augus-
tus apparently recognized its signifi-
cance, for he dated all future public
documents from that year, 23 B.C.

Madam President, the Emperor en-
joyed absolute power and authority as
a gift of the Senate and the people,
technically speaking, but in reality,
the wide range and magnitude of his
powers and functions were essentially
monarchical. Rome, which had been
founded by a legendary king, beginning
in 753 B.C., and had been ruled by his-
torical kings until 510 B.C., was now,
730 years later, in 23 B.C., governed by
an emperor. The Roman Senate which,
for almost 5 centuries, controlled the
power of the purse and had been the su-
preme organ under the republic, had
voluntarily given up these powers, had
become dependent, had become fearful,
had lost its nerve and had ceded power,
without being forced to do so, to an
Emperor. And for the next 499 years,
ending in the year 476 A.D., Rome
would be governed by Emperor.

Rome had gone the full circle, from
king, to republic, to Emperor. But,
Madam President, “What's in a name?”
That which we call a king, by any
other word would be the same.

Madam President, I thank the Chair
and yield the floor. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

THE CHRISTA MCAULIFFE FEL-
LOWSHIP PROGRAM—"I TOUCH
THE FUTURE, I TEACH"

Mr. KENNEDY. Madam President, it
is a privilege to take this opportunity
to pay tribute to the 66 participants
who have completed this year's Christa
McAuliffe Fellowship Program.

As a teacher, Christa Corrigan
McAuliffe excelled. For years, she
taught and inspired her students as few
teachers can. She was chosen to be
what all great teachers deserve to be-
come—a symbol and model for our
whole society. She became an inspira-
tion to all Americans when she was se-
lected to be the first teacher in space.
She became an instant heroine, and her
life ended much too soon.

To honor her spirit and dedication,
the Christa McAuliffe Fellowship Pro-
gram recognizes outstanding teachers
in the States and territories each year.
This program was established in 1986
by the Department of Education in
conjunction with the Christa Corrigan
McAuliffe Center for Education and
Teaching Excellence at Framingham
State College in her hometown, Fra-
mingham, MA. In recognition of the
dedication that was the trademark of
Christa's McAuliffe's life, these fellows
have completed a semester project or
year-long project to enhance their own
teaching skills and broaden the hori-
zons of education. Their lives personify
the hope evident in Christa McAuliffe's
statement which remains as the motto
of the Christa Corrigan McAuliffe Cen-
ter: ‘I touch the future, I teach.”

I congratulate the 66 men and women
in this year’'s program for their hard
work and commitment. They embody a
dedication to their students and their
profession, which holds great promise
for American education. They are an
asset to our Nation, and a fitting trib-
ute to the memory of Christa
McAuliffe.

I commend them for the honor they
have received and for their admirable
contributions to American education,
and I ask that a list of the fellows be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the list was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

CHRISTA MCAULIFFE FELLOWS

Judith Barnes, Alabama.

Patricia Jacobson, Alaska.

Cindy M. Peterson, Arizona.

Hugh W. Hill, Jr., Arkansas.

Cynthia Lynn Chun, California.

Walter C. Coleman, California.

Charles Robert Downing, California.

Candice Elaine Musso, Colorado.

Stephen M. Rocketto, Connecticut.

Charlotte B. Hughes, Delaware.

Barbara F. Emerson, District of Columbia.

Chris Carey, Florida.

Katie M. McGrath, Florida.

R. Wesley McCoy, Georgia.
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Richard Anthony Young. Hawaii.
Marilee Case Donivan, Idaho.

Lee Robert Marek, Illinois.
Michelle Lavae Cline, Indiana.
Judy M. Christiansen, Iowa.

Becky K. Goodwin, Kansas.

Robert Leonard Barnett, Kentucky.
Donald Ray Thornton, Louisiana.
Molly Schen, Maine.

Mary Jo Messenger, Maryland.
Elaine C. Capobianco, Massachusetts.
Bruce Robert Dean, Massachusetts.
Mary E. Brown, Michigan.

Kris A. Skrutvold, Minnesota.

Vicki Fortson Shirley, Mississippi.
Sheila Denise Perry, Missouri.
Dorothea M. Susag, Montana.

Paul M. Ekberg, Nebraska.

Susan Jane Justad, Nevada.

Donna G. Butler, New Hampshire.
Vivian E. Kean, New Jersey.
Barbara Shimshak, New Jersey.
Jeremiah S.P. Cronin, New Mexico.
Benita Behar Miller, New York.
Fred V. Gillam, New York.

Cary Lane Cockrell, North Carolina.
Janet D. Ward, North Carolina.
Donald L. Hoff, North Dakota.
Emily S, Hoar, Ohio.

Gary D. Sacket, Oklahoma,

Roy W. Chambers, Oregon.

Patricia Oravetz, Pennsylvania.
Daryle Crew Roboch, Pennsylvania.
Jane L. Lancaster, Rhode Island.
Timothy C. Kentopp, South Carolina.
June S. Chase, Tennessee.

Ethan H. Calk, Texas.

Gayle K. Gaston, Texas.

Carolene M. Leibl, Texas.

Sheri Lyn Sohm, Utah.

Thomas William Keck, Vermont.
Amanda Louise May, Virginia.
Becky Austell Freeman, Washington.
Ella Darlene Bell, West Virginia.
John L. Mudore, Wisconsin.

Paul J. Uhren, Wisconsin.

Connie Nerby, Wyoming.

Fa'auisa M. Sotoa, American Samoa.
Joseph A. Gumataotao, Guam.
Patricia K. Fua, Mariana Island.
Lucila De Leon, Puerto Rico.

Kyle J. King-Reynold, Virgin Islands.

IRRESPONSIBLE CONGRESS? HERE
IS TODAY'S BOXSCORE

Mr. HELMS., Madam President, as of
the close of business on Friday, Sep-
tember 3, the Federal debt stood at
$4,390,740,764,704.03, meaning that on a
per capita basis, every man, woman,
and child in America owes $17,093.97 as
his or her share of that debt.

e —m—

AGRICULTURE AND THE NAFTA

Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. President, I rise to
address the implications of the pro-
posed North American Free-Trade
Agreement, or NAFTA, for American
agriculture.

While the Congress was in recess, our
trade negotiators completed work on
the NAFTA side agreements on envi-
ronmental and labor issues. The
NAFTA with its side agreements is
now poised to be sent to Congress for
approval.

So far much of the controversy over
NAFTA approval has focused on the
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House of Representatives. Senate ap-
proval is taken by some as a foregone
conclusion. Over the recess the sugges-
tion was even made that the Senate
should act first—presumably to gen-
erate momentum for a tougher House
vote.

Before the administration embarks
on that course of action, I suggest they
take a very careful look at the likely
vote in the Senate. To my knowledge,
no truly reliable survey of Senators
has yet been taken. Those that I have
seen contain errors or at least very
questionable assumptions on the likely
outcome of a vote.

This lack of focus on the Senate ex-
tends beyond making loose assump-
tions about the outcome of a likely
vote. The administration, the news
media, and those lobbying the issue
have as of yet failed to focus on some
critical issues of interest to Senators.

As is apparently true in the House,
issues of labor costs, the environment,
and job displacement in the manufac-
turing sector will unquestionably be of
importance to the Senate. But an issue
that has gotten very little attention in
the House—agriculture—will be of al-
most equal importance.

My own informal survey indicates
that as many as 15 Senators have indi-
cated that certain agricultural issues
will have a critical impact upon their
vote on the NAFTA. The agricultural
problems most frequently cited involve
wheat and sugar and they are the sub-
ject of my remarks today.

CANADIAN WHEAT

It will be refreshing to those who
have been following the NAFTA debate
for sometime to find that the dispute
on wheat involves not Mexico, but Can-
ada. Canada and the United States are
both major agricultural producers and
exporters.

They both maintain farm support
programs—though the two programs
are quite different. The western Cana-
dian provinces in particular compete
directly with northern tier agricultural
States, like Washington, Idaho, Mon-
tana, Wyoming, and the Dakotas.

In my mind, the ultimate blame for
the wheat trade problems that we are
now experiencing lies directly at the
doorstep of the Bush administration
and the Reagan administration before
it. Most of the problems we face today
trace back to the decision to largely ig-
nore agricultural trade problems in the
1988 United States-Canada Free-Trade
Agreement or CFTA.

The CFTA did not cause many of the
problems—they have existed for years.
But it did fail to address them. And as
is often the case inattention has made
them worse. In the last several years,
Canada has been using some of the
loopholes in the CFTA to rob American
farmers of markets both here in the
United States and in Mexico. There are
three separate problems in need of at-
tention.
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TRANSPORTATION SUBSIDIES

First, Canadian transportation or
Crow’s Nest subsidies have become a
serious problem. These subsidies have
existed since agriculture became a
major industry in the western prov-
inces. They amount to the Canadian
Government paying the cost of ship-
ping Canadian farmer’s crops from field
to market. In present market condi-
tions, they sometimes amount to a $20
per ton subsidy on wheat.

Under the CFTA, our trade nego-
tiators inexplicably agreed to a scheme
which banned using these subsidies on
shipments into Western States, but al-
lowed them on shipments to Eastern
States. Not surprisingly, Canadian
shipments of wheat have tripled—from
23 to 75 million bushels in the last 5
years. With almost all the shipments
coming into Eastern States.

To the great credit of President Clin-
ton and his Agricultural Secretary Mr.
Espy, the Clinton administration ap-
pointed a working group to deal with
this problem of Canadian wheat trad-
ing practices.

It is my understanding that the as
yet unreleased report of this working
group concludes that these subsidized
Canadian shipments of wheat are dis-
torting the United States wheat mar-
ket and costing the American tax-
payers some $600 million over 4 years
in additional farm program costs.
There is also concern that some of this
Canadian wheat is finding its way into
United States farm export programs
and is being reexported at taxpayer ex-
pense.

But the damage does not end there.
The Canadian Government has also
used these transportation subsidies in
the last 2 years to gain control of al-
most three-quarters of the Mexican
market, a market in which the United
States has obvious geographic advan-
tages over Canada.

THE CANADIAN WHEAT BOARD

In addition to transportation sub-
sidies, Canadian wheat exports are also
subsidized through a Government oper-
ated monopoly known as the Canadian
Wheat Board.

Exact information on the prices
charged by the wheat board are not re-
leased. But it is known that the wheat
board charges a high domestic price as
in Canada for wheat—sometimes twice
the Canadian export price—and uses
the profit, that is the profit it gets
from higher prices to its domestic con-
sumers to subsidize lower priced export
sales.

All exact sales prices are carefully
guarded secrets, but those familiar
with wheat markets, including experts
at the Department of Agriculture, be-
lieve that Canada consistently under-
cuts market prices to undersell the
United States.

A CLOSED CANADIAN MARKET

Since Canadian exports to the United

States seem to have climbed under the
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CFTA, the casual observer might ex-
pect a similar increase in United
States exports of wheat to Canada. But
that is not the case. United States ex-
ports of wheat to Canada remain vir-
tually nil.

This is not surprising since they were
kept out by the wheat board to keep
the Canadian domestic price high.
American wheat was first blocked by a
flat ban and now by a system of re-
strictive import licenses and export
certificates.

SOLVING THE PROBLEM

Mistakes were made in negotiating
the CFTA with regard to wheat and
they were not corrected in the NAFTA.
But the inequities that burden Amer-
ican farmers can still be remedied in
the context of the NAFTA.

The Clinton administration deserves
praise for authorizing the use of the
U.S. Export Enhancement Program or
EEP on sales of United States wheat to
Mexico to counter Canadian subsidies.
We are doing that now. It is helping. If
Canada continues subsidies, we may
have no alternative but to fight fire
with fire. But there are better ways to
address this problem.

The obvious way to address this prob-
lem would be for all parties to agree
not to use any subsidies on sales within
North America. This would certainly
be consistent with the spirit of free
trade. But when this issue was raised
by United States negotiators recently,
they were told flatly ‘‘no’’ by their Ca-
nadian counterparts.

Privately, Canadian negotiators inti-
mated that the Canadian Government
had decided it was better politics to
simply oppose the United States than
it was to negotiate.

DOLE LETTER

In light of this Canadian refusal, Sen-
ator DOLE and I sent a letter to Presi-
dent Salinas 2 months ago suggesting
that he employ Mexican unfair trade
laws to impose a duty on subsidized Ca-
nadian wheat entering Mexico. If such
a duty were imposed, the United States
could suspend operation of the Export
Enhancement Program in Mexico.

We have received as of yet no formal
response. But informally American and
Mexican wheat growers have been urg-
ing their governments to begin action
on this front—perhaps by defining
practices that they would both con-
sider unfair and countervailable sub-
sidies. I ask unanimous consent that a
copy of the letter sent by Senator DOLE
and myself be printed in the RECORD at
this point.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCE,
Washington, DC, July 13, 1993.
President CARLOS SALINAS DE GORTARI,
Palacio Nacional, Patio de Honor, Merico, D.F.

DEAR PRESIDENT SALINAS DE GORTARI: We

write today regarding an issue of mutual
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concern. U.S. wheatgrowers remain dissatis-
fied with the outcome of the 1988 U.8-Canada
Free Trade Agreement (CFTA). Specifically,
the continuation of de facto Canadian export
subsidies on wheat shipped to the United
States and Mexico is not acceptable. Cana-
dian dominance of the Mexican wheat mar-
ket for the past three years is a direct result
of these subsidies.

The CFTA failed to address the use of the
Canadian export subsidies on graln bound for
Mexico. Section 304(a) of the U.S. imple-
menting legislation for the CFTA directs the
President to negotiate an end to these sub-
sidies. However, In the face of Canadian In-
transigence on this issue, the negotiations
have failed. Meanwhile, U.S. wheat producers
have faced ever-increasing unfair Canadian
;ompetltlon in the U.S. and Mexican mar-

ets.

To address this situation, we urge you to
immediately initiate a countervailing duty
investigation with regard to Canadian wheat
imports into Mexico. This action would indi-
cate a strong desire to guarantee that the
North American Free Trade Agreement will
provide continent-wide trade, free of export
subsidies. We understand that such an action
would be strongly supported by Mexican
wheat farmers. Failure to address this prob-
lem jeopardizes the support for the NAFTA
among wheat producers and their congres-
sional representatives.

Resolution of this dispute is of critical im-
portance to both our countries. Fallure to
launch an investigation leaves no alternative
but to use the Export Enhancement Program
(EEP) to fight fire with fire. In fact, EEP has
already been approved for use in Mexico and
could be employed quickly. The resulting
price war between the U.S. and Canada
would trap Mexlican producers in the cross-
fire, placing them in a position where they
could not compete with the resulting lower
prices.

Ultimately, we hope that a satisfactory
prohibition on the use of export subsidies be-
tween the parties to NAFTA can be nego-
tiated. Only when such an agreement is con-
cluded can the vision of free trade between
our countries be realized.

Thank you for your timely consideration
of this matter. We look forward to your
reply.

Sincerely,
MaX Baucus,
BOB DOLE.

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, in addi-
tion, a provision of United States farm
law known as section 22 could help ad-
dress the Canadian wheat problem.
Section 22 is an old provision of U.S.
farm law dating back to the Great De-
pression. It directs the Federal Govern-
ment to restrict imports of farm com-
modities if those imports interfere
with the operation of the farm pro-
gram.

As I mentioned, a USDA task force
on this problem has concluded that im-
ports of Canadian wheat are interfering
with the operation of the United States
farm program to the tune of $600 mil-
lion per year. That same task force re-
portedly concludes that Canadian
wheat imports should be restricted
with section 22.

Undoubtedly, some United States
editorial writers and Canada’'s close
friends at the State Department will
scream that the United States cannot
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use section 22 against Canada. I would
remind those likely defenders of Can-
ada of three points.

First, as I mentioned, Canada en-
gages in numerous unfair trade prac-
tices regarding wheat, including re-
stricting imports of United States
wheat into Canada through a variety of
means.

Second, at my urging, the United
States specifically retained the right
to use section 22 against Canada in
both the CFTA and the NAFTA if mar-
ket changes required it. The current
$600 million annual cost of Canadian
imports would clearly qualify.

Finally, the familiar refrain that the
United States cannot take action be-
cause Canadian elections are right
around the corner can already be
heard. I find this argument ridiculous.
When did the United States Govern-
ment decide to become active members
of Canada's Conservative Party as op-
posed to supporting other parties or
any other party in the country of Can-
ada? I am certainly not prepared to en-
dorse a $600 million contribution by
American taxpayers to their reelection
campaign.

END USE CERTIFICATES

One partial solution to this problem
that has passed the U.S. Senate twice
and the U.S. House on three occasions
is end use certificates. These are cer-
tificates that would accompany any
shipments of wheat into the United
States. They would ensure that this
imported wheat would not find its way
into U.S. export programs to be reex-
ported at taxpayer expense.

End use certificates are a simple
good-government provision that should
have been invoked long ago. They are
employed by Canada and their use here
is urged by numerous farm organiza-
tions and most recently seven by the
Minneapolis Grain Exchange. These
certificates are long overdue and must
be included in the implementing legis-
lation for the NAFTA.

NEGOTIATONS

Finally, the only sensible solution to
this problem is for both Canada and the
United States to forswear use of sub-
sidies and other unfair trade practices
on wheat against each other. Perhaps
some meaningful action as I have pro-
posed above would convince Canada
that the cost of inaction had grown
high enough to justify good-faith nego-
tiations.

Later this week, I will send a letter
to the administration detailing some of
the above measures to redress wheat
trade problems. I urge like-minded col-
leagues to join me in this call on the
administration for action.

SUGAR

Many Senators, including myself,
have concerns involving potential im-
ports of sugar from Mexico under the
NAFTA.

This should be surprising since nei-
ther Mexico nor the United States is a
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net exporter of sugar. Some sugar is
traded between the United States and
Mexico, but the trade goes both ways
and the volumes involved are small.

But thanks to a negotiating error by
the Bush administration a potential
hole in the agreement could invite
Mexico to switch its domestic soda in-
dustry from sugar to corn sweetener
and export this artificially created
sugar surplus to the United States.
Clearly, this shell game would be
counter to the spirit of true free trade
and must either be addressed with an
understanding between the United
States and Mexico or through NAFTA
implementing legislation. The adminis-
tration has spoken reassuring words on
this problem, but it is now time to
back those words with action.

CONCLUSION

As I said at the outset, my own vote
counts show that the agricultural is-
sues that I have today raised are criti-
cal to the votes of some 15 Senators on
the NAFTA.

To the best of my knowledge, more
votes in the Senate hinge on resolution
of these issues than on any other set of
sectoral issues. And if all 15 of these
votes were to be lost, the NAFTA
would have little chance of winning
Senate support.

I hope that this stark reality is fi-
nally enough to focus the attention on
these issues that they deserve both
within the administration and in Mex-
ico. If the President is to win congres-
sional approval of the NAFTA, it will
only be through careful attention to is-
sues like agriculture.

e ————
WILLIAM P. NAGLE, SR., FOUNDER
OF THE HONOR COURT IN

NORTHAMPTON, MA

Mr. KENNEDY. Madam President, it
is a privilege to take this opportunity
to pay tribute to William P, Nagle, Sr.,
for his commitment and dedication to
the people of Northampton, MA. For
many years, Mr. Nagle, who died on
March 24, 1993, was the director and
driving force behind the Honor Court, a
rehabilitation program for alcoholics
and drug abusers in the city of North-
ampton. His leadership enabled the
Honor Court to perform counseling,
education, and employment assistance
to its members while providing a large
number of needed public services to the
community.

Mr. Nagle was a probation officer for
the Hampshire District Court in 1975
when, inspired by his own successful
battle against alcoholism, he designed
a rehabilitation program for recovering
alcoholics involved in the court sys-
tem. Initially, 100 people were assigned
to the program by the judges. Today,
over T00 people are enrolled in the
Honor Court program and are involved
in a variety of worthwhile projects in
the city of Northampton.

The Honor Court offers its services 24
hours a day, 7 days a week. These serv-
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ices include counseling, transportation
to detoxification centers and hospitals,
and daily meals for the needy. The pro-
gram emphasizes the importance of
dignity and self-respect among recover-
ing alcoholics. It is founded on the con-
cept that by helping others, individuals
can learn to help themselves, and it
has been unusually successful in
achieving its goals. The program is
well-known in the Northampton area
for its public services, which include
providing holiday dinners for the sick,
the elderly, and the needy, refurbishing
courtrooms, sweeping streets in down-
town Northampton, and maintaining
the Honor Court Hotel, which was built
by participants in the program and
which houses about 20 residents.

Mr. Nagle deserves great credit for
his tireless efforts and dedication to
this program. Large numbers of indi-
viduals have benefited from the variety
of services offered by the Honor Court,
and the entire community has bene-
fited from the public service initiatives
performed by its members. His devo-
tion to the Honor Court and his re-
markable efforts on its behalf were
outstanding, and his own unusually im-
pressive service to the people of North-
ampton will be long remembered. I
know that Mr. Nagle was proud of his
son, William P. Nagle, Jr., who is car-
rying on the family tradition of service
to the community as the elected rep-
resentative of the people of North-
ampton in the State legislature.

I ask unanimous consent that an ar-
ticle on William P. Nagle, Sr., and his
achievements may be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Daily Hampshire Gazette, Mar, 24,
1993]
HONOR COURT FOUNDER DIES: BILL NAGLE,
SR., CALLED FIGHTER

(By Rachel Simpson and Judith Kelliher)

NORTHAMPTON.—WIilliam P. "Bill"" Nagle
Sr., 67, a self-described former *‘falling-down
drunk . . . Insane with alcoholism™ who be-
came one of the most colorful and controver-
sial men in the city’s recent history, died
early today.

Mr. Nagle for the past 22 years had di-
rected the Northampton Honor Court, a pro-
gram he built that helped thousands of re-
covering alcoholics and drug addicts. While
the Honor Court was his love, he was em-
ployed officlally as an assistant probation
officer at the Northampton District Court.

Mr. Nagle was pronounced dead at The
Cooley Dickinson Hospital after being taken

there by ambulance from his apartment at

76-A Maple St., Florence.

The Pease Funeral Home is in charge of ar-
rangements, which are incomplete.

Mr. Nagle often told stories about how he
had risen from the gutter to a position where
he counted judges, doctors and other promi-
nent people among his friends. But it was the
men of the Honor Court to whom he was
most fiercely loyal.

Northampton District Court Judge W. Mi-
chael Ryan said today that Mr, Nagle will
long be remembered “‘for his good works and
his mighty battles.”
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Judge Ryan sald his memories go back
many years to when Mr. Nagle chaired the
Northampton Democratic City Committee in
the early 1950s.

“He was primarily a fighter. He went from
fighting political battles to fighting his own
demons,” Judge Ryan sald. ““‘And when he
successfully licked his own problems with al-
cohol he went to battle for other people.”

Judge Ryan said Mr. Nagle had a vision for
the Honor Court and an idea of service to the
community “‘and he pushed it.”"

““He was a mighty warrior and he'd take on
everyone if he thought he was right. And he
usually thought he was right,” the judge
sald.

Mr. Nagle, who admitted he had a short
temper, did not shy away from controversy
and he ruffled more than a few feathers.

Although the Honor Court was widely
praised for the services It provided—includ-
ing cleaning downtown streets, maintaining
city parks and delivering meals to elderly
people—Mr. Nagle's personality also caused
him to get into scrapes with city officlals
from time to time. When officials said or did
something he did not like, he sometimes
would respond by having the Honor Court
temporarily stop its cleaning.

Mr. Nagle was sometimes criticized for his
hard-line approach to treating alcoholism.
But he also had a loyal following among
most Honor Court members who took pride
in the holiday meals they served for the pub-
lic—at no charge—year after year. Last
Thanksgiving, 1,900 dinners were served.

Mr. Nagle's work drew attention far and
wide. He was named ‘‘citizen of the year’ by
the Greater Northampton Chamber of Com-
merce in 1988, a few months after he received
a letter of recognition from President Ron-
ald Reagan.

In 1991, Mr. Nagle was honored by Presi-
dent George Bush as the 392nd “‘point of
light" for his volunteer work.

Hampshire Family and Probate Court
Judge Sean Dunphy today fondly recalled
first meeting Mr. Nagle when he would visit
the Dunphy house to work with the judge’s
father, Edwin Dunphy, on city Democratic
politics.

“1 came to know him myself and we use his
Honor Court program for probate and family
court all the time," Dunphy said. ‘I think
he’ll be remembered as someone who gave so
much to others.”

William Burke, chief probation officer for
Northampton District Court, sald Mr, Nagle
will be missed by co-workers in the proba-
tion office, but more so by the men in the
Honor Court program.

‘*He always looked for the person who was
down and out. His heart was as big as a
mountain,”” Mr. Burke said. “I don't think
anybody in the country could run the Honor
Court program the way he did. He took men
and put them back in society and they're
great citizens now."

Mayor Mary L. Ford sald when she learned
of Mr. Nagle's death today she was “imme-
diately aware of what a gaping hole there is
now in the community."”

The mayor praised Mr. Nagle's “‘strong
leadership and dedication to helping people
with addiction problems."

““His way of helping his men, as he called
them, was so effective where others failed,”
she said. ““He was loving and cantankerous.
We all feel that no one can replace him."”

F. Richard Wall, a longtime banker and
businessman on Main Street, recalled Nagle
as a man who loved Northampton.

“‘He was a rare man. He had the good of his
city at heart at all times,” he said.
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Mr, Wall said Nagle's legacy will be the
Honor Court. *‘That will be a lasting memo-
rial to Bill, I'm sure."”

Mr. Nagle started the Honor Court in 1971,
after not having had a drink for five years.
He was selling i{nsurance, and at that time
W. Michael Ryan was a probation officer who
needed help for several teenagers who had
been arrested for alcohol-related offenses.
Ryan thought Mr. Nagle might be able to
help.

That was the beginning of the Honor Court
and of Mr. Nagle's work at the courthouse,
first as a volunteer and later as an assistant
probation officer.

The first Honor Court residence was set up
in the Hotel Northampton in 1979. It later
was located at 24 Maln St. and in a home on
Wilson Avenue before moving to its current
location at 16 Meadow St., Florence, in 1990.

At one time, Mr. Nagle turned a personal
pastime, jogglng, into a public service as
well, managing to ralse several thousand dol-
lars by staging runs for local charities.

In 1982 and 1983, he ran 23 miles to raise
money for the hungry and the homeless—
running from City Hall down Route 5 toward
Easthampton, over Mount Tom to Holyoke
and back to Northampton.

Born in Northampton Sept. 30, 1925, he was
the son of the late Patrick and Abble (Keene)
Nagle.

Mr. Nagle attended local schools, and for
many years worked as an Insurance sales-
man. He had also worked as a labor organizer
in the 1950s.

In 1947 at the age of 21 he was elected to
the city’s former Common Council, where he
served three terms.

In 1988 Mr. Nagle was the marshal of the
Northampton contingent for the St. Pat-
rick’s Day Parade in Holyoke.

Among his children are state Rep. William
P. Nagle Jr. of Northampton.

JOHN CHANCELLOR'S
COMMENTARY

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Madam President,
the Senate returns today for the fall
session. This evening millions of Amer-
icans, ourselves included, will turn to
their television sets to see what the
world looks like just now and what
seems in prospect. However, for the
first time in near to a quarter century,
John Chancellor will not be speaking
to us from “NBC Nightly News." Join-
ing us, I might better say, for none
ever has had his gentle congeniality as
he invited us to share his thoughts on
the great events of an often terrifying
age.

The Senate will perhaps understand
that I would as soon not dwell too long
on this end of an era. We shall not see
his like again; history will not allow
that. But it does surely offer the possi-
bility of absorbing the message of his
final four broadcasts, and to look for-
ward to many books to come.

Madam President, I ask that these
commentaries be printed in the RECORD
and that an embossed copy be pre-
sented to John Chancellor.

The commentaries follow:

JOHN CHANCELLOR'S COMMENTARY, “NBC

NIGHTLY NEWS," TUESDAY, JUNE 29, 1993

When I first came to Europe for NBC News
in the 1950s, there were things we belleved
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very strongly: that the U.S.A. was the un-
questioned leader of the non-Communist
world; that the Soviet Bloe, which then In-
cluded China, was very dangerous; that the
countries in Western Europe would come to-
gether some day as a powerful force; and
that Japan would emerge as a stable and im-
portant economic power. These beliefs were
held for more than a generation. Today,
every one of them has been changed. Many
people believed Communism would collapse,
but no one thought there would be a crisis in
the capitalist world, in the world's richest
countries, yet that happened. A few years
ago, the United States had so little money to
fight the war against Iraq that It had to ask
other countries to help pay its expenses.
Western Europe today is in what some have
called a “managed Depression.” The politi-
cal leadership in big major European coun-
tries is in deep trouble. Japan's political sys-
tem has simply exploded, and is being reas-
sembled in the middle of a painful recession.
Bill Clinton will be meeting with the leaders
of these countries next month, and even with
his troubles he'll be in better shape than the
others.

The certainties we lived with are cer-
tainties no more. The end of the Cold War
means much more than just the end of Com-
munism. Washington is redefining the mean-
ing of world leadership. Europe is rethinking
the idea of the welfare state. Tokyo s re-
building an entire party political system.
The question of course is, “What happens
now?"” The answer of course s, ““No one
knows."

JOHN CHANCELLOR'S COMMENTARY, ""NBC
NIGHTLY NEWS,”” WEDNESDAY, JUNE 30, 1993
An alliance is only as good as its parts, but

in the case of NATO, it is only as good as the
part the United States plays. NATO might
not have made it without the Americans.
With the Americans, with strong American
leadership, NATO kept Europe secure from
war for more than 40 years.

So it is sad to report that NATO Isn't pro-
tecting Europe from war anymore., The peo-
ple of Bosnia are Europeans, the conflict in
Bosnia threatens Europe with a wider war,
and a wider war could split NATO right down
the middle. There is every reason for NATO
involvement, but the alllance has been di-
vided and ineffective since the trouble began
in Bosnia 14 months ago.

To a large degree, the United States is re-
sponsible for NATO's failure. Listen to what
the Supreme Commander of NATO says—a
four-star American general named John
Shalikashvili. He says NATO's problem is
that the United States didn't lead from the
beginning. General Shalikashvill says the
Bush administration decided two years ago
that it would play no active role in resolving
the crisis. And the Clinton administration
has not been a leader in NATO policy toward
Bosnla. The result of this American inaction,
according to the Supreme Commander of
NATO, is “collective failure'.

For President Clinton, being cautious has
been popular. Some say Bosnla might be like
Viet Nam. Don't get involved.

But it makes you wonder what the United
States may do when other nasty crises
threaten the peace and security of other al-
lies. Will America’s friends get strong Amer-

- fcan leadership? Maybe not. NATO certainly

didn’t get it.

JOHN CHANCELLOR'S COMMENTARY, “NBC

NIGHTLY NEWS," THURSDAY, JULY 1, 1993

Since 1 joined NBC News in 1950, the popu-
lation of the United States has grown by



September 7, 1993

about 100 million people, believe it or not.
And yet, it seems to me that Americans
don't spend as much time with each other as
they used to. Families used to go downtown
to the movies; today, people rent videos and
watch them at home, often alone. Shopping
malls and big discount chains drive main
street shops out of business. So long, mom
and pop stores. There are fewer big factories
employing thousands of workers. Union
membership has declined, More people drive
alone in cars than ride on public transpor-
tation.

Technology has had a lot to do with it.
Television keeps people at home, and has
created a huge coast-to-coast take-out food
business. More people are working at home.
Offices are golng out of style. The Wall
Street Journal reports that some salesmen
are losing their offices; they can send in re-
ports by fax, be reached by pagers, and talk
to their bosses through portable computers.
No gossiping around the water cooler; no
more coffee breaks.

There has been a big increase in commu-
nication through online computer networks,
electronic mail and bulletin boards, but
these people sit at their computer keyboards
and never set eyes on each other.

S0, there are 100 million more of us than
there were 40 years ago, and yet we seem to
see less of each other than we did then. I
think that's the blggest change I've seen
over the years, and It's the change that wor-
ries me the most.

JOHN CHANCELLOR'S COMMENTARY, “NBC

NIGHTLY NEWS,"” FRIDAY, JULY 9, 1993

One last word from me.

Years ago, Ben Grauer, who was a distin-
guished broadcaster for NBC, told me how to
behave on the air, He sald, *Always remem-
ber, you are a guest in their home.” It was a
privilege to have been in your home all these
years. Thanks for your letters, not all of
which I was able to answer. Some of those
letters, you realize, were not complimentary.
That goes with the territory: commentary
sometimes works best when it makes people
angry.

I owe a great debt to a multitude of col-
leagues at NBC News, who encouraged me,
instructed me and put up with me. I've seen
some of them become accomplished broad-
casters, and Tom Brokaw is certainly a fine
example. It's been a lot of fun. There's a lit-
tle secret about journalism; we would do it
for free, if that were possible, but they actu-
ally pay us to do it.

Finally, I want to thank those of you in
the audience for your patience, courtesy and
hospitality over these many years. It was an
honor to have been a guest in your home,

That's commentary. Over to you, now,

Tom.
Good luck and good night.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is concluded.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF M. JOYCELYN EL-
DERS, OF ARKANSAS, TO BE
SURGEON GENERAL OF THE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will now
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go into executive session and proceed
to the consideration of the nomination
of M. Joycelyn Elders, to be Surgeon
General. The clerk will report the nom-
ination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of M. Joycelyn Elders, of Ar-
kansas, to be Medical Director in the
Regular Corps of the Public Health
Service and to be Surgeon General of
the Public Health Service.

Mr. KENNEDY. Madam President, I
understand there is a time limitation;
am I correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. There are 8 hours
equally divided.

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield myself such
time as I may use.

Madam President, I urge the Senate
to confirm the nomination of Dr.
Joycelyn Elders, to be the Surgeon
General of the United States. The Sur-
geon General is the family doctor to
the Nation. Few positions in the Gov-
ernment are more challenging and
offer greater opportunity to improve
the lives of so many Americans. Dis-
ease knows no boundaries of age, race,
gender, or class.

Every American child deserves a
healthy start in life, but too many
children are denied one. Whether the
issue is infant mortality or childhood
vaccinations, the Nation is failing to
fulfill its responsibilities. Drugs,
crime, and violence are destroying the
lives and shattering the dreams of vast
numbers of children. The epidemic of
teenage pregnancy is a social and eco-
nomic tragedy for the country and a
personal tragedy for millions of young
Americans.

Countless senior citizens are also de-
nied the healthy and secure golden
years that should be the reward for a
lifetime of hard work. Senior citizens
are forced into nursing homes because
the care that would enable them to re-
main in their own homes is unavailable
or inaccessible. For Americans of any
age, lack of any adequate national
strategy for preventive care can often
lead to disability and premature death.
We need comprehensive health insur-
ance coverage and more effective ways
to convince Americans to lead
healthier lives and to avoid the self-in-
flicted wounds of smoking and drug
abuse, poor diet, and lack of exercise.

In all areas of health care, it is the
poor and minorities who suffer the
most. Improving women’'s health is
also a pressing need. A third of all
American women do not receive the
basic preventive care they need. Breast
cancer strikes one in eight women, yet
medical research has shortchanged
women for decades. Epidemics continue
to present serious health care chal-
lenges. AIDS threatens many American
families and the only cure is preven-
tion. An old killer, tuberculosis, has
emerged from decades of neglect as a
renewed threat to public health, and
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natural disasters, like last year’'s hur-
ricane and this year’s flood, pose major
risks to public health in addition to
the physical devastation that they
cause.

By her record, her character, and her
intellect, Dr. Joycelyn Elders is su-
perbly qualified to take on these chal-
lenges and to be an outstanding Sur-
geon General.

Many Members of this body are
aware by now of Dr. Elders’ courageous
life story, her rise from poverty to a
career of healing and serving others.
But it is a story well worth restating
because it shows so clearly the excep-
tional character of a woman whose
nomination we are considering.

Dr. Elders was born to a teenage
mother and a sharecropper father in
the tiny town of Schaal, AR, 40 miles
from Texarkana. She grew up on the
family farm in a three-room cabin with
her seven brothers and sisters. The
cabin had no electricity and no indoor
plumbing. As a child, Dr. Elders
worked in the fields to help support her
family from June through Thanks-
giving. School had to give way to work
on the farm. Still, she was able to skip
two grades, and she graduated as the
valedictorian of her segregated high
school when she was only 15 years old.

Dr. Elders’ mother never had the ben-
efit of prenatal care. In fact, her chil-
dren were delivered in her home with-
out medical assistance. One of Dr. El-
ders’ earliest memories is of her young
brother crying with the pain of a rup-
tured appendix being taken 10 miles on
the back of a mule to the nearest doc-
tor.

Until she went to college, Dr. Elders
herself never saw a doctor.

Dr. Elders won a full-tuition scholar-
ship to Philander Smith College in Lit-
tle Rock. Money was so scarce that her
brothers and sisters worked in the
fields to help pay her busfare and buy
her clothing. She graduated from col-
lege magna cum laude in 3 years. She
joined the Army in 1953 so that she
could earn the right to GI bill assist-
ance to finance her medical education.
She and her fellow African-American
students at the Arkansas Medical
School were forced to eat in a seg-
regated section of the student cafe-
teria.

Dr. Elders went on to an internship
in pediatrics at the University of Min-
nesota. Because of her ability, she was
invited back to the University of Ar-
kansas Medical School to the pres-
tigious position of chief resident in pe-
diatrics. After her internship, she was
invited to stay on at the university as
a professor of pediatrics. She became a
recognized academic expert in her cho-
sen field of pediatric endocrinology,
with 150 published papers. In 1987, Gov-
ernor Clinton named her to lead the
Arkansas Department of Public Health.

As a pediatric endocrinologist and
professor at the University of Arkansas
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Medical School, she was a respected
clinician and medical researcher with
more than 150 published scientific pa-
pers to her credit. In her 6 years as
leader of the Arkansas Department of
Health, she earned a national reputa-
tion as a public health leader with a
brilliant record of accomplishment.

In her years with the department of
health, she almost doubled the propor-
tion of Arkansas children receiving
timely vaccinations. She launched an
assault on infant mortality. She in-
creased by tenfold the number of poor
children receiving comprehensive
health screening. She dramatically ex-
panded cancer detection and treatment
services for women. She increased
home care opportunities for senior citi-
zens. She led a crusade against the
blight of teenage pregnancy. Most of
all, she waged a tireless battle to bring
better health care to all the children of
Arkansas.

In spite of these widely acclaimed ac-
complishments, Dr. Elders’ opponents
have left no stone unturned in their
unseemly attempt to undermine her
record and character. The allegations
against her have proved groundless in
every case. Her opponents have dis-
torted her record and twisted her state-
ments into an unrecognizable carica-
ture of the nominee. We are voting
today on the real Dr. Elders, not the
straw woman her opponents have at-
tempted to portray.

This smokescreen of charges by her
opponents has not fooled the people of
Arkansas, and it will not fool the
American people or the Members of the
Senate. She is a superbly qualified phy-
sician who understands the real health
problems of real people, especially chil-
dren and the poor. She is a diamond in
the rough—her opponents see the
rough, but they always miss the dia-
mond.

Because of her outstanding contribu-
tions to the health of the people of her
State, Dr. Elders has been honored by
the American Medical Association, the
National Governors Association, the
National Education Association, and
many other organizations. She has re-
ceived honorary degrees from seven
universities—from Yale to the Univer-
sity of Minnesota to Lemoyne Chris-
tian College in Memphis, TN, to the
Morehouse College of Medicine. She
has been chosen by her peers—chief
health officers throughout the coun-
try—to be the president of the Associa-
tion of State and Territorial Health Of-
ficers. She has been endorsed by over
300 mainstream health, welfare, reli-
gious, and children's organizations—
from the AMA to the YWCA, from the
Methodist Church to the Junior League
to the PTA.

Every allegation raised against Dr.
Elders has been exhaustively examined
and utterly refuted. Yet, as each alle-
gation was disproved, her critics re-
grouped and came up with new attacks,
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but the result has always been the
same—the charge has frizzled.

In the last day of debate before the
August recess, a new and particularly
hurtful charge was made. Based on a
single out-of-context and distorted
quotation, Dr. Elders' opponents ac-
cused her of being anti-Catholic.

Dr. Elders is a woman of deep reli-
gious faith whose commitment to the
church is well known. The scholarship
that opened the doors of a college edu-
cation to her came from the United
Methodist Church. She has been an ac-
tive and devoted member of the Hunter
Methodist Church and has served on a
number of church boards. Her brother
is a minister. Indeed, she has been
named lay person of the year by Meth-
odist Church, and, among her many
honors, one that gives her immense
satisfaction is the invitation she re-
ceived to address the global meeting of
the United Methodist Church.

For someone who has herself suffered
from prejudice and who is herself such
a deeply religious person, the notion
that she engages in religious bigotry is
preposterous. Dr. Elders has the ut-
most respect for the Catholic Church
and its members. She has emphasized
her admiration for the many contribu-
tions that church-based programs and
church-inspired citizens have made to
education, health care, and social jus-
tice in America. She has specifically
written to the National Conference of
Catholic Bishops and apologized for
any offense caused by her statements.

Dr. Elders is not anti-Catholic. She is
not a radical. She is not outside the
mainstream. She is not a divisive per-
son. She is a healer and coalition build-
er who has worked with a wide variety
of people of diverse viewpoints to bring
better health care to the people of Ar-
kansas and the Nation. Most of all, she
is a preacher and a teacher of immense
commitment and knowledge—exactly
what we need in a Surgeon General,
America's First Physician.

The heart of the opposition to Dr. El-
ders centers around two issues—her
strong pro-choice position on the issue
of abortion, and her equally strong
commitment to addressing the crisis of
teenage pregnancy in a realistic way.

Americans of good will clearly differ
on the issue of abortion. But Dr. El-
ders' pro-choice views are the same as
those of the President who appointed
her—the President who was elected by
the American people, and who deserves
to have the pro-choice nominee of his
choice confirmed.

With regard to teenage pregnancy, an
effective Surgeon General committed
to this issue can make impressive and
long overdue progress. As we saw in our
hearing and our debate on the Senate
floor prior to the recess, it is not Dr.
Elders who is outside the mainstream
on this issue—it is her critics. Dr. El-
ders supports a policy of encouraging
abstinence. But she also recognizes the
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reality that not all teenagers will be
abstinent. Dr. Elders’ policy on this
issue is precisely the policy of the top
public health officials of the Reagan
and Bush administrations, and it is a
policy that has the broad support of
the American people. Dr. Elders’ oppo-
nents are entitled to their views, but
they are not entitled to block Dr. El-
ders’ nomination by distorting what
she stands for.

We know the kind of difference that
an effective Surgeon General can make
to improve the health and lives of our
fellow citizens. In the 1960's, Surgeon
General Luther Terry roused the Na-
tion to the dangers of smoking. In the
1980’s, Surgeon General C. Everett
Koop educated the Nation about the
AIDS epidemic. In the 1990's, Dr.
Joycelyn Elders has the potential to be
a truly effective Surgeon General on
all of the major public health chal-
lenges facing our country.

In the course of her distinguished ca-
reer in public health, Dr. Elders has
come to be widely respected, widely ad-
mired, and widely loved by the wvast
majority of those who know her, who
have worked with her, or who know
about her accomplishments and her
deep commitment to better health care
for all citizens. And when Dr. Elders
says ‘‘all citizens,” she means *‘all.”

Her no-nonsense plain-speaking style
has been especially frustrating to her
ideological opponents. But it has made
her admirers appreciate her all the
more. Now, the Nation as a whole is
about to feel the healing touch of this
extraordinary woman. In the years to
come it may well be said of Joycelyn
Elders, as it was of Franklin Roosevelt,
that she is loved for the enemies she
has made.

1 admire one other quality in Dr. El-
ders—her courage in facing up to her
critics, and then facing them down.
She has come through this unfair
gauntlet of excessive criticism with
flying colors. She has endured it, and
she has prevailed over it. And her tri-
umph here augurs well for her success
in the years ahead as the Nation's Sur-
geon General. I urge the Senate to con-
firm her,

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I
yield myself such time as I may use.

REPEAL OF THE RETROACTIVE
PROVISIONS OF THE TAX BILL

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I
will just announce that shortly myself
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and several of my colleagues will be in-
troducing legislation to repeal the ret-
roactive provisions of the tax bill that
we passed just last month prior to ad-
journment. I mention that because I
happen to have traveled around my
State some during the month of Au-
gust. I heard a lot of disgust from our
constituents who were upset about the
fact that we passed the tax increases
retroactive back to January 1. Many of
these constituents are individuals who
will not have a tax increase, yet they
still felt it was improper and not right,
certainly not fair, to pass retroactive
tax increases.

So I told them that I would be work-
ing to repeal the retroactive provisions
and make the tax increases effective no
earlier than the date of enactment of
the tax bill. I expect that before the
day is out, myself and several other
people will be introducing that legisla-
tion.

————

THE NOMINATION oF DR.
JOYCELYN ELDERS, OF ARKAN-
SAS, TO BE SURGEON GENERAL
OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERV-
ICE

The Senate continued with the con-
sideration of the nomination.

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President,
during my trip through my State, 1
heard from a lot of my constituents
concerning the nomination of Dr.
Joycelyn Elders. 1 compliment my
friend and colleague from Massachu-
setts, Senator KENNEDY, for a very elo-
quent statement. After listening to his
statement, I am tempted to vote for
confirmation, but I expect that I will
not. The reason is not easy because
Senator KENNEDY mentioned several
things that were very complimentary
to Dr. Elders, and I agree. She did come
from a family of poverty. She did work
hard and was able to educate herself. I
compliment her on that.

Coming from an area that is very
close to mine, Arkansas being the
neighboring State of Oklahoma, to see
somebody who comes from a large fam-
ily, a poor family, and who is able to
achieve a very esteemed stature as di-
rector of the Arkansas Health Depart-
ment as well as becoming a doctor and
so on I think is very laudable. I com-
pliment her on her achievements.

But, Madam President, my reason for
opposing Dr. Elders really is not
through a desire, because I do not like
opposing nominations. I do not do it
very often. I have done it very seldom
in my 13 years in the Senate. But I
have decided to oppose Dr. Elders be-
cause of several statements that she
has made that I think would disqualify
her for this position. This is a very im-
portant position.

Senator KENNEDY said, well, it is the
No. 1 doctor, the family doctor for the
country. I agree with that. The Sur-
geon General has a great deal of pres-
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tige. It is a bully pulpit, as many peo-
ple have mentioned, for health care. If
used properly, I think it could be a real
asset to our country. We have been
very fortunate in the country to have
several outstanding Surgeons General
who have advanced health causes and
issues over the years.

My concern is that Dr. Elders has a
very radical agenda. I say that not
through any wish to malign her or to
denigrate her position, but I am just
reading statements that she has
made—not 5 years ago, not 10 years
ago. Some of these statements were
made this year. Some were made last
month that I believe should disqualify
her for this position.

Senator KENNEDY alluded to the
Catholic statements that I have men-
tioned before. I said I believe that
those are bigoted statements. I will
refer to that in a minute. But I think
there are several statements, whether
one is a Catholic or happens to be a
Christian, if a person happens to be on
the pro-life side of the issue, I think
she has made very strong, intolerant
statements that, to say the least, are
troubling.

So I find that my recommendation,
my vote, is going to be against con-
firmation of Joycelyn Elders for Sur-
geon General. Again, I do not take that
lightly. I know my colleagues do not
take it lightly when we will vote some-
time later today or tomorrow.

Madam President, I think we should
look at her words. On June 19 of this
year, she appeared on the CNBC tele-
vision program entitled “Talk Live.”
The caller asked her what she wanted
to do or intended to do as Surgeon Gen-
eral about crack-addicted prostitutes
that give birth to crack-addicted ba-
bies. Here is her response:

I would hope that we would provide them
Norplant so they could still use sex If they
must, to buy thelr drugs.

Madam President, is that the sort of
statement that we would like to have
from a Surgeon General? It so happens
prostitution is illegal in most areas. It
certainly is not healthy. Drug use is il-
legal in almost all States. Certainly
use of crack is illegal, I believe, in
every State. It is addictive. It can be
deadly. Yet, her response was, I hope
we would give them Norplant so, if
they must continue to do so, they can
still use sex if they must, so they can
pay for their drugs.

That is a very irresponsible state-
ment. That was made on a national tel-
evision program. That was made in
June. That is just a couple of months
ago. Is that the type of statement that
we want to have from somebody who
has the authority, that has the pres-
tige, that has the office of Surgeon
General? I think not. Maybe I am
wrong. Hopefully, that is a slip of the
tongue. Frankly, during the confirma-
tion hearing, she kind of expounded on
it, but really did not take it back.
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I find this to be the case on almost
all the statements that she has made
when given the chance or opportunity
before Senator KENNEDY's committee.
She would give a further explanation
and maybe try to rationalize it, but,
frankly, did not apologize, did not take
it back, did not say, “Hey, I made a
mistake.” We all make mistakes.
Frankly, I will not judge somebody
just for the fact they made one or two
statements that were a little harsh, a
little irrational, maybe not fully devel-
oped, because I think most of us in this
life have done that. But she continues
to make a lot of statements that I find
are intolerant, that are radical, that
are clearly out of the mainstream, and
that are quite offensive to millions of
Americans; in some cases, hundreds of
millions of Americans.

I just think of the many issues that
are confronting us—and the Surgeon
General will be dealing with issues that
will affect every single family in Amer-
ica—one of the most controversial is
abortion. I know I heard Dr. Elders be-
fore the committee say, ‘I am not
about abortion; I am not. I don’'t like
abortion. I want to prevent unwanted
pregnancies. So abortion will not be an
issue.” And so abortion will not be an
issue. But she testified before Congress
in a written statement and said:
‘*Abortion has had an important and
positive public health effect.”

That was not taken out of context.
That was not a mistake. That was in a
written statement and an oral state-
ment she made before Congress on May
23, 1990.

I have been involved in the abortion
debates before with proponents of the
so-called pro-choice side, the pro-abor-
tion rights side, and the pro-life side,
but I have never heard anybody say it
had a positive health effect, except for
Dr. Elders. She said that before Con-
gress. And she further explained that:

Abortion has reduced the number of chil-
dren afflicted with severe defects. The num-
ber of Down's syndrome infants in Washing-
ton State In 1976 was 64 percent lower than it
would have been without legal abortion.

Think of what that statement says.
That statement basically says that if
yvou have a fetus, an unborn child that
is handicapped, we better abort it. This
is going to reduce the number of chil-
dren born with defects. Wow. That is a
very serious statement. Again, that is
a statement that was made before Con-
gress. That is not a statement that was
made to a pro-choice rally. That was a
statement made before the U.S. Sen-
ate, the Labor and Human Resources
Committee. **Abortion has had a posi-
tive public health impact.” And she
cites the fact that it has reduced the
number of Down's syndrome infants.
Wow. That is kind of startling for
somebody who maybe has a child with
Down's syndrome. I wonder what they
would think about that statement.
What about some other handicap, men-
tal or physical?
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(Mr. MATHEWS assumed the chair.)

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, Dr. El-
ders went on before that committee,
and I will read to you a portion of a
letter that came from the National
Down's Syndrome Congress that she
sent to Members of Congress. It said:

This ralses some important questions in
our minds as to her qualifications for the po-
sition of Surgeon General. It would appear
from her testimony and written statements
that her concern is more toward the cost of
an individual’s life as opposed to the value of
the human life. It would not be a good choice
to have the Surgeon General of the United
States of America espousing such ideals.

That letter was written by the execu-
tive director of the National Down’'s
Syndrome Congress sent to Members of
Congress.

I happen to agree. I know many peo-
ple in this Congress have been working
with people with handicaps. I find it
troubling that we would now have a
Surgeon General—the No. 1 health offi-
cer in the country—that has made
statements proclaiming the virtues and
blessings of abortion because it might
reduce the number of children born
with Down's syndrome or maybe some
other defect or problem. Mr. President,
that is troubling.

During the confirmation hearing of
Dr. Elders, she noted that she has two
relatives with Down's syndrome, and
she loves them, and she added that the
decision to abort a child with Down's
syndrome is a perfectly legitimate one.
I might mention that she did not re-
treat from her earlier statement, which
was not about individual choice but
about the positive public health effect
of abortion. One of the positive public
health effects, she believes, is that we
have fewer people with Down’s syn-
drome.

I really find that statement uncon-
scionable. She seemed to measure the
success of a policy of abortion on de-
mand, on the basis of the number of
people with disabilities abortion has
eliminated. I regret that the Senate ap-
pears to be prepared to confirm as Sur-
geon General someone who has taken
such a radical and extreme position.

Dr. Elders did not stop there in sing-
ing the praises of abortion. She told
the Labor Committee:

‘*Abortion was the single most im-
portant factor in the significant de-
crease in neonatal mortality between
1964 and 1977.”

Think about the statement that
abortion was the most important fac-
tor in a significant decrease in
neonatal mortality between 1964 and
1977. The number of abortions went
way up, and so the number of infants
that were born and soon died went
down. So if we destroy children in the
mother's womb, fewer will die after
they are born. That is logical. Is that
to be complimented? Think of that
statement. Wow. We have had more
abortions, therefore we have fewer

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

problems with the children who are
born.

Dr. Elders is nominated for the posi-
tion of Surgeon General. We will prob-
ably confirm her for the position of
Surgeon General, the No. 1 health offi-
cer in the country. Yet, she makes
statements like that. Again, that is
not a statement off the cuff. That was
from her testimony before Congress in
May of 1990, proclaiming the virtues
and positive public health impacts and
effects of abortion.

That is a startling statement. Again,
I cannot think of other people who are
even leaders in the so-called abortion
rights area that have taken such an ex-
treme position in talking about the
positive public health impacts of abor-
tion.

In other words, it is almost as if
there is no life whatsoever in the
woman, and if we destroy those that
might have any problems before they
are born, then we can save the time,
expense and inconvenience of having a
problem child or a problem person.

I wonder what that tells other peo-
ple. Maybe we should extend that pol-
icy and say, ‘‘What about having a pe-
riod of a month or two to find out what
the baby is like; and if the baby has a
real problem, then we will kill the
baby, and we can save a lot of money
then, too.” And why do it just the first
month, if you can do it up through the
first 9 months of pregnancy? Wait a
minute, we can do this for years. What
about later on? We could have a Fed-
eral policy to determine if somebody
has Alzheimer’'s and their value of life
is maybe not worthwhile, so we will
terminate that life, too.

How far would this philosophy go? I
do not know. But it is scary. These
statements talking about the positive
public health effects of abortion were
made by Dr. Elders in testimony before
Congress just a couple years ago.

So not only does she have a radical
or extreme position when it comes to
abortion, but also she has a vehement
dislike—a very strong dislike is too
kind of a word, and I do not want to
use the word hatred, but she has a very
strong bias against people who happen
to be on the so-called prolife side of the
debate.

On January 19, 1992, before the Ar-
kansas Democrat Gazette, she stated:

We would like for the right to life and
anticholice groups to get over their love af-
fair with the fetus and start supporting chil-
dren.

Think of that statement.

We would like for the right-to-life and
antichoice groups of people who are opposed
to abortion to get over their love affair with
the fetus and start supporting children.

I happen to know a lot of people who
are involved in so-called right-to-life
groups, the people who are opposed to
abortion, and they are very supportive
of children. So I am kind of offended by
that statement.
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And then ‘‘get over their love affair
with the fetus.” It almost shows a dis-
dain or a very negative attitude toward
the fetus.

The fetus happens to be an unborn
child. I might mention we do not pro-
vide protection for unborn children. We
do have laws on the books providing
protection for unborn member of any
number of endangered species. We have
laws on the books that if you destroy
an unborn animal, and I am thinking of
the prairie mole cricket or spotted owl
or whatever, there are fines and pen-
alties up to $50,000 and a year or more
of imprisonment for destroying the life
of many species, plant or animal, that
might be categorized as endangered.
But we do not do this for unborn
human beings. And as a matter of fact,
quite the opposite. Dr. Elders and oth-
ers, including President Clinton and
Mrs. Clinton, support having Federal
funding to subsidize the destruction of
unborn human beings.

But Dr. Elders goes further—not just
talking about, well, we should have
Federal funding of abortion, which she
supports—but she goes further and ba-
sically shows real intolerance of people
who happen to oppose her when she
makes a statement that says the pro-
life people should get over the love af-
fair with a fetus. The fetus just hap-
pens to be an unborn child. And using
that kind of language I think shows a
great deal of intolerance toward people
who happen to have a different view-
point than Dr. Elders does on an issue
such as abortion.

Mr. President, I might mention that
Dr. Elders has stood by this quote. She
tried to expand upon it. But frankly
she has explained that she thinks of a
love affair as a short-term commit-
ment where when a child is born itis a
lifetime commitment.

Frankly, again, I know many, many
people who are engaged in the pro-life
effort who are committed to life, un-
born and born. And again that is a very
offensive statement that she made. But
she did not stop just ridiculing people
who disagree with her. She went fur-
ther and has referred to people who
would oppose abortion as ‘‘non-Chris-
tians with slavemaster mentalities.”

Think of that statement. This body
is well divided and obviously so on the
issue of abortion. The American people
are divided on that issue. But to refer
to people who oppose abortion or cat-
egorize them as non-Christians is offen-
sive. And then to say non-Christians
with slavemaster mentalities is doubly
offensive. She has not retracted that
statement. She did not say, ‘“‘Hey."”
Think of that. How can you say that
people who oppose abortion are non-
Christians?

It just so happens most of the people
I know who are involved in trying to
protect the lives of unborn children are
Christian but some also are Jews and
some probably atheists who do not
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think we should destroy unborn chil-
dren. But she in a broad sweeping
statement says they are non-Christians
with slavemaster mentalities, implying
that not only are they not Christians,
they do not love their fellow man, but
they also want people to raise kids in a
slave-like environment. I just find that
really offensive, really intolerant, and
certainly not the kind of statement
that one would expect from the Sur-
geon General.

The Washington Post on January 11
of this year attributed to her a com-
ment characterizing pro-life Americans
as ‘“‘very religious non-Christians,”
again making a statement that hap-
pens to be before a pretty large news-
paper. Characterizing pro-life people as
‘very religious non-Christians' is just
a shocking statement. It is a bigoted
statement toward anybody that hap-
pens to be pro-life or happens to be re-
ligious and happens to be pro-life.

How in the world can you paint a pic-
ture of people who happen to support
protecting the lives of unborn children
as “‘very religious non-Christians' is
beyond me.

Again that is a statement not made 5
vears ago. That is a statement made in
January of this year. That was a state-
ment I think made after it was known
that President Clinton would probably
in all likelihood nominate her as Sur-
geon General.

Mr. President, Senator KENNEDY al-
luded to the statement that I referred
to about a month ago, when Dr. Elders
was speaking at a pro-abortion rights
rally in Little Rock in January 1992.
Dr. Elders said,

For the first 400 years black people had
freedom aborted and the church said noth-
ing. The way of native Americans was abort-
ed. The church was silent. During the Holo-
caust, the church was silent. And look who is
fighting the pro-choice movement is a cel-
ibate male-dominated church.

Also. I believe I heard Senator KEN-
NEDY say she apologized for these re-
marks, or maybe I did not but I read
something that there was an apology.

Mr. President, there was no apology.
At least in my opinion there was not
an apology. I can tell you looking at
some of the comments that were made
by some of the groups that were of-
fended. Here is a headline of an article
that says ‘*Catholics and Baptists Find
Elders' Apology Lacking.” The Catho-
lic League for Religious and Civil
Rights joined an agency of Southern
Baptists convention and two other reli-
gious pro-family groups denouncing as
inadequate Dr. Joycelyn Elders' apolo-
gies to Catholics for any offense her re-
marks might have caused them.

Mr. President, this is a quote she
made on the steps of the Capitol of Lit-
tle Rock and has been one that has re-
ceived a great deal of attention, one for
which there have been meetings with
priests and bishops and others trying
to get Dr. Elders to apologize. I have
copies of all the correspondence con-
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cerning this issue, and I will just say I
will read you Dr. Elders' response be-
cause Father James West brought this
up and said, “Wait a minute. You made
this statement. We would like an apol-
ogy. You really made a very bigoted
anti-Catholic remark.’ This happens to
be in Southern Baptist Arkansas, like
Oklahoma where there is a great deal
of bigotry against the Catholic Church.
And he requested an apology and did
not get it.

He contacted Governor Clinton, re-
quested an apology, and did not receive
it. They had a meeting. And he still did
not get an apology.

After several letters and exchanges,
Dr. Elders writes on February 26 to
Bishop McDonald, and in reading this
statement:

As discussed, in my statement which was
quoted in the media, I did not have any pre-
conceived malice or intent to blaspheme the
Roman Catholic church. I have the utmost
respect for the Roman Catholic Church and
its followers. If offense was taken at my use
of the term “‘male-dominated’’ rather than
“male-governed,’’ please accept my sincere
apology.

In other words, she did not retract
one word, did not apologize for that
statement, that paragraph, that really
blasphemed the Catholic Church. They
said the only things I really apologized
for are I should have said ‘‘male-gov-
erned’’ instead of ‘“male-dominated.”

Again keep in mind this is after cor-
respondence with the priest. It is after
discussions with the priest and bishop,
and after intervention by Governor
Clinton. And the only apology she
made is for saying it was ‘‘male-domi-
nated'’ and she should have said ‘‘'male-
governed.” That is what she apologized
for.

That is no apology. That is no retrac-
tion. That is no statement.

And her recent apology said if any of-
fense was taken I apologize for offend-
ing you, again not retracting the state-
ment. This statement has offended mil-
lions of Americans, millions.

I entered into the RECORD last month
several letters—I will just read one.
Here is a letter from John Cardinal
O'Connor, Archbishop of New York. He
quotes the quote that I just mentioned
and then he has another paragraph
that says:

Catholics throughout American history
have suffered from the effects of religious
bigotry. It is a blot on our country's human
rights record. Such blatant and broad sweep-
ing attacks as have been attributed to Dr.
Elders would be troubling on the lips of any
citizen. To hear them from one appointed to
a national pulpit is even more profoundly
disturbing. This is particularly true consid-
ering that the stature of the Office of Sur-
geon General is great—particularly in recent
years in the midst of a deepening national
crisis over the effect of sexual irresponsibil-
ity.

srr)r. Elders has also expressed contempt for
the millions of Americans who participate in
the human rights struggle for the unborn,
and for the disabled. She purportedly scorns
pro-life Americans as having a ‘‘love affair
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with the fetus,” and Is quoted as saying that
they “love little babies, as long as they're in
someone else’'s uterus, rather than caring
about children after they're born.”

One traditionally associates the profession
of medicine with special concern for the
small and defenseless human being. Yet no-
where do I hear Dr. Elders acknowledge the
slightest good will, the slightest compassion
toward the child In the womb, Her alleged
statements regarding unborn Down's syn-
drome children are most disquieting in this
regard. She is also quoted as saying that
“abortion has reduced the syndrome infants
in Washington State in 1976 was 64 percent
lower than it would have been without legal
abortion.” Apparently Dr. Elders regards the
destruction of such children through abor-
tion as part of the success story of modern
medicine. As one who has spent many years
of his life working with and for the retarded,
Iam deeply troubled by such an attitude.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD the
letter from John Cardinal O’Connor,
Archbishop of New York.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

AUGUST 5, 1993.

DEAR SENATOR D'AMATO: I write to you as
one deeply disturbed by remarks attributed
to the nominee for Surgeon General, Dr.
Joycelyn Elders, revealing substantial ani-
mosity toward the Catholic Church and
Catholics generally. Dr. Elders is quoted as
stating: *“The first 400 years black people had
their freedom aborted and the Church sald
nothing. The way of life for the Native
American was aborted; the Church was si-
lent. We attempted to eradicate a whole race
of people through the Holocaust, and the
Church was silent. * * * Look at who's fight-
ing the pro-choice movement; a celibate,
male-dominated Church.”

Catholics throughout American history
have suffered from the effects of religious
bigotry. It is a blot on our country's human
rights record. Such blatant and broad sweep-
ing attacks as have been attributed to Dr.
Elders would be troubling on the lips of any
citizen. To hear them from one appointed to
a national pulpit is even more profoundly
disturbing. This is particularly true consid-
ering that the stature of the Office of Sur-
geon General is great—particularly in recent
years in the midst of a deepening national
crisis over the effects of sexual irresponsibil-
ity.

Dr. Elders has also expressed contempt for
the millions of Americans who participate in
the human rights struggle for the unborn,
and for the disabled. She purportedly scorns
pro-life Americans as having a ‘“‘love affair
with the fetus,” and is quoted as saying that
they “love little bablies, as long as they're in
someone else's uterus, rather than caring
about children after they're born.”

On traditionally associates the profession
of medicine with speclal concern for the
small and defenseless human being. Yet no-
where do I hear Dr. Elders acknowledge the
slightest good will, the slightest compassion
toward the child in the womb. Her alleged
statements regarding unborn Down's Syn-
drome children are most disquieting in this
regard. She is also quoted as saying that
“abortion has reduced the Syndrome infants
in Washington State In 1976 was 64% lower
than it would have been without legal abor-
tion." Apparently Dr. Elders regards the de-
struction of such children through abortion
as part of the success story of modern medi-
cine. As one who has spent many years of his
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life working with and for the retarded, I am
deeply troubled by such an attitude.

Dr. Elders seems also to have clearly ex-
pressed an intent not only to continue, but
to intensify the utterly failed policy of offer-
ing contraception freely to teenagers. Twen-
ty years of this practice has failed to im-
prove our children’s health and well-being.
In fact, they are associated with substantial
declines in the quality of their lives, with In-
creases in teenage sexual activity, teen abor-
tions, sexually transmitted diseases, and
out-of-wedlock pregnancies. Yet nowhere do
I see Dr. Elders required to assume the bur-
den of proof as to why 20 years of falled so-
c¢ial policy should be followed by 4 more.

Thank you for your vote on August 3 on
the Nickles Amendment to the Treasury/
Postal Appropriations Bill, It was a tragedy
that the substance of Senator Nickles' pro-
posal did not receive the full deliberation it
deserved, but I thank you for your part in
seeking to obtaln Senate consideration. In
future votes on the Hyde Amendment and
National Health Care, I hope that you will
reflect on the conscience problems inherent
in requiring any taxpayer, any employer,
any employee, to contribute any amount, no
matter how small, to an act they acknowl-
edge to be nothing less than the deliberate
destruction of innocent human life.

1 do hope you will consider the points I
have raised. Considering the crisis of values
our nation Is now facing, I do not believe
that concerns about religious intolerance
and moral responsibility are trivial. I look
forward to your reply.

Faithfully in Christ,
JOHN CARDINAL O'CONNOR,
Archbishop of New York.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, also on
September 1, Father James West, who
originally approached this issue of
anti-Catholic sentiments by Dr. Elders,
and who, as a result of her statement,
had written a letter to the Washington
Post. He is from Bigelow, AR, from the
St. Boniface Catholic Church.

In this letter, he says:

I would llke to present some information
which, from the standpoint of the Catholic
Church and of all persons of religious convic-
tion, is cruclal to the debate on the nomina-
tion of Dr. Joycelyn Elders for Surgeon Gen-
eral of the United States.

I write this letter as the priest who di-
rectly confronted Dr. Joycelyn Elders in Ar-
kansas for her blatantly anti-Catholic re-
marks made in our State Capitol Building on
January 18, 1992, This face-to-face meeting
between Dr. Elders and myself occurred on
February 28, 1992 as the result of my personal
campalgn to obtain an apology from Dr. El-
ders on behalf of the Catholics of the state of
Arkansas. Then-Governor Bill Clinton, per-
haps recognizing some potential political
damage to himself from this affair, had in-
structed Dr. Elders to arrange this meeting
with me.

As the result of a trip I made to Washing-
ton, D.C. in July to bring this to national at-
tention, it is now commonly known that Dr.
Elders has accused the Roman Catholic
Church of *‘silence’ during various occasions
of past injustice, including the Nazi Holo-
caust, Dr. Elders has also referred to the
Catholic Church as ‘‘a celebrate, male-domi-
nated church,”’ as she identified those she
holds to be her enemies.

Dr. Elders would now have all believe that
she sincerely apologized to the Roman
Catholic Church as a result of my meeting
with her. One would think, then, that all
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things are now in order between Dr. Elders
and the Catholic Church. However, this is far
from the truth.

A couple of points must be made here.
First, Dr. Elders’' “apology™ was no apology
at all. She has stated only that she is sorry
“if offense was taken' to her statement. She
has never apologized for having made the
statement. Secondly, at my meeting with
Dr. Elders, I only challenged her on her des-
ignation of us as ‘‘a celibate, male-domi-
nated church,” an obviously insulting deni-
gration of what we hold to be the very sacred
structure of our Church. Surprisingly
enough, Dr. Elders at first refused to ac-
knowledge that she had referred to the
Catholic Church at all. When she could no
longer defend that position, she then refused
to acknowledge that she had meant to offend
Catholics by her statement! I brought her to
an admission on both counts. Even then,
though, I was only able to obtain an ‘*‘apol-
ogy" for any “‘offense taken’ to her use of
the term “male-dominated” rather than
“male-governed.”” Never has Dr. Elders of-
fered the slightest apology for having held
the Catholic Church up as the target of her
wrath, * * »

I will skip a couple of paragraphs and
just read one or two more.

It is now nearly 20 months following Dr.
Elders’ clear statement of anti-Catholic big-
otry. If Dr. Elders is now prepared to issue a
blanket apology for having made her offen-
sive remarks—not just for any ‘‘offense
taken' to her remarks—the value and sin-
cerity of that apology must be called into
question. Dr. Elders has steadfastly refused
to the present day to issue such an apol-
Ogy *

That is signed by Father James West,
Pastor of St. Boniface Church.

I will just mention this, as well. I
have a letter from the Catholic League
for Religious and Civil Rights in oppo-
sition, and also stating that they are
dissatisfied with the so-called apology.
I will just read this last paragraph.

For Dr. Elders to now issue an apology is
as expedient as it Is unpersuasive. To be
sure, anyone can make a remark in the heat
of discussion that 1s later regretted, but
when a series of untoward comments are
made about a group of persons—such as the
remarks that Dr. Elders has made about
Catholics and the Catholic Church—it can-
not be dismissed as merely a mistake.

It is for these reasons that we have come
together today to voice our concerns over
the record of Dr. Joycelyn Elders and to ask
for the most careful deliberations when the
Senate reconvenes.

That is signed by William Donohue,
President of the Catholic League for
Religious and Civil Rights. It is a two-
page statement in opposition to Dr. El-
ders.

Also signing onto this statement is
Patrick Riley, Washington director of
the Catholic League. Also signing this
is James Smith, director of govern-
ment relations, Southern Baptist Con-
vention.

And I have a letter from James
Smith with the Christian Life Commis-
sion of the Southern Baptist Conven-
tion in opposition to Dr. Elders. I will
just read the last two paragraphs.

In fact, one news account (The Washington
Times, February 1, 1993, Page Al) reports
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that Dr. Elders was forced to apologize to
some members of the Arkansas General As-
sembly for characterizing them as “‘very reli-
gious non-Christians.” According to Carol
Roddy, Dr. Elders' spokeswoman, Elders
“*sent carefully crafted apologles.”

Now she has “apologized” to Catholics.

Dr. Elders has not been a responsible pub-
lic official in Arkansas and cannot be trusted
to be so In Washington. 1 believe she is In-
capable of serving all Americans, including
millions of evangelicals, Catholics, and other
religious Americans whose views differ from
her own—especially those Americans who
are pro-life.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the letter from Father West,
the news release from the Catholic
League, as well the letter from the
Christian Life Commission be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ST. BONIFACE CHURCH,
Bigelow, AR, September 1, 1993.
Letters to the Editor,
The Washington Post, Washington, DC.

TO THE EDITOR: This letter is sent in regard
to the article by Al Kamen of September 1,
1993, “Elders and Bishops Exchange Words."”
I would like to present some information
which, from the standpoint of the Catholic
Church and of all persons of religious convic-
tion, is crucial to the debate on the nomina-
tion of Dr. Joycelyn Elders for Surgeon Gen-
eral of the United States.

I write this letter as the priest who di-
rectly confronted Dr. Joycelyn Elders in Ar-
kansas for her blatantly anti-Catholic re-
marks made in our State Capitol Building on
January 18, 1992, This face-to-face meeting
between Dr. Elders and myself occurred on
February 28, 1992 as the result of my personal
campalgn to obtain an apology from Dr. El-
ders on behalf of the Catholics of the state of
Arkansas. Then-Governor Bill Clinton, per-
haps recognizing some potential political
damage to himself from this affair, had in-
structed Dr. Elders to arrange this meeting
with me.

As the result of a trip I made to Washing-
ton, DC in July to bring this to national at-
tention, it is now commonly known that Dr.
Elders has accused the Roman Catholic
Church of “silence” durlng various occasions
of past injustice, including the Nazi Holo-
caust. Dr. Elders has also referred to the
Catholic Church as ‘“‘a celibate, male-domi-
nated church,” as she identified those she
holds to be her enemies.

Dr. Elders would now have all believe that
she sincerely apologized to the Roman
Catholic Church as a result of my meeting
with her. One would think, then, that all
things are now in order between Dr. Elders
and the Catholic Church. However, this is far
from the truth.

A couple of points must be made here.
First, Dr. Elders’ “‘apology" was no apology
at all. She has stated only that she is sorry
“if offense was taken’ to her statement. She
has never apologized for having made the
statement. Secondly, at my meeting with
Dr. Elders, I only challenged her on her des-
fgnation of us as “a celibate, male-domi-
nated church,"” an obviously insulting deni-
gration of what we hold to be the very sacred
structure of our Church. Surprisingly
enough, Dr. Elders at first refused to ac-
knowledge that she had referred to the
Catholic Church at all. When she could no
longer defend that position, she then refused
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to acknowledge that she had meant to offend
Catholics by her statement. I brought her to
an admission on both counts. Even then,
though, I was only able to obtain an *‘apol-
ogy" for any “offense taken' to her use of
the term ‘“male-dominated’” rather than
“male-governed.”” Never has Dr. Elders of-
fered the slightest apology for having held
the Catholic Church up as the target of her
wrath.

I stress again, though, that I only con-
fronted Dr. Elders on her reference to us as
“*a cellbate, male-dominated church.”" At the
time of our meeting, I was unaware of the
full text of her anti-Catholic remarks. Only
the night before leaving for Washington, a
year and a half later, was I able to view a
video tape of her entire speech. I included
the full text of her anti-Catholic remarks in
my opposition to her nomination. However,
the “‘apology' made by Dr. Elders in no way
was intended to repair any damage she had
caused by her accusations of ‘‘silence”
against the Catholic Church in the past.
That, simply, was not a part of our discus-
sion for the reason I have already given.

For Dr. Elders now to make any claim to
have “‘apologized’ to the Catholic Church for
her offensive remarks is, therefore, untrue
on two counts: 1) Her “‘apology’ was no real
apology at all, and 2) Her “‘apology” in no
way addressed her bigoted accusations of **si-
lence’™ on the part of the Catholic Church.
Until now, she simply has never been chal-
lenged on the full text of her statement. Any
claim of hers to the contrary is nothing
more than a deliberate distortion of the
truth,

It is now nearly 20 months following Dr.
Elders' clear statement of anti-Cathollc big-
otry. If Dr, Elders is now prepared to issue a
blanket apology for having made her offen-
sive remarks—not just for any ‘‘offense
taken" to her remarks—the value and sin-
cerity of that apology must be called Into
question. Dr. Elders has steadfastly refused
to the present day to issue such an apology.

Civilized society places great value on any
apology given by conviction. However, no
apology of convenience or political expedi-
ence could ever hold as much weight or bring
a restoration of respect to the one who
apologizes.

Sincerely in Christ,
FR. JAMES P. WEST,
Pastor,
CATHOLIC LEAGUE FOR
RELIGIOUS AND CIVIL RIGHTS,
New York, NY, September 2, 1993,
JOINT STATEMENT ON THE NOMINATION OF DR.
ELDERS
National Press Club, Washington, DC.

The nomination of Dr. Joycelyn Elders to
be Surgeon General is not something that
any of us can take lightly, While some of us
are primarily disturbed by the substance of
her positions, and others are primarily dis-
turbed by the tone of her remarks, all of us
agree that Dr. Elders has a record that is
profoundly troubling. We feel confident that
if the American people knew as much about
Dr. Elders as we do that they would surely
share our convictions.

Dr. Elders believes that the best way to
combat teenage pregnancies is to freely dis-
tribute condoms to public school students.
But the evidence is not supportive of this ap-
proach. Under her tenure as director of the
Arkansas Health Department, the teen preg-
nancy rate rose by 12 percent in the 11 Ar-
kansas counties that had school-based clin-
ics. What Is most striking about this figure,
however, is that It was a complete turn-
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around: in the period prior to Dr. Elders' ten-
ure, the teen pregnancy rates had actually
declined. Indeed, one of the reasons why the
condom-giving approach failed in Arkansas
was that a large portion of the condoms were
defective. Dr. Elders knew this to be true yet
inexplicably continued the distribution pro-
gram,

Now consider, for a moment, what would
happen if a candidate for a position in the
Department of Defense knew that the missile
system that he had trumpeted had already
proven to be a fallure, and that, worse still,
many of the missiles had in fact been shown
to be defective. Is there any wonder what
would happen to his nomination?

Just as troublesome is the cavalier atti-
tude that Dr. Elders exhibits towards
condoms: “I tell every girl that when she
goes out on a date, put a condom in her
purse,”” Now that may pass as responsible in
some quarters, but most parents, we believe,
would agree with us that it is the wrong mes-
sage to send to adolescents, many of whom
are struggling to practice a degree of re-
straint.

Even more objectionable, however, is the
following comment, made by Dr. Elders on
April 2, 1993: ““We have had driver’s ed for our
kids. We've taught them what to do in the
front seat of the car, but not what to do in
the back seat of the car.” It would be In-
structive to know who should be teaching
what technique to these youngsters. The
much reputed ‘“‘condom plant'’ that Dr. El-
ders proudly displays in her office suggests
that whatever method is taught, no lesson
will be complete without a “how-to' session
on the proper application of condoms.
STATEMENT OF JAMES A. SMITH, DIRECTOR OF

GOVERNMENT RELATIONS, SOUTHERN BAP-

TIST CONVENTION, CHRISTIAN LIFE COMMIS-

SION

I am pleased to join my Catholic and evan-
gelical friends today in calling on the United
States Senate to reject the nomination of
Dr. Joycelyn Elders as surgeon general of
the United States.

Much has been made recently over Dr, El-
ders’ comments which have so unmercifully
attacked Catholics. While Dr. Elders has of-
fered what seems to be to be a half-hearted
apology to Baltimore Archbishop William H.
Keeler, no such apology has been offered to
evangelicals and other Christians who also
have been the target of her vicious attacks.
Southern Baptists and other evangelicals in
Arkansas have shared with me the disdalin
they have felt from Dr. Elders because of
their opposition to her public policy agenda.

I am deeply disturbed that Dr. Elders has
demonstrated a pattern of attrlbuting the
worst possible motives to individuals and or-
ganizations who have consistently opposed
her public policies on the basis of their faith.
While it may be too harsh to assign religious
bigotry as a motive, Dr. Elders has clearly
exhibited a pattern of behavior in which she
vilifies those whose public policy positions
are different from her own.

In fact, one news account (The Washington
Times, February 1, 1993, Page Al) reports
that Dr. Elders was forced to apologize to
some members of the Arkansas General As-
sembly for characterizing them as “very reli-
gious non-Christians.” According to Carol
Roddy, Dr. Elders' spokeswoman, Elders
“gent carefully crafted apologies.”

Now she has ‘“‘apologized’ to Catholics.

Dr. Elders has not been a responsible pub-
lic official in Arkansas and cannot be trusted
to be so in Washington. I belleve she is in-
capable of serving all Americans, including
millions of evangelicals, Catholics and other
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religious Americans whose views differ from
her own—especially those Americans who
are pro-life.

(The Christian Life Commission is the pub-
lic policy agency of the Southern Baptist
Convention, which is the country’'s largest
Protestant denomination with 154 million
members in more than 38,400 congregations.)

On a more serious note, we are alarmed by
the way Dr. Elders approaches the delicate
subject of abortion. When Dr. Elders boasts
that “abortion was the single most impor-
tant factor in the significant decrease in
neonatal mortality between 1964 and 1977,
and when she exclaims that ‘“‘abortion has
reduced the number of children afflicted
with severe defects,”” she makes a case that
the proponents of infanticide would be glad
to endorse. In this context it must be said
that our society has come a long way from
the days when people like Jesse Jackson
warned that abortion was a form of genocide
against black people to the present endorse-
ment of abortion as a form of population
control. It is sad that it even needs to be
said, but killing innocent human beings is no
way to resolve health problems.

As if all this weren't enough to give us
pause, the tone of Dr. Elders' remarks, espe-
clally as they apply to persons who for reli-
gious reasons disagree with her, is sufficient
to warrant grave concern. It is highly offen-
sive to label those who oppose abortion as
“non-Christians with slave-master mentali-
ties." It is factually wrong and morally
wrong to say that pro-life persons ‘‘love lit-
tle bables so long as they are In someone
else’s uterus.” And it is downright insulting
to maintain that those who oppose abortion
have “‘a love affair with the fetus." No, Dr.
Elders, those of us who are pro-life are con-
cerned about life issues from the time of con-
ception to the time of death. You have every
right to disagree with that position, but not
to belittle us while doing so.

And to top if off, Dr. Elders has made a se-
ries of remarks that have upset millions of
Catholics. To blame the Catholic Church, for
instance, for remaining ‘*‘silent” and doing
“nothing™ about everything from slavery to
the Holocaust is a characterization that is
not only patently false, It is malicious in ef-
fect, if not in intent. For Dr. Elders to now
{ssue an apology is as expedient as it is
unpersuasive. To be sure, anyone can make a
remark in the heat of discussion that is later
regretted, but when a series of untoward
comments are made about a group of per-
sons—such as the remarks that Dr. Elders
has made about Catholics and the Catholic
Church—it cannot be dismissed as merely a
mistake.

It is for these reasons that we have come
together today to volce our concerns over
the record of Dr. Joycelyn Elders and to ask
for the most careful deliberations when the
Senate reconvenes.

Statement prepared by: William A.
Donohue, Ph.D., President, Catholic League
for Religious and Civil Rights.

Statement delivered by: Patrick Riley,
Ph.D., Washington Director, Catholic
League.

Co-8igning Organizations: James A Smith,
Director of Government Relations, Southern
Baptist Convention, Christian Life Commis-
sion, Catholic War Veterans, American Fam-
ily Association, Eagle Forum.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, these
are not radical, right-wing religious
zealots that are opposing this nomina-
tion. These are very large religious or-
ganizations. The Southern Baptist Con-
vention happens to be the largest de-
nomination in my State. My guess is
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that it is probably the largest in Ar-
kansas. I think that, nationwide,
Catholics number something like 60
million.

And Dr. Elders’ comments and state-
ments have been registered. They have
not been retracted. She has not apolo-
gized for making the statements. She
did not say they were in error.

They are bigoted statements. They
are intolerant statements. They are
not the kind of statements that we
would expect from the Surgeon General
of the United States. They are divisive
statements. They are not healing
statements.

Mr. President, I have a letter from
two members of the U.S. Civil Rights
Commission addressed to the President
of the United States, August 4, 1993.

We respectfully ask you to withdraw the
nomination of Dr. Joycelyn Elders to be Sur-
geon General and Assistant Secretary of
Health and Human Services for health pol-
icy. Dr. Elders has made a series of public
statements demonstrating religlous bigotry
against Catholics and other Christians. As
members of the U.S. Commission on Civil
Rights, we believe that these statements dis-
qualify her from serving in a national posi-
tion of public trust.

Mr. President, it is a two page letter,
signed by Carl A. Anderson, Commis-
sioner, and also Robert P. George,
Commissioner. I ask unanimous con-
sent to have it printed in the RECORD,
as well.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

AUGUST 4, 1993.
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,
The White House, Washington, DC,

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: We respectfully ask
you to withdraw the nomination of Dr.
Joycelyn Elders to be Surgeon General and
Assistant Secretary of Health and Human
Services for health policy. Dr. Elders has
made a series of public statements dem-
onstrating religious bigotry against Catho-
lies and other Christians. As members of the
U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, we believe
that these statements disqualify her from
serving in a national position of public trust.

As one example or her hostile remarks, in
an address last year at the State Capitol in
Little Rock she was recorded as saylng:
“# % % the first 400 years black people had
their freedom aborted, and the Church said
nothing. The way of life for the Native
American was aborted; the church was sl-
lent. We attempted to eradicate a whole race
of people through the Holocaust, and the
Church was silent * * * Look who's fighting
the pro-choice movement: a celibate, male-
dominated Church * * * .

Dr. Elders speaks contemptuously of Chris-
tians who disagree with her. Some she ac-
cuses of having ‘‘a Bible-belt mentality,”
while others are ‘‘very religious non-Chris-
tians' with *‘slave-master mentalities.” She
neither denies making these irresponsible re-
marks nor, despite vague promises, has she
ever publicly apologized for doing so.

The Washington Post editors have written
that the Catholic League for Religious and
Civil Rights was correct when it sald that
Dr. Elders remarks ‘‘smacked of ignorance or
malice and that it was a rank distortion of
history to say that the Catholic Church was
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“silent’" or did “nothing" about past in-
stances of societal injustice.” The Post
added that her “‘approach to public discourse
is troubling.” The truth is, it is more than
troubling. It Is disqualifying.

The United States Commission on Civil
Rights has repeatedly denounced religious
bigotry. The Commission has pointed out
that the divisive political and spiritual ef-
fects of such bias threaten the very founda-
tions of our democracy. For instance, in an
October 23, 1991 letter to President Bush and
the Members of Congress, the Commission
wrote: “Confronted with religious bigotry,
the need for strong moral leadership is
clear, * * * [Tlhe Commission calls on elect-
ed officials to take all action within their
power to ellminate religlous discrimination
and bigotry."”

Speaking as individual members, we be-
lieve that the nomination of someone guilty
of making religiously insensitive and intol-
erant remarks sets back the cause of mutual
respect and good will among Americans of
all religious beliefs.

Recently, Senator Carol Moseley-Braun
gave a powerful and moving speech in the
U.S. Senate in which she convinced a large
majority of Senators not to renew the design
patent of the United Daughters of the Con-
federacy. As Senator Moseley-Braun said
with great righteousness: ‘It is an outrage.
It is an insult. It is absolutely unacceptable
to me and to millions of Americans, black or
white, that we would put the imprimatur of
the United States Senate on a symbol of this
kind of idea.” She said, Mr. President, that
your election signalled ‘‘a change that sald
we have to get past * * * the many Issues
that divide us as Americans, and come to-
gether as Americans so we can make this
country be what it can be in the 21st cen-
tary."”

We believe the millions of American
Catholics and other Christian falthful feel
the same indignation concerning the holding
of federal office by a person with a history of
anti-religious prejudice.

We are certain that there are a large num-
ber of medical practitioners, women and men
of all ethnic and racial backgrounds who are
both well qualified for this position and un-
tainted by intolerance. Mr. President, your
administration should not be tarnished with
the appearance of condoning hate speech and
bigotry. We therefore respectfully ask you to
withdraw Dr. Elders name.

Very Sincerely yours,
CARL A. ANDERSON,
Commissioner.
ROBERT P. GEORGE,
Comimissioner.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I have
cited several of Dr. Elders’ quotes. Let
me assure you, I have not even touched
on many. Let me assure you these are
not quotes that are taken out of con-
text; these are not quotes that are
being misused. These are quotes by Dr.
Elders that have been made repeatedly.
I saw a video of one of these state-
ments. I will just say that I lack the
eloquence and the passion and delivery
of Dr. Elders. She made these state-
ments that, if you saw them on video-
tape, were made very persuasively,
maybe, from her side; but they were
also very inflammatory and very offen-
sive to any who would characterize
themselves or classify themselves as
Christians or as Catholics or as persons
who happened to be opposed to abor-
tion.

September 7, 1993

Although my opposition to Dr. Elders
probably originated because of some of
the statements she has made, it also
goes further than that because I have
also had a chance, now, to examine her
record and I am going to discuss that.

I see a couple of colleagues who wish
to speak. I do not want to monopolize
the floor. I can bring these issues up
later.

But looking at several things that
were done while Dr. Elders was director
of the Arkansas Department of Public
Health, I think some actions that were
taken should also disqualify her as
Surgeon General. And I will bring these
up in a moment. But I do see a couple
of my colleagues, one of whom has been
waiting patiently for about 30 minutes.

So, Mr. President, I will continue
later, and at this time I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. Mr. Presi-
dent, I rise this morning, now for the
fifth time, to urge my colleagues to
support the nomination of Dr.
Joycelyn Elders for the position of Sur-
geon General.

Before the recess, many of my col-
leagues and I spoke on the floor in sup-
port of this nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the
Senator will withhold—

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield such time as
the Senator may require.

Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. My thanks
to the Senator from Massachusetts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. Mr. Presi-
dent, this is the fourth time, perhaps
the fifth time I am speaking on behalf
of Joycelyn Elders. It is interesting. As
I was sitting here, listening to some of
the debate earlier—in fact, I had my
speech from before the recess sitting
right here, as I had occasion to go over
what it was I said then and how I would
change it to speak in favor of her nomi-
nation today—it occurred to me that
really nothing has changed since before
the recess with regard to this nomina-
tion.

You will recall, perhaps, that there
was debate at that time and that the
reason for the delay of this nomina-
tion—for asking that it be held over—
was to allow the period of the recess to
give rise to a generation of new con-
troversy about this nomination. I am
very pleased to report that no such new
controversy has arisen; that in fact we
are in pretty much the same position
we were before the recess and that
nothing really has changed. Dr. Elders
remains the qualified, competent, ca-
pable nominee that she was before we
went into recess and now, with the pas-
sage of almost a month, we are con-
fronted once again with voting on her
nomination. I hope this time it will be
speedy and we can confirm this nomi-
nee and let her get beyond the misery
of what this confirmation process must
have been on a personal level.
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Dr. Elders has undergone the appro-
priate review and examination required
of any nominee. She was examined
closely at her committee hearing on
July 23, and responded to a wide vari-
ety of inquiries, ranging from her views
on adolescent health to the specifics of
her care for her mother-in-law.

In addition, she has responded to
over 230 written questions in detail.
The information that was discussed at
the hearing, and each and every one of
those 230-plus—I daresay—questions
are now available for review by any
Member of this body, as are the FBI re-
ports on Dr. Elders.

So all of that information, the
wealth of information that has been
generated about this nominee, again
continues to underscore and confirm
the fact that we have here a qualified,
competent, capable nominee to be Sur-
geon General of the United States.

The attempts to derail Dr. Elders’
nomination have, for that reason, and
for that reason alone, Mr. President,
failed. Those who have sought to dis-
parage Dr. Elders' accomplishments
have been unsuccessful. And while, on
the one hand, our secrutiny of Presi-
dential nominees is always intrusive
and sometimes painful, the pain in this
case has been aggravated by what can
only be described as character assas-
sination.

Dr. Elders, however, has risen above
the character assassination. She has
not had to respond to it in kind. In
fact, it has fallen of its own weight. I
am delighted by the calm and dis-
passionate consideration and discus-
sion of her nomination today, in con-
trast to some of those previous four
times that I spoke in her behalf, when
the testimony and debate was much
more passionate and the assaults were
much more malicious.

So I welcome the calm, dispassionate
atmosphere in which the nomination is
being taken up under this time agree-
ment, and as we proceed to consider-
ation of her nomination and actually
vote on her nomination.

But I was reminded, in listening to
some of the debate and discussion
about Dr. Elders’' nomination, of a
comment that Senator BYRD made
while I was presiding, about an hour
ago now, as he discussed the history of
Rome. I do not know how many people
who are in the Chamber now had an op-
portunity to hear Senator BYRD. I cer-
tainly always enjoy listening to him.
He is a consummate storyteller and, of
course, the history of Rome is some-
thing that I think we can all study and
learn from.

But one of the things that he said in
the course of his discussion was that
the decline or the end of the Republic
was characterized by what he called a
sophisticated cynicism—I hope I have
the words right—a sophisticated cyni-
cism among the senate and the people
who were in power at the time, and
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how that began to undermine the ac-
tual fiber of the nation at the time.

I must say, I was struck by the cor-
relation with the Elders nomination
and the sophisticated cynicism that
Senator BYRD talked about; the notion
that somehow or another we have no
room in our Government, we have no
place in these circles of power, for peo-
ple who speak the truth, who tell it
like it is, who say what is on their
minds and who speak plainly.

I submit to you that Dr. Elders has
always spoken the truth; has told it as
she saw it; spoken her mind:; spoken
truthfully and honestly to the issues
and concerns of the American people
with regard to their public health. She
has talked about her concern for chil-
dren, sometimes in controversial con-
texts. But she has talked about her
concern for children with a consistent
truth that rings so loud that it is ines-
capable to any person who has re-
viewed her work and followed her dis-
cussion of the issues over time.

One of the previous commentators
spoke about her comment about giving
Norplant to drug-addicted prostitutes.
What better statement of concern for
children than to suggest that drug-ad-
dicted prostitutes should not become
pregnant and therefore should be given
a contraceptive before the fact? It is
that kind of concern that is consistent,
even though it comes out sometimes in
controversial ways.

Dr. Elders is a nominee who has al-
ways championed concerns of chil-
dren—children's health—and advocated
preventive health care and early, ag-
gressive intervention. That has been a
hallmark of her career. It is in that
that she has been consistent across the
board.

To talk a little about her back-
ground, she has, during her tenure as
director of health for the State of Ar-
kansas, almost doubled the number of
pregnant women and children receiving
food assistance. I daresay the statistics
from her tenure as the director of pub-
lic health in Arkansas indicated that
the rate of abortions declined during
her tenure.

She was a director who was instru-
mental in luring a significant number
of physicians to rural community
health centers so those areas would not
be underserved. As director, she im-
proved and expanded prenatal care,
early childhood screening, and HIV and
cancer prevention programs for the
State of Arkansas. Prior to serving as
State Health Director, she established
a successful clinical practice and re-
search career in pediatric endocrinol-
ogy at the University of Arkansas.

It seems to me, Mr. President, Dr. El-
ders has passed the test. She has passed
the credentials test. There is no one
here who would argue that this woman
is not well gqualified for the position to
which the President has nominated
her. She has passed the competence
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test. Her record in Arkansas, her
record in public life, her record as an
administrator, as a public health advo-
cate is clear and compelling. In fact, if
anything, she has received accolades
across the board for her performance in
office.

She has passed the character test,
those 230-plus questions that she an-
swered. The FBI investigation went
into every dot and tittle of her back-
ground, every issue, every question
that could possibly be answered. I dare-
say, Mr. President, that there are not
200 Americans in this entire country
who would want to subject themselves
to the kind of scrutiny that Dr. Elders
has not only been subjected to, but
that she has come through with flying
colors.

So I guess the question today is
whether or not we are going to have a
brandnew test, whether or not we are
going to raise the barrier, raise the bar
to another level altogether and come
up with a new test, the quotation test,
if you will; that we are now going to
judge nominees not only based on their
credentials and their competence and
their character, but we are now going
©0 base them on whether or not their
quotations fit with our view of what
people should and should not say.

I daresay Senator BYRD hit the nail
on the head when he talked about a so-
phisticated cynicism that says you can
only talk about issues in a way that
sounds good, that does not ruffle feath-
ers, that does not displease people, does
not put people off because, if you do,
you stand in grave danger of having
someone stand on the floor of the Sen-
ate and question your commitment be-
cause of the way that you make your
statements.

I want to talk about this issue, Mr.
President, in the context of what the
Surgeon General's job is and what that
job is about and what the concerns and
what the issues are that Dr. Elders will
be called upon to face because, guite
frankly, as we talk about a quotations
test, as we begin to take this down to
whether or not someone said good
morning properly or whether or not
one person was offended by the way she
told the truth about an issue or not, to
talk about what it is that we are talk-
ing about and what is at stake here be-
cause I think that somehow or another
in our focusing in on how many angels
or devils, if you will, there are on the
top of that particular pinhead, we may
have missed the picture of what it is
that is involved with the office of Sur-
geon General and what it is that Dr.
Elders is called to service to address.

Today, every 35 seconds in America
an infant is born into poverty. Every 2
minutes an infant is born with a low
birth weight. Every 14 minutes an in-
fant dies in the first year of life, and
this is in the most advanced Nation in
the world. Every 21 seconds, a 15- to 19-
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year-old woman becomes sexually ac-
tive for the first time. Every 32 sec-
onds, a 15- to 19-year-old woman be-
comes pregnant. Every 64 seconds, an
infant is born to a teenage mother, and
that in this, the most advanced coun-
try in the world. Every 14 hours, a
child younger than 5 years old is mur-
dered. Every 5 hours, a 15- to 19-year-
old child is murdered.

So we have statistics that point to a
status of health care that is really at
this point in our history worse than it
was 20 years ago. I would like to, in
that regard—I am quoting actually
from some things that Dr. Elders her-
self has referred to in her writing, the
Code Blue Report of the National Com-
mission on the Role of the School.

In 1965, there were roughly four cases
of gonorrhea and syphilis for every
1,000 American adolescents. In 1985,
there were 12. CDC, the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, estimates
that 2.5 million adolescents each year
contract a sexually transmitted dis-
ease, and that does not include fully
the statistics associated with the on-
slaught of HIV and AIDS.

In 1965, 16.7 out of every 1,000 unmar-
ried teenage girls age 15 to 19 gave
birth during that year. In 1985, 31.6 out
of every 1,000 did. So we have seen in
that 20-year period a dramatic increase
in teen pregnancies.

In 1950, the rate of youths age 14 to 17
who were arrested during that year was
4 for every 1,000. In 1985, the rate was
118 per 1,000.

In the 1950's, less than 5 percent of
youth experimented with an illicit
drug before entering the 10th grade. In
1987, over 30 percent of youth had
done so.

In 1965, 9.8 percent of all children
under 18 years old lived in a single-par-
ent home. In 1985, 21 percent lived in a
single-parent home.

In 1960, 39 percent of mothers with
school-age children were working out-
side of the home. In 1987, fully 70 per-
cent—170 percent—of mothers of school-
age children were working outside the
home.

These are the kinds of statistics,
these are the kind of issues that the
Surgeon General is called upon to ad-
dress, and we stand here talking about
a quotation made on a TV show, a late
night response? It boggles the mind,
Mr. President, that we somehow may
have lost sight of what it is that we are
here to do, why this nomination is so
important, and the significance to mil-
lions of Americans of this nomination
being confirmed and confirmed soon
because time really is being wasted.

I had occasion, Mr. President, to go
home during the recess as well, and I
went around my State with a series of
townhall meetings to meet with con-
stituents, to meet with people through-
out Illinois to talk about their views.
Qur State has been stricken and af-
flicted with great flood damage. In
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fact, the flood has been called the
greatest in this century. So I had occa-
sion to go around and visit flood-dam-
aged areas and talk with people who
are trying now to recuperate from the
flood, and I talked to people through-
out Illinois, in both the cities and the
suburbs and the rural areas.

I, too, had occasion to talk with peo-
ple about what their concerns were. I
daresay that the concerns that were
expressed to me during that visit home
related more or supported more the ur-
gency of confirming this nomination
than anything else.

The people, particularly those who
were in flood-ravaged areas, talked
about public health concerns, talked
about cleanup, talked about whether or
not there would be adequate programs
to help families get back together,
families, in many instances, where the
wage earners had lost their jobs be-
cause the employment did not exist
anymore, the kind of stress they were
under, what would be available to help
in the communities.

Then as [ went to the suburban areas,
people were concerned about whether
or not the AIDS virus was really tak-
ing over an entire generation. I had oc-
casion—it was really devastating to
me, Mr. President—to meet a 25-year-
old woman, college student, bright, en-
ergetic, a sweet girl, who had discov-
ered that she was afflicted with AIDS,
HIV, and was facing death.

I daresay these kinds of concerns
transcend whether or not somebody
said something right to a TV com-
mentator. Every day some 135,000
American students bring guns to
school, and every day 30 children are
wounded and 10 children die from guns.
As I went through the cities, I saw peo-
ple concerned about whether or not
their youngsters could even get to
school because of the threat of guns
and whether or not the violence in the
community was such that their chil-
dren had no safe route to get from
home to school and back again without
taking their lives in their hands.

This is the kind of epidemic, this is
the kind of situation that we face in
America today, and these are the kinds
of challenges that the Surgeon General
of the United States is called upon to
address.

The homicide rate has doubled
among 10- to 14-year-olds during the
past 20 years, and it is now the leading
cause of death among black 15- to 19-
year-old men.

Over the past 20 years, the suicide
rate has tripled among 10- to 14-year-
olds and doubled among 15- to 19-year-
olds. Abuse and neglect of children has
increased T4 percent during the past
decade, and every year more than 2
million children and adolescents are
reported to be abused and neglected. I
will not go on with these statistics, al-
though I would, however, like to have
this statement printed in the RECORD:
**Children, Poverty and Health."”
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There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD as follows:

CHILDREN, POVERTY, AND HEALTH

Today we llve in a ‘‘throw away" soclety.
How many of you actively recycle news-
papers, glass bottles, aluminum cans, white
office paper? I bet none of you were doing so
five years ago. The Green Earth movement
has done an excellent job educating us about
solid waste land-fills that are rapidly filling
up with nonbiodegradable, disposable diapers
and the threat of the hole in the ozone. If
vou ask any eighth grader today what they
are worried about, they will tell you, *‘the
environment.” Manufacturers are picking up
on this and re-thinking elaborate packaging
of everyday products.

Somehow, we have gotten the impression
of our disposable, throw-away soclety that
our most valuable resource is disposable too!
I hope when we leave here today, you will
join me in my crusade to save our children.
It is our only hope for the future. Consider
with me the following:

MOMENTS IN AMERICA

Every 35 seconds an Infant is born into
poverty.

Every 2 minutes an infant is born at low
birthweight.

Every 11 minutes an infant is born at very
low birthwelght.

Every 14 minutes an infant dies in the first
year of life,

Every 21 seconds a 15 to 19 year old woman
becomes sexually active for the first time.

Every 32 seconds a 15 to 19 year old woman
becomes pregnant.

Every 64 seconds an infant Is born to a
teenage mother.

Every 14 hours a child younger than 5 is
murdered.

Every 5 hours a 15 to 19 year old is mur-
dered. (4)

For most of our history, American parents
have delighted in seeing their children
achieve more than they did themselves. Each
generation has been better educated, better
housed, more skilled, and more economically
secure than the previous one. But for many
Americans, those days are over. For perhaps
the first time since the Great Depression,
American children will no longer routinely
surpass their parents’ standard of living. (3)

America is the world's wealthiest nation.
But today, our poorest Americans are the 12
million children who live in poverty. They
are the members of what I call the 5H
Club—the hungry, the homeless, the help-
less, the hugless, and the hopeless.

The children, who are our only hope for the
future, are hanging by a very slender thread
to any hope for thelr future. Until we ad-
dress the problems in our society which have
resulted in children being poorly housed or
homeless, poorly fed, poorly educated and
lacking adequate health care, we, as profes-
sionals in the field of pediatric care, will be
continuing to hand out band-aids when what
the patient needs is major surgery.

GENERATIONAL COMPARISONS

You have all heard the comparison of the
typical school discipline problems from just
a few years ago—running in the hall, chew-
ing gum, not adhering to the dress code—to
the concerns of today—guns in the class-
room, teenage pregnancy, suicide, drugs.

These generational differences were point-
ed out in the Code Blue Report of the Na-
tional Commission on the Role of the School
and the Community in Improving Adolescent
Health.

In 1965, there were roughly 4 cases of gon-
orrhea and syphilis for every 1,000 American
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adolescents. In 1985, there were 12. CDC esti-
mates that 2.5 million adolescents each year
contract a sexually transmitted disease.

In 1965, 16.7 out of every 1,000 unmarried
teens age 15-19 gave birth during that year.
In 1985, 31.6 out of every 1,000 did.

In 1950, the rate of youths age 14-17 who
were arrested during that year was 4 per
1,000. In 1985, the rate was 118 per thousand.

In the 1950s, less than 5% of youth experi-
mented with an illicit drug before entering
10th grade. In 1987, over 30% of youth had
done so.

In 1965, 9.8% of all children under 18 years
lived in single-parent homes. In 1985, 21%
did.

In 1960, 39% of mothers with school-aged
children were working outside the home. In
1987, 70% did. (3)

Everywhere we look, the statistics paint a
dismal picture of how our children are doing.

Every day 135,000 American students bring
guns to school, and every day 30 children are
wounded and 10 children die from guns. (6)

The homicide rate has doubled among 10 to
14 year olds during the past 20 years and 1s
the leading cause of death among black 15-19
year olds. (7)

Over the past 20 years the sulcide rate has
tripled among 10 to 14 year olds and doubled
among 15 to 19 year olds. (T)

Abuse and neglect increased 74% during
the past decade, and adolescents experience
more abuse and neglect than younger chil-
dren do. Every year over 2 million children
and adolescents are reported abused or ne-
glected, and hundreds of thousands more go
unreported. (7)

Sexual activity Is occurring at younger
and younger ages, resulting in more than 1
million adolescents getting pregnant every
year and an epidemic of sexually transmitted
diseases, one of which is AIDS. Gonorrhea
rates are actually higher among sexually ac-
tive 15 to 19 year olds than among 20 to 24
year olds. (5, T)

In the wealthlest nation on earth, we will
“trash' nearly 40,000 children this year who
will die before their first birthday. Accord-
ing to a 1989 White House Task Force Report,
at least 25% of the deaths could be pre-
vented. One-third of our infants and toddlers
will go without adequate childhood immuni-
zations. The incidence of preventable com-
municable diseases has soared. Children are
once again dying. Millions of children are
without basic health insurance and access to
health care. (2)

POVERTY IN AMERICA

Poverty rates among young families have
almost doubled since the mid-1960s, and mid-
dle-income families report greater difficulty
making ends meet. (3)

Contrary to what you might think, most
poor children are white. White children saw
their poverty rate increase the most during
the past decade. One in seven white children
is poor. But, minority children are more
likely to be poor. Nearly 50% of all African-
American children and over one-third of His-
panic children live in poverty. (1)

Families on average have less income on
which to bring up thelr children. Growth in
real wages virtually halted in 1973, and fami-
lies today spend a higher proportion of their
incomes on housing, transportation, health
care, higher education, and taxes. (3)

Minority incomes are substantially below
white incomes. The only families with chil-
dren to make gains during the 1980s were
those at the top of the income spectrum.
Familles with average median incomes of
$35,000 or less experienced a loss of real in-
come during the 1980s. The poorest families
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sustained almost a 13% decrease In their me-
dian Incomes. (1)

Agaln, contrary to common bellef, in most
poor families the father is present. However,
the chance of being poor increases when
there is only one parent. Rising divorce rates
and births to single women of all ages have
dramatically increased the number and pro-
portion of children being raised in one-par-
ent families. Almost 13 million children live
in a single-parent family—almost double the
number 20 years ago. We know that a large
portion of the 12 million children of the 5-H
Club are living in single parent homes. Mi-
nority children are more likely than white
children to live in one-parent families. More
than half of African-American children,
nearly one-third of Hispanic, and almost one-
fifth of white children live today in single-
parent families. (1)

In response to the increased difficulties of
supporting a family on one wage, mothers in
two-parent families have moved steadily
into the work force. In 1970 only 39% of fami-
lies with children had mothers in the work
force, but by 1990 that proportion had risen
to 61%. American families today have less
time to devote to the supervision, education,
and nurturing of their children than they did
two decades ago. The Ozzie and Harriet fam-
ily, which was the norm less than 30 years
ago, has now become the exception. (1)

AMERICA'S FUTURE

If anyone thinks this is not their problem,
let me remind you our failure to prevent
poverty and address the economic needs of
families had led to the social ills we know so
well—more crime and delinquency, more
teenage childbearing, more unhealthy ba-
bies, higher drop-out rates, more substance
abuse and mental illness, more child abuse
and neglect, and lower productivity among
the working-age population. These problems
are costly, In terms of tax expenditures as
well as human terms. To salvage this dispos-
able population requires significant expendi-
tures for treatment of chronic health condi-
tions and disabilities, special education, fos-
ter care, and welfare. For those we cannot
salvage, we have a human land-fill called
“prison’ which Is getting fuller and fuller.
(3)

If I haven't gotten your attention yet, let
me explain another reason why we've got to
stop fighting poverty with band-alds. Since
1960, the proportion of children in the U.S.
population has declined dramatically. In lit-
tle more than a decade—the labor force will
begin to shrink in little more than a decade.
(3) Although children made up over one-third
of the population in 1970, in 1990 they con-
stituted only about one-fourth. We all have
heard about the aging of America. The aging
of America reflects the convergence of three
trends. First, individual Americans are hav-
ing fewer children than their parents did.
Second, baby boomers, those born between
1946 and 1964, are now heading into middle
age and out of the primary child-bearing
years. And, third more older Americans are
living longer. (1) In the foreseeable future, a
declining number of workers will have to
support a growing number of retirees, you
and me! (3)

In the fact of an aging America, we more
than ever need our children to be healthy.
skilled, confident, and caring. Today's chil-
dren are tomorrow’s parents, workers, and
leaders. The baby born this year will be en-
tering the work force just as the first baby
boomers near retirement. While they may
not be adequately represented in the politics
of today, these children will pay taxes and
serve our communities and natlon in the
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early 21st century. (1) I plan on being around
then, don't you?

So, how do we go from a society that treats
ifts most valuable resource as non-
biodegradable, disposable trash to one in
which every child is truly viewed as the most
precious gift from God?

SIX PRESCRIPTIONS

As a pediatrician and chief state health of-
ficer, let me offer my six prescriptions
which, I believe, will secure a future for our
children.

Universal, early childhood education to
prepare our children to learn and achieve, re-
moving some of the disadvantages that hold
them back. At age four, a child knows half as
much as he will ever know. Why, then, are
we walting until kindergarten to intervene
academically? Given the success of Head
Start in Iimproving school performance,
there is no excuse for not making such re-
sources avallable to all children who need
them.

Comprehensive health and family life edu-
cation should be taught to all children,
starting in kindergarten and continuing
through high school. Of course, instruction
should be appropriate to the child’'s ability
to understand and need to know. But we
must not be timid about facing our obliga-
tions even to the youngest children. After
all, the messages they get from television
and videos, older siblings, and even parents,
don’t respect their ages. They need and
should be encouraged to take responsibility
for as much of their lives as they are capa-
ble.

They need to know about human nutrition
and physiology and the risks of substance
abuse—tobacco use, alcohol consumption,
abuse of prescription medications (more
than narcotics alone), and experimentation
with substances they may be offered by
friends or strangers.

If the same way they need to be armed
with knowledge about human reproductive
biology and development. The risks of early
and unprotected sexual activity are effec-
tively learned in such a context. We must do
all we can to empower our children with use-
ful facts and resources.

Parents need more support in nurturing,
caring for and teaching their children. So
many of our social problems are worsened by
parents’ uninformed attitudes toward health
and inappropriate behavior toward their
children. Instruction, counsel, and peer dis-
cussion ought to be available. For our future
parents, today’s children, this can start in
the comprehensive health and family life
education mentioned above. For today’s par-
ents, accessible programs must be devised for
their busy lies. Many resources can be taped,
including churches, civic organizations,
work sites, schools and communities.

Male responsibility needs reinforcement.
Family planning and sex education have tra-
ditionally focused on young females. This
strategy appears to absolve young males of
sexual responsibility. As with young females,
many young males have few opportunities
other than procreation to prove themselves.
Accordingly, they must also be given oppor-
tunities for growth and self-expression in
other arenas of life.

Comprehensive school-based clinics are
needed to provide medical care, including
family planning services, to all teens. They
are logical partners of comprehensive health
and family life education. If children are
taught health promotion and primary pre-
vention and health care, there will be de-
mand for such services. Providing them in
schools makes them nearly universally ac-
cessible.
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Opportunities for higher education should
be guaranteed. All children who make good
grades, exhibit good citizenship, and have a
low family income should be guaranteed as-
sistance at state-supported colleges. Our so-
clety needs educated, critical minds, and our
children need opportunities to develop fully.

I am pleased to report that many states,
including Arkansas, have recently taken
steps toward filling these prescriptions.

LEADERSHIP IS VITAL

How can you start filling these prescrip-
tions rather than just passing out band-aids.
Broaden your vision, become a leader. Let's
consider more fully the word ‘‘Leader.”

Now, discussing leaders and leadership Is a
good way to fill an entire afternoon. People
will variously argue that there are no lead-
ers, there are few leaders, there are enough
leaders, or there are too many leaders of the
WI'ONg Sort.

Often we see leadership as a personal qual-
ity, something that a person has intrinsi-
cally as part of his or her personality, a set
of qualities that make him or her stand out.
We say that someone is a born leader, a nat-
ural leader, or that they have innate leader-
ship qualities and abilities.

It is often hard to imagine ourselves as
leaders. We view leaders as ‘‘super-people”,
able to keep going seemingly without limits
of time or energy. Thus, people who lead or-
dinary lives with a job (or two or three),
kids, aging parents, mortgages, plumbing
that leaks and a car that breaks down may
be discouraged from ever trying to be a
leader.

However, my personal experience has
taught me that there is nothing mystical
about being a leader. To begin with, it's hard
work at best. Secondly, leaders take a lot of
flak. Third, being a leader can be an isolat-
ing experience,

But, I believe, that to be effective in saving
our nation as we know It, we must be lead-
ers. Let's consider more fully the word
“LEADER".

The “L" in leader is for learn. You have to
learn what the needs and problems are. You
must identify all available allies—institu-
tions (schools, churches, hospitals), service
agencies, key businesses, community leaders
and political leaders. You must also learn
who may present obstacles—learning in-
cludes getting to know the opposition. Then,
try to identify someone who can help you
“bridge the gap."” Often, leadership means
finding that key figure who is willing and
able to stand up for us at critical times.

The “E" in leader is for educate. There are
those who feel the programs I want for chil-
dren are morally wrong. 1 believe, it's mor-
ally wrong for children to go hungry, it's
morally wrong for children to be cold, and
it's morally wrong for children to be poor. If
we had a perfect society with no hungry chil-
dren and a wonderful place for everyone to
live, they would not need the programs I ad-
vocate. I often ask people if they were will-
ing to let a baby die of hunger just because
his mother did something wrong? Once edu-
cated, the majority of people support our
programs.

The “A" in leader is for advocacy. Some-
times we get so busy protecting, working,
and planning our own particular programs
that we forget we are a part of the whole. It
takes many people's efforts to make pro-
grams work. It takes the schools, the moth-
ers, the fathers, the churches, everybody in
the community. We must attract these di-
verse groups in order to build a true infra-
structure for our programs. Each agency or
group must work with the others, playing its
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own unique role. Over and over again, super
programs without adequate Infrastructures
have simply disappeared with the departure
of their founders.

The “D" {n leader is for design. We have to
design and develop programs that are unique
and fit the special needs of individual com-
munities, This is 1llustrated by an old Chi-
nese Fable.

“*Once upon a time a monkey and a fish
were caught up in a great flood. The mon-
key, agile and experienced, had the good for-
tune to scramble up a tree to safety. As he
looked down into the raging waters, he saw
a fish struggling against the swift current.
Filled with a humanitarian desire to help his
less fortunate fellow, he reached down and
scooped the fish from the water. To the mon-
key's surprise, the fish and was not very
gratveful for this aid.”

Many communities have a long history of
outsiders coming into their community to
“rescue’’ thelr members from some inherent
danger. Although well meaning, many of
these programs are ineffective because they
do not involve community members in their
planning and implementation. (9)

This leads us to the second “E’ In leader,
which 1s for enable. Communities do not
want to be told by outsiders what their prob-
lems are and how to solve them. In the spirit
of community pride and self-determination,
they want assistance to enable them to help
themselves.

Local leaders have a right to expect the
“experts’ to offer assessment and assistance,
but unless they assume responsibility for
making something happen in their home-
towns, the efforts will be to no avall. We
must enable people to overcome their
problems.

Finally, the “R" in leader 1s for respon-
sibility and risk-taking. It 1s our responsibil-
ity to reach out and that often involves tak-
ing risks. We may see risk as Inevitably end-
ing in ruin, injury, hurt and loss and, there-
fore, as something to avoid.

We should, though, think of a mistake as
an occasional mis-step in our path toward
our goal, Viewed in this light, mistakes can
even be positive. Remember, they are an im-
portant aspect of self-education; there's al-
most always a valuable lesson to be learned
from failure. A perfect record is not a state-
ment of invinclbility, but more likely an in-
dication that we simply are not taking
enough risks. (10)

LESSONS FOR THE 199%0°S

As leaders each of us shoulder tremendous
responsibility. We must draw upon our life
experience to do what we know matters. We
must remember the lessons of our genera-
tion. My friend, and another advocate for
children, Marian Wright Edelman, President
of Children's Defense Fund, has synthesized
her experiences and submitted *‘Ten Lessions
To Help Us Through the 1990s.” They bear re-
peating.

Lesson 1: There is no free lunch. We must
not feel entitled to anything we don't sweat
and struggle for. Each of us must take the
initiative to create opportunity. A people
unable or unwilling to share, to juggle dif-
ficult, competing demands, or to make hard
choices and sacrifices may be incapable of
taking courageous action to rebuild our fam-
ilies and communities and to prepare for the
future.

Lesson 2: Set goals and work quletly and
systematically toward them. We must resist
quick-fix, simplistic answers. We must not
talk big and act small. We can't get bogged
down in our ego needs. You can achieve a lot
if you don't mind working hard and giving
others the credit.
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Lesson 3: Assign yourself. Don't walt
around for your boss or your friend to direct
you to do what you are capable of flguring
out and doing yourself. Don't do as little as
you can to get by. If you see a need, don't
ask, “Why doesn’t somebody do something?”
Ask, “Why don't I do something?"

Lesson 4; Never work just for money. Don't
confuse wealth or fame with character. Don't
confuse legality with morality. Don’t toler-
ate corruption. And demand that those who
represent you do the same.

Lesson 5. Don't be afrald of taking risks or
being criticized. An anonymous sage said, “If
you don't want to be criticized, don't say
anything, do anything, or be anything." It
doesn't matter how many times you fall
down, {t's how many times you get up.

Lesson 6: Take parenting and family life
seriously, Our leaders mouth family values
we do not practice. Seventy nations provide
medical care and financial assistance to all
pregnant women; we aren’'t one of them. Sev-
enteen industrialized nations have paid ma-
ternity leave programs; we are not one of
them.

Lesson 7: Remember and help America re-
member that the fellowship of human beings
is more important than the fellowship of
race and class and gender in a democratic so-
ciety., We must realize that our country's
ability to compete and lead in the new cen-
tury is as inextricably intertwined with our
poor and nonwhite children as with white
privileged ones,

Lesson 8 Don't confuse style with sub-
stance or political charm with decency or
sound policy. Words alone will not meet the
children’s or the nation’s needs. Leadership
and different priorities will,

Lesson 9: Listen for the sound of the genu-
ine within yourself, There are so many com-
peting demands in our lives that many of us
never learn to be quiet enough to hear the
sound of the genuine within ourselves or
other people.

Lesson 10: Never think life is not worth liv-
ing or that you cannot make a difference. In
other words, never give up. I know how dis-
couraging it can be to struggle year after
yvear with the same issues. But we have to re-
alize that it isn't necessary to “win" imme-
diately in order to make a difference.(4)

Sojourner Truth, an {lliterate slave woman
who hated slavery and the second class
treatment of women, was heckled one day by
an old white man. **Old woman, do you think
that your talk about slavery does any good?
Why, I don't care any more for your talk
than I do for the bite of a flea."” Perhaps
not," Sojourner rejoined, “but the Lord will-
ing, I'll keep you scratching.”

Enough committed fleas can make even
the biggest dog uncomfortable and transform
even the biggest nation. (4)

America can no longer afford to spend
more than any other country per capita on
personal health care, yet have 3¢ million
citizens In her borders with little or no
health coverage. During the past hour, we as
a nation spent 33.7 million dollars on our na-
tional defense. We spent 23 million dollars on
the S&L bail out. Yet, we only spent 1.3 mil-
lion dollars on our children's health.

Unlike murder or suicide, poverty is a slow
death. For the 12 million children in America
who are suffering from a slow death, I chal-
lenge you to get involved. Time is of the es-
sence.

As I look around the room today, I realize
we really are an aging America. But, a socl-
ety grows great when old men plant trees
under whose shade they know they’ll never
sit.
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Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. Mr. Presi-
dent, I think it is important that we
not lose sight of why we are here, what
this nomination is about, what the job
description of the Surgeon General is,
and why it is so vitally important that
we confirm this nomination today,
that we do so with dispatch, that we
get beyond this argument and recog-
nize that Dr. Elders has passed the cre-
dentials test, the competence test, the
character test, and that she does de-
serve confirmation.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon is recognized.

Mr. PACKWOOD. Mr. President, I
have talked to the manager of the bill.
I was to speak next. I yield myself 5
minutes off his time.

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

Mr. PACKWOOD. Mr. President, I
rise today in support of Dr. Joycelyn
Elders, the President’'s nominee for
Surgeon General of the United States.

Is she controversial—yes, she is, as is
usually the case when a strong and tal-
ented individual has the courage to
take strong and candid stands.

The basic question is, **Is Dr. Elders
qualified to promote the protection and
advancement of the Nation's physical
and mental health?"” The answer I am
receiving from public health profes-
sionals is a resounding yes.

The answer I am receiving from di-
verse groups such as the national PTA,
the American Medical Association,
NARAL, and the National Education
Association is a resounding *‘yes".

Mr. President, at this stage in my
speech I would like to submit for the
RECORD two letters of support I re-
ceived: one from Elizabeth Brown,
community health supervisor in Wash-
ington County, OR, and one from Kate
Michelman, the president of the Na-
tional Abortion Rights Action League.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

NARAL,
Washington, DC, July 26, 1993.
Hon. BoB PACKWGOD,
U.S5. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR PACKWOOD: I am writing to
urge you to vote in support of the nomina-
tion of an outstanding woman who will bring
a realistic and tough approach to the health
problems of all Americans, Dr. Joyvcelyn El-
ders.

When you are considering your position on
this nominee, please consider the unim-
peachable credentials she brings to the posi-
tion of Surgeon General and the stellar array
of malinstream organizations, including the
American Medical Association, which sup-
port her. The voices raised against her are
those of the extreme right, which refuse to
acknowledge the need to deal with, not
merely tc wish away, the problems of un-
planned teen pregnancy and sexually trans-
mitted diseases.

Dr. Elders will be a dynamic, forceful lead-
er for change, who has pledged to work to
make every child a wanted child. This is a
goal we all should share. I ask that you sup-
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port Dr. Elders, a nominee who deserves your
vote.

Thank you for your consideration of this
important issue. If you have any questions
or comments, please contact the Legislative/
Political department at NARAL, 202-973-

Sincerely,
KATE MICHELMAN,
President.
WASHINGTON COUNTY, OR,
August 2, 1993.
Hon. BOB PACKWOOD,
Russell Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR: I am writing to strongly
encourage your support of President Clin-
ton’s nomination of Dr. M. Joycelyn Elders
as U.8. Surgeon General.

As I'm sure you know, Dr. Elders, the Ar-
kansas State Health Commissioner, has had
a long and illustrious career in public health.
She is a certified pediatric endocrinologist
and is presently the President of the Asso-
ciation of State and Territorial Health Offl-
clals (ASHTO). In addition, she serves on
many councils and commissions in the pub-
lic and private sectors, including the Na-
tional Advisory Commission on Rural Health
and the National Institute of Medicine's
Health Promotion Disease Prevention Com-
mittee.

Many national organizations have recog-
nized Dr. Elders for her outstanding work.
Her honors Include: the American Medical
Association's Outstanding Public Health
Professional, the National Education Asso-
clation's Award for Creative Leadership in
Women's Rights, and the National Gov-
ernor's Association Distinguished Service
Award.

Dr. Elders i{s an outspoken advocate for
children and the underserved. She is to be
pralsed for her efforts to increase children's
immunization rates and reduce teen preg-
nancy.

I am proud to be counted among those urg-
ing prompt confirmation of this courageous
public health crusader.

Sincerely,
ELIZABETH A. BROWN,
Community Health Supervisor.

Mr. PACKWOOD. Mr. President, Dr.
Elders is the wakeup call we need for
the preventative health of our Nation,
the wakeup call we would sometimes
like to ignore in our daily lives.

We would all like to believe that the
hope for our country—our children—
are guided by us as parents, by our
churches, by our schools, and by our
scholars.

In a perfect world, this would be so.
But, by her very background, and med-
ical training and public health experi-
ence, Dr. Elders knows firsthand that
we do not live in that perfect world,
that we are losing some of our chil-
dren, disenfranchised and diseased be-
fore they can become solid, productive
citizens.

She is the voice that reaches out to
them, and the voice that they heard
when she was the director of Arkansas’
health department.

And, as president of the association
of State and Territorial Health Offi-
cials, she is the voice that the health
experts from every State in the Union,
my State and yours, listen to for public
health care guidance.
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Dr. Elders uses her judgment, based
on all her skills as a highly trained
doctor of pediatric endocrinology and
her life experiences, to urge us all to-
ward a healthier life, because her first
priority is preventative medicine.

That is the message that she
expouses loud and clear and the
wakeup call that we sometimes do not
want to hear—preventative medicine.

Her courageous initiative against
teen pregnancy in Arkansas includes
school-based clinics and a public infor-
mation campaign.

She is a tireless advocate for avail-
ability of family planning and preven-
tion of sexually transmitted diseases.

Her expertise in pediatrics served Ar-
kansas well when she moved aggres-
sively to wage a campaign for healthy
babies and the availability of preventa-
tive health services, such as immuniza-
tions, for young children.

Dr. Elders should be allowed to con-
tinue with her courage and vision in
tackling tough and controversial
health problems for the entire Nation—
she is the wakeup call we must hear
and the reality we must recognize.

I hope that the Senate would over-
whelmingly confirm her. I thank the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
vields time?

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I yield
the Senator from Missouri 6 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri is recognized.

IN SUPPORT OF CONFIRMATION OF DR. JOYCELYN
ELDERS

Mr. DANFORTH. Mr. President, I
have an overwhelming, almost insur-
mountable predisposition to confirm
presidential nominees, virtually any
nominees. Because of this predisposi-
tion, I did not think it necessary to
visit with Dr. Elders when she offered
to come to my office. But she did come,
and we did visit, and I am glad we did.
For that visit makes it possible, just
barely, for me to vote to confirm Dr.
Elders.

An office visit of 20 minutes to half
an hour is, of course, scant basis for an
informed judgment on a nominee. But
when one has a strong predisposition to
confirm, one grabs at any straw and in-
dulges any presumption. So I will pre-
sume and hope that what I saw in Dr.
Elders during that visit was an accu-
rate impression of the person.

I found Dr. Elders startlingly un-
qualified for the position of Surgeon
General. To me she seemed at once un-
thinking and dazzled by her own per-
sona. When I asked what the most im-
portant thing was that she wanted to
accomplish as Surgeon General, she
said ‘‘education.”” She was not speak-
ing of health education or medical edu-
cation—just education. This is an im-
portant subject, to be sure. The prob-
lem is that it is not within the port-
folio of Surgeon General.

She then changed subjects and an-
nounced that she did not want any un-
wanted babies to come into the world.
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I understand that Dr. Elders is aggres-
sively pro-choice, as is the President. I
am pro-life, but that difference for me
would not decide on a confirmation
vote. But Dr. Elders seemed to be an-
nouncing a position beyond pro-choice
and verging on a search and destroy
mission of the unwanted. This in the
office of a pro-life Senator.

At the end of the meeting, I inquired
about buttons Dr. Elders and her en-
tourage were wearing. The logo was a
lightning bolt. She told me she had
said to some assemblage that if they
would be the thunder, she would be the
lightning.

At the end of the meeting, my inten-
tion to vote for the nominee was
unshaken. Dr. Elders struck me as
unimpressive and foolish, but I do not
think the republic will fall if our next
Surgeon General is unimpressive and
foolish.

Nor was I shaken by various claims I
later heard about Dr. Elders' liberal-
ism. Philosophy is to be a matter of
Presidential prerogative. For 8 months,
President Clinton has gone out of his
way to identify himself with the left
wing of the Democratic party. He de-
serves an administration with whom he
is philosophically comfortable.

I have one concern and only one
about Dr. Elders that has led me to
consider opposing her confirmation.
That concern is her statements that
could be construed as religious bigotry.
She has attacked the Catholic Church
as ‘‘celibate” and ‘‘male dominated.”
She has called abortion opponents,
“non-Christians with slave master
mentalities.”” She has appeared to com-
bine religious intolerance with behav-
ioral tolerance saying, ““We've taught
our children in driver's education what
to do in the front seat, and now we've
got to teach them what to do in the
back seat.”

I have no doubt that had a white
Catholic male made statements com-
parable to those of Dr. Elders, such a
nominee would have no chance of con-
firmation. The good reason for this is
that bigotry and racism have no place
in our society, and certainly none in
our Government.

But, as we must be quick to condemn
intolerance, so we must be slow to at-
tribute intolerance where none is in-
tended.

This is a point I tried to make on the
floor just after our votes on whether to
extend patent protection for the United
Daughters of the Confederacy.

Certainly, it is possible to construe
statements by Dr. Elders as religious
bigotry. And under such a construction
she should be defeated. But I choose to
believe, on the basis of my short visit
with her, that offense should not be
taken, because no bigotry was in-
tended. I choose to believe that the
person who made the statements about
the Catholic Church and about pro-life,
religious people, was the same person I
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thought I saw in my office, and that
she made them without thinking, I
choose to believe that Dr. Elders is
foolhardy and that she loves the sound
of her own voice. Those, to me, are not
sufficient obstacles to confirmation.

I will vote to confirm Dr. Elders.

Mr. METZENBAUM addressed the
Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

Breaux). The Senator from Ohio is rec-
ognized.

Mr. METZENBAUM. On behalf of
Senator KENNEDY, I yield myself 10
minutes.

I rise to offer my strong support for
Dr. Joycelyn Elders to be Surgeon Gen-
eral of the United States. She comes
before the Senate as an eminently
qualified candidate, capable of meeting
the challenges of Surgeon General of
the United States.

She has had a distinguished career in
pediatrics as a physician, a researcher,
and as a teacher of future doctors.

She has tackled difficult health prob-
lems in the State of Arkansas with
courage and with commitment.
Joycelyn Elders has confronted adver-
sity throughout her life. She has faced
abject poverty. She has endured the
hardship of segregation. She has risen
in a profession dominated by men. And
after clearing each hurdle in her life,
she has emerged stronger than ever.

Now she faces another hurdle: The
far right has attempted to derail her
nomination for months, long before
President Clinton sent her name to the
Senate. They have spread endless ru-
mors and innuendo attacking her and
her family. My response is that we
have investigated every allegation, and
she, in my opinion, should be con-
firmed as Surgeon General.

We have listened to the distortions of
Dr. Elders’ record and, frankly, we
have come away with a better under-
standing of who Dr. Joycelyn Elders is.
She is a remarkable and a dedicated
leader. She is not about abortion; she
is about abstinence and preventing un-
planned pregnancies. She is not about
putting condoms on school lunch trays;
she is about comprehensive health edu-
cation for children. She is about early
childhood education to help children
get a good start on life. She is a tire-
less advocate for children who are part
of what she calls the “*5-H Club’’—the
hungry, the healthless, the homeless,
the hugless and, yes, the hopeless.

Yet, some groups have labeled her a
“radical.” I suspect this is because she
has made her views on sex education,
condom distribution, and abortion well
known. It is no secret that she has been
outspoken and plans to use the office of
the Surgeon General as her bully pul-
pit. However, the number one doctor in
the country should not be afraid to
step on some toes. The number one
doctor in the country should not yield
to any interest group, industry, or as-
sociation, when the health care of the
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American public is on the line. The
number one doctor in the country
should not sugar-coat the message
when our children’s future is at stake.

The Surgeon General needs to be an
aggressive advocate for the American
public. Former Surgeon General, Dr. C.
Everett Koop, fit this mold. He was a
tough, uncompromising leader in the
medical community. When his own ad-
ministration failed to tackle the AIDS
crisis early on, Dr. Koop stepped for-
ward. That is the type of leadership we
need in the office of the Surgeon Gen-
eral and Dr. Joycelyn Elders fits this
bill. She is tenacious, she is determined
and, frankly, her actions speak louder
than her words.

As director of health in Arkansas,
she has improved the immunization
rates for 2-year-olds; increased child-
hood screenings, expanded HIV preven-
tion services and cancer prevention
services for women; she launched a
sickle cell screening program for
newborns; and improved access to com- |
munity based health clinics by improv-
ing transportation to those clinics.

So, Mr. President, it is no wonder
that an overwhelming number of orga-
nizations have publicly voiced their
support for Dr. Elders. The AMA has
stated that Dr. Elders ‘‘brings the req-
uisite experience, knowledge and com-
mitment to provide leadership as Sur-
geon General.’

The National PTA has come out say-
ing, “In the interest of providing qual-
ity preventative health care services to
younger Americans, the National PTA
supports Dr. Joycelyn Elders’ nomina-
tion for Surgeon General of the United
States.”

The American Heart Association, the
American Lung Association and the
American Cancer Society, have all
come out in favor of Dr. Elders. Several
church and religious groups have
voiced their support of Dr. Elders, in-
cluding the United Methodist Church
and Society and the Presbyterian
Church USA, and B'nai B'rith. In fact,
over 340 organizations have come out
in favor of Dr. Elders.

Yet, this nomination has been de-
layed by one stalling tactic after an-
other. Her confirmation hearing was
postponed 1 week. When she finally ap-
peared before the committee, she was
delayed 3 more hours. When finally
given the chance, she dutifully an-
swered every question posed by Sen-
ators and then answered over 200 ques-
tions submitted in writing.

Throughout this process, the allega-
tions have been refuted, the questions
answered. Dr. Elders is ready to serve
her country, and she deserves that
chance.

I urge my colleagues to support her
confirmation.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yvields time?

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I yield
myself 10 minutes.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, during
the earlier part of the discussion of my
friend and colleague from Oklahoma,
there were a number of issues that he
raised. I will take some of the time of
the Senate, and perhaps this afternoon,
in responding in greater detail to those
measures. But I do think that it is par-
ticularly important to respond to the
allegations and charges that have been
made about Dr. Elders and her views
about the Catholic Church or about or-
ganized religion. I want to just put as
complete a record into the Senate dis-
cussion now what I think would benefit
the Members in making judgments and
decisions about her statements and
also her actions.

Dr. Elders’ remarks need to be put in
context, especially since they have
been blown so far out of proportion.
Her opponents have confused two sepa-
rate issues. Dr. Elders’ comments on
the actions of the church in condoning
slavery and the oppression of Native
Americans and other social wrongs had
absolutely nothing to do with the
Catholic Church.

Instead it was a response to a vicious
television ad run by right-wing, Protes-
tant church groups attacking the pro-
choice movement. Let me read from
the newspaper report summarizing the
ad, and I think on hearing this sum-
mary, my colleagues will understand
why Dr. Elders felt she needed to re-
spond so strongly.

I ask unanimous consent to include
the complete article in the RECORD.
This is from the Arkansas Democrat-
Gazette newspaper.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Democrat-Gazette, Jan. 15, 1992]
CHURCH'S ANTI-ABORTION AD ENRAGES PRO-
CHOICE SIDE
(By Jane Fullerton)

A Little Rock television advertisement
comparing abortion to oppressions such as
slavery and the Holocaust has angered abor-
tion rights advocates.

“It's another example of the extremist and
distorted message that the anti-choice forces
try to put upon the public,” said Kimberly
Collins, who heads the Arkansas Coalition
for Choice.

The Fellowship Bible Church is running
the 30-second commercial on the three local
network affiliates, said the Little Rock
church’s pastor, Dr. Robert Lewis.

The ad colncides with the anniversary of
the U.S. Supreme Court's Roe vs. Wade deci-
sion that legalized abortion Jan. 22, 1973.
Both sides plan rallies this weekend in Little
Rock to mark the occasion.

The ad shows photographs of an Indlan, a
black man with a rope around his neck and
prisoners behind barbed wire in a Nazi con-
centration camp.

A female voice says: “Not so long ago we
were told these people were not fully
human."

As the picture changes to that of a 10-
week-old fetus, the voice continues: “‘Now
we're being told these people aren't fully
human either.
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“*Hasn't our history taught us anything?
Speak up Arkansas for our unborn children.
They ars people too.”

Lewls said church members wrote and pro-
duced the commercial to reach people who
are undecided about abortion.

“We wanted to speak more directly to the
community, without it going through other
sources, in a way that would capture people’s
attention,” he said.

Dan Kirkpatrick, president of the Little
Rock advertising firm of Kirkpatrick Wil-
liams and Associates, said the ad would force
people to confront their feelings about abor-
tion. His agency helped the church buy the
air time,

It gets you off the fence,” Kirkpatrick
said. “That’s the whole point.”

Collins said the comparisons between
human rights abuses and abortion are inac-
curate and abhorrent.

“The significant difference is that the
fetus is a potential human being and the
slave was a human being,"” she said.

Zenobla Harris, past president of the Ar-
kansas Black Women's Health Project, also
criticized the ad.

*It is an outrage that they are willing to
compare the prochoice position to the hor-
rors of concentration camps, the lynching of
African-Americans or the cruelty to native
Americans."

But Lewis said the ad draws a valid par-
allel between different forms of oppression.

“We think this commercial upholds the in-
trinsic worth, not only of unborn children,
but of all humans," he said.

Anne Dierks, who heads Arkansas Right-
to-Life, sald she frequently compares abor-
tion to slavery and the Holocaust. Although
she had not seen the ad, she agreed with its
premise.

“We surely haven't learned anything from
history,” she said.

Lewis would not say how much the ad cost.
He said that was “‘totally irrelevant.” But he
sald it would run indefinitely on Little Rock
stations KARK, Channel 4; KATV, Channel T;
and KTHV, Channel 11.

He said the church has produced several
other ads.

Mr. KENNEDY. To paraphrase, a Lit-
tle Rock television advertisement com-
pared abortion to oppression, such as
slavery and the Holocaust and abortion
rights advocates. The Fellowship Bible
Church is running a 30-second commer-
cial on the three local network affili-
ates, said Little Rock Church pastor
Dr. Robert Lewis.

The ad coincides with the anniver-
sary of the Supreme Court Roe versus
Wade decision that legalized abortion
on January 27, 1973. Both sides plan ral-
lies this weekend in Little Rock to
mark the occasion. The timing was to
mark the 20th anniversary of this deci-
sion. Groups that supported it had ral-
lies indicating support for the decision;
those opposed did likewise.

And then we had the running of this
particular television 30-second com-
mercial. The ad shows photographs of
an Indian, a black man with a rope
around his neck and prisoners behind
barbed wire in a Nazi concentration
camp. A female voice says: ‘‘Not so
long ago, we were told these people
were not fully human.” As the picture
changes to that of a 10-week fetus, the
voice continues: “Now we are being
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told these people are not fully human
either. Hasn't our history taught us
anything? Speak up, Arkansas, for our
unborn children. They are people, too.”

Lewis said church members wrote
and produced the commercial to reach
people who are undecided about abor-
tion.

So that is the ad.

Having responded to this ad, Dr. El-
ders went on to discuss those who op-
posed the prochoice movement, and she
listed—and I quote: *‘a male-domi-
nated, celibate church’ as one of the
opponents of the prochoice movement.
She also included the male-dominated
medical societies which at the time of
the Roe versus Wade decision had also
opposed any prochoice movement, and
she also included male-dominated leg-
islative leaders who opposed any
choice. Those were the various groups
that had opposed the Roe versus Wade
decision that she listed—those three
groups: male-dominated legislative
leaders, male-dominated medical soci-
eties, and male-dominated, celibate
church. The Catholic Church opposes
the prochoice position and Dr. Elders
realized the language she used might
have inadvertently given offense to
Catholics, and she reached out to cor-
rect any misunderstanding.

In late January, early February, re-
sponding to some concerns about El-
ders’ remarks expressed by Father
Ralph West, a priest in the town of
Bigelow, AR, a population of 150, El-
ders contacts Archbishop McDonald to
set up a meeting to discuss her re-
marks with him and try to clarify her
statements. In late February 1992, Dr.
Elders met with Father West, Arch-
bishop McDonald, and Father West's
brother, who is a Methodist minister,
to discuss her statement, and Dr. El-
ders apologized in person. This is Janu-
ary, February, 1992. We are not talking
about a nomination conversion. This is
just within proximity of these com-
ments and these statements and this
kind of an ad.

Subsequent to her conversation with
Archbishop McDonald, Elders sent
Archbishop McDonald a letter thank-
ing him for the chance to meet with
him and stressing she had ‘‘the utmost
respect for Roman Catholic Church and
its followers™ and apologizing again for
the use of the term ‘“male dominated.”
I will include the letter in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
Little Rock, AR, February 26, 1992.
Bishop ANDREW MCDONALD,
Little Rock, AR.

DEAR BISHOP McDoxALD: I appreciated the
opportunity to discuss important issues of
concern facing the citizenry of our State, 1
want to thank you for taking the time out of
your busy schedule to meet with Father
Host, my brother and me to address some
concerns raised by Father West regarding an
address I made at the Pro-Choice rally on
January 18, 1992,
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I wanted you to know that the major em-
phasis of my effort has been to protect and
improve the health of all citizens of our
state. My Initiatives, since I have been
Health Director, have included ensuring:

% (1) Early childhood education for all chil-
ren,

(2) Health education in schools from K-12,

(3) Teaching parents parenting skills,

(4) Teaching young males responsibility for
their actions,

(5) Providing comprehensive, primary pre-
ventive health services for all children that
is accessible, affordable, acceptable and age-
appropriate, and finally,

(6) Providing opportunity for young people
to attend college if they have done well in
school and desire to do so with the idea that
college is cheaper than prisons.

As discussed, In my statement which was
quoted in the media, I did not have any pre-
conceived malice or intent to blaspheme the
Roman Catholic Church. I have the utmost
respect for the Roman Catholic Church and
its followers. If offense was taken at my use
of the term ‘“‘male-dominated™ rather than
“male-governed,” please accept my sincere
apology.

Once again, many thanks for the oppor-
tunity to discuss this important issue with
you.

Sincerely,
H. JOYCELYN ELDERS, M.D.,
Director.
Mr. KENNEDY. She points out a

number of the constructive works that
the church had been involved in and
then mentions in the next to the last
paragraph as discussed in my state-
ment which was quoted in the media:

I did not have any preconceived malice or
intent to blaspheme the Roman Catholic
Church. I have the utmost respect for the
Roman Catholic Church and its followers.
The offense was taken at use of *‘male domi-
nated’” rather than ‘“male governed.” Please
accept my sincere apology.

She sent a copy of that letter to Fa-
ther West.

I know it has been represented that
she did not apologize, did not show any
kind of indication or sensitivity to this
issue. I think the record is quite clear
that she expressed that position to Fa-
ther West orally and then wrote to Fa-
ther West’s archbishop which is Arch-
bishop McDonald for using the term
male dominated.

Then in July 14, 1993—this is now
1993; the February we were talking
about was in 1992—in a letter from
Archbishop Keeler to President Clinton
not released by the archbishop until
August 31, Keeler complains to Presi-
dent Clinton that Dr. Elders’ charac-
terization of the Catholic Church as
celibate, male dominated is contemp-
tuous and also complains that she sug-
gests that prolife advocates are not in-
terested in life beyond the womb.

On Friday, July 23, we have the hear-
ings and there were no questions at
that time that were asked by Senators
concerning the speech. On Wednesday,
July 28, in written gquestions Senator
CoaTs asked Dr. Elders whether she
made comments.

In response to the television adver-
tisement comparing the prochoice
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movement to the Holocaust and slav-
ery and asking to apologize to remarks
made during the address, in response to
Senator CoaTs, Dr. Elders confirmed
the statements concerning the TV ad,
indicating she apologized to Bishop
McDonald of Arkansas both in person
and in writing.

Now we have July 30, which is when
Elders was approved by the committee
and on August 4 the nomination goes
to the floor.

Then on August 5, President Clinton
responds to Archbishop Keeler's July 14
letter, and that was not released until
July 31, and stresses that he had known
Dr. Elders personally for many years
and that as a religious person she re-
spects the deeply held beliefs of others.

Then Dr. Elders responded to a ques-
tion from Senator LOTT about religious
bigotry and stated:

Although my speech in January 1992 did
not specifically mention the Roman Catholic
Church, I understand that some Catholics
may have taken offense at my remarks.

That was not specifically mentioning the
Roman Catholic Church offense to my re-
marks. In case of an offense I apologize.

As someone who has experienced prejudice
firsthand, I reiterated to Bishop McDonald
my abhorrence for bigotry in any form. I do
not condone bigotry, and I will not tolerate
bias and prejudice in the administration of
any programs under my Jjurisdiction as Sur-
geon General, should I be confirmed.

August 5, Cardinal O'Connor of New
York writes to Senator D’AMATO—and
there are other dates that follow. But I
mention one in particular, August 5,
1993, in a personal and confidential
communication to Archbishop Keeler,
president of the National Conference of
Catholic Bishops subsequently released
by Archbishop Keeler on August 31, Dr.
Elders apologized to Keeler and stated:

I abhor bigotry in all its forms. I grew up
in a segregated community and know first
hand the baleful effects of prejudice and dis-
crimination * * * I do not consider myself a
bigot, and I regret any impression that I
may have left to the contrary * * * I never
meant to malign or blaspheme the Catholic
Church * * * I respect and admire the many
contributions that church-based programs
and church-inspired people have made to
education, health care, and social justice.

Then in letters to Senator BIDEN, El-
ders restated: ''I sincerely apologize for
any member of the Catholic Church
whom I offended.”

So, Mr. President, I think what we
have to do is look at the full context of
these comments and statements. All of
us certainly know of times where we
may have selected other words to ex-
press views that should be more care-
fully considered, and I think that Dr.
Elders has certainly indicated that on
that occasion she wishes she had. But
it is very clear I think from reviewing
the record the context in which her re-
action came and also the extraordinary
degree to which she went to try and in-
dicate to those who might have been
offended by her very sincere regrets for
any comments that could have, would
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have, and did offend individuals. I
think it is appropriate, and I will just
end with this kind of comment and re-
view the extraordinary strong beliefs of
Dr. Elders in her God and in her reli-
gion.

She has been a lifelong Methodist.
She received her scholarship, as I men-
tioned earlier, from the United Meth-
odist Church. She attended a religious-
affiliated college, a Methodist institu-
tion. She has been a member of the
Hunter United Methodist Church,
served on numerous boards, and has
been an active member of the lay reli-
gious community.

She has been a keynote speaker of
the global meeting of the United Meth-
odist Church. The Methodist Church
has selected her as ‘‘Lay Person of the
Year' in 1993. She serves on the board
of Camp Aldersgate, a Methodist sum-
mer camp for children with medical
disabilities, and has been an active
member of that community.

She is honorary chairman of the
Methodist Church’s Shalom project, de-
signed to help end inner-city violence.
Her brother is a Methodist minister.

In reviewing her total life and her
family’'s life, her devotion to her
church and her religion, the nonexist-
ence of any form of bigotry is so clear
and so evident and so powerful that I
do think it is only fair to understand
that tradition and that strong commit-
ment and those very deep beliefs, and
the context in which these comments
were made, to try to be fair to Dr. El-
ders.

I cannot help but believe that any
fair evaluation of the totality of her
life's experience will show one strongly
committed to be free of bigotry and
prejudice.

And I can see why, under certain cir-
cumstances, people could take strong
offense. I do not think there is any
question that people could. Her efforts
to try to respond to that, I think, are
very compelling and are a real reflec-
tion of her own very deep sense of per-
sonal and religious values.

I hope, for those who are concerned
about this issue, that we will be able to
respond, perhaps, in greater detail to
those matters that I mentioned here.
But I hope they will certainly give her,
on this issue, the benefit of the doubt.

Mr. President, I withhold the remain-
der of my time.

Mr. NICKLES addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I will
just make a couple of comments to
conclude this collogquy on religious big-
otry. I will enter a couple of additional
statements into the RECORD.

But I want to clarify that, at least in
this Senator’s opinion, Dr. Elders did
not apologize. She apologized for any
offense taken, but she did not apologize
for the remarks.

I might mention this. I will insert in
the RECORD a letter from Father James
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P. West. This letter is dated September
3, 1993. It shows the history of what
happened back in January and Feb-
ruary 1992.

I will just read this, and also show
the history of what has happened in
July, August, and September of this
year.

In January and February 1992:

Father West confronts Dr. Elders on her
;emarks in order to obtain an apeology from

er.

Father West also confronts Governor Bill
Clinton on this matter and asks for his as-
sistance.

Dr. Elders offers no response to the appeal
for apology.

Governor Clinton intervenes and sent Dr.
Elders to Father West to make amends.

With possible insubordination to Governor
Clinton, Dr. Elders offers an ‘‘apology’ for
“offense taken" to remarks, not an apology
for the actual remarks, or a retraction.

I might mention, too, that I have al-
ready inserted in the RECORD a letter
from Dr. Elders, on February 26, to
Bishop McDonald, that says:

As discussed, in my statement which was
quoted in the media, I did not have any pre-
concelved malice or intent to blaspheme the
Roman Catholic Church. I have the utmost
respect for the Roman Catholic Church and
its followers. If offense was taken at my use
of the term ‘‘male-dominated” rather than
“male-governed,” please accept my sincere
apology.

She apologized for using the term
‘‘male-dominated”” when she should
have said ‘“‘male-governed."” That was
her only apology. She did not apologize
for the entire remarks. That is in a let-
ter to the Bishop. That is after meeting
with Father West and after meeting
with Governor Clinton, trying to re-
solve this matter.

Now, this year, in July:

Cathollic hierarchy and organizations
confront Dr. Elders on her remarks Iin order
to obtain an apology from her.

Catholic hierarchy and organizations also
confronted President Bill Clinton on this
madtter for his assistance.

Dr. Elders offers no response to the appeal
for an apology.

President Clinton intervenes and has Dr.
Elders make a statement concerning her big-
oted remarks.

With possible insubordination to President
Clinton, Dr. Elders offers an ‘“‘apology'' for
“‘offense taken" to remarks, not an apology
for the actual remarks, or a retraction.

She did not retract the remarks. She
did not apologize for the remarks. She
apologized if offense was taken. There
is a big difference, and I think people
need to be aware of that.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD this
letter from Father West, and also a dif-
ferent letter from John Cardinal O’Con-
nor to Father West.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ST. BONIFACE CHURCH,
Bigelow, AR, September 3, 1993.

DEAR SENATOR NICKLES: I write this letter

in response to the so-called “‘apology” which
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has now been given to the Catholic Church
by Dr. Joycelyn Elders for offensive, anti-
Catholic remarks she has made. The purpose
of this letter is to inform you of a disturbing
pattern which has now emerged in this re-
gard.

Let us look at the historical record and
find the similarities:

January 18, 1992: Dr. Elders makes her re-
marks in address to the Arkansas Coalition
for Choice.

Jan./Feb., 1992:

1. Fr. West confronts Dr, Elders on her re-
marks to obtain an apology from her.

2. Fr. West also confronts Gov. Bill Clinton
on this matter for his assistance.

3. Dr. Elders offers no response to the ap-
peal for apology.

4. Gov. Clinton intervenes and sends Dr. El-
ders to Fr. West to make amends.

5. With possible insubordination to Gov.
Clinton, Dr, Elders offers ‘‘apology” for “‘of-
fense taken' to her remarks, not apology for
the actual remarks or retraction.

July/Aug./Sept., 1993:

1. Catholic hierarchy & organizations
confront Dr. Elders on her remarks to obtain
an apology on her remarks to obtain an apol-
ogy from her.

2. Catholic hierarchy & organizations also
confront Pres. Bill Clinton on this matter for
his assistance,

3. Dr. Elders offers no response to the ap-
peal for apology.

4. Pres. Clinton intervenes and has Dr. El-
ders make a statement concerning her big-
oted remarks.

5. With possible insubordination to Pres.
Clinton, Dr. Elders offers ‘‘apology” for ‘‘of-
fense taken'' to her remarks, not apology for
the actual remarks or retraction.

Senator, is this not an exact repeat of his-
tory? It seems as though there is great fan-
fare among some, now that Dr. Elders has of-
fered her “apology’ to the Catholic Church.
However, what she is saying now is no dif-
ferent from what she told Bishop McDonald
and me a year and a half ago.

It was only due to the fact that Dr. Elders’
“apology' was insufficent so long ago that I
felt no qualms about travelling to Washing-
ton, DC in July to inform the American pub-
lic about this episode. Please inform the
Senators and the American public that this
has all been said and done before. Dr. Elders’
repeat of last year's old and meaningless
“‘apology’ today cannot right a terrible
wrong.

Sincerely in Christ,
FR. JAMES P. WEST.
CARDINAL'S OFFICE,
New York, NY, August 17, 1993.

DEAR FATHER WEST: Many thanks for your
letter of 13 August, together with enclosures,
regarding the nomination of Dr. Elders for
the post of Surgeon General.

Your correspondence was on my desk upon
my return from the 1993 World Youth Day
Celebration with our Holy Father. I am anx-
ious to review it.

Also, I enclose a copy of my recent column,
printed In Catholic New York for your re-
view.

Finally, I am grateful for your efforts to
oppose Dr. Elders' nomination, as she has
clearly exhibited her strong anti-Catholic
bellefs. Her comments on the steps of the
State Capitol truly make her unfit for high
public office.

Know that I will remember you in my
Maﬁses and prayers. Please, pray for me as
well.

With gratitude, best wishes and

Faithfully in Christ,
JOHN CARDINAL O'CONNOR,
Archbishop of New York.
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Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I will
just read this paragraph:

Finally, I am grateful for your efforts to
oppose Dr. Elders' nomination, as she has
clearly exhibited her strong anti-Catholic
beliefs. Her comments on the steps of the
State Capitol truly make her unfit for high
public office.

Finally, in response to Senator KEN-
NEDY's statement that, well, her re-
marks were really meant to be to the
white, male-dominated Arkansas Leg-
islature—and I am not sure who else—
this quote—I will just read again this
quote that I already inserted in the
RECORD dealing with anti-Catholic big-
otry.

* * * and there the Church was silent when
we talked about * * * [unintelligible] * * *
the first 400 years black people had their
freedom aborted, and the Church said nothing.
The way of life for the Native American was
aborted; the Church was silent. We attempted
to eradicate a whole race of people through
the Holocaust, and the Church was silent.
* * * Women had no right to vote for years.
We ask why. Why do these things go on?
* * * Manintelligible] * * * Any time when
the right of choice is taken away from all of
us and put into the hands of a few, these are
the kinds of things that will happen, over
and over again. Look at who's fighting the
pro-choice movement: a celibate, male-domi-
nated Church. [emphasis added]

The church was mentioned five times
in this statement—a celibate, male-
dominated church. That had to be re-
ferring to the Catholic Church. It did
not mention the legislature. It did not
mention any other organizations. It
mentioned the church. So there was a
very bigoted, anti-Catholic statement,
which has not been retracted yet,
which has not been apologized for yet,
despite repeated efforts, including by
Governor Clinton and President Clin-
ton, to get a retraction and apology.

She apologized *“if offense was
taken.” There is a big difference.

Mr. President, I believe we are under
the order to break, so I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

Mr. KENNEDY. Will the Senator
withhold the request?

Mr. NICKLES. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I
know there has been some question
about whether Dr. Elders apologized or
did not apologize, but perhaps we are
getting into semantics.

We put in the RECORD the actions she
took long before, 10 or 12 months be-
fore, she was ever recommended for

-this position, and the words ‘‘apolo-

gize" and the references that were in-
cluded.

Clearly, it is not satisfactory to Dr.
West and to some Members here.

But I want to also get back to that,
and the references, because I think it is
important to understand the context in
which any of these comments were
made:

Look at who's fighting the pro-choice
movement: a celibate, male-dominated
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church, a male-dominated legislature,
and a male-dominated medical profes-
sion.

That is the context in which this
comment was referenced. From that
time, in personal meetings with Father
West she expressed her apologies, and
in meetings with the bishop and Father
West, she wrote an apology and has ex-
pressed those views in terms of the
record of our committee. I indicated
earlier in the discussions the addi-
tional steps that were taken.

As I say, I think it is important to
look at any of these comments when
we are suggesting that Dr. Elders has a
bigoted bone in her body and to ask the
question whether that particular kind
of a comment that is made under those
circumstances represents her fun-
damental integrity and the caliber and
quality of her soul or whether her life's
experience, which has been dedicated
and committed to resisting bigotry in
every form, shape, and manner, and a
lifetime of commitment to the church
of her belief is really the Joycelyn El-
ders that is before the Senate.

It is difficult for me to try to make
a case which will suggest the former. It
is clear to me that she is really a re-
flection of the tolerant and caring per-
son who has been characterized by her
life's experience.

I withhold the remainder of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 12:30
having arrived—

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

RECESS UNTIL 2:15

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 12:30
having arrived, the Senate will stand
in recess until the hour of 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:32 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m.; whereupon the
Senate reassembled when called to
order by the Presiding Officer (Mr.
GRAHAM).

NOMINATION OF M. JOYCELYN EL-
DERS, OF ARKANSAS, TO BE
SURGEON GENERAL OF THE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

The Senate continued with the con-
sideration of the nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
pending business is the nomination of
Joycelyn Elders, to be Surgeon Gen-
eral.

Mr. GRASSLEY addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be allowed to
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speak for 17 minutes as in morning
business, on legislative business, and
that the time not be charged to either
side.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

REINVENTING GOVERNMENT
INITIATIVE

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President,
today marks the unveiling of the Presi-
dent’'s national performance review,
also referred to as the Reinventing
Government Initiative. I want to con-
gratulate President Clinton for follow-
ing through on these reforms and for
taking the first step towards fun-
damental changes in the size and be-
havior of Government. I also commend
the fine work of Vice President GORE
who spearheaded the effort and whose
work exceeded the scope of many cyn-
ics.

For my party, I think we Repub-
licans, in my view, should welcome and
support the national performance re-
view. But I say this on two conditions:
First, that the administration view
this as a bare minimum reform effort
and also as very much a first step and,
consequently, then be willing to do
more; second, that the administration,
with the help of many of us in Con-
gress, go all out against special inter-
ests and those power brokers in Con-
gress who are infatuated with the sta-
tus quo.

These two conditions, it seems to me,
will determine if the administration is
serious about reform or whether or not
this is merely window dressing. If the
administration is serious, then Repub-
licans are obliged to support the na-
tional performance review and even
seek to expand its scope. What is more,
should we fail to do this, it seems to
me like we Republicans would risk
ceding a critical function of our role as
loyal opposition to Ross Perot. In my
view, Republicans should be skeptical,
but we should be very positive about
this national performance review. Let
me explain what I mean by that.

There are certainly reasons to be
skeptical about this administration in
general. First, reinventing Government
is the agenda of the reform-minded not
of a tax-and-spend Democrat. This ad-
ministration’s record, however, is that
of an old Democrat, not of a new Demo-
crat. Therefore, skepticism is justified
for the moment. In other words, seeing
is believing.

Second, this administration does not
have a particular stellar record for
keeping its promises. The recent budg-
et battle is a prime example. Will the
administration then really see these
reforms all the way through?

Third, it does not have a stellar
record for doing battle with Congress
which, along with special interests, is
public enemy No. 1 on this issue of gov-
ernmental reform.
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Will the administration risk offend-
ing powerful committee chairmen in
its own party by pushing the reform
agenda? Already, one such incident did
occur in maritime reform, about which
I will talk presently.

And fourth, to achieve successful re-
form, this administration would have
to cause major changes within the in-
stitutions of their own constituencies—
namely, Federal employee unions and
domestic programs that this party, the
majority party, has long supported.

There are reasons to be skeptical not
just about this administration but also
about this particular reform effort. Not
the least of which reason is that so
many previous efforts have field. What
makes this administration think it will
accomplish what no other has accom-
plished since the turn of the century?

The last great endeavor—the Grace
Commission—was top heavy with out-
siders. This one is top heavy with in-
siders, perhaps some of whom were re-
sponsible for the President’s much-ridi-
culed announcement in March that the
war on waste could start by calling an
800 number.

I am afraid that this reform group
may have gone to the opposite ex-
treme. Does the public really believe
that the bureaucracy will reform itself
out of many of its own jobs? Will re-
form be dramatic enough and up to the
challenge if the insiders are doing the
reforming?

Without the right mix of outside and
insiders, reform might be doomed to
fail. There are few, if any, corporate
turnaround experts on the NPR task
force whose insights and inspiration for
structural reform would be invaluable
and indeed necessary for meaningful
reform to take place.

Nonetheless, there is much reason for
Republicans to be positive about the
NPR. The overall direction is positive,
and many of the reforms are overdue. If
these reforms are understood as a first
step—which they are—then this should
be viewed as something to build on. I
say that particularly for us Repub-
licans to build on but to help the
Democrats accomplish what they say
they want to accomplish.

After all, reform of Government is
Republican turf. Democrats have been
the great defenders of Government.
Their solutions have generally been to
expand Government programs. But if it
took Nixon to go to China, then per-
haps it will take a Democrat to reform
the Government—with bipartisan help.
In this sense, it behooves Republicans
to support this opportunity and then

"build upon it.

For these reasons, Mr. President, it
is my view that Republicans should re-
gard the NPR with a healthy skep-
ticism yet with sufficient positivity as
to seize the opportunity.
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Those whose first reaction would be
either negative or skeptical-but-nega-
tive should first consider the oppor-
tunity at hand, and then work to try to
expand on the administration’s efforts.

Mr. President, before I critique the
specifics of the NPR, let me review
some of the standards, principles, and
expectations that were discussed over
the past 6 months by myself, my col-
leagues and by the President and the
Vice President.

First of all, it is important to under-
stand that the NPR is a reform effort
first, not.a budget exercise. The result-
ing budget and deficit reductions are
important but secondary. In this effort,
the focus must be on the reform. Be-
cause, if we're not careful and we view
this as a budget-cutting exercise first,
these programs may be trimmed now,
but the strutural deficiencies that
brought them about will grow right
back again as soon as we look away.
We need to perform corrective surgery
so that what we have now won't come
back again.

The most relevant place to start
when discussing standards for reinvent-
ing government is with President Clin-
ton's own words. On March 3 in the
White House Rose Garden, the Presi-
dent said the following:

Our goal is to make the entire Federal
Government both less expensive and more ef-
ficlent. * * * We intend to redesign, to re-
invent, to reinvigorate the entire National
Government.

The President went on:

We'll challenge the basic assumptions of
every program, asking does it work; does it
provide quality service; does it encourage in-
novation and reward hard work? If the an-
swer is no, or if there's a better way to do it
or if there's something that the Federal Gov-
ernment is doing it should simply stop doing,
we’ll try to make the changes needed.

The key, here, is the President’s in-
tent to extend the scope of this effort
to the entire Government—not just
those parts that are covered in the first
NPR. It would include reforming pro-
grams, restructuring them, downsizing
them, or outright eliminating them.
Everything but the Constitution
should be on the table.

For Republicans, this should be good
news. It is a deal we cannot refuse.
There certainly has never been a short-
age of good ideas on this side of the
aisle for reforming the bureaucracy
and making government more cost-ef-
fective. For starters, Republicans
should do what it can to help inject
some of the outside, corporate turn-
around expertise that this NPR group
lacks.

The specific programs contained in
the NPR should be supported by Repub-
licans. That is, of course, provided they
comport with Republican principles
and standards for achieving real re-
form, rather than cosmetic reform.
And I would like now, Mr. President, to
review what these Republican prin-
ciples might be.
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I have compiled what I believe are
the basic, fundamental principles for
reform of government as viewed on our
side of the aisle. As there are 10 of
them, I refer to these as ‘‘The Ten
Commandments for Reinventing Gov-
ernment.” T would like to outline these
so-called commandments, and then
contrast the NPR initiatives to them.
This will give Republicans the means
to evaluate the Vice President’s work.

No. 1, all Government activities shall
be on the table for possible reform.

No. 2, taxpayers shall get their mon-
ey’s worth.

No. 3, Government shall spend no
more than it takes in.

No. 4, citizens shall participate in
Government decisions.

No. 5, Government shall decentralize
its decisionmaking.

No. 6, Government shall make great-
er use of competition.

No. 7, Government shall reform for
effectiveness, not just efficiency.

No. 8, incentives shall be realigned to
respond to performance goals.

No. 9, reforms shall be real and
implementable.

No. 10, Congress shall not stand in
the way of reform.

Take, for instance, commandment
No. T: **Government shall reform for ef-
fectiveness, not just efficiency.” Let us
now look at the proposed merger of the
DEA into the FBI.

The proposed merger would certainly
streamline the drug-fighting bureauc-
racy, and perhaps save money over the
long term. In that sense, the reform
brings about efficiency.

However, in the process, merging the
DEA into the FBI means that fewer
drug cases will be brought. This is be-
cause the DEA is geared toward bring-
ing such cases to court. The FBI,
meanwhile, is geared not toward bring-
ing criminal cases but rather toward
collecting intelligence. Drug cases may
suffer the consequences. If so, this
would hardly be an effective reform.
Efficient, yes. Effective, no.

Let us take a look at another exam-
ple. Take the fourth commandment:
“‘Citizens shall participate in Govern-
ment decisions.” Let us then look at
the proposed restructuring of the Na-
tion’s air traffic control system. This
reform would create a Government-
owned corporation, governed by a
board that includes customers. Yes,
this reform allows the citizenry to par-
ticipate in decisionmaking; however,
what is so intriguing about the Govern-
ment owning the corporation? Have we
not learned a lesson from Amtrak?

Third, let us take a look at the 10th
commandment: ‘“‘Congress shall not
stand in the way of reform.” In the
case of maritime reform proposals put
out by the NPR staff, Congress bla-
tantly violated this commandment.
Let me describe what happened.

The NPR staff put together a pro-
posal to deregulate the maritime in-
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dustry and put an end to wasteful and
economically harmful subsidies and
policies. This reform could have saved
the taxpayers $2.3 billion per year, and
boosted the economy by $8 to $13 bil-
lion per year, according to some esti-
mates. Yet when the proposal was
leaked, the defenders of maritime lar-
gesse—in the form of powerful Mem-
bers of Congress—circled the wagons to
protect the special interests, and criti-
cal reform was averted. The proposal
has been placed on the shelf, pending
review by a special maritime commis-
sion. I intend to work with the Vice
President in the weeks ahead to make
sure maritime reform is considered and
implemented by this commission.

Let me make a point of clarification,
here. Many of us will disagree on which
programs should be terminated and
which should be defended. But it is an-
other matter entirely when the process
is interfered with. The NPR was a non-
biased, neutral process whose focus was
reform of government. The process
should have been allowed to proceed
without political obstruction. The mer-
its should be discussed in an open
forum.

In the case of maritime reform, this
was not done. Nonetheless, as I stated,
I intend to work with the Vice Presi-
dent to support his ongoing effort to
review this program as objectively as
possible.

Mr. President, these are meant to be
constructive criticisms. These are the
sorts of questions that I and my Repub-
lican colleagues must constantly pose
as this debate moves ahead.

Let me make one final point.

One critical element in debating
these issues thoroughly and in getting
them enacted will be S. 101, a bill that
will be before this body soon. This bill
incorporates the ideas of the Senator
from Delaware, Senator ROTH, that
would set up a base closure-like com-
mission to bring these reforms directly
to the Senate floor. In my view, this is
the single-most important action we
can take to succeed in reforming the
bureaucracy. Provided, that is, that we
put back into the bill the authority to
eliminate entire programs it desired.
That authority was stripped from the
bill as it emerged from the Govern-
mental Affairs Committee.

In closing, Mr. President, I once
again, congratulate the President and
Vice President GORE for their impor-
tant work toward reinventing govern-
ment. I look forward to assisting their
efforts, and I urge my Republican col-
leagues to muster up their competitive
energies to help make this reform ef-
fort a success.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield 5 minutes to
the Senator from Illinois.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois is recognized for 5
minutes.



20174

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I thank
the Senator from Massachusetts for
yielding.

I rise in strong support of the nomi-
nation of Dr. Elders. I spoke on it brief-
ly the other day. I would just add a few
words.

First, she is controversial; no ques-
tion about it. The President could have
picked some physician no one of us
ever heard of, who never said a thing
on public policy, and it would have
gone through like lightning. But she
has spoken out, and she can reach and
communicate with people where a
great many others cannot.

Is she controversial? Yes.

Is Senator PRYOR of Arkansas con-
troversial? Yes. Is Senator KENNEDY of
Massachusetts controversial? Yes. Is
Senator SPECTER of Pennsylvania con-
troversial? Yes. Is Senator GRAHAM of
Florida controversial? Yes. Is the Sen-
ator from Illinois controversial? Yes.
You know we are controversial. That is
part of public life. We are asking for
someone who is a public servant to be
a public servant, and we want someone
who is willing to speak out.

That is what Dr. Koop did, and I
think he did it very effectively for the
American Nation. I think Dr. Elders
will do the same.

The second issue that is somewhat
sensitive is the charge that she has
been anti-Catholic because, in a ref-
erence in a speech, she made a ref-
erence to a male-dominated church.
She did not specifically say Roman
Catholic, but the context suggests she
was talking about the Roman Catholic
Church.

I happen to be a Lutheran. My wife is
Roman Catholic. Let us face it. Every
religious denomination in this coun-
try—Protestant, Catholic, Jewish,
Muslim, you name it—is male domi-
nated today, with the possible excep-
tion of the Christian Scientists. But
every other group I know is male domi-
nated. It is part of our culture.

Now, maybe it was not diplomatic to
say so, but that is the reality, and she
talked about the reality. I do not think
we should hold that against her or
someone should suggest that she is big-
oted because of that.

I think she will stand up and, in part,
simply because of the controversy in
our debate here, she will be listened to
as many people will not be listened to.
I think she will be an effective Surgeon
General of the United States. '

I do not know where we got the title
Surgeon General. She is not going to be
operating on anyone. She is not going
to be performing any surgery. But she
is going to be reaching out to young
people, like the pages—we have new
pages here, and we welcome you—like
the pages who are here. And I think the
pages and the young people are going
to listen to her.

I heard Senator BUMPERS quote her
in the Democratic caucus today. She
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said: “We are teaching young people
what to do on the front seat. We are
not teaching them what to do in the
back seat."

Now, maybe that is not as diplomatic
as it ought to be, but she is talking
facts, and that is what we need. We
need that kind of leadership.

So I am going to vote for Dr. Elders.
I believe that she is likely to do a su-
perb job for this country. I hope the
Senate does the responsible thing and
approves the nomination.

I yield back any time that I may
have to the Senator from Massachu-
setts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield 10 minutes to
the Senator from California.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California is recognized.

Mrs. BOXER. I thank the Senator for
yielding.

I say to the Senator from Illinois,
since he did not list me as being con-
troversial, then I hope that my speech
on behalf of Dr. Elders will not be
viewed as controversial, but merely a
very rational discussion of why she
should be confirmed.

Mr. SIMON. Will my colleague yield?

Mrs. BOXER. Absolutely.

Mr. SIMON. I, of course, view the
Senator from California as controver-
sial. She is so diminutive, I did not
even see her behind that podium back
there.

Mrs. BOXER. I thank the Senator for
making that correction, because I
think his point is very well taken.

I say to my friend from Illinois that
when we do speak out clearly on these
very tough issues, just by the very na-
ture of the subject we are discussing we
are being controversial. And certainly
in the area of public health—prevent-
ing teen pregnancy, preventing teen
suicide, preventing AIDS and other
sexually transmitted diseases—we
must not be afraid to be tough and con-
troversial. We finally have someone, it
seems to me, who is not afraid to stand
up and tell it like it is, as painful as it
may be.

Many times, Mr. President, the world
is not the way we want it to be, or we
would hope it would be, or we wish it
would be. We must deal with it as it is
presented to us, and sometimes these
subjects are very difficult.

Mr. President, we have been discuss-
ing Dr. Elders now for days and days
and hours and hours, both in commit-
tee and on the floor. We had, unfortu-
nately, a month's recess, when this
woman could have been serving us offi-
cially as Surgeon General. I could not
help but think, I say to my friend from
Massachusetts, Senator KENNEDY, who
has worked so hard in her behalf, that
we are losing time.

When I went home and I was with
real people facing real problems, I
wished that we had Joycelyn Elders in
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place as Surgeon General, as a leader
for our public health.

So we have lost precious time. And
for what reason? We have lost precious
time because there are those—and I
give them their due and their right;
they have done this because they think
it is right. But there are those who
wish to repeat over and over again the
same things that we have heard—that
Dr. Elders has made statements that
could have been made in a nicer way.

Well, Mr. President, the problems are
not nice, and Joycelyn Elders happens
to be a nice woman, a good woman, a
fine woman. But, yes, she has expressed
herself in such a way that some people
were offended.

I say she has nothing to apologize
for, other than maybe some of the
words she used. She has, in fact, made
those apologies. But she does not have
to apologize for her life, for her dedica-
tion to public service, for her service to
her church. She describes herself as a
church lady, and that means she has
gone beyond just going to services on
Sunday, but has actually gone out in
the community to work to better the
status of those who need help.

We have discussed Dr. Elders' quali-
fications; and what qualifications she
brings. I have heard her described as
the most gqualified Surgeon General
ever.

She graduated magna cum laude
from the Philander Smith College in
Little Rock. And after serving her
country in the Army, she graduated
from the University of Arkansas Col-
lege of Medicine. After completing her
residency, she earned her master of
science degree and joined the faculty
at the College of Medicine, where she
rose to the rank of full professor.

In 1987, then-Governor Clinton named
Dr. Elders director of the Arkansas De-
partment of Health.

We have discussed her impressive
record. I do not need to restate it. Sen-
ator KENNEDY has stated it over and
aver.

When she was in charge of public
health in Arkansas, maternal visits for
pregnant women increased by more
than 26 percent; the Arkansas child-
hood immunization rate increased to 60
percent from 34 percent; the number of
early childhood screenings increased
tenfold; and HIV/AIDS education and
prevention programs were greatly in-
creased.

So we know the results of her leader-
ship.

Mr. President, we have heard again
the long list of public health organiza-
tions supporting Dr. Elders. Just to
name a few: The American Medical As-
sociation, the American Nurses Asso-
ciation, the American College of Physi-
cians, the American Pediatric Society,
the National Association of Commu-
nity Health Centers, the National As-
sociation of School Nurses, the Asso-
ciation of State and Territorial Health



September 7, 1993

Officials. These organizations, Mr.
President, are out there with the peo-
ple who need Dr. Elders.

The best thing we could have done
would have been to have voted on her
before the recess so she could have
started in her work.

We have discussed her qualifications
at length and the support that she has
at length. But I want to concentrate in
the remainder of my remarks on the
three main reasons I find to support
Dr. Elders. They are as follows: our
children, our children, and our chil-
dren.

We know that Dr. Elders has offended
some Members of this body, and they
have been very eloquent in their cri-
tique of her. They are offended by some
of her words.

But, again, I must point out that we
need to be at least as offended by the
status of our children. And, Mr. Presi-
dent, I say to you if we are as offended
by the status of our children as by
some of the things she said, we would
have voted to confirm Dr. Elders long
ago.
I heard Senator MOSELEY-BRAUN put
some of these facts into the RECORD. I
am going to repeat them. And not only
will I repeat them now, but I will be re-
peating them quite often as one of the
two Senators from the largest State in
the Union, California, where we face
these problems.

Every 35 seconds an infant is born
into poverty. Every 2 minutes an in-
fant is born at low birth weight. Every
14 minutes an infant dies in the first
year of life. Every 32 seconds a 15- to
19-year-old woman becomes pregnant.
Every 64 seconds an infant is born to a
teenage mother.

The clock is ticking. We need Dr. El-
ders to turn this around. Every 14
hours a child younger than 5 is mur-
dered in America. Every 5 hours a 15
to 19-year-old is murdered in America.

So we can talk about the fact that
this woman is plainspeaking and she
tells it like it is. If she had been run-
ning for office she probably would have
said it in a different way. We all learn
to say things in different ways. But the
real question is, what has she done in
her life to address these problems? And
I think the record is clear.

I would like to say that it is time to
concentrate not on what Joycelyn El-
ders has said on occasion on a late-
night television show or in a heated
speech, but what she has done; not
what she may have said off the cuff be-
cause she did not have a speech writer
to iron out the wrinkles, but what are
the problems facing America today and
is she ready, willing, and able to reach
out to our Nation’'s young people?

What a role model; a sharecropper’s
daughter, the only African-American
pediatric endocrinologist in the coun-
try. What a success story.

Has she made a mistake in the way
she expressed herself? Yes, probably a
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time or two; probably a time or two.
But if that is going to be the standard
around here I do not think any of us
could meet it, because every once in a
while all of us have said something in
a way we wished we had been able to
rephrase.

So let us not waste any more time.
The clock is ticking on these urgent
problems. Let us get with it; let us
vote; let us not take the full 8 hours.
We are hearing the same things over
and over and over again. It is getting
to be a broken record. I defend every
Senator’s right to say anything he
wants to or she wants to over and over,
but to what end at this point? Let us
vote. Let us change the status of our
children. Let us give our children hope.
Let us attack these problems in a di-
rect way for the health of our children
and our country.

I yield my time.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from California.
How much time would the Senator
from Arkansas desire?

Mr. PRYOR. I would like 6 minutes.

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield the Senator 15
minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
LIEBERMAN). The Senator from Arkan-
sas has the floor for up to 15 minutes.

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I will not
use that much time. I thank my friend
from Massachusetts managing this
nomination for yielding me the time to
speak to this nomination of Dr.
Joycelyn Elders, whom I hope will be
confirmed in a short few hours as our
next Surgeon General of the United
States.

Mr. President, if we were only to ex-
amine Dr. Elders’ credentials and her
background, I think she would be con-
sidered a highly qualified individual for
the post of Surgeon General of the
United States. We all know the facts
about her growing up in the three-room
cabin, no electricity or indoor plumb-
ing, in a rural farm community—south-
west Arkansas. Yes, she was one of
eight children. She worked in the fields
from June to Thanksgiving to give sup-
port for her family.

She had those limitations but she
never considered those to be limita-
tions. She studied enough during her
limited free time to skip two grades
and graduate valedictorian of her
school at the age of 15; then a scholar-
ship to Philander Smith College in Lit-
tle Rock. She finished her college pro-
gram in 3 short years with a rating of
magna cum laude and she joined the
Army. On completion of her military
obligation to the country she enrolled
in the University of Arkansas College
of Medicine, one of six African-Ameri-
cans and the only woman in her class.

During her years of training she was
subjected to many hardships related to
segregation and racism, yet she never
lost her vision. She never once lost
sight of her goals. In 1964 she was
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named chief resident at the University
of Arkansas specializing in pediatrics.
She received her master of science de-
gree in biochemistry from the college
of medicine, completed a fellowship in
pediatric endocrinology, and joined the
faculty at the college of medicine.

Dr. Elders became well known as a
leading national researcher in pedi-
atric endocrinology. She became an ac-
tive member in many scientific and
professional organizations. This is pre-
cisely why, I believe, so many of those
organizations in which she worked, in
which she labored, now endorse her
candidacy to be our next Surgeon Gen-
eral of the United States.

In 1987 then Governor Clinton ap-
pointed Dr. Elders to head the Arkan-
sas Department of Health. I must say
that when she arrived on the scene she
did not sneak into town. She made a
lot of noise. She got our attention. She
spoke with boldness. She spoke with
frankness that we had not heard for a
long time. She used this role to cham-
pion the needs of children and to in-
crease the services available to all chil-
dren from all walks of life.

She has held numerous leadership
roles in health organizations and she is
widely respected by her peers. These
credentials alone, I might say, would
highly recommend Dr. Elders for the
post of Surgeon General. There is much
more.

During Dr. Elders’ tenure as head of
the Arkansas Department of Health,
she produced an unprecedented record
of achievements related to public
health issues. Following are just a few
of those many accomplishments. Many
of these points have been raised in this
debate concerning the mnomination
process.

Mr. President, I take great pride in
saying that, for example, in our home
State of Arkansas the WIC program,
Women, Infants and Children feeding
program—during her tenure Arkansas
was one of the first States to enter into
an infant formula rebate program, sav-
ing some $30 million in our State since
1988. While the Nation as a whole
serves 50 percent of WIC-eligible cli-
ents, Arkansas serves 67 percent of its
eligible citizens, up from 36 percent
since 1989.

Health provider shortage areas: Dr.
Elders, again, has won grants for inno-
vative programs to attract health pro-
fessionals to rural, underserved areas.
She has attracted or helped to attract
some 17 physicians and 5 other health
care providers.

In the State scholarship fund, Dr. El-
ders was a leader in supporting and
fighting for a program in our State
under which some $4.5 million has been
given to financially needy high school
graduates to encourage their further
study. In student service centers, once
again we find Dr. Elders at the fore-
front as a pioneer, as a champion of
student health services, expanded from
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1 in 1988 to 24 in 1992; 21 additional
schools have approved establishment of
these centers and are awaiting funding.
But in all cases, local school boards de-
cide whether to accept these centers
and the types of the services that they
will or will not provide.

Arkansas health statistics: Yes,
there is a tremendous shortage, nation-
wide, of primary care physicians. In
Arkansas, 34 percent of our physicians
are primary care practitioners, while
in the Nation generally that percent-
age is about 27.

Fewer children were born to younger
women aged 15 to 19 years old in our
State between 1990 and 1991, down from
6,999 to 6.873. We are making progress.

Also, between 1987 and 1991, during
her tenure as head of the Public Health
Service there, the abortion ratio for
women in this age group declined from
32.1 to 25.3 percent.

I could go on and on. I will ask in a
moment unanimous consent that these
further statistics about her service, her
tenure, her trusteeship in the Arkansas
public health system, be made a part of
the RECORD. But I will conclude simply
by saying that Dr. Elders is so much
more than her background. She is
much more than her credentials, much
more than her accomplishments. Dr.
Joycelyn Elders is one of those very
rare people who, rather than turning
away from the cold, hard realities of
some of our country's most troubling
public health challenges, has dedicated
her life, has dedicated her being, to
battling these troubles and to speaking
out and speaking out very boldly and
frankly about them.

On a daily basis, when we are
bombarded with newspaper and other
media reports of the tragic con-
sequences of poverty, poor education,
and then loss of hope; we hear wide-
spread reports of child abuse, guns in
our schools, violence, premature deaths
due to alcohol, drugs, teen pregnancies,
births of drug-addicted and AIDS-in-
fected infants, and the loss of family,
community, and values to our society,
most of us, I think, probably during
this period go on overload; most of us
stop reading; most of us are happier to
turn away, to sweep these troubles
under the carpet and pretend they do
not exist because we are baffled; we are
perplexed and mystified as to how to
address these concerns.

But not Dr. Joycelyn Elders. She sees
this gradual deterioration of our social
fabric, and she is determined to do her
part to eliminate those tremendous
drains on human potential which
threaten our Nation'’s future. She is
also determined to awaken us to the
realities of this country’s problems and
to shake us into awareness before it is
too late.

Yes, it is certain that Dr. Elders has
many diplomas and many degrees. She
has the credentials for this choice and
for this opportunity ahead. But there is
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one diploma, Mr. President, that she
does not have. She does not have a di-
ploma from the school of diplomacy.
She is not a diplomat. She tells it like
it is. She has said things in such a way
as to somehow shake us, to take us
aback. But what she is really doing, I
think, Mr. President, is trying to get
our attention. She is trying to bring
the attention of this society to these
tremendous and troubling problems
which we must no longer sweep under
the rug and play like they do not exist.

I will say, Mr. President, that she
truly is that one person who I think
has come along at this particular mo-
ment in history who is the right person
at the right time for the right job. I
strongly recommend this fine individ-
ual. We go back a long time in my
State. I have read of her; I have known
her; I have watched her as she deals
with life's experiences and life's prob-
lems in so many areas of our State.
And now we hope that she has the op-
portunity, on a national basis, to ex-
pand her horizons, to look at this vi-
sion that she has for our country to ad-
dress these problems, to shake us, to
question us, and to challenge us to do
better.

It is a great honor, Mr. President,
today to be able to stand on the floor
of the United States Senate and to rec-
ommend most strongly and without
any reservation whatsoever Dr.
Joycelyn Elders to become the next
Surgeon General of the United States
of America.

Mr. President, what time I have re-
maining I yield back to the distin-
guished Senator from Massachusetts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time? The Senator from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

I want to thank my good friend, the
Senator from Arkansas, Senator
PRYOR, as well as his colleague, Sen-
ator BUMPERS, for their eloquence and
their statements of support on behalf
of this nominee. This is not their first
time speaking in favor of the nominee,
both here in the United States Senate
and also in visiting with Members of
the Senate who have wanted additional
information about this candidate.

I think all of us who have listened to
them can certainly understand the
value of this particular individual and
this nominee, because both of these
friends of Joycelyn Elders know her
very well, know her family and, impor-
tantly, know the impact that she has
had on their home State because of
their own leadership positions in their
State and because of the wealth of
friends that they have and share in
common.

Rarely do we have colleagues who
can speak with such knowledge, such
awareness, such familiarity in regard
to a nominee. Many of us speak in
favor of nominees who come from our
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States and, on a number of occasions,
some of us have the good fortune to
know those nominees and can speak to
the Senate about them. But to hear
both of these friends and colleagues
speak about this nominee in the way
that they have and with the famili-
arity which they have I think ought to
be very reassuring to Members of this
body who may have been caught up
with some of the comments or state-
ments that have been portrayved as
being really reflective of the values
and positions of Joycelyn Elders.

Their statements and comments, I
think, have been a real service. They
have been enormously helpful. They
certainly have been helpful to me in
terms of our committee, and they
should be with regard to the Senate.

I again thank Senator PRYOR for an
excellent comment and statement. I
am glad to yield—how much time does
the Senator need?

Mr. SPECTER. Ten minutes.

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield 10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I note
that the Republican leader is coming
to the floor, and I am prepared to yield
to him if he is interested in that,
knowing his schedule. It may be even
busier than mine.

I thank the Senator from Massachu-
setts for yielding me 10 minutes.

Mr. President, I support the nomina-
tion of Dr. Elders based upon her back-
ground and experience as the director
of the Arkansas Department of Health,
based upon the record that that depart-
ment has made, based upon an inter-
view that I had with her in some depth,
and upon my genuine sense that the
President’'s nominees ought to be ac-
corded presumptions. Not that a nomi-
nee ought to be taken automatically,
but this is not a lifetime appointment
for the Supreme Court or Federal court
but is an appointment for Surgeon
General, a very important position.

I will make a comment or two on
that subject, reflecting on the very bit-
ter and divisive nomination proceeding
on this floor relating to Senator
Tower, which I think ought not to be
repeated, and noting that there was bi-
partisan support; that is, support from
both Republicans and Democrats in
committee, including the ranking
member, the senior Republican on the
committee, Senator NANCY KASSE-
BAUM, of Kansas.

I note at the outset, Mr. President,
that Dr. Elders has an extraordinary
record, really an American success
story. She came from a very small
town. She was born into a family which
did not have the amenities of life: No
electricity, no indoor bathrooms. The
population of her town in Arkansas
was fewer than 100.

I think of the town I grew up in, Rus-
sell, KS, a town of 5,000 people. I was
about to comment about my colleague,
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Senator DOLE, who comes from the
same small town, and how much more
difficult it is in a community the size
where Dr. Elders was born and raised. I
think about some of the farms around
Kansas where I worked as a teenager
which had no indoor bathrooms. It is
not the greatest place to work in the
summer in the harvest field. Certainly,
it is more difficult to grow up there.

She certainly has an outstanding
record: Valedictorian of her high
school class; subsequently graduating
magna cum laude in 3 years from col-
lege and then used the GI bill to fi-
nance her medical education at the
University of Arkansas College of Med-
icine where she was one of six African
Americans and the only woman.

Then, in her professional career, she
was on the faculty of the Arkansas Col-
lege of Medicine, full professor, a well-
known researcher in her field, and ulti-
mately she became the director of the
Arkansas Department of Health.

The statistics which I have seen and
heard—I am always just a little bit
concerned about statistics—but based
on the information provided to me, an
extraordinary record was achieved in
the childhood immunization rates,
with a marked increase from 34 percent
in 1989 to 60 percent in 1992 among 2-
vear-olds. Also, achieved under Dr. El-
ders’ leadership as Arkansas’' Health
Director was an increase in childhood
health screenings, something in the
range of 4,000 in 1988 to over 45,000 in
1992.

From all indications she had an ex-
traordinary record as head of the Ar-
kansas Department of Health.

I had a discussion with Dr. Elders and
I found her to be dynamic, involved,
and intelligent. I talked to her at some
length about the problems that I see on
the horizon of the American medical
field as we struggle in this body with
health care reform.

I have served as the ranking Repub-
lican on the Appropriations Sub-
committee for Health and Human Serv-
ices and have introduced legislation on
health care, a subject which has been
neglected too long by this body, a sub-
ject we should have taken up last year
or the year before.

I discussed with Dr. Elders the issue
of low-birthweight babies, a subject
that I became concerned about back in
1984 when I found that Pittsburgh had
among the highest infant mortality
rate for African-American children. At
that time, I introduced legislation on
the subject. It is a human tragedy, and
an enormous financial expense, more
than $150,000 in some cases, billions of
dollars involved, I found that Dr, El-
ders had a total grasp of that subject,
had worked in the field, and was pre-
pared to do more.

I talked to her about the issues of
terminal health care, where we find
that in the last few days or few weeks
of illness the expenses are enormous,
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and the fact that we do not have a na-
tional power of attorney so that people
can make a decision on what they
choose for themselves. Here again, I
found Dr. Elders to be a person with in-
depth knowledge of a subject that I
have worked on considerably.

On the subject of managed health
care, again, she had a total grasp and
an understanding of the subject.

I understand that there are some peo-
ple who are concerned about some of
her statements and some of her ideas. I
would suggest that there are sufficient
checks and balances on the Surgeon
General of the United States so that no
one is going to be able to come into
that position and carte blanche do
what she or he may please. There are
laws and checks and balances that will
see to it that Congress will have a role,
others in the executive branch will
have a role, the local school boards and
other State health departments will
have a role. It is not as dire a situation
in my judgment as some have por-
trayed.

I think back to the confirmation pro-
ceedings on Dr. C. Everett Koop to be
Surgeon General of the United States.
I recollect that at that time, given his
pro-life position, there were many on
the opposite side of the political spec-
trum who opposed him, were wary of
him, and were very concerned. Now you
find the same thing in a sense with Dr.
Elders who is pro-choice. Many on the
other side of the political spectrum are
concerned.

I had the privilege to introduce Dr.
Everett Koop to the Subcommittee on
Health and Human Services along with
my colleague, Senator Heinz. And I
think Dr. Koop became an extraor-
dinary and outstanding Surgeon Gen-
eral and left a mark of the highest
competence. And in so doing I think
Dr. Koop allayed all of the fears that
had been expressed about him when he
undertook the job.

Only time will tell precisely what Dr.
Elders will do if confirmed, and as I
speak, and as we are on the Senate
floor prepared to vote, it appears her
confirmation is a virtual certainty, so
that these words are not obviously
going to be determinative. But I did
want to say a few words about her and
about the process, and about the field
generally.

When the President of the United
States makes an appointment in the
nonjudicial context, it seems to me

that there ought to be significant def-.

erence to that individual nominee un-
less there is some really strong reason
for opposing the nomination. Histori-
cally the Senate has rejected relatively
few.

I think back to 1989, to the confirma-
tion proceedings involving Senator
John Tower and I submit that the U.S.
Senate was not at its best at that time.
While we do express our own views, and
I respect those who have spoken in op-
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position to Dr. Elders, it seems to me
that all factors considered, her back-
ground, her education, her professional
experience, my own sense of her in the
interview, the hearings which were
held, the bipartisan support, Repub-
lican as well as Democratic, including
the ranking member of the committee,
that she warrants confirmation today.

I thank the Chair. I yield the floor.

Mr. DOLE addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yvields time?

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, has leader
time been reserved?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

The Republican leader is recognized.

TRIBUTE TO MARK HATFIELD

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to one of our col-
leagues who made a little history dur-
ing the August recess.

August 27 was the 9,726th day that
MARK HATFIELD has served in the U.S.
Senate.

And it was also the day when MARK
HATFIELD became the longest serving
U.S. Senator in Oregon history, break-
ing the record of the great Senator
Charles McNary.

Senator HATFIELD's record of service
to Oregon is truly remarkable.

Beginning with his election to the
Oregon State House of Representatives
43 years ago this November, he has suc-
cessively served 4 years in the Oregon
State House of Representatives, 2 years
in the Oregon State Senate, 2 years as
Oregon Secretary of State, 8 years as
Governor, and 26 years as U.S. Senator.

In all this time, MARK HATFIELD has
never lost an election, never lost the
trust and confidence of his constitu-
ents, and never lost the total respect
and admiration of his colleagues in the
Senate.

No matter whether you agree with
him or not, everyone who has had the
privilege of serving with him, knows
that MARK HATFIELD is a man of integ-
rity, and that his word is his bond.

Mr. President, Harry Truman once
said that “If you want a friend in
Washington, buy a dog.” I suspect that
every Member of this Chamber would
join me in amending that statement,
and in saying that “If you want a
friend in Washington, get to know
MARK HATFIELD."

I especially remember the friendship
that Senator HATFIELD forged with our
former colleague, John Stennis, when
they served as the chairman and rank-
ing member of the Appropriations
Committee. And those of us here in
1973 recall that when Senator Stennis
was shot by a burglar, it was Senator
HATFIELD who rushed to the hospital
and took command of a telephone
switchboard that was overwhelmed
with calls.

A former political science professor,
Senator HATFIELD is nationally known
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as a scholar of American Presidents—
especially Herbert Hoover and Abra-
ham Lincoln.

As some may know, Senator HAT-
FIELD's conference room in his Wash-
ington office contains a very impres-
sive display of Lincoln portraits and
memorabilia.

It was Horace Greeley who once said
that Lincoln made himself a leader “‘by
dint of firm resolve, patient effort, and
dogged perseverance.”

The same can be said about MARK
HATFIELD, and I know all Members of
this body join me in saluting our friend
and colleague on his record-breaking
service to Oregon.

MIDDLE EAST: PROSPECTS FOR
PEACE?

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, the Gov-
ernment of Israel and Palestinian lead-
ers are only days away from finalizing
a historic peace agreement. This set-
tlement will not only usher in a new
era of peace between Palestinians and
Israelis, but could serve as the gateway
to a broader peace in the Middle East.

Two years ago, when the Bush ad-
ministration launched the effort to
bring Israeli, Palestinian, Jordanian,
Syrian, and Lebanese representatives
together, the idea of peace in the Mid-
dle East sounded far-fetched and ideal-
istie.

When the Clinton administration
took office, it decided to continue the
U.S. role as facilitator in negotiations
among the parties in the Middle East.
And, as we have learned in recent days,
the Government of Norway also played
a key facilitating role.

In retrospect, one can see that the
Bush administration’'s initiative
sparked a chain reaction which eventu-
ally made the unthinkable—peace be-
tween Israelis and Palestinians—think-
able.

But, it was not only thinking the un-
thinkable that has made the idea of a
Mideast peace an achievable reality. It
took courage—the courage of Israeli
leaders and Palestinian leaders to
break out of old patterns of behavior
and to create the foundation for a gen-
uine peace, starting with self-rule for
the Palestinian people and mutual rec-
ognition.

It took insight, on the part of Israeli
and Palestinian leaders, to recognize
the benefits that peace can bring to
their respective people. It also took
real leadership to act decisively in
order that the cycle of violence can be
broken.

What will it take to establish the
conditions for a broader peace in the
Middle East? First, it will take genuine
support for the Israeli-Palestinian pact
from neighbor states and the other
Arab States. The majority of Arab
League states appear to support the
deal. I am pleased that King Hussein
backs the agreement and has commit-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

ted Jordan to play an active role in
working out critical issues, in particu-
lar the fate of hundreds of thousands of
Palestinian refugees.

I am also encouraged by news reports
that the gulf states have endorsed the
agreement and hope that they will lend
their financial support for the proposed
emergency fund to help establish self-
rule. While Lebanon’s Prime Minister
has criticized some aspects of the pact,
he has clearly stated that his govern-
ment will not obstruct the agreement.
However, I am concerned about the
news reports regarding President
Assad's position on the Israeli-Pal-
estinian accord. Syria's support for
this agreement, as well as for contin-
ued negotiations toward a broader
peace accord, is critical.

In the coming weeks and months it is
essential that all of the parties in the
Middle East commit to stay the course
and that the United States continues
its role in hosting and facilitating the
negotiations.

Yes, there are those who oppose
peace. The strongest opposition to this
peace plan and a broader peace agree-
ment will come from radicals and ex-
tremists on all sides. And, let us not
forget terrorists—peace could put them
out of business.

However, Mr. President, I believe
that the majority of Israelis and Pal-
estinians support the move toward
peace. It will not be easy, especially at
first, but only peace can bring true
prosperity to Israelis, Palestinians, and
the other nations in the Middle East.

EVENTS OF THE PAST FEW WEEKS

Mr. DOLE. Mr, President, contrary to
what some may think, the world con-
tinues to spin while Congress is not in
session, and I want to take a few min-
utes this morning to comment on some
events of the past few weeks, and to
look ahead to the upcoming congres-
sional agenda.

Before I do, however, I also want to
welcome my colleagues and President
Clinton back to Washington. Yester-
day's Washington Post quoted White
House officials as saying that the
President has returned from his vaca-
tion committed to moving his adminis-
tration away from the left, and back
toward the mainstream.

I join with my colleagues on the Re-
publican side of the aisle in hoping this
report is true, and in inviting the
President to join those of us who have
been fighting for mainstream America.

We look forward to working with
President Clinton on a number of is-
sues of great importance to America
and the world. But we also want to
make it clear that we are not ready to
discard the beliefs that have united us
over the past months: Our belief in the
American people, and in their ability
to take risks, work hard, create jobs,
and to achieve their dreams.
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This belief—and not some partisan
political urge to obstruct—was the glue
that held Republicans together during
this summer’s budget debate.

Simply put, Mr. President, we be-
lieved then—and continue to believe
now—that Government can not tax,
spend, or mandate America into pros-
perity. In our view, growth, prosperity,
and a vibrant economy can only be
achieved by promoting and rewarding
risk-taking, initiative, and hard work.

HEALTH CARE

The details of President Clinton's
long-awaited health care reform plan
have been leaking out these past
weeks, and a full-scale announcement
is scheduled for September 22.

I understand he could not do it Mon-
day night because of football, and on
Tuesday night there was ‘““Roseanne,”
so they chose Wednesday night. I am
not certain who gets bumped on
Wednesday night.

I know I speak for all my Republican
colleagues in saying that we are ready
and willing to work with the President
on a health care reform plan.

Our goal is to achieve a plan that
will help strengthen our economy and
make America more competitive. That
means a plan that reduces costs and in-
creases access. It does not mean a plan
that reduces innovation and choice,
and which increases taxes and man-
dates on small business.

I met with quite a few small busi-
nessmen and women during the recess,
Mr, President, and no doubt about it—
they're nervous.

Small businesses have been the en-
gine that spurred America’s growth in
the 1980's—firms with fewer than 500
employees accounted for 10 million of
the decade’s 18.4 million new jobs.

That record of success and growth is
now endangered. Endangered because
President Clinton’s budget bill has
raised their taxes. And many are react-
ing the only way they can. By cutting
costs. By not buying that piece of
equipment. By not hiring that new
worker, or opening that new office.

And now they're reading reports that
the President’s health care plan will
involve a big increase in their payroll
tax. And that will mean further cut-
backs, fewer purchases, and fewer new
jobs.

It has taken the President, Mrs. Clin-
ton, and other administration officials
8 months to put their plan together.
And I suspect that it might take Con-
gress that long to analyze the plan,
talk to the American people, and sug-
gest improvements.

I believe that health care reform of-
fers a unique opportunity for Govern-
ment to prove to the American people
that it can work. Let us not blow that
opportunity by rushing through legis-
lation that will put Americans out of
work, or by dismissing those who
might oppose the Clinton plan as noth-
ing more than a special interest.
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NAFTA

During the recess, Mr. President, I
joined a number of my colleagues in
meeting with President Salinas in
Mexico City. I took the occasion to af-
firm with President Salinas my strong
support of NAFTA, and my belief that
it will create jobs and raise the stand-
ard of living in the United States, Mex-
ico, and Canada.

That is a message I will be repeating
in the coming weeks, and it is a mes-
sage that President Clinton must re-
peat if he is to achieve passage of
NAFTA.

Let me be blunt in saying that those
of us who support NAFTA have a hard
fight ahead of us. Many members of the
President’'s party—including some of
the House leadership—have pledged to
do all they can to kill this most impor-
tant trade agreement. They have also
spent a great deal of time spreading a
great deal of misinformation about
NAFTA.

I said earlier, Mr. President, that the
underlying belief of the Republican
Party is a belief in the American peo-
ple, and in their ability. That is not a
belief shared by many who are oppos-
ing NAFTA.

These handwringers believe that
America simply cannot compete on a
level playing field. And by saying that
NAFTA will result in businesses leav-
ing America for Mexico, they are say-
ing that they do not believe in the
skills and productiveness of American
workers, and they do not trust Amer-
ican business men and women to look
at the national interest, as well as the
bottom line.

Keep in mind that every time Mexico
spends a dollar for imports, 70 cents of
that dollar is spent in the United
States of America. There are 700,000
jobs right now in America—jobs in
America—creating consumer items
that are exported to Mexico.

We need to get information out and
educate the American people. Those on
the opposite side have had weeks and
weeks and months and months to paint
a negative picture of NAFTA, and I am
prepared, as my colleagues are, to work
with the President.

REINVENTING GOVERNMENT

Given the controversy that will sur-
round health care and NAFTA, no one
would begrudge the Clinton adminis-
tration advancing an idea guaranteed
to win universal proposal. And no
doubt about it, they might have found
just such an idea in Vice President
GORE's series of proposals aimed at re-
inventing government, because almost
every American will tell you that gov-
ernment is too big and wastes too
much money.

While I have not yet studied the
Vice-President’s plan in detail, I am
concerned that instead of putting our
bloated bureaucracy on a strict no-fat
diet, it just suggests that it could do
without a few snacks. And if the Presi-
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dent and Vice President are interested
in reducing the size and scope of gov-
ernment, then Republicans have some
ideas for them.

Ideas like taking a hard look at what
government should and shouldn’t do—
and eliminating some programs. I re-
member that every time President
Reagan questioned the need for Am-
trak or any number of other govern-
ment programs, my friends on the
other side of the aisle would respond
with horror.

I also hope that any savings realized
by the Vice President’s proposals won't
simply be used to fund new programs
and bureaucracies which this adminis-
tration has consistently advanced.

ADDITIONAL SPENDING CUTS

I am afraid, however, that funding
new programs might be exactly what
this administration has in mind.

We all remember that in order to
convince enough wavering Democrats
to vote for his budget, President Clin-
ton had to promise that he would sub-
mit a package of spending cuts to be
voted on this fall.

According to OMB Director Panetta,
those additional cuts are being delayed
until after Congress completes action
on all of the regular appropriations
bills—some time in mid-to-late Octo-
ber.

I hope that those who urged the
President to cut spending this year rec-
ognize that this delay means that these
cuts may no longer be dedicated to def-
icit reduction. Instead, as I said, they
will probably become offsets for Presi-
dent Clinton's proposed spending in-
creases.

I would just suggest that Republicans
are not interested in proposing addi-
tional cuts so that Democrats can
spend the money somewhere else. If
President Clinton wants Republican
support for this effort, he should allow
us to use any budget savings to go to
deficit reduction, or to offset the unfair
retroactive tax increases on small busi-
ness and the elderly which were con-
tained in the budget bill.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS—BOSNIA/SOMALIA

Let me conclude, Mr. President, by
sharing some deep concerns I have over
the administration's policy toward two
international hot spots—Somalia and
Bosnia.

Last week, I sent President Clinton a
letter outlining my belief that the
weight of U.S. leadership is being
brought to bear in an area where we do
not have a national interest, and not
being brought to bear in an area where
we do have an interest.

While I strongly supported the hu-
manitarian mission in Somalia, I do
not see the need for America to con-
tinue a lead role in the missions of pur-
suing Somali warlords and of nation
building. I believe it's time for Amer-
ica to disengage and turn over the
reins to the United Nations and to Af-
rica countries who have a clear stake
in the stability of the area.
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In contrast to Somalia, what is at
stake in Bosnia is more than just
Bosnia—it is the future of the inter-
national order. And one has to wonder
how we can support nation building in
Somalia, while, at the same time, we
sit quietly by and watch the wholesale
destruction of Bosnia and her people.

I am very disturbed with the Clinton
administration’s statements that the
United States will accept any Bosnia
settlement which is agreed to by all
parties. This approach guarantees that
the party with the greatest strength
and the most territory will dictate the
terms of the settlement. As the
Bosnian Foreign Minister, Haris
Silajdzic, said a few days ago, this is
the rule of force, not the rule of law.

Let me add, Mr. President, that my
hopes and prayers—and I know the
hopes and prayers of all those in this
Chamber—are with those who are seek-
ing to achieve peace in the Middle
East. No area has seen more tragedy,
terrorism, and bloodshed in recent
times, and no area is more needy of a
true and lasting peace.

Mr. President, there is much on
which President Clinton and I will
agree in the coming months. And,
there is probably much on which we
will disagree. That is the nature of our
democracy, which allows for competing
ideas and competing philosophies.

Over the past year, I have been privi-
leged to meet with delegations from
many countries who are finally free
after decades of rule by one philosophy.
They come here not seeking money—
rather, they come seeking inspiration
and encouragement. They tell me that
““We want to be like you. We want to be
like America.”

My job—and the job of all Ameri-
cans—in the coming months is to en-
sure that America does not turn away
from the principles that have brought,
and can continue to bring growth, pros-
perity, and freedom to America and to
all those who seek the American
dream.

R —

NOMINATION OF M. JOYCELYN EL-
DERS, OF ARKANSAS, TO BE
SURGEON GENERAL OF THE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

The Senate continued with the con-
sideration of the nomination.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I yield my-
self 20 minutes on the time controlled
by Senator NICKLES in opposition to
the nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi is recognized for
20 minutes.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, like most
Senators, I spent a good bit of time
during the month of August traveling
the length and breadth of my State.
Many of the issues that my constitu-
ents spoke to me about were the same
ones that the distinguished Republican
leader just talked about.
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The biggest issue while I was home
clearly was the impact of the recently
passed tax package. People are still
concerned about what the impact
would be, how would it affect them and
the economy, and the economy in our
State. Were there some good features
in the package? More than anything
else, I found that a lot of small busi-
nessmen and women are very worried
about the impact on their businesses
and what they can do to deal with it in
terms of being subchapter S corpora-
tions. Should they switch to regular C
corporations? They are worried about
the retroactivity provisions, and they
also worry about the possibility of ad-
ditional mandated benefits being re-
quired from the employers? What
would that do, and what further impact
would that have? More than anything
else, I found that my constituents were
worried about the economy and the im-
pact of the tax reconciliation package
the Senate passed the night we went
out of session.

A lot of them also asked about health
care reform and what it is going to be
like. Will it provide more or less health
care? How much will it cost and who
pays? There are a lot of concerns. Gen-
erally, they do not have a preconceived
notion of what must or must not be
done. They want to make sure it is fair
and that they can afford it, and that
some of the things that need to be done
are done.

I think the jury is out on what we
will need to do in terms of health care
reform, at least in my State of Mis-
sissippi. People ask a lot about
NAFTA. I think that the majority
probably indicated they thought it was
something we should do, but they had
legitimate questions, questions that I
am going to ask about the side agree-
ments that have been reached now on
that treaty affecting labor and envi-
ronmental guestions.

I will be seeking those answers and I
will try to communicate that to my
constituency.

In certain parts of the State people
are very alarmed about the continuing
increase in crime, drug-related crime,
senseless crime where people are killed
in drive-by shootings, even in Jackson,
MS. It is not just in Washington, DC,
or big cities of this country, it is all
over America. And people want to
know whether there is something more
we can do to deal with crime and crimi-
nals in America.

That is a very legitimate question.
And I hope that this body will soon get
together—hopefully in a bipartisan
way—on a reform of criminal laws and
some changes that will help our people
be able to deal with this very serious
problem and help our local law enforce-
ment people to be able to do their job.

Other than those four areas, the
thing that surprised me the most was
the number of questions I got about ap-
pointments to the new administration,
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specifically about the nomination of
Dr. Joycelyn Elders to be the Surgeon
General.

All over the State, from one end to
the other, people asked about that
nomination and expressed their con-
cern and their opposition to this nomi-
nee to be Surgeon General.

I want to emphasize, nothing that
they said and nothing I say here today
is intended in any way to diminish or
take away from the outstanding record
that has been achieved by this nomi-
nee. She certainly should be com-
mended for the very humble beginning
that she had in Arkansas. Many of us
are familiar with that type of rise. In
my State of Mississippi, a neighboring
State, there are people who started out
with poverty and nothing to show in
terms of financial well-being but have
gone on to get an education and do a
good job in their profession. And cer-
tainly she has done that and should be
commended for it.

But the guestion here is, should she
be Surgeon General of the United
States? And when I hear Senators
stand and endorse her nomination, I
have to listen to that. Senator PRYOR
from Arkansas is certainly a respected
Senator, and you pay careful attention
when he makes his comments support-
ing her nomination.

But I think that this nomination will
be a mistake. I think President Clinton
will live to regret this nominee unless
she makes substantial changes from
her conduct of the past.

Here, today, I do not wish to repeat
things that were said back in late July
and August. They are a matter of
record. And I do not want to go over
things that perhaps have been said
today. So I will not get into the details
of my concern about the defective
condoms that were distributed in Ar-
kansas, the way they were distributed.
I am not going to get into the debate
back and forth about exactly what hap-
pened with the very anti-Catholic re-
marks Dr. Elders has made. Perhaps
she has sufficiently explained that or
apologized. But there are very strong
feelings that she has shown at least in-
sensitivity by her remarks.

I think that she responded as best she
could and I think to the satisfaction of
most Senators to the allegations re-
garding her taxes and bank problems.
Perhaps they were problems, but I
think she has answered to those and
they are a matter of record and Sen-
ators can review them and make a de-
cision based on that. I think probably
she regrets the comments she has made
about abortion lowering the number of
Down's syndrome babies born. But I
think they are very serious and have to
be weighed. I will not get into those.

I once again want to ask my col-
leagues to review her record and listen
to her comments. Her own words are
what condemn her, not allegations. It
is what she has said in a number of
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areas that really cause me serious con-
cern about her intent and her positions
and her feelings and her combativeness
in responding to people who disagree
with her.

I want to read just a few passages—
first I ask unanimous consent that a
Washington Post article of February
16, 1993, entitled ‘‘Dr. Elder's Prescrip-
tion for Battle; Outspoken and
Upfront, Here's Clinton's Pick for Sur-
geon General,”” be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD as follows:

[From the Washington Post, Feb, 16, 1993]
DR. ELDERS' PRESCRIPTION FOR BATTLE; OUT-

SPOKEN AND TUPFRONT, HERE's CLINTON'S

PICK FOR SURGEON GENERAL

(By Paul Hendrickson)

You might say she's got a sense of humor.
On her desk at the Arkansas Health Depart-
ment is an “Ozark Rubber Plant."” Its stalks
are sprouting curled condoms. They look so
odd, these little yellow circles of latex sit-
ting in a fake clay pot on the desk of the sur-
geon general-designate of the United States.
There's a note attached: Blooms mostly at
night. Blooms vary in length, depending on
owner. Blooms may wilt in chilly atmos-
phere.

You might say she's folks. Not for her the
opera or a highfalutin Little Rock dinner
party. Joycelyn Elders will take varsity bas-
ketball games at Hall High every time.
That’s where her husband, Oliver Elders, is
head coach. He's the winningest active high
school coach in the state, and nobody in the
state calls him Oliver Edlers. They call him
Coach. And enough people call her *“Coach’s
wife,"” no matter that she's been director of
the 2,600-person state health department for
the past five years and is due in several
months—pending her confirmation—to move
north to the capital of craftiness, where
she’ll serve as a goad to the country's health
conscience, a kind of burr under the saddle of
our medical-cum-moral complacencies.

4 Which is basically what surgeons general
0.

(On game nights, Coach’s wife is the one in
the stands at Hall High screaming at the ref-
erees when a close call goes the other way.
‘‘She’s got a mouth on her, I'll tell you that™
is the way Little Rockians invariably seem
to describe Hall's number one fan. When TV
reporters are hunting for the doctor, as they
have been lately, they know where to take
their cameras.)

You might say she's plain-spoken. She
once described some of her antiabortion op-
ponents on the Christian right as “very reli-
glous non-Christlans.” That got their hack-
les up, which seems to have been the idea.
Here's something else she's said about var-
fous Arkansas antiabortion forces and Chris-
tian family groups who've tried to oppose
her health agendas, especially those agendas
having to do with the problem of pregnant
teenagers: ‘‘Yeah, they love little babies, as
long as they're in somebody else’s uterus.”

That's fairly mild, as hip-shooting
Elderisms go. The doctor once called a con-
servative Christian foe ‘“mean, ugly and
evil.” The fellow had tried to take her to
court several times as a way of blocking her
budget proposals before the state legislature.

Her battles with the legislature itself are
legendary in Arkansas.

Not the least of her hot-potato proposals
during her five-year tenure has been the dis-
pensing of contraceptives from school-based
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clinics. According to Elders, no more than
five high schools in the state currently have
clinics that give out contraceptives to stu-
dents, the chief reason being that the local
school boards, which tend to be conservative,
get to decide.

But the doctor keeps pushing.

“The best way to stop an abortion is to
stop an unplanned pregnancy,’’ she says.

“I've gotten to where I've turned rattle-
snake, I zap 'em,” she says of those who'd
make her out as some vile polluter of the
young. “People will stand up and tell me,
‘But black people like to have their children
young.’ I tell them that's a lie. Black par-
ents don’t want their teenage children to
have bables any more than white parents or
any other parents do. I remember a white
lady was going on at a meeting once. It was
a couple years ago: ‘I'm so good,” she said.
‘I've given maternity clothes and a ham-
burger to these poor black teenage mothers.’
I couldn't take it. I stood up and said, ‘Ma-
dame, you can't out-black me, I've been
black 57 years.' I said, ‘Madame, I've never
known a woman yet who needed an abortion
who wasn't already pregnant. That's the
problem you won't address.'™’

She recounts this all bright-eyed and grav-
elly voiced, as though spoiling for a fight
this minute. You ask if she thinks she'll
enjoy her upcoming job. “There's no ques-
tion I will enjoy, truly enjoy, being surgeon
general with Bill Clinton. The surgeon gen-
eral really does have a bully pulpit, you
know, and I'll use it."” Will she tone it down?
“I never learned to tone it down."”

Last month Bill Clinton's nominee in-
formed the American Medical News (an offi-
clal publication of the American Medical As-
sociation) that teenage mothers and their
babies make up America’s newest slave class.
That got people’s attention. She was quoted
as saying, “If Medicaid does not pay for
abortions, does not pay for family planning,
but pays for prenatal care and delivery,
that's saying: “I'll pay for you to have an-
other good, healthy slave, but I won't pay for
you to use your brain and make choices for
yourself. * * * If you are poor and ignorant,
you are a slave.”

Like any Southern preacher, Joycelyn El-
ders talks in ftalics. And knows the secret of
drumming the word that'll carry the song.

“*I'm about what I'm about,” she says. “I'm
golng to go up there being nobody but me.”

A little shake of her head, delighted. It
makes her perm bounce. Can’t wait.

WHERE SHE COMES FROM

She's 59 years old. She's been a pediatric
endocrinologist, studying diabetes and thy-
roid problems and growth disorders in chil-
dren, for close to three decades. She takes
her coffee black. She'll eat pizza and bar-
becue and collard greens and a lot of other
things that aren't wonderful for your heart
or waistline. She's published more than 150
research articles in scholarly journals. She's
the mother of two grown sons. She tends to
talk with her hands. She tends to recycle her
best lines. She likes to dress in shades of red,
especially when she's taking on the state
legislature. There's a monster rock on one
finger. She got married on Valentine's Day
1960.

Visitors to her home (it's out south of
town, a huge, splendiferous ranch-style place
made of native stone and timbers) are apt to
get a tour of the master bathroom. Don't
laugh, it's an amazing bathroom—three or
four people could get a bath in it at once. It's
right off her and Coach's bedroom. “We can
both come in here and have a fight, solve all
our problems,” she says, holding open the
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door and standing aside. "I just love this
bathroom, and so does Oliver. We've had
some of our best talks in here. Fights too."”

Out back is the barbecue pit. Previous oc-
cupant put it in. **You could put a whole cow
in it,"” she says, still wide-eyed.

But what is she about?

She's an advocate of Norplant for welfare
mothers who want it. She thinks ‘“‘appro-
priate, age-based"” sex education should
begin as early as kindergarten. She wants
even the poorest citizens in this country to
have easy access to preventive health care
and comprehensive health education. She
supports a physiclan's right to prescribe
marijuana for a patient. She urges an in-
creasing use of nurse midwives and nurse
practitioners, and not only in rural areas.
But more than anything else, the incoming
surgeon general—who of course must get
past a Senate committee that Iincludes
Strom Thurmond and Orrin Hatch—wants to
use her time in Washington to fight teenage
pregnancy. In Arkansas the teen pregnancy
rate is the second-highest in the nation, and
the mere mention of this gives her pain.

“I'm not about abortions,” she says. “I'm
about preventing pregnancy. Which would in
turn prevent abortions.”

She'll say: “I don't love [another person]
enough to make an abortion decision. * * * I
feel that's a decision for a woman and her
significant other and her God."”

She'll say: “All I want is every child born
in America to be a planned, wanted child.”

Pressed under glass on the conference table
in Joyce Elders's Little Rock office s a piece
of paper with this on it: “Remember always
to be grateful for the millions of people ev-
erywhere whose despicable habits make
health education necessary."”

She was the only woman in her 1960 grad-
uating class at the University of Arkansas
College of Medicine. She went away to frigid
Minnesota for an internship and came home
and eventually made chief resident. A black
woman, in a Southern medical school, with
nine white male residents under her.

Mr. LOTT. So the entire article is in
the RECORD. I want to read a few para-
graphs or sentences that sort of sym-
bolize what causes me concern. It
starts off by saying:

You might say she's got a sense of humor.
On her desk at the Arkansas Health Depart-
ment Is an “*Ozark Rubber Plant." Its stalks
are sprouting curled condoms. They look so
odd, these little yellow circles of latex sit-
ting in a fake clay pot on the desk of the
Surgeon General-designate of the United
States. There's a note attached: Blooms
mostly at night. Blooms vary in length, de-
pending on owner., Blooms may wilt in chilly
atmosphere.

Maybe that is humorous, but I really
do not think it is too funny for a per-
son that you are going to confirm to
the highest medical position in the
country. I think this is at least very
inappropriate.

Further down it says:

You might say she’s plainspoken.

You can say that again.

She once described some of her anti-
abortion opponents on the Christian right as
“yery religlous non-Christians.” That got
their hackles up, which seems to have been
the Idea. Here's something else she's said
about various Arkansas antiabortion forces
and Christian family groups who've tried to
oppose her health agenda, especially that
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agenda having to do with the problem of
pregnant teenagers: “Yeah, they love little
babies, as long as they're in somebody else's
uterus."

Then further on over in the article, it
says:

You ask if she thinks she'll enjoy her up-
coming job. ‘“There’'s no question I will
enjoy, truly enjoy, being Surgeon General
with Bill Clinton. The Surgeon General real-
ly does have a bully pulpit, you know, and
I'll use it.” Will she tone it down? “I never
learned to tone it down."

I was talking to one of her supporters
today and they were saying, well, she
will grow with the job and she has
learned from these confirmation hear-
ings. Maybe she needs to tone down her
approach, they said. And clearly she
does. And if she is confirmed I cer-
tainly hope she will. But in her own
words she said she never had learned to
tone it down.

One of the things in this article that
was referred to earlier in the summer,
in July, that I have to refer to again
because of my great concern about
what she was advocating here. It says:

She is advocate of Norplant for welfare
mothers who want it. She thinks *“‘appro-
priate, age-based” sex education should
begin as early as kindergarten.

Two problems with that. First, advo-
cating Norplant—the quote actually
had to do with prostitutes. Norplant is
a birth control device that is inserted
in the arm. What about the exposure to
AIDS and other disease? You give these
people a false sense of protection, of
safety, and yet they are exposed not
only to pregnancy in these relation-
ships, they are exposed to all kinds of
terrible diseases. We should not be ad-
vocating the false hope of Norplant as
the solution to some of the problems
we have in this country.

And sex education as early as kinder-
garten: I really have to question that.
Also, if you take a look at some of the
material that she advocated to bhe
taught in kindergarten, I think you
would be very shocked.

So, these are the types of things—
these are just some quotes from a
Washington Post article, obviously a
paper that supports her nomination.

Just a couple of other quotes or is-
sues where she has indicated what her
position would be.

Appearing on the *‘MacNeil/Lehrer
News Hour,”” Dr. Elders asserted 60 per-
cent of American children are ‘‘un-
planned and unwanted.” Sixty percent?
I do not believe that. And what does
she propose we do about it—condoms
and abortions. I do not think this
should be the principal position of the
Surgeon General of the United States.

Here is what she has to say about the
teenage pregnancy rate in her own
State of Arkansas: “*Poverty and igno-
rance and the Bible Belt mentality"
are the reasons why Arkansas ranks as
the second highest State in the Nation
in teenage pregnancy. I believe some
Arkansas folks do not think too much
of that particular comment.
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I could go on. We all know the situa-
tion with this nominee. It appears to
me she will be confirmed. If she is, I
wish her well. She may turn out to be
a great Surgeon General and I hope she
will be. But I have to vote my own con-
science and my constituency'’s.

I have given the President of the
United States the benefit of the doubt
on 98 percent of his nominees. I have
supported most of his nominees. I have
even spoken for some of them, but
there are a few where the balance is
just too heavy the other way. And Dr.
Elders is a classic example of whom we
should not have in this very important
position.

Let me begin to close with this
quote, and this is a quote from Bill
Jones who is past president of the Ar-
kansas Medical Society, again in the
Washington Post December 17, 1992. He
says:

She, Dr. Joycelyn Elders, is a rabble rous-
er. She polarizes people pretty quickly.

Is this who we want in the position of
Surgeon General? We need a healer in
the position of Surgeon General, not
someone who cannot control what they
have to say and actually wind up polar-
izing the American people.

This nominee deserves a lot of rec-
ognition for what she has accomplished
in life, but I think that her comments
show divisiveness and insensitivity and
intolerance and nonhealing. That is
not the person we need in the position
of Surgeon General. Therefore, I oppose
this nomination and I urge my col-
leagues to review the record, look at
her quotes, look at her record as a mat-
ter of fact even in Arkansas, and then
make a decision of how to vote.

Mr. President, I yield the floor at
this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

The Senator from Kansas [Mrs.
KASSEBAUM].

Mrs. KASSEBAUM. Mr. President, I
yield myself 5 minutes or as much time
as I may need.

Mr. President, as Surgeon General of
the United States, Dr. Elders will be
the Nation's most recognized public
health advocate.

Dr. Elders is a distinguished pediatri-
cian and medical scholar with strong
credentials for this position. Prior to
serving as the Arkansas director of
health, Dr. Elders served as an Army
doctor and as a member of the faculty
of the University of Arkansas Medical
School.

There is no question that Dr. Elders
is academically and professionally
qualified to serve as the Surgeon Gen-
eral of the United States. Nevertheless,
this is an extremely controversial nom-
ination.

Several specific allegations regarding
Dr. Elders' finances were thoroughly
addressed in her confirmation hearing
before the Senate Committee on Labor
and Human Resources. I will speak to
some of those allegations in a moment.
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However, it seems to me that the real
crux of the controversy is the set of is-
sues Dr. Elders has chosen to empha-
size during her career and the manner
in which she has presented those is-
sues. Having spent the August recess in
Kansas, I can say that these are the
concerns which were raised repeatedly
about Dr. Elders.

Speaking for myself, I have been
troubled from the beginning by the
way in which Dr. Elders presents her
views on issues such as abortion,
condoms, and teenage pregnancy. The
words she has chosen are not ones I
would use. Moreover, I do not believe
that any of us are particularly com-
fortable discussing these issues in com-
mittee or on the floor of the Senate.

Although the choice of words is often
not as important as the underlying pol-
icy, the job of Surgeon General is one
where delivery and choice of words are
critical to the position’s success.

Whatever doubts there may be about
Dr. Elders as the messenger, there can
be no doubt about the importance of
her message. Teenage pregnancy is a
serious and growing problem, and we
face a grim future indeed if it is not ad-
dressed.

Dealing with this issue has proved to
be a baffling and frustrating task. It is
tragic that far too many parents have
shirked their responsibility to guide
and discipline their children. There
simply is no satisfactory substitute for
strong parenting in terms of instilling
the values and the hope which inspires
responsible behavior by young people.

The sad reality is that many young
people do not or cannot rely on the
support and guidance of their parents.
Dr. Elders is faced with that reality.

She has attempted to deal with that
reality by sending loud, clear, and—
yes—flamboyant messages. However
uncomfortable I or other Members of
this body may be with her words, I be-
lieve she should be heard. She deserves
the chance to try to reach young peo-
ple who no one else seems to be able to
reach.

In the final analysis, my decision to
support Dr. Elders' nomination was
based on the hope that she will be able
to strike a chord with young people
whom I could never dream of reaching.

In all the furor over the messenger,
there are some important aspects of
Dr. Elders’ message that I believe
should be emphasized.

First of all, Dr. Elders does support
school-based health clinics—a position
which is unpopular with many. What
may have gotten lost, however, is the
fact that Dr. Elders also believes that
this is an issue to be decided at the
local level—not the State and not the
Federal Government. It is Dr. Elders’
belief that it is the responsibility of
local school boards to decide whether a
school-based clinic should be estab-
lished and what services that clinic
should provide. That is the approach
she took in Arkansas.
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In addition, Dr. Elders supports the
distribution of condoms at school-
based clinics. At the same time, she
recognizes that parents are ultimately
responsible for their children. Her pol-
icy is that parents should decide if the
clinic can provide their child with
condoms or any other services.

With respect to abortion, Dr. Elders
supports a woman's right to chose her
reproductive options. As Dr. Elders
noted in her testimony before the
Labor Committee, she is ‘‘not about
abortion,” but she is about avoiding
unwanted pregnancies.

I appreciated Dr. Elders’ frank state-
ments that the only sure way to avoid
an unwanted pregnancy or a sexually
transmitted disease is to abstain from
sexual activity. She stresses that par-
ents have an obligation to ensure that
their children fully understand the
risks of engaging in such activity.

In response to one of my questions,
Dr. Elders noted:

I believe that abstinence * * * is what 1
have taught my children. Every parent I
know, I feel, supports and teaches absti-
nence. Every preacher I know supports and
teaches abstinence. But we know that some-
times they are not abstinent. * * * If you
can't be abstinent, I want you to be respon-
sible.

Before closing, I would like briefly to
review some of the other issues raised
with respect to Dr. Elders—as these
matters were the subject of intense
scrutiny by the committee and they
have been raised again during floor de-
bate of the nomination.

A great deal of attention has been
given to the failure of Dr. Elders' hus-
band to pay social security taxes for
the woman who took care of her moth-
er-in-law. A power-of-attorney was
given to her husband to act on behalf
of his mother.

Dr. Elders' husband should have
opened a joint bank account with his
mother, and he should have paid Social
Security taxes on the woman who took
care of his mother. He did not. Rather,
he deposited his mother’s Social Secu-
rity check into a joint account he had
with Dr. Elders. This joint account
made Dr. Elders technically liable for
her husband’'s failure to pay taxes on
behalf of his mother. In short, Dr. El-
ders was liable primarily because her
husband deposited his mother’s checks
into the wrong account.

Much has also been said about Dr. El-
ders’ role as a director of a community
bank cited for mismanagement by Fed-
eral bank regulators. Dr. Elders was
reprimanded along with the other bank
board directors for failing to supervise
properly the bank’s management. Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I had the FBI review
the bank situation in detail. Dr. Elders
did not engage in self-dealing or im-
proper personal profit at the bank.

Some have suggested that there has
been an inordinate delay with respect
to Senate consideration of this nomi-
nation. To the contrary, I believe the
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Senate has moved expeditiously—par-
ticularly considering the number of
matters requiring investigation by the
committee. It has been hinted that a 1-
week postponement of the original
hearing date was some type of blatant
delaying tactic. That is not the case.
The hearing was postponed by mutual
agreement between Senator KENNEDY
and me because additional time was
needed to obtain documents pertinent
to the nomination.

Moreover, Dr. Elders was formally
nominated on July l—shortly before
the Senate adjourned for the Fourth of
July recess. We will vote on her nomi-
nation today. Compared with the 11
months which intervened between Dr.
Koop’'s nomination and his confirma-
tion by the Senate, I do not believe the
Elders nomination has taken an unrea-
sonable period of time.

Dr. Elders is a hard worker who un-
derstands firsthand many of the public
health challenges confronting our Na-
tion. I will join those voting in favor of
her nomination. I will do so in the hope
that she can convey a message which
will be heard by young people making
critical decisions about their futures. I
will also do so in the hope that this
message will be framed in a way which
builds consensus and that it will not be
lost in controversy over the messenger.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

I want to express appreciation to the
Senator from Kansas for her comments
on this nomination. I know that she
has given this a great deal of consider-
ation. As always, she has been enor-
mously conscientious in attending the
hearings and in the preparation for the
hearings and asking penetrating ques-
tions. She has been enormously con-
structive and helpful to the committee
in helping it reach its own judgments
and decisions.

I know, listening to her today and at
the time of her statement in support of
Dr. Elders at the time of the commit-
tee’s vote, that she has expressed today
and had these concerns about Dr. El-
ders and has stated so eloquently this
afternoon the strong belief that Dr. El-
ders, as a Surgeon General, will be able
to speak and talk to many Americans
about issues involving health and
health-related issues that perhaps
would not be as responsive to the ad-
monitions or comments or lectures or
statements or speeches of other Ameri-
cans.

And I think that is very, very true. I
think the extraordinary work that she
has done in Arkansas in reaching out
to communities which in a very real
sense felt left out and left behind has
been enormously impressive; and I
think is one of the very compelling
reasons, among others, of the accept-
ance of her and recommending her as
the Surgeon General.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

So I thank the Senator from Kansas
for her comments and statements. And
also, as always, for the way that she
has worked with all of us on the com-
mittee in moving this process forward.
This has been a nomination where indi-
viduals have had strong views and
strong opinions, both those in favor
and those who had reservations about
it. But she, as always, has been enor-
mously cooperative with the majority,
and with me personally. We are very
grateful to her for all the good work
she has done on this nomination and
others. I thank her for her comments.

I see the Senator from Arkansas on
the floor, Senator BUMPERS, who has
spoken to this nominee both here on
the floor and also to a number of our
colleagues during the course of the
consideration of the nomination. As I
mentioned earlier, the Senator has the
advantage of observing, in very close
proximity, the work of Joycelyn El-
ders, working with her associates, her
allies, her friends, and has a very keen
awareness of what her leadership in
this very, very important health posi-
tion can really mean for the American
people. We are grateful to him for his
comments, as well as Senator PRYOR's.
As I mentioned earlier, rarely do we
have an individual nominee who is
known as well by two of our colleagues
as Joycelyn Elders is known. So to
hear their strong endorsement of her,
particularly to those who may have
some concerns or some reservations,
ought to be enormously reassuring and
would, I hope, end up in any of those
giving Dr. Elders the benefit of the
doubt.

I think we, as a country, will be well
served by her leadership, and I am
hopeful we will have a strong biparti-
san vote this afternoon.

How much time remains to each side,
Mr. President?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WOFFORD). The majority has 2 hours
and 5 minutes, the minority has 2
hours and 47 minutes.

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield such time as
the Senator uses.

Mr. BUMPERS. Mr. President, let me
first thank the distinguished manager
for the magnificent way in which he
has gone forward with this nomination.
His tenacity and determination, get-
ting this nomination to a vote on the
Senate floor, has been truly remark-
able. I admire all people, even those
who disagree with me, when they show
that kind of tenacity and concern
about somebody like Joycelyn Elders—
and others, for that matter.

I also want to say to my distin-
guished colleague from Kansas, I lis-
tened intently to her remarks and I
thought she spoke very eloquently and
very knowledgeably about this woman
and what is involved here. I want to ex-
tend my personal thanks to her.

I do not have any real reason to come
here and speak again. I spoke on the
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floor once before. I spoke in the caucus
today. But as a very good friend of
Joycelyn Elders, I felt I would be re-
miss if I did not come and share with
the U.S. Senators some of my own per-
sonal beliefs, based on personal obser-
vations, of this truly remarkable
woman.

I speak, as I say, both as a personal
friend and somebody who is deeply con-
cerned about who the Surgeon General
of the United States is going to be,
though admittedly it is not a lawmak-
ing position, it is not even a policy-
making position. And, from that stand-
point, I want to say that I do not num-
ber bigots among my personal friends.
Those whom I consider to be bigots, or
who discriminate, are acquaintances.
They are not friends.

But I have known Joycelyn Elders on
a very personal basis for a long time. I
want to reassure every Member of the
U.S. Senate with a personal guarantee:
She does not have one bigoted bone in
her body. Everybody in Arkansas from
the now-President of the United States
down to the lowest employee of the Ar-
kansas Public Health Department will
tell you that she has been one of the
most aggressive and finest public-spir-
ited public servants ever to serve in
any capacity in our State.

In addition to that, she has a unique
quality called smarts. She is a very in-
telligent woman. She is a compas-
sionate woman.

I have to say this, and I do not intend
for this to be all that pejorative. But
the truth of the matter is, if she were
a strong pro-life proponent, the oppo-
nents of her nomination would be here
nominating her for sainthood, because
her qualifications are just that.

Everybody in the Senate knows that
Betty Bumpers and DALE BUMPERS
have been as active, or more active,
perhaps, in childhood immunization
programs than any other single thing.
When I was Governor, it was education,
health care, the park system. But
Betty always made immunization the
number one on my priority list.

And, in 1973, she finally got every-
thing put together in the State to im-
munize every child in that State; im-
munized 300,000 children one Satur-
day—300,000 children in one day. Not an
adverse reaction. That was sheer luck.

But Betty told me, she said, you
know, this is all fine for the cameras
and for the evening news. It probably
helped your political career. But the
truth of the matter is this is nothing in
the world but a dramatization of the
problem and until we develop a system
of tracking every child who is born in
America until they have been fully im-
munized against all preventable child-
hood diseases, this program is going
nowhere.

So 2 years ago Rosalynn Carter, the
wife of our former President, called
Betty one day. President Carter and I
had been Governors together; Betty
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and Rosalynn had developed a fine rela-
tionship together. Rosalynn called and
said, “‘Betty, I heard you talk about
this tracking system you want to put
into place across the Nation to make
sure all children are kept up with until
they are fully immunized.” She said, ‘I
would like to get involved in that.”

To shorten the story, Betty and
Rosalynn raised some money. They
have been crisscrossing the country
now for 2 years. One of the first places
they went, naturally, was to Little
Rock, AR, to visit Dr. Elders who was
head of the department of health there.
And what do you think? Dr. Elders was
already putting a tracking system in
place with a grant from HHS—way
ahead of Betty and Rosalynn—way
ahead of everybody else. And the
minute Bill Clinton as Governor of Ar-
kansas began to talk about the shame-
less teenage pregnancy rate in the
State of Arkansas, he found out Dr. El-
ders was already ahead of him; already
putting programs in place to reduce—
and hopefully someday eliminate—the
teenage pregnancy rate in our State.

Despite what you hear to the con-
trary, the results have not been perfect
in Arkansas. But when you consider
what the results would have been if
nothing happened, it is very impres-
sive.

Mr. President, I told this little story
once before when I spoke on the floor,
and it is worth repeating. The best way
in the world to get my children to walk
out of the room is to talk about how
poor we were when we were growing up
during the Depression. They do not
want to hear it. They do not know any-
thing about poverty. The other thing
that will drive them out of the room is
to tell them about my experiences in
the Marine Corps.

But it is true: I was a Depression
child. My father made $75 a month
working in a hardware store, but we
were pretty well off because everybody
else in town was getting $21 a month
from the WPA, plus whatever cheese
and dried beans they could get at the
courthouse on Saturday. My father
sent my sister to a little Presbyterian
school at Clarksville, AR, when he was
making $75 a month. But the reason I
tell you the story is because there was
a little all black Methodist school in
Arkansas called Philander Smith. Ob-
viously, it was all black because back
in those days blacks did not go to
white schools of any kind, and the
Methodist Church felt a strong obliga-
tion to educate African-Americans.
And so that school was founded. I do
not know the history of it. It is an old
institution in our State.

Once a year, on Sunday morning, my
father would give my brother, sister,
and me a nickel each when we went to
church. At the end of the service, the
pastor would say: We will now take our
offering for Philander Smith College.
And we marched down the aisle to
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kneel at the altar, leave our nickel on
the altar, and go home absolutely cer-
tain we had educated some poor, help-
less black child.

It seems so naive now, yet all the
Methodist churches in Arkansas were
doing the same thing. And they picked
out an exceptional child whom the
teachers in a little old community said
had remarkable promise. Philander
Smith College plucked Dr. Joycelyn
Elders out of this little community
when she was 15 years old and enrolled
her on this scholarship program. Three
vears later, at the age of 18, she grad-
uated magna cum laude.

The rest has been cataloged on this
floor over and over again. The Senator
from Massachusetts has made this case
as eloquently and as precisely as it can
be made. All I can do is elaborate a lit-
tle bit on it from a personal stand-
point.

So she went to medical school. She
was so bright: Scholarships, student
grants, student loans; and today, the
only black pediatric endocrinologist in
America.

I told a story in the caucus today
that bears repeating: During the re-
cess, one of the things I did was talk to
a group of 24 youngsters—4 white, 20
black—who had been picked by school
teachers across Arkansas as having ex-
ceptional mental prowess but not a
dog’s chance because of their home en-
vironment. This is the third year I
have spoken to them. They are 12 to 14
years of age. A little girl, whom I later
found out was 12 years old, a very pret-
ty little girl, said, “*Senator BUMPERS,
what would you say to somebody like
me who lives in a bad neighborhood
and would like very much to get out of
it?”

And I gave her an answer. I said,
“*Well, if you really want out, just keep
wanting it badly enough, and you'll get
out.” Admittedly, a pretty lousy an-
swer. I have thought about it several
times since then, and I wish I had said
something more comforting to her.

But here was Dr. Elders. Somebody
said that to her. She made up her mind
she was going to get out of it, and she
did, through hard work and grit and de-
termination, and she became one of the
top physicians in America.

She says things bluntly. I wish at
times like this she were not quite so
blunt. But, I promise you that all these
Senators who have been off on this Au-
gust recess making speeches at various
places, hear in townhall meetings:
“Why don't you politicians tell it like
it is? Why can't you say what you
mean and mean what you say?” Or, as
Senator Herman Talmadge used to say,
**You have to throw the corn where the
hogs can get to it.”" You have to say it
so the least among us can understand
what you are saying.

I just finished David MecCollough's
great book called, “Truman.” It took
me 6 months to wade through that, but
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it was the best 6 months I ever spent.
So after Joycelyn Elders referred to
the Catholic Church as male domi-
nated, she apologized repeatedly. She
mentioned a male-dominated American
Medical Association, and it would be
hard to quarrel with that, would it not,
when about 80 or 90 percent of the doc-
tors in this country are male? Of
course, it is male dominated.

And she says things like **“We have to
give up this romance with the fetus.”
Well, that is a very indiscreet way of
saying we have to worry about the
children who are born: How we are
going to feed them, how we are going
to educate them, how we are going to
provide them health care, and how we
are going to provide jobs for them
when they get up to a certain age. Ad-
mittedly, a very blunt, and, to some,
offensive, way to say something that is
true. She did not mean to hurt the feel-
ings of the pro-life people in this coun-
try on that issue. As I say, it was a
blunt way to say it, but everybody
knew exactly what she meant.

She said, ““We are teaching our chil-
dren what to do in the front seat of the
car,”” talking about driver's education,
“but we are not teaching them how to
conduct themselves in the back seat.”
Some people said, *‘Isn’t that a terrible
thing for her to say?" Well, is that not
the truth? Is that not the reason that
the teenage pregnancy rate, unwed
mother rate in this country is abso-
lutely out the roof?

Maybe Dr. Elders should be given an-
other hearing and say, "I thought
about these things, and here is the way
I wish I had said it.”” Maybe everybody
would buy into it if she just put it in
nice, diplomatic language.

Nobody is arguing with the truthful-
ness of what she has said. They are ar-
guing with her indiscretion and lack of
diplomacy in saying things that need
to be said. Harry Truman, one of the
five greatest Presidents of this coun-
try, did not know the meaning of diplo-
macy. But make no mistake about it,
when he said it, everybody knew what
he was talking about. He called Joe
McCarthy what he was. He called a lot
of other people what they were.

I remember that great story about
him letting out an oath and somebody
chastising him. Afterwards, his wife
Bess said, “*Leave him alone. You don’t
know how long it took me to teach him
to say ‘manure.’ "’

Well, I listened to the Senator from
Missouri this morning. I am very
pleased that he concluded he would
vote for Dr. Elders, but he called her
“yvery unimpressive.”” Obviously, his
entire career has been quite different
from mine. I have visited with a lot of
Presidents, kings, queens, and other
dignitaries, and I have made decisions
about who is impressive and who is not
impressive in this world. Dr. Elders
may have been a little bit awed being
in a Senator’s office—we forget how
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that can happen. That reminds me of
another nice thing about Betty Bump-
ers—she gives humility lessons at our
house every night. She said, ‘*You have
forgotten what it is like to be a coun-
try lawyer in Charleston, AR, where
nobody cared what you thought. People
walk into your office, they have adren-
alin pouring out of their hands because
they are getting ready to tell some-
thing to a U.S. Senator, and it is very
impressive to them."”

Well, I did not fall off a turnip truck
yesterday. I do not understand how
anybody could describe a woman with
such a  remarkable career as
unimpressive. Maybe she did not say
something brilliant during the 20 min-
utes he spent with her. I find her to be
one of the most impressive people I
have ever known.

Mr. President, I do not remember
whether I spoke on the nomination of
the Surgeon General a few years ago—
if I did, I spoke from this desk because
this is where I have been virtually my
entire career in the Senate. But I do re-
member that when President Reagan
nominated Everett Koop to be Surgeon
General, I read all the information I
could find on him. I had been essen-
tially a pro-choice Senator, I saw that
Everett Koop had characterized
amniocentesis as a search-and-destroy
mission. I thought that was pretty
heavy stuff. I did not like it. I think
amniocentesis is one of the greatest
things that has ever been developed in
medical history. And because I took
such strong umbrage and offense at
that statement, I voted no. It was not
a year until I regretted it because Ev-
erett Koop had said something that I
am quite sure was not intended to of-
fend this Senator or any other Senator.
And I voted against him. Now we all
know and history shows that I made a
bad vote. He is one of the best Surgeon
Generals the country ever had.

Somebody asked Joycelyn Elders:
What are you going to do about these
gangs that are taking over the streets
of America? I did not hear her say this,
but she is reputed to have said, “"Noth-
ing; they are lost. It is the next genera-
tion I am concerned about.”

Nobody wants to believe that you
ever give up on anybody. I take some
exception to that, if that is in fact a
true quote. I do not think you should
ever give up on anybody. People of the
Christian faith are never supposed to
give up on anybody, anyway. But I
know exactly what she is talking
about. She is saying the money could
be so much more productively spent on
those we still have a chance to save.

So, Mr. President, I want to thank a
lot of people on the other side of the
aisle who are going to vote for
Joycelyn Elders. I certainly want to
thank all the Members on this side of
the aisle who are going to vote for her,
and I give my personal promise that
not one of them will ever regret it.
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I yield the floor,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, on behalf
of the manager on this side, I would
like to yield myself 5 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I rise
today to discuss the nomination of Dr.
Joycelyn Elders, because I believe she
is wrong for the country. Her support-
ers have presented what they see as her
refreshing outspokenness; I see instead
a clear and disturbing tendency toward
bad judgment, hyperbole, and contempt
for those who disagree with her.

We have already heard on this floor
that she has stated or implied that this
country’s ills, including the scourges of
slavery, Native American genocide, and
the Holocaust, stem from passivity and
indifference on the part of the Catholic
church. She has charged Christian, pre-
dominantly Protestant, conservatives
with having ‘‘slave master mentali-
ties.” She has suffered the censure of
the legislature in her home State. As
recently as today, we have seen an ar-
ticle in the paper by four current and
past members of the U.S. Commission
on Civil Rights, which states that her
intolerant and irresponsible declara-
tions disqualify her from serving in a
national position of public trust.

Even were I not to disagree with
some of Dr. Elders’ public utterances,
thinking them ill-judged, ill-timed, and
poorly conceived, I believe that the
way she has gone about implementing
her policies has been flawed. [ do not
say that just because of ideological dis-
agreement with Dr. Elders, but because
her approach to health care simply has
not worked, even in Arkansas. And I do
not believe there is any reason to ex-
pect that it would work any more ef-
fectively for the Nation. Under Dr. El-
ders’ leadership, Arkansas went from
having the fourth highest teen birth
rate in the country to the second high-
est. After declining from 1980 to 1985,
the rate rose during Dr. Elders’ tenure
from 6.8 percent in 1987 to 7.8 percent
in 1991.

Most significantly, the teen birth
rate has risen in 10 of the 11 Arkansas
counties where Dr. Elders succeeded in
establishing school-based clinics, the
centerpiece of her health programs.
Overall, the teenage pregnhancy rate in
those 11 counties has risen by 12 per-
cent.

According to the National Center for
Population Options, a group that pro-
motes school-based clinics, the Arkan-
sas clinics had no measurable impact
either on teen pregnancy rates or on
incidences of sexually transmitted dis-
eases. Under Dr. Elders’ leadership, be-
tween 1989 and 1992, there was a 130-per-
cent increase in syphilis cases among
Arkansas teenagers and a 150-percent
jump in teens infected with HIV.

I am not here to ask for more com-
plete explanations of Dr. Elders’ fi-
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nances, nor will I discuss or raise the
allegations of professional impropriety.
I think the facts speak for themselves.
Even aside from those troubling issues,
Dr. Elders' professional record itself
presents compelling reasons to oppose
her confirmation.

The American Public Health Associa-
tion in its report card found Arkansas
to be the only State in the Nation
whose performance was ranked in the
bottom quartile—that is, as the *‘least
health promoting’'—in every category
examined, including lifestyle behaviors
that avert needless illness and injuries,
and preventive community services.
This is not the sort of performance
that should be rewarded with a pro-
motion. It is not good enough to blame
the rise in teen pregnancy in Arkansas
on poverty and ignorance and the Bible
Belt mentality.

We should be aware that President
Clinton plans to give Dr. Elders un-
precedented power in her role as Sur-
geon General. Apparently, she will
have direct control over health areas,
including family planning, in which her
predecessors were only advocates. By
confirming Dr. Elders, the Senate
would go beyond implicitly pardoning
her hurtful and insensitive remarks. It
would offer Dr. Elders a substantive op-
portunity to implement her ineffective
family planning ideas. I believe we can-
not entrust the public welfare on vital
matters like teen pregnancy and AIDS
prevention to someone with Dr. Elders’
dubious record. America can—and
must—do better.

I, therefore, will vote against her
confirmation.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, how much
time is remaining on each side on this
issue?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
controlled by Senator KASSEBAUM is 2
hours 43 minutes.

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I would
like to ask for 15 minutes of time from
that time just stated.

Mr. President, we had a lengthy dis-
cussion on the issue before us, the
nomination of Dr. Elders, just before
the August recess. We are now rapidly
moving to the time in which we will
take a vote on this nominee. A number
of things have been laid out for the
RECORD—statements that Dr. Elders
has made that have proven offensive to
a number of us, her record as a public
health officer for the State of Arkan-
sas, and some of her testimony before
the Labor and Human Resources Com-
mittee. I will try not to repeat a lot of
what has already been said. But I
thought it interesting today in reading
a piece written for the Washington
Times by Robert George. I would like
to quote some from that, and I will
soon have it printed in the RECORD.

Robert George is a member of the
U.S. Commission on Civil Rights. He is
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joined in writing this article by three
former members of the U.S. Commis-
sion on Civil Rights, William Allen, Es-
ther Buckley, and Robert Destro.

I think some of the statements made
in this article are instructive to our de-
bate. So I would like to cite from this
article. Mr. George says:

Speaking as current and former Civil
Rights Commissioners, our consciences will
not allow us to remain silent on Dr. Elders’
appointment. We believe that the nomina-
tion of someone guilty of deliberately mak-
ing intolerant remarks against religion and
displaying such indifference to the lives of
Down's Syndrome children, especially to the
Nation's highest position on national health
care, is a severe setback to the cause of mu-
tual respect for equal rights and for good
will among Americans of all religious beliefs.

On October 23, 1991, the U.S. Commis-
sion on Civil Rights forwarded a letter
to then President Bush and to Members
of Congress in which they stated the
following:

Confronted with religious bigotry, the need
for strong moral leadership is clear * * * The
Commission calls on elected officials to take
all action within their power to eliminate re-
ligious discrimination and bigotry.

In fact, the charter of the U.S. Com-
mission on Civil Rights requires it to
make recommendations against reli-
gious discrimination, and commis-
sioners have repeatedly denounced reli-
gious bigotry.

The Commission has pointed out that
the divisive political and spiritual ef-
fects of such bias threaten the very
foundations of democracy.

It is on this framework and on this
basis that Robert George wrote this ar-
ticle today entitled Civil Rights Ra-
tionale Against Elders. It is on the
basis of the charter of the U.S. Com-
mission on Civil Rights and what com-
missioners believe is their moral obli-
gation and their ethical obligation as
commissioners to speak out and cite
instances of what they consider evi-
dence of religious bigotry and intoler-
ance that then formed the basis for
this article. They then go on to cite a
number of instances in which Dr. El-
ders made statements that were
deemed by these individuals to rep-
resent, at the very minimum, an in-
temperance in terms of her description
of a number of individuals.

As we have heard,

Dr. Elders has repeatedly made public at-
tacks on the religious beliefs of Catholics
and other Christians. She has also dem-
onstrated insensitivity to the rights of chil-
dren with disabilities. Her intolerant and ir-
responsible statements disqualify her from
serving in a national position of public trust.

During one of President Clinton’s
campaign addresses at the State Cap-
itol in Arkansas, Dr. Elders was re-
corded as saying:

The first 400 years black people had their
freedom aborted, and the church said noth-
ing. The way of life for Native Americans
was aborted; the church was silent. We at-
tempted to eradicate a whole race of people
through the Holocaust, and the church was
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silent * * * Look who's fighting the pro-
choice movement: a celibate, male-domi-
nated church.

Dr. Elders has spoken contemptuously of
Christlans who disagree with her. Some she
accuses of having a Bible belt mentality,
while others are “‘very religious non-Chris-
tians' with ‘‘slave-master mentalities.” She
has never denied making these bigoted re-
marks, nor has she withdrawn any of her
charges.

The Senator from Arkansas said she
repeatedly apologized for her remarks.
What Dr. Elders did say was, ‘I am
sorry if I offended some people because
I did not mean to offend anybody." But
she did not retract any of her remarks.

The Senator from Arkansas said Dr.
Elders is refreshing because she tells it
like it is and tells the truth, or what
she perceives to be the truth. But in
doing so, that truth, as Dr. Elders un-
derstands it, is not truth as the recipi-
ent understands it, and it is certainly
offensive. And instead of retracting
anything she has said, Dr. Elders sim-
ply wrote a letter indicating that she is
sorry if it offended somebody. Under
that standard, any American could
stand up and say whatever they wanted
to say and tell it like it is. If it is of-
fensive, or if it is deemed intemperate,
or deemed religious bigotry, under Dr.
Elders' standard, the remedy is to sim-
ply say I am sorry if that offended you,
but we have to tell it like it is, and if
it hurts for you to hear it, well, that is
just the way it goes.

The Catholic League for Religious
and Civil Rights has said Dr. Elders’ re-
marks are either ignorant or mali-
cious, and that it is a rank distortion
of history to say that the Catholic
Church was silent or did nothing about
past instances of societal injustice.

Cardinal O’Connor, in a letter en-
tered into the RECORD writes:

Such blatant and broad sweeping attacks
as have been attributed to Dr. Elders would
be troubling on the lips of any citizen. To
hear them from one appointed to a national
public office is even more profoundly dis-
turbing.

James A. Smith of the Southern Bap-
tist Convention's Christian Life Com-
mission states:

I am deeply disturbed that Dr. Elders has
demonstrated a pattern of attributing the
worst possible motives to individuals and or-
ganizations who have consistently opposed
her public policies on the basis of their faith.

Richard John Neuhaus, a recognized
authority of issues of religion and gov-
ernment writes that the President
should withdraw Dr. Elders' nomina-
tion because she,

has demonstrated a penchant for intoler-
ance and ideological zealotry [that] can only
exacerbate the social divisiveness attends
our efforts to address difficult and controver-
sial policies.

It is for that reason, Mr. President,
that I rise today, because I so firmly
believe that the position of Surgeon
General ought to be one of consensus
building. We have difficult public
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health issues that we face in this coun-
try today, and we need a spokesperson
who occupies the position of Surgeon
General to help form a consensus as to
how we, as a nation, ought to address
those issues; someone who ought to be
a coalition builder, someone who ought
to inspire trust and confidence in the
Nation's doctorate. Yet, we have a
nominee before us who is someone that
does just the opposite, that polarizes
and divides, and causes respected indi-
viduals in America to make statements
relative to her intolerance, insensitiv-
ity, and even charges of bigotry.

That is hardly the way in which I be-
lieve we ought to proceed in dealing
with these important public health
matters.

Mr. President, I want to bring an-
other item before the Senate. I touched
on this before the recess. But to me it
displays a judgment which I think is
not only disturbing but potentially
very dangerous.

A few weeks ago, it was learned that
as far back as 1990, the Arkansas De-
partment of Health under the direction
of Dr. Elders had distributed defective
condoms in Arkansas school-based clin-
ics and public health clinics. The
condoms were purchased from a com-
pany named Ansell, Inc., which sold
them under the brand name of Life-
style. According to the Associated
Press, over 1 million Lifestyle condoms
were purchased by the Arkansas Health
Department from Ansell, Inc.

On December 13, 1990, an official of
the health department wrote to Ansell
stating that a high school clinic had
complained about breakage, but the
Arkansas Health Department at that
point continued purchasing condoms
from the vendor and nothing additional
happened until June 30, 1992, when in
response to letters of complaint re-
ceived by the health department on
four other occasions, including a com-
plaint by the Baxter County health
unit on June 24, 1992, that three HIV
antibody test clients had experienced
condom breakage in every use from
condoms that they received through
the Arkansas Department of Public
Health.

Finally, a month later, on July 24,
1992, Dr. Elders made the Food and
Drug Administration aware of these
complaints and drew some samples of
the lots of condoms within the posses-
sion of the Arkansas Health Depart-
ment.

Now we are talking about a signifi-
cant period of time from the first re-
port, and we are now into July 24, 1992,
when the first report came through on
December 13, 1990. Who knows how
many tens or hundreds of thousands of
condoms were distributed to teenagers
and to others through the school clin-
ics, or through other individuals, to
Arkansas residents through the Public
Health Service?
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FDA then conducted an investiga-
tion, and in its investigation discov-
ered a defective rate for these condoms
10 times higher than the limits set by
the Food and Drug Administration.
The Arkansas public was never in-
formed of this problem.

On August 12, 1992, the FDA rec-
ommended an open-end seizure of all
condoms bearing the Ansell label in
possession of the Arkansas Department
of Public Health, finding that the
condoms should be seized under section
501(c) of the law in that their quality
fell below that which they purport to
possess.

The order for seizure was approved on
August 27. No further action was taken
until September 8, when the company
voluntarily withdrew the condoms re-
maining in the possession of the clinics
and the Public Health Department.

What we have here, Mr. President, is
a situation where for nearly a 2-year
period of time, condoms were distrib-
uted to young people in school. Those
condoms were found to be defective.
They were sent to the FDA and tested
by the FDA and the FDA concluded
they were 10 times above the minimum
rate allowed by the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration.

So following the orders of the FDA,
now a year-and-a-half later, the Arkan-
sas Department of Public Health, under
the direction of Dr. Elders, with the
compliance of the Ansell, Inc., the
maker of the condoms, recalled those
then left in possession of the clinics
and replaced them with a new batch.

The question that arises is what
about all those products that were dis-
tributed during that year-and-a-half
period of time. What about those
condoms in the possession of young
people who were essentially told use
these; it provides for safe sex, even
knowing that the condoms in their pos-
session were 10 times the defective rate
allowed by Federal standards?

It seems to me that the minimal
standard at that point, the minimal ob-
ligation at that point, the ethical obli-
gation at that point, was to notify the
public that if you are in possession of a
Lifestyle condom distributed through
your school or distributed through any
of the Arkansas public health clinics
do not use them, do not use them be-
cause they are defective, do not use
them because, at the very minimum,
you could become pregnant. Far worse,
you could contract a sexually trans-
mitted disease or even AIDS or HIV
virus, which as we know, is in almost
every instance terminal. We are not
talking about a minor health matter.
We are talking potentially about life
and death decisions.

Faced with this decision, Dr. Elders
made the determination that she would
not notify the public, that she would
not put out a public health announce-
ment, a public service announcement,
that she would not notify the school
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clinics to notify those who potentially
had picked up the condoms, that she
would not allow a poster to be placed
in the school saying if you have ob-
tained one of these defective condoms
or if you received one of these condoms
do not use them; bring them in; we will
replace them free; we will give you a
new condom or batch of condoms fur-
nished by the company because those
that might be in your possession are
defective.

Dr. Elders said, ‘‘Well, the reason I
did not notify the public was that I am
concerned about the public’'s con-
fidence in condoms and for the greater
public good.”

Now, how in the world can that deci-
sion be for the greater public good?
How in the world can any individual,
knowing that a product that is defec-
tive and could cause death is in the
possession of individuals, primarily
young people, for the purpose of pre-
venting unwanted pregnancy but can
cause not only unwanted pregnancy
but can cause a lifetime of serious
transmittal of sexually transmitted
diseases or even death through HIV
virus, how can an individual say it is
for the greater public good that I not
notify them because I am afraid it will
undermine the confidence in condoms?

I gave Dr. Elders an opportunity dur-
ing our committee hearings to explain
her decision, to at least say, well, if I
could do it again I probably would have
done it differently, or to say that is the
advice that I had, that perhaps I did
not give it enough reflection. So I
asked her a series of guestions during
the committee hearings and I quote
from that transcript.

Senator COATS. Do you still believe it was
the right decision?

Dr. ELDERS. Yes, I do.

Senator COATS. Even knowing that poten-
tially some young people using these could
get AIDS and it could be a life and death de-
cision?

Dr. ELDERS. We felt that really creating a
major scare over a whole State would mark-
edly reduce the—make everybody afrald of
the condoms and not use the condoms of the
health department. So that was the decision
we made.

I was surprised if not shocked that
she reaffirmed her position and her per-
ceived correctness of this decision and
stated that even in hindsight she still
believes it was the right decision.

I then said:

Well, Dr. Elders as a mother you testified
about your family and raising your children.
As a mother would not you want to know if
your children through distribution in school
were in possession of condoms that were
deemed by the Federal Government to be 10
times the defective rate of that allowed and
potentially life threatening to your children?
Would not you want to know? Would not you
want to listen to a public service announce-
ment, or get a recall notice In the mall, or
have a piece of paper sent by the school say-
ing if your children pick up the Lifestyle
condoms from the public school health clin-
ics during this period of time do not use
them, retrieve them, bring them back; we
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will give you new ones? Would not you want
to advise your children of the potential dan-
ger facing you?

And she said:

Senator, what I would tell my children is
different than what I would say as a public
health officer.

Now, Mr. President, we are talking
about a nominee who is going to be the
spokesperson for public health issues
for the entire United States. She is
going to be speaking to the children of
this country. She is going to be speak-
ing to my children, children of every
Member in this body, and children of
250 million Americans. But apparently
Dr. Elders is going to use a different
standard to speak to the children of
America than she would use to speak
to her own children. I find that pro-
foundly disturbing. I find that pro-
foundly disingenuous. That is either
something that Dr. Elders was not able
to comprehend or something that was
in I think just simply blatantly poor
judgment that could affect the health
of many, many of our young people.

I trust that Dr. Elders if confirmed
will rethink this process, will rethink
the decision that she made, and in an-
swer to a future question: Would you
do the same thing all over again? She
would say: Now that I better under-
stand the risks, now that I better un-
derstand we are talking about life and
death to our children, I certainly would
make a different decision.

I find it ironic Mr. President, that
virtually every week we seem to hear
some announcement on the radio about
recall of all kinds of different products.
I doubt if there is anyone here who
owns an automobile that has not had
at least on more than one occasion got-
$en a notice in the mail from the auto-
mobile company saying we have got a
defective such-and-such, and if you will
take it into the dealer we will replace
it for free.

We all remember the announcements.
In fact, if you listen to the radio for a
week, you are bound to hear that such-
and-such a product sold in such-and-
such a State is being recalled: “'If you
purchased it from the Giant or Safeway
or People’s Drug, or whatever, do not
use it. Bring it in and we will replace it
for free. If you are in possession of this,
do not use it,” whether it is bad tuna
or a defective automobile part, or
whatever. This is fairly routine.

It seems to me it is just a minimal
standard that is applied across the
board on all kinds of defective prod-
ucts.

In fact, in just the last week—I just
did a little research on what is going
on here. I have three pages full of re-
calls of products that have been or-
dered in just the past week.

One is a shoe cleaner. This shoe
cleaner is being recalled, according to
the Associated Press, because the re-
formulated version caused some irrita-
tion if used in confined places. In other
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words, if you were in a close place
where you were putting shoe polish on
your shoes, it might cause some irrita-
tion—not death, not sexually transmit-
ted disease, not the AIDS virus, but an
irritation—and so it is being recalled.

Some butter is being recalled. Six-
teen-ounce bowls of butter spread is
being recalled because it may taste odd
and might be susceptible to mold
growth, and potentially the spread
might cause flu-like symptoms.

So we have a product here that might
cause flu-like symptoms, and it is
being recalled. Public notice has been
issued. But we have another product
over here, issued by Dr. Elders in the
Public Health Department of Arkansas,
that is not being recalled, even though
that product can cause death.

I do not understand the judgment
that says if some shoe polish causes ir-
ritation, and some butter might have a
bad odor or a bad taste and cause flu-
like symptoms, that we should notify
the public; but if we have a product
over here that might cause unwanted
pregnancy, as certified by FDA, at 10
times the rate over the minimum
standard—it might cause unwanted
pregnancy or someone to contract a
sexually transmitted disease, or worse,
someone to contract the HIV virus and
die a few years later—no, we do not
want to recall that because it might
undermine public confidence in the use
of condoms.

We recall butter. No one says we can-
not recall the butter because people
will say, '*Well, my goodness people
might stop using shoe polish or not buy
the shoe polish, because people might
stop polishing their shoes." It is the
same line of reasoning, and I do not un-
derstand it.

Just a little bit ago, we recalled some
mineral water because it had 2 times
the 5 parts per billion level allowable
under Food and Drug Administration
standards. It was recalled to restore
consumer confidence. So we have a de-
fective product, minimally defective,
and because the product maker under-
stood that to let it go and not say any-
thing might undermine public con-
fidence, it was recalled to restore pub-
lic confidence. Just the opposite of Dr.
Elders’' reasoning. She did not want to
recall because she was afraid it would
undermine public confidence.

So whether it is Tylenol or butter or
shoe polish or car parts, or any of doz-
ens of other products, notices are is-
sued in the interest of public health
and the interest of public safety. It is
routine. It is done every day.

But if it is a condom that can give
your child AIDS, if it is a condom that
the FDA said is going to break because
it is 10 times worse than the minimum
standard, no, we do not recall that. If
it is something that could kill your
own children, we do not want to do
that because it undermines public con-
fidence.
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Do you know, if Dr. Elders had said,
*“You know, Senator, I think if I could
do it over again, I do not know. I was
busy. I did not think about it. Maybe I
made the wrong decision,” or what-
ever. But instead, she says, “No, I
would not do a thing differently.”

“Knowing what you know, Dr. El-
ders—10 times as defective, could cause
death—would you do it?’’ No. No, would
not change her mind: would not do it
any differently.

“What about for your own kids?"

*Oh, I use a different standard for my
own kids. I am a public health officer,
then I have to deal with the big pic-
ture. My kids? Oh, sure, I would like to
know if it is my kids.”” But not your
kids, not America’s kids.

Now, I appreciate Dr. Elders' up-
bringing. I appreciate all that she has
gone through. I appreciate the hard
luck she has had. I appreciate the
achievements that she has made.

But we are not talking about a hard-
luck story. We are not talking about
someone who has overcome. We are
talking about someone who is going to
be the spokesperson for public health
issues in America. It is someone that
needs to exercise discretion and judg-
ment. It is not someone who needs to
polarize and say offensive statements
and cause people to have no confidence
in the decisions of this individual.

We need someone who can inspire
confidence, someone who can inspire
trust. This is the Nation's doctor that
we are talking about.

So I hope that Members will make
careful determinations as to what we
are voting for and the type of person
we need and the experience and the
judgment and the qualifications that
the nominee brings to this position. I
hope that in looking at the record, the
record that has been documented very,
very carefully, I hope they conclude
that as fine a person as Dr. Elders is—
I am making no judgment whatsoever
about her family, about her personal
life, about her personal qualities, about
her remarkable achievements in lifting
herself out of poverty—I hope we can
separate from the debate an individ-
ual's achievements and focus on the
merits, the substance of the issue at
hand, the qualifications necessary to
serve as Surgeon General of the United
States of America.

I want somebody who will care as
much about my children as she does
about her own. I want someone who,
when faced with a difficult problem,
will exercise judgment in the best
health and safety interests of the peo-
ple of this country.

Mr. President, I probably said more
than I should. There is a lot here to lay
out in the RECORD. I have skipped a
great deal, but I spoke at length on
this before the recess and it is part of
the RECORD.

I ask unanimous consent that the ar-
ticle appearing in today’s Washington
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Times entitled **Civil Rights Rationale
Against Elders” be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Washington Times, Sept. 7, 1993]
CIvIL RIGHTS RATIONALE AGAINST ELDERS
(By Robert George)

As individual present and former members
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, we
believe the Senate should not confirm Dr.
Joycelyn Elders as surgeon general and as-
sistant secretary of health and human serv-
ices for health policy.

Dr. Elders has repeatedly made public at-
tacks on the religious beliefs of Catholics
and other Christians. She has also dem-
onstrated callous insensitivity to the rights
of children with disabilities. Her intolerant
and irresponsible statements disqualify her
from serving in a national position of public
trust.

Here is one example of her hostile remarks.
In a Clinton campaign address last year at
the State Capitol In Little Rock, Ark., she
was recorded saying:

“The first 400 years black people had their
freedom aborted, and the church said noth-
ing. The way of life for the Native American
was aborted; the church was silent. We at-
tempted to eradicate a whole race of people
through the Holocaust, and the church was
silent. . . . Look who's fighting the pro-
choice movement: a cellbate, male-domi-
nated church.”

Dr. Elders has spoken contemptuously of
Christians who disagree with her. Some she
accuses of having a *“Bible-belt mentality™
while others are ‘‘very religious non-Chris-
tians’' with *‘slave-master mentalities.” She
has never denied making these bigoted re-
marks nor has she withdrawn any of her
charges. On the contrary, her recent letter
to the Catholic bishops (sent just before the
Senate confirmation vote, 19 months after
she made her remarks) merely apologizes for
causing “‘offense.”” She writes as if she does
not understand why believers should be of-
fended by her anti-Christian smears, thus
compounding prejudice with ignorance.

The Catholic League for Religious and
Civil Rights has said Dr. Elders' remarks are
either ignorant or malicious, and that it is
“a rank distortion of history to say that the
Catholic Church was ‘silent’ or did ‘nothing’
about past instances of societal injustice.”
Even the Washington Post agreed in an edi-
torial that carefully avoided endorsing her
nomination.

Some religious leaders have already raised
their voices in protest. New York's Cardinal
O'Connor, in a letter entered in the Congres-
sional Record, wrote: “Such blatant and
broad sweeping attacks as have been attrib-
uted to Dr. Elders would be troubling on the
lips of any citizen. To hear them from one
appointed to a national pulpit is even more
profoundly disturbing.” James A. Smith of
the Southern Baptist Convention's Christian
Life Commission reports that ‘‘Southern
Baptists and other evangelicals in Arkansas
have shared with me the disdain they have
felt from Dr. Elders because of their opposi-
tion to her public policy agenda,” adding, I
am deeply disturbed that Dr. Elders has dem-
onstrated a pattern of attributing the worst
possible motives to individuals and organiza-
tions who have consistently opposed her pub-
lic policies on the basis of their faith.” And
Richard John Neuhaus, a recognized author-
ity on issues of religion and government,
writes that the president should withdraw
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Dr. Elders’ nomination because she ‘‘has a
demonstrated penchant for intolerance and
ideological zealotry [that] can only exacer-
bate the soclal divisiveness that attends our
efforts to address difficult and controversial
policies.”

The charter of the U.S. Commission on
Civil Rights requires it to make rec-
ommendations against religious discrimina-
tion, and commissioners have repeatedly de-
nounced religious bigotry. The commission
has pointed out that the divisive political
and spiritual effects of such bias threaten
the very foundations of our democracy. For
instance, in an Oct. 23, 1991, letter to Presi-
dent Bush and the members of Congress, the
commission wrote:

“Confronted with religious bigotry, the
need for strong moral leadership is clear....
[T)he Commission calls on elected officials
to take all action within their power to
eliminate religious discrimination and big-
otry."”

While Dr. Elders' support for unrestricted
abortion may or may not reflect the Clinton
administration’s views, her defense of this
position disregards the lives and rights of
children with disabilities. In testimony to a
congressional committee in 1990, she sald
*abortion has had an important and positive
public health effect.” Citing as an example
“the number of Down's Syndrome infants in
Washington state in 1976 [which] was 64 per-
cent lower than it would have been without
legal abortion.” Abortion,” she said on an-
other occasion,” has reduced the number of
children afflicted with severe defects.”

Dr. Elders' ultimate solution to the prob-
lem of children with disabilities contradicts
the Civil Rights Commission's 1989 report,
“Medical Discrimination Against Children
with Disabilities,” which correctly described
the denial of fundamental rights to children
because of Down’'s Syndrome or other severe
disabilities as unfair and discriminatory:

“A natlon committed to the equal protec-
tion of the laws should; address the very real
problems people with disabilities and their
families face through fostering supportive
services and social acceptance, and through
defending the statutory rights of persons
with disabilities. . . . To accept a projected
negative quality of life for a child with a dis-
abllity based on the difficulties soclety will
cause the child, rather than tackling the dif-
ficulties themselves, is unacceptable. The
Commission rejects the view that an accept-
able answer to discrimination and prejudice
is to assure the “‘right to die,”” to those
against whom the discrimination and preju-
dice exists,”

Speaking as current and former Civil
Rights Commissioners, our consclences will
not allow us to remain silent on Dr. Elders’
appointment. We believe that the nomina-
tion of someone guilty of deliberately mak-
ing intolerant remarks against religion and
displaying such Indifference to the levels of
Down’s Syndrome children, especlally to the
nation's highest position on national health
care, is a severe setback to the cause of mu-
tual respect for equal rights and for good
will among Americans of all religious beliefs.
People of all faiths as well as people who are
disabled have an important stake in the out-
come of this controversy.

We are confident that a large number of
medical practitioners, women and men of all
ethnic and racial backgrounds are both well
qualified for this position and untainted by
hate speech. A president and Senate con-
cerned to overcome intolerance should find a
tactful nominee whose record of sensitivity
toward the civil rights of physically chal-
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lenged children, of religious practice, and of
free speech can set a better example rather
than become a continuing source of national
divisiveness and political embarrassment.

Mr. COATS. I yield back by time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, how
much time would the Senator from
Rhode Island need?

Mr. CHAFEE. Four minutes.

Mr. Kennedy. I yield 5 minutes to the
Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, on
March 5, here in the Senate, T spoke in
favor of Dr. Joycelyn Elders' speedy
confirmation as Surgeon General of the
United States.

Today, I come back to the Senate to
speak again for that same purpose. Fol-
lowing careful review of Dr. Elders’ ac-
complished career as a physician, as a
teacher, and as a director of the de-
partment of public health in Arkansas,
I am persuaded that she has the experi-
ence and the determination and the
forthrightness to handle this difficult
and increasingly important job.

I view the position of Surgeon Gen-
eral to be sort of chief advocate for the
public health of the Nation and all of
us—many, at least—look back on Dr.
Everett Koop as being the model who
so effectively championed the role of
chief advocate for public health.

Given the burgeoning public health
problems our country faces today:
Teenage pregnancy, the scourge of
AIDS and other sexually transmitted
diseases, the problems with substance
abuse, the unique problems of the el-
derly—our Surgeon General must have
more than the requisite medical and
professional credentials.

Yes, we want that individual to be a
doctor. Yes, we want him or her to
have some experience. But it seems to
me that the individual must be a tire-
less advocate and a coalition builder,
capable of speaking with candor and
with credibility to the American peo-
ple. And, in addition, that individual
has to somehow have the forcefulness
to rise above the political fray here in
Washington to do what is necessary to
protect public health. I believe Dr. El-
ders possesses all of these needed quali-
ties.

While serving as director of public
health in Arkansas, Dr. Elders success-
fully advanced a comprehensive agenda
of public health protection. What were
some of the things she did? It was real-
ly a remarkable achievement, I believe.
She had an aggressive childhood immu-
nization program that boosted the im-
munization rates among 2-year-olds
from 34 to 60 percent; nearly doubled
the number of youngsters who were
properly immunized in Arkansas. She
had an intensive campaign to increase
early childhood health screening, cer-
tainly something we want for our Na-
tion. She did it in Arkansas, covering
more than 45,000 youngsters by 1992.
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She expanded the cancer detection
services program for women, including
mammograms and Pap smears for cer-
vical cancer screening.

She had effective community health
projects to promote smoking cessation,
for example, and to promote healthy
eating habits, and exercise to combat
heart and lung disease.

Finally, she established a pioneering
school-based clinic program where chil-
dren, with parental consent, could re-
ceive screenings and other locally de-
termined medical services.

In addition to all these she launched
a highly effective campaign against
teen pregnancy in Arkansas. And she
did this with a local television station
which won the George Peabody and Ed-
ward R. Murrow awards. These are the
two top awards for public service sta-
tions. This effort has helped keep the
Arkansas teen pregnancy rate down
below the national average.

Dr. Elders has my respect for the job
she has done in her home State, and I
am confident she is going to bring the
same kind of commitment to the job of
Surgeon General of the United States.

Here on the floor of the Senate and in
the committee we have examined every
aspect of her career in what I might
say is excruciating detail. All the is-
sues have been raised and have been ex-
amined during this exhaustive con-
firmation process. And that is good.
But now it seems to me it is time for
us to vote, and I urge my colleagues to
vote “‘yes,”" and to give Dr. Elders the
opportunity to assume this important
position as soon as possible.

I thank the manager of the nomina-

tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. MI-
KULSKI). The Senator from Massachu-
setts.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I yield
myself 3 minutes.

I want to have printed in the RECORD
a letter from Mary Frances Berry, who
is the Chairman of the Civil Rights
Commission.

DEAR SENATOR KENNEDY: It has come to
my attention that one of my colleagues on
the Civil Rights Commission and three
former Commissioners have urged the Sen-
ate not to confirm Dr. Joycelyn Elders as
Surgeon General and Assistant Health and
Human Services Secretary because they be-
lieve she holds negative views towards some
aspects of civil rights. I feel compelled in the
interest of fairness to inform you that the
Civil Rights Commission does not tradition-
ally take a position on Presidential nomina-
tions. More importantly, the Commission
has not at any time discussed or even consid-
ered the subject of Dr. Elders. Therefore, 1
assume that my colleague and the three
former Commissioners are expressing their
individual opinions.

Since my colleague and the former Com-
missioners have expressed thelr personal
views concerning Dr. Elders, I feel obligated
to share my opinion with you. I have not
gseen or heard anything in the public discus-
sion of Dr. Elders that would lead me to be-
lieve that she would be anything other than
a superb Surgeon General. I look forward to
knowing of her confirmation.
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I think that addresses the particular
issue that was raised earlier.

Finally, Madam President, I will in-
clude again at this point in the RECORD
this letter from the executive commit-
tee of the Association of State and Ter-
ritorial Health officials. We had the op-
portunity to debate before the recess
the whole issue of condoms. But I just
want to have printed in the RECORD
this statement.

This is the executive board of public
health officials for the entire country.
I will include the full document but let
me read some excerpts.

As State Health Officials and members of
the governing committee for the Association
of State and Territorial Health Officials, we
believe that the Arkansas Department of
Health met the criteria for sound public
health practice in its response to complaints
concerning breakage of condoms manufac-
tured by Ansell.

I will just mention at this point,
Madam President, those condoms were
distributed in 27 States. Only one State
took action to recall them, and that
was Arkansas, under Dr. Elders.

Dr. Joycelyn Elders made the right public
health decision to immediately notify the
FDA, seize and replace all lots of the defec-
tive condoms in stock, and not publicly an-
nounce the discovery of a small number of
defective condoms already distributed. Such
a public announcement has the potential for
critical negative repercussions including un-
founded skepticism about the effectiveness
of condoms, and thus decrease in rates of
condom use.

Arkansas immediately and consistently
took the proper course of action.

This letter is signed by two Repub-
licans, six Democrats, and one inde-
pendent.

I ask unanimous consent to have the
letter printed in its entirety at this
point in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ASSOCIATION OF STATE AND
TERRITORIAL HEALTH OFFICIALS,
Washington, DC, August 2, 1993,
Senator GEORGE MITCHELL,
176 Senate Russell Building, U.S. Senate.

DEAR SENATOR MITCHELL: As State Health
Officials and members of the governing com-
mittee for the Association of State and Ter-
ritorial Health Officials, we believe that the
Arkansas Department of Health (ADH) met
the criteria for sound public health practice
in its response to complaints concerning
breakage of condoms manufactured by
Ansell. Dr, Joycelyn Elders made the right
public health decision to immediately notify
the FDA, seize and replace all lots of the de-
fective condoms in stock, and not publicly
announce the discovery of a small number of
defective condoms already distributed. Such
a public announcement has the potential for
critical negative repercussions including un-
founded skepticism about the effectiveness
of condoms, and thus decrease in rates of
condom use.

Arkansas immediately and consistently
took the proper course of action. Between
February and June of 1992, ADH received a
total of four complaints concerning breakage
of condoms manufactured by Ansell. Based
on these complaints, ADH discontinued the
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distribution of Ansell condoms on July 16,
1992 and ordered the recall of these condoms
six days later. ADH simultaneously con-
tacted five other states in the region and de-
termined that there were no reported com-
plaints concerning Ansell condoms.

The ADH then notified the federal Food &
Drug Administration (FDA) of the defective
condoms on July 24, 1992, Four of the six lots
tested exceeded the FDA breakage standard
of 4 per thousand. The FDA notified Ansell
and began seizure proceedings in August
1992. On September 3, 1992 Ansell decided to
voluntarily withdraw the defective condoms
from the market. Sixty-eight customers
were contacted in 28 states when Ansell un-
dertook its recall. The ADH was the only
customer in the United States that noticed
the problem and complained to the FDA,

Public health decisions are exceedingly dif-
ficult because they must be based on the
good of the community. Although it would
have been a tragedy for one condom to
break, it would have been a far greater trag-
edy to undermine public confidence in
condoms, which would lead to reduced rates
of usage and pose an even greater risk to the
public health.

Sincerely,

Molly J. Coye, MD, MPH, President, As-
soclation of State and Territorial
Health Officials. Director, California
Department of Health Services; Charles
Mahan, MD, President-Elect, Assocla-
tion of State and Territorial Health Of-
ficials. Florida State Health Officer,;
David Smith, MD, Commissioner,
Texas Department of Health; John
Lewin, MD, Director, Hawaii Depart-
ment of Health; John R. Lumpkin, MD,
Director, Illinois Department of Public
Health; Susan Addiss, MPH, Director,
Connecticut Department of Health; Mi-
chael Skeels, PhD, MPH, Director, Or-
egon Health Division; Mark B. Horton,
MD, MSPH, Director, Oregon Depart-
ment of Human Resources; Lloyd F.
Novick, MD, MPH, Commissioner, New
York State Health Department; George
K. Degnon, CAE, Executive Vice-Presi-
dent.

Mr. KENNEDY. This letter was
signed by virtually every member of
the executive committee, the only
member that did not sign was in Iowa
dealing with health emergencies cre-
ated by the floods. It may be disputed
by some, but the principle, as the let-
ter points out, is the concern that any
announcement would have the reper-
cussion that there would be significant
reduction in the use of any condoms,
and that would be a greater public
health threat in terms of unwanted
pregnancies, HIV, and sexually trans-
mitted diseases.

That is the unanimous opinion of
these principal leaders of the public
health community.

I yield myself 2 minutes.

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

Mr. KENNEDY. I can understand oth-
ers having a different opinion concern-
ing an announcement about defective
condoms. But I think if most of us try
to compare this to shoe polish or
Perrier water—I mean, it is a far reach.
You can take a look at what happened
to the consumption of grapes when just
a few years ago, 4 or 5 years ago, we
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found out that there may be contami-
nation of grapes from Chile. It wvir-
tually dried up all utilization of grapes
all over this country, even though only
a small percentage were possibly
tainted.

You could see what happened with
the alar crisis on apples, in the late
1980’s. Only about 20 percent of the ap-
ples were treated with the pesticide
alar, but with the public announce-
ment of that threat virtually all the
purchase of apples dried up in this
country.

It is those kinds of public policy is-
sues that take extraordinary thought,
a great deal of understanding, and
study about human behavior. But to
ridicule that kind of public policy deci-
sion, when it is virtually unanimously
endorsed by other public health offi-
cials, I think is really a disservice in
terms of the nominee.

We have debated this issue at length.
As time is running on this debate, I am
impressed by the fact that we are basi-
cally re-reviewing, re-repeating the de-
bates prior to the break. We of course
would hope that we could move as rap-
idly as possible to a judgment. But we
respect our colleagues' rights to make
any comments or to ask any questions.

I withhold the remainder of my time.

Mr. DOMENICI addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. DOMENICI. Does somebody con-
trol the time on our side?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator
KAsSSEBAUM controls the time on the
Senator’s side.

Mr. DOMENICI. I did not hear the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator
KASSEBAUM controls the time.

Mr. DOMENICI. Has she yielded time
to the Senator from New Mexico?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator may make a unanimous-consent
request.

Mr. DOMENICI. I yield myself 10
minutes under the time of Senator
KASSEBAUM.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico may proceed.

Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President,
first of all, I think the record of this
Senator is, in terms of nominees of
Presidents of the United States—and I
have been here almost 21 years—I
adopt the principle and premise that
Presidents are entitled to their nomi-
nees unless there is something very,
very significant, in the opinion of this
Senator, that denies that nominee the
right to my vote or the privilege of
having my vote.

In this case, I am going to vote
against this nominee. I want to express

‘'my views very simply. I think I could

go on for a long time, having read
about some of her ideals, some of her
views, and some of the things she has
said. But I choose today to focus on
just two issues.
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First, in the time since President
Clinton announced his selection of Dr.
Elders as his nominee for Surgeon Gen-
eral, there has been a great deal of con-
troversy among the general public, as
well as among my colleagues in the
Senate, about what is good health pol-
icy and the position of the Surgeon
General. Unfortunately, the debate has
not arisen out of a new-found interest
in the position of Surgeon General. In-
stead, a number of policy statements of
Dr. Elders in her previous capacity as
director for Arkansas’ Department of
Health has fueled this discussion.

The result has been an analysis that
we have witnessed over the past few
weeks. She may, indeed, have accom-
plished a great deal. I have not studied
that in enough depth to conclude, but
many have, and I will not debate that
issue. But the nomination of Dr. Elders
is not just an issue of her medical
qualifications, but of the whole person.
It is clear that she has an impressive
record in the health professional sense.
In fact, there are very few arguments I
have heard against her nomination
that are based on her professional cre-
dentials. If this nomination were based
solely on these credentials, then I am
sure that she would be confirmed with-
out hesitation. I believe, however, that
since this is a bully-pulpit position and
she states she intends to use it that we
should examine all components of the
nominee’s qualifications; that judg-
ment that her previous statements and
positions indicate she has or does not
have; that is, we should look at the
whole person as we can judge it based
upon what we know.

According to the Department of
Health and Human Services, the Sur-
geon General serves as the public liai-
son for prevention and health informa-
tion. In this capacity, the Surgeon
General must be someone who is re-
spected and recognized as a physician
who will provide the Nation with the
best scientific medical information on
an issue, regardless of personal beliefs
and opinions.

My concern regarding the nomina-
tion comes from the judgment exer-
cised in a number of public statements
that she has made while being em-
ployed as a public servant. I under-
stand that in order to draw public at-
tention to an issue, it is often nec-
essary to make a dramatic statement.
Unfortunately, a number of her state-
ments were more than dramatic. They
could be considered verbal attacks on
groups or individuals who do not share
her philosophy or position. I do not
think that is what we need in a Sur-
geon General.

My colleagues have shared many of
these statements with the Senate pre-
viously, and I must depart from my
statement to give great credit to Sen-
ator DON NICKLES, of Oklahoma, who
just 7 or 8 weeks ago started to inform
us on many of the issues which are now
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clear regarding the Surgeon General
nominee. I do compliment the Senator
for the work he has done.

So I am not going to take the Sen-
ate’s time to go into all of those. Some
were explained this morning by the
Senator from Oklahoma, and other
Senators on our side have explained
them during the day. So I am going to
move on just to those that distress me
the most.

I have particular concern with Dr.
Elders’ remarks pertaining to the
Catholic Church at a rally sponsored in
Arkansas. It was the Arkansas Coali-
tion for Choice, and it was January of
1992, not years ago, or months ago. She
stated, and I quote:

* * * the first 400 years, black people had
their freedom aborted, and the church said
nothing.

I am not going to comment until I
finish the statements. There are four
or five in a row. The first one:

* * * the first 400 years, black people had
their freedom aborted, and the church said
nothing. The way of life of the Native Amer-
ican was aborted; the church was silent. We
attempted to eradicate a whole race of peo-
ple through the Holocaust, and the church
was silent. Women had no right to vote for
years—

Imagine this one. Excuse me; I

should not put this one in because I am
still reading the quote.
Women had no right to vote for years. We
ask why. Any time when the right of choice
is taken away from all of us and into the
hands of a few, these are the kinds of things
that will happen, over and over again. Look
who is fighting the prochoice movement: A
celibate, male-dominated church * * *

Frankly, it is very infrequent that
this Senator comes to the floor and
speaks about his own faith. But as a
Catholic, I find it troublesome that a
public servant would make remarks
that could be perceived to directly at-
tack the Catholic Church, or any other
religion. I have read her apologies to
Bishop Keeler of the National Con-
ference of Bishops, and I believe it is
belated and long overdue. Whether it is
sufficient or not, the RECORD already
indicates what has been said. I do not
think it is sufficient to merely say “I
did not intend what you think,” or *'I
am sorry for what I said,” when you
make statements like the one I just
read.

However, it is the insensitivity and
lack of judgment that initially led to
these remarks for which I have great
concern. In addition to being factually
incorrect and historically inaccurate,
these remarks show a lack of respect
for the history of the Catholic Church
and a contempt for its workings, and I
seriously believe that is the only inter-
pretation one can make of these re-
marks.

Dr. Elders has also made other state-
ments that are inappropriate and show
a great deal of insensitivity and poor
judgment, but also have the potential
to do great harm to the credibility of
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the position of Surgeon General. As the
Washington Post stated in its editorial
regarding Dr. Elders’ nomination, and I
quote:

This Federal post can be used to spur a na-
tional response to critical health problems.

Continuing on:

It is not, however, a stage from which a
Surgeon General is free to put off or trash
segments of the American public with whom
he or she disagrees.

I am afraid that Dr. Elders’ com-
ments indicate a strong tendency for
this behavior. As public servants, we
have the responsibility and obligation
to know and understand that groups in
our Nation have a right to advocate a
variety of viewpoints surrounding con-
tentious issues, and we must take that
right seriously.

I also appreciate that Dr. Elders now
understands remarks she has made
have been perceived as insensitive. But
as the Nation's leading public health
official, she must have the judgment
and foresight to recognize this prior to
making the remarks.

We cannot judge the future unless we
look at the past. I have stated a bit of
the past for the last 6 or 7T minutes. I
believe it indicates a certain kind of
future on her part that is very apt to
be insensitive to the feelings and be-
liefs of others.

I am concerned about the issue relat-
ing to the distribution of condoms. I
have heard my friend from Indiana,
Senator COATS, describe this in detail.
I do not believe that I will go into it in
detail. I do not believe I will go into
detail on that other than to say that I
believe there is a great deal of poor
judgment involved in that decision.

This situation, in conjunction with
Dr. Elders' many statements, shows a
startling lack of sensitivity to citizens
that Dr. Elders has sworn to serve. To
me, this again becomes a matter of
judgment. I have had many compari-
sons made. I have heard them between
Dr. Elders and another Surgeon Gen-
eral, Dr. Koop, who is also known for
his outspoken manner.

There was concern in the Senate that
Dr. Koop's views would inhibit his ef-
fectiveness. As it turned out many of
the fears of those opposed were un-
founded. According to many, it would
then tend to follow that Dr. Elders’
nomination should be viewed with less
skepticism. But many people here in
the Senate and across the Nation dis-
agree with Dr. Elders on ideological
grounds. But that has not been the
focus of this debate. Instead, our dis-
cussion has been, at least mine, con-
fined almost exclusively to her judg-
ment. While there appear to be many
similarities in the debate regarding Dr.
Koop and this nominee, I contend that
my colleagues are mistaken. Dr. Koop
was outspoken and, like Dr. Elders, had
a different viewpoint than many in the
Senate, but his judgment was not in
question.
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It is important to note that while I
disagree with Dr. Elders ideologically,
that will not be the primary reason for
my voting against her confirmation. If
she does not receive confirmation, I
hope that President Clinton will nomi-
nate someone with less biases and bet-
ter judgment but with the same medi-
cal qualifications. I believe that kind
of person exists in these United States,
and I believe we should seek that kind
of person out. And then we would have
gualifications in the medical sense—
without poor judgment, and without
bias.

The position of Surgeon General is
designed to help educate the Nation
and bring constructive and widespread
attention to our critical national
health issues. To that end, good and
wise judgment is a critical qualifica-
tion for any nominee.

I will vote against Dr. Elders because
I do not feel nor am I confident that
this qualification is adequately ful-
filled.

Madam President, I choose today to
stand on just two simple propositions.
There seems to me to be a serious ques-
tion of judgment, and clearly, clearly
there seems to be some significant in-
accuracy, lack of historical factual-
ness, and perhaps even some contempt
for the Catholic Church; which I be-
lieve has been a powerful force for good
over time, not, as would be indicated
here, responsible and blamed for al-
most every major social shortcoming
in the last 400 or 500 years.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I
yield 5 minutes to the Senator from
Idaho.

Mr. CRAIG. Madam President, let me
first of all associate myself with the re-
marks of the Senator from New Mex-
ico. He chose today an issue that I wish
to expand upon, and that is the ques-
tion of the judgment of this individual
who is before us because we are about
to vote on what I believe to be a deci-
sion of far-reaching effect on many of
the health-related issues that will face
the people of this country over the
course of the next 4 years.

One thing that I would like my col-
leagues to keep in mind as they make
this most important decision is: Does
the United States need a Surgeon Gen-
eral that, while being vocal, is divisive
and alienates groups in this country?
Does the United States need someone
in this most important position that
will find common ground to unite folks
instead?

Madam President, I would argue that
the latter is, of course, the environ-
ment in the situation and the kind of
person that we ought to be involved in
searching out with this President to
serve as the U.S. Surgeon General. I do
not believe that Dr. Joycelyn Elders is
that person. An individual can have

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

many fine qualities and clearly excel-
lent experiences and yet not be quali-
fied to serve as a public official.

Many colleagues have joined with me
on the floor today to bring forth those
very facts and have used example after
example to clarify and expand on that
very issue.

Many qualities that are fine in the
eyes of most American citizens, cer-
tainly a vast array of experiences that
few of us have had, and yet does this
combination of quality and experience
bring forth the kind of person that
must be a leader in this country, that
will be a responsible person on health
issues and someone who has to have
that ability to bring diverse groups to-
gether to work together to resolve
these most important of issues?

While the nominee, Dr. Joycelyn El-
ders, has some of these qualities and
many of these experiences, her alien-
ation of a number of groups involved in
health care issues clearly will prevent
her—Madam President, let me repeat
that. Her qualities will prevent her
from being able to be an effective Sur-
geon General because many groups will
walk away simply saying this individ-
ual does not have the tolerance and the
capability to make wise decisions that
might affect our particular group.

Let me make it clear. I do not agree
with Dr. Elders on many of her posi-
tions. But I respect her position and
the conviction with which she relates
these positions. However, I feel that
one can have strength and conviction
without relying on the slandering of
his or her opponents.

Dr. C. Everett Koop is a perfect ex-
ample of someone who is an outspoken
individual. But never once do I believe
the record could record that he re-
sorted to slander or to distortion to
make his point. He dramatized it. He
brought public attention to focus on is-
sues that he thought were most impor-
tant to the public health of this coun-
try. But he did not choose to call
names, nor did he choose to rewrite
history so that it would serve him and
the point of view that he was trying to
project.

Just a few moments ago, the Senator
from New Mexico quoted a statement
so made in 1992 by Dr. Joycelyn Elders
that not only attempted to rewrite his-
tory as we know it, but clearly chose
to put one group in this country
against others in this country. And
that should not be tolerated by this
Senate of a public official that they
have the right to put in office.

I am not denying that the average
citizen has the right to say it. But I am
suggesting that it would be terribly un-
wise of this Senate to confirm an indi-
vidual who would choose to yield that
as her position.

So what we are talking about is the
platform, a very important platform,
and the spokesperson of that platform.
I do not find that it is acceptable for
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her to single out the Catholic Church
and imply that that religion is some
sort of enemy in the area of health
care, and that is exactly what she has
implied. I find that not only inappro-
priate, I suggest that this Senate find
it intolerable.

It is with those thoughts in mind and
a variety of other comments that I will
ask unanimous consent that I may
have printed in the RECORD two letters.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

AvcusT 15, 1993.
Hon. LARRY E. CRAIG,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR CRAIG: I urge a no vote on
President Clinton’s nominee for Surgeon
General, Joycelyn Elders. She does not re-
flect the mainstream view of Americans; she
i1s also abrasive, almost sounds bigoted, in
some of her public pronouncements.

We do not need more division, polarization
and discord. We need a reasonable, sincere
consensus builder. Someone who will reflect
good moral values and strive to find solu-
tions within mainstream thinking.

Sincerely.

JULY 27, 1993.
Hon. LARRY E. CRAIG,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR CRAIG: I would like to en-
courage you to make every effort possible to
defeat the nomination of Dr. Elders for Sur-
geon General.

Dr. Elders’ attitude and statements are to-
tally bigoted, and are significantly inflam-
matory. We do not need an outspoken bigot,
who is anti-Catholic, and wants abortion on
demand at any time during the pregnancy.
She is unhealthy for this Nation, and she is
more unhealthy for the unborn children in
our society.

I think that it is time to deal with the un-
wanted children in our society in a more
constructive manner, and Dr. Elders has
proven that she is not capable of leading this
country in that direction.

Thank you for this consideration.

Most sincerely.

Mr. CRAIG. I have had an outpouring
of phone calls and letters from citizens
in my State whose opinions are
alarmed by the very statements I have
made as an accurate reflection of Dr.
Elders’ attitudes about different indi-
viduals in this community we call the
United States. If she wants to destroy
this community that must work to-
gether on these clear and vital public
health issues, then she cannot use the
platform of U.S. Surgeon General the
way she chose to use the platforms
that she has been allowed to elevate to
by her experience and her talent.

I do not know what the Senate is
going to do in the coming hour, but I
suggest, if they choose to confirm this
nomination, that Dr. Elders recognize
that she has a much broader respon-
sibility to this country than she has
ever assumed before, and that she must
lay aside many of her attitudes and the
bigotry they have demonstrated.

I yield the remainder of my time.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I yield
the Senator from New York 5 minutes.



September 7, 1993

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York is recognized.

Mr. D'AMATO. Madam President,
first of all, let me say that just before
we broke for recess in August, Cardinal
O’'Connor wrote me a letter. I am going
to read just part of it, because I think
it is important. It called to my atten-
tion for the first time what I consid-
ered to be shocking and inappropriate
and yet to be explained remarks of the
nominee for Surgeon General. It was
reported that these remarks were made
during an address on January 18, 1992
at the Arkansas State Capitol in Little
Rock.

Dr. Elders is quoted as saying:

The first 400 years black people had their
freedom aborted, and the church said noth-
ing. The way of life for Native Americans
was aborted; the church was silent. We at-
tempted to eradicate a whole race of people
through the Holocaust, and the church was
silent.

Madam President, these statements
made by Dr. Elders are shocking. I be-
lieve they are anti-Catholic. Discrimi-
nation and bigotry in any form is
wrong, and I am an Italian-American
Catholic, and I know something about
discrimination. It is ugly, it is intoler-
able, it is wrong, and it cannot be justi-
fied. Although Dr. Elders has issued a
kind of apology—if you read her state-
ment, it is *'if I offended anyone.” The
very things she says —'‘a whole race of
people’ exterminated, and the church
was silent. Is she saying that the mil-
lions and millions of Catholics are to
be held responsible? Are we laying
blame? What kind of divisiveness is
this?

We know Dr. Elders made these
statements and that she may regret
having said them. What we do not
know, and should know, is why she
would make such statements. Why?
This is going to be the chief spokes-
person for the medical policies of this
country. My doubts about this nominee
are so strong and the questions that
linger are so serious that I could not in
good faith vote to confirm Dr. Elders.

Let me say that in the past weeks,
literally tens of thousands of people
have written, have called, have ex-
pressed their concerns about the gquali-
fications of a person—Dr. Elders—who
would resort to this inexplicable lan-
guage in assailing a church, in assail-
ing its people in a manner that is to-
tally unjustified and uncalled for.

So I hope that we will vote against
this nominee and that the President
will come forth with someone who
could more adequately represent this
high and prestigious office.

Mr. WOFFORD. Madam President, I
yield 10 minutes to the Senator from
Minnesota.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota is recognized.

Mr. WELLSTONE. I thank the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania.

Madam President, I may not need a
full 10 minutes, but I did want to come
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to the floor and speak strongly on be-
half of Dr. Joycelyn Elders.

Madam President, in regard to this
discussion that has been taking place
on the floor of the Senate, I really do
fear that some of it has been taken out
of context. Madam President, I also
fear that some of it has become a cari-
cature of Dr. Elders, who, after all, a
long time ago, long before this process,
apologized for whatever remarks she
felt were not well understood or that
she might have regretted.

Madam President, I guess after hav-
ing been in the Senate for 22 years,
one of the things that I am starting to
worry about the most is the way in
which there are attacks on individ-
uals—and this is not the first attack on
Dr. Elders, by any means. This is going
to lead to a situation in our country
where I think a lot of really good peo-
ple are never going to go into public
service. Maybe the right people will
stay out, and maybe the wrong people
will go in.

I have not had a chance to talk with
Dr. Elders since the latest of these re-
marks that have been made on the
floor of the Senate. But earlier, during
the time when there were other kinds
of attacks, I met with her. I will tell
you something. I could really see the
pain, and I could really see the hurt. I
think sometimes those of us in public
office, whether we are Democrats or
Republicans, forget that all of us are
fully human, I think maybe—maybe
not tonight. My colleagues can speak
for themselves, and what they say, I
assume they say in good faith. But as I
look at the overall pattern of what
happened with this nomination and
what she has had to go through—and I
do not mean just tonight but before we
went into recess—I really wonder
whether or not we are not coming dan-
gerously close to crossing the line. I
think we have crossed the line, where
people are going to have every single
remark they made—some of those re-
marks they regret—part of those re-
marks taken out of context and under
extreme attack over and over and over

again.

I just simply think that it would be a
real tragedy for our country, and for
the Senate, if we did not tonight vote
to confirm this outstanding woman.

Madam President, my wife, Sheila,
and I had a chance to meet with Dr. El-
ders. The first time we met we were
talking about some of our work dealing
with a set of issues that I know you
have been concerned about, dealing
with domestic violence, violence
against women and children. And Dr.
Elders did not hesitate to engage in
that conversation, to show her con-
cern, and to lay out ideas.

I mean she will be the kind of person
in a leadership position in our country
who, I think, will invest her full heart
and soul and intellect into making this
a better country for all of us whether
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we are African-American, black, white,
or of another color.

Madam President, I remember during
our committee the question was asked
by a colleague, what kind of Senator,
what kind of Senator—not what kind
of Surgeon General—will Dr. Elders be?
And I was thinking to myself what
kind of a Surgeon General will she be?
A woman from the humblest origins,
overcoming grinding poverty, out-
standing pediatrician., She will be a
role model for so many young people in
this country. It will be so important to
have her as a Surgeon General, and I
hope we do not miss that opportunity
for our Nation.

What kind of Surgeon General will
she be? I think she will be a Surgeon
General that will not be afraid to chal-
lenge all of us, and who will speak to
the concerns and circumstances of the
lives of so many children in the United
States of America that do not have,
hardly any of us in public office, ever
speaking to and with them, under-
standing them, and really helping
them.

Some of my colleagues have sug-
gested that she will be divisive. I think
whatever you think about a particular
remark that was made, whether you
think it was a good or bad thing that
that remark was made—and again Dr.
Elders over and over again has apolo-
gized for that long before this process.
I am not here to defend every remark
made. I think we are talking about a
woman, a real healing force for our Na-
tion.

I guess my heart goes out to her
when I hear the suggestion, or the im-
plication, that she has some bigotry to-
wards people of any religious faith.
That must be very painful for her, be-
cause I do not think if you look at her
overall record and look at her overall
life and look at what she has done, you
can really say that.

So, what kind of Surgeon General
will she be? I think she will be the kind
of Surgeon General that will unite us
as a people and bring us together,
black, and white, and Southeast Asian,
and native American, and Hispanic.

Finally, Madam President, we are
now at such a critical point in, if you
will, the national conversation that we
are having about health care. When I
was at the Minnesota State Fair that
issue came up over and over and over
again. What kind of Surgeon General
will she be? A Surgeon General that
emphasizes primary care, family doc-
tors, nurse practitioners, delivering
care out in the communities. That has
been her record in Arkansas, that will
be her record as Surgeon General. She
will serve our country ably, she will
serve with distinction. She has that
kind of record that we can all look at
if we want to be fair, and I hope that
tonight we will not make a mistake,
but instead, we, as the U.S. Senate,
will confirm her and that she will be-
come Surgeon General because I know
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she can make enormous contributions
to our Nation.

I yield the remainder of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I
yield to the Senator from North Caro-
lina how much time the Senator likes.

Mr. HELMS. I ask the Chair to notify
me when I have used 10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair recognizes the distinguished Sen-
ator from North Carolina for 10 min-
utes.

Mr. HELMS. I thank the Chair.

Madam President, I have no intent to
sermonize anybody about what the
Constitution means when it specifies
that the Senate shall give its advice
and consent to nominations.

I do not want to moralize too much,
but I think that we miss the boat if we
do not give some thought to what I be-
lieve to be a truth about this country,
and that truth is that unless the Unit-
ed States of America and the American
people can get a handle on the moral
precepts on which this Nation was
founded, then we are headed down the
slippery slope.

Now I have no personal animus for
Dr. Joycelyn Elders, if that is the way
you pronounce her name, never met
the lady but I will say this: After 3 or
4 weeks in North Carolina and various
other parts of the country, I have
heard so many objections to President
Clinton's nominee for U.S. Surgeon
General that one hardly knows where
to begin in describing them.

One thing that she has not been ac-
cused of is uttering one syllable on be-
half of chastity or personal responsibil-
ity or restraint. She has wisecracked
her way through her career and there
may be some who think that is the way
to do it but I must confess that I am
not one of them.

Dr. Elders supports sex education for
kindergarten children. She favors Fed-
eral funding of abortions. She favors
free Norplant implants for prostitutes
so that they can continue to sell their
bodies in order to get money for drugs.
She has preached condom usage to
teenagers and she is silent in seven lan-
guages about abstinence.

We have the duty, each of us as a
Senator, of passing judgment on every
nominee that the President sends up
here. I enjoyed what DALE BUMPERS
said earlier this afternoon. DALE is a
very elogquent Senator. But in this case
I am obliged to say that he missed the
point.

Perhaps most disturbing about Dr.
Elders is that she favors destroying un-
born babies as a method of preventing
birth defects and infant mortality. But
that is not all. As State health director
in Arkansas, and I know that I am re-
peating what has been said before on
this floor, but she time and time again
ignored the law and in my judgment
abused the power of her office. She
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mocked those who oppose the delib-
erate destruction of the most innocent,
most helpless humanity imaginable,
the unborn children, by sneering that
the prolifers should ‘“‘get over their
love affair with the fetus,”” and she
even called them **non-Christians with
slavemaster mentalities.”

Well, in response it is fair to say that
Dr. Elders should get over her love af-
fair with the condom. She recently at-
tacked the Catholic Church. I am a
Baptist and the Catholic Church can
take care of itself and has, but she
railed, ‘‘Look who is fighting the pro-
life movement. A celibate, male-domi-
nated church. * * * Not only did she
display intolerance when she delib-
erately insulted the Catholic Church—
she was way off base with her facts.
Two of the most prominent pro-life
groups in America—National Right to
Life and the National Life League—are
headed by women.

I think we should consider for a mo-
ment Joycelyn Elders' wrongheaded
declaration that ‘‘Abortion has had an
important, and positive, public health
effect.”

That is her opinion. It certainly has
not had a good health effect for the
children who have been destroyed.

According to her, abortion has re-
duced the number of children afflicted
with severe defects. I do not know how
she got her statistics. Maybe she does
not know where her statistics came
from.

She further said ‘*‘The number of
Down's syndrome infants in Washing-
ton State in 1976 was 64 percent lower
than it would have been without legal
abortion.”

How she knows that, I do not know,
but I do know that she realized that
nobody can check up on her.

What she lacks is the mentality, I
think, to understand that most, if not
all, parents of handicapped children
find these children to be blessings. I
happen to know a little something
about that personally.

Dr. Elders believes imperfect chil-
dren are better off not being allowed to
be born. By that statement, if imple-
mented before she was born, maybe Dr.
Elders would not be here today because
Senator BUMPERS and others have con-
stantly, repeatedly alluded to what a
poverty-stricken family she came from
during the depression.

So did I. So did I. But I do not go
around waving the flag about it. As Ad-
miral Nance, my good friend from Mon-
roe, NC, said, “We did not even know
we were poor.”’

She testified in 1990 before the Sen-
ate Labor Committee on the Freedom
of Choice Act, and during her testi-
mony she said ‘““‘Abortion was the sin-
gle most important factor in the sig-
nificant decrease in neonatal mortality
between 1964 and 1977.” Again, where
did she get the figures?

Nobody can challenge them. It is a
given that this bizarre lady, as Surgeon
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General, will try to force taxpayers to
pay for abortions.

Mark my words. That is exactly what
she is going to try to do, and I think
the President will go along with it.

She said:

If Medicaid does not pay for abortions,
does not pay for family planning, but pays
for prenatal care and delivery, that's saying:
I'll pay for you to have another good,
healthy slave, * * *

What an inflammatory statement.
And one of the defects in it is, it is not
true. It is astounding that she did not
know that Medicaid does pay for fam-
ily planning. In fact, family planning
has been a required Medicaid service
for 20 years, and she did not know it. In
1992, Medicaid paid more than $250 mil-
lion for family planning and contracep-
tive services. Overall Federal spending
for family planning in 1992 was an as-
tronomical $620 million.

Now if Senators or anybody else
thinks her abortion views are kind of
radical, they should take a look at her
views on contraceptives. Consider her
declaration during a summit on the
National Commission on Children.

I do not know why I am chuckling.
When I hear somebody with her pre-
sumed stature say things like this, I
think: Where are we headed? This is
what she said:

We have drivers' ed for our kids. We've
taught them what to do in the front seat of
the car, but not what to do in the back seat.

Boy, that is really statesmanlike.
That is the kind of talk for which the
Senate ought to fall all over itself in
confirming a nominee who said things
like that.

In an interview with ‘60 Minutes,”
Joycelyn Elders urged every young girl
to put a condom in her purse before she
goes out on a date. And as director of
the Arkansas Department of Health,
that is precisely what she did. And I
say again that Dr. Elders should get
over her love affair with the condom.

Dr. Elders established school-based
clinics in at least 26 public schools,
which sounds innocent enough. But the
fact is that these clinics provide com-
prehensive and graphic sex education
to children from kindergarten through
the 12th grade. Their main focus is to
distribute condoms and encourage
their use.

Thanks to Joycelyn Elders, Arkansas
public schools—not parents—now teach
children what sexual behavior is ac-
ceptable. Rather than teach absti-
nence, self discipline, and responsibil-
ity, these clinics dispense condoms,
birth control pills, and refer students
for abortions without informing par-
ents. And these clinics have been a co-
lossal flop.

Joycelyn Elders’ goal in pushing pro-
condom programs in schools was to re-
duce teenage pregnancy, but the fact is
that during her tenure as Arkansas
Health Director, the rate of teenage
pregnancies was 7.79 percent—a 10-year
high.
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In addition, the incidence of sexually
transmitted diseases in teens dramati-
cally increased. In 1989 syphilis in teen-
agers was up by 130 percent and HIV in-
fection in teens escalated 160 percent.

These Arkansas statistics were per-
fectly predictable. A Louis Harris poll
shows that teens who have had a sex
education course that includes contra-
ception instruction have a 50 percent
higher sexual activity rate than those
who have had sex education courses
stressing abstinence.

Why have Elders' clinics failed to re-
duce teenage pregnancy? Could it be
because the national condom failure
rate among teenagers is almost 1 in 57
The fact is, records show that condoms
are so ineffective in preventing preg-
nancy that the FDA has never licensed
them to be advertised as contracep-
tives. So the bottom line is: Falsely
teaching teenagers that condoms are
safe and that it's OK to use them en-
courages young people to experiment
with sex—thereby increasing teenage
pregnancy and exposing them to AIDS
and other sexual diseases.

While we're on the subject, Mr. Presi-
dent, consider the fact that as Director
of Arkansas' Health Department,
Joycelyn Elders knowingly distributed
defective condoms. In 1990, the U.S.
Food and Drug Administration (FDA)
found that condoms that her depart-
ment bought for distribution at health
clinics and schools had a failure rate
more than 10 times higher than the
FDA limit.

Did Joycelyn Elders re-call the defec-
tive condoms? You bet your life she
didn’t. Did she notify school children
and the public not to use these leaky
condoms? She knowingly and delib-
erately did not. So much for the wel-
fare of school children. So much for
this nominee’s judgment and integrity.

Moreover, this matter would never
have come to light if the news media
had not exposed it. Dr. Elders’ excuse:
She claimed it was so difficult to get
young men to use condoms in the first
place that she ‘‘didn’t want to make
anybody afraid of condoms.”

Mr. President, is this kind of judg-
ment—Iletting children  play Russian
roulette with defective condoms—is
this the kind of judgment we have a
right to expect from the Nation's Sur-
geon General—the Nation's No. 1 doc-
tor?

Dr. Elders' lack of judgment does not
end there. On a recent CNBC program,
“Talk Live,"” she was asked what she
would do about crack-addicted pros-
titutes who give birth to crack babies.
Her response:

I would hope that we would provide them
Norplant, so they could still use sex if they
must to buy their drugs.

What ever happened to treating the
prostitute’s addiction? Her response to-
tally ignores an important reality:
Norplant prevents pregnancies; it does
nothing to prevent the transmittal of
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AIDS. In fact, a recent AIDS study at
the National Academy of Science found
that the use of crack cocaine by women
in New York City contributed greatly
to the spread of AIDS.

Mr. President, Joycelyn Elders’ radi-
cal ideas on abortion and teenage preg-
nancy are not her only shortcomings.
She has also repeatedly ignored State
and Federal laws and has shown poor
judgment in her personal finances.

The Arkansas Constitution requires
that the State do everything possible
to protect the life of every unborn
child from conception until birth. And
the State Political Practice Act pro-
hibits State employees from soliciting
signatures on State grounds.

Despite these explicit State laws,
Joycelyn Elders delivered a strident
pro-abortion speech at a January 1992
rally at the Arkansas State Capitol
Building. When challenged with violat-
ing the State constitution, Joycelyn
Elders retorted that she has ‘“no
qualms about using her official posi-
tion to promote abortions rights.”

But Mr. President, in response to
questions during her Senate confirma-
tion hearing, Joycelyn Elders said she
was not acting as Arkansas Health Di-
rector when she delivered the speech at
the rally. I'd like to see a Senator try
to get by with that phony excuse.

In direct defiance of the Political
Practice Act, Elders appeared at this
rally to solicit signatures to support
the reproductive choice amendment.
When asked about violating this law,
she initially claimed she was there as a
private citizen. She later changed her
tune, saying she was ‘“‘just doing her
job as the health director.” She had to
change her tune so that she could use
State funds to hire an attorney when
she was sued for violating State law.
Which of her statements was not a
falsehood?

Did she appear at the rally as the di-
rector of the Arkansas Health Depart-
ment in blatant violation of two State
laws, or

Did she appear as a private citizen in
which case she was not entitled to a
State paid attorney?

There's another instance of Joycelyn
Elders’ indifference to the law. The Ar-
kansas Democrat Gazette reported in
July 1990 that Joycelyn Elders received
a State salary of $103,297 which ex-
ceeded the $72,907 maximum State sal-
ary permitted by Arkansas law. For
several years, it seems the Arkansas
Health Department had transferred
money to the University of Arkansas
Medical School to supplement Elders’
salary. The medical school then paid
her a higher amount as a professor of
pediatrics, even though her position as
State health director is a full-time and
a 52 weeks-a-year job.

The Arkansas Attorney General
noted that, although her salary ar-
rangement might not be illegal, it may
have violated the spirit of the State

20195

statutes setting maximum salaries.
The attorney general characterized the
pay arrangement as ‘‘questionable.”
Referring to Elders' contractual ar-
rangement, the spokesman for the at-
torney general admitted, “We think
there are reasons to believe that that
contract would be void if it were pre-
sented to a court."

If this were not enough, Mr. Presi-
dent, in recent months Joycelyn Elders
was paid by three different sources:
First, the Arkansas Health Depart-
ment; second the U.S. Department of
Health and Human Services; and third
the University of Arkansas Medical
School. Arkansas taxpayers should
know about this triple dipping, and
Americans should know about it too.

And what about Joycelyn Elders’
mismanagement and banking viola-
tions? In March 1992, the National
Bank of Arkansas sued Joycelyn Elders
and other members of the bank's board
of directors for negligent mismanage-
ment involving bad lending and invest-
ment practices. As a board member,
Joycelyn Elders gave herself an unse-
cured $230,000 line of credit, along with
others.

And then, Mr. President, there is the
likelihood that Joycelyn Elders may
have a Zoe Baird problem. She and her
husband failed to pay Social Security
taxes for a nurse who cared for Mr. El-
ders’' mother—who has Alzheimer's dis-
ease. Although the Elders got around
to paying the $15,000 in back taxes this
summer, there still are questions as to
why they were not paid when due.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired.

Mr. HELMS. Madam President, I
shall conclude in just one moment. I
ask unanimous consent that I may
have an additional minute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the Senator will be allowed
to proceed for 1 more minute.

Mr. HELMS. Madam President, what
do I think about the nomination of Dr.
Elders? What do I think of all the
things she said?

At a minimum, I think there are seri-
ous questions about Joycelyn Elders’
judgment.

Furthermore, she is pushing and
shoving and demanding a public health
philosophy that is anathema to many
Americans, and a philosophy that
failed miserably in Arkansas.

This Nation needs a Surgeon General
who will uphold the law, not scoff at it.
Americans deserve a Surgeon General
who will espouse public health ideas
that make sense, not encourage moth-
ers to abort their babies just because
they have a birth defect or because it
would be inconvenient to have them.,

S0 to me, as one Senator who is des-
ignated to cast a vote on this nomina-
tion under the Constitution, Joycelyn
Elders, by her deeds and her words,
does not deserve to be confirmed by the
Senate to serve as Surgeon General of
the United States.
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Yes, I know she will be confirmed.
But as a Senator, I cannot vote for her.

I thank the Chair and I yield the
floor.

Mr. NICKLES addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
FEINGOLD). The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. NICKLES. I thank my friend and
colleague from North Carolina for his
statement.

Just for the notification of Senators,
except for Senator EX0ON, I do not know
of anyone else who wishes to speak on
our side. I have some comments that
will probably take about 15 or 20 min-
utes, and then I believe on this side we
will be ready to vote.

Mr. KENNEDY. Will the Senator
yield?

Mr. NICKLES. I am happy to yield.

Mr. KENNEDY. I think we have one
or two very brief comments, so I think
our side will probably take less than
half an hour. If it is agreeable with the
Senator, I will communicate that to
the majority leader and he can talk to
the minority leader and perhaps set a
time that is convenient to the leader-
ship.

But I think we are looking at ap-
proximately 7 o'clock, unless there are
other Members who want to speak at
greater length.

I thank the Senator.

Mr. NICKLES. I thank the Senator.

I might inquire of the Chair, how
much time is remaining on both sides?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma has 1 hour and 37
minutes, and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts has 1 hour and 28 minutes.

Mr. NICKLES. I thank the Chair.

I think that shows the debate has
been fairly equal on time, as it
should be.

Again just for the notification of our
colleagues, it may well be that we will
be voting sometime in the neighbor-
hood of 6:45 or 7 o'clock, if that is
agreeable with the majority and minor-
ity leaders.

Mr. President, most of my comments
this morning dealt with statements Dr.
Elders has made. As I mentioned at
that time, my problem with her nomi-
nation initially began because I felt
many of the statements she had made
were radical and extreme.

I have heard my colleague, the Sen-
ator from Minnesota, say they were
taken out of context. I would just like
to say that I have gone to great lengths
to try to make sure that any of the
statements I have used or any of the
quotations I have used have certainly
not been taken out of context. They
are direct quotations.

I might also mention that in almost
all the statements to which I referred,
Dr. Elders, in almost ever case, did not
apologize for or retract the statements
that were made.

Again, I find many of those state-
ments quite offensive.
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I also mentioned this morning I
would spend the earlier part discussing
her comments and statements. The sec-
ond part of my speech would deal with
her record in Arkansas, her record as
director of the Arkansas Department of
Health.

There are a lot of concerns I have. I
will just go over these rather quickly.
They are not concerns that are totally
new, but I think they are concerns that
need to be addressed as part of the
record, to make sure the whole record
is before the American people.

One of the problems I have in looking
at her record as director of the Arkan-
sas Department of Health dealt with
her compensation. The Arkansas law,
by statute, sets compensation levels
for various agency heads or department
leaders. The compensation level for the
health department, which Dr., Elders is
currently the head of—or was director
of for several years—was $84,273 for 1992
and 1993. Dr. Elders’ compensation was
$130,000 for the last 2 years.

I do not begrudge her that compensa-
tion amount, but I do find it to be in
violation of the Arkansas statute. The
Arkansas statute really is very clear.
This is in section 19-4-1601:

No employee authorized by the General As-
sembly shall receive from appropriated or
cash funds either from State, Federal, or
other sources compensation in an amount
greater than shall be established by the Gen-
eral Assembly as the maximum annual sal-
ary for the employee unless specific provi-
sions are made therefor by law.

It is very clear. Certainly her salary
amount was not in compliance with
State law.

Again, it is not the issue of com-
pensation. It is not the fact that I
think that she was overpaid at $130,000.
It is the fact that State law is very
clear.

I might remind my colleagues, Gov.
Bill Clinton was Governor at the time.
The legislature was strongly controlled
by Democrats in both houses. So they
could have amended the law.

This was an issue, This was not a
nonissue that just came up during con-
firmation. In looking back, there was a
State attorney general's opinion on
July 11, 1990. The attorney general at
that time was Steve Clark, who had
written a 10-page opinion. I will just
read the conclusion portion. It says:

It is, in my opinion, clear, however, that a
professional services contract negotiated for
the purposes of avoiding applicable salary re-
strictions or other laws will be struck down
by the courts. The invalidity of such con-
tracts will be particularly apparent where,
as here, the contractor agency—here the
University of Arkansas Medical Service—ar-
guably serves as a conduit to funnel extra
compensation to a State employee who
would otherwise be prohibited from receiv-
ing it.

Clearly, this is in opposition to Dr.
Elders' pay arrangement. This entire,
11-page opinion was written in response
to a question dealing with compensa-
tion for Dr. Elders.
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Also, more recently, in an opinion
dated May 13, 1993, Winston Bryan, who
is the current State attorney general,
responded to an inquiry from a State
representative. Again, I will just read
one part of a paragraph on a three-page
opinion.

Dr. Elders, of course, Is director of an
agency in this State and as such is prohib-
ited from receiving additional compensation
under Arkansas code 19-4-1701.

So, again, it is very apparent from
two attorneys general's opinions that
her salary, her compensation agree-
ment, was in violation of the State
law. Evidently some State legislators
were concerned about it because they
asked for an attorney general's opin-
ion, but it was not really corrected or
amended during her term as director.

Again, I find that in violation of the
law. I do not know why Governor Clin-
ton and Dr. Elders and the legislature
did not fix it. They have fixed it for fu-
ture directors, but they never did dur-
ing Dr. Elders' tenure. Again, it ap-
pears very clear that she was violating
State law. Maybe nobody cares about
that, but it seems to be kind of impor-
tant. I would like to think that our
Federal and State employees would be
in compliance with the law.

Not in violation of Federal or State
law that I could find was the fact that
this year she has been receiving, or was
receiving, compensation as a Federal
consultant to the tune of $550 a day
plus $135 a day expenses. She received
much of that while receiving com-
pensation as a State employee. I might
mention her State contract was ex-
tended to the tune of $14,000 a month.

It was terminated when the Governor
of the State, again a Democrat, found
out that she was receiving Federal
compensation as a consultant in addi-
tion to receiving her compensation as a
State employee to the tune of $14,000 a
month. Some people would call that
double dipping. If you figured the fact
that she is compensated not only by
the Arkansas Department of Health
but also by the University of Arkansas
and by the Federal Government, many
people would call that triple dipping.

Again, 1 do not believe or know that
is illegal, but again it sheds some light
that I found somewhat troubling.

Something more troubling, of a more
pertinent nature that affects many
people in this body and some other
nominees, .deals with the nonpayment
of Social Security taxes. Dr. Elders and
her husband have employed an em-
ployee, Audrey Ruffin, for several
years to help take care of Dr. Elders’
mother-in-law. They never paid taxes,
never paid Social Security taxes, never
paid Federal withholding taxes on this
employee.

During the confirmation hearings,
Dr. Elders had mentioned that Ms.
Ruffin was paid as an independent con-
tractor. As a matter of fact, she re-
ferred to that in one of her statements,
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in response to a question from Senator
CoATS. She said, “Senator, it is my un-
derstanding regarding this, you know,
like private duty nurses really are
independent consultants or independ-
ent——""

Senator COATS says: ‘‘Contractors.”

Dr. Elders: *** * * contractors, and
they handle their own. You pay them a
fixed amount and * * *'°

She is implying they pay their own
payroll taxes. I did not think a lot
about this issue until I found out that
in 1989, the IRS had contacted the
State of Arkansas because the State
health department was not paying So-
cial Security taxes on several employ-
ees. The State finally had to pay back
taxes to the tune of $200,000 to $300,000.

Dr. Elders was director of the depart-
ment of health at that time. This let-
ter that I have now, which was written
on April 17, 1989, by Clay Parton, direc-
tor of the division of in-home services
for the Arkansas Department of
Health, says: “In reviewing the docu-
mentation that you [the IRS] sent us,
we understand that we should be treat-
ing these workers as employees.” We
are talking about physical therapists,
registered nurses, personal care aides—
of which Audrey Ruffin was one.

So this was a big issue that, frankly,
while the State of Arkansas found out
they were treating a lot of people as
independent contractors, they were
really employees. They should be pay-
ing Social Security taxes. The State
agreed. The State paid the back taxes—
under her department, under the de-
partment of health.

So the director of the department of
health had to know in 1989 that you
cannot call personal aides, or personal
care aides, or physical therapists and
50 on as private contractors. Yet that
is the way Audrey Ruffin was com-
pensated. Let us just be very blunt. For
Audrey Ruffin, no Social Security
taxes, no withholding taxes were paid
for several years. This denied her So-
cial Security benefits, and it cheated
the Social Security System out of
money that it was owed. I cannot help
but think that Dr. Elders knew that
Social Security taxes should have been
paid, since she was director of the de-
partment of health when this issue
came up in 1989.

So, again, I am troubled by that.
Maybe other people are not. But it hap-
pens to be against the law not to pay
Social Security taxes. It happens to be
against the law if you do not pay those
taxes. It is not optional. It is not a
maybe thing. We are not talking about
a babysitter. We are not talking about
somebody who works 1 day a month or
somebody who comes in occasionally.
We are not talking about an illegal, un-
documented person. We are talking
about a U.S. citizen who worked for Dr.
and Mr. Elders for care of his mother,
who has Alzheimer’s, I understand.

This employment arrangement lasted
for years. I have heard Dr. Elders say,
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well, it was the responsibility of her
husband. Frankly, I do not think, if
vou looked at legal responsibility, that
would be the case, because the em-
ployee was paid out of a joint account
and, frankly, both Dr. Elders and Mr.
Elders had a lot of things to do—set-
ting employee times, benefits, so forth.
It was an employee-employer relation-
ship with contingent liabilities to pay
Social Security taxes which were not
paid and, frankly, were not paid until
you had a little confirmation concern,
and then the taxes were paid. Then
people say, ‘‘We hope that issue is be-
hind us."”

The fact is the law was broken. There
is a law that says you have to pay So-
cial Security taxes. If you do not pay
the taxes, you can be fined thousands
of dollars; you can be imprisoned. I
make mention of that, and I couple the
two. I look at the State law that says
that State officials cannot have com-
pensation in excess of a certain
amount, and she was; and I look at the
Federal law that says you are supposed
to pay Social Security taxes, and they
did not. So that concerns me.

Then there is another concern, I
guess, that I have and that deals with
the Bank of Arkansas. The Comptroller
of the Currency reprimanded board
members, including Dr. Elders, for vio-
lating national banking laws and safe-
ty and soundness laws. She violated
the banking laws. I could go through
the whole transaction. There were
bank loans made, millions of dollars to
an individual, and then they loaned
money to another institution, which
then loaned that individual some
money. The Comptroller of the Cur-
rency said, “Don’'t do that."” They
warned the board members not to do it,
and they continued to do it. Then the

Comptroller came down and rep-
rimanded the  board members for
doing so.

I do not want to make a bigger deal
out of it than it is, but they violated
the national banking laws. Again, that
is another instance of a law being bro-
ken, certainly a case of ineptness, as
far as oversight, on behalf of nine
board members. I might mention that
Dr. Elders was one of nine board mem-
bers who were implicated in this.

They were also sued. There was a
civil suit against all nine board mem-
bers to the tune of $1.5 million. It was
settled shortly before the confirmation
hearings began. The terms of the set-
tlement are private. We do not know
what they are. But evidently several
people felt like they had a legitimate
suit against the board members for vio-
lating the banking laws and sued for
$1.5 million, and they reached some
settlement, of which we do not know
the results.

I just make mention of that because
I look at several of these things that
have happened during her tenure in fi-
nancial management, personal man-
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agement, and the management of the
department of health, and it concerns
me. Again, I want to look at her record
now, and not just some mistakes.

What about the record in Arkansas?
What about Arkansas, as far as improv-
ing health care in Arkansas? Dr. El-
ders, I believe, made a statement that
her No. 1 priority was to reduce the
teenage pregnancy rate in Arkansas.
By any standards, she has not been suc-
cessful because currently the teenager
pregnancy rate is at a 10-year high.
They went from fourth worst in the Na-
tion, when she began her term, to the
second worst in the Nation. So the
teenage pregnancy rate has gone up.
They have had an increase of 15 to 17
percent every year since 1987. I might
mention, in the early eighties, prior to
the tenure of Dr. Elders, the teenage
pregnancy rate had actually decreased
by 10 percent. I also might mention
that sexually transmitted diseases
have gone up. Syphilis has gone up in
Arkansas by 130 percent and HIV in Ar-
kansas has gone up by 160 percent be-
tween 1989 and 1992. That concerns me.
I do not give her full fault or credit for
those statistics, but they happen to be
statistics that are real and, again, I
hope that we would not see duplicated
throughout the country.

I just look at a couple of other things
that have been stated and, again, I
mention this—I will just read one
quote and insert this in the RECORD. It
is from Investor's Business Daily, Au-
gust 2, 1993. It talks about scrutiny of
Joycelyn Elders. I might just read a
couple paragraphs:

How many parents outside of New York's
East Village and San Francisco's Castro
Street section really think, as Elders does,
that sex should be part of the kindergarten
curriculum?

Elders spent much of her time as Arkan-
sas' health director fighting all those back-
ward, reactionary parents who think that
they—not the State—should control when
and how their children are taught about sex.

“The Surgeon General really does have a
bully pulpit, you know, and I'll use it,'" El-
ders has promised.

If her record is any guide, she will almost
certainly use it to push for national sex edu-
cation curriculum—consisting largely of
handing out condoms to school-age kids and
teaching grammar school children to explore
whether or not they are heterosexual or ho-
mosexual.

You don't have to be a follower of Pat Rob-
ertson or a devout Catholic to be alarmed by
the sexual indoctrination of children. And, if
the idea is to reduce teenage pregnancy and
sexually transmitted disease, a look at El-
ders' record is less encouraging.

In Arkansas, the teenage pregnancy rate
fell by almost 21 percent from 1979 to 1987,
the year Elders took office, but has risen
more than T percent since then. Since 1989,
the infection rate for syphilis in Arkansas is
up 177 percent, after slowing in the mid-
19680°s. Elders’ condoms apparently didn's
help.

l\-'?oreover. when many of the 1 million
condoms Arkansas distributed in 1990-91
were found to be defective, Elders chose to
keep it quiet.
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to print the entire two-page arti-
cle by Investor’s Business Daily in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Investor's Business Daily, Aug. 2,
1993]
BILL CLINTON'S BRAVE NEW WORLD

Candidate Bill Clinton said he wanted to
reinvent government. Not a bad idea, but it
appears he really meant using government to
reinvent society—or, ‘‘to remold soclety by
redefining what it means to be a human
being in the 20th Century,” as Hillary Rod-
man Clinton put {t in a speech last April.

One lock at the New Age thinkers and re-
cycled 1960s radicals the Clintons are calling
on to help “remold society'' is discouraging,
to say the least. And Lani Guinier, President
Clinton’s ill-fated nominee for the Justice
Department’s Civil Rights Division, is only
the tip of the iceberg.

Guinier, you'll recall, supported ‘‘propor-
tional representation,” which would include
giving minorities greater legislative power
than their numbers warrant. When those ex-
treme views came to light, even President
Clinton abandoned her, claiming he had
never read her writings and calling her prin-
ciples “‘anti-democratic.”

Less scrutiny has been brought to bear on
Joycelyn Elders, Clinton's pick for surgeon
general.

How many parents outside of New York's
East Village and San Francisco’'s Castro
Street section really think, as Elders does,
that sex should be part of the kindergarten
curriculum?

Elders spent much of her time as Arkan-
sas’ health director fighting all those back-
ward, reactionary parents who think they—
not the state—should control when and how
their children are taught about sex.

‘“The surgeon general really does have a
bully pulpit, you know, and I'll use it,"" El-
ders has promised.

If her record is any guide, she will almost
certainly use it to push for a national sex
education curriculum—consisting largely of
handing out condoms to school-age kids and
teaching grammar school children to explore
whether they are heterosexual or homo-
sexual.

You don’t have to be a follower of Pat Rob-
ertson or a devout Catholic to be alarmed by
the sexual indoctrination of children. And, if
the idea is to reduce teenage pregnancy and
sexually transmitted disease, a look at El-
ders’ record is even less encouraging.

In Arkansas, the teenage pregnancy rate
fell by almost 21% from 1979 to 1987, the year
Elders took office, but has risen more than
7% since then. Since 1989 the infection rate
for syphilis in Arkansas is up 177%, after
slowing in the mid-1980s. Elders’ condoms,
apparently, didn’t help.

Moreover, when many of the one million
condoms Arkansas distributed in 1990-91
were found to be defective, Elders chose to
keep it quiet.

Then there is Michael Lerner, the editor of
the left-wing magazine Tikkun, dubbed the
first lady's ‘“guru’ by Washingtonians. He
advocates that jobless benefits ‘“‘must be
raised" to either the income an employee
made In the six months before becoming job-
less, or the median income in society over
the same period, whichever, is less.

In addition: “Companies would be fined, up
to confiscatory levels, for those moves that
negatively effect on the health of the com-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

munity, unless they can show that they have
done everything economically feasible to
convert the facility to worker-controlled en-
terprises producing goods that might sustain
future employment for those they previously
employed.”

But that mumbo jumbo is tame compared
to Lerner's revolutionary socialism of 20

years ago.

In his 1973 book, “The New Socialist Revo-
lution,' he argued, ‘‘socialism . . . can be re-
alized in this country only through revolu-
tionary struggle.”” As leader of the ‘‘Seattle
Liberation Front" In the early 1970s, Hil-
lary’s “‘guru’ was indicted for a violent as-
sault on a federal courthouse. How's that for
reinventing government?

On top of this are the administration's
more familiar faces.

Labor Secretary Robert Reich, for exam-
ple, tells us that entrepreneurs are a vestige
of America's past and that the stock market
is only a short-term yardstick of the econ-
omy.
And, according to Health and Human Serv-
ices Secretary Donna Shalala, “it’s a myth
that complex bureaucracies that are heavily
regulated can't improve the services that
they're responsible for." Translation: Look
for more un-reinvented government.

Even Ruth Bader Ginsburg, the *‘mod-
erate” soon-to-be Supreme Court justice,
thinks the Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts, Boys
and Girls Clubs and single sex prisons should
all “eliminate sex segregation.” She also
feels that prostitution should be legal be-
cause it is a *‘consensual act between adults”
protected by the right to privacy. Oh yes,
and the Constitution also requires women to
be drafted into the armed forces and to fight
alongside men.

Every president appoints a doozy or two,
but this White House is overflowing with of-
ficials—and we've by no means named all of
them—with questionable backgrounds and
leftish views that are out of touch with the
typical American family. And they are
poised to carry out a new agenda of social
engineering few voters realized they were
getting last November.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I am
not going to belabor this, and I am not
going to put too much in the RECORD.
But here is another article, from the
Arkansas Democrat Gazette, that says,
and this is the headline:

DATA PUTS TEEN PREGNANCIES UP IN AREAS
WITH SCHOOL CLINICS

In Pulaski County, the State began dis-
pensing contraceptives In 1989 at Central
High School, and in 1991 at Mills High
School, both in Little Rock.

The teen pregnancy rate increased 8.8 per-
cent in Pulaski County, from 1988-91, the lat-
est year of data available.

That was a greater increase than state-
wide, which was 6.5 percent from 1988-91.

I ask unanimous consent that this ar-
ticle be printed in the RECORD, as well.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Arkansas Democrat Gazette, July
29, 1993]
DATA PUTS TEEN PREGNANCIES UP IN AREAS
WITH SCHOOL CLINICS
(By Bobbi Ridlehoover)

Teen-age pregnancy rates have gone up in
the two counties where the Arkansas Depart-
ment of Health has been dispensing contra-
ceptives for at least four years in school clin-
ics.
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The fertility rates and pregnancy rates of
Arkansas teens have been under scrutiny be-
cause Dr. Joycelyn Elders, former depart-
ment director and U.S. surgeon general des-
ignate, declared the battle agalnst teenage
pregnancy as one of her main programs.

The average increase for the three counties
dispensing contraceptives is 9.9 percent,
slightly lower than the statewide increase of
10.5 percent.

Arkansas has school-based clinics in 11
counties, but only four schools distribute
contraceptives: Central High School and
Mills High School (Pulaski County); Lincoln
High School (Washington County); and
Turrell High School (Crittenden County).

The pregnancy rate for 10- to 19-year-olds
in Washington County, where the depart-
ment has dispensed contraceptives since 1987,
increased 3.4 percent from 1986 to 1991, which
was less than half the state increase.

The National Center for Health Statistics
cannot provide a national comparison for
ages 10-19 for 1986-91. In the 15-19 age group,
the teen pregnancy rate increased 5 percent
from 1986 to 1988, said Stephanle Ventura, a
NCHS statisticlan,

It is expected the rate of increase will be
about 11 percent from 1986 to 1990, but all the
data needed to determine that have not yet
been compiled, Ventura said.

In Pulaski County, the state began dis-
pensing contraceptives in 1989 at Central
High School and in 1991 at Mills High School,
both in Little Rock.

The teen pregnancy rate increased 8.8 per-
cent in Pulaskl County from 1988-91, the lat-
est year of data available.

That was a greater Increase than state-
wide, which was 6.5 percent from 1988-91.

The high school in Crittenden County did
not begin dispensing contraceptives until
1991, so no comparison could be made.

Douglas R. Murray, director of the Na-
tional Center for Health Statistics, saild the
department’s statistics can be used to make
Elders' program to fight teen pregnancy look
like a success or llke a failure, depending
upon what years and ages are included.

During the last two years of the program,
the teen pregnancy rate for the state
dropped 1.5 percent, Murray salid.

But for those three counties that dispense
contraceptives, the drop was a more dra-
matic 4.6 percent, Murray said.

‘‘You can say just about anything you
want to,”” he sald. "It depends on what you
use as your starting and finishing points.”

Elders made the point in 1990 that, al-
though state statistics showed births to teen
mothers ages 15-19 were 21.4 percent of the
total births in 1960 and 18.3 percent of total
births in 1987, the teen-age fertility rate was,
in fact, increasing. The reason was the num-
ber of teens had decreased since 1960.

John Thomas, research director for the
Family Council, a Christian organization
that researches issues involving traditional
values, said he is not surprised the preg-
nancy rates have gone up in those counties
where contraceptives have been dispensed.

Julie Wright of Little Rock, regional direc-
tor of a five-state area for the American Life
League, the largest organization of abortion
opponents in United States, said increases in
pregnancy rates in those counties show El-
ders’ programs ‘‘have not been successful.”

Murray said county statistics do not re-
flect the success or failure of Elders' pro-
gram, because they include girls ages 10-19,
many of whom are not exposed to informa-
tion from the school clinics.

Martha Hlett, assistant director of the Bu-
reau of Public Health Programs, said success
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of the department's program cannot be ade-
quately judged by county statistics, because
the program reaches only a fraction of teen-
age girls in each county.

The department has school clinics that dis-
pense contraceptives in two of the six high
schools in Pulaski County, in one of the five
high schools in Crittenden County and in one
of the 10 high schools in Washington County.

Detractors and supporters of Elders often
quote teen-age fertility rates in Arkansas,
calling them ‘‘teen-age pregnancy rates.”

Fertility rates are rates of live births. The
teen fertility rate is obtained by dividing the
number of live births in a year by the popu-
lation of women ages 15-19 and multiplying
by 1,000.

Pregnancy rates are similarly obtained, ex-
cept they include live births, induced abor-
tions, fetal deaths and miscarriages.

Murray said he always put quotation
marks around the phrase “‘pregnancy rate,"”
because the data are not flrm. Miscarriages
are poorly reported at best, he said, and in-
duced-abortion data are of erratic quality.

Statistics show fertility rates dropped in
Arkansas from 1980 until 1987, when they
began to climb dramatically.

From 1987-90, the teen-age fertility rate in-
creased 16.98 percent in Arkansas, but in-
creased slowly than the national rate. Dur-
ing that time, the national rate increased
18.38 percent.

Murray said one reason fertility rates are
so high in Arkansas is the abortion rate in
Arkansas 1s about half the national rate.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, in
looking at some of the other positions
that Dr. Elders has taken as director of
the Arkansas Department of Public
Health, we see an agenda that will also
apply to her as Surgeon General. Talk-
ing about sex education in Arkansas, I
have a letter from Dr. Glen Griffin,
who is a member of the advisory board
of the Medical Institute for Sexual
Health. He visited one of these school-
based clinics in Arkansas.

I will just read a couple of para-
graphs that he mentioned:

I picked up a little comic book and pam-
phlet in the large, cheerful waiting room of
the “Wellness Clinic™ in Little Rock Central
High School.

In the Andrea and Lisa comic, a ‘“fairy
godsister’” rescues the girls by convincing
them to use condoms when they have sex
with their boyfriends.

Contrary to what we have heard, I did not
find any pamphlets suggesting it might be
better to walt for sex until marriage. In-
stead, a pamphlet sells the idea of playing
around with sex by saying, ““You'll never for-
get the feeling of safer sex.”

Is this the message you want to have your
boys and girls to be getting in junior high
and high school?

I just say I do not.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this entire 24 pages relating
to Dr. Griffin’s visit to an Arkansas
school clinic under the supervision and
basically at the initiation of Dr. El-
ders, be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
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[From the Medical Institute for Sexual
Health, Aug. 3, 1993)

DON'T BUY A FLAWED “'SAFER SEX" PROGRAM
LIKE I SAw IN JUNIOR HIGH AND HIGH
SCHOOL CLINICS IN ARKANSAS

(By Glen C. Griffin, M.D.)

If you are going to buy a car, you want to
be sure it will work and get you where you
want to go. I think the American people ex-
pect the same about choosing the nation’s
top doctor, the Surgeon General.

Since 1 knew that very few doctors, or par-
ents, could visit the new Surgeon General, or
the school clinics she advocates—I did, and
wrote an editorial in the April 1993 issue of
Postgraduate Medicine about what I found.

I picked up a little comic book and pam-
phlet in the large cheerful walting room of
the “Wellness Clinic” in the Little Rock
Central High School.

In the Andrea and Lisa comic, a ‘‘fairy
godsister' rescuses the girls by convincing
them to use condoms when they have sex
with their boy friends.

Contrary to what we have heard, I did not
find any pamphlets suggesting It might be
better to wait for sex until marriage. In-
stead, a pamphlet sells the idea of playing
around with sex by saying: “You'll never for-
get the feeling of safer sex."

“You'll never forget the feeling of safer
sex?"

Is this the message you want your boys
and girls to be getting in junior high and
high school? And do you want your young
daughters having pelvic exams at school?

And think about the flawed logic of giving
children condoms and contraceptives as ad-
vocated by the Surgeon General nominee:

1. In the Forest Heights Junior High in Lit-
tle Rock, I was told the girls are given their
choice of contraceptives. Many people think
that school clinics hand out condoms to pre-
vent teen pregnancies. But the people run-
ning these programs know that condoms
don’t work very well to prevent pregnancy in
kids. And at least 20% of girls who rely on
condoms get pregnant within a year or so.
Because of this the pill and 5 year implants
are encouraged. In the Planned Parenthood
magazine, Family Planning Perspectives an
article states that in one public clinic 96% of
the girls chose the pill.

2. Obviously, the pill or an implant are NO
PROTECTION against AIDS or other sexu-
ally transmitted diseases.

3. So condoms are encouraged and passed
out—10,000 last year In the Little Rock
Central High School. But in a national sur-
vey only 3% of girls on the pill use condoms.
And since condom failure rates are so high
anyway among teens even when they are al-
ways used the program is a failure.

Remember, the condom failure rate is one-
in-five in preventing pregnancy when a girl
can get pregnant only a few days a month.
Think of the failure rate in preventing AIDS,
a 100% killer, and other sexually transmitted
diseases, when boys and girls are vulnerable
to them every day of every month—even if
condoms are used.

THIS PLAN IS NOT MEDICALLY LOGICAL

Giving contraceptives to kids enables them
to engage in a dangerous self-defeating be-
havior some call “safer sex' which isn't safe
at all.

You don’t buy a used car that has a major
problem.

And you don’t have to buy this teen
condom/pill program that has a major prob-
lem.

There is a better way.

Quietly and successfully there are hun-
dreds of schools across America that help
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kids develop confidence and self-worth so
they don't need drugs, other counterfeit
highs, or sex to make them feel important
and needed.

Dr. Elders has emphatically said the way
to solve the teen drug problem is to teach
kids to say ‘“‘no.” But in her confirmation
hearings she said that if she knew how to
teach about abstinence, she would. Well,
there are people, thousands of teachers, doe-
tors, and millions of parents in this country
who do know how.

The young people of this country are smart
and deserve our confldence. Yes, some of
them are going to make some mistakes. But
they are much less likely to make big mis-
takes about sex if all of us give them time
tested principles to live by. And one of these
important principles is that the only really
safe sex is between two faithful marriage
partners who are free of sexually transmit-
ted diseases.

And this no-risk sex is worth waliting for.

What do other doctors think? It is dis-
appointing that some of the medical organi-
zations we belong to advocate pills and
condoms for kids. But the Medical Institute
for Sexual Health and Postgraduate Medi-
cine have received stacks of letters and
countless phone calls from doctors and par-
ents who agree that the answer to teen preg-
nancy and AIDS is not condoms and pills.

Don't buy a medically flawed “‘safer sex"
program like I saw in the school clinics in
Arkansas.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, Dr. El-
ders has made a lot of controversial
statements concerning condoms. Some
people have said, well, she has a love
affair with condoms. And some people
have addressed her as ‘“the condom
queen.’” I have not said that. But I have
read so many statements that she has
made concerning condoms and her ob-
session with condoms that it really
concerns me. I think everyone is famil-
iar with the gquotation where she said:
“I tell every girl that when she goes
out on a date, put a condom in her
purse.’’

I do not know that many of my col-
leagues are aware of her position on
condom advertisements. She was asked
a question. *Do you support advertis-
ing condoms on television?"

Her answer:

I do support advertising condoms on tele-
vision. We need to make condoms an every-
day item of personal hygiene for people who
choose to be sexually active outside of
monogamous relationships. Otherwise we are
never going to successfully fight the spread
of AIDS. We are not doing a very good job of
promoting condoms. If confirmed I will work
to increase the acceptability of condoms
among all populations within our country by
using every tool available including the
media. I feel very strong about this.”

I do not doubt that she feels very
strong about it. Maybe that is partly
what concerns me.

I do not know if any of my colleagues
have read statements that were made,
or read a letter that HHS is now send-
ing out. Maybe this letter is going to
change—I am sure it probably will—by
the Public Health Service dealing with
condoms and answering parents who
are concerned about condoms. This is
from the Department of Health and
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Human Services. It is signed by Wil-
liam Archer, who has been the Deputy
Assistant Secretary for Population Af-
fairs. I do not know if he still has that
position or not. I kind of doubt it with
this administration.

But let me just read four or five of
the paragraphs, because again, Dr. El-
ders, as I just mentioned, wants to ad-
vertise condoms; she wants them avail-
able in school-based clinics and avail-
able for everybody.

This is from the Department of
Health and Human Services. It is a let-
ter that is given if someone requests
information on condoms, how safe they
are; this is the letter that they would
have received from the Department of
Health and Human Services.

Condom education has been touted as the
great cure all for AIDS and pregnancy
among teens. It is not. Sexually transmitted
diseases [STD's] are epidemic among adoles-
cents.

One out of three sexually active teenagers
will acquire an STD before graduating from
high school. And in most cases, a condom
would have done little to stop it. Condoms
have an 18 percent fallure rate for pregnancy
for teenagers, which means that one in five
teenagers depending on them ends up preg-
nant. Low-income adolescents—who, for rea-
sons not fully understood—have a 27- to 50-
percent chance of getting pregnant while
using a condom.

Studies suggest that condoms offer even
less protection against 8TD’s. A girl can get
pregnant only a few days each month—she
can catch or pass on an STD any day of the
month.

A study which looked at a group of
monogamous couples in which one partner
was HIV positive found a 17-percent trans-
mission rate of the virus at 18 months, de-
spite consistent use of a condom.

Mr. President, I have several other
statements by different groups. I will
just mention a couple. I will insert
them in the RECORD.

The Medical Institute for Sexual
Health:

Since contraceptives started being given to
kids, teen pregnancies have soared—and so
have sexually transmitted diseases. Think
about the flawed logic of the policy advo-
cated by the Surgeon General nominee:

1. 20% of girls using condoms get pregnant
each year. So In schools and contraceptive
clinics, teens are given their cholce of con-
traceptives. A blg majority of teens in these
clinics choose the pill—but some choose a
five year implant.

2. The pill or implant provides no protec-
tion against AIDS or other sexually trans-
mitted diseases.

3. So condoms are encouraged and passed
out. But only 4% of girls on the pill use
condoms. Because of the one-in-five failure
rate in preventing pregnancy. when a girl
can get pregnant a few days a month, think
of the fallure rate in preventing AIDS and
other sexually transmitted diseases when
boys and girls are vulnerable to them every
day of every month. Even if condoms are al-
ways used, the program has fafled.

THIS PLAN IS NOT MEDICALLY LOGICAL

Giving contraceptives to kids enables them
to engage in a dangerous self-defeating be-
havior called ‘‘safer sex" which isn’t safe at
all.
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this statement by the Medi-
cal Institute for Sexual Health be
printed in the RECORD, as well as a
statement by the World Medical Health
Foundation which basically blasts Dr.
Elders' position. I will read two para-
graphs of it.

The issue for most parents throughout
America is not the question of the need for
sex education and AIDS prevention; it is
rather what kind of educational approach
will truly save lives and reduce suffering.

I agree with that 100 percent.

It is here that we must take more than a
superficial look at the problem.

For the sake of our young people, we must
not allow this issue to be politicized. We
have to put our political and theoretical con-
siderations aside and look objectively at our
options, define what is and is not working
and plan our medical and educational poli-
cies accordingly.

The so-called ‘‘comprehensive sex edu-
cational approach” being advocated by Dr.
Elders has already been used for more than
twenty years. The federal government has
spent more than two billion dollars through
its Title X Program teaching and studying
contraceptive-based sex education. Not one
of these programs in all of these years has
shown a significant and consistent decrease
in sexual activity, pregnancy rates or rates
of sexually transmitted disease.

Such so-called “education” is very destruc-
tive for our youth, raises their curiosity, en-
courages sexual experimentation, and puts
them at increasing risk for HIV and other
sexually transmitted diseases. While some
may call this comprehensive sex education,
others of us consider it child abuse.

There being no objection., the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Medical Institute for Sexual

Health, Aug, 2, 1992]

PHYSICIANS PREDICT AN INCREASE OF AIDS
(AND OTHER SEXUAL DISEASES) IN TEENS
WITH SURGEON GENERAL NOMINEE'S PLAN
Since contraceptives started being given to

kids, teen pregnancies have soared—and so

have sexually transmitted diseases. Think
about the flawed logic of the policy advo-
cated by the Surgeon General nominee;

1. 20% of girls using condoms get pregnant
each year. So in schools and contraceptive
clinics, teens are given their choice of con-
traceptives. A big majority of teens in these
clinics choose the pill—but some choose a
five-year implant,

2. The pill or implant provides no protec-
tion agalnst AIDS or other sexually trans-
mitted diseases.

3. So condoms are encouraged and passed
out. But only 4% of girls on the pill use
condoms. Because of the one-in-five fallure
rate in preventing pregnancy, when a girl
can get pregnant a few days a month, think
of the failure rate in preventing AIDS and
other sexually transmitted diseases when
boys and girls are vulnerable to them every
day of every month. Even if condoms are al-
ways used, the program has failed.

THIS PLAN IS NOT MEDICALLY LOGICAL

Giving contraceptives to kids enables them
to engage in a dangerous self-defeating be-
havior called *‘safer sex” which isn't safe at
all.

The Medical Institute for Sexual Health
joins The Assoclation of American Physi-
cians and Surgeons in a news conference on
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the grassy area of the Senate side of the Cap-
itol to explain the flawed logic and dangers
of glving condoms and contraceptives to
kids—and to give a much better answer.
Speaking for The Medical Institute for Sex-
ual Health are Willlam R. Archer III MD.,
and Glen C. Griffin MD., the editor-in-chief
of Postgraduate Medicine, Jane Orient MD.,
executive director of The Association of
American Physiclans and Surgeons and Mil-
dred Jefferson, MD., assistant professor of
Surgery at Boston University will also ex-
press their concerns.

[From the World Medical Health
Foundation, Aug. 3, 1993]
STATEMENT BY DR. WILLIAM L. BERGMAN,

PRESIDENT, WORLD MEDICAL HEALTH FOUN-

DATION, INC.

As a physician specializing in preventive
medicine since 1980 and as president of a non-
profit educational organization committed
to an optimum health message for our young
people, I have to express my serious concerns
regarding the viewpoints being advocated by
important policy-makers connected with
President Clinton's administration including
the current nominee for Surgeon General.

As Arkansas's health director, Dr.
Joycelyn Elders has been outspoken in her
crusade for school-based clinics and condom
distribution.

The issue for most parents throughout
America is not the question of the need for
sex education and AIDS prevention; it is
rather what kind of educational approach
will truly save lives and reduce suffering. It
is here that we must take more than a super-
ficial look at the problem.

For the sake of our young people, we must
not allow this issue to be politicized. We
have to put our political and theoretical con-
siderations aside and look objectively at our
options, define what ls and is not working
and plan our medical and educational poli-
cies accordingly.

The so-called ‘“‘comprehensive sex edu-
cational approach'” being advocated by Dr.
Elders has already been used for more than
twenty years., The federal government has
spent more than two billion dollars through
its Title X Program teaching and studying
contraceptive-based sex education. Not one
of these programs in all of these years has
shown a slgnificant and consistent decrease
in sexual activity, pregnancy rates or rates
of sexually transmitted disease.

Even with such a track record of failure,
and in spite of the hopeful record of a num-
ber of abstinence-based sex ed programs that
have been used effectively in various parts of
the country, including a number of inner
cities, proponents of condom distribution
continue to try to force this on every Amer-
fcan community claiming it is medically
necessary. Siecus is promoting a curriculum
called “Guidelines for Comprehensive Sexu-
ality Education—K-12" which contains ma-
terial that very few parents are aware of.
Most people don't realize that such a cur-
riculum merely gives lip service to absti-
nence, but implies the kids will be having
sex anyway so the emphasis iIs on equipping
them for so-called “‘safer sex."” For example,
children ages five through eight are taught
masturbation: “Both girls and boys have
body parts that feel good when touched.”
High-school students are told that pornog-
raphy Is a positive sexual aid: **Some people
use erotic photographs, movies, or literature
to enhance their sexual fantasies when alone
or with a partner.”

Such so-called “education™ is very destruc-
tive for our youth, raises their curiosity, en-
courages sexual experimentation, and puts
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them at Increasing risk for HIV and other
sexually transmitted diseases. While some
may call this comprehensive sex education,
others of us consider it child abuse.

Fortunately, not all teenagers are sexually
active; a 1992 survey of the Centers for Dis-
ease Control reported that nearly half of all
students have never had premarital inter-
course, What does a condom distribution pro-
gram say to these kids. And for those who
are sexually active, since when did we give
up on discouraging unhealthy or destructive
behaviors, we didn't do it for alcohol, drugs
or tobacco. Why then not encourage the
healthiest options with regard to sexual be-
havior and explain rates of condom failure
before we focus most of our efforts on how to
use a plece of latex to reduce the risk of a
fatal disease.

In conclusion, we would like to make a
personal appeal to Mrs. Hillary Clinton. Cer-
tainly as a devoted mother, you share with
millions of Americans the hope every parent
has for the health and well-being of your
child, Looking objectively at the track
record of both the contraceptive model and
abstinence model of sex education, what
would truly be in Chelsea’s best interest? As
parents and as physicians, don't we always
acknowledge that risk elimination is better
than risk reduction, especially when infertil-
ity or death are concerned? And, in spite of
the challenges, don't we always want to give
our kids the best message. And isn't it true
that whatever you would want for Chelsea
would be the best for every other parents’
son and daughter as well?

Finally, we would like to call upon our col-
leagues In the medical profession to inves-
tigate these sex ed curriculums more deeply
before taking a position. Would you want the
Siecus comprehensive sex-ed program taught
to your kids? As a profession, endowed with
the sacred trust of caring for the health of
our people, are we ready to abdicate our re-
sponsibility to speak out on behalf of the
best health message for our young people
just because doing so is currently unpopular
or not politically correct?

A soclety that refuses to protect it's own
children is headed for disaster. Let us wake
up before it's too late.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I made
the statement in the past that Dr. El-
ders has a radical philosophy. She
wants to distribute condoms. These
statements by reputable organizations
say they are not safe. They do not pre-
vent diseases. They do not stop AIDS.

Yet Dr. Elders has been more than an
advocate for distribution of condoms.

Senator COATS raised the issue of the
fact that in her tenure as director of
the Arkansas Department of Health
she distributed and did not recall a lot
of condoms that were defective. I hap-
pen to share Senator COATS' assess-
ment that, that is grossly irrespon-
sible.

Condom manufacturer Ansell was
distributing a lot of defective condoms.
Those defective condoms were reported
in school-based clinics. Some of the re-
ports came from people who were HIV
positive and said that they break every
time.

Some lots were breaking 10 times
what is acceptable. Yet the State did
not recall. One of the reasons they did
not recall was because it would have
been made public, and Dr. Elders and
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others did not want to have a public
issue saying: “These condoms are de-
fective. They have holes in them. They
break.”

The Arkansas Department of Health
did not make a notice, a general public
notice. But they also did not even no-
tify the various clinics which had been
distributing them, or notify the indi-
viduals that had been picking them up.
In some cases these are teenagers,
picking them up every week or so. One
high school distributed over 10,000 in 1
year. I think by just a couple of hun-
dred users. So you had pretty consist-
ent users. The Arkansas Department of
Health did not even notify them that
those condoms were defective, they
might break. They were breaking.
They were breaking at 10 times the
minimally acceptable Federal stand-

ard.

Some of those users were HIV posi-
tive. Some people may die as a result
of the fact that the health department
would not even notify individuals. Dr.
Elders and others took that respon-
sibility. They said, ‘*We don't want to
do it. We don’t want to let those indi-
viduals know.”

So they took that decision. Unfortu-
nately, I think some people got preg-
nant, some people contracted sexually
transmitted diseases, and, unfortu-
nately, my guess is probably some peo-
ple died or will die as a result of that
decision—a decision I might mention
that Dr. Elders has not recanted.

Dr. Elders has other positions that I
think are also troublesome.

She stated in the past, an article
dated December 20, in the Salisbury
Post, that she favors some marijuana
use.

“If physiclans feel marijuana would be
beneficial for use by the patient it should be
avallable,” sald Dr. Joycelyn Elders, Direc-
tor of the Arkansas Health Department.

I will just mention that right now
FDA says that is not a good idea, that
it is not legal. Also, I happen to be-
lieve, and I believe it came out in the
testimony, that the Clinton adminis-
tration is opposed to it. But people
should know that happens to be a posi-
tion that Dr. Elders has taken, at least
in the past.

The article in which she was guoted
is dated December 20, 1992.

Mr. President, I have alluded to sev-
eral things. I am going to conclude. Dr.
Elders has made a lot of statements
that I find very intolerant and very of-
fensive to anyone who happens to dis-
agree with her position, whether it be
on distribution of contraceptives, with
which I do disagree, or whether it hap-
pens to be on abortion, with which I
disagree. Her characterization of peo-
ple who oppose abortion as non-Chris-
tians with slave master mentalities I
find very offensive, and intolerant, and
bigoted. She has made a statement
against the Catholic Church, for which
she has not apologized to the church—
she has not retracted that statement.
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She did say, “Well, I should have said
male governed instead of male domi-
nated. I apologize."” But she did not
apologize to the 60 million Catholics
for the statement. I saw a videotape
which was very inflammatory, and we
have addressed that. I find several of
her statements to be disqualifying and
several of her actions as director of the
Arkansas Department of Health to be
disqualifying as well. She has a record
and should be judged on that record.

My principal reason in opposing her
nomination is because I have four chil-
dren, I have three girls. T do not want
her giving advice to my girls. I do not
want her telling my girls not to go out
on a date unless they have a condom. I
have a 17-year-old daughter. I have a
21-year-old daughter. I do not think
that is the kind of advice I want them
to have. I also have a 13-year-old
daughter.

I am concerned about what may be
coming down the pipeline for sex edu-
cation. I am concerned, if there is an
aggressive agenda that deals with sex-
ual orientation and so on, you are
going to find, if the public schools
adopt that philosophy, a mass exodus
from public schools. I have had kids in
both public and private schools. Public
schools tell us you cannot read the
Bible, cannot have prayer in the
school. But, oh, yes, we are going to
give condoms away, and we will teach
you about sexual awareness beginning
in kindergarten. I think you are going
to have real problems in public school.

I hope—and my guess is and I do not
doubt Dr. Elders is going to be con-
firmed tonight—she will take some of
the comments that I and several of my
colleagues who found many of her past
statements and past actions to be of-
fensive, and keep that in mind when
she considers her future statements.
Hopefully, this process will have made
her a better Surgeon General.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I sug-
gest 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. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I yield
the Senator from Nebraska 7 minutes.

Mr. EXON. Mr. President, to visit
with Dr. Elders, the nominee for sur-
geon General to be our top doctor in
the United States of America, one
must respect her talents, her intellect,
her determination, her refreshing
forthrightfulness and her proven ad-
ministrative skills. She is no shrinking
violet when it comes to speaking her
mind and for this I do not fault her.
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She may well be just what the doctor
ordered for our Nation's medical needs.

But it has always been my perhaps
old fashioned, out-dated philosophy
that our Nation's medical profession
does only a part of its obligation to its
patients and therefore its obligation to
the Nation's well-being if in the end pa-
tients are body wise but deficient in
moral health and spiritual well-being.

My concern was well emphasized in
the closing paragraph of a supporting
editorial for Dr. Elders by the USA
Today of this date, which well sums up
the conventional wisdom of those who
will vote “‘yes’ and I quote therefrom:

With 335,000 teens a year becoming
unwed mothers and 2.5 million cases of
sexually transmitted diseases among
adolescents reported each year, the Na-
tion needs a straight talker.

For those inclined to vote ‘‘yes,” I
have no criticism. They and Dr. Elders
may be correct. Maybe we should take
a straight talk approach. This would
endorse and prescribe condoms in the
schools of America to cure or medi-
cally prevent VD, AIDS, and teenage
pregnancies.

It sure sounds simple and it sure is
new. As I understand it, it's just a mat-
ter of education and who wants to
bother teaching abstinence? It seems
to follow that the latter has not
worked as the statistics show. But why
has that ancient system failed and how
wise is it to jump to something new
and in so doing all but eliminate any
chance of returning ever to the once
generally accepted and successful for-
mula?

Would it not be wise to pause to ex-
amine what happened and why the tra-
ditional system failed before we plunge
into a new medically derived replace-
ment?

I suggest, although it might be pain-
ful to some, that our current free spirit
phenomenon with expert guidance from
some members of the legal system may
have played a prominent role.

Strange things have been happening
in the name of freedom of speech, espe-
cially to our children and grand-
children. Often quoted and often held
as correct by the courts has been a re-
invention of the constitutional rights
of free speech. One would almost think
that our revolutionary Founding Fa-
thers had written in blood in the Con-
stitution protection for the profits of
pornographers and perverts of children
in sexually explicit material in movies,
television, so-called music, books and
magazines. Now it is suggested that be-
cause of all of this extreme freedom of
speech success for our children we
must now call upon our schools to res-
cue our kids from what our society has
taught them on how to enjoy it all by
supplying them condoms.

With all due respect to Dr. Elders,
whom I consider to be a very dedicated
person, dedicated to her agenda and
sincere in her objectives as she sees
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them, I must say to her and the honor-
able profession that she proposes to
lead, I cannot buy, in good conscience,
telling our schoolchildren that it is bad
for them to eat candy, but condoms are
good for you.

Mr. President, I wish to announce
that I will vote finally “no” on this
nomination.

I thank the Chair, and I thank my
colleague from Oklahoma for yielding
me time.

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak on behalf of Dr.
Joycelyn Elders for the position of Sur-
geon General of the United States.

She has consistently worked to im-
prove the health and well-being of the
people of Arkansas, and has been a
leader in such areas as ensuring early
childhood education for all children,
teaching parents parenting skills,
teaching young males responsibility
for their actions, and providing com-
prehensive preventive health services
for all children in the State.

However, Mr. President, I must state
frankly that while I am impressed by
Dr. Elders’ public health credentials, I
have serious concerns about some of
Dr. Elders’ public statements, particu-
larly as they are reported to relate to
the Catholic Church.

Mr. President, I am certainly aware
that as a public figure, remarks are
sometimes taken out of context and
misrepresented. That may have been
the case with some of Dr. Elders’ com-
ments. But as reported, her remarks
are disturbing. Bashing any religious
faith or even appearing to be insensi-
tive is absolutely unacceptable to me,
and it is especially so for someone
nominated to an important position.

I was so concerned that I called Dr.
Elders. She said to me the same thing
she stated in her letter to Senator
BIDEN.

I have the utmost respect for the Catholic
religion and its followers. As someone who
has experienced bigotry first hand * * * I do
not condone bigotry, and I will not tolerate
bias and prejudice in the administration of
any programs under my jurisdiction as Sur-
geon General, should I be confirmed.

During my call to her she reempha-
sized that she had no intent to deni-
grate anyone's religious faith and she
abhorred bigotry in any form. I also
know that Dr. Elders has apologized for
the comment that offended members of
the Catholic Church.

Dr. Elders' remarks may not have
been intended to do harm, but at the
very least, they show insensitivity to a
religious group with a very proud his-
tory of providing health care to the
poor and underserved in this country.
It is my fervent hope that in the fu-
ture, Mr. President, Dr. Elders will
fight intolerance, in all its forms, and
will always put herself in positions
that can only be construed as support-
ing religious tolerance.

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, it is hard
not to admire the compelling life story
of Dr. Joycelyn Elders.
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The daughter of sharecroppers, Dr.
Elders was able to rise out of poverty,
and put herself through college and be-
come a medical doctor. She rose to the
top of her profession when she was
named the head of the Arkansas State
Health Department.

Dr. Elders is living proof that, in
America, hard work and determination
can indeed pay off, despite the obsta-
cles one may find along the way. And I
admire Dr. Elders for the many suc-
cesses she has achieved.

But, Mr. President, what I do not ad-
mire is the apparent willingness of Dr.
Elders to withhold the truth when the
truth conflicts with her own personal
social agenda.

During her tenure as head of the Ar-
kansas Health Department, Dr. Elders
purchased more than 1 million
condoms which were distributed to
public health and school clinics
throughout Arkansas. When Dr. Elders
learned that the condoms had a failure
rate 10 times the rate permitted by the
Food and Drug Administration, she
kept quiet, failing to inform her pa-
tients, the young people of Arkansas,
that the condoms were defective and
that their use was no guarantee
against unwanted pregnancies and sex-
ually transmitted diseases, including
AIDS.

Dr. Elders apparently believed that
her condom-distribution program
would be sabotaged if the people of Ar-
kansas only knew the truth.

Mr. President, during this debate,
there have been other charges made
against Dr. Elders—that she is anti-
Catholic and that she is rigidly intoler-
ant towards those who happen to dis-
agree with her on any number of is-
sues.

These charges are serious, and in fact
they may be true. But the bottom line
for me is Dr. Elders' willingness to
withhold eritical public health infor-
mation from the very citizens she was
sworn to serve.

Can you imagine the firestorm of
protest that would erupt if a pharma-
ceutical company knowingly failed to
inform consumers that its condoms
were defective?

Can you imagine your own personal
doctor knowingly failing to inform you
that the use of a certain drug or medi-
cal device could be harmful to your
health, even fatal?

Can you imagine the U.S. Surgeon
General covering up the truth when the
truth happened to conflict with the
Surgeon General's own personal views
on public health?

Mr. President, Dr. Elders has many
admirable qualities. As a Mid-
westerner, 1 admire her plain-
spokenness, which was on display dur-
ing her confirmation hearing before the
Labor Committee.

But the fact that Dr. Elders would
withhold information about the defec-
tive condoms and play Russian roulette
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with the health of the young people of
Arkansas is enough, in my view, to dis-
qualify her for the office of U.S. Sur-
geon General. As a result, I will vote
against her confirmation.

Mr. BYRD. Mr, President, as Ameri-
ca’s chief public health official, the Na-
tion looks to the Surgeon General for
guidance. The position of Surgeon Gen-
eral is particularly important at this
point in our country's history, given
the extremely difficult problems facing
our country, such as a high teen preg-
nancy rate, AIDS, and an inadequate
focus on preventive care within our Na-
tion's health-care system. These are
real problems that must be addressed.

I met with Dr. Elders before the Au-
gust recess, and we discussed her views
on a number of serious public health
problems and the programs she advo-
cates and has implemented in the State
of Arkansas to combat these problems.
I personally admire Dr. Elders, whose
dedication and enthusiasm as a public
health official is immediately evident.
However, Dr. Elders has made con-
troversial statements that have caused
me, and many of my constituents con-
cern. There are those in this body who
believe that just such a controversial
figure may be good for the Nation's
health care system—that a good shak-
ing-up is what the system needs at this
time. I do not agree. At this point in
our Nation's history, as we confront
the challenge of reforming our health-
care system and dealing with the dif-
ficult public-health issues facing our
young people and our Nation as a
whole, I believe that our country sore-
ly needs a consensus builder to deal
with these difficult issues. I believe
that we need someone who can bridge
the many gaps in this very diverse and
complicated society. We need someone
to bring us together to work toward
solving the significant public health is-
sues facing our Nation. I believe that
Dr. Elders is a sincere and well-inten-
tioned public health official, but I do
not believe, at this point, that she is
the right person for Surgeon General of
the United States.

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I rise
to express my strong support for the
confirmation of Dr. Joycelyn Elders to
be Surgeon General of the Public
Health Service. It is time that we let
Dr. Elders get on with the important
job she has been preparing for most of
her life: Chief public health advocate
for our country.

Mr. President, we need to focus on
the real world we live in, not the world
we wish we lived in. The reality is that
our Nation has deplorably high rates of
teen pregnancy, infant mortality, and
poverty. Too many of our children are
abused, troubled, hungry, and hopeless.
Childhood violence and death due to
suicide and firearms are increasing at
near-exponential rates. Incidence of
AIDS and other sexually transmitted
diseases are increasing in every popu-
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lation in our country. I could go on,
but I think I have made my point.

The real world is tough. The prob-
lems we face are tremendous. It will
take a tough person, a person who is
not afraid to face reality, to find solu-
tions to these enormous and no longer
undeniable problems. My impression is
that Dr. Elders is such a person. Her
background as a pediatrician, public
health official, professor, researcher,
and advocate for poor women and chil-
dren, combined with her proven ability
to lead and advocate courageous,
though controversial, positions, are
evidence of her strength and commit-
ment.

Dr. Elders has proven her ability to
educate, build coalitions, and reach
consensus on controversial issues. As
head of the Arkansas Health Depart-
ment, she involved local school boards,
clinics, community leaders, businesses,
and parents in the determination of
health services when she helped estab-
lish school-based clinics in the State.
She recognizes the importance of local
control and understands the need to
ensure that families and community
leaders are involved. After all, they are
in the best position to know and under-
stand the needs and health problems of
their neighborhoods.

Dr. Elders is committed to com-
prehensive health education and pre-
ventive services. She is dedicated to re-
focusing resources and debate on pre-
vention and primary care. Again, I
urge my colleagues to support the con-
firmation of Dr. Elders to be Surgeon
General.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise
today on an occasion of great pride for
our country, to signal my enthusiastic
support. for Joycelyn Elders for the po-
sition of U.S. Surgeon General.

We should all be proud to be Ameri-
cans today, because nomination is
what the American dream is all about.
An American of limited means but un-
limited heart, who by virtue of her own
sweat equity has reached the pinnacle
of an unparalleled career as a public
servant.

This is a woman of great talent: A
skilled physician, a respected scholar,
a full professor in a college of medi-
cine, and a respected manager of a
State health department.

And what does she choose to do with
all that talent? With all that experi-
ence? With those rare and remarkable
skills?

What this self-made woman decides
on is a life of service to her country:

First she served her country in the
military.

Then she dedicated her life to service
in behalf of the health of this Nation's
children.

How lucky we are.

If they made a movie about Joycelyn
Elders nobody would believe it. You
have all heard the story: A three-room
cabin, no electricity or indoor plumb-
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ing, working the fields from June to
December with her seven brothers and
sisters, She first saw the need for medi-
cal care for the underserved right in
her own family—as her brother, suffer-
ing from appendicitis, was taken 7
miles on the back of a mule to the
nearest doctor.

And then—I15-year-old high school
valedictorian, magna cum laude col-
lege graduate in only 3 years, first Af-
rican-American woman in her medical
school, deciding that the focus of her
practice would be the care of children,
and the rest.

Talk about a role model. Now that I
think about it, they ought to make
that movie—but not until after the cli-
max to this story has been written—
that Joycelyn Elders has reached the
goal of serving this Nation as its Sur-
geon General.

Dr. Elders had to overcome much ad-
versity to reach this nomination, and,
as in the movies, this climax is being
drawn out by more adversity. But I
think the good guys are going to win
this one too. And that is because this
adversity, these unfounded allegations,
cannot compare with the barriers she
has already overcome.

In fact, I can think of no one who is
more qualified for this position. Dr. El-
ders has proven herself as a distin-
guished public health official and a
tireless champion of health concerns
for women and children.

In Arkansas she dramatically trans-
formed what was a traditional reactive
health agency into an aggressive,
proactive, preventive health oriented
health department. That is an urgently
needed prescription for all of America
today.

And look at all she accomplished in
Arkansas:

Early childhood screenings up from
4,000 in 1988, to over 45,000 in 1992.

Immunizations for 2-year olds up
from 34 percent in 1989 to 60 percent in
1992.

Initiation of a new screening pro-
gram for sickle cell anemia in
newborns that now reaches 40,000 in-
fants each year.

Expanded HIV testing and counseling
to every Arkansas county, now serving
over 100,000 people in an effort to com-
bat that deadly disease.

This is a leader. A woman who goes
beyond rhetoric and gets results. This
country needs Joycelyn Elders.

We need her proven capacity for ex-
cellence.

We need her forthright approach to
the daunting health concerns we face.

We need her leadership in the crucial
area of preventive care.

We need her success in directly deliv-
ering health services to the Americans
who need it most.

We need her experience as a veteran
of the military, and a veteran of the
wars against poverty, teenage preg-
nancy, and disease of all stripes.
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For all of these reasons and more, I
urge my colleagues to confirm the
nomination of this most remarkable
American, Dr. M. Joycelyn Elders as
Surgeon General of the United States.

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President:

The person ultimately appointed must be
the object of his preference, though perhaps
not in the first degree. It is also not very
probable that his nomination would be over-
ruled. The Senate could not be tempted by
the preference they might feel to another to
reject the one proposed; because they could
not be tempted by the preference they might
feel to another to reject the one proposed;
because they could not assure themselves
that the person they might wish would be
brought forward by a second or by any subse-
quent nomination.

Mr. President, this explanation of the
role of the Senate in the confirmation
process was eloquently described by Al-
exander Hamilton in Federalist Paper
No. 76. The words of our Founding Fa-
thers are just as relevant today as they
were 200 years ago when they empow-
ered the President in article II, section
2 of the United States Constitution to
nominate,

* * * with the Advice and Consent of the
Senate, * * * Ambassadors, and other Min-
isters and Consuls, Judges of the Supreme
Court, and all other officers of the United
States * * *,

Both the Constitution and the Fed-
eralist Papers which were written to
advocate and explain the provisions of
the Constitution clearly express a def-
erence to the President’s choice of his
administration. The Founders designed
the Government to let the President
choose whomever he wished to help
him run the executive branch. The Sen-
ate check is intended to be used only in
extraordinary circumstances and, as
Hamilton wrote, “‘to be an efficacious
source of stability in the administra-
tion.”

Although some may call it old fash-
ioned or conservative, I respect this
deference to the President that our
Framers clearly intended. I have done
s0o even when President Clinton has
sent nominations to the Senate with
whose philosophies I do not agree. I
have, on the other hand, on a few rare
occasions voted to reject some of the
President’'s nominees.

After serious consideration, I voted
against nominees who have proven to
be hopelessly intolerant of conflicting
views and who have used their offices
to intimidate and harass their oppo-
nents. For these reasons I have voted
against Roberta Achtenberg and Tom
Payzant who had shown a clear hos-
tility to the Boy Scouts of America,
and Sheldon Hackney, who as Presi-
dent of the University of Pennsylvania,
showed a clear indifference to the first
amendment while he supported an
agenda of political correctness.

The nomination of Dr. Jocelyn Elders
raises the difficult issue of deferring to
the President as the Founders intended
or rejecting her. I have heard the oppo-
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nents of Dr. Elders and they have le-
gitimate and serious concerns. She is
not the nominee I would have chosen
myself. I agree that some of her com-
ments in the past have been careless
and offensive to those who take their
religious beliefs seriously, including
this Senator. The policies which she
has pursued in Arkansas are not nec-
essarily the policies I would support.
However, having met with Dr. Elders
and reviewing her record, I am not con-
vinced she falls into that category of
the President's nominees against whom
I have voted.

Dr. Elders has stated to me and in
her Senate testimony her belief that
abstinence is the only absolute guaran-
tee to prevent sexually transmitted
diseases and unwanted pregnancies.
That important message is one she
must continue to advocate as Surgeon
General. Through the Senate confirma-
tion process she has learned the value
of listening carefully to those with
whom she disagrees. She agreed with
me that strong families are the single
best answer to many of the problems in
our society.

For my final decision, I refer again to
the helpful words of Alexander Hamil-
ton in Federalist No. 76. If Dr. Elders is
not confirmed as Surgeon General, Bill
Clinton will simply offer another nomi-
nee with identical beliefs, because
those are the beliefs of the President.
Disagreement with the President’s be-
liefs is not itself sufficient reason to
reject his nominee. I shall defer to the
President and vote to confirm Dr. El-

ders.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, today
the Senate will vote on the nomination
of Dr. Joycelyn Elders for Surgeon
General of the United States. It is my
pleasure to rise in support of Dr. El-
ders.

As my colleagues know, I have felt
strongly about Dr. Elders since the mo-
ment I met her. That is why I accepted
Dr. Elders’ invitation to introduce her
at her confirmation hearing when her
Senators—Senator PRYOR and Senator
BuMPERS—had to fly to Arkansas unex-
pectedly. I also spoke in support of her
nomination before the Senate recessed
in August.

Mr. President, I will not take the
Senate's time by going into a lengthy
debate about Dr. Elders’ qualifications.
We have all had time to familiarize
ourselves with her background and be-
liefs, and to listen to the debate that
has taken place with regard to her
more controversial positions. And be-
lieve me, it is important for the Senate
to examine and consider these posi-
tions. Certainly, a little controversy is
healthy. For controversy often makes
us address issues that are difficult to
discuss. We have certainly seen the
success of former Surgeons General
who have tackled controversial issues
head-on.

As I have said a number of times, Dr.
Elders and I do not share the same po-
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sition on all issues, especially the issue
of abortion. However, on the issue of
legalized abortion, we have agreed to
disagree and move forward to do some-
thing to end the need for abortion—by
improving the safety and reliability of
contraceptives and focusing on educat-
ing our youth about life and sexuality.
Thus, acknowledging we can work to-
gether to make abortion a moot issue.

Once again, I would like to reiterate
my strong support for Dr. Elders. She
has proven herself as a distinguished
pediatrician, researcher, and professor.
She is respected by her colleagues. And
she is an enthusiastic advocate who
will work to address important health
needs in the areas of child health, pre-
vention, and access.

Mr. President, Dr. Elders is qualified
to serve as Surgeon General of the
United States. Therefore, I urge my
colleagues to support her nomination.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise
today in opposition to Dr. Elders’' nom-
ination to be the Surgeon General of
the United States. A month ago, I
spoke at length on this nomination,
but I have decided to take the floor for
a second time because I feel so strongly
that this nominee is not well suited for
the position of Surgeon General.

Earlier in the summer, I began to re-
view Dr. Elders’ extensive record,
which includes policy positions and nu-
merous public statements. After this
review, I found that I do not agree with
many of her views. Nor do most
Iowans. To many of us, her public
statements are offensive and inflam-
matory. Over the last month, I have re-
ceived more than 1,000 letters from my
constituents regarding her nomination.
They run 10 to 1 against her.

This opposition does not surprise me.
Her views and policies she imple-
mented during her tenure as the head
of the Arkansas Department of Public
Health are simply not supported by my
constituents. My constituents recog-
nize the problems we face today. Teen-
age pregnancy rates are on the rise.
The incidence of sexually transmitted
diseases is increasing at an alarming
rate and the rate of HIV is growing
rapidly among the adolescent popu-
lation. I recognize these problems and
the challenges we face. However, I dis-
agree with Dr. Elders on how best to
combat them.

Some of Dr. Elders’ supporters would
say that I am behind the times. They
would say that my views and the views
of my many constituents do not recog-
nize the problems of today. They would
say that Dr. Elders’ policies address
the issues of today, and that her candor
is necessary. Her supporters often
point to Dr. Koop's candid manner. Dr.
Koop was candid, but he was also gra-
cious. I do not agree with Dr. Elders
that it is time to teach teens what to
do in the back seat of a car.

The American public does not have
to be shocked into acknowledging the
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public health issues of today. Unfortu-
nately, this administration appears to
believe that the public is ignorant of
today’s difficult issues. The adminis-
tration also takes the stance that
those who do not agree with their lib-
eral agenda are stuck in the 1950's and
behind the times. They have used a
form of shock therapy to deliver their
message. Perhaps they are the ones
that are out of step.

Dr. Elders’ ecandor and colorful
quotes are well known by this body and
the public at large, so I will not repeat
more of them. However, I was shocked
when I read them for the first time. I
wrongly assumed that they were said
tongue in cheek. I believe her manner
of speaking is not appropriate for our
Nation's top doctor.

I do not question Dr. Elders’ medical
qualifications. Her work in the area of
diabetes has received national atten-
tion. She overcame many barriers to
reach her level of success and I admire
her strength and perseverance. I do,
however, question her ability to exer-
cise sound judgment and build coali-
tions of support around a particular
initiative.

As a result of her candor, she has of-
fended many groups and organizations.
Her response to recent criticism re-
garding her comments about the lead-
ership of the Catholic Church illus-
trates her callousness. She did not
apologize for the offensive remark. She
simply stated that she should have
used another word when referencing
the Catholic leadership. This is a pat-
tern. Dr. Elders has not made just one
or two inappropriate comments. The
list is lengthy. I find this kind of be-
havior and judgment completely inap-
propriate for a high-ranking Govern-
ment official.

The challenges we face in the decade
to come are huge—AIDS, the resur-
gence of TB, substance abuse, and vio-
lence. These are only a few. These chal-
lenges must be faced, but I do not be-
lieve Dr. Elders is the best person to
lead us in the battle against these is-
sues. It is not easy for me to oppose a
nominee. This is not a decision I make
casually. The Surgeon General should
be a healer and the source of wisdom. I
do not believe that Dr. Elders possesses
these qualities, therefore, I will not
support her nomination when the Sen-
ate votes later this afternoon on her
confirmation.

Mr. DURENBERGER. Mr. President,
before the August recess I outlined in
some detail the qualifications of Dr. M.
Joycelyn Elders for the position of U.S.
Surgeon General. She is an intelligent
and well-qualified advocate for the
public health policies we need to put in
place if we are going to make Ameri-
cans healthier in the 21st century.

That is why I intend to vote to con-
firm her nomination.

But we cannot ignore, Mr. President.
the serious issues raised by some of the
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remarks she has made—remarks which
have left her open to the charges of in-
sensitivity and reiigious bigotry.

As a Roman Catholic, [ find cause for
concern in some of the statements she
has made. But I believe that the Presi-
dent deserves a considerable degree of
deference regarding the nominations
he is entitled to make.

I do not find evidence in the record of
the Elders nomination that would indi-
cate that she is unqualified for the
post. Barring such evidence, I will vote
for her, or any other nominee the
President proposes to the Senate.

But I cast my vote in the affirmative,
let me express my hope that Dr. Elders
will—by her performance in office—si-
lence the echo of the controversy she
has engendered.

Much will be forgiven one who per-
forms an outstanding service.

We need only look to the example of
Dr. Elders’ predecessor, Dr, C. Everett
Koop. In his case, an initial firestorm
of controversy was followed by a prov-
en record of excellence in office.

There is cause for concern in the El-
ders record. But also contained in that
record is evidence that the nominee
has terrific potential to use her talent
for consensus—and be an extremely
positive force in this administration.

To conclude, Mr. President, my vote
for Joycelyn Elders is a vote for my
hope of what she can be. To those who
want to vote their fear instead of their
hope, I ask them to look again at Doc
Koop—and vote “‘aye,” in the hope that
a person of such proven talent, with
the President’s confidence, can and will
do a great job as Surgeon General.

Mr. RIEGLE. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of Dr. Joycelyn El-
ders, the President's nominee for Sur-
geon General of the United States.

Dr. Elders’ record demonstrates that
she has strong credentials for helping
to bring about an improvement in
health in this country. While we in
Congress have been debating reform of
the health care system for years, Dr.
Elders has been making great strides
toward improving public health in Ar-
kansas.

During her tenure as the director of
the Arkansas Department of Health,
Dr. Elders succeeded in improving the
utilization of numerous preventive
health programs. The percentages of 2-
yvear-olds who are immunized in Arkan-
sas has almost doubled under Dr. El-
ders’ leadership. The percentage of eli-
gible women and children who receive
nutritional services through the
Women, Infants, and Children Program
has also nearly doubled, and the num-
ber of children who receive early
screening and treatment services
through the EPSDT Program has in-
creased tenfold. Finally, during Dr. El-
ders’ tenure in Arkansas, the teenage
birth rate grew at a slower rate than it
did nationally, and teenage abortions
decreased. It is my hope that she can
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help bring about these and other im-
provements in Michigan and across the
Nation.

In addition to her distinguished
record as a public health professional,
Dr. Elders has an outstanding reputa-
tion as a physician and as a researcher.
She has earned support for her nomina-
tion from over 100 national health care
organizations, including the American
Medical Association. She also has the
support of many Michigan organiza-
tions such as the Michigan Nurses As-
sociation, the Detroit Department of
Health, and the Michigan NAACP.

Mr. President, Dr. Elders has over-
come much adversity in her own life
and has shown great courage in re-
sponding to public health issues in Ar-
kansas. I believe that she will be a
great asset to the U.S. Public Health
Service and to this Nation. I urge my
colleagues to support her nomination.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
rise today concerning the nomination
of Dr. Joycelyn Elders to be the Sur-
geon General of the United States.
After carefully examining her record
and considering the views of my con-
stituents, I cannot support Dr. Elders’
nomination.

Mr. President, the Surgeon General
is the Nation's most prominent doctor.
This person directs more than 6,000
members of the Public Health Service
Corps. Until now, the role of the Sur-
geon General has had limited authority
to create policy. However, the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services is
reorganizing. The office of Surgeon
General will oversee a number of new
programs, including disease preven-
tion, women’s health, and health pro-
motion. As Surgeon General, Dr. Elders
would have unprecedented policy-
making authority.

The people of this Nation look to the
Surgeon General for information and
guidance. Therefore, we must question
Dr. Elders’ handling of the distribution
of defective condoms. Tests by the
Food and Drug Administration found
that condoms distributed by the Ar-
kansas Health Department had a defec-
tive rate approximately 10 times the
acceptable limit. However, Dr. Elders
made the decision not to inform the
public of the risk of unwanted preg-
nancy or the transmission of a number
of sexually transmitted diseases, in-
cluding AIDS, presented by these defec-
tive condoms.

Mr. President, I believe the Surgeon
General should be outspoken on the is-
sues concerning public health. How-
ever, a number of the statements made
by Dr. Elders over a period of years
have been offensive and inflammatory.
She has shown a great deal of insen-
sitivity concerning families with
Down'’s syndrome, various religion or-
ganizations, and members of the pro-
life movement. I believe that an effec-
tive Surgeon General must create,
build, and foster coalitions which may
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include differing views. However, the
type of alienation caused by many of
her statements make such coalitions
difficult.

Mr. President, much of our debate
has concerned Dr. Elders’ efforts to re-
duce teenage pregnancy rates. The fact
is that during her tenure as Arkansas’
public health director the rate of teen
pregnancy increased dramatically, and
Arkansas' rate of teen pregnancy be-
came the second highest in the Nation.

Mr. President, I feel kindly toward
Dr. Elders and would like to com-
pliment her on the many honors and
accomplishments she has achieved dur-
ing her career. She deserves a great
deal of credit. However, in view of posi-
tions she has taken on matters of na-
tional interest, I cannot support her
for the position of Surgeon General of
the Public Health Service.

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of the nomination of
Dr. Joycelyn Elders for Surgeon Gen-
eral, I sincerely believe that she can
make a real difference in addressing
some of the very toughest health care
problems which presently face our Na-
tion. She has an extraordinary record
and has had a distinguished career as a
pediatric endocrinologist and public
health official.

We need a Surgeon General who is
not afraid to face controversy by bring-
ing tough and emotional issues like
teen pregnancy, contraception, absti-
nence, abortion, sexual molestation,
sexually transmitted diseases, and in-
fant mortality to the forefront of pub-
lic awareness. I believe she can make
an important and positive difference in
the public health arena and that is why
I am supporting her nomination today.

Dr. Elders is an innovator and a pio-
neer in the field of public health. She
has compiled a distinguished record of
achievements as a health professional
in Arkansas, and I believe that she will
be able to replicate these achievements
on a national level. Under her adminis-
tration she instituted policies which
ensured that more pregnant women re-
ceived early and regular prenatal care.
These policies had a positive impact on
the infant mortality rate in Arkansas.
Under her administration the child-
hood immunization rate in Arkansas
was dramatically improved when after-
hours clinics were instituted and by
initiating a policy that every child vis-
iting a health clinic received immuni-
zations when necessary. The childhood
immunization rate of 2-year olds near-
ly doubled from 1988 to 1992, from 34 to
60 percent.

In addition, the percentage of clients
eligible for the Women, Infants and
Children Nutrition Program rose from
39 percent in 1988 to 67 percent in 1992.
Health assessments for Medicaid-eligi-
ble children also rose from 4,186 in 1988
to 45,252 in 1992. As you can tell from
these statistics, Dr. Elders is a strong
advocate for preventive care. She not
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only talks about prevention, but she
has actually instituted initial policies
that affected the quality of health of
all Arkansas citizens.

As Surgeon General, Dr. Elders has
stated that her clear goals would be to
foster prevention, health education,
universal access to primary care, sup-
port for the family, and continued sup-
port for the public health commis-
sioned corps. She believes that the
most compelling issues before us today
relate to the issues surrounding AIDS,
unplanned pregnancies, and health care
access.

Of primary importance to me is Dr.
Elders’ ability to reach an audience of
uncaring and irresponsible young peo-
ple that I fear might be lost without
her unique skills. She has dem-
onstrated her talents in getting right
down into the trenches and commu-
nicating with kids in the inner cities,
as well as in poor rural areas—and in
their language and manner. They
might hear her more clearly, and listen
to her more intently, and talk with her
in a more constructive manner than
could any other possible candidate for
this important position. I believe she
can talk the talk and walk the walk.
She can communicate with these kids
because she knows who they are and
where they come from. She grew up in
poor, rural Arkansas and knows about
their poverty, their problems, and their
potential. She lifted herself out of pov-
erty and she has spent a lifetime work-
ing to help others who are vulnerable
to illness or disease simply because
they were impoverished or did not have
access to preventive medicine. Because
of this, I believe that she has the deter-
mination to be a great role model in
the health care area.

I know that she has said several
things that some, including myself and
many of my colleagues on this side of
the aisle, have found to be wholly of-
fensive. I talked with her for nearly an
hour in August. She has been honestly
chastened by these events in this caul-
dron of controversy. She understands
that she can accomplish so much more
by discarding elements of her rhetoric
which some find incendiary. I think she
is very sincere about this.

For example, Dr. Elders has further
explained her position on abortion by
stating that she has ‘‘never been about
abortion—I am about preventing un-
planned pregnancies. And, I think we
know that if we could prevent the preg-
nancy, then abortion becomes a
nonissue.” She is also a strong believer
in abstinence. She told me of these
views.

None of us who consider ourselves
pro-choice are supportive of abortions;
however, we do advocate giving women
the choice. If confirmed, I anticipate
that Dr. Elders would usher in a new
era of family planning programs at
HHS. I believe that my fine friend,
President George Bush misread the im-
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portance and significance of the abor-
tion issue to the public, especially to
young women. Because of his opposi-
tion to fetal tissue research, his sup-
port of the gag rule, and the focus on
these two issues during his administra-
tion, the public disproportionately fo-
cused attention on President Bush's
views on abortion. It was unfair. How-
ever, the result was that young women
between the ages of 18 and 35 left our
fine President in droves,

I believe that Dr. Elders will do her
best to reduce and prevent unplanned
teenage pregnancies. This is a priority
for her and we need her tireless energy
and advocacy in this area. As she told
me when we met in August, teenage
pregnancy ‘‘breaks my heart.”

I am familiar with outspoken people.
I come from a whole gene pool of simi-
larly situated folks. Dr. Elders and I
talked about some of those common
character traits. She has heard of pain-
ful criticisms and I believe that she
sincerely understands that she must
turn down the volume a bit in order to
avoid such problems in the future, and
in order to do the most effective job.

I think her heart is in this job and
also the right place, and I, for one, am
willing to give her the benefit of what
she tells me she has learned through
this process. She fully understands now
that she can accomplish greater things
by discarding elements of her rhetoric
which some might find divisive and of-
fensive,

For these reasons, I am supporting
Dr. Elders for the position of Surgeon
General. We need a strong advocate for
the health of the American public as
Surgeon General. She has certainly
shown us that she can overcome dif-
ficult challenges and controversies. We
need here as an outspoken and power-
ful voice for preventive care, health
education, and family planning in this
country, if we are going to see the
cases of teenage pregnancy and sexu-
ally transmitted diseases, including
AIDS, begin to decrease. These are
grave problems presently facing our
country and we need to address them
with a vengeance. I believe Dr. Elders
can provide the country with the lead-
ership to face these challenges, which
so assuredly threaten to undermine the
health and well-being of the American

people.

e Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President,
today I rise to announce my opposition
to the nomination of Dr. Joycelyn El-
ders to be Medical Director in the Reg-
ular Corps of the Public Service, and to
be Surgeon General of the Public
Health Service.

I understand that Dr. Elders’ style is
polarizing and divisive; I am concerned
that Dr. Elders has received great at-
tention for her ability to create con-
troversy, rather than consensus. Many
of her comments lack the compassion
for the other side of issues that I feel is
so necessary for her to be an effective
leader as Surgeon General.



September 7, 1993

I am less concerned with the actual
content of her controversial comments
than I am with her seeming inability
to respect the views of others and to
build a consensus. My concern is that
she may continue to stir controversy,
rather than compromise and that the
substantive concerns of today will be
neglected.

As public health director of the State
of Arkansas, Dr. Elders displayed bad
judgment when she decided not to dis-
close information to the public on pos-
sible defects in condoms that had al-
ready been distributed to schools and
clinics. The FDA found a defective rate
more than the limit set by the agency.
Besides displaying bad judgment, her
record as a public official is unim-
pressive.

Because of these concerns I cannot,
in good conscience, vote for Dr. Elders.
However, if Dr. Elders is confirmed as
Surgeon General, as I assume she will
be, I hope that she will prove me wrong
by promoting public understanding in
the face of controversy and bringing
people together to work toward solving
the public health problems that face
our Nation today. Because Dr. Elders
has not convinced me that she is up to
this important task, I cannot support
her nomination.e

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, today I
will vote on the nomination of Dr.
Joycelyn Elders to be the Surgeon Gen-
eral of the United States. Few nomi-
nees have caused so much controversy
or forced so many Members of Congress
to rethink their own views about the
public health problems facing this Na-
tion.

In making my decision to support her
nomination, I studied Dr. Elders record
thoroughly. I met with her personally
and, as I'm sure she'd tell you, I asked
her some pretty tough questions about
her finances and her efforts to stem the
problems of teenage pregnancy and the
spreading of sexually transmitted dis-
eases. And I have to tell you that, in
many cases, I do not agree with things
Dr. Elders has said or the way she said
them. Although I am certain that her
heart is in the right place, I think
some of her statements show a lack of
sensitivity to legitimate concerns of
many Americans.

However, one thing about Dr. Elders
stands out—she has the guts to say the
things that need to be said. In talking
about teenage pregnancy, she has em-
phasized the importance of the family,
indiviudal responsibility, and absti-
nence, as the best form of birth con-
trol. She has also been realistic—all
the rhetoric in the world about family
values will not fix the crisis this coun-
try faces unless we begin an open,
frank dialog about the causes of these
problems.

I think Dr. Elders’ opponents would
be surprised at what else I found in
studying her record. Contrary to what
we read in the newspapers and see on
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television, Dr. Elders principal interest
is not to change the way we value fam-
ilies and intimacy in this country. In-
stead, Dr. Elders is a respected member
of the medical community who believes
in prevention and in advancing public
health issues before they become pub-
lic health crises.

During the time that Dr. Elders was
State health officer in Arkansas, the
percentage of 2-year-olds immunized
against deadly childhood diseases in-
creased from 34 to 60 percent. Although
she acknowledges, with disappoint-
ment, that the number of teenage preg-
nancies in Arkansas increased during
the time she served as State health of-
ficer, the increase was significantly
lower than the national average and a
true testament to Dr. Elders' dedica-
tion to solving this critical problem.

Despite my reservations, I know that
Dr. Elders is a dedicated physician and
administrator who understands that
the public health problems in this
country can't be solved just by better
medicine or more money in the health
care system. The only chance for a so-
lution lies in acknowledging and under-
standing the problems and finding a
way to prevent them before they start.
Dr. Elders has not been afraid to do
this, and I support her nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. KENNEDY addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I have
consulted with a number of our col-
leagues on our side. We have had a
very, I think, valuable explanation of
the wide range of different support for
Joycelyn Elders. We have had a good

discussion, and I am quite prepared,

now to indicate that just in 8 or 4 min-
utes we will be willing, if it is agree-
able to the Senator from Oklahoma, to
yvield back the remainder of the time
and move toward a vote, and that is my
current intention.

So, I yield myself 4 minutes,
President.

Mr. President, as we are coming to
the time for the Senate to vote on this
nominee, I want to say that we have
seen the repetition of allegations and
charges and distortions and misrepre-
sentations targeted toward this nomi-
nee, which we have heard repeatedly
during the course of our hearings in
the time prior to the August recess and
again here today. I think our member-
ship knows and, hopefully, the Amer-
ican people know that no matter how
many times you continue to repeat, re-
peat, repeat, and repeat various selec-
tive phrases and selected materials,
this does not make them any more
true. This does not make them any
more accurate.

And what we have seen over and over
again, as anyone who reviews this
record, both in the course of the hear-
ings, and the earlier debates, will find

Mr.
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that the allegations that have been
made both here and in the earlier de-
bates have been responded to. All one
has to do is look to the record and un-
derstand it, and therefore, we could
certainly go back into the responses to
these allegations this evening. I will
resist that temptation because I am
satisfied that the record that has been
made over the period of the earlier de-
bates responds fully to these issues.

Joycelyn Elders responded brilliantly
during the course of our committee's
deliberations. Most of these allegations
and charges and representations we
have heard today were made during the
course of those hearings, and she re-
sponded brilliantly, I believe, to all of
the allegations and charges, and we
had strong bipartisan support in re-
porting her out.

There should not be any real kind of
question, Mr. President, to the charge
that Dr. Elders is out of the main-
stream in terms of public health pol-
icy—look at the wide range of main-
stream health and education organiza-
tions which have endorsed her: The
American Medical Association, not
known as a radical health organiza-
tions, is in strong support. The Hos-
pital Association, the American Acad-
emy of Pediatrics, the American Acad-
emy of Family Physicians, the Amer-
ican College of Physicians, the Na-
tional Medical Association, the Amer-
ican Nurses Association, the PTA, not
known as a wide-eyed liberal organiza-
tion, are all in strong support of this
nominee, as is organization after orga-
nization. And why? They know the
record Mr. President. They know the
record. They know the job that Dr. El-
ders has done. They are not just paying
attention to what she said in the com-
mittee. They know the record, the life
record, the life experience, the life of
dedication of this nominee. And they
understand the public health problems
we face as a nation.

And I hope, Mr. President, that after
we vote—and we will have a strong bi-
partisan vote—we can, as I know will
be the case with Joycelyn Elders, try
to reach out together and try to work
on so many of the public health prob-
lems which have been identified during
the course of this debate. There are
many, and they have not received the
kind of national attention they de-
serve. We will be debating different
health policy issues over the next few
days, weeks, and months as the coun-
try focuses on health care policy and

‘reforming our health care system. If

there has been some advantage to this
debate it has been in reminding all of
us of the importance of public health
and public health policy. As Joycelyn
Elders has stated repeatedly, earlier
intervention is much of the answer. It
is the answer in terms of good health,
in terms of well-baby care and WIC pro-
grams and immunizations and the wide
range of outreach programs to the
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youngest and the most vulnerable in
our society.

I am delighted and proud to be a
strong supporter of Dr. Elders. I think
those, as we mentioned earlier, who
know her best have made the strongest
case for her, and I certainly hope that
my colleagues will respond positively
and, if they can, I certainly hope that
they will vote for Dr. Elders. If they
feel that they have to vote a different
way, I hope they will reach out after
the conclusion of this vote and try to
find ways in which all of us can try to
work with this remarkable individual.
I think Dr. Elders can be one of the
most important and successful Surgeon
Generals in the history of this country.

Second, I want to thank the staff of
Members on both sides of the aisle who
have made this a bipartisan effort,
working with the administration, par-
ticularly HHS, to confirm Dr. Elders. I
would especially like to recognize the
staff of the Labor and Human Re-
sources Committee, including the staff
of ranking minority member NANCY
LANDON KASSEBAUM, and several mem-
bers of my staff: David Nexon, Mark
Childress, Ron Weich, Theresa Bour-
geois, Paul Kim, and Brian Carey.

I will reserve the remainder of my
time with the expectation of yielding
all the time back after the Senator
from Oklahoma, if that is his wish.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I fin-
ished my comments.

Mr. President, I tell all our col-
leagues I believe we are ready to vote,
and I think we have had a healthy de-
bate, I believe, in exposing some of the
comments and positions of Dr. Elders,

and I hope it will improve her tenure as -

Surgeon General.

I yield back the remainder of the
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is all
time yielded back?

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield back the re-
mainder of the time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
is yielded back.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of M.
Joycelyn Elders, of Arkansas, to be the
Surgeon General of the Public Health
Service? On this question, the yeas and
nays have been ordered, and the clerk
will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. SIMPSON. I announce that the
Senator from Alaska [Mr. MURKOWSKI]
is necessarily absent.

I further announce that, if present
and voting, the Senator from Alaska
[Mr. MURKOWSKI] would vote “‘nay."”
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
AKAKA). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 65,
nays 34, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 248 Ex.]

YEAS—65
Akaka Glenn Mikulsk!
Baucus Gorton Mitchell
Biden Graham Moseley-Braun
Bingaman Harkin Moynihan
Boren Hatfleld Murray
Boxer Heflin Nunn
Bradley Hollings Packwood
Brown Inouye Pell
Bryan Jeffords Pryor
Bumpers Johnston Reld
Campbell Kasseb: Riegle
Chafee Kennedy Robb
Cohen Kerrey Rockefeller
Conrad Kerry Sarbanes
Danforth Kohl Sasser
Daschle Lautenberg Shelby
DeConelint Leahy Simon
Dodd Levin Simpson
Dorgan Lieberman Specter
Durenberger Lugar Wellstone
Feingold Mathews Wofford
Feinstein Metzenbaum
NAYS—34
Bennett Exon McCaln
Bond Faircloth MeConnell
Breaux Ford Nickles
Burns Gramm Pressler
Byrd Grassley Roth
Coats Gregg Smith
Cochran Hatch Stevens
Coverdell Helms Thurmond
Craig Hutchison Wallop
D’Amato Kempthorne Warner
Dole Lott
Domeniect Mack
NOT VOTING—1
Murkowskl

So, the nomination was confirmed.

[Disturbance in the visitors’ gal-
leries.]

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I

move to reconsider the vote.

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I ask
the Chair to restate the rule of the
Senate with respect to demonstrations
in the Senate Chamber.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dem-
onstrations in the gallery are prohib-
ited.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, it is
my intention to proceed to the Depart-
ment of Defense——

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, the Senate
is not in order. The majority leader is
attempting to give us the schedule ba-
sically for the rest of the week.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will be in order.

The majority leader is recognized.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, it is
my intention to proceed to reqguest
that the Senate proceed to the Depart-
ment of Defense authorization bill, to
begin consideration of that legislation
this evening, and then to continue dis-
cussions we have had with respect to
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the national service conference report
under which we would enter an agree-
ment, interrupting the DOD bill during
the day tomorrow for a period of time
for debate and vote on the conference
report.

e

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that pro-
ceeding to the DOD bill has been
cleared, and accordingly, I now ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to consideration of Calendar
Order No. 164, S. 1298, the DOD author-
ization bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 1298) to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 1994 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, prescribe personnel
strengths for such fiscal year for the Armed
Forces, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the immediate consider-
ation of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

S. 1298, THE NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 1994

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, I am
pleased to bring before the Senate S.
1298, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994. This bill
provides the authorization in law for
almost all of the major functions under
the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Armed Services, including programs
and activities of the Department of De-
fense; the Department of Energy nu-
clear weapons programs; and civil de-
fense.

This authorization bill continues the
process of reshaping the U.S. defense
establishment for a post-cold-war
world. The bill responds to the need to
restructure defense programs in light
of declining force levels and lower
budgets by increasing funds for readi-
ness and training programs; redirecting
DOD tactical aviation programs; and
reducing funding for DOD space and in-
telligence programs.

The bill preserves critical defense in-
dustrial base capabilities, and
strengthens the peacekeeping and
peace enforcement capabilities of U.S.
military forces.

Finally, the bill expands some key
areas of the defense conversion and
transition programs contained in last
year's Defense Authorization Act to
help individuals, communities, and
businesses adjust to the effects of the
defense drawdown. The Base Closure
Communities Act of 1993 included in
the bill, for example, will help the De-
fense Department and other Federal
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agencies carry out President Clinton’s
five point program to revitalize com-
munities with closing bases.

At the outset of this debate, I want
to thank the ranking minority member
of the committee, Senator THURMOND,
for all of his help and cooperation on
this bill and in every other aspect of
our committee’'s work. Senator THUR-
MOND has tremendous knowledge and
experience on national security issues,
and it has always been a pleasure to
work with him. I have worked with
him for many years during his mem-
bership on the Armed Forces Commit-
tee, and now it is a particular pleasure
to work with him as the ranking Re-
publican.

BUDGET IMPACT OF THE COMMITTEE BILL

Mr. President, I will just comment
briefly on the defense budget and put it
into context. Of course, we will be de-
bating the details of it for the next sev-
eral days.

President Clinton’s fiscal year 1994
budget request for National Defense
represents a 5-percent real reduction
from the fiscal year 1993 level, and a re-
duction of $12 billion below the fiscal
year 1994 level proposed by the Bush
administration. In just the area of pro-
curement, after adjusting for inflation
the fiscal year 1994 budget request of
$45.5 billion is 50 percent below the pro-
curement budget of fiscal year 1990,
just 4 years ago. People ask, ““Are we
cutting defense?’ Absolutely we are
cutting defense in very major ways,
and I think everyone should under-
stand that.

For the 5-year period from fiscal year
1993 to 1997, the defense budget was
being reduced by $386 billion by the
Bush administration. President Clin-
ton's budget proposals would add an
additional reduction of $123 billion over
these 5 years, more than twice the $60
billion in cuts he called for during the
campaign.

In real terms, adjusting for inflation,
the fiscal year 1994 budget request for
the Defense Department represents a
24-percent real decline below the fiscal
year 1985. Under current plans, the de-
fense budget will continue to decline in
real terms each year through fiscal
year 1997. In that year, defense spend-
ing will be 33 percent in real terms
below the fiscal year 1990 level and 41
percent below the fiscal year 1985 level.

The bill before the Senate today au-
thorizes a total of $261.6 billion in
budget authority for the national de-
fense function for fiscal year 1994. This
level is approximately $1.8 billion
below the President’s request and the
budget authority level for defense in
the budget resolution. This budget aun-
thority reduction will reduce defense
outlays in the future. This reduction
was necessary in order to keep defense
outlays—that is actual expenditures,
the actual dollars spent during a year—
at the level requested by the President
while adding funds for a military pay
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raise as well as achieving the outlay
savings from the base closure process
assumed in the President’s budget re-
quest.

Budget authority represents author-
ity to spend funds, but that money may
be spent over a period of time, while
budget outlays is the amount actually
spent in a particular fiscal year. But
when people hear the term ‘‘author-
ity,”” that means authority to spend,
but in the case, for instance, of air-
planes or ships, it takes several years
to spend that money. In the case of
outlays, that is actual dollars spent in
a given year.

The committee bill is $600 million
below the outlay level requested by the
President and contained in the budget
resolution using the scorekeeping pro-
cedures of the Office of Management
and Budget in the executive branch.
However, if you look at the Congres-
sional Budget Office scoring, the com-
mittee bill exceeds the defense outlay
level in the budget resolution under
the scorekeeping procedures of the
Congressional Budget Office. It is my
view that those procedures need adjust-
ing, but I want everyone to understand
we are under the OMB numbers, but we
are above the Congressional Budget Of-
fice numbers, and we will be talking
about that a considerable amount dur-
ing the course of this debate.

Mr. President, I will demonstrate
later in the consideration of this bill
the very serious steps that would be
necessary to reduce the fiscal year 1994
defense budget to meet the outlay tar-
get of the budget resolution using CBO
scorekeeping procedures as opposed to
OMB scorekeeping. Neither DOD, nor
OMB, nor the Armed Services Commit-
tee agree with the CBO approach. I do
not believe the Senate would support
the reduction CBO would require. It is
imperative that we get the Department
of Defense, OMB, and CBO together to
reach some resolution of their tech-
nical scoring differences. If they do not
get together, then the implications
when the appropriations bill comes up
will be very serious.

The committee intends to continue
to work to avoid making the drastic re-
ductions in defense spending in one
year that would be brought about sole-
ly because of scorekeeping disagree-
ments which will have profound con-
sequences but which are technical in
nature.

I want to take a few moments now to
summarize the major features of this
bill for my colleagues and for others
who may be following this debate.

Mr. President, over the last 6
months, at the direction of the Senate,
the Armed Services Committee has
conducted a thorough and a rather
comprehensive review of the Defense
Department’'s policy on gay men and
lesbians serving in the Armed Forces. I
will not go into detail on any of this
tonight. I think we will be having de-
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bate later in the consideration of this
bill on this subject. But the results of
our committee work are contained in
this bill.

The committee has held a total of
nine hearings as part of our review of
this issue. We heard from experts in
law, military history, and military so-
ciology: from Members of the Senate;
and from current and former military
personnel here in Washington and in
the field. Following President Clinton's
announcement of his policy on July 19,
we heard from Secretary Aspin and the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, and from the DOD
general counsel and members of the
military working group that worked on
this issue for Secretary Aspin.

The results of our committee's work,
Mr. President, are contained in this
bill. By a strong bipartisan vote of 17
to 5, the committee adopted legislation
that is consistent with the President
Clinton’s July 19, 1993 policy as articu-
lated by Secretary Aspin, the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, and the general counsel
of the Defense Department in hearings
before the committee. This 17-to-5 vote
represents a majority of Democrats
and a majority of Republicans on the
committee. This legislation would cod-
ify the longstanding Defense Depart-
ment policy of discharging service
members for any conduct or state-
ments that demonstrate a propensity
to engage in homosexual conduct.
Under this legislation, the Defense De-
partment would be able to continue the
policy of not asking questions about
homosexuality during enlistment, and
the Secretary of Defense could issue in-
vestigative guidance to ensure that
DOD investigative resources are used
wisely.

I add to this explanation, Mr. Presi-
dent, the point that all sexual offenses
are to be explained to recruits when
they first come in, not simply the ques-
tion of homosexuality but sexual har-
assment or the other requirements in
terms of expectations of the men and
women who come into the military
under the Uniform Code of Military
Justice and under the regulations. So
there will be complete explanations
given not only at the recruiting stage
but at a later stage as appropriate and
as set forth in our report.

Our hearings have shown that this is
an issue on which people have strongly
held views. For many people, it is an
issue touching on deeply held religious
and ethical beliefs. For many others, it
is a matter of individual rights, involv-
ing the fair and equitable treatment of
individuals with a particular orienta-
tion who want to serve their country in
uniform. Our committee’'s focus
throughout this debate has been on the
implications of any change in the cur-
rent policy on the effectiveness of the
Armed Forces to carry out their mis-
sion to defend the Nation. That has
been our focus.

I think the resolution of this issue in
the administration’s policy, which is
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codified in the legislation contained in
this bill, recognizes the unique nature
of military service and ensures that
our military leaders will be able to
maintain the high standards of morale,
good order and discipline, and unit co-
hesion that are the essence of our mili-
tary capability.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON NUCLEAR DETERRENCE,
ARMS CONTROL AND DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE
In the area of strategic deterrence

and arms control, the committee fully
funded most major weapons programs
in accordance with the President's re-
quest; subjected a number of near-term
ballistic missile defense programs to
reviews for compliance with the Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty; and adjusted
the space and intelligence budgets in
line with declining defense resources.

The bill consolidates funding of $1.2
billion requested in the budget for sur-
veillance and warning programs, in-
cluding Brilliant Eyes, Follow-on Early
Warning System [FEWS], Defense Sup-
port Program [DSP] satellite pro-
grams, Cobra Ball and certain classi-
fied surveillance and warning assets,
into a single account under the direct
control of the Secretary of Defense. We
then reduced funding in that account
by $350 million below the requested
amount, and directed the Secretary to
evaluate a number of lower-cost alter-
native surveillance and warning archi-
tectures and select one that will be af-
fordable.

The committee reduced funding for
the Ballistic Missile Defense Office
[BMDO] from the budget request of
$3.756 billion to $3.2 billion by transfer-
ring $253 million for Brilliant Eyes
from BMDO to the consolidated sur-
veillance and warning account, and by
further reducing BMDO funding by $300
million.

We directed the Defense Department
to begin promptly reviewing a number
of ballistic missile defense systems for
compliance with the ABM Treaty, in-

cluding:
Patriot Multi-Mode Missile; Ex-
tended Range Interceptor missile

[ERINT]; Ground-Based Radar for thea-
ter missile defenses [GBR-T]; Theater
High-Altitude Area Defense interceptor
missile [THAAD]; Brilliant Eyes space-
based sensor system; Upgrades to the
Navy's AEGIS/SPY radar system; and
Upgrades to the Navy's Standard Mis-
sile-2 [SM-2] interceptor.

We also directed the Secretary of De-
fense to evaluate the acquisition
streamlining of the deployment of mis-
sile defenses in order to reduce the cost
and schedule, without increasing pro-
grammatic risk and concurrency.

On major strategic weapons pro-
grams, the committee reduced the
budget request of $256 million for mod-
ernization for B-1B bombers by $50 mil-
lion in RDT&E and $36 million in pro-
curement; approved the budget request
of $983.3 million for 24 Trident II sub-
marine-launched ballistic missiles; in-
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creased Trident II advance procure-
ment funds by $24.7 million to preserve
the option to restore the production
rate to an economical 48 per year start-
ing in 1995; and fully funded the budget
request of $1.4 billion for the B-2 bomb-
er while fencing the procurement fund-
ing pending receipt of a variety of cer-
tifications by the Secretary of Defense.

For Department of Energy programs
under the committee's jurisdiction, the
committee approved a reduction of $214
million from the budget request of $§11.5
billion. This level includes $5.3 billion
for environmental restoration and
waste management activities.

I want to commend Senator EXON
and Senator LoTT for their leadership
on these issues in the committee as
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on Nuclear
Deterrence, Arms Control and Defense
Intelligence.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON COALITION DEFENSE AND

REINFORCING FORCES

The Subcommittee on Coalition De-
fense and Reinforcing Forces oversees a
large portion of our conventional mili-
tary capability, particularly in the
area of tactical aviation programs. For
several years it has been apparent that
the Defense Department has more tac-
tical aviation programs in the budget
than we can realistically afford given
current budget levels and projected
force levels. This year, committee rec-
ommended a series of initiatives in the
area of tactical with a goal of estab-
lishing an overall affordable program
and improving joint service coopera-
tion.

The committee bill terminates the
Navy's AFX Program and the Air
Force's Multirole Fighter Program. In
place of these two programs, we di-
rected the establishment of two joint
service programs. The Navy will pursue
a derivative of the Air Force’s F-22 as
a high performance joint program and
the Air Force will join with the Navy
to make the F-18E/F a lower perform-
ance joint strike/fighter program.

To meet the near term requirement
for a Navy air-to ground attack capa-
bility, the Committee initiated a ro-
bust program to upgrade Navy F-14s by
giving the F-14 bombing capabilities
with the funds saved by cancelling the
AFX and accelerating the retirement
of Navy A-6 aircraft.

Finally, the Committee rec-
ommended that the F-16 Program be
terminated since the Air Force has a
surplus of F-16 aircraft and foreign
military sales will be sufficient to keep
that line in production for a number of
years in the future.

Mr. President, the reductions in the
F-16 and the terminations of the AFX
and the Multirole fighter add up to sav-
ings of $1.23 billion in fiscal year 1994,
and tens of billions in the long run by
avoiding the development costs to two
new fighter aircraft.

So, $1.23 billion is not a huge amount
considering the overall scope of the de-
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fense budget in one year, but we are
talking about saving many, many bil-
lions of dollars over a longer period of
time.

Peacekeeping and peace enforcement
operations are becoming an increas-
ingly important mission for our mili-
tary forces, and the committee took
several actions in this bill to improve
our military’s capability in this area.

The committee bill authorizes $195.0
million above the budget request for
procurement of a second JSTARS sur-
veillance aircraft. This system, like
the Air Force AWACS, is ideally suited
to providing sophisticated intelligence
and command and control over peace-
keeping as well as military operations.

Mine warfare is a particularly prob-
lem in areas where U.S. forces are en-
gaged in peacekeeping operations, and
the committee added $10 million to the
budget request of $20 million for
countermine warfare research. In addi-
tion, the committee approved an in-
crease of $20 million to the Budget re-
quest to purchase U.S. communications
equipment that could be loaned to
other countries during joint peacekeep-
ing operations. This will improve com-
munications interoperability at the
tactical level during peacekeeping op-
erations.

The committee also added funds se-
lectively to preserve critical capabili-
ties in the defense industrial base
which might otherwise disappear. The
bill includes $160 million above the
budget request for AH-64 helicopters to
bridge the gap until the AH-64 remanu-
facture program can be started. The
committee also approved $40.0 million
to keep the TOW missile in production
until the Army can survey the TOW
missiles stored in Saudi Arabia during
Operation Desert Shield/Desert Storm
to determine whether the recent per-
formance problems experienced with
the TOW missile are caused by those
conditions.

The committee continued its efforts
to promote the use of defense modeling
and simulation in the areas of training,
doctrine development and acquisition.
The bill includes $34 million for the
Army to test a revolutionary concept
of training an entire brigade on mod-
ern, inexpensive simulators. Because
sophisticated training devices for dis-
aster preparedness are lacking, the
committee initiated a program to
adapt Army training models for use in
training local civilian authorities to
cope with natural disasters. Another
initiative in this area is the authoriza-
tion of $15 million to initiate a joint
Navy-Advanced Research Projects
Agency project to develop an inte-
grated mission planning system where
various operational units located in
different locations can undertake co-
ordinated planning and preparation of
their assigned missions.

The committee also authorized a
total of 8635 million for equipment for
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the National Guard and Reserve Com-
ponents. The Committee provided the
funds in generic categories and di-
rected the National Guard and Reserve
components to purchase items of equip-
ment which will assist these units in
carrying out their domestic missions.

I want to congratulate Senator LEVIN
and Senator WARNER for their leader-
ship of the Subcommittee on Coalition
Defense and Reinforcing Forces this
year.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON REGIONAL DEFENSE AND

CONTINGENCY FORCES

In the area of regional defense and
contingency forces, the committee
sought ways to maintain technological
superiority and match investment to
force structure.

The committee took an important
step to improve the efficiency of our
investment in strategic lift by creating
a new national defense strategic lift
fund to compete strategic airlift and
strategic sealift alternatives against
each other. The committee authorized
§2.7 billion for the fund by shifting all
funds requested for C-17 procurement
and sealift procurement into a single
account to competitively select the
most cost-effective strategy to meet
our strategic lift requirements. This
will allow DOD to look at all of the op-
tions to improve our strategic lift ca-
pability and select the one that is most
cost effective.

We have to get much more for owr
money in this area. We are going to
have to improve our sealift and airlift,
and the question is what is the most ef-
fective in terms of cost and capability.

If DOD decides after this competitive
analysis to proceed with the C-17 pro-
gram, the committee required DOD to
report on the ongoing review of the C-
17 program before releasing any fiscal
year 1994 funds. In addition, since stra-
tegic lift requirements have not been
considered in the current bottom-up re-
view, the committee required a bot-
tom-up review of airlift requirements
before releasing any fiscal year 1995
funds for the C-17. This review would
evaluate total airlift requirements, and
the trade-offs between C-17, other mili-
tary airlift, commercial freighter air-
craft, and sealift.

For shipbuilding programs, the com-
mittee approved the budget request for
three DDG-51 destroyers; two oceano-
graphic ships; and one mine warfare
command and control ship conversion.
The bill also implements the outcome
of a roles and missions review of tac-
tical intelligence aircraft. Last year,
the committee required a competition
between Navy EP-3 and Air Force RC-
135 tactical intelligence aircraft. The
Department decided that for the long-
term, it will consolidate this mission
in one new system. DOD recommended
and the committee endorsed comple-
tion of the service life extension and
communications upgrades of the EP-3
fleet, and limited upgrades of the RC-
135 fleet.
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I want to congratulate Senator KEN-
NEDY and Senator COHEN, the chairman
and ranking minority member of the
Subcommittee on Regional Defense
and Contingency Forces, for their
usual excellent work on these pro-
grams this year.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY,

ACQUISITION AND INDUSTRIAL BASE

In the area of defense technology, ac-
quisition and industrial base, the com-
mittee took a number of actions to
maintain the momentum of the De-
fense Reinvestment and Conversion
Program enacted last year while em-
phasizing manufacturing science and
technology; maintaining the tech-
nology base; and setting the stage for
acquisition reform.

The committee added $281 million to
the budget request of $324 million for
the industry and technology portion of
the Defense Reinvestment and Conver-
sion Program. This increase will main-
tain funding for this important pro-
gram at the fiscal year 1993 level to
convert defense industries to dual-use
production. The committee also added
$153.3 million to the budget request to
establish a Manufacturing Science and
Technology Program that will develop
manufacturing processes for new tech-
nologies.

For the Strategic Environmental Re-
search and Development Program, the
committee approved $200 million an in-
crease of $100 million to the budget re-
guest. The committee also added 315
million for historically black colleges
and universities to increase the capac-
ity of these schools to educate sci-
entists and engineers.

Later this year, the committee hopes
to complete work on a comprehensive
bill to streamline and reform the de-
fense acquisition system. This is a high
priority for the Defense Department,
particularly Deputy Secretary Perry,
as well as for our committee, and we
hope to have a bill ready for the full
Senate in this area later this year.

I want to congratulate Senator
BINGAMAN and Senator SMITH, the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on Defense
Technology, Acquisition and Industrial
Base for their leadership on these is-
sues in the Committee this year.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON MILITARY READINESS AND

DEFENSE INFRASTRUCTURE

In the areas of military readiness and
defense infrastructure, the committee
added funds above the budget request
for high priority readiness programs;
authorized funds above the budget re-
quest to accelerate environmental
cleanup and restoration at closing
bases; and adopted a series of legisla-
tive provisions to speed the economic
recovery of communities affected by
base closures.

These are matters of great impor-
tance to our colleagues, and to the
communities surrounding these mili-
tary bases. I will not go into detail to-
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night but during the course of this de-
bate we will be discussing those items
in this bill in much more depth.

0O&M funding is the area of the budg-
et that has the most direct and imme-
diate impact on military readiness.
The committee made a determined ef-
fort to preserve the level of O&M fund-
ing requested in the budget, and the
bill authorizes a modest increase of $27
million above the budget request of
$89.4 billion for O&M.

The committee realigned funds lower
priority programs to address shortfalls
in high priority readiness areas. These
realignments include an increase of
3300 million to the budget request of 36
billion for depot maintenance pro-
grams to reduce the backlog of equip-
ment overdue for repair and to prevent
future degradation in equipment readi-
ness. The committee also recommends
an increase of $100 million to the budg-
et request of $3.9 billion for repair and
maintenance of real property to slow
the dramatic growth in the backlog of
real property maintenance on DOD in-
stallation.

The committee authorized an in-
crease of $150.4 million to the budget
request of $100 million for civilian per-
sonnel transition benefits authorized
by Congress last year. This increase
will allow the military services to
make maximum use of these incentives
to reduce involuntary reductions dur-
ing fiscal year 1994.

The committee agreed to a series of
provisions known as the Base Closure
Communities Act of 1993. These provi-
sions will help the Defense Department
and other Federal agencies carry out
the five-point program to revitalize
base closure communities that Presi-
dent Clinton announced on July 2.
These provisions will: Establish a base
property disposal and reuse team at
each closing base to provide improved
access to transition and redevelopment
help to local communities; Allow the
Secretary of Defense to transfer or
lease portions of properties on closing
bases at no or reduced cost to local re-
development authorities for economic
reuse;

Expedite the DOD and Federal agen-
cy property screening process at clos-
ing bases so that impacted commu-
nities can begin a timely plan for eco-
nomic redevelopment;

Permit DOD to lease to redevelop-
ment agencies portions of closing fa-
cilities at less than fair market value
to expedite reuse while the property is
being cleaned up for final transfer or
sale;

Direct DOD to work with State and
Federal regulators to speed the envi-
ronmental cleanup process at closing
bases and focus on those parcels that
are of greatest value for reuse; and

Provide increased planning grants to
local communities to prepare and im-
plement reuse plans. In addition, the
Committee authorized an increase of 85
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million to the budget request for the
Office of Economic Adjustment [OEA]
to allow OEA to meet the increased re-
guirements for community adjustment
assistance from the latest round of
base realignments and closures.

Mr. President, I want to thank the
new chairman and ranking minority
member of the Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Readiness and Defense infrastruc-
ture, Senator GLENN and Senator
McCaIN, for their outstanding work in
their new subcommittee assignments
this year.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FORCE REQUIREMENTS AND
PERSONNEL

Mr. President, the area of personnel
and compensation is the area of great-
est priority for those of us on the com-
mittee because no matter what weap-
ons we have, no matter what tech-
nology we have, our military and our
national security can only be as good
as the men and women who serve.
Their morale and their well-being and
their overall quality is the top priority
of our committee, and I think should
be the top priority of everyone con-
cerned about national security.

In this area the committee main-
tained a prudent glide path to reduce
military personnel strength but at the
same time continued to provide a qual-
ity of life to military personnel and
their families. After careful consider-
ation the committee decided to author-
ize a pay raise of 2.2 percent for mili-
tary members effective January 1, 1994,
so they will not fall behind the rate of
inflation.

The committee recommends an ac-
tive duty military strength of 1,622,200
for fiscal year 1994, 106,100 below the
fiscal year 1993 level and 1,600 above
the requested level. For the Reserve
components, the bill authorizes a
strength of 1,050,960 for fiscal year 1994,
28,940 below the fiscal year 1993 level
and 23,460 above the requested level.

The committee concurred with Sec-
retary Aspin’s recent proposal to
broaden opportunities for women in the

military services. The bill includes a

provision that would repeal the combat
exclusion law prohibiting the perma-
nent assignment of women to vessels
engaged in combat missions, and au-
thorize the Secretaries of the military
departments to prescribe the kinds of
duties to which women members of the
Armed Forces will be assigned. How-
ever, the provision also requires the
Secretary of Defense to provide Con-
gress with any proposed regulations re-
garding the assignment of women in
the Armed Forces before approving and
implementing them.

Finally, the committee recommends
a provision that would authorize the
President to delegate to the Secretary
of Defense the authority to tempo-
rarily call up units and members of the
Reserve components within a 25,000
personnel limit. This flexibility in call-
ing up members of the Reserve compo-
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nents is consistent with the commit-
tee's long-standing recommendation to
make greater use of National Guard
and Reserve units in meeting our mili-
tary commitments. This provision
would require written notification to
the Congress within 24 hours of the ex-
ercise of this authority setting forth
the circumstances requiring the call-up
and the anticipated use of the individ-
uals or units activated under this au-
thority.

I want to thank the new chairman
and ranking minority member of the
Subcommittee on Force Requirements
and Personnel, Senator SHELBY and
Senator CoaTs, for their excellent
work on this subcommittee this year.

CONCLUSION

Mr. President, it is very important
that we complete action on this bill as
soon as possible. The Appropriations
Committees are anxious to get to work
on the Defense appropriations bill, and
we want to reach a conference agree-
ment with the House as soon as pos-
sible to guide the appropriations proc-
ess in the coming weeks.

Before closing, I want to convey our
committee's best wishes to someone
who is well known to all Members of
the Senate, particularly those of us
who work in the defense arena. Jim
English, the staff director of the Ap-
propriations Committee, suffered a
heart attack several months ago. We
understand Jim is expected to return
to work in the near future to help in
the final push to complete the appro-
priations bill on time. So we want to
get our authorization bill ready for the
appropriators, and our special wishes
and good wishes go to Jim in terms of
a speedy recovery.

Too many times we take our staff for
granted here. But we have excellent
staff members, and Jim English, who is
not on our staff but who works with us
on a daily and weekly basis, is cer-
tainly one of those outstanding mem-
bers.

Before closing this evening, I want to
thank all the members of the Armed
Services Committee for their hard
work in bringing the bill to the floor.
There were some areas of disagreement
on specific provisions of the bill but
the vote to report the bill to the Sen-
ate was unanimous of all members in
terms of Democrats and Republicans.

Mr. President, this National Defense
Authorization Act for fiscal year 1994
represents the culmination of a great
deal of hard work by members and the
staff of our committee.

Greg Scott and Charlie Armstrong of
the Senate legislative counsel's office
also made an indispensable contribu-
tion in preparing this bill, This is a
good bill which continues the process
of reshaping our defense establishment
for the post-cold war world, and I urge
my colleagues to support it.

We will be hearing from Senator
THURMOND tonight, and again I want to
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convey my thanks to Senator THUR-
MOND and his capable staff for their ex-
cellent work. And I want to thank each
one of our subcommittee chairmen and
ranking Republican members who have
the bulk of the work in this bill for
their diligent work over the period of
the last several months. We will be
hearing from them in the next couple
of days. Each one of the subcommittee
chairman and ranking members will be
making presentations relating to their
particular sections of the bill.
UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, before
yielding the floor to Senator THUR-
MOND, I ask unanimous consent that
when the Senate resumes consideration
of this bill tomorrow morning that
Senator BINGAMAN be recognized to
offer an amendment regarding metal
casting and that any amendments to
that amendment or language proposed
to be stricken be relevant to that sub-
ject.

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

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, I thank
the Chair.

Mr. THURMOND addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina [Mr. THUR-
MOND] is recognized.

IN SUPPORT OF S. 1298, THE NATIONAL DEFENSE

AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
rise with my distinguished colleague
from Georgia and chairman of the Sen-
ate Armed Services Committee, Sen-
ator NUNN, to speak in favor of the na-
tional defense authorization bill for fis-
cal year 1994. The bill we bring to the
floor today reflects our best judgment
of the Nation’s defense requirements,
and is based on many long hours of tes-
timony, analysis, debate, consideration
of opposing views and where necessary,
compromise.

I would like to thank the chairman
for his outstanding leadership, and for
the open, fair, and bipartisan manner
in which he has conducted the commit-
tee's business. I would also like to
thank the members of the committee
and staff for the effort that went into
this bill. As ranking member of the
committee, it has been a privilege to
work with Senator NUNN to bring this
bill to the Senate. I believe it is a good
bill, not least because all the members
of the committee, Republican and
Democrat, voted to report it favorably
to the Senate. That does not mean that
every member, including me, is happy
with every part of it. But that is the
nature of compromise. On occasion,
members put aside partisan or paro-
chial concerns for the greater good of
national security, which this bill is de-
signed to protect.

The chairman has already discussed
the major elements in the bill, and I
will not take the Senate’s time to
cover the same ground in detail. But I
would like to highlight a few decisions
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which the committee made in attempt-
ing to reshape our military into a
smaller but highly capable force to
meet the challenges of the future.

Despite the decline in defense spend-
ing, the bill maintains substantial U.S.
military power, and provides increased
funding to expand our ability to
project that power wherever our vital
interests are threatened. The objective
implicit in our bill is this: No aggressor
should believe that he can take com-
fort in the downsizing of the U.S. mili-
tary. Only time will tell if we have pro-
vided sufficient resources to deter fu-
ture aggression.

In passing this year's defense bill, the
committee faced unigue and difficult
challenges. We had to content with a
rapidly changing but still dangerous
world—and without a clear picture of
Pentagon priorities, since the bottom
up review had not been released at that
time. Potential threats, though real,
are uncertain. There is tremendous
pressure to cut military spending and
reduce force levels, but the lower lim-
its of those cuts have not been estab-
lished. Consequently, we based our
judgment on timeless first principles—
on the fundamentals of American secu-
rity which have not changed despite
the dramatic revolution in world af-
fairs.

Although the committee had to deal
with many changes in the world secu-
rity equation, there was still one con-
stant—people. We focused on people
not just because of the high esteem we
have for our men and women in uni-
form, but also because we recognized
that high quality people are the foun-
dation of our military strength. I have
fought in one war and observed many
others, and have learned one important
lesson: Superior weapons, equipment,
and ample supplies are essential for
victory, but the human qualities are
decisive. Budgets and programs do not
defend us, but men and women of dedi-
cation, skill, and courage. Warfare is
not just a clash of machines; it is a
moral contest, a clash of mind, will,
and spirit. In carrying out our con-
stitutional mandate to raise and equip
the Nation’s military forces, Congress
must never forget this abiding truth.
We must always support policies that
nourish the mind, will, and spirit of the
forces, as well as provide for their ma-
terial needs.

This is why maintaining the ban
against open homosexuals in the mili-
tary is so critical. Our chief concern
was with preserving the essential
moral fabric of our Armed Forces, and
I commend our distinguished chairman
for the steadfast manner in which he
handled this controversy. Our hearings
were comprehensive and objective, and
proponents of each side had an oppor-
tunity to be heard. But the committee
never lost its focus, which was to as-
sure that military effectiveness took
precedence over all other consider-
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ations. I believe that codifying the ban
on those who commit homosexual acts
or demonstrate the propensity to do so
is necessary and proper. I am proud
that we produced a fair and legally de-
fensible policy; but above all, a policy
which will protect the intangible
human factors of mutual trust and co-
hesion essential to effective military
units.

I am also proud that, despite the ad-
ministration’'s decision not to request a
pay raise for our service men and
women, the committee was able to find
funds for a much deserved pay increase
of 2.2 percent. Military pay still lags
behind civilian salaries, but this pay
raise will help service members support
their families, and assist recruiters in
persuading young men and women of
the benefits of military service.

Of course, the best people cannot re-
main combat ready unless there are
ample funds for operations and mainte-
nance. The committee funded the O&M
budget request for the daily operations
of our forces. In past years this ac-
count has been habitually underfunded
or used to pay other bills.

America is first and foremost a great
maritime nation and so our bill ad-
dressed the basic strategic and oper-
ational concepts which will shape the
Navy as it enters the 21st century. By
supporting the Navy's shipbuilding pro-
gram, tackling the urgent need for
modern sealift, and addressing the
long-simmering problem of Naval avia-
tion, the bill assures the Navy's ability
to meet future challenges. It continues
to support effective Naval and Marine
Corps expeditionary forces shaped for
joint operations and provides funding
to move the Army’'s heavy combat
forces more rapidly to the battle area.
It emphasizes a reliable joint power
projection capability and forward pres-
ence for stability and rapid response so
that we can influence events, and not
merely react to them.

To address the wvital strategic lift
issue, this bill requires a long-term, in-
tegrated lift plan for the Nation, and
establishes the national defense strate-
gie lift fund to support essential power
projection needs. The fund will provide
a logical means for the Secretary of
Defense to develop a strong sealift ef-
fort while giving the C-17 a chance to
prove itself in the airlift structure.

The committee also addressed the
role of long-range, heavy bombers in
projecting power. I heartily endorse
the full funding of the B-2 program,
and hope we can also find the funds to
expand the capabilities of the B-1B as a
conventional bomber. The B-1B is an
outstanding platform in which we al-
ready have a sizable investment. Com-
mon sense dictates that we should
spend a little more to get the maxi-
mum possible use from these 96 aircraft
as we are forced to replace the aging B-
52 fleet.

To maintain America's dominance of
the skies under which our troops must
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fight, the committee confronted the
fiscal limitations of developing four
new tactical aircraft. I believe we
acted wisely and responsibly in termi-
nating the Navy's AFX and Air Force
multi-role fighter, and in directing
both services to pursue two joint
strike/fighter programs. Two joint air-
craft based on the F-22 and the F-18 E/
F will give us the capabilities of four,
but as far less cost. Of course, the suc-
cess of these programs will depend on
the willingness of the Air Force and
Navy to work together.

The committee paid particular atten-
tion to the defense industrial base.
Companies that have been the back-
bone of our defense industry are facing
an uncertain future as we reduce mili-
tary spending. Last year Congress es-
tablished a number of programs to help
these companies make the transition
from defense to commercial business
through technology reinvestment. The
committee supported this program
again in fiscal year 1994 and authorized
over $600 million for the technology re-
investment parts of the defense conver-
sion program while continuing to em-
phasize that technical merit should de-
termine which programs are funded
under this initiative.

In providing for the companies that
build our weapons and equipment, and
for the Armed Services that defend the
Nation, we did not forget those com-
munities which are suffering as a re-
sult of the defense drawdown. The bill
contains a legislative package to bene-
fit communities like Charleston which
are losing much of their economic base
to the base closure process.

As I observed earlier, I did not agree
with everything in the bill. I mention
two such items now, not because I want
to refight the battles settled in com-
mittee markup, but to put my col-
leagues on notice that I will oppose at-
tempts by the full Senate to do any
further damage to certain programs.

First, I am disappointed with the
bill's provision on ballistic missile de-
fense. The committee's action to cut
$300 million from the administrator's
Ballistic Missile Defense Office request
may make missile defense of the U.S.
homeland impossible—especially if au-
thorized funding is further reduced on
the Senate floor, or in conference with
the House. Furthermore, since we all
agree that theater missile defenses
should be the top priority, I must take
issue with fencing funds for theater de-

fense programs pending an ABM Treaty

review. This will certainly add extra
costs and delays. Worse, linking our
theater missile defense efforts so close-
ly to the ABM Treaty could result in
building less capable systems than cur-
rent technology will permit. Unless we
make the most of our technology, our
theater defenses will not be effective
against the highly capable missile
threats emerging in the world's most
troubled regions.
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Second, I am disappointed that the
naval spent fuel issue was not resolved.
Federal court action has blocked the
Navy from shipping spent nuclear fuel
to storage facilities in Idaho. This
means the Navy will have to stop
defueling and decommissioning nuclear
ships sometime next year. The cost
could be immense, and spent fuel will
pile on the docks in areas totally inap-
propriate for radioactive fuel storage. I
hope that the parties who are in dis-
agreement on this issue can work out
an arrangement that takes into consid-
eration the concerns of all and allows
the Navy to continue the operations
necessary to our national security
without interruption.

The great political philosopher Ed-
mund Burke once said that governing
is the art of making choices, but that
the choices often lie between the dis-
agreeable and the intolerable. In our
representative democracy the people
delegate the role of making the hard
choices to us, their elected officials.
Standing in trust for them, we study,
debate, reflect, and wrestle with the
many competing courses of action. But
finally the moment comes when we
must earn our pay and justify our of-
fices—for better or worse, we must
choose,

Nowhere is that responsibility more
crucial than in the area of national de-
fense. We might choose badly in other
areas of public stewardship, yet the Na-
tional could survive most such bad
choices. But the Nation cannot survive
continued failure to choose wisely in
meeting threats to our security.

As the Senate takes up the defense
bill, some Members will no doubt argue
that the collapse of the Soviet Union
and Warsaw Pact, or our remarkable
victory in the gulf war, justify even
smaller military forces and deeper cuts
in the defense budget. I would remind
those colleagues that we still live in a
time of great uncertainty. We cannot
predict what challenges and dangers we
will face in the future. We need only
look at the violence and instability
around the world to conclude that our
interests, our forces, our allies, and our
access to vital resources and markets
could be attacked at any time and in
any place.

We must understand that strong
military capabilities and high levels of
combat readiness, combined with the
will to act decisively, are our only na-
tional insurance policy. Even this bill,
as good as I believe it is, shaves the
margin of safety very close. We simply
cannot afford to degrade the capabili-
ties and readiness of our forces any fur-
ther.

As in the gulf war, the time may
come again when the United States
will have to act as a great power in
order to remain a secure power. If that
fateful day comes—as I believe it sure-
ly will—we must have the means to
act. If our vital interests or even our
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survival are threatened, the American
people will not be satisfied with the ex-
cuse that the Armed Forces were sim-
ply too expensive, or that we had to
spend the money on domestic programs
or even deficit reduction. If such a day
ever comes and we are unprepared,
those who sent us here will rightfully
hold us accountable. For if history has
shown us anything, it is that ulti-
mately the best economy is safety.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, 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. NUNN. Mr. President, 1 ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the gquorum call be rescinded.

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

The Senator from Georgia.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there now be a
period for morning business with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein.

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

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Ms. Barram, one of his
secretaries.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the United
States submitting sundry nominations
and withdrawals which were referred to
the appropriate committees.

(The nominations and withdrawals
received today are printed at the end of
the Senate proceedings.)

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 5, 1993, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on August 9, 1993,
during the adjournment of the Senate,
received a message from the House of
Representatives announcing that the
Speaker has signed the following en-
rolled bills and joint resclutions:

H.R. 490. An act to provide for the convey-
ance of certain lands and improvements in
Washington, District of Columbia, to the Co-
lumbia Hospital for Women to provide a site
for the construction of a facility to house
the National Womens Health Resource Cen-
ter.

H.R. 2034. An act to authorize major medi-
cal facility construction projects for the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year
1994, and for other purposes.
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H.R. 2264, An act to provide for reconcili-
ation pursuant to sections T of the concur-
rent resolution on the budget for the fiscal
year 1994,

H.R. 2348. An act making appropriations
for the legislative branch for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1994, and for other pur-
poses.

H.R. 2667. An act making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for relief from the
major, widespread flooding in the Midwest
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1993,
and for other purposes.

H.R. 2900. An act to clarify and revise the
small business exemption from the nutrition
labeling requirements of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act, and for other pur-
poses.

H.J. Res. 110. Joint resolution to authorize
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation
Administration to conduct appropriate pro-
grams and activities to acknowledge the sta-
tus of the county of Fond de Lac, W1, as the
“World Capital of Aerobatics,” and for other
purposes.

H.J. Res. 157. Joint resolution to designate
September 13, 1993, as ‘“‘Commodore John
Barry Day."

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 5, 1993, the en-
rolled bills and joint resolutions were
signed on August 10, 1993, during the
adjournment of the Senate by the
President pro tempore [Mr. BYRD].

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES SUB-
MITTED DURING ADJOURNMENT

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of August 2, 1993, the fol-
lowing reports of committees were sub-
mitted on August 24, 1993:

By Mr. INOUYE, from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, with amendments:

8. 1121: A bill to establish the National In-
dian Research Institute (Rept. No. 103-129).

By Mr. HOLLINGS, from the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
with amendments:

5. 1179: A bill to amend the Federal Trade
Commission Act to provide authorization of
appropriations, and for other purposes (Rept.
No. 103-130).

By Mr. HOLLINGS, from the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
with an amendment:

8. 1192: A bill to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to release restrictions on the
use of certain property conveyed to the city
of Soldotna, Alaska, for airport purposes
(Rept. No. 103-131).

By Mr. HOLLINGS, from the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
without amendment:

8. 1313: A bill to authorize a certificate of
documentation for the vessel Mystique (Rept.
No. 103-132).

S. 1330: A bill to authorize a certificate of
documentation for the vessel Serena (Rept.
No. 103-133).

S. 1331 A bill to authorize a certificate of
documentation for the vessel Whit Con Tiki
(Rept. No. 103-134).

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, which were referred as indi-
cated:
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EC-1383. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to the Colorado
River Basin Salinity Control Program; to
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition
and Forestry.

EC-1384. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Defense,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a draft of pro-
posed legislation to amend title 10, United
States Code, to revise the authorized
strength limitations of Marine Corps com-
missioned officers on active duty in the
grades of major and lieutenant colonel; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1385. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to the assignment of
special operations forces; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

EC-1386. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to the Joint Military
Net Assessment through fiscal year 19%4; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1387. A communication from the Comp-
troller General of the United States, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, an audit report rel-
ative to contributions made to the Depart-
ment of Defense accepted as of September 30,
1992; to the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1388. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial
Management), Department of the Army,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to the value of certain commodities
provided by the Berlin Magistrate for the
quarter January 1, 1993 through March 31,
1993; to the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1389. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Defense Research and Engineering, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report relative to the fiscal year
1993 investment strategy for the Strategic
Environmental Research and Development
Program; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

EC-1390. A communication from the Acting
Adminlstrator, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port relative to the 1993 military base clo-
sures; to the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1391. A communication from the Acting
Comptroller General of the United States,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a claim regarding a certaln Navy
contract; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

EC-1392. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Standards of Conduct Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report relative to Department of
Defense and defense related employment; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1393. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to
the expansion of the CHAMPUS Reform Ini-
tiative to Washington and Oregon; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

EC-13%4. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report relative to the Selected Ac-
quisition Reports for the quarter ending
June 30, 1993; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-1395. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a draft of proposed legislation to au-
thorize appropriations for civil defense pro-
grams for fiscal year 1994; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

EC-13%. A communication from the Acting
Secretary of the Army, transmitting, pursu-
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ant to law, a report relative to the breaching
of a unit cost threshold: to the Committee
on Armed Services.

EC-1397. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Comptroller, Department of
Defense, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port relative to assistance to Belarus; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

———————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following report of a committee
wassubmitted:

By Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on
Labor and Human Resources, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute:

S. 1318. A bill to amend the Public Health
Service Act to extend the program of grants
regarding the prevention and control of tu-
berculosis and sexually transmitted diseases,
to revise and extend certain injury control
programs, and to revise the program of
grants relating to preventive health meas-
ures with respect to breast and cervical can-
cer, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 103-
135).

e ———

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEES

The following executive report of a
committee was submitted:

By Mr. NUNN, from the Committee on
Armed Services:

The following named officer for appoint-
ment to the grade of lieutenant general
while assigned to a position of importance
and responsibility under title 10, United
States Code, Section 601(a):

To be lieutenant general

Maj. Gen. Daniel W. Christman, 302-36-9745,
United States Army.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second time by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr, WARNER:

5. 1442. A bill entitled the **James River
Basin Flood Control Act”; to the Committee
on Environment and Public Works.

By Mr. PRESSLER:

5.J. Res, 128. A joint resolution to des-
ignate September 17, 1993, as “‘Diplomatic
Courier Day”; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr.
LAUTENBERG, Mr. D" AMATO, Mr. SPEC-
TER, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr. MOYNIHAN,
Mr. RIEGLE, and Mr. DOLE):

5.J. Res. 129. A Joint Resolution to author-
ize the placement of a memorial cairn in Ar-
lington National Cemetery, Arlington, Vir-
ginia, to honor the 270 victims of the terror-
ist bombing of Pan Am Flight 103; to the
Committee on Veterans' Affairs.

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. COVERDELL:

S. Res. 142. A resolution to express the

sense of the Senate to recognize and com-
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mend the American Business Women's Asso-
clatlon; to the Committee on Labor and
Human Resources.

5. Res. 143. A resolution to commemorate
the 175th year of operation of the Unlversity
Hospital in Augusta, Georgla; to the Com-
mittee on Labor and Human Resources.

By Mr. RIEGLE (for himself, Mr.
DECONCINI, Mr. D’AMATO, Mr. BIDEN,
and Mr. SARBANES):

S. Con. Res. 42. A concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the 60th
anniversary of the Ukraine famine of 1932-
1933 should serve as a reminder of the brutal-
ity of Stalin's repressive policies toward the
Ukrainian people; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

| ——————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. PRESSLER:

S.J. Res. 128. A joint resolution to
designate September 17, 1993, as “Dip-
lomatic Courier Day’’; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

DIPLOMATIC COURIER DAY

Mr. PRESSLER. Mr. President,
today I am introducing legislation to
pay tribute to a branch of our Depart-
ment of State that is celebrating its di-
amond anniversary. This year, the De-
partment of State Diplomatic Courier
Service celebrates its 75th anniversary.
Under the watchful eyes of U.S. diplo-
matic couriers, the U.S. Government
has maintained a secure flow of infor-
mation essential to conducting a suc-
cessful foreign policy.

The classified messages and other
sensitive material and equipment
taken across international borders al-
ways have been essential to policy-
makers. As custodians of the diplo-
matic pouch, their efforts have proven
invaluable to the security of the Unit-
ed States and our embassies in foreign
countries.

Since 1918, diplomatic couriers have
been loyal, prompt, and diligent in de-
livering official U.S. Government mes-
sages worldwide. From World War I to
the end of the cold war, diplomatic
couriers carried out their missions
without fail, even under perilous condi-
tions. During that time, five couriers
have given their lives in service to
their country.

For 75 years, the U.S. Diplomatic
Couriers have played an integral part
in maintaining our national security,
preserving confidential communica-
tions to government leaders separated
by vast distances, and helping in the
monumental achievements of U.S. for-
eign policy. It is fitting that we honor
more than two generations of dedicated
official Government messengers on the
occasion of their 75th anniversary. I
urge my colleagues to support this res-
olution.

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself,
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. D'AMATO,
Mr. SPECTER, Mr. JEFFORDS,
Mr. MOYNIHAN, Mr. RIEGLE, and
Mr. DOLE):
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S.J. Res. 129. A joint resolution to
authorize the placement of a memorial
cairn in Arlington National Cemetery,
Arlington, VA, to honor the 270 victims
of the terrorist bombing of Pan Am
Flight 103; to the Committee on Veter-
ans’ Affairs.

MEMORIAL TO THE VICTIMS OF PAN AM FLIGHT
103

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, on be-
half of Senators LAUTENBERG,
D'AMATO, SPECTER, JEFFORDS, MOY-
NIHAN, RIEGLE, DOLE, and myself, I send
to the desk a Senate joint resolution to
authorize the placement of a memorial
cairn in Arlington National Cemetery
to honor the victims of Pan Am flight
103.

One hundred eighty-nine Americans
were killed when terrorists bombed
Pan Am flight 103 over Lockerbie,
Scotland on December 21, 1988. We be-
lieve that Arlington National Ceme-
tery is a fitting and appropriate site
for this cairn honoring those who made
the ultimate sacrifice for their coun-
try.

Fifteen of those on the flight were on
active duty in the armed services of
the United States, and at least 10 were
veterans. Some were accompanied by
their families as they returned home to
the United States for a holiday they
would never celebrate.

The people of Scotland have gener-
ously donated the stones for the cairn,
and the families of the victims will
raise any funds necessary to cover the
expenses involved in construction and
placement of the cairn. Therefore, this
cairn will not require any Federal
funds.

The cairn will be approximately 11
feet high and 8 feet in diameter at the
base. The families of the victims have
identified a small and vacant plot of
land in Arlington National Cemetery
which is unsuitable for gravesites.
Therefore, this cairn will not deprive
the Cemetery of any land needed for
the burial of others in the future.

This cairn will serve as a symbol of
loss. Thousands of people in this coun-
try lost a loved one on Pan Am flight
103.

This cairn will serve as a symbol of
hope. Many of the families of the vic-
tims have taken their personal grief
and turned it into a force for positive
change. They work tirelessly to im-
prove airline security, to bring those
responsible for the bombing to justice,
and to remind us constantly of what
can happen, and what must not happen
again.

This cairn will serve as a symbol of
resolve. We need to bring to justice all
those responsible for the bombing of
Pan Am Flight 103. In November 1991,
two agents of the Libyan Government
were indicted for the bombing. Despite
United Nations sanctions, the Libyan
Government refuses to turn those indi-
viduals over for trial. Recently, 55 of
my colleagues joined me in calling for
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an international oil embargo against
Libya until those indicted are brought
to justice.

Finally, this cairn will serve as a
symbol of commitment. We must main-
tain continuing vigilance against ter-
rorism. The bombing of the World
Trade Center earlier this year and the
recent plot to bomb several other
buildings in New York remind us again
that terrorism can easily reach our
shores, and we must do all we can to
prevent it.

I ask unanimous consent, that the
text of the resolution may be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the joint
resolution was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S.J. RES. 129

Whereas Pan Am Flight 103 was destroyed
by a bomb during the flight over Lockerbie,
Scotland, on December 21, 1988;

Whereas 270 persons from 21 countries were
killed in this terrorist bombing;

Whereas 189 of those killed were citizens of
the United States including the following
citizens from 21 States, the District of Co-
lumbia, and United States citizens living
abroad:

Arkansas: Frederick Sanford Phillips;

California: Jerry Don Avritt, Surinder
Mohan Bhatia, Stacle Denise Franklin, Mat-
thew Kevin Gannon, Paul Isaac Garrett,
Barry Joseph Valentino, Jonathan White;

Colorado: Steven Lee Butler;

Connecticut: Scott Marsh Cory, Patricia
Mary Coyle, Shannon Davis, Turhan Ergin,
Thomas Britton Schultz, Amy Elizabeth
Shapiro;

District of Columbia: Nicholas Andreas
Vrenios;

Florida: John Binning Cummock;

Illinois: Janina Jozefa Waido;

Kansas: Lloyd David Ludlow;

Maryland: Michael Stuart Bernstein, Jay
Joseph Kingham, Karen Elizabeth Noonan,
Anne Lindsey Otenasek, Anita Lynn Reeves,
Louise Ann Rogers, George Watterson Wil-
liams, Miriam Luby Wolfe;

Massachusetts: Julian MacBain Benello,
Nicole Elise Boulanger, Nicholas Bright,
Gary Leonard Colasanti, Joseph Patrick
Curry, Mary Lincoln Johnson, Julianne
Frances Kelly, Wendy Anne Lincoln, Danliel
Emmett O'Connor, Sarah Susannah Bu-
chanan Philipps, James Andrew Campbell
Pitt, Cynthia Joan Smith, Thomas Edwin
Walker,;

Michigan: Lawrence Ray Bennett, Diane
Boatman-Fuller, James Ralph Fuller, Ken-
neth James Gibson, Pamela Elaine Herbert,
Khalid Nazir Jaafar, Gregory Kosmowski,
Louis Anthony Marengo, Anmol Rattan,
Garima Rattan, Suruchi Rattan, Mary Edna
Smith, Arva Anthony Thomas, Jonathan
Ryan Thomas, Lawanda Thomas;

Minnesota: Philip Vernon Bergstrom;

New Hampshire: Stephen John Boland,
James Bruce MacQuarrie;

New Jersey: Thomas Joseph Ammerman,
Michael Warren Buser, Warren Max Buser,
Frank Clulla, Eric Michael Coker, Jason Mi-
chael Coker, Willlam Allan Danlels, Gretch-
en Joyce Dater, Michael Joseph Doyle, John
Patrick Flynn, Kenneth Raymond
Garczynski, William David Glebler, Roger
Elwood Hurst, Robert Van Houten Jeck,
Timothy Baron Johnson, Patricia Ann Klein,
Robert Milton Leckburg, Alexander
Lowenstein, Richard Paul Monetti, Martha
Owens, Sarah Rebecca Owens, Laura Ablgall
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Owens, Robert Plack Owens, Willlam Pugh,
Diane Marie Rencevicz, Saul Mark Rosen, Ir-
ving Stanley Sigal, Elia Stratls, Alexia
Kathryn Tsairis, Raymond Ronald Wagner,
Dedera Lynn Woods, Chelsea Marie Woods,
Joe Nathan Woods, Joe Nathan Woods, Jr.;

New York: John Michael Gerard Ahern,
Rachel Maria Asrelsky, Harry Michael Bain-
bridge, Kenneth John Bissett, Paula Marie
Bouckley, Colleen Renee Brunner, Gregory
Capasso, Richard Anthony Cawley, Theodora
Eugenia Cohen, Joyce Christine Dimauro,
Edgar Howard Eggleston III, Arthur
Fondiler, Robert Gerard Fortune, Amy Beth
Gallagher, Andre Nikolal Guevorgian, Lor-
raine Buser Halsch, Lynne Carol Hartunian,
Katherine  Augusta  Hollister, Melina
Kristina Hudson, Karen Lee Hunt, Kathleen
Mary Jermyn, Christopher Andrew Jones,
William Chase Leyrer, Willlam Edward
Mack, Elizabeth Lillian Marek, Daniel
Emmet McCarthy, Suzanne Marie Miazga,
Joseph Kenneth Miller, Jewell Courtney
Mitchell, Eva Ingeborg Morson, John Mul-
roy, Mary Denice O'Neill, Robert Italo
Pagnucco, Christos Michael Papadopoulos,
David Platt, Walter Leonard Porter, Pamela
Lynn Posen, Mark Alan Rein, Andrea Vic-
toria Rosenthal, Daniel Peter Rosenthal,
Joan Sheanshang, Martin Bernard Car-
ruthers Simpson, James Alvin Smith, James
Ralph Stow, Mark Lawrence Tobin, David
William  Trimmer-Smith, Asaad Eidi
Vejdany, Kesha Weedon, Jerome Lee Weston,
Bonnie Leigh Williams, Brittany Leigh Wil-
liams, Eric Jon Williams, Stephanie Leigh
Williams, Mark James Zwynenburg;

North Dakota: Steven Russell Berrell;

Ohio: John David Akerstrom, Shanti Dixit,
Douglas Eugene Malicote, Wendy Gay
Malicote, Peter Raymond Peirce, Michael
Pescatore, Peter Vulcu;

Pennsylvania: Martin Lewis Apfelbaum,
Timothy Michael Cardwell, David Scott
Dornstein, Anne Madelene Gorgacz, Linda
Susan Gordon-Gorgacz, Loretta Anne
Gorgacz, David J. Gould, Rodney Peter
Hilbert, Beth Ann Johnson, Robert Eugene
McCollum, Elyse Jeanne Saraceni, Scott
Christopher Saunders;

Rhode Island: Bernard Joseph McLaughlin,
Robert Thomas Schlageter;

Texas: Willis Larry Coursey, Michael Gary
Stinnett, Charlotte Ann Stinnett, Stacey
Leanne Stinnett;

Virginia: Ronald Albert Lariviere, Charles
Dennis McKee;

West Virginia: Valerie Canady;

United States Citizens Living Abroad:
Sarah Margaret Aicher, Judith Bernstein At-
kinson, William Garretson Atkinson III,
Noelle Lydie Berti, Charles Thomas Fisher
IV, Lilibeth Tobila Macalolooy, Diane Marie
Maslowski, Jane Susan Melber, Jane Ann
Morgan, Sean Kevin Mulroy, Jocelyn Reina,
Myra Josephine Royal, Irja Syhnove Skabo,
Milutin Velimirovich;

Whereas 15 active duty members and at
least 10 veterans of the United States Armed
Forces and members of their families were
among those who lost their lives in this trag-
edy;

Whereas the terrorist bombing of Flight
103 was unquestionably an attack on the
United States;

Whereas a memorial cairn honoring the
victims of the bombing of Flight 103 has been
donated to the people of the United States
by the people of Scotland;

Whereas a small, vacant plot of land, un-
suitable for gravesites, has been located in
Arlington National Cemetery, Arlington,
Virginia; and

Whereas Arlington National Cemetery, Ar-
lington, Virginia, is a fitting and appropriate
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place for a memorial in honor of those who
perished in the Flight 103 bombing: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the President is au-
thorized and requested to place in Arlington
National Cemetery, Arlington, Virginia, a
memorial cairn, donated by the people of
Scotland, honoring the 270 victims of the ter-
rorist bombing of Pan Am Flight 103 who
died on December 21, 1988, over Lockerbie,
Scotland.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I
am pleased to join with my colleague
Senator KENNEDY in introducing a
joint resolution to authorize the place-
ment of a memorial cairn in Arlington
National Cemetery to honor the vic-
tims of the terrorist bombing of Pan
Am Flight 103.

It has been more than 4 years since
270 innocent men, women, and children
were murdered in cold blood when ter-
rorists blew up Pan Am Flight 103 over
Lockerbie, Scotland, while en route
from London to New York. All 259 pas-
sengers and crew, along with 11 people
on the ground, were killed.

Since that bombing, terrorism has
struck its evil hand into the heart of
New York City, killing and injuring
while bringing the World Trade Center
to a grinding halt. And only months
later, Federal authorities thwarted a
detailed plot to bomb the Holland and
Lincoln Tunnels in New York City and
assassinate Boutros Boutros-Ghali and
a member of the U.S. Senate, ALFONSE
D'AMATO. These latest incidents of ter-
rorism remind us that we must work
relentlessly to put an end to these
needless tragedies. Winning the fight
against terrorism is vital, for America
and for the rest of civilized world.

The families of the victims of Pan
Am 103 were encouraged when then-
Governor Clinton pledged during his
presidential campaign to help bring
about a full and just resolution to the
Pan Am 103 case. While there are many
steps that must be taken to reach that
goal, today we are focused on one im-
portant step to bring some comfort to
the families of the Pan Am 103 victims
and create a lasting reminder to the
pain that terrorism brings. I am de-
lighted that President Clinton has
agreed to support this joint resolution
to place the memorial cairn in Arling-
ton National Cemetery.

The memorial cairn was a gift from
the people of Scotland and will be
erected at no cost to our Government.
The cairn will be placed on a small plot
of land in Arlington Cemetery which
has been identified as unsuitable for
gravesites.

The families of the victims of Pan
Am Flight 103 have shown remarkable
perseverance and resourcefulness in
their quest to make certain that the
Federal Government responds posi-
tively to the deaths of their loved ones.
Even in the face of tremendous pain on
that day in 1988 in the middle of the
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holiday season, and every day after
that, the families have fought for the
greater good. It is my hope, and the
hope of the families, that this memo-
rial helps the bombing of December 21,
1988, to be remembered as the
highwater mark of terrorism.

As an appointed member of the Com-
mission on Aviation Security and Ter-
rorism, as chairman of the Transpor-
tation Appropriations Subcommittee,
as a member of the U.S. Senate and on
a personal level, I have worked hand-
in-hand with the families. We were suc-
cessful in passing the Aviation Secu-
rity Improvement Act, which was a sig-
nificant step forward in our efforts to
protect travelers from terrorism. We
have also worked hard to try to secure
the effective prosecution of those im-
plicated in this horrible crime.

Few matters I have worked on in my
yvears here in Washington has touched
my heart as has working with these
families, many of whom have dedicated
their lives to ensuring that the horrors
of terrorism are transformed to a good
purpose. In my time in Washington,
and as a businessman in New Jersey, I
have not known a group of people more
committed to and successful in reach-
ing goals. I am honored to work with
these families and I pledge my contin-
ued support to their mission.

Mr. President, it has been more than
4 years since the bombing of Pan Am
Flight 103. In that time, we've made
progress in our fight to prevent a re-
currence of a tragedy such as Pan Am
103 so that more families need not suf-
fer. We cannot afford to let up on those
efforts. This memorial will stand as a
constant reminder of our need for vigi-
lance against terrorism. I urge my col-
leagues to join me, Senator KENNEDY,
Senator D'AMATO, and Senator SPEC-
TER by passing this resolution and hon-
oring the victims of Pan Am Flight 103
with this most fitting memorial.

o ————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S.9
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the
name of the Senator from Texas [Mrs.
HuTcHISON] was added as a cosponsor of
S. 9, a bill to grant the power to the
President to reduce budget authority.
S. 466
At the request of Mr. DASCHLE, the
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land [Mr. CHAFEE] the Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. BINGAMAN], and the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
CONRAD] were added as cosponsors of S.
466, a bill to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to provide for medic-
aid coverage of all certified nurse prac-
titioners and clinical nurse specialists
services.
S, 497
At the request of Mr. SIMON, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. THURMOND] was added as a co-
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sponsor of S. 497, a bill to amend title
I of the Omnibus Crime Control and
Safe Streets Act of 1968 to authorize
funds received by States and units of
local government to be expended to im-
prove the guality and availability of
DNA records, to authorize the estab-
lishment of a DNA identification index,
and for other purposes.
S. 575
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
name of the Senator from Illinois [Ms.
MOSELEY-BRAUN] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 575, a bill to amend the
Occupational Safety and Health Act of
1970 to improve the provisions of such
Act with respect to the health and
safety of employees, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 618
At the request of Mr. RIEGLE, the
names of the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Packwoop] and the Senator from Ha-
waii [Mr. INOUYE] were added as co-
sponsors of S. 618, a bill to amend the
Immigration and Nationality Act to
permit the admission to the United
States of nonimmigrant students and
visitors who are the spouses and chil-
dren of United States permanent resi-
dent aliens, and for other purposes.
S. 674
At the request of Mr. THURMOND, the
names of the Senator from Utah [Mr.
BENNETT] and the Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr. WELLSTONE] were added as
cosponsors of S. 674, a bill to require
health warnings to be included in alco-
holic beverage advertisements, and for
other purposes.
S, 1037
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
name of the Senator from Pennsylva-
nia [Mr. WoFFORD] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1037, a bill to amend the
Civil Rights Act of 1991 with respect to
the application of such Act.
s, 1071
At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. LoTT] was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1071, a bill to provide that certain
civil defense employees and employees
of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency may be eligible for certain pub-
lic safety officers death benefits, and
for other purposes.
S. 1111
At the request of Mr. KERREY, the
names of the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. THURMOND], the Senator from
Nevada [Mr. REID], the Senator from
Wyoming [Mr. WALLOP], the Senator
from Washington [Mr. GORTON], the
Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Byrp], the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. Sassgr], the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. SMITH], the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. NUNN], the Senator
from Maryland [Mr. SARBANES], the
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. SIMPSON],
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HARKIN],
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
ROCKEFELLER], the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. FEINGOLD], and the Senator
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from Texas [Mr. GRAMM] were added as
cosponsors of 8. 1111, a bill to authorize
the minting of coins to commemorate
the Vietnam Veterans' Memorial in
Washington, DC.
S. 1118
At the request of Mr. HATFIELD, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. LIEBERMAN] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1118, a bill to establish an
additional National Education Goal re-
lating to parental participation in both
the formal and informal education of
their children, and for other purposes.
S. 1124
At the request of Mr. D’AMATO, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. CocHRAN] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1124, a bill to enhance credit
availability by streamlining Federal
regulations applicable to financial in-
stitutions, and for other purposes.
S. 1154
At the request of Mr. DECONCINI, the
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. KENNEDY], and the Senator
from South Dakota [Mr. DASCHLE] were
added as cosponsors of S. 1154, a bill to
amend the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961 to provide for the establishment of
a Microenterprise Development Fund,
and for other purposes.
S. 1256
At the request of Mr. DOLE, the
names of the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. THURMOND] and the Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. BRADLEY] were
added as cosponsors of S. 1256, a bill to
amend the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961 to examine the status of the
human rights of people with disabil-
ities worldwide.
S. 1276
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the
names of the Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. SIMPSON], the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. BURNS], and the Senator
from Illinois [Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN]
were added as cosponsors of S. 1276, a
bill to extend for three years the mora-
torium on the sale, transfer or export
of anti-personnel landmines abroad,
and for other purposes.
. 1326
At the request of Mr. WALLOP, the
name of the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Packwoob] was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1326, a bill to establish a forage fee
formula on lands under the jurisdiction
of the Department of Agriculture and
the Department of the Interior.
S. 1437
At the request of Mr. DOLE, the name
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
DURENBERGER] was added as a cospon-
sor of S, 1437, a bill to amend section
1562 of title 38, United States Code, to
increase the rate of pension for persons
on the Medal of Honor roll.
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 41
At the request of Mr. SIMON, the
name of the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
RoBg] was added as a cosponsor of Sen-
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ate Joint Resolution 41, a joint resolu-
tion proposing an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States to
require a balanced budget.
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 75
At the request of Mr. ROTH, the
names of the Senator from New York
[Mr. D'AMATO], the Senator from Texas
[Mr. GRAMM], the Senator from New
York [Mr. MOYNIHAN], the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. REID], and the Sen-
ator from Iowa [Mr. GRASSLEY] were
added as cosponsors of Senate Joint
Resolution 75, a joint resolution des-
ignating January 2, 1994, through Janu-
ary 8, 1994, as “National Law Enforce-
ment Training Week."
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION %0
At the request of Mr. ROBB, the name
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. HEF-
LIN] was added as a cosponsor of Senate
Joint Resolution 90, a joint resolution
to recognize the achievements of radio
amateurs, and to establish support for
such amateurs as national policy.
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 119
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
names of the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. BRADLEY], the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. CHAFEE], the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. CoaTs], the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. COVERDELL], the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. DOR-
GAN], the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. LIEBERMAN], the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. RIEGLE], the Senator
from South Dakota [Mr. PRESSLER],
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. ROTH],
and the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
WARNER] were added as cosponsors of
Senate Joint Resolution 119, a joint
resolution to designate the month of
March 1994 as *“‘Irish-American Herit-
age Month."”
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 127
At the request of Mr. BURNS, the
names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina [Mr. FAIRCLOTH], the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. LoTT], and the Senator
from Alaska [Mr. STEVENS] were added
as cosponsors of Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 127, a joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution pro-
hibiting the imposition of retroactive
taxes on the American people.
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 16
At the request of Mr. SHELBY, the
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota [Mr. DASCHLE] was added as a co-
sponsor of Senate Concurrent Resolu-
tion 16, a concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that eq-
uitable mental health care benefits
must be included in any health care re-
form legislation passed by Congress.
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 30
At the request of Mr. MOYNIHAN, the
name of the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
BRYAN] was added as a cosponsor of
Senate Concurrent Resolution 30, a
concurrent resolution congratulating
the Anti-Defamation League on the
celebration of its 80th anniversary.
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SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 42—RELATING TO THE AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE UKRAINIAN
FAMINE

Mr. RIEGLE (for himself, Mr. DECON-
CINI, Mr. D’AMATO, Mr. BIDEN, and Mr.
SARBANES) submitted the following
concurrent resolution which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations:

S. CON. RES. 42

Whereas this year marks the 60th anniver-
sary of the Ukraine famine of 1932-1933;

Whereas during 1932-1933, an estimated 7
million to 10 million people starved to death
in Ukraine because of forced collectivization
and grain seizures from the rural population
by the Government of the Soviet Union;

Whereas Public Law 99-180 established the
Commission on the Ukraine Famine to con-
duct a study to expand the world's knowl-
edge of the famine and to provide the Amer-
ican public with a better understanding of
the former Soviet system by reveallng the
Soviet role in the Ukraine famine;

Whereas the Commission’s report to Con-
gress confirms that Soviet dictator “*Joseph
Staliln and those around him committed
genocide against Ukrainians in 1932-1933"" to
repress the Ukrainian peasantry and to sup-
press Ukrainian self-assertion;

Whereas, on February 7, 1990, the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of
Ukraine acknowledged that the Ukraine
famine was artificially created by the poli-
cles of Stalin and his closest assoclates;

Whereas internationally accepted prin-
ciples of human rights prohibit the use of
food as a political weapon;

Whereas the official observances of the
Days of Sorrow and Remembrance of the
Victims of the Imposed Famine are com-
memorated this year on September 10
through 12 in Klev, Ukraine; and

Whereas members of the Commission on
the Ukralne Famine are presenting a copy of
their findings and conclusions to the Govern-
ment of Ukraine during the official observ-
ances in Ukraine: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of the Congress that—

(1) the victims of the Soviet-engineered
Ukraine famine of 1932-1933 be solemnly re-
membered on {ts 60th anniversary;

(2) this anniversary underscores the hard-
ship and Inhumanity of life under the repres-
sive regime of the Soviet Union during the
Ukraine Famine of 1932-1933;

(3) the Congress condemns the systematic
disregard for human life, human rights, and
human liberty that characterized the poli-
cles of the Government of the Soviet Union
during the Ukraine famine of 1932-1933;

(4) the presentation of a copy of the find-
ings and conclusions of the Commission on
the Ukraine Famine to the Government of
Ukraine on September 10-12 by members of
the Commission will assist in the dissemina-
tlon of information about the Ukraine fam-
ine of 1932-1933, and thereby help to prevent
similar future tragedies; and

(6) the manmade Ukraine famine is a
graphic illustration of the unacceptable al-
ternative to democracy and a free market
economy, and therefore the United States
should seek to help Ukraine and other newly
independent states of the former Soviet
Union as they transform their socleties.

SEC. 2. TRANSMITTAL OF RESOLUTION.

The Secretary of the Senate shall transmit

a copy of this resolution to the Presldent
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and the Secretary of State and request that
the Secretary of State transmit a copy of the
resclution to the Government of Ukraine.

Mr. RIEGLE. Mr. President, I rise to
introduce a resolution to commemo-
rate the Ukraine famine of 1932-33.
Sixty years ago, the Soviet Union engi-
neered one of the most horrific acts of
genocide ever perpetrated. This brutal
act committed against Ukraine must
be recalled so we never forget its mil-
lions of victims. In introducing this
resolution, I am joined by Senators
DECONCINI, D’AMATO, BIDEN, and SAR-
BANES.

As we mark the 60th anniversary of
the Ukraine famine, it is important to
recognize that the Soviet Government
made no mistake. There was no blun-
der. Let it be absolutely clear: The
Ukraine famine was perpetrated delib-
erately by Soviet totalitarian dictator
Joseph Stalin. Within only a few short
years, Moscow's policies of forced col-
lectivization and grain seizures caused
the deaths of more than 7 million peo-
ple in Ukraine.

Following the famine, Stalin and his
henchmen engaged in a widespread
propaganda effort to deceive the world
into believing that their horrible act
never occurred. As a consequence, only
during the last decade have scholars,
with the assistance of eyewitness testi-
mony and newly available transcripts,
fully unearthed the real story con-
cealed behind Communist-fabricated
distortions.

Robert Conquest, in his moving vol-
ume on the Ukraine famine, “Harvest
of Sorrow,” states, ‘‘the task of the
historian is a notoriously difficult one
of trying to represent clearly and truly
in a few hundred pages events which
cover years of time and nations of men
and women.”” The ambitious task of
piecing together the details of the fam-
ine has required intensive research by
a team dedicated to informing the
world of the atrocities carried out
under Stalin. For this reason, Congress
established in 1984 the Commission on
the Ukraine Famine to expand our
knowledge of this event and inform the
world of the slaughter of millions of
Ukrainians during 1932-33.

For us to comprehend how 60 years
can pass without revealing this mas-
sive terror to the world, it is necessary
to understand the activities in which
Stalin engaged to suppress the truth.
For example, when Roman Terekhov, a
former provincial secretary of the
Ukraine, appealed for famine aid in
1932, Stalin not only threatened to fire
him, but suggested that he “work in
the Union of Writers where you would
write fairy tales for idiots to read."

The Commission's report issued in
1988 thoroughly debunks the Stalinist
falsehoods. It confirms that *Joseph
Stalin and those around him commit-
ted genocide against Ukrainians’ in an
effort to repress the Ukrainian peas-
antry and suppress any Ukrainian ex-
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pression of a cultural or political iden-
tity. ‘“The Famine,” the commission
elaborated, “‘was not, as is often al-
leged, related to drought.” In addition,
the Commission found evidence of ‘‘at-
tempts * * * made to prevent the starv-
ing from traveling to areas where food
was available,” exacerbating the ca-
lamity.

From September 10-12, 1993, members
of the Commission that studied the
Ukraine famine will travel to Kiev to
present a copy of their findings to the
Ukrainian Government. The attached
resolution recognizes this important
symbolic occurrence, while offering
Congress an opportunity to express its
support for Ukraine and other newly
Independent States as they proceed
along the difficult road to democracy
and a market-based economy.

Mr. President, the world must never
be allowed to forget the victims of the
famine in Ukraine. Passage of this res-
olution would signify the sense of Con-
gress that we must remember those
who suffered at the hands of Stalin’'s
repressive policies of collectivism
while helping to prevent future acts of
genocide from occurring. I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution.

SENATE RESOLUTION 142—RELAT-
ING TO THE AMERICAN BUSI-
NESS WOMEN'S ASSOCIATION

Mr. COVERDELL submitted the fol-
lowing resolution which was referred to
the Committee on Labor and Human
Resources:

S. RES. 142

Whereas the American Business Women's
Assoclation (hereafter referred to in this
Resolution as the ‘“Association’) has been
making tomorrow better for active and con-
cerned women since 1949;

Whereas at that time, as today, the pri-
mary objective of the Association is to aid in
the professional, educational, cultural, and
social advancement of business women,;

Whereas the national organization, found-
ed in Kansas City, Missouri, is an influential
organization with a membership exceeding
100,000 from all types of businesses and pro-
fessions in more than 1,900 chapters in the
United States and Puerto Rico;

Whereas the Atlanta Area Council, rep-
resenting 37 chapters from across the metro-
politan Atlanta area; has been a viable busi-
ness organization;

Whereas the Association offers assistance
to women aspiring to successful careers by
investing in their education;

Whereas since the Assoclation’s inception,
chapters have sponsored scholarships for
women seeking to furthur their education;

Whereas the amount awarded annually by
chapters has grown to more than $2,000,000;
and

Whereas for thousands of working women,
the Association is a better way to advance in
their education and In their business and
personal lives: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
to recognize and commend the Association
as it continues to communicate to individ-
uals the importance of education and self-
improvement of business women.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 143—COM-
MEMORATING UNIVERSITY HOS-
PITAL IN AUGUSTA, GA

Mr. COVERDELL submitted the fol-
lowing resolution which was referred to
the Committee on Labor and Human
Resources:

S. RES. 143

Whereas in 1818, Augusta, Georgia, was a
bustling trade town and opened the 10-bed
“City Hospital on the 100 block of Greene
Street;

Whereas today the hospital is called “Uni-
versity Hospital” and is a 700-bed regional
medical center with a staff of 3,000 health
professionals;

Whereas Dr. Milton Antony began teaching
apprentices at City Hospital in 1826 and
founded the Medical Academy of Georgia
(later renamed The Medical College of Geor-
gia), Georgia’'s first medical school, in 1829
with 7 students;

Whereas in the mid-1800s, City Hospital
treated thousands of patients during out-
breaks of yellow fever and smallpox;

Whereas in 1854, Dr. Henry Campbell and
Dr. Robert Campbell opened the Jackson
Street Hospital and Surgical Infirmary to
address the health needs of the black com-
munity in Augusta, which operated until the
opening of Freedman's Hospital after the
Civil War;

Whereas from 1862 to 1865, Augusta served
as a major medical center for the Confed-
erate Army;

Whereas by 1890, a population of over 33,000
was straining the capacity of City Hospital
and Freedman's Hospital, and in 1893, City
Hospital was expanded to make room for 100
beds for charity patients, 30 private beds,
and an operating room and amphitheater
where students could observe surgery;

Whereas in 1895, the 75-bed Lamar Hospital
for blacks opened, with the assistance of Dr.
William Doughty, the Augusta City Council,
and the Gazeway B. Lamar estate;

Whereas the Augusta Training School for
Nurses opened at City Hospital in 1894, which
later combined with a training school for
black nurses to form the integrated Univer-
sity Hospital School of Nursing in 1965;

Whereas In 1911, the Medical College of
Georgla became a medical department of the
University of Georgia, and the college's new
teaching hospital was renamed Unlversity
Hospital, and a new 275-bed hospital was
dedicated on June 1, 1915;

Whereas the Eugene Talmadge Memorial
Hospital opened on the campus of the Medi-
cal College of Georgia in 1956;

Whereas in 1962, the public approved a
$5,000,000 bond issue for a new University
Hospital, and Federal matching funds were
obtained after compliance with civil rights
desegregation statutes, and a 10-story
“ultra-modern” glass and metal structure
was dedicated on April 16, 1971, in a nearby
urban renewal tract known as ‘‘Frog Holler'’,
with then Georgia Governor Jimmy Carter
as guest speaker;

Whereas in 1975, the hospital authority ac-
quired the services of a professional consult-
ing firm to establish a 10-year strategic plan
for the hospital, resulting In the construc-
tion of a professional office buillding in 1978
and an ambulatory care center in 1980;

Whereas sophisticated monlitoring tech-
nology made open heart surgery a routine
occurrence at the hospital by the late 1970s;

Whereas from 1980 to 1990, University Hos-
pital implemented speclalty centers such as
the Jernigan Cancer Center, the Behavioral
Health Center, the Women's Health Center,
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and the Georgia Heart Institute, and cospon-
sored 3 ventures with St. Joseph Center for
Life, the Resource Center on Aging, Walton
Rehabilitation Hospital, and the Brandon
Wilde Life Care Community;

Whereas the vision for the future of Uni-
versity Hospital includes exciting new addi-
tions, a new women's hospital, and other ex-
panded services to meet the growing health
care needs of our region; and

Whereas University Hospital continues to
be dedicated to providing quality health care
to all people at the lowest possible cost into
the 21st century: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Unlted States Senate
recognizes the 175th year of operation of the
University Hospital in Augusta, Georgia, and
its commitment to meeting the health needs
of the region with quality medical services.

———
NOTICES OF HEARINGS

SUBCOMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH,
CONSERVATION, FORESTRY, AND GENERAL
LEGISLATION
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I would

like to announce that the Senate Com-

mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and

Forestry Subcommittee on Agricul-

tural Research, Conservation, For-

estry, and General Legislation will
hold a hearing on the use of water to
control grain dust. The hearing will be
held on Thursday, September 9, 1993, at

2:30 p.m. in SR-332.

For further information, please con-
tact Richard Hess at 224-2321.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. BUMPERS. Mr. President, I
would like to announce that a hearing
has been scheduled before the Sub-
committee on Public Lands, National
Parks, and Forests.

The hearing will take place on Tues-
day, September 14, 1993, beginning at
2:30 p.m. in room SD-366 of the Dirksen
Senate Office Building in Washington,
DC.

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony from the Civil War
Sites Advisory Commission on its re-
port to the Congress on the Nation’s
Civil War battlefields.

Because of the limited time available
for the hearing, witnesses may testify
by invitation only. However, anyone
wishing to submit a written statement
is welcome to do so by sending two cop-
ies to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources, 304 Dirksen Senate
Office Building, Washington, DC 20510.

For further information regarding
the hearing, please contact David
Brooks of the subcommittee staff at
(202) 224-8115.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. BUMPERS. Mr. President, I
would like to announce that a hearing
has been scheduled before the Sub-
committee on Public Lands, National
Parks, and Forests.

The hearing will take place on Tues-
day, September 21, 1993, beginning at
2:30 p.m. in room SD-366 of the Dirksen
Senate Office Building in Washington,
DC.
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The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on the following bills
currently pending before the sub-
committee:

S. 986, to provide for an interpretive
center at the Civil War Battlefield of
Corinth, MS, and for other purposes;

S. 1033, to establish the Shenandoah
Valley National Battlefields and Com-
mission in the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia, and for other purposes:;

S. 1341, to establish the Wheeling Na-
tional Heritage Area in the State of
West Virginia, and for other purposes;
and

H.R. 1305, to make boundary adjust-
ments and other miscellaneous changes
to authorities and programs of the Na-
tional Park Service.

Because of the limited time available
for the hearing, witnesses may testify
by invitation only. However, anyone
wishing to submit a written statement
is welcome to do so by sending two cop-
ies to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources, 304 Dirksen Senate
Office Building, Washington, DC 20510.

For further information regarding
the hearing, please contact David
Brooks of the subcommittee staff at
(202) 224-8115.

| ——

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations be authorized
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on Tuesday, September 7, 1993, at
2:30 p.m. to hold a hearing on fiscal
year 1994 foreign assistance authoriza-
tion: Russia aid.

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

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Mr. NUNN. Mr., President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tee on Armed Services be authorized to
meet on Tuesday, September 7, 1993 at
10 A.M., in executive session, to receive
a briefing on the Department of De-
fense bottom-up review.

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

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION BY
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
ETHICS UNDER RULE 35 PARA-
GRAPH 4, REGARDING EDU-
CATIONAL TRAVEL

e Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, it is re-
quired by paragraph 4 of rule 35 that I
place in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD no-
tices of Senate employees who partici-
pate in programs, the principal objec-
tive of which is educational, sponsored
by a foreign government or a foreign
educational or charitable organization
involving travel to a foreign country
paid for by that foreign government or
organization.

September 7, 1993

The select committee received notifi-
cation under rule 35 for Cliff Palmer, a
member of the staff of Senator JOHN-
STON, to participate in a program in
Taiwan, sponsored by Soochow Univer-
sity, from August 17-23, 1993.

The committee determined that no
Federal statute or Senate rule would
prohibit participation by Mr. Palmer in
this program.

The select committee received notifi-
cation under rule 35 for Sharon Wax-
man, a member of the staff of Senator
LAUTENBERG, to participate in a pro-
gram in Indonesia, sponsored by the
Republic of Indonesia, from August 20
to September 5, 1993.

The committee determined that no
Federal statute or Senate rule would
prohibit participation by Ms. Waxman
in this program.

The select committee received notifi-
cation under rule 35 for Karen
O’'Callaghan, a member of the staff of
Senator HELMS, to participate in a pro-
gram in Korea, sponsored by the Ko-
rean Ministry of Foreign Affairs, from
August 29 to September 4, 1993.

The committee determined that no
Federal statute or Senate rule would
prohibit participation by Ms.
O’'Callaghan in this program.

The select committee received notifi-
cation under rule 35 for Carter Pilcher,
a member of the staff of Senator
BROWN, to participate in a program in
Taiwan, sponsored by Soochow Univer-
sity, from August 17-23, 1993,

The committee determined that no
Federal statute or Senate rule would
prohibit participation by Mr. Pileher in
this program.

The select committee received notifi-
cation under rule 35 for Katherine
Brunett, a member of the staff of Sen-
ator SIMPSON, to participate in a pro-
gram in Hong Kong and the People’s
Republie of China, sponsored by The
Hong Kong General Chamber of Com-
merce, from August 30 to September 6,
1993.

The committee determined that no
Federal statute or Senate rule would
prohibit participation by Ms. Brunett
in this program.

The select committee received notifi-
cation under rule 35 for Senator SHEL-
BY and Tom Young and Victoria Lee,
members of the staff of Senator SHEL-
BY, to participate in a program in
China, sponsored by the Chinese Peo-
ple’s Institute of Foreign Affairs, from
August 11-25, 1993.

The committee determined that no
Federal statute or Senate rule would

prohibit participation by Senator
SHELBY, Mr. Young and Ms. Lee in this
program.

The select committee received notifi-
cation under rule 35 for Mr. Harroz, a
member of the staff of Senator BOREN,
to participate in a program in Chile,
sponsored by the Chilean-American
Chamber of Commerce, from August 9-
13, 1993.
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The committee determined that no
Federal statute or Senate rule would
prohibit participation by Mr. Harroz in
this program.

The select committee received notifi-
cation under rule 35 for Amy
Dunathan, a member of the staff of
Senator CHAFEE, to participate in a
program in Hong Kong and the People's
Republic of China, sponsored by the
Hong Kong General Chamber of Com-
merce from August 30 to September 6,
1993.

The committee determined that no
Federal statute or Senate rule would
prohibit participation by Ms. Dunathan
in this program.e

COMMENDING JAMES A. RHINE-
BARGER AS CHAIRMAN OF THE
NATIONAL TROOPERS COALITION

e Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I rise
today to congratulate the new chair-
man of the National Troopers Coali-
tion, Indiana State Police Detective
Sgt. James A. Rhinebarger. In June,
the National Troopers Coalition, which
represents 45,000 State Police and high-
way patrol troopers across the country,
met in Kansas City, MO, to elect their
new chairman.

Through his life’s work as an Indiana
State trooper, Detective Sergeant
Rhinebarger exemplifies the tireless ef-
fort of law enforcement officials. These
unsung heroes enable each of us to
walk safely through our neighbor-
hoods, sleep in our homes, and travel
the interstate highways without threat
of danger. As chairman of the National
Troopers Coalition, Detective Sergeant
Rhinebarger will provide leadership to
these State Police and highway patrol
troopers around the country.

The aim of the National Troopers Co-
alition is to assist States in law en-
forcement issues. This task is accom-
plished through educating members on
national concerns which directly im-
pact law enforcement. In addition, the
National Troopers Coalition works in
Washington, DC, to represent the voice
of State Police and highway patrol
troopers.

Detective Sergeant Rhinebarger is a
21-year veteran of the Indiana State
Police. At present, he is assigned to the
district 51 Pendleton installation.

In 1980 Detective Sergeant
Rhinebarger was chosen by Hoosier law
enforcement officers to serve as presi-
dent of the Indiana State Police Alli-
ance. This organization represents the
officers and employees of Indiana's law
enforcement agencies.

As president of the Indiana State Po-
lice Alliance Detective Sergeant
Rhinebarger was instrumental in form-
ing the Indiana State Police Alliance,
Conservation, Excise Coalition.

He served as president of the Indiana
State Police Alliance through 1988. In
1989, he joined the national executive
board of the National Trooper Coali-
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tion. He served as a board member
until he was chosen as the chairman of
that organization this year.

A native Hoosier, Detective Sergeant
Rhinebarger was born in Kokomo, IN.
He now resides in Arcadia, IN, with his
wife of 31 years, Glenda. He has two
grown children, Mark and Susan. In his
spare time he enjoys riding his two
horses.

Mr. President, I ask my colleagues to
join me in recognizing this public serv-
ant who has given of himself not only
to the people of Indiana but to the en-
tire country.e

HONORING THE VILLAGE OF
PATCHOGUE

e Mr. D’AMATOQO. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak in celebration of the
village of Patchogue on the occasion of
their 100th anniversary of incorpora-
tion. On September 11 the village of
Patchogue will enact a centennial fes-
tival which will begin with a parade
through the business section of the vil-
lage and culminate with a ceremony
whereby honored guests will present
proclamations to the village.

Patchogue was settled in 1750 by
three families headed by Jonas Wickes,
Humphrey Avery, and Lefford Leffords.
Beginning as early as 1750, Patchogue
achieved some of its greatest economic
momentum through the many mills
that were operated on the many local
waterways. Through the years, dams
were constructed on the several local
streams, collectively establishing
Patchogue as a leading industrial cen-
ter. Some of Patchogue's early settlers
operated grist mills, sawmills and
other mills that produced such mate-
rials as paper, wool, carpet, twine and
lace.

The Long Island Railroad figured
prominently in Patchogue's growth
when it arrived in 1869. The coming of
the railroad enhanced Patchogue's
prestige immensely.

In the 1870's Justus Roe invented
steel tape measures when the 100-link
chain he was using for surveying be-
came tangled in underbrush. He got the
idea from hoop skirts, which were pop-
ular at the time. Thus began Justus
Roe & Sons, which is still in business
today. At the same time, Patchogue's
oyster industry made great strides and
as an experiment a few of the luscious
bivalves were sent to England, where a
good market for oysters was found.

In 1887 Patchogue introduced the
first electric street lights; the power
for these street lights was derived from
a dam in Patchogue Lake. In 1887,
fewer than 300 communities coast-to-
coast hoasted electrically illuminated
thoroughfares.

The idea of making Patchogue an in-
corporated village was first proposed in
1890, but the plan met defeat in referen-
dum by a fairly close vote of 235-211. In
1893, the proposition was again put to a
vote, this time being approved 268-202.
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In the 1890’s, Patchogue economy re-
ceived a substantial boost with the
opening of what was to eventually be-
come the Patchogue-Plymouth Lace
Mill. During® World War II the mill
began manufacturing such items as
camouflage netting, millions of yards
of herringbone twill used in GI fa-
tigues, and produced waterproof covers
and parachute material.

Over the years, the village bound-
aries were extended twice—on the west
in 1927, and on the north in 1933, bring-
ing the municipality to 2.2 sqguare
miles in size. The village government
is conducted by a village board, con-
sisting of a mayor and six trustees.

I am proud to represent Patchogue
and villages like it. It is people like the
good people of Patchogue who make up
the very fiber of our American dream.
1 ask my colleagues to recognize the
value of Patchogue and celebrate the
ability of this incorporated village to
bloom and prosper over a century of
change. 1 salute the residents of
Patchogue, and congratulate each of
you on your 100th anniversary. Con-
gratulations and best wishes for con-
tinued prosperity.e

CONGRATULATIONS TO AOFPA

e Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I would
like to take this opportunity to com-
mend a valued constituent organiza-
tion, the American Orthotic and Pros-
thetic Association [AOPA], for receiv-
ing an honorable mention from the Na-
tional Rehabilitation Week awards
committee.

AOPA was nominated for the award
by Creighton J. Hale, president and
CEO of little league baseball, for its ef-
forts to raise funds for little league’s
challenger division. Each year AOPA
holds a charity golf tournament to ben-
efit the division, which provides the op-
portunity for mentally and physically
challenged children to play baseball.

The national awards program was es-
tablished to honor individuals and or-
ganizations for their work on behalf of
people with disabilities. AOPA is a na-
tional membership organization which
represents more than 800 allied health
care provider firms who provide serv-
ices to individuals with physical dis-
abilities throughout the United States.
Orthotic and prosthetic practitioners
employed by AOPA member firms de-
sign and fit orthoses (braces) and pros-
theses (artificial limbs) which enable
physically challenged individuals to
overcome significant orthopedic condi-
tions and serious injuries and return to
active productive lives.

AOPA will be recognized for its out-
standing achievements in the world of
disability at an awards dinner Septem-
ber 23 in Scranton, PA. National Reha-
bilitation Week is September 19-25,
1993.

AOQPA will hold its fifth annual char-
ity golf tournament to benefit chal-
lenger little league baseball February
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3-6, 1994, at the Orange Tree Golf and
Conference Resort in Scottsdale, AZ.
This is just one of the many activities
AOPA is working on to improve the
lives of the physically challenged of all
ages.®

FOOD SAFETY AND INSPECTION
AGENCY—S. 1349

e Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, the bill
which Senator DURENBERGER has intro-
duced, and which I am an original co-
sponsor, will.do much to correct many
of the problems which plague our cur-
rent food safety system. The people in
my State of Washington have a vested
interest in the success of this legisla-
tion because several months ago, an E.
coli epidemic brought personal tragedy
to families across Washington State—
killing three children and sickening
hundreds. This tragedy brought to
light the inadequacies which plague
our current food safety system, and the
lack of sound research which is needed
to answer the most basic of questions
about this deadly bacteria.

It took a tragedy to deliver a wake
up call to the entire Nation on the in-
adequacies which plague our Nation's
food safety system and this bill will do
much to answer that call. S. 1349 would
establish a single Food Safety and In-
spection Agency. Specifically, the bill
will consolidate the food safety and in-
spection functions of the Department
of Agriculture, the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration, the Commerce Depart-
ment, and the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency into one Food Safety and
Inspection Agency. This consolidation
will do much to end the seemingly end-
less overlap of Federal agency jurisdic-
tion and also reform our food safety
system—a system which has not been
overhauled since its inception in 1906.

Earlier this year when the USDA
held a public hearing on food safety re-
form in Seattle, WA, and at that time
I discussed this legislation with the
families of E. coli victims and asked
the families to take a closer look at
the bill and give me their recommenda-
tion as to whether or not I should en-
dorse the measure. These are the fami-
lies, Mr. President, whose lives have
been impacted first hand by the prob-
lems plaguing our current food safety
system. These are the families who
have courageously come forward to
share their personal tragedy with oth-
ers. The families have expressed their
support for the measure and that is, in
large part, why I am an original co-
sponsor of this legislation.

Mr. President, I hope that Members
of Congress will follow the courageous
example set by the families of E. coli
victims in my State and take the ap-
propriate steps to enact this bill into
law. This bill makes sense. It elimi-
nates another layer of bureaucracy
from a government which appears to be
growing out of control—an outcome of
which can only be good.
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I understand that included within
Vice President GORE’'s National Per-
formance Review Board recommenda-
tions on reinventing Government in-
cludes a provision which would consoli-
date the food safety inspection and reg-
ulatory jurisdictions of USDA and
Commerce with the FDA. Although
this consolidation differs from that
which S. 1349 advocates, it is still a
step in the right direction.

Senator DURENBERGER and I hope to
work closely with affected agencies,
the Vice President, and other Senators
to pass this important legislation.

Mr. President, passage of this legisla-
tion would truly be reinventing Gov-
ernment, and more importantly help to
restore the faith of many Americans in
a food safety system which is in dire
need of repair.e

THE RETIREMENT OF WENDY STE-
PHENS OF THE SMITHSONIAN
INSTITUTION

e Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, the
successes of our national institutions
have always relied on the contributions
of individuals who have the imagina-
tion to innovate, and the ability to
carry through to serve the public. I
pause today to join millions of visitors
who annually flock to the Smithsonian
Institution’s National Air and Space
Museum, to pay tribute to one who has
enriched the lives of so many citizens
of all ages.

Wendy Stephens, daughter of Sy and
Geraldine Ackerman, was born in
Queens, NY, on June 21, 1954. She first
joined the staff of the Smithsonian In-
stitution and the National Air and
Space Museum in 1974, working on the
floor of the museum'’s gift shops while
still in college at American University.
After graduation, in 1975, she rejoined
the museum, and when a vacancy in
the gift shop manager’s position devel-
oped, she was asked to take over. The
quality of her budget preparations and
projections came to the attention of
the museum’s deputy, who asked her to
become responsible for the entire mu-
seum budget.

Ten years after first joining the mu-
seum, Wendy was appointed the muse-
um’s administrative officer, and after a
long search that saw applications from
well over a hundred candidates, she be-
came the museum’s associate director
in 1989, a position in which she served
as the museum’s chief operating offi-
cer. Recently, after nearly 18 years
with the Institution, she was named
deputy to the museum’s director.

Last year, before the opening of the
museum's Star Trek gallery, unusually
large numbers of visitor inquiries sug-
gested that enthusiastic crowds would
pose a problem by overfilling the gal-
lery. Just days before the scheduled
opening, Wendy devised a system of
free passes, to be handed out first thing
each morning and timed to let only 50
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visitors into the gallery each quarter-
hour. Then she searched widely for vol-
unteers to administer this system, and
attracted 300 enthusiastic aides who
tirelessly took turns for over 11
months, making sure that visitors had
a great time despite the huge demand.
Nearly 900,000 members of the public
got to see the show in that fashion, the
most popular offering the Smithsonian
ever provided. When it was all over,
Wendy found a way to arrange a thank-
you party for all volunteers, complete
with Star Trek stars, who were pleased
to fly in from Hollywood for the occa-
sion. It was a smashing success.

I was sorry to learn that Wendy re-
cently left the Smithsonian Institution
and the Washington, DC, area. She, her
husband Chris and young son Garrett,
have relocated to Florida. We all wish
her and her family well, as they take
up a new life in another part of the
country. The museum and the millions
of visitors who never knew her, will
miss her; but I am certain that others
at our great Smithsonian Institution
will carry on, in her spirit and in her
footsteps.e

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY,
SEPTEMBER 8, 1993

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it
stand in recess until 9 a.m., Wednes-
day, September 8; that following the
prayer, the Journal of proceedings be
deemed approved to date; that the time
for the two leaders be reserved for their
use later in the day; that there then be
a period for morning business, not to
extend beyond 9:30 a.m., with Senators
permitted to speak therein for up to 5
minutes each, with the time from 9 to
9:30 a.m., under the control of the ma-
jority leader or his designee; that at
9:30 a.m., the Senate resume consider-
ation of S, 1298, the Department of De-
fense authorization bill.

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

————
UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
have a unanimous-consent request
which I am advised has been cleared on
both sides.

Accordingly, pursuant to my earlier
statement, I now ask unanimous con-
sent that at 1 p.m. on Wednesday, Sep-
tember 8, the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the conference report
accompanying H.R. 2010, the National
and Community Service Trust Act;
that there be 3 hours for debate on the
conference report, with the time to be
equally divided and controlled between
Senators KENNEDY and KASSEBAUM or
their designees; that when all time is
used or yielded back, the Senate, with-
out intervening action or debate, vote
on adoption of the conference report.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
thank my colleagues for their cour-
tesy.

I restate what I earlier said for the
information of Senators. We will be on
the DOD bill this evening and tomor-
row morning until 1 o'clock, at which
time we will interrupt to take up the
national service bill. On or before 4
p.m. tomorrow, depending upon wheth-
er all of the 3 hours is used, we will
vote on the national service conference
report, and then we will return to con-
sideration of the DOD bill. There may
well be votes in the morning on the
DOD authorization bill prior to the
time we get to the national service bill.

Further, since it is my intention that
the Senate remain in session this week
until we complete action on the DOD
bill, Senators should expect a lengthy
session tomorrow and Thursday so that
we can be in a position to complete ac-
tion on this bill by Friday.

I thank the distinguished chairman
for his cooperation.

I yield the floor.

Mr. NUNN. I thank the majority
leader.

I might add one point. The majority
leader said that we would perhaps be
voting tomorrow morning. I think it is
almost certain we will have a vote to-
morrow morning. I would guess some-
where no earlier than 10:30, but prob-
ably no later than 11:30, somewhere in
that timeframe.

PROGRAM

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
would like, if I might, to inform the
Members of the Senate of the schedule
for the remainder of this week so that
Senators may make their plans accord-
ingly.

We have just begun consideration of
the DOD authorization bill. It is my in-
tention that we proceed on this matter
and complete action on it this week.
That will mean lengthy sessions to-
morrow and on Thursday, and most
likely during the day on Friday. Sen-
ators should be aware of that in prepar-
ing their schedules for the remainder of
this week.

We have been engaged in discussions
throughout the day on proceeding to
and completing action on the national
service conference report. We want to
accommodate our colleagues on the
Republican side in that respect, and
my expectation is we will shortly have
an agreement that will permit us to
take it up during the day tomorrow
under a time limitation, and then vote
on that tomorrow, interrupting the
DOD authorization bill.

We will stay in until we complete ac-
tion on the DOD authorization bill this
week. I hope that can be a reasonable
hour on Friday. It is then my intention
that the Senate will proceed on Mon-
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day to the Interior appropriations bill.
That is the subject of a prior agree-
ment that is printed at page 2 in to-
day's calendar. As Senators will note,
there are a large number of amend-
ments listed to that, and I have asked
the staffs to begin work on those,
working with Senators who have
amendments, so we can complete ac-
tion on that bill next week prior to the
break in observance of the Rosh Hasha-
nah holiday.

In view of the fact that we have just
begun on the DOD authorization bill,
there will be opening statements to
make, with managers working to orga-
nize amendments for tomorrow. There
will be no further rollcall votes this
evening.

Mr. President, I thank my colleagues
for their cooperation. I know the man-
agers are present. I inquire of the dis-
tinguished chairman whether he is
ready to proceed with the bill at this
time.

Mr. President, I yield the floor. I sug-
gest 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. NUNN. Mr. President, 1 ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

RECESS UNTIL 9 A.M. TOMORROW

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, if there is
no further business to come before the
Senate today, I now ask unanimous
consent the Senate stand in recess as
previously ordered.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 8 p.m., recessed until Wednesday,
September 8, 1993, at 9 a.m.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate September 7, 1993:
PEACE CORPS

CAROL BELLAMY, OF NEW YORK. TO BE DIRECTOR OF
‘THE PEACE CORFS, VICE ELAINE L. CHAO. RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

ALAN JOHN BLINKEN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE AMBAS-
BADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF
‘THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO BELGIUM.

PARKER W. BORG, OF MINNESOTA, A CAREER MEMBER
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER-
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
‘TO THE REPUBLIC OF ICELAND.

U.5. INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COOPERATION AGENCY

MARGARET V. W, CARPENTER. OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE
AN ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR OF THE AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT, VICE REGINALD .J.
BROWN, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

EDWARD P. DJEREJIAN. OF MARYLAND, A CAREER
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE. CLASS OF
CAREER MINISTER, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA TO ISRAEL.

TOBI TRISTER GATI, OF NEW YORK, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT BECRETARY OF STATE. VICE DOUGLAS P.
MULHOLLAND, RESIGNED.
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U.S. INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COOPERATION AGENCY

GORDON D. GIFFIN, OF GEORGIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE OVERSEAS PRIVATE
INVESTMENT CORPORATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING DE-
CEMBER 17, 1933, VICE EVAN GRIFFITH GALBRAITH, TERM
EXPIRED.

GORDON D. GIFFIN, OF GEORGIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE OVERSEAS PRIVATE
INVESTMENT CORPORATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING DE-
CEMBER 17, 199, (REAPPOINTMENT)

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

SWANEE GRACE HUNT, OF COLORADO, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF
AUSBTRIA.

UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COOPERATION AGENCY

CAROL J, LANCASTER, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
TO BE DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR OF THE AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT. VICE MARK L.
EDELMAN. RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

THOMAS A. LOFTUS, OF WISCONSIN, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO NORWAY,

THOMAS MICHAEL TOLLIVER NILES, OF KENTUCKY, A
CAREER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE,
CLASS OF CAREER MINISTER, TO BE AMBASSADOR EX-
TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA TO GREECE.

EDWARD JOSEPH PERKINS, OF OREGON, A CAREER
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE., CLASS OF
CAREER MINISTER, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA TO AUSTRALIA.

WILLIAM LACY SWING. OF NORTH CAROLINA, A CA-
REER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE,
CLASS OF CAREER MINISTER, TO BE AMBASSADOR EX-
TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED
BTATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF HATTI,

RICHARD W. TEARE, OF OHIO, A CAREER MEMBER OF
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER-
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
TO PAPUA NEW GUINEA AND TO SERVE CONCURRENTLY
AND WITHOUT ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION AS AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND FLENIPOTENTIARY OF
“THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO SOLOMON ISLANDS
AND AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI-
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO
THE REPUBLIC OF VANUATU.

ASIAN DEVELOPMENT BANK

LINDA TSAO YANG. OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE U.S. DIREC-
TOR OF THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT BANK, WITH THE
RANK OF AMBASSADOR, VICE VICTOR H. FRANK, JR., RE-
SIGNED,

U.S. INFORMATION AGENCY

MARIAN C. BENNETT. OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.
TO BE INSPECTOR GENERAL. UNITED STATES INFORMA-
TION AGENCY, VICE GEORGE F. MURPHY, JR.. RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

DAVID J. BARRAM., OF CALIFORNIA. TO BE DEPUTY
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE. VICE ROCKWELL ANTHONY
SCHNABEL, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STEVEN O. PALMER, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION, VICE MICHAEL
JAMES TOOHEY,

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS

EUGENE A. BRICKHOUSE, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN AS-
SISTANT BECRETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS (HUMAN
RESOURCES AND ADMINISTRATION). VICE RONALD E,
RAY, RESIGNED,

THE JUDICIARY

HERBERT L. CHABOT, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A JUDGE
OF THE U.8. TAX COURT FOR A TERM EXPIRING 15 YEARS
AFTER HE TAKES OFFICE. (REAPPOINTMENT)

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

JOSEPH A. DEAR, OF WASHINGTON, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT SECRETARY OF LABOR, VICE GERALD F. SCANNELL,
RESIGNED.

MARTIN JOHN MANLEY, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE AN AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF LABROR, VICE ROBERT MICHAEL
GUTTMAN, RESIGNED,

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION

EDNA FAIRBANKS-WILLIAMS, OF VERMONT, TO BE A
MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LEGAL
SERVICES CORPORATION FOR THE TERM EXPIRING JULY
13, 1995, VICE JEANINE E. WOLBECK.

ERNESTINE P. WATLINGTON, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE
A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LEGAL
SERVICES CORPORATION FOR THE TERM EXPIRING JULY
13. 1996, VICE GEORGE W. WITTGRAF
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

NEAL F. LANE, OF OKLAHOMA, TO BE DIRECTOR OF THE
NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION FOR A TERM OF SIX
YEARS, VICE WALTER E. MASSEY, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

DONALD RICHARD WURTZ, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER, DEPARTMENT OF EDU-
CATION, VICE WILLIAM DEAN HANSEN, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

DANIEL A. DREYFUS, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE DIRECTOR OF
THE OFFICE OF CIVILIAN RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGE-
MENT, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, VICE JOHN WESLEY
BARTLETT, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

WILLIAM J. GILMARTIN, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE AN
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF HOUSING AND URBAN DE-
VELOPMENT, VICE RUSSELL K. PAUL, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

EDUARDO GONZALEZ, OF FLORIDA, TO BE DIRECTOR OF

THE U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE, VICE HENRY EDWARD
* HUDSON, RESIGNED.

JO ANN HARRIS, OF NEW YORK, TO BE AN ASSISTANT
ATTORNEY GENERAL, VICE ROBERT S. MUELLER, III, RE-
SIGNED.

DAVID M. BARASCH, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE U.S. AT-
TORNEY FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA
FOR THE TERM OF 4 YEARS VICE DAVID DART QUEEN,
RESIGNED.

VERONICA FREEMAN COLEMAN, OF TENNESSEE, TO BE
U.S. ATTORNEY FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEN-
NESSEE FOR THE TERM OF 4 YEARS VICE EDWARD G.
BRYANT, RESIGNED.

EDWARD L. DOWD, JR., OF MISSOURI, TO BE U.S. ATTOR-
NEY FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI FOR THE
TERM OF 4 YEARS VICE STEPHEN B. HIGGINS.

HELEN FRANCES FAHEY, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE U.S. AT-
TORNEY FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA FOR
THE TERM OF 4 YEARS VICE RICHARD CULLEN, RE-
SIGNED.

CLAUDE HARRIS, JR., OF ALABAMA, TO BE U.S. ATTOR-
NEY FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA FOR
THE TERM OF 4 YEARS VICE JACK W. SELDEN.

KATHRYN E. LANDRETH, OF NEVADA, TO BE U.S. AT-
TORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA FOR THE TERM
OF 4 YEARS VICE WILLIAM A. MADDOX, RESIGNED.

JAY PATRICK MCCLOSKEY, OF MAINE, TO BE U.S. AT-
TORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF MAINE FOR THE TERM OF
4 YEARS VICE RICHARD S. COHEN, RESIGNED.

BETTY HANSEN RICHARDSON, OF IDAHO, TO BE U.S. AT-
TORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHO FOR THE TERM OF
4 YEARS VICE MAURICE O. ELLSWORTH.

EDMUND A. SARGUS, JR., OF OHIO, TO BE U.S. ATTOR-
NEY FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO FOR THE
TERM OF 4 YEARS VICE D. MICHAEL CRITES, RESIGNED.

HENRY LAWRENCE SOLANO, OF COLORADO, TO BE U.S.
ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO FOR THE
TERM OF 4 YEARS VICE MICHAEL J. NORTON, RESIGNED.

ASSASSINATION RECORDS REVIEW BOARD

KERMIT L. HALL, OF OKLAHOMA, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE ASSASSINATION RECORDS REVIEW BOARD. (NEW PO-
SITION)

JOHN R. TUNHEIM, OF MINNESOTA, TO BE A MEMBER
OF THE ASSASSINATION RECORDS REVIEW BOARD. (NEW
POSITION)

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

R. NOEL LONGUEMARE, JR., OF MARYLAND, TO BE DEP-
UTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR ACQUISITION,
VICE DONALD C. FRASER, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

DORIS MEISSNER, OF MARYLAND, TO BE COMMIS-
SIONER OF IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION, VICE
GENE MCNARY, RESIGNED.

IN THE COAST GUARD

THE FOLLOWING REGULAR OFFICERS OF THE U.S.
COAST GUARD FOR PROMOTION TO THE GRADE OF CAP-
TAIN:

MALCOLM D. STEVENS
JAMES L. ROHN
WILLIAM M. BANNISTER
ROBERT F. DUNCAN
KEVIN J. SCHEID
JEFFREY A. HILL
MERRITT H. AURICH, IV
DENNIS A. SANDE
JOSEPH A. WALKER, JR.
DONALD 8. GILBERT
RICHARD E. BENNIS
STEPHEN R. CAMPBELL
WILLIAM J. MORANI, JR.
WAYNE K. GIBSON
CLIFFORD I. PEARSON
WILLIAM R. ASHFORTH
MICHAEL L. BEATTY
LARRY L. MIZELL
WAYNE R. HAMILTON
RICHARD K. SOFTYE
JAMES A. RAUCH
WILLIAM D. KLINE

PHILIP P. WIECZYNSKI
STEVEN E. FROEHLICH
MICHAEL D. HATHAWAY
DEAN L. HARDER
MICHAEL W. RAGSDALE
JOHN M. GRAY, III
THOMAS C. PAAR
HAROLD E. BLANEY, JR.
PAUL J. HOWARD
TERRY L. RICE

ROBERT B. HURWITT
SCOTT P. COOPER
MARK R. MAYNE
ROGER G. EVANS
CHRISTIAN T. BOHNER
THOMAS A. TROSVIG
DAVID B. PETERMAN
DAVID W. KUNKEL
WILLIAM M. HAYES
JOHNNY F. BURELL
DALE E. GOODREAU
WILLIAM W. SPITLER
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BRUCE J. GOOD DANIEL J. FARRELL
DENNIS G. BOHLAYER JEFFREY J. HATHAWAY

THE FOLLOWING REGULAR OFFICER OF THE PERMA-
NENT COMMISSIONED TEACHING STAFF, COAST GUARD
ACADEMY, U.S. COAST GUARD FOR PROMOTION TO THE
GRADE OF CAPTAIN:

JOSEPH B. EGAN

THE FOLLOWING REGULAR OFFICERS OF THE PERMA-
NENT COMMISSIONED TEACHING STAFF, COAST GUARD
ACADEMY, U.S. COAST GUARD FOR PROMOTION TO THE
GRADE OF CAPTAIN:

BRUCE R. MUSTAIN RICHARD B. GAINS

THE FOLLOWING REGULAR AND RESERVE OFFICERS OF
THE U.S. COAST GUARD TO BE PERMANENT COMMIS-
SIONED OFFICERS IN THE GRADES INDICATED:

To be lieutenant commander
DAVID A. KIRETA
To be lieutenant

MICHAEL G. CALLAHAN
RICHARD A. WILLIAMS
MONT E. MCMILLEN, IIT
EDWARD M. HAYES
BRUCE C. FISHER
JEFFREY D. KOTSON
WARD G. PARKER
JESSE R. BURSON
PATRICK M. GORMAN

PATRICIA R. SPIVEY
ROBERT E. STYRON
GERARDO MORGAN
MICHAEL Z. ERNESTO
RODERICK D. DAVIS
JASON L. TENGAN
RICHARD D. PERKEL
STEVEN A. MATTHEWS
CARMELO S. BAZZANO

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE OF LIEUTENANT GENERAL WHILE AS-
SIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPON-
SIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TION 601:

To be lieutenant general

MAJ. GEN. CHARLES E. FRANKLIN[SRBRERY U.S. AIR
FORCE.

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER TO BE PLACED ON
THE RETIRED LIST IN THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION 1370:

To be general

GEN. COLIN L. POWELL{FSSWEll U.S. ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER, UNDER THE PROVI-
SION OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 152,
FOR APPOINTMENT AS CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS
OF STAFF AND REAPPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE OF GEN-
ERAL WHILE SERVING IN THAT POSITION:

To be general
To be chairman of the joint chiefs of staff

GEN. JOHN M. SHALIKASHVIL {0 SUaW U.S. ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED MEDICAL CORPS OFFICERS
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED STATES TO THE GRADE OF BRIGADIER GENERAL
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES
CODE, SECTIONS 611(A) AND 624(C):

To be permanent brigadier general

COL. ROBERT G. CLAYPOO.
COL. JOHN S. PARK

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S
CORPS OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES TO THE GRADE OF BRIGA-
DIER GENERAL UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 611(A) AND 624(C):

To be permanent brigadier general

COL. WALTER B. HUFFMA! s

COL. JOHN S. COOK

THE FOLLOWING NAMED UNITED STATES ARMY NA-
TIONAL GUARD OFFICER FOR PROMOTION TO THE GRADE
OF BRIGADIER GENERAL IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY
OF THE UNITED STATES UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 593(A) AND
3385:

To be brigadier general

COL. WILLIAM C. BILOJRUSWERER ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD.

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER TO BE PLACED ON
THE RETIRED LIST IN THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION 1370:

To be vice admiral

VICE ADM. MICHAEL C. COLLEY, U.S. NAVY[JRoSagy

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER
HALF) IN THE COMPETITIVE CATEGORY OF SPECIAL
DUTY OFFICER (INTELLIGENCE) OF THE NAVY FOR PRO-
MOTION TO THE PERMANENT GRADE OF REAR ADMIRAL,
PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
624, SUBJECT TO QUALIFICATIONS THEREFOR AS PRO-
VIDED BY LAW:
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Special duty officer (intelligence)
To be rear admiral

RADM(LH) MICHAEL WILLIAM CRAMER, U.S. NAVY [F8l
XXX

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR PERMANENT
PROMOTION IN THE U.S. AIR FORCE, UNDER THE PROVI-
SIONS OF SECTION 628, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
AS AMENDED, WITH DATE OF RANK TO BE DETERMINED
BY THE SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE.

LINE OF THE AIR FORCE
To be colonel
DWYER FRANCIS xxx
WEIMER THERON E [0S a
To be lieutenant colonel

COKER MICHAEL F [J¥%' 8%

KEARNS JOHN A [P S¢S'e

PHELPS PAUL K Beov e
R 8 XXX-XX-X...

SUBER WILLIAM V|
THOMPSON ROBER'

WIGGS THOMAS K [PRese S
BIOMEDICAL SCIENCES CORPS
To be colonel
HOWELL JAMES F [[Fearaal
To be major
HILOVSKY JEFFREY PIieocaall
NURSE CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel
BIERMAN GAIL m
LEWIS ELLEN N
To be major

CRAW SUSAN J [[Feraa

THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS FOR RESERVE OF THE
AIR FORCE APPOINTMENT, IN THE GRADE INDICATED,
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 593, TITLE 10, UNIT-
ED STATES CODE, WITH A VIEW TO DESIGNATION UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 8067, TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, TO PERFORM THE DUTIES INDICATED.

MEDICAL CORPS
To be colonel
MARSH, BYRON P [[Feraa
To be lieutenant colonel
HARPER, PAUL J

XXX-XX-X...
SRR XXX-XXX...
MATTISON, RICHARD C B S S

STEINWAY, DAVID M BTSN
SULLIVAN, JOAN S S
WILSON, MICHA 3 XXX-XX-X...

DENTAL CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel

CHILES, DONALD

THE FOLLOWING REGULAR OFFICERS FOR RESERVE OF
THE AIR FORCE APPOINTMENT, IN THE GRADE INDI-
CATED, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 533, TITLE
10, UNITED STATES CODE.

LINE
To be lieutenant colonel
FLYNT, GARY H [0 arad

OXFORD, VAYL S [0 ae s
WESTFALL, RONALD XXX-XX-X...

THE FOLLOWING PERSON FOR RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE APPOINTMENT, IN THE GRADE INDICATED, UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 593, TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE.

RETIRED RESERVE
To be lieutenant colonel
HENDERSON, JAME
IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS, ON THE ACTIVE
DUTY LIST, FOR PROMOTION TO THE GRADE INDICATED
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IN THE U.S. ARMY IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTIONS 624
AND 628, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. THE OFFICER
IDENTIFIED WITH AN ASTERISK IS ALSO BEING NOMI-
NATED FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY IN
ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 531, TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE.

ARMY
To be lieutenant colonel
RONALD D. LEWIS, 8518
ARMY
To be major

ANITA L. BAKER|
LYNN N. BOWLE!
JAMES M. GUTIE.

DAVID B. JASO
MARK S. KUEHL|
*MICHAEL A. NO

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLWOING-NAMED COMMANDERS IN THE LINE OF
THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PERMANENT GRADE
OF CAPTAIN, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10 UNITED STATES
CODE, SECTION 624, SUBJECT TO QUALIFICATIONS
THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW:

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICERS
To be captain

BOOSE, MARION SANFORD, NELSON, JEFFREY ROBERT
JR., PHILLIPS, JAMES WILLIAM
CHANIK, EVAN MARTIN, JR. STAPLEFORD, JAMES

MAIN, GLENN ALLAN RANDALL
MCCORT, DANIEL RALPH ZIMMERMAN, KENNETH
MILLER, DAVID ROSS RONALD

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED COMMANDER IN THE LINE OF
THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PERMANENT GRADE
OF CAPTAIN, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES
CODE, SECTION 624, SUBJECT TO QUALIFICATIONS
THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW:

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICER
To be captain

WILLIAMS, THOMAS
RICHARD, JR.

THE FOLLOWING NAMED COMMANDERS OF THE RE-
SERVE OF THE U.S. NAVY FOR PERMANENT PROMOTION
TO THE GRADE OF CAPTAIN IN THE LINE, IN THE COM-
PETITIVE CATEGORY AS INDICATED, PURSUANT TO THE
PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TION 5912:

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICERS
To be captain

AXTELL, STEPHEN P. GRAHAM, DAVID JOSEPH
BENEFIELD, ROBERT GUNDERSON, ROBERT KENT
BRAND JAMES, JOHN WELLS, IV
BOYD, JAMES ALEXANDER SANWICK, PAUL
BROWN, JEFFREY CHARLES BAINBRIDGE, JR.
CAMPBELL, ROSS GOODWIN WRIGHT, THOMAS EDWIN
EVERSON, JOHN EVERETT JR.
FORREST, BENJAMIN
FRANKLIN

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICER (TAR)
(TRAINING AND ADMINISTRATION OF RESERVE)
To be captain

ASKEY, CHARLES
BENJAMIN

SPECIAL DUTY OFFICER (MERCHANT MARINE)
To be captain

STAPLETON, THOMAS
MACPHERSON

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS
IN THE LINE OF THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PER-
MANENT GRADE OF COMMANDER, PURSUANT TO TITLE
10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 624, SUBJECT TO
QUALIFICATIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW:

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICERS
To be commander

ALBERT, STEVEN PATRICK

BENNETT, BRIAN EUGENE

BOENSEL, MARK STEPHEN

BUSS, DAVID H.

DICKMAN, JEFFREY KENT

DUGENE, JOHN T.

GRANDFIELD, PHILIP W.

GRATAS, ARTHUR
NICHOLAS

HNARAKIS, ALEXANDER
BRUCE

KLAPKA, EDWARD J., JR.

LEAVER, JASON A.

MATHEWS, JEROME JAY

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED

PASZTALANIEC, MATTHEW
SCOTT

PAYNE, RICHARD HAROLD

PONTES, LEE NMN

SKELTON, CLIFFORD
ARTHUR

SOWELL, ROBERT S.

STEWART, RICHARD GLENN

THOMPSON, GEORGE
WESLEY, JR.

WARFIELD, WILLARD
RICHARD

WEBER, PHILIP DURANT

LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS
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UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICERS
To be commander

BAUER, THOMAS E. KING, JEFFREY PAUL
BEATTIE, GEORGE TAYLOR, LILLY, SALE TRICE

JR. MORISSETTE, GARRY GENE
CHITTENDEN, DONALD RUDOLPH, ROBERT

EDWARD HAWARD
GULLEY, ROBERT BRACY SWILLEY, WAYMAN OWEN,
HASSLER, CHRISTOPHER JR.

CONRAD UCHIDA, RICHARD TAD

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICER (TAR)
(TRAINING AND ADMINISTRATION OF RESERVE)
To be commander
OWEN, DONALD K.
SPECIAL DUTY OFFICER (INTELLIGENCE)
To be commander
BRYNESTAD, SUSAN MARIE
SPECIAL DUTY OFFICER (MERCHANT MARINE)
To be commander
SIDELINGER, GARY ALLEN

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS
IN THE STAFF CORPS OF THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO
THE PERMANENT GRADE OF COMMANDER, PURSUANT TO
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 624, SUBJECT
TO QUALIFICATIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW:

MEDICAL CORPS OFFICERS
To be commander

BAILEY, DEAN ALAN MEHALEK, KAREN E.
BALSARA, ZUBIN NARI

SUPPLY CORPS OFFICERS

To be commander

ROARK, DOUGLAS SCOTT THORNTON, CONNIE LOU
MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS OFFICER

To be commander

MONROY, RODNEY LYNN
NURSE CORPS OFFICER
To be commander

COULAPIDES, DEBORA ANN

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS
IN THE LINE OF THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PER-
MANENT GRADE OF COMMANDER, PURSUANT TO TITLE
10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 624, SUBJECT TO
QUALIFICATIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW:

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICERS
To be commander

LYNCH, JOSEPH MICHAEL JR.
WILCOX, WILLIAM GEORGE,

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS
OF THE RESERVE OF THE U.S. NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO
THE PERMANENT GRADE OF COMMANDER IN THE STAFF
CORPS, IN THE COMPETITIVE CATEGORY AS INDICATED.
PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
5912:

MEDICAL CORPS OFFICERS
To be commander
CLARK, DAVID A. SPEIDEL, FRANCIS XAVIER
NURSE CORPS OFFICERS
To be commander

KUTNER, JEANETTE
LENAHAN, LINDA M.

SUPPLY CORPS OFFICER
To be commander
KANE, RICHARD P.
CHAPLAIN CORPS OFFICER
To be commander

FRANCIS, DONALD
SPENCER

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED LIEUTENANTS IN THE LINE OF
THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PERMANENT GRADE
OF LIEUTENANT COMMANDER, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 624, SUBJECT TO QUALI-
FICATIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW:

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICER
To be lieutenant commander
CROSBY, MICHAEL ANDREW GOLDFINGER, JEFFREY

BUTLER, EILEEN
MARGARET

OF THE RESERVE OF THE U.S. NAVY FOR PERMANENT
PROMOTION TO THE GRADE OF COMMANDER IN THE
LINE, IN THE COMPETITIVE CATEGORY AS INDICATED,
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, SECTION 5912:

DIAMOND, STEVEN
MICHALE

FLANAGAN, JOHN FRANCIS

GARCIA, MARK ANTHONY
JOHN

SCOTT
GRAHAM, JOHN KEITH
JOHNSON, MARC JAY
KNIGHT, RUSSELL PAUL
NAGLE, ANDREW OWENS
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PAWLOWSKI, FREDRICK THOMAS, JEFFREY
DONALD J. NEILSON

POSTERA, RICHARD JAMES WOLFE, ROBERT JOHN

RUCKER, TERRY LYNN YATES, PHILIP ARTHUR

LIMITED DUTY OFFICER (LINE)
To be lieutenant commander

MICHANOWICZ, ANTHONY
MICHAEL

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED LIEUTENANTS IN THE LINE OF
THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PERMANENT GRADE
OF LIEUTENANT COMMANDER, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 624, SUBJECT TO QUALI-
FICATIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW:

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICERS
To be lieutenant commander

ANDERSON, CHARLES NEWMAN, ROBERT DEAN
SCOTT NICHOLS, JEFFREY
CRAIN, PAUL DANIEL DONALD

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED LIEUTENANT IN THE STAFF
CORPS OF THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PERMA-
NENT GRADE OF LIEUTENANT COMMANDER, PURSUANT
TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 624, SUB-
JECT TO QUALIFICATIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY
LAW:

MEDICAL CORPS OFFICER
To be lieutenant commander
PERRY, LORING ISAAC

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED LIEUTENANTS IN THE STAFF
CORPS OF THE NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PERMA-
NENT GRADE OF LIEUTENANT COMMANDER, PURSUANT
TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 624, SUB-
JECT TO QUALIFICATIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY
LAW:

MEDICAL CORPS OFFICERS
To be lieutenant commander

BIBLE, MONTE L. MCKENNA, GEORGE J.
DELTERZO, MICHAEL, A. NARD, JEFFREY H.
DZIEDZIC, STANLEY F. PAPALEKAS, PANO L.
FARRELL, TIMOTHY, P. PENROSE, JAMES R.

FOX, DANIEL R. PETERSON, BOBBY D.
FREMMING, BRET G. PILE, JAMES C.
GIEDRAITIS, ROBERT B. SCHRUNK, KEVIN FRANCIS
GROESBECK, PHILIP D. SCHWARTZ, FRANCIS X.,
HARRISON, KENNETH
HIPSKIND, JOHN E.
KABLE, MICHEAL S.
KARP, MICHAEL W.
LUCERO, JOSEPH W.
MARCHIANDO, THOMAS E.

DENTAL CORPS OFFICERS
To be lieutenant commander

CLARK, JAY A.
GROSS, GARY THOMAS
OLSEN, BARNEY T.

MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS OFFICERS
To be lieutenant commander

FRYAUFF, DAVID JEFFREY HUFFMAN, ELIZABETH ANN
HOELSCHER, JOHN HENRY

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS, ON THE ACTIVE
DUTY LIST, FOR PROMOTION TO THE GRADE INDICATED
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY IN ACCORDANCE WITH
SECTION 624, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. THE OFFI-
CERS INDICATED BY ASTERISK ARE ALSO NOMINATED
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY IN ACCORD-
ANCE WITH SECTION 531, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE:

JR.
VOLCHECK, GERALD
WAYNE
WALLER, BENJAMIN R.
WALTER, LAWRENCE E.

TRENTLEY, WILLIAM
MICHAEL

DENTAL
To be major

STEVEN G. *. MONTOY 2
KEITH *. NAPOLITANO

KIMBERLY G. *. PACKER
JOHN K. *. PAUL, IIjawae
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CORAL M. *. POUPEREZBWSYSEN
KENDALL L. *. RAY|P OO
STEVEN P. *. RUBCZAKPSS'So S
PATRICK A. *. SCIOSCIABGS SN
ANA *. SERRANOTIRADO[P S SN
COLLEEN C. *. SHULL{BG 'S
BORIS J. *. SIDOWES S S o
JOHN A. *. STEVENSSOS' SN
ANGEL A. *. VEGA[eSvad
DAVID A. VINCENTRSSS9'S

MEDICAL CORPS

To be major

FRANCIS J. *. ABDOUBSe S
CHRISTOPHER *. ACKERBSe &SN
MARY C. *. AGUIARG S S
RODNEY H. *. ALLEN|PSS'SY'SS
STEVEN B. *. ALLENBRS' @SN
DAVID K. *. ALLRED[J'SSEN
GLADYS *. ALVARADORS SO
STEVEN L. *. AMBROSICH[BG eSS e
MILTON W. *. ANDERSONB S SN
PHILEMON *. ANDERSON[BSS'S S 'aN
BRIAN T. *. ANTHONY [§%'S8%'Saa
EDWARD D. ARRINGTONBR @SN
MARY T. *. BAKER[JGWETEEN
THOMAS P. *. BAKER|BR %S
ROBERT J. *. BALOTINES S Se o
LIN *, BASSETTSHAFTOS S SR
ITALO *. BASTIANELLIB%S S SN
TERRY D. *. BAUCH[ @ aan
KATHERINE L. *. BEVILISW' SIS
MONELLE G. *. BISSONBRS S &
JUDITH C. *. BLAISHER @S
JODIE L. *. BOLT[Bpas e
STEPHEN L. *. BO XXX-XX-X...
CRAIG M. *. BONE[JRe'Sea'an

OTTO F. *. BONET AP S
MARIAN E. *. BONNERBY S S
THOMAS D. BRESLEY[Jg e s
GEORGE *. BROUGHTON, I[pvvvavvavs
MAURICE D. *. BROWN B S aan
MICHAEL E. *. BROWN|Sg' @SN
PENNY C. *. BROWN[ oS
JANUS D. *. BUTCHEHRG 'S 'aN
JOHN P. *. BYERSJR S

SCOT C. *. CALLAHAN[J S
WILLIAM C. *. CALTON[PSY'Se e
TERRI L. *. CALVER TS S
JOHN *. CAMPBELLIS%' S
ANTHONY J. CANFIELDSSS S
ANNE W. *. CANNARD/[jyavse
CHARLES C. *. CARDONE{gy/ '
BONNIE J. *. CATTERSONBR eSS
BRIAN E. *. CAVALLARO[P S SN
EDMUND *. CAVAZOS, ITIjf¥i
BRUCE *. CHAMBERLAIN[JVa%%
DEBORAH *. CHAN [[anadl
CARLA D. *. CHAPM AN S
DARREN C. *. CHAPMAN[BR S
BRUCE *. CHEN[[Fvavvav

WAYNE N. *. CHIU [ean
GREGORY E. *. CHOW [ asaan
JEFFREY *. CHRISTIANBRS' S SN
PAUL T. *. CIRANGLERRS' S SR
LAWRENCE E. *. CLAPo'avavs
DANIEL C. *. CLARK [ aea'an
GARY W. CLARKWEYS
JOSEPH Y. *. CLARKJWSNEvS
HEIDI L. CLOSEYawivsy

MARK L. *. COCKERILY [jvvavvy
JOSEPH L. *. COLLIN WV
TIMOTHY A. *. COLLIN S|
JAN M. COMBS [

EVERETT B. *. COOPER|Se Sy
NORVELL V. *. COOTS[e s
STEVEN W. *. CORSO[J{aviviv
BRIAN E. *. COTHERNJR 'S oSN
KEVIN W. *. COX [/l

STEVEN M. *. CR! HA WSS o
KEVIN *. CRUTCHFIELDj¥ VY
TALLEY *. CULCLASUR KV
JAMES A. DAHL{JUvavan

JOSEPH N. *, DANTE] |Vevivwsvy

HUU N. *, DAO [aaa
CHRISTOPHER *. DILLONE AT
LOUIS A. *. DINATTIRRanti
DOMENICK E. *. DIRICO[SS S S
WAYNE H. *. DUKE [y
SHERRIL E. *. DUREINSSSHNawS
DWIGH *. DYKSTERHOUS LJjunaav
JAMES P. *. EARLEra
CYNTHIA L. *. EATONERSSvad
SANDRA J. *. EDWARD SSRGS Ea
JOHN R. *. EKSTRANDJI S
PATRICK L. *. ELLIOT [ s e
JAMES *. ELLISJRuvanaigy

SUSAN F. *. EMA B XXC-XXX....
JERRY A. *. EVANS[JRaeag
MITCHELL J. *. FAKTOHSNEaa
LILIA A. FANNINYEIVS

GERALD L. FARBE e

LOIS A. *. FIAL SV
ROBERTA F. FICKI]jVevivey
MELTON H. *. FISHWO
NEIL A. *. FISHEHJ¥ ey
RANDALL G. *. FISHE v
STEPHEN F. *. FLAHER
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DAVID T. *. FLOYDBSS S S
ERIN P. *. FOLEY[RRY' S o
ROBERT A. *. FORBES|BSWS SN
WAYNE T. *. FRANKBe S oSN
DERRICK B. *. GALAPONBYS'SYS
JOHN J. *, GARCIAP S S
BARTON K. *. GEORGE 3o &89
BENJAMIN N. *. GILBER TS
MARY M. GIUSEPPETTIB0S%Y
BRUCE E. *. GOECKERITZBWW SS9
DAVID P. *. GOLDMANB S San
DOMINGO P. *. GONZALEZBSSTS
JEFFREY *. GORDONP ST
ALLISON L. *. GORSKIBWo S
PAULE. *. GOTTR S O

PHILIP E. *. GREILI XXX-XX-X...
WAYNE E. *, HACHEY [ 88

NELSON A. *. HAGERBSOS S
NYUN C. *. HAN eV s

DAVID D. *. HARRELLP OSSN
LISA S. *. HARRINGRS S S
VIRGINIA K. *. HASSE XXX-XX-X...
JANE E. *. HAYDENBGS SR

MYRA A. *. HENDERSON [J52 828
MATTHEW W. *. HENIGES|P e s e
DOUGLAS A. *. HENNING oS e
GREGORY E. *. HERMAN[JReBe e
DAVID *. HIGGINBOTHAM e aY e
WILLIAM K. *. HIROTA R S S
DAVID M. *. HIRSCH S
STEVEN E. *. HOLT[Je8e S
TIMOTHY G. *. HOOPES[ER el
DUANE R. *. HOSPENTHA LSSyl
MARK A. *. HOUGHLAND[ S
DAVID S. *. HOWARD [ ae sl
DONALD W. *. HUFFMANESS S S
WILLIAM T. *. HUMPHRE Y[R3 @
JEFFREY L. *. JACKSONJR S8
KAREN B. *. JOHANSEN|PeSeS
LUTHER B. JOHANSENJ SN
CYNTHIA A. *. KAHN e ar e
DEVESH *. KANJARPAN LIRSS el
MICHAEL A. *. KARPR S e
LISA W. *. KEEP[Jpme e

COLIN T. KELLEY 5o @ e
KENNETH R. *. KEM VB e S oS
KEVIN L. *. KENWORTHY [P el
THOMAS E. *. KILKENN Y{§¥ v
ANDREW W. *. KING [ e
DANIEL J. *. KINGSBUR YOS
THOMAS E. KINGSLEY [Jieaeass
WENTZELLE *, KITCHEN B
MARK D. *. KLINE [[aaa

DAVID J. *. KNAPFEReasas
ALBERT B. *, KNO XXX-XX-X....
JOSEPH R. KOLEJ ey

MARK G. *. KORTEP B XX-XXX...
CHRISTOP *. KOZLOWSKI[Be e e
DAVID A. *. KRISTO[Jane
KEVIN M. *. KUMKE [y
THEODORE J. *. KUTCHEREWSSWEN
MARK 8. *. LAFAVE{SR ST

REED R. *. LAMBERT|Be S S
BRIAN F. *. LANERavS

JOHN J. *. LASSEG AR
LOUIS D. *. LATORRE[JYS S
JEFFREY A. LAWSONERSSYE
ELLEN F. *. LAZARU S
DANIEL D. *. LE[Fayaa

HEE C. LEE W SvaWs

BRUCE A. *, XXX-XXX...
BRIAN C. LEIN[JR SR
MICHAEL E. *. R8N XXX-XX-X....

KATHLEEN U. *. LEO[Ipyavig
LEONARD J. *. LEON LS
LAWRENCE S. *. LEPLER|WoaEvs
EDWARD F. *. LEUSCHNER S
EDWARD K. *, LEVENTHA ][V
THOMAS E. *, LEVOY ER[INNVIeag
ANGELA D. *, LEVY [Nasvgy
CHRISTINE M. *. LEY BAJSgWaIean
JILL A. *. LINDSTRO MY
MARGARET B. *, LISECK [ tevitv
MELISSA H. *. LOUGHNEY §$8¥SVv
LEWIS L. *. LOW [

SHARON L. *. LUDWIC RSV
GEORGE H. *. LUM [[Frpavin
CARL E. *. LUTHERJJ¥V#¥¥
JEFFREY MACINTLR VeV
SARAH R. *. MACK [Vl

JOHN F. *. MACKEY [V
ANDREW J. *. MACLELLANHSavavs
KENDA R. *. MADANY [[Favavl
TIMOTHY *. MALINOW SKI[pieevav
GREGG A. *. MALMQUIST{#¥VW
FRANCIS J. *, MALONEiviv
DAVID G. *. MALPASSJ sV
BARRY E. *. MARCHETTO[SSv
GREGOR *. MARINKOVICH[SV
PHYLLIS *. MASONWELLS{WWvv
JOHN R. *. MAYER [
RAYMOND C. *. MAY SJ¥uieg
BRADLEY T. *. MCCALLJSW N
SHERMAN A. MCCALL[PMOMNE
MATTHEW J. *. MCCARTY [JEevuenay
DONALD R. MCCLELLANWNgy
SUSAN E. *. MCCORMICK [ ¥
SCOTT E. *. MCDONA LD [y
JOHN A. *. MCHENRY [NV

DANIEL *. MCLAUGHLIN B9 8e S
THOMAS *. MCLOUGHLIN [B%'S e
WILLIS A. MCVAY B S aan
QUERUBIN P. *. MENDOZA PSS
THOMAS H. *. METZBY'S SN
COLIN K. *. MILLERSSSS
JERRY J. MILLERJ RS S0 S e
ANTHONY J. *. MOORMAN IS0 e e
RICHARD T. *. MORMAN 089S
RONALD L. *. MORTON[S%'Se'SaN
MICHAEL L. *. MULLEN|J %S9 8% SN
MERIDYTH K. *. MUNNS[ERS%S
TIMOTHY R. *. MURRAY BRR'Se'S
SCOTT D. *. MURTHA [ S a4
CAROLINE T. *. MUSCARI[BS S S
RICKEY C. *. MYHAND [Je%'S%'a's
CLIFFORD M. *. MY LESPS S
GEORGE M. *. NARBY [0S0 oW
AUDREY A. *. NARDU XXX-XX-X...
SRIDHAR *. NATARAJANBG'SC SN
KAREN M. *. NELSON[ S S
PAULA J. *. NINER[FR e e
MARK R. *. NORWID [0S a'as
SHERI Y. *. NOTTESTADS eSS
HOWARD G. OAKS e s
JEFFREY *. OETTIN 3 XXX-XXX...
ROBERT J. OGLESBY[BYS SN
COLIN K. *. OHRT je e e
BENJAMIN T. *. O. MU XXX-XX-X...
CAROL L. *. OLNICK [ e
TIMOTHY J. *. ONEIL|Se' S
KELLY M. *. ONEILI[BSe' S a'an
ALONZO *. ORTEGA B Sea
JOSEPH PAFUMY[Feaead
THOMAS E. *. PAGERSS S
FREDERIC *. PALMQ XXX-XX-X....
MARY F. *. PARKERBG SRS
DANIEL G. *. PATERSON I8 a
GEORGE D. *. PATRINJR S 2 S
GEORGE E. *. PEOPLE e aas
ISABE *. PEREZRALSTONES S S¢S
CHARLES J. *. PERROTTARSS' ST SN
GREGORY PETERMANN|[SW'SY S
JOHN Y. *. PHELP 'S
DAVID *. PHUNG B8 aaR
THOMAS R. *. PLACHBR S e
FREDRIC R. *. PLOTKING oSS
ALBERT V. *. PORAMBO[ S S
STUART B. *. PORTER[JIga%S
STEVEN J. *. POSNICK|SV Vv
ROBERT S. *. POWELLEW' 'SV
LAURA L. *. PRAT TS S
KELLY D. PRIDGEN[BRY'SsaY
TEDD R. *. PUCKET IS S
MALEKA *. QAYUMI %S a'an
STEPHEN D. RABOR NS
MICHAEL G. *. RAPPARWEY'S
DANIEL R. *. REICHER T]§ 500
JAY G. *. REID[B e S e

JAY A. *. RIDD: XXX-XX-X...
MARIANNE C. *. R XXX-XX-X....
PATRICK *. ROBERTSON|Pav i
MICHAEL D. *. ROBINSON [ @ s a'an
RANDAL D. ROBINSON[ S
JEFFREY E. *. RODZAKB% SN
ROZALYNDE R. *. ROGERS|B%'SY 'S
JOHN H. *. ROMANOW [rvvavvavas
BRADLEY J. *. ROTH oS e S
MICHAEL J. *. ROY [[igavs
STEVEN A. *. RUDD [V
PAUL A. *. RUGGIER JfJiseuei
PETER *. RUGGIERO, JH
TODD M. *. RUMANS [[Ravs
KEVIN J. *. SANDBERG|BSS' S SN
JAMES C. *. SARTOR %' SN
JOHN R. *. SASHKO[Re e e
DARRELL K. *. SCALES|Sarava
EILEEN *. SCANLANJ S aa
JAY J. *. SCHANTZENJHae
DAVID E. *. SCHENK [
JOHN R. *. SCHULTZ gV
JACK D. *. SCOTT [iaea
ROBERT F. *. SEARLESSRSSS S
CRAIG K. *. SETO [Jpaa

NEAL L. *. SHPARAGO[SR%' Sl
CRAIG A. *. SIMON [Fryisaiy
CHRISTOPHER *. SINHARVESaN
JOHN G. * STROIS[Ea
BRICE T. SMITH[Jee%y
CURTIS M. *. SORENSENES S S
JENNIFER M. *. SOYKHas s
GREGORY L. *. SPEARS|VINGNE
DAVID B. *. SPROATE S o
NICHOLAS *. STAMATOS SO vy
SARAH 8. *. STEINBAUM [¥WVEvvE
MARK R. *. STORM [0
PETER D. *. SWANN S5OV
DAVID R. *. SYDOW [
LESLIE W. *. TAM [V
FRANCIS V. *. TAPIA[Sieaneav
DAVID O. *. TAYLOR SNeENAN
TIMOTHY O. *. TAY LOR [y
HEIDI P. TERRIOara

JAMES D. TERRIOYpawaas

JOHN R. *. THOMPSON j¥Viaw
SONJA M. *. THOMPSON|¥NGIVE
MONTGOMERY *. THORNE [Veuveav
BRIAN K. *. THWAITES [ ae e
JONATHAN B. *. THY NGt
GLEN E. *. TOMKINS [Jaea
JUAN *. TORRESCORDERU[iErvEv
DAVID P. *. TRACY [[R0aeaal
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ROBERT F. *. TYREESYSSY SN

NICHOLAS J. YOKANBYS' S S
WILLIAM J. YOSTR' S e
CLIFTONE. * Y
VIKRAM P. *. ZADOO|
JOHN J. *. ZAP XXX xxx

GEORGE W. *. Z AN

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS, ON THE ACTIVE
DUTY LIST, FOR PROMOTION TO THE GRADE INDICATED
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY IN ACCORDANCE WITH
SECTION 624, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. THE OFFI-
CERS INDICATED BY ASTERISK ARE ALSO NOMINATED
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY IN ACCORD-
ANCE WITH SECTION 531, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE:

DENTAL CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel

JAMES R. *. ALLINDEHFgeey
THOMAS F. *, ARMSTRO
RANDALL N. *. BALLRava
ZOLTAN T. BERK XXXXXX..
ROBERT W. *. BLOCK[J\avawvava

WILLIAM H. *. HA
PRISCILLA HAMILTON

MARCUS F. MCDONA LDVl
MARK N. MCDONALD [JReiwiv
EDWARD J. MISTAK]
RAYMOND R. *. NYKAZ?
FRANK E. ORK{ame
MICHAEL G. *. PAGH

FRANCISCO RUIZJWWSNNY
BRION C. SMIT! XOCXX K.
RONALD S. STAN

B XXX-XXX...

LOUIS J. TALOUM
DWIGHT E. *. THOMP

ANN S. VONGONTEN|
ROBERT M. *. WEAV
ROBERT J. WILHEL MVl
CRAIG C. *. WILLARDWSNI
CRAIG J. WILLIAMS

ROGER WORTHINGTON

MEDICAL CORP§
To be lieutenant colonel
MARIO H. ALVARADO J%8%
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GREGG T. *. ANDERSPSS SO
WILLIAM C. *. ANDOLSEKPYW'Se'SY

GUILLERMO W. *. ARNA UDBYW' S

BRIAN K. *. BARNARDER B
DAVID M. BARTOSZEKPe S a'an
JAMES M. *. BAUNCHALKBYW'S%?
JOANNA C. *. BEACHYRWSY'S'SS
ERIC W. *. BERG e
KENNETH *. BODDIL|Bg S

EMMAN *. BONNECARRER L[S S

JON C. *. BOWERSOX B Se S

THOMAS J. *. BURKE[B ST S
PETER F. *. BURNSBWO'SSa
DAVID G. BURRIS[JG' S S
BRADLEY G. *. BUTHp' S
JENNIFER L. *. CALAGANSSS S SN
JUDITH *. CHANTELOI{J 'S

ARUNDHA *. CHATTERJ EESY S SY S

THEODORE J. *. CIESLAKSE 'S
WILLIAM W. COLLIER[ S
JAY F. *. COOK o avs'as
JONATHAN F. *. COOKRY S
JOHN S. *. CROWLEY s s

DON J. DANIELSpae e

DANIEL R. *. DAVIDSONgR' S SN
BERNARD L. *. DEKONINGIE%S'S oS 'aR
GARY L. *. DIEHB S SR
BENJAMIN W. DOOG L e ae sy
DANNY M. *. DOUGLAS BSOS
MAX B. *. DUNCAN[RY S S
ERWOOD G. *. EDWARDS|PGYE' S
DIRK M. *. ELSTONBRS S S
JEFFREY A. ELTING @
RAYMOND *. ENZENAUERBSSVEIN
JOSEPH J. *. ERNSTI S a e
VINCENT *. EUSTERMA NS
JOHN R. *. FAZIOBS S aa
STEVEN F. *. FINDE [P0 e ¢4
KENNETH I. *. FINKJg e
DANIEL *. FITZPA' B XXX-XX-X...
CHARLES W. *. FORDJERaeaal
MARK S. *. FOSTEHB S
DANIEL W. *. GARLAN DJj\gevav
JAMES A. GEILINGE eSS
ROYAL K. *. GEROWS e
MARTIN B. GIANDON ISV S o
JOHN L. *. GILILLANT|SR S S aa
THOMAS S. GORMLEY[Bavaas
ROBERT M. *. GUMR% ey
JEFFR GUNZENHA B XXX-XX-X...
MICHAEL P. *. HAGAN[JeaeaY
SHARON L. HAMMOND [§%%'8%'aa
KURT L. *. HANSBERRY[BR%'aee
ELIZABETH A. HANSENJ¥S%S
GEORGE *. HARRINGTONER 'S S
MARK D. *. HAYS [ ad

ERIC R. HELAND ER[SY v
EDWARD S. *. HEMPHILL ||V
BLAINE R. *. HERICJRRe e
NORMAN A. *. HET. 5 XXX-XX-X...
GEORGE F. *. HODGES[Joan ey

KENT C. *. HOLTZMULLERE 'S

WAYNE T. *. HONEYCUT T
THOMAS M. HOWARD[[FRavivy
JEFFREY M. HRUTKA [Syis
WALTER J. *. HUBICKE Yjp%eaind
THOMAS L. *. IRVIN[PM
EUGENE J. IWANY KIS
FRANK H. *. JAHN SN,
ISMAIL *. JATO(JFFasg

BRIAN P. *. JOH XXX-XX-X..
FREDERIC *. JOHNSTON 1MW
JAMES G. JOLISSAIN g
RONALD G. *. JONES [Jee ey
DAVID A. *. JORDANJ¥NNY

LEE W. *. JORDA NJRaa
CHRISTOPH KAUFMANNESSEwEN
DANIEL N. *. KAYANANJSEE
MARK S. *. KESTNER[FRGNav
DAVID KISHBAUGH[JRNVIME

JONATHAN P. *. KUSHNERJS S Ea

YVONNE L. *. LAM Y[RV
JAMES J. LEECHW ey
ANGELINA J. LEPAG [BRvavy
PAUL A. LEPAG EJpaval

SCOT M. *. LEWE Y [
DAWN E. *. LIGHT 6NN
RONALD A. LISS [[RaVvy
KATHERINE *, LO 8 XXX-XXX...
ROBERT C. LYONSva g

JAY D. *. MABREY[[ISSN

GEORGE M. *. MAHEK[Se S
JOHN T. MCBRIDE[iae S/
EMMA L. *. MCCORMACK [V

PETER L. *. MCEVOY [Fpasivil
EDWARD B. *. MCWHIIT [V
DALIA *. MERCEDBRUNOSSSHWNS
CHARLES S. MILLIK ENJHA%S
WILLIAM F. *. MIS ER[VSH
REGINALD H. MOOR E{§¥¥ViWINg
JAMES A. *. MORGAN [J¥WNIVS
MICHAEL R. *. MORRIJJINSES
JUDD W. *. MOUL (R
JOSEPH R. *. MUKPH [§yeevan
STEPHEN P. *. MURRA V[SuaWa
THEODORE S. NAM ity

KATHL *. NORTHW Bl XXX-XX-X...

JAMES M. OLSEN[ e s
STEPHEN B. *. OLSENESSSS
DAVID T. ORMAN [
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CAROLE A. ORTENZOBSS' S S
DANIEL R. *. OUELLETTHSY'S SN
ELMER J. *. PACHECOBSS'SYS'a
VERNON C. PARMLEY RS o
MICHAE *. PASQUARELLA|PS ST S

ALAN D. PEARSONpS'S XX-X...

DON W. *. SHAFFER
TIMOTHY R. *. SHAV

LEONORA O. SHAWES S aS'an
EW XXX-XX-X...

KENNETH E. *. SHER
KENNETH J. *. SIMCI

DONALD R. SKILLMANSSSeEE

DICK D. *. SLATER
CRAIG E. *. SMITHJSOSeSa

BONNIE L. *. SMOAKBW' S S
XXX-XX-X...

CHARLES R. *. SOULIER.
JEFFREY C. *. STILE

JONATHAN G. *. STOCK[§5eaevy
WAYNE C. *. STUARTJaeaY

CHRISTOPHE *. TROMARA]
CHARLES L. *. TRUWI

SIMON G. *. WALL [ araa
HARRY L. WARRED
GLENN M, WASSERM
RAYMOND W. *. WA’I‘TE
ROBERT R. *. WITTLE
CARL C. *. YODER [[Fmeavi
GLEN Y. YOSHIDA[JVWNVEVS
MARIANNE M. YOUN

2 XXX-XXX...

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U.S. NAVAL RESERVE OFFI-
CERS, WHO ARE NAVAL ACADEMY GRADUATES, TO BE
APPOINTED PERMANENT ENSIGN IN THE LINE OR STAFF
CORPS OF THE U.S. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNIT-
ED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

NAVAL RESERVE OFFICERS, USN

To be ensign; permanent

ROBERT BRADLEY AARNES
PHILLIP MICHAEL
ADRIANO
LEOPOLDO SARDALLA
ALBEA, JR
BRENT ADDISON ALFONZO
JASON YANAR ALLEE
JASON CHRISTOPHER
ALLEYNE
ANDREW ALAN ALOISIO
HERNAN ORLANDO
ALTAMAR ESTRADA
HEIDI MARIE ALTHOFF
CHRISTOPHER CHAD
ALVAREZ
MICHAEL TIMOTHY AMOS
KEVIN WARREN ANDERSEN
JAMES ARTHUR ANDERSON
JENNIFER LYNN
ANDERSON
JUSTIN PATRICK ANDREWS
ERIC JOSE ANDUZE
DARREN RAYMOND
ANZELONE
EDGAR FABILA ARNALDO
TODD ROBERT ARNESON
MATTHEW DAVID ARNOLD
JAIMESON JOSEPH ARNONE
MATTHEW LINDH ARNY
RICHARD CHARLES
ARTHUR
GARRETT CHRISTOPHER
ARTZ
BENJAMIN JESSE ASH
DAVID HERRINGTON ASHBY
ARLEN EDWARD ASPENSON
ROBERTO JOSE ATHA, JR
KEVIN LOUIS AUSTIN
ERIC JOSEF BACH
KATHERINE LOUISE
BADGLEY
EUGENE RAYMOND BAILEY
LAURA ANN BAJOR
ANTHONY POWER BAKER
DOUGLAS CONAN BAKER
JOHN ANTHONY BALTES
JONATHAN BAUTISTA
BARON
JEFFREY ISAAC BARR
ROBERT VINCENT BARTHEL
JOSEPH WILLIAM BARTISH,
v

WILLIAM ANDREW BARTLE
DANIEL VERNON BAXTER
JOHN ALLEN BAYLESS
CHRISTOPHER STUART
BEAUFAIT
CHRISTOPHER THOMAS
BECK
DAVID GEORGE BEITER
STEPHEN JOSH BELL
BRIAN CHARLES BENDER
JASON HORST BENNETT
AARON DEWAYNE BENWAY
JEFFREY ALAN BERNHARD
ROBERT MOGABGAB
BERRYMAN
STEPHEN ANTHONY BISHOP
JAMES BRETT BLANTON
JAMEY JOHN BLOCK
JOY MARGUERITE BLOOM
DAMIAN SENNEN BLOSSEY
MATTHEW ROY BLUNT
SCOTT ALLEN BOEDEKER
JAMES BRITTON BOHN
JOHN DANIEL BOONE
MICHAEL JAMES BOONE
JAMES PATRICK MARSH
BORGHARDT
JEFFREY SCOTT BOROS
DAVID WILLIAM BORUSHKO
JAMES RICHARD BOSS
TIMOTHY ERIC BOURDON
COLIN ANDREW BOWSER
KEVIN PAGE BOYKIN
JOSEPH PHILIP BOZZELLI
BRADY ADAMS BRADY
HEATHER DAVIS BRAND
MICHAEL TIMOTHY
BRASWELL, JR
JONATHAN WILLIAM
BRAUN
ROBERT JAMES BRAUN
ERIC JASON BRENDEN
MICHELE MARIE BRETT
DAVID ALLEN BRETZ
DAMIAN HOLLAND
BRIDGES
WALTER ELMER
BRIDGMAN, III
STEPHANIE MICHELLE
BRILL
ROBERT DONALD BRODIE
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CHRISTOPHER TERENCE
BROWN

JAMES EDWARD BROWN

KARY NIKOLAI BROWNLEE

BRET RYAN BRUCHOK

ERIC THOMAS BRUNS

JERRY MICHAEL BRYL

BRYAN JOSEPH BULJAT

KRISTIN MICHELLE
BURBAGE

MICHAEL LOUIS BURD

COLVERT PEGOLLO
BURGOS

THEODORE MICHAEL BURK

BRIAN JOHN BURKE

RICHARD ALAN BUTLER

TODD ANDREW BUTLER

JAMES HARRISON BYRD, JR

KEVIN PATRICK BYRNE

MARCELLO DOMINIC
CACERES

SCOTT NELSON CALLAHAM

GREGORY CAMERON

KYLE RICHARD CAMPBELL

RANSEN JULES CAOLA, JR

KEVIN NOEL CARADONA

MARC GEORGE CARLSON

ARON SHEA CARMAN

ALBERTA CAMACHO
CARPENTER

JEFFREY LEONARD
CARPENTER

MARK GLENN CARTER

ROBERT ALFRED CASPER.
JR

CHRISTOPHER JOHN
CASSIDY

ANGELO NICHOLAS
CATALANO

DAVID MATTHEW CATTLER

CHRISTOPHER JAMES
CAVANAUGH

JACOB ANDREW CHACKO

JONATHAN LYONS
CHADWICK

DANIEL KIWHAN CHANG

GREGORY FREDERICK
CHAPMAN

COLEY CLINTON CHAPPELL

FELIPE ROBERTO CHARON
GUZMAN

DENISE LEIGH CHATFIELD

ROBERT LAWRENCE
CHESSER

CHRISTOPHER JOSEPH
CHILBERT

MICHAEL CASEY CHOATE

RYAN GUST
CHRISTOPHERSON

CHRISTOPHER JAMES
CIZEK

JOSEPH MICHAEL CLARK,
JR

MICHAEL JAMES CLOYD
RELMOND BENNETT COEB
BRYAN MICHAEL COCHRAN
JAMES DOUGLAS COLLIER
JEFFREY SCOTT CONKLIN
NORA CATHLEEN
CONNELLY
SALVADOR CONTRERAS, I11
CHARLES LEANDER
CONVERSE
ERIC LAURENCE CONZEN
GEORGE HUBERT COOFER
PETER ANTHONY CORRAO,

JR
BERNARD ANTHONY
CORREIA, 111
JOSEPH LLOYD COX, IV
MARK ALBERT CRAWFORD
TIMOTHY MARTIN
CRAWFORD
FREDERICK EARL
CRECELIUS
DENNIS QUIGLEY CRONYN
DEVAN JOHN NAPOLEON
CROSS
ANNA CIELITO CRUZ
KRISTEN WILLIAMS
CULLER
CORY LYNN CULVER
JAMES COLIN CUMMINGS
WILLIAM GENE CUSHMAN
SARAH ANN DACHOS
CHRISTOPHER MATTHEW
DAGU
RUTH ANNETTE DALTON
WILLIAM ROCKWELL DALY
ERIC ROBIN DANIELS
ANDREW DANIEL DANKO
BRAD BEHRING DAVIDSON
HEATHER LYNN DAVIES
JEFFREY SCOTT DAVIS
RICHARD STUART DAVIS
SCOTT ALBERT DAVITT
DANIEL MICHAEL DEGNER
KENNETH DONALD DEHAN
STEPHEN JOHN DELANTY
JAMES ALDRICH
DELARODERIE

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

ALEXANDER JOHN
DELCASTILLO
LARRY GENE DENTON, JR
ROBERT DENTON, 111
RALPH FREDERICK
DEWALT, IT
BRENDON THOMAS
DIBELLA
BRIEN WAYNE DICKS0ON
TED ERIC DINKLOCKER
PHILLIF STEPHAN DOBBS
STEPHEN FRANCIS DOLING
TRAVIS BARRY DONE
BRAD PATRICK DONNELLY
ELLIOTT TODD DORHAM
HUGH JOSEPH DORRIAN, 1T
JEFFREY JAMES DRAEGER
DEBRA ANN DRAHEIM
MARC EDWARD DROBNY
JAY EDWARD DRYER
TERRENCE LLOYD DUDLEY
TODD CHRISTOPHER
DUDLEY
PETER RAYMOND DUFOUR
MATTHEW CHARLES
DUNAWAY
DAVID FIELD DUNCAN
MICHAEL GEORGE EARL
DANIEL GEOFFREY ECKERT
ROBERT VINCENT EGAN
JEFFREY WILLIAM EGGERS
JAMES JOSEPH ELIAS
CARLTON THOMAS
ELLIOTT
THOMAS SCOTCHMER
ELLISON 11
HAROLD ALAN ELLSWORTH
PHILIP LEE ENGLE, JR
JOSHUA GARY ENGLISH
GEOFFREY ALAN ENNS
ERIK JAMES ESLICH
DANILO ALFORQUE
ESPIRITU. JR
KELLY ANN EUBANKS
MARIA DENISE FALZONE
JUAN ANDRES FANJUL
ERIC CLAYTON FARRAR
MICHAEL GERARD FARREN
MICHAEL DAVID FAVETTI
JOHN ANDREW FAXIO
ROBERT KEEGAN FEDERAL,
m
MATTHEW ROBERT FEENEY
MICHAEL EDWIN FENTON
JOHN HARLAN FERGUSON
KENNETH LEE FERGUSON
MARK JOSEPH FERNANDEZ
BRYAN JAMES FETTER
LESLEY JOHN FIERST
NACIM ROBERT FIGGE
MATTHEW DAVID FINNEY
NICHOLAS JAMES FIORE
BENJAMIN THOMAS
FITCHETT
MICHAEL WILLIAM FIVAS
MICHAEL SEAN FLATLEY
JORGE RICARDO FLORES
KEVIN ANDREW FLYNN
JEFFREY JOSEPH
FOGARTY
ERIC NEIL FONTAINE
JOSEPH CARL FORAKER, IT1
MICHAEL AARON FOX
BUSANNE MARIE FRANKLIN
RICK JOHN FRATUS
KURT ENGELBERT
FRICKER
JAMES EDWARD FRITSCH,
13

.

WARDELL CONRAD FULLER

BRETT THOMAS
FULLERTON

GEORGE GREGORY FUTCH

TODD ALAN GAGNON

MICHAEL PATRICK
GALLAGHER

TIMOTHY JAMES
GALLAGHER

GREGORY FRANCIS
GALLMANN

DAVID PAUL GALLUS

FERNANDO GARCIA

JOANNA LEE GARCIA

KARL GARCIA

LINDA MARIE GARNER

CASEY CHARLES GARWOOD

MARC ANTHONY GENUALDI

MELISSA JOAN GERACE

ANDREW SHAWN GIBBONS

ANTHONY FRANCIS
GILLESS

LYNN ANDREW GISH

J. SEARGEANT GLENN

ANTHONY SCOTT GLOVER

DAVID BURTON GLOVER

DAL HO GO

FREDERIC CARL
GOLDHAMMER

IS5AC NMN GONZALEZ

SCOTT BRIAN GOOCH

ROBERT FRANKLIN
GOODSON, 11

JOHN JOSEPH GORDON

KYLE PACE GORDY

WAYNE GERALD GRASDOCK

MARIA LOUISE
GRAUERHOLZ

MICHAEL JAMES GRAVITT

CHAD ROBERTS GRAY

AARON TIMBERLAKE
GREENE

DANIEL EUGENE GREENE

MARCUS CHRISTOPHER
GREENSPAN

JOHN DAVID GREMILLION

BRADLEY MAURICE
GRESHAM

KENNETH JOSEPH GRIESER

NOEL MICHAEL GRIFFITH,

JR
CHRISTOPHER KIM CHON
GRILLONE
JOHN REYNOLDS GROH, 111
EDWIN JOHN GROHE, JR
ADAM BRETT GROSSMAN
TIMOTHY SHAWN GUDUKAS
RICHARD CORRY GUERIN
WAYNE DOUGLAS GUNTHER
JOHN DIETRICH HAASE
STEPHEN CHARLES
HABERMAS
LARS RAYMOND
HAGENDORF ORLOFF
STEPHANIE ANNE HAHN
DENNIS RAY HALL. JR
DANIEL JOSEPH HALLER
JASON GRAY HAMMOND
WILLIAM JESSE HANGER
TIMOTHY JOHN HANLEY
PHILLIP EDWARD HANSEN
HEATH LAMAR HANSHAW
CHRISTOPHER JOHN
HANSON
KEVIN KARL HANSON
CHRISTOPHER GAVIN
HARDING
BRIAN JAMES HARRIS
GLENN RUSSELL
HARSHMAN
MONTY LANE HASENBANK
ANTHONY JOHN HATOK, JR
ERIC JAMES HAWN
JOHN WILLIAM HAWVER
ERNEST EDWARD HAYNES,
1
ALBON ONEAL HEAD, III
JOHN ANDREW HELLMANN
JAMES ALAN HENDERSON
RAY MARVIN HENDRIX, JR
ALAN MICHAEL HERN
PATRICK LEE HERRERA
GERALD TODD HEYNE
TURHAN ISMAEL HIDALGO
JEFFREY BRIAN HILL
ALLEN LEE HOBBS
KELLY JEANNE HOEFT
TODD ALDEN HOFSTEDT
JOHN JOSEPH HOGAN, JR
STEPHEN BRUCE HOLLAND
MARK FREDRICK
HOLZRICHTER
BRANDON ALAN
HONEYCUTT
WADE HAMILTON HOOPER
JOHN WAYNE HOPKINS, JR
JULIE ANN HOUSE
ROBERT THOMAS HOWARD
MONROE MARTIN HOWELL,

CORY RICHARD HOWES

MICHAEL MING HUA HSU

GREGORY WRIGHT
HUBBARD

DOUGLAS CHARLES
HUNTINGTON

BRYAN ERIC HURD

JOHN FREEMAN HUSSEY,
11

MATTHEW PALMER HYDE

MARK AARON IMBLUM

DARRELL BRIAN INGRAM

JOSEPH PATRICK IRETON,
JR

DAVID KERINGER ISMAY

MICHAEL KAZUO ITAKURA

JASON HILLARY JACK

STEPHEN JOSHUA JACKSON

JASON ERIC JAKUBOWSKI

OMAR ELIAS JANA

WILLIAM WORTHINGTON
JEFFRIES

BYRON WADE JENKINS

GENTRY WADE JENSEN

JON LIAN JENSEN

WILLIAM HENRY JEWETT,
m

CHARLES ADLER JOHNSON,
JR

DAVID ROBERT JOHNSON

NOEL PATRICK JOHNSON

TIMOTHY ALVIN JOHNSON

VINCENT RICHARD
JOHNSON

WILLIAM SPENCER
JOHNSON, V.
CORINNE RILEY JONES
DAVID STEWART JONES
JOHN FRANCIS JONES
MICHAEL PROCTOR
JOYNER
JEFFREY ALLEN
JURGEMEYER
BRIAN RICHARD JURUTKA
‘THOMAS CHARLES KAIT, JR
WILLIAM RICHARD KANE
RONALD JAMES KARUN, JR
PATRICK MICHAEL KEANE
DANIEL JOHN KECK
MICHAEL PATRICK KEITH
GREGORY BRIAN KELLER
SEAN GLEN KELLIHER
RICHARD MCCULLOUGH
KELLY
KENNETH MATTHEW
KEMBALL COOK
WILLIAM ANDREW
KENDRICK
JOHN DAVID KENNARD
W. PAUL KENNEY, 1II
KARI ANN KENNY
LUCAS WAYNE KERLEY
CALEB ALAN KERR
KENDRA LEE KEWAK
DAVID MICHAEL KIICK
JOHN PATRICK KILLACKY
ROY SUNG JOON KIM
ANDREW JAMES KIMSEY
RICHARD WILLIAM KINCATD
TYPHANIE ANNE KINDER
JEFFERY THOMAS KING
STEVEN MORRIS KING
BRADLEY LEE KINKEAD
KELLY SUZANNE KINSELLA
DEAN RICHARD KINSMAN
KEITH RUSSELL KINTZLEY
CHRISTOPHER JON KIPP
ANDREW ALEXANDER KISS
KEVIN JOHN KLEIN
DAVID WILLIAM KLIEMANN
JAMES ANDREW KNOLL
WILLIAM KARL KNOX
GEORGE MARTIN KOLLAR
STEVEN THOMAS KONKOLY
TAKU KOPP
SETH KOVENSKY
MICHAEL DAVID KOZUB
SCOTT HUDSON KRAFT
JEFFREY KEITH KRAUSE,
JR
KIRSTEN MICHELE
KRAWCZYK
JEFFREY EISEN KRISTICK
KAREN SUE KROEGER
MICHAEL SALVATORE
KROT
KENNETH ALFRED
KRUEGER
ROBERT KENNETH
KUBERSKIL JR
RYAN JAMES KUCHLER
MICHAEL ALAN KUHN
MATTHEW ALYN LABONTE
ANDREW DENIS LAMORIE
JOHN WATSON LAND
JAMES ELLSWORTH
LANDIS
BRIAN CHRISTOPHER
LANTIER
SCOTT EDWARD LANTZY
CHAD MICHEAL LARGES
DAVID ARNOLD LARSEN
ANDREA SHEFFIELD
LARSON
CRAIG ROBERT LARSON
DEVIN TODD LASALLE
MATTHEW RICHARD LEAR
SCOTT HAROLD LEDIG
RICHARD SHANNON LEE
STEVEN SOOUP LEE
PATRICK ROBERT LEHMAN
JAMES ALAN LENART
JOHN ROBERT LESKOVICH
ANDREA LAURIE LEWIS
CHRIS WALTER LEWIS
ANDREA LOUISE
LINDENBERG
ERIC CARTER LINDFORS
HOWARD BRIAN LINK, JR
SHAWN GARRETT LINTON
MATTHEW KNEELAND
LOBNER
KIRK JAMES LOFTUS
ROBERT MAX LOHMAN, JR
JULIA MARGARET LOPEZ
TIFFANY LYNN LORD
DANIEL WILLIAM
LOUGHMAN
JAMES PAUL LOWELL
JOHN LEE LOWERY
LANCE JOEL LUKSIK
FRANK JOSEPH LUONGO
BRADLEY FRAZER MAAS
JONATHAN DAVID
MACDONALD
GERALD JOHN MACENAS, I1

JON TILESTON MACHARG
VICTOR RUBEN MACIAS
JOSEPH THOMAS MADRID
STEVEN ROBERT MAIER
CHRISTOPHER NOEL MANG
MARK MATTHEW MANNO
RAYMOND MARCIANO, 11
STACY ANN MARCOTT -
CHRISTOPHER DAVID
MARSH
JAMES JOHN MARSH. V.
RUSSELL EUGENE MARSH
MEI LING AMOY MARSHALL
CHRISTY ANNE MARTIN
MICHAEL ANTHONY
MARTINEZ
JAMES WOODROW MASON
RICHARD NEIL MASSIE
STEVEN JOHN MATHEWS
JAY ALAN MATZKO
TANYA GOODEN MAYER
ARTHUR GITAU MBUTHIA
SHAUN COLLEEN
MCANDREW
ERIN ANDREA MCAVOY
J;&:Eﬁ ARTHUR MCCALL.,
SCOTT DAVID MCCLELLAN
KEVIN JOSEPH MCCLOSKEY
WAYNE WILLIAM MCCOOL
MICHAEL AARON MCCORD.
ROBERT ALLEN
MCCORMICK, JR
MELANIE CLAIRE MCGEE
WILLIAM MCGILL, JR
PATRICK JOSEPH
MCGOVERN, IT
ERIC JAMES MCGOWAN
JAMES ARTHUR MCGRADY
JOHN MAURICE MCKEON,

CHERYL DEANN MCKINNEY
BRADLEY KENNETH
MCMILLIN
ROBERT LORIMER
MCWILLIAM
NICHOLAS JOSEPH MELFI,
15

I
CHARLES SUMNER
MERRILL, IV
ROBERT ELWOOD METZ
WAYNE WILLIAM MIHAILOV
JOHN ROBERT MILES
DAVID ARTHUR MILLER
JOHN FRANCOIS MILLER
RAYMOND TROY MILLER
JOHN PAUL MILLMAN
JAMES MURAL MILLS, 111
THOMAS JOSEPH MILLS
PETER ALAN MILNES
KENNETH MILVID, JR
MICHAEL VINCENT MINEO
GEORGE ARTHUR MINICK
EFREN C. MOJICA, JR
LUIS EMILIO MOLINA
ROBERTO LEONARDO
MOLINA
GREGG JOSEPH MONTALTO
MARIO MANUEL MONTALVO
ANEL ANGEL MONTES
DAVID JAMES
MONTGOMERY, 11
RICHARD STIVERS
MONTGOMERY
MICHAEL DAVID MOODY
JAMES EDWARD MOONIER,

1
KENT WAYNE MOORE
SHIMON MOR
CHARLES DAVID MORGAN,
JR

WILLIAM MAURICE
MORIARTY. JR

RICHARD GRIFFEN
MORRISON

MATTHEW ALEXANDER
MORSE

JOEL EVAN MOS8

KWAME NKOSI MOULTRIE

CURTIS ALLEN MUELLER

THOMAS HAYWARD
MULDROW, JR

JEFFREY DAN MULKEY

KURT WILLIAM MULLER

MICHAEL DENNIS MULLOY

JEFFREY LAWRENCE

JAY ALBERT MURPHY
WILLIAM THOMAS MURRAY
VAL DONALD NAFTALI
GEORGE TERUHISA
NAGATSUKA
WILLIAM ONEAL NASH, JR
ANTHONY JOHN NAVE
BERNADETTE MARY
NEGLIA
DOUGLAS CODET NELSON
MARK BALDWIN NELSON
GREGORY DAVID NEWKIRK
EUGENE THAISON NGUYEN
DEREK JUDE NISCO
ADAM HOWARD NOBLE

September 7, 1993

FRANCIS PETER NOTZ
CHRISTOPHER EDWARD
NOVAK
KATHARINE JOANNA
NOVAK
THOMAS DAVID NOVITSKE
DANIEL LEE NYENHUIS
JOSEPH ROBERT OBRIEN
MICHAEL GARRICK
OBRYAN, JR
MAUREEN ERIN ODELL
JEFFREY ROBERT OETTLE
JOHN WILLIAM OLIVER, JR
PETER MICHAEL OLSEN
KRISTI RENEE OLSON
KERRYN LYNN ONEILL
ALAN EDWARD ORR, JR
ERIK WILLIAM OSTROM
PAUL CHRISTOPHER
OSTROWSKI
ROGER JAMES OUIMET
SCOTT JOSEPH OVERBECK
RICHARD THOMAS
OVERKAMP, JR
BERNARD KENNEDY OWENS
ALFRED JOHN OWINGS, II
CARTER WILLIAM PAGE
JUNG YUL PAK
ANDREW FREDRICK PALM
JAMES BLAINE
PARKERSON
TIMOTHY PAUL PARKS
STEPHEN ARON PARRA
PHILLIP ROMMEL PASCHEL
ERIK RUSSELL PATTON
JASON ROBERT PAWLEY

1
DONALD EUGENE PEACOCK,
i1

LEE DAVID PEARCE

GREGORY PAUL PEDERSON

LORI LYN PERKINS

JOHN EDWARD PERRONE

BRIAN ROLAND PERRY

JON CROSBY PEREYMAN

JAMES HAROLD PERSHING

CHRISTIAN JURGEN
PETERSON

WILLIAM ANDREW

ETERSON

ROBERT ALLEN PETRICK
JOHN BRIAN PETROFF
JAMES BOHLING PFEIFFER
BO MINH QUANG KH PHAM
DOUGLAS MICHAEL
PHELAN
KRISTIN MARIE PHELPS
DOUGLAS CHARLES
PHILLIPS
WENDY KAY PHILLIPS
SEAN TIMOTHY PHINNEY
COLIN CRAIG PHIPPS
DANIELLE ANDREA PICCO
MICHAEL DAVID PIERCE
JASON LANDON PIKE
BRIAN LEE PILGER
TIMOTHY STEEL PIONE
FREDERICK WILLIAM
PIQUETTE
RONALD JASON PIRET
DAVID ALAN PLISKE
THOMAS EDWARD PLOTT. 11
ADAM MICHAEL PLUMPTON
PATRICK RONALD
POLESHINSKI

STEVEN NIKOLAI
POTOCHNIAK

REZA POURAGHABAGHER

MICHAEL EDWARD PRALL

TONY ALEXANDER PRETE

JOSHUA DAVID PRICE

THOMAS JAMES PRIEUR

KARL FREDERICK PRIGGE

MATTHEW THOMAS
FROVENCHER

JOHN THOMAS QUARLES

RICK MARSHALL RADONICH

GERALD JAYSON RAINES

JAMES ROY RAMIREZ

KARIN Y. RAO

PAUL MICHAEL RASMUS

WERNER JOHANN
RAUCHENSTEIN, JR

JAMES FRANKLIN
RAUSCHER

ELIZABETH BELDEN
RAVNDAL

MICHAEL JON REAGAN

‘TOBY ERIC REAM

CHAD BYRON REED

JEFFREY RAYMOND
REGISTER

JOHN KENNETH REILLEY

MARK CHRISTOFHER
REYES

JOHN MARK RHODES

ALBERT EVERETT RICE

JASON ALEXANDER RICH
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JEREMY CHRISTOFHER
RICH

JUSTIN BLAIR RICHARDS

BRIAN EDWARD RIES

GREGORY SCOTT RIVERA

STEVEN CARMINE
ROBERTO, JR

BRUCE FRAZIER ROBINSON,

14
JOHN PHILIPSE ROBINSON,
31

MICHAEL PAUL ROBLES
BRAD WILLIAM ROCKWELL
BRADLEY MICHEAL RODI
ERICH PAUL ROETZ
STEVEN EDWARD
ROODZANT
ROBERT JOSEPH ROSALES
REY RAIL ROSS
GEOFFREY STERLING
ROYAL
MICHAEL JON RUBEL, JR
JOHN CHARLES RUDELLA
JOHN PAUL HARRIS RUE
ANDREW MICHAEL RUIZ
SAMUEL CONRAD RUMPH.
i
JOHN JOSEPH RUSNAK
JONATHAN CARL RUSSELL
GLEN EDWARD SABIN
JOHN PATRICK SAHLIN
GREGORY ALAN SAKRYD
MICHAEL SCOTT SALING
COLLEEN CHRIS SALONGA
DAVID MICHAEL SANFIELD
JOSEPH MICHAEL
SANTOMAURO. JR
CATHERINE MENDOZA
SANTOS
DOUGLAS WILLIAM SASSE,
11
AKANE SAUNDERS
SAMANTHA JULIA SAXTON
ANNE LORRAINE SAY
KIMBERLEY ELLEN
SCANGO
TIMOTHY ANDREW
SCHARCK
DAVID JOSEPH
SCHLESINGER
ANDREW DAVID SCHMIDT
KEVIN JAMES SCHMIDT
THOMAS DAVID SCHMIDT
MICHAEL ERIC SCHNEIDER
CYNTHIA ANN SCHOWE
JOHN PAUL SCHULTZ
KARL ULRICH SCHULTZ
SUSAN SCHWARTZ
JEFFREY MICHAEL SCOTT
RICHARD IRVIN
SCRITCHFIELD, JR
MICHAEL SHEEHAN
SEEBERGER
DANIEL FRANKLIN
SEIDENSTICKER
DOUGLAS LEO SELF
GREGORY EUGENE
SELFRIDGE
STEVEN MICHAEL SEOANE
SCOTT ROBERT SEYFARTH
DAVID KIMBER SHAFFER
JOHN FORREST SHARPE
JONATHAN JAMES SHIELDS
DANIEL MINSOK SHIN
KENNETH WAYNE
SHROPSHIRE. JR
MAXWELL JENKINS
SHUMAN
ERIC WILLIAM SIEBERT
KEITH RICHARD SILINSKY
JUAN ALEJANDRO SILVA
TYREL TROY SIMPSON
MARY BETH SINES
THOMAS WADE SINGLETON
CHARLES WILLIAM SITES
BRIAN LYNN SITTLOW
VINCENT PATRICK SIVILLO
SATISH SKARIAH
JOHN JAMES SKELLY
QUINN DAVID SKINNER
JAMES CARROLL SLAIGHT
RICHARD JAY SLAKES
KEVIN MICHAEL SMART
SCOTT DAVID SMART
DAVID MICHAEL SMITH
JACK GERARD SMITH
JOSEPH PATRICK SMITH
NATASHA LEIGH SMITH
OTIS BENTON SMITH, 111
QUWAN ANTHONY SMITH
WALTER VINCENT SMITH
TIMOTHY BERNARD
SNEERINGER
CHESLEY DAVID SNIDER
CHAD CHRISTOPHER
SNYDER
CRAIG MATTHEW SNYDER
ROBERT MICHAEL
SOHOVICH
TROY ALLEN SOLBERG
DAVID MICHAEL SOUZA
MICHAEL TIPTON SPENCER

TIMOTHY CURTISS SPICER

BROCK ANDREW
SPRADLING

STEPHEN OWEN SPRAGUE

JAMES ROBERT SPRUNGLE,
u

KAREN LYNNE SRAY

BRUCE RICHARD STANLEY,
JR

JOSEPH MICHAEL STAUD

DAVID JOSEPH STAVISH

CHRISTOPHER JAMES
STERBIS

JOHN DAVENPORT
STEVENS

JONATHAN LYLE STILL

CHRISTOPHER TOBIAS
STILLEY

JULIE ANN STOPHA

THOMAS DANIEL STOREY

KEVIN JAY STROUD

JOHN MITCHELL
STUBBLEFIELD

MICHAEL DAVID STULL

WILLIAM ERIC SUBER

MICHAEL THUOC SULLIVAN

RICHARD JAMES SULLIVAN

MICHAEL PHILLIP
SUMMERS

CHRISTOPHER ANTHONY
SUMNER

SHAWN PATRICK SWEENEY

BRETT CAMERON SWEET

DOUGLAS LEE SWISHER

KEVIN CHRISTOPHER
TALBOT

BRIAN SBALAMAT
TALICURAN

SHANE PATRICK TALLANT

JOHN TORIBIO TAN

PATRICK JOHN TANGNEY

MARK WARNER
TANKERSLEY

ANDREA ELIZABETH
TAPLIN

SCOTT THOMAS TAYLOR

AARON THOMAS TELLIER

CRAIG RONALD TESSIN

MATTHEW ALLEN
TESTERMAN

MATTHEW KIM THAYER

ROBERT SCOTT THOMAS

ROBERT SAMUEL
THOMPSON

JONATHAN MACGREGOR
THORP

JOHN ANTHONY TIERNEY

SHANNON JAMES TILLMAN

LUAN KIM TO

JEFFREY SCOTT TODD

JOHN DAVID TOLG

JAMES HUGH TOOLE

JOEL CLAY TRANTHAM

ERNEST JOSEPH TRICHE,
w

SCOTT STEPHEN TROYER

JEFFREY JAMES TRUITT

GEORGE NICHOLAS
TSANGARIS

CHRISTIAN MATTHEW
TULODIESKI

KYLE TRAVIS TURCO

CHRISTOPHER ANDREW
TURKOVICH

MEGHAN ISINGARD TUTTLE

KENNETH ARDONA UBIAL

ANDREW FRANK ULAK

STACIA AGNES ULISSEY

TIMOTHY MARK ULMER

LOURDES PATRICIA
VALLAZZA

CHRISTOPHER LAWRENCE
VALLHONRAT

EDWARD MORRIS VAN
BUREN. IV

JACK RONALD VAN NATTA

COURTNEY LEE VAN
SCHOONEVELD

TODD DOUGLAS
VANDEGRIFT

MARK ALEXANDER
VANNOY

FRANK MICHAEL
VERDUCCL JR

JOHN REVI RAMOS VIDENA

CYNTHIA DOMINGO
VIERNES

OLIVER RANDOLPH VIETOR

LILLIAN LYNN VILLEMEZ

FREDRICK SALVATORE
VINCENZO

MEGAN JEAN WAGGONER

WILLIAM ROBERT
WAGGONER

MATTHEW LYNN WAGLE

DENNIS JAMES WAGNER

CHAD GORDON WAHLIN

JAMES ROY WAIS. JR

GARY ALAN WALKER

ARTHER WILLIAM
WALLACE. JR

TANYA LYNN WALLACE

BRYAN EDWARD

HALL
CHARLES FREDERICK
WALZ, 1V
KJELL ANDREW WANDER
JASON DAVID WARTELL
TODD ANDREW WASHBURN
JASON THOMAS WATHEN
MATTHEW IAN WEBER
ROBERT WILLIAM
WEDERTZ
TODD SINCLAIR WEEKS
GLENN ALAN WEIDNER, 1T
ROBERT AARON WEIS
MATTHEW HUNTER WELSH
CURTIS LEONUS WESLEY,
JR
THOMAS WAYNE WESLEY
DEREK SCOTT WESSMAN
SCOTT RICHARD WHALEN
BEAUREGARD MOSELEY

WHITE
BENJAMIN WOODRIFFE
WHITE

DAVID GLENN WHITEHEAD

RICHARD STEFAN
WHITELEY

JEFFREY JENNINGS
WHITEWAY

JOSEPH ARTHUR WIENDL,
w

CLIFFORD TODD WIESE
ANDREW GREGORY
WILLIAMS

JEROMY BOONE WILLIAMS
EDWARD JOSEPH WILLS
CHEYENNE DANIEL WILSON
ERIC STEVEN WINTER
JONATHAN REDDING WISE
MICHAEL TRENT
WOLFERSBERGER
EUGENE MATTHEW
WOODRUFF
GEOFFREY AUSTIN WRIGHT
WALTER CLARK WRYE, 1V
THOMAS PETER WYPYSKI
JEFFREY BOYD YATES
LUIS ENRIQUE YEPEZ, JR
CHRISTOPHER PAUL YORK
LAURENCE MARTIN YOUNG
PATRICK EARL YOUNG
JOSEPH JOOHO YUN
KURT JACOB ZAHNEN
TIFFANY MARIE ZALLNICK
MATTHEW DAVID ZERPHY
MICHAEL FREDERICK ZINK

IN THE MARINE CORPS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U.S. MARINE CORPS RESERVE
OFFICERS, WHO ARE NAVAL ACADEMY GRADUATES, TO
BE APPOINTED PERMANENT SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN
‘THE U.S5. MARINE CORPS. PURSUANT TO TITLE 10. U.5.

CODE, SECTION 531:

UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS CONFIRMATION
LIST

To be second lieutenant

ARNOUX ABRAHAM
LODGERIO B. ALQUEZA
EDWARD W, BALET
JOHN B. BARRANCO, JR
ARA E. BARTON
SHAWN A. BASIL
DANIEL T. BAULIG
CLAY A. BERARDI
PAUL G. BERNSTEIN
CHARLES T. BERRY
BRIAN R. BLAYLOCK
ANTHONY C. BOLDEN
MATTHEW H. BOWER
BENJAMIN J, BROWN
HENRY D. BROWN
JULIE L. BROWN
TERRANCE M, BROWN
WILLIAM I. BROWN
STEFANT.
BRUNNSCHWEILER
JUSTIN BUTTERS
CARLOS A. CALERO
JOHN R. CAMPBELL
ROBERT 8. CARNEVALE
CLIFTON B. CARPENTER
CHRISTOPHER G. CATLIN
MICHAEL A. CESTA
GEORGE C. CHATLOS
WINFIELD E. CHECKLEY
MICHAEL M. CHO
CHRISTOPHER L. CLARK
GARY A, CLEMENT
LAWRENCE C. COLEMAN
DOUGLAS L. CONSTANT
SCOTT E. CONWAY
SCOTT A. COOPER
SHOGO J. COTTRELL
LONNIE L. CRAWFORD
AARON L. CRESPIN
JUSTIN C. CREVIER
JAMES D. DEEN
STEVEN J. DELAZARO
WILLIAM L. DEPUE
THOMAS M. DOBBINS
PETER M. DOUGHTY
JEFFREY J. DURDIN
BRIAN M. DWYER
ERIK B. ELDRIDGE
JAMES B. ELLIS
JAMES E. ERWIN
CHRISTOPHER R.
ESCAMILLA
JOHN R. EWING
KELLY A. FAGAN
ROBERT J. FAILS
ROBERT W, FALKENBACH
KEVIN M. FARRINGTON
ANDREW T. FITZPATRICK
GRACE 8. GEE
PHILLIP M. GORDON
THOMAS D, GORE
CHRISTOPHER T. GRAVES
JEREMY L, GRAY
MICHAEL E. GREENE
MICHAEL E. GROTH
TERRY D. HAGEN
JON L. HALVERSON
TERRANCE E. HAND
CASEY E. HANNIGAN
KEVIN C. HARRIS

ERIC L. HERNANDEZ
WINSTON A, HERON
JON S. HETLAND
KARL E. HILL

STEVEN J. HIMELSPACH
PATRICK R. HITTLE
AARON B. HOLLAND
ADAM Y. HOLTON
DANIEL J. HOUTING
MIKEL R. HUBER
WINSTON G, JIMENEZ
CALEB L. JONES
NORBERT J. KARCZEWSKI
THOMAS M. KARN
MATTHEW G, KELLY
WILLIAM 5. KOHMUENCH
MATTHEW J, KOLICH
GEORGE L. KORDL
BRENT L. LARSON
WALTER 5. LEE
MARGERY A. LEGGETT
ANDREW T. LEHMANN
BRANDON K. LEWIS
TYSON C. LEWIS

RAUL LIANEZ

JASON G. LINLEY
JASON R. MADDOCKS
SHAWN E, MANSFIELD
JON G. MARTIN
ANTHONY J. MARUCCI
JOSEFH E. MAYBACH
TODD L. MCCAULEY
WILLIAM E. MCCULLEY
PATRICK 5. MCDONIEL
MARK N. MCGINNIS
MARIA 8. MCMILLEN
CHESTER MCMILLON
EDWARD D. MCNULTY
CHARLES F. MEGOWN
DAVID M, MIKKOLA

RO T. MILANETTE
AARON J. MILES

PAUL W. MILLER
CHARLES D. MINIFIE
JACOB N. MITCHELL
MICHAEL 8. MOLLOHAN
JOSEPH L. MORENO
ROBERT L. MOSKAL
JAMES D, MURPHY
JOHN C. NEIDIGH
CHANDLER 8. NELMS
BRYAN P. OLEARY
JOHN C. OSBORNE
THOMAS R. OWENBY
VAUGHN M. PANGELINAN
BRYAN E. PATTERSON
ERIC A. PECK

JULIE A, PELTON
MARK W. PETERS
RICHARD E. PETERSEN
ROBERT 5. PETERSON
DARRELL W. PLATZ
JOHN R. POLIDORO
JAMES A, PRITCHARD
THOMAS L. PRITCHETT
BRIAN C. PROCTOR
MICHAEL A. PURCELL
JAMES T. QUANN

SEAN P. QUIGLEY
SARAH R. QUIMBY
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‘TODD P. RAMPEY
WILLIAM P. RAYFIELD
NORMAN L. REITTER
MATTHEW B. REUTER
BENJAMIN P. RICHMOND
ERIC J. ROPELLA
DOUGLAS J. SABER
SASAN K. SABET

KURT J. SCHERER
PETER K. SCHIEFELBEIN
RICHARD A, SCHILKE
PAUL M. SCHIMPF
JAMES A SCHNELLE
ROBERT W. 8CHRODER
JOSEFH R. SCHUYLER
SAMUEL S, SCIALABBA
MARK W, SEDWICK
MATTHEW K. SEIFT
CHARLES P. SMITH
COLIN D. SMITH
SAMUEL H. SMITH
DAVID R. SMULLEN
MICHAEL J. SOBKOWSKI
JEFFREY T, STEVENSON
FARRELL J. SULLIVAN
DAVID E. TANDY
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JONATHAN P. TAYLOR
MICHAEL C. TAYLOR
KEVIN G. TEHAN
MONTE D. TEN KLEY
PERRY F. TOWNSEND
JOHN TURNER

TROY J, TURNER
DAVID A, VAVASSEUR
LUIS E. VILLALOBOS
JASON E. WALDRON
JOHN R. WALLACE
MATTHEW 8. WALTERS
AUSTIN WANG
WALTER T. WEATHERS
THOMAS A. WELBORN
MARK WELCH
MICHAEL P. WENTZ
JACOB J. WIEBE
DAVID H. WILLIAMS
GREGORY J. WILSON
DEVIN A. WINKLOSKY
CRAIG C. WIRTH

JAY D. WYLIE

JOHN W. YARGER
CHARLES W. YOUNG
JAY K. ZOLLMANN

CONFIRMATION

Executive nomination confirmed by
the Senate September 7, 1993:
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

M. JOYCELYN ELDERS, OF ARKANSAS, TO BE MEDICAL
DIRECTOR IN THE REGULAR CORPS OF THE PUBLIC
HEALTH SERVICE, SUBJECT TO QUALIFICATIONS THERE-
FOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW AND REGULATIONS, AND TO
BE SURGEON GENERAL OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERV-
ICE, FOR A TERM OF FOUR YEARS.

THE ABOVE NOMINATION WAS APPROVED SUBJECT TO
THE NOMINEE'S COMMITMENT TO RESPOND TO RE-
QUESTS TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE ANY DULY
CONSTITUTED COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE,

—————

WITHDRAWALS

Executive messages transmitted by
the President to the Senate on Septem-
ber 7, 1993, withdrawing from further

Senate consideration the

nominations:

following

IN THE NAVY

THE NOMINATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES NAVY MID-
SHIPMEN NAMED HEREIN FOR AFPPOINTMENT IN THE
GRADES OF ENSIGN WHICH WERE SENT TO THE SENATE

ON 24 MAY 1993,

NAVAL ACADEMY MIDSHIPMEN
To be ensign; permanent

AARNES, ROBERT BRADLEY

ADRIANO, PHILLIP
MICHAEL

ALBEA, LEOPOLDO
SARDALLA JR

ALFONZO, BRENT ADDISON

ALLEE, JASON YANAR

ALLEYNE, JASON
CHRISTOPHER

ALOISIO, ANDREW ALAN

ALTAMAR, ESTRADA
HERNAN ORLANDO

ALTHOFF, HEIDI MARIE

ALVAREZ, CHRISTOPHER
CHAD

AMOS. MICHAEL TIMOTHY

ANDERSEN, KEVIN WARREN

ANDERSON, JAMES
ARTHUR

ANDERSON, JENNIFER
LYNN

ANDREWS, JUSTIN
PATRICK

ANDUZE, ERIC JOSE

ANZELONE, DARREN
RAYMOND

ARNALDO, EDGAR FABILA

ARNESON, TODD ROBERT

ARNOLD. MATTHEW DAVID

ARNONE., JAIMESON
JOSEPH

ARNY, MATTHEW LINDH

ARTHUR. RICHARD
CHARLES

ARTZ,. GARRETT
CHRISTOPHER

ASH. BENJAMIN JESSE

ASHBY, DAVID
HERRINGTON

ASPENSON, ARLEN
EDWARD

ATHA, ROBERT JOSE JR

AUSTIN. KEVIN LOUIS

BACH, ERIC JOSEF
BADGLEY. KATHERINE
LOUISE
BAILEY, EUGENE RAYMOND
BAJOR. LAURA ANN
BAKER. ANTHONY POWER
BAKER, DOUGLAS CONAN
BALTES, JOHN ANTHONY
BARON, JONATHAN
BAUTISTA
BARR, JEFFREY ISAAC
BARTHEL, ROBERT
VINCENT
BARTISH, JOSEPH WILLIAM
1w
BARTLE, WILLIAM ANDREW
BAXTER, DANIEL VERNON
BAYLESS, JOHN ALLEN
BEAUFAIT, CHRISTOPHER
STUART
BECK, CHRISTOPHER
THOMAS
BEITER. DAVID GEORGE
BELL. STEPHEN JOSH
BENDER, BRIAN CHARLES
BENNETT, JASON HORST
BENWAY, AARON DEWAYNE
BERNHARD, JEFFREY ALAN
BERNSTEIN, PAUL
GREGORY
BERRYMAN, ROBERT
MOGABGAB
BISHOP. STEPHEN
ANTHONY
BLALOCK, BRIAN ROBERT
BLANTON, JAMES BRETT
BLOCK. JAMEY JOHN
BLOOM, JOY MARGUERITE
BLOSSEY. DAMIAN SENNEN
BLUNT, MATHEW ROY
BOEDEKER. SCOTT ALLEN
BOHN, JAMES BRITTON
BOLDEN. ANTHONY CHE
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BOONE, JOHN DANIEL

BOONE, MICHAEL JAMES

BORGHARDT, JAMES
PATRICK MARSH

BOSS, JAMES RICHARD
BOURDON, TIMOTHY ERIC
BOWSER, COLIN ANDREW
BOYKIN, KEVIN PAGE
BOZZELLI, JOSEPH PHILIP
BRADY, BRADY ADAMS
BRAND, HEATHER DAVIS
BRASWELL, MICHAEL
TIMOTHY, JR
BRAUN, JONATHAN
WILLIAM
BRAUN, ROBERT JAMES
BRENDEN, ERIC JASON
BRETT, MICHELE MARIE
BRETZ, DAVID ALLEN
BRIDGES, DAMIAN
HOLLAND
BRIDGMAN. WALTER
ELMER, IT1
BRILL, STEPHANIE
MICHELLE
BRODIE, ROBERT DONALD
BROWN, CHRISTOPHER
TERENCE
BROWN, JAMES EDWARD
BROWNLEE, KARY NIKOLAI
BRUCHOK, BRET RYAN
BRUNS, ERIC THOMAS
BRYL, JERRY MICHAEL
BULJAT, BRYAN JOSEPH
BURBAGE, KRISTIN
MICHELLE
BURD, MICHAEL LOUIS
BURGOS, COLVERT
PEGOLLO
BURK, THEODORE MICHAEL
BURKE, BRIAN JOHN
BUTLER, RICHARD ALAN
BUTLER, TODD ANDREW
BYRD, JAMES HARRISON,
JR

BYRNE. KEVIN PATRICK

CACERES, MARCELLO
DOMINIC

CALLAHAM, SCOTT NELSON

CAMERON. GREGORY

CAMPBELL, JOHN ROBERT

CAMPBELL, KYLE RICHARD

CAOLA, RANSEN JULES, JR

CARADONA, KEVIN NOEL

CARLSON, MARC GEORGE

CARMAN, ARON SHEA

CARPENTER, ALBERTA
CAMACHO

CARPENTER, JEFFREY
LEONARD

CARTER, MARK GLENN

CASPER, ROBERT ALFRED,
JR

CASSIDY. CHRISTOPHER
JOHN

CATALANO, ANGELO
NICHOLAS

CATLIN, CHRISTOPHER
GEORGE

CATTLER, DAVID
MATTHEW

CAVANAUGH,
CHRISTOPHER JAMES

CHACKO, JACOB ANDREW

CHADWICK, JONATHAN
LYONS

CHANG, DANIEL KIWHAN

CHAPMAN, GREGORY
FREDERICK

CHAPPELL, COLEY
CLINTON

CHARON, GUZMAN FELIPE
ROBERTO

CHATFIELD, DENISE LEIGH

CHESSER, ROBERT
LAWRENCE

CHILBERT CHRISTOPHER
JOSEPH

CHOATE, MICHAEL CASEY

CHRISTOPHERSON, RYAN
GUST

CIZEK, CHRISTOPHER

JAMES
CLARK. JOSEPH MICHAEL.
JR

CLOYD, MICHAEL JAMES
COBB, RELMOND BENNETT
COCHRAN, BRYAN MICHAEL
COLLIER, JAMES DOUGLAS
CONKLIN, JEFFREY 8COTT
CONNELLY, NORA
CATHLEEN
CONTRERAS, SALVADOR, III
CONVERSE, CHARLES
LEANDER
CONZEN, ERIC LAURENCE
COOPER. GEORGE HUBERT
CORRAO,. PETER ANTHONY,
JR
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., SHOGO JOHN
COX, JOSEPH LLOYD, IV
CRAWFORD, MARK ALBERT
CRAWFORD, TIMOTHY
MARTIN
CRECELIUS, FREDERICK
EARL
CRONYN, DENNIS QUIGLEY
CROSS, DEVAN JOHN
NAPOLEON
CRUZ, ANNA CIELITO
CULLER, KRISTEN
WILLIAMS
CULVER, CORY LYNN
CUMMINGS, JAMES COLIN
CUSHMAN, WILLIAM GENE
DACHOS, SARAH ANN
DAGUE, CHRISTOPHER
MATTHEW
DALTON, RUTH ANNETTE
DALY, WILLIAM ROCKWELL
DANIELS, ERIC ROBIN
DANKO, ANDREW DANIEL
DAVIDSON, BRAD BEHRING
DAVIES, HEATHER LYNN
DAVIS, JEFFREY S8COTT
DAVIS, RICHARD STUART
DAVITT. SCOTT ALBERT
DEGNER, DANIEL MICHAEL
DEHAN, KENNETH DONALD
DELANTY, STEPHEN JOHN
DELARODERIE, JAMES
ALDRICH
DELCASTILLO, ALEXANDER
JOHN
DEMOSS, STEVEN HARLOW
DENTON, LARRY GENE JR
DENTON, ROBERT III
DEWALT, RALPH
FREDERICK 11
DIBELLA, BRENDON
THOMAS
DICKSON, BRIEN WAYNE
DINKLOCKER, TED ERIC
DOBBS, PHILLIP STEPHAN
DOLING, STEPHEN FRANCIS
DONE, TRAVIS BARRY
DONNELLY, BRAD PATRICK
DORHAM, ELLIOTT TODD
DORRIAN, HUGH JOSEPH It
DOUGHTY, PETER MICHAEL
DRAEGER, JEFFREY JAMES
DRAHEIM, DEBRA ANN
DRAYTON, KIMBERLYN
MICHELE
DROBNY, MARC EDWARD
DRYER. JAY EDWARD
DUDLEY. TERRENCE LLOYD
DUDLEY. TODD
CHRISTOPHER
DUFOUR, PETER RAYMOND
DUNAWAY, MATTHEW
CHARLES
DUNCAN, DAVID FIELD
EARL, MICHAEL GEORGE
ECKERT, DANIEL
GEOFFREY
EGAN, ROBERT VINCENT
EGGERS, JEFFREY
WILLIAM
ELIAS, JAMES JOSEPH
ELLIOTT, CARLTON
THOMAS
ELLISON, THOMAS
SCOTCHMER I1
ELLSWORTH. HAROLD
ALAN
ENGLE, PHILIP LEE JR
ENGLISH, JOSHUA GARY
ENNS, GEOFFREY ALAN
ESLICH, ERIK JAMES
ESPIRITU, DANILO
ALFORQUEJR
EUBANKS, KELLY ANN
FACTOR, DOUGLAS AARON
FALLON, GREGORY
MICHAEL
FALZONE. MARIA DENISE
FANJUL, JUAN ANDRES
FARRAR, ERIC CLAYTON
FARREN, MICHAEL GERARD
FAVETTI, MICHAEL DAVID
FAXIO. JOHN ANDREW
FEDERAL, ROBERT KEEGAN

I
FEENEY, MATTHEW
ROBERT
FENTON, MICHAEL EDWIN
FERGUSON, JOHN HARLAN
FERGUSON, KENNETH LEE
FERNANDEZ, MARK
JOSEPH
FETTER, BRYAN JAMES
FIERST, LESLEY JOHN
FIGGE, NACIM ROBERT
FINNEY, MATTHEW DAVID
FIORE, NICHOLAS JAMES
FITCHETT, BENJAMIN
THOMAS
FIVAS, MICHAEL WILLIAM

FLATLEY, MICHAEL SEAN

FLORES, JORGE RICARDO

FLYNN, KEVIN ANDREW

FOGARTY, JEFFREY
JOSEPH

FONTAINE, ERIC NEIL

FORAKER, JOSEPH CARL IIT

FOX, MICHAEL AARON

FRANKLIN, SUSANNE
MARIE

FRATUS, RICK JOHN

FRICKER, KURT
ENGELBERT

FRITSCH. JAMES EDWARD

R

J.
FULLER, WARDELL
COo

FULLERTON, BRETT
THOMAS

FUTCH. GEORGE GREGORY

GAGNON, TOOD ALAN

GALLAGHER, MICHAEL
PATRICK

GALLAGHER, TIMOTHY
JAMES

GALLMANN, GREGORY
FRANCIS

GALLUS, DAVID PAUL

GARCIA, FERNANDO

GARCIA, JOANNA LEE

GARCIA, KARL

GARNER, LINDA MARIE

GARWOOD, CASEY
CHARLES

GEE, GRACE BUNGYUN

GENUALDI, MARC ANTHONY

GERACE, MELISSA JOAN

GIBBONS, ANDREW SHAWN

GILLESS, ANTHONY
FRANCIS

GISH, LYNN ANDREW

GLENN, J SEARGEANT

GLOVER, ANTHONY SCOTT

GLOVER, DAVID BURTON

GO, DAL HO

GOLDHAMMER, FREDERIC

RL

GONZALEZ, ISAAC NMN

GOOCH, SCOTT BRIAN

GOODSON, ROBERT
FRANKLIN 11

GORDON, JOHN JOSEPH

GORDY, KYLE PACE

GRASDOCK, WAYNE
GERALD

GRAUERHOLZ, MARIA
LOUISE

GRAVITT, MICHAEL JAMES

GRAY, CHAD ROBERTS

GRAY, JEREMY LEE

GREENE, AARON
TIMBERLAKE

GREENE, DANIEL EUGENE

GREENSPAN, MARCUS
CHRISTOPHER

GREMILLION, JOHN DAVID

GRESHAM, BRADLEY
MAURICE

GRIESER, KENNETH
JOSEPH

GRIFFITH, NOEL MICHAEL
JR

GRILLONE, CHRISTOPHER
KIM CHON

GROH, JOHN REYNOLDS ITL

GROHE, EDWIN JOHN JR

GROSSMAN, ADAM BRETT

GUDUKAS. TIMOTHY
SHAWN

GUERIN, RICHARD CORRY

GUNTHER, WAYNE
DOUGLAS

HAASE, JOHN DIETRICH

HABERMAS, STEPHEN
CHARLES

HAGENDORF, ORLOFF LARS
RAYMOND

HAHN, STEPHANIE ANNE

HALL, DENNIS RAY JR

HALLER, DANIEL JOSEPH

HAMMOND, JASON GRAY

HAND, TERRANCE EUGENE

HANGER, WILLIAM JESSE

HANLEY, TIMOTHY JOHN

HANSEN, PHILLIP EDWARD

HANSHAW, HEATH LAMAR

HANSON. CHRISTOPHER

JOHN
HANBON, KEVIN KARL
HARDING, CHRISTOPHER
GAVIN
HARRIS, BRIAN JAMES
HARSHMAN, GLENN
RUSSELL
HASENBANK, MONTY LANE
HATOK, ANTHONY JOHN JR
HAWN, ERIC JAMES
HAWVER, JOHN WILLIAM
HAYNES, ERNEST EDWARD
il
HEAD, ALBON ONEAL II1
HELLMANN, JOHN ANDREW

HENDERSON, JAMES ALAN

HENDRIX, RAY MARVIN JR

HERN, ALAN MICHAEL

HERON, WINSTON ANTHONY
JR

HERRERA, PATRICK LEE
HEYNE, GERALD TODD
HIDALGO, TURHAN ISMAEL
HILL, JEFFREY BRIAN
HILL, KARL EDWARD
HITTLE, PATRICK RUSSELL
HOBBS, ALLEN LEE
HOEFT, KELLY JEANNE
HOFSTEDT, TODD ALDEN
HOGAN, JOHN JOSEPH JR
HOLLAND, STEPHEN BRUCE
HOLZRICHTER, MARK
FREDRICK
HONEYCUTT, BRANDON
ALAN
HOOPER. WADE HAMILTON
HOPKINS, JOHN WAYNE JR
HOUSE. JULIE ANN
HOWARD, ROBERT THOMAS
HOWELL. MONROE MARTIN
11
HOWES, CORY RICHARD
HSU, MICHAEL MING HUA
HUBBARD, GREGORY

WRIGHT
HUNTINGTON, DOUGLAS
CHARLES
HURD. BRYAN ERIC
HUSSEY, JOHN FREEMAN
I
HYDE. MATTHEW PALMER
IMBLUM, MARK AARON
INGRAM, DARRELL BRIAN
IRETON, JOSEPH PATRICK
JR
ISMAY, DAVID KERINGER
ITAKURA, MICHAEL KAZUO
JACK, JASON HILLARY
JACKSON, STEPHEN
JOSHUA
JAKUBOWSKI. JASON ERIC
JANA, OMAR ELIAS
JEFFRIES, WILLIAM
WORTHINGTON
JENKINS, BYRON WADE
JENSEN, GENTRY WADE
JENSEN, JON LIAN
JEWETT, WILLIAM HENRY

ur
JOHNSON, CHARLES ADLER
JR

JOHNSON, DAVID ROBERT

JOHNSON, NOEL PATRICK

JOHNSON, TIMOTHY ALVIN

JOHNSON, VINCENT
RICHARD

JOHNSON, WILLIAM
SPENCERV

JONES, CORINNE RILEY

JONES, DAVID STEWART

JONES, JOHN FRANCIS

JOYNER, MICHAEL

PROCTOR
JURGEMEYER, JEFFREY
ALLEN
JURUTKA, BRIAN RICHARD
KAIT, THOMAS CHARLES JR
KANE, WILLIAM RICHARD
KARUN. RONALD JAMES JR
KEANE, PATRICK MICHAEL
KECK, DANIEL JOHN
KEITH, MICHAEL PATRICK
KELLER, GREGORY BRIAN
KELLIHER, SEAN GLEN
KELLY, RICHARD
MCCULLOUGH
KEMBALL. COOK KENNETH
MATTHEW
KENDRICK, WILLIAM
ANDREW

KENNARD. JOHN DAVID
KENNEY. W PAUL III
KENNY, KARI ANN
KERLEY, LUCAS WAYNE
KERR, CALEB ALAN
KEWAK, KENDRA LEE
KIICK, DAVID MICHAEL
KILLACKY, JOHN PATRICK
KIM, ROY SUNG JOON
KIMSEY, ANDREW JAMES
KINCAID, RICHARD
WILLIAM
KINDER, TYFHANIE ANNE
KING, JEFFERY THOMAS
KING, STEVEN MORRIS
KINKEAD, BRADLEY LEE
KINSELLA. KELLY
SUZANNE
KINSMAN, DEAN RICHARD
KINTZLEY, KEITH RUSBELL
KIPP, CHRISTOPHER JON
KISS, ANDREW ALEXANDER
KLEIN, KEVIN JOHN
KLIEMANN, DAVID
WILLIAM
KNOLL, JAMES ANDREW
KNOX, WILLIAM KARL

KOLLAR, GEORGE MARTIN

KONKOLY, STEVEN
THOMAS

KOPP, TAKU

KOROL, GEORGE LEO JR

KOVENSKY, SETH

KOZUB, MICHAEL DAVID

KRAFT, SCOTT HUDSON

KT;-;U&E. JEFFREY KEITH

KRAWCZYK, KIRSTEN
MICHELE
KRISTICK, JEFFREY EISEN
KROEGER, KAREN SUE
KROT, MICHAEL
SALVATORE
KRUEGER, KENNETH
ALFRED
KUBERSKI, ROBERT
KENNETH JR
KUCHLER, RYAN JAMES
KUHN, MICHAEL ALAN
LABONTE, MATTHEW ALYN
LAMORIE, ANDREW DENIS
LAND, JOHN WATSON
LANDIS, JAMES
ELLSWORTH
LANTIER. BRIAN
CHRISTOPHER
LANTZY, SCOTT EDWARD
LARGES, CHAD MICHEAL
LARSEN, DAVID ARNOLD
LARSON, ANDREA
SHEFFIELD
LARSON, CRAIG ROBERT
LASALLE, DEVIN TODD
LEAR, MATTHEW RICHARD
LEDIG, SCOTT HAROLD
LEE, RICHARD SHANNON
LEE, STEVEN S00UP
LEHMAN, PATRICK ROBERT
LENART, JAMES ALAN
LESKOVICH, JOHN ROBERT
LEWIS, ANDREA LAURIE
LEWIS, CHRIS WALTER
LINDENBERG. ANDREA
LOUISE
LINDFORS, ERIC CARTER
LINE, HOWARD BRIAN JR
LINTON, SHAWN GARRETT
LOBNER. MATTHEW
KNEELAND
LOFTUS. KIRK JAMES
LOHMAN, ROBERT MAX JR
LOPEE, JULIA MARGARET
LORD, TIFFANY LYNN
LOUGHMAN, DANIEL
WILLIAM
LOWELL, JAMES PAUL
LOWERY, JOHN LEE
LUKSIK, LANCE JOEL
LUONGO, FRANK JOSEFPH
MAAS, BRADLEY FRAZER
MACDONALD, JONATHAN
DAVID
MACENAS, GERALD JOHN 11
MACHARG, JON TILESTON
MACIAS, VICTOR RUBEN
MADDOCKS, JASON ROBERT
MADRID, JOSEPH THOMAS
MAIER, STEVEN ROBERT
MANG, CHRISTOPHER NOEL
MANNO, MARK MATTHEW
MARCIANO, RAYMOND II
MARCOTT, STACY ANN
MARSH, CHRISTOPHER
DAVID
MARSH, JAMES JOHN V
MARSH, RUSSELL EUGENE
MARSHALL, MEI LING
AMOY
MARTIN, CHRISTY ANNE
MARTINEZ, MICHAEL

ANTHONY
MASCUNANA, JEFFERY
WARREN
MAEON, JAMES WOODROW
MASSIE, RICHARD NEIL
MATHEWS, STEVEN JOHN
MATZKO. JAY ALAN
MAYBACH, JOSEPH
EDWARD
MAYER, TANYA GOODEN
MBUTHIA, ARTHUR GITAU
MCANDREW, SHAUN
COLLEEN
MCAVOY, ERIN ANDREA
MCCALL. JAMES ARTHUR

MCCLELLAN, SCOTT DAVID

MCCLOSKEY, KEVIN
JOSEPH

MCCOOL, WAYNE WILLIAM

MCCORD, MICHAEL AARON

MCCORMICK, ROBERT
ALLEN JR

MCGEE, MELANIE CLAIRE

MCGILL, WILLIAM JR

MCGOVERN, PATRICK
JOSEPH II

MCGOWAN, ERIC JAMES

MCGRADY, JAMES ARTHUR
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MCKEON, JOHN MAURICE
JR

MCKINNEY. CHERYL DEANN

MCMILLIN, BRADLEY
KENNETH

MCWILLIAM, ROBERT
LORIMER

MELFI, NICHOLAS JOSEPH
111

MERRILL. CHARLES
SUMNER IV

METZ, ROBERT ELWOOD

MIHAILOV, WAYNE
WILLIAM

MILANETTE, RO THOMAS

MILES, AARON JON

MILES, JOHN ROBERT

MILLER, DAVID ARTHUR

MILLER, JOHN FRANCOIS

MILLER, MATTHEW
PATRICK

MILLER. RAYMOND TROY

MILLMAN, JOHN PAUL

MILLS, JAMES MURAL 111

MILLS, THOMAS JOSEPH

MILNES, PETER ALAN

MILVID, KENNETH JR

MINED, MICHAEL VINCENT

MINICK, GEORGE ARTHUR

MOJICA, EFREN C JR

MOLINA, LUIS EMILIO

MOLINA, ROBERTO
LEONARDO

MONTALTO, GREGG JOSEPH

MONTALVO, MARIO
MANUEL

MONTES. ANEL ANGEL

MONTGOMERY, DAVID
JAMES IT

MONTGOMERY, RICHARD
STIVERS

MOODY, MICHAEL DAVID

MOONIER, JAMES EDWARD
1

MOORE, KENT WAYNE

MOR, SHIMON

MORGAN, CHARLES DAVID

JR

MORIARTY, WILLIAM
MAURICE JR

MORRISON. RICHARD
GRIFFEN

MORSE. MATTHEW
ALEXANDER

MOS8S, JOEL EVAN

MOULTRIE, KWAME NKOSI

MUELLER, CURTIS ALLEN

MULDROW, THOMAS
HAYWARD JR

MULKEY, JEFFREY DAN

MULLER, KURT WILLIAM

MULLOY, MICHAEL DENNIS

MUNOZ, JEFFREY
LAWRENCE

MURPHY. JAY ALBERT

MURRAY, WILLIAM
THOMAS

NAFTALIL VAL DONALD

NAGATSUKA, GEORGE
TERUHISA

NASH, WILLIAM ONEAL JR

NAVE, ANTHONY JOHN

NEGLIA, BERNADETTE
MARY

NELMS, CHANDLER

NELSON, DOUGLAS CODET

NELSON, MARK BALDWIN

NEWKIRK, GREGORY DAVID

NGUYEN, EUGENE THAISON

NISCO, DEREK JUDE

NOBLE., ADAM HOWARD

NOTZ. FRANCIS PETER

NOVAK, CHRISTOPHER

EDWARD
NOVAK, KATHARINE
JOANNA
NOVITSKE, THOMAS DAVID
NYENHUIS, DANIEL LEE
OBRIEN, JOSEPH ROBERT
OBRYAN, MICHAEL
GARRICK JR
ODELL, MAUREEN ERIN
ODMAN, SCOTT ANDREW
OETTLE. JEFFREY ROBERT
OLIVER. JOHN WILLIAM JR
OLSEN, PETER MICHAEL
OLSON, KRISTI RENEE
ONEILL., KERRYN LYNN
ORR, ALAN EDWARD JR
OSTROM, ERIK WILLIAM
OSTROWSKI, PAUL
CHRISTOPHER
OUIMET, ROGER JAMES
OVERBECK, SCOTT JOSEPH
OVERKAMP, RICHARD
THOMAS JR
OWENS, BERNARD
KENNEDY
OWINGS, ALFRED JOHN I
PAGE, CARTER WILLIAM
PAK. JUNG YUL
PALM, ANDREW FREDRICK
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PARKERSON, JAMES
BLAINE
PARKS, TIMOTHY PAUL
PARRA, STEPHEN ARON
PASCHEL, PHILLIP
ROMMEL
PATTON, ERIK RUSSELL
PAWLEY, JASON ROBERT
PAWLIKOWSKI, MATTHEW
JOHN
PEACOCK, DONALD EUGENE
I
PEARCE, LEE DAVID
PEDERSON, GREGORY PAUL
PERKINS, LORI LYN
PERRONE, JOHN EDWARD
PERRY, BRIAN ROLAND
PERRYMAN, JON CROSBY
PERSHING, JAMES HAROLD
PETERSON, CHRISTIAN
JURGEN
PETRICK, ROBERT ALLEN
PETROFF, JOHN BRIAN
PFEIFFER, JAMES BOHLING
PHAM, BO MINH QUANG KH
PHELAN, DOUGLAS
MICHAEL
PHELPS, KRISTIN MARIE
PHILLIPS, DOUGLAS
CHARLES
PHILLIPS, WENDY KAY
PHINNEY, SEAN TIMOTHY
PHIPPS, COLIN CRAIG
PICCO, DANIELLE ANDREA
PIERCE, MICHAEL ANDREW
PIERCE, MICHAEL DAVID
PIKE, JASON LANDON
PILGER, BRIAN LEE
PIONE, TIMOTHY STEEL
PIQUETTE, FREDERICK
WILLIAM
PIRET, RONALD JASON
PLATZ, DARRELL WILLIAM
ALFRE
PLISKE, DAVID ALAN
PLOTT, THOMAS EDWARD II
PLUMPTON, ADAM
MICHAEL
POLESHINSKI, PATRICK
RONALD
POLICKOSKI, JAMES
THOMAS
POOLE, JOHN VERNON
POTOCHNIAK, STEVEN
NIKOLAI
POURAGHABAGHER, REZA
PRALL, MICHAEL EDWARD
PRETE, TONY ALEXANDER
PRICE, JOSHUA DAVID
PRIEUR, THOMAS JAMES
PRIGGE, KARL FREDERICK
PROCTOR, BRIAN CHARLES
PROVENCHER, MATTHEW
THOMAS
PURCELL, MICHAEL
ANDREW
QUARLES, JOHN THOMAS
QUIMBY, SARAH RUTH
RADONICH, RICK
MARSHALL
RAINES, GERALD JAYSON
RAMIREZ, JAMES ROY
RAO, KARIN Y.
RAUCHENSTEIN, WERNER
JOHANN JR.
RAUSCHER, JAMES
FRANKLIN
RAVNDAL, ELIZABETH
BELDEN
REAGAN, MICHAEL JON
REAM, TOBY ERIC
REED, CHAD BYRON
REGISTER, JEFFREY
RAYMOND
REILLEY, JOHN KENNETH
REYES, MARK
CHRISTOPHER
REYNOLDS, THOMAS
STEVEN
RHODES, JOHN MARK
RICE, ALBERT EVERETT
RICH, JASON ALEXANDER
RICH, JEREMY
CHRISTOPHER
RICHARDS, JUTIN BLAIR
RICHMOND, BENJAMIN
PAUL
RIES, BRIAN EDWARD
RIVERA, GREGORY SCOTT
ROBERTO, STEVEN
CARMINE, JR.
ROBINSON, BRUCE
FRAZIER, II
ROBINSON, JOHN PHILIPSE,
I
ROBLES, MICHAEL PAUL
ROCKWELL, BRAD WILLIAM
RODI, BRADLEY MICHEAL
ROETZ, ERICH PAUL
ROODZANT, STEVEN
EDWARD
ROSALES, ROBERT JOSEPH

ROSS, REY RAIL
ROYAL, GEOFFREY
STERLING
RUBEL, MICHAEL JON, JR.
RUDELLA, JOHN CHARLES
RUE, JOHN PAUL HARRIS
RUIZ, ANDREW MICHAEL
RUMPH, SAMUEL CONRAD,
11
RUSNAK, JOHN JOSEPH
RUSSELL, JONATHAN CARL
SABIN, GLEN EDWARD
SAHLIN, JOHN PATRICK
SAKRYD, GREGORY ALAN
SALING, MICHAEL SCOTT
SALONGA, COLLEEN CHRIS
SANFIELD, DAVID MICHAEL
SANTOMAURO, JOSEPH
MICHAEL, JR.
SANTO, CATHERINE
MENDOZA
SASSE, DOUGLAS WILLIAM,
I
SAUNDERS, AKANE
SAXTON, SAMANTHA JULIA
SAY, ANNE LORRAINE
SCANGO, KIMBERLEY
ELLEN
SCHARCK, TIMOTHY
ANDREW
SCHILKE, RICHARD ALAN
SCHLESINGER, DAVID
JOSEPH
SCHMIDT, ANDREW DAVID
SCHMIDT, KEVIN JAMES
SCHMIDT, THOMAS DAVID
SCHNEIDER, MICHAEL ERIC
SCHOWE, CYNTHIA ANN
SCHULTZ, JOHN PAUL
SCHULTZ, KARL ULRICH
SCHWARTZ, SUSAN
SCOTT, JEFFREY MICHAEL
SCRITCHFIELD, RICHARD
IRVIN JR
SEEBERGER, MICHAEL
SHEEHAN
SEIDENSTICKER, DANIEL
FRANKLIN
SEIPT, MATTHEW KARL
WILLIAMS
SELF, DOUGLAS LEO
SELFRIDGE, GREGORY
EUGENE
SEOANE, STEVEN MICHAEL
SEYFARTH, SCOTT ROBERT
SHAFFER, DAVID KIMBER
SHARPE, JOHN FORREST
SHIELDS, JONATHAN
JAMES
SHIN, DANIEL MINSOK
SHROPSHIRE, KENNETH
WAYNE JR
SHUMAN, MAXWELL
JENKINS
SIEBERT, ERIC WILLIAM
SILINSKY, KEITH RICHARD
SILVA, JUAN ALEJANDRO
SIMPSON, TYREL TROY
SINES, MARY BETH
SINGLETON, THOMAS WADE
SITES, CHARLES WILLIAM
SITTLOW, BRIAN LYNN
SIVILLO, VINCENT PATRICK
SKARIAH, SATISH
SKELLY, JOHN JAMES
SKINNER, QUINN DAVID
SLAIGHT, JAMES CARROLL
SLAKES, RICHARD JAY
SMART, KEVIN MICHAEL
SMART, SCOTT DAVID
SMITH, DAVID MICHAEL
SMITH, JACK GERARD
SMITH, JOSEPH PATRICK
SMITH, NATASHA LEIGH
SMITH, OTIS BENTON III
SMITH, QUWAN ANTHONY
SMITH, WALTER VINCENT
SMULLE, DAVID RENE
SNEERINGER, TIMOTHY
BERNARD
SNIDER, CHESLEY DAVID
SNYDER, CHAD
CHIRSTOPHER
SNYDER, CRAIG MATTHEW
SOHOVICH, ROBERT
MICHAEL
SOLBERT, TROY ALLEN
SOUZA, DAVID MICHAEL
SPENCER, MICHAEL TIPTON
SPICER, TIMOTHY CURTISS
SPRADLING, BROCK
ANDREW
SPRAGUE, STEPHEN OWEN
SPRUNGLE, JAMES ROBERT
111
SRAY, KAREN LYNNE
STANLEY, BRUCE RICHARD
JR
STAUD, JOSEPH MICHAEL
STAVISH, DAVID JOSEPH
STERBIS, CHRISTOPHER
JAMES

STEVENS, JOHN
DAVENPORT

STILL, JONATHAN LYLE

STILLEY, CHRISTOPHER
TOBIAS

STOPHA, JULIE ANN

STOREY, THOMAS DANIEL

STROUD, KEVIN JAY

STUBBLEFIELD, JOHN
MITCHELL

STULL, MICHAEL DAVID

SUBER, WILLIAM ERIC

SULLIVAN, FARRELL
JOSEPH

SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
THUOC

SULLIVAN, RICHARD
JAMES

SUMMERS, MICHAEL
PHILLIP

SUMNER, CHRISTOPHER
ANTHONY

SWEENEY, SHAWN PATRICK

SWEET, BRETT CAMERON

SWISHER, DOUGLAS LEE

TALBOT, KEVIN
CHRISTOPHER

TALICURAN, BRIAN
SALAMAT

TALLANT, SHANE PATRICK

TAN, JOHN TORIBIO

TANGNEY, PATRICK JOHN

TANKERSLEY, MARK
WARNER

TAPLIN, ANDREA
ELIZABETH

TAYLOR, SCOTT THOMAS

TEHAN, KEVIN GERHARD

TELLIER, AARON THOMAS

TESSIN, CRAIG RONALD

TESTERMAN, MATTHEW
ALLEN

THAYER, MATTHEW KIM

THIEL, MICHAEL JOSEPH

THOMAS, ROBERT SCOTT

THOMPSON, ROBERT
SAMUEL

THORP, JONATHAN
MACGREGOR

TIERNEY, JOHN ANTHONY

TILLMAN, SHANNON JAMES

TO, LUAN KIM

TODD, JEFFREY SCOTT

TOLG, JOHN DAVID

TOOLE, JAMES HUGH

TRANTHAM, JOEL CLAY

TRICHE, ERNEST JOSEPH
v

TROYER, SCOTT STEPHEN

TRUITT, JEFFREY JAMES

TSANGARIS, GEORGE
NICHOLAS

TULODIESKI, CHRISTIAN
MATTHEW

TURCO, KYLE TRAVIS

TURKOVICH, CHRISTOPHER
ANDREW

TUTTLE, MEGHAN
ISINGARD

TYMOSCHENKO, VOLODJA
AKIRA

UBIAL, KENNETH ARDONA

ULAK, ANDREW FRANK

ULISSEY, STACIA AGNES

ULMER, TIMOTHY MARK

VALLAZZA, LOURDES
PATRICIA

VALLHONRAT,
CHRISTOPHER LAWRENCE

VAN BUREN, EDWARD
MORRIS, IV

VAN NATTA, JACK RONALD

VAN SCHOONEVELD,
COURTNEY LEE

VANDEGRIFT, TODD
DOUGLAS

VANNOY, MARK
ALEXANDER

VERDUCCI, FRANK
MICHAEL, JR
VIDENA, JOHN RIVI RAMOS
VIERNES, CYNTHIA
DOMINGO
VIETOR, OLIVER
RANDOLPH
WILLEMEZ, LILLIAN LYNN
VINCENZO, FREDRICK
SALVATORE
WAGGONER, MEGAN JEAN
WAGGONER, WILLIAM
ROBERT
WAGLE, MATTHEW LYNN
WAGNER, DENNIS JAMES
WAHLIN, CHAD GORDON
WAIS, JAMES ROY, JR
WALDRON, JASON ERIC
WALKER, GARY ALAN
WALLACE, ARTHER
WILLIAM, JR
WALLACE, TANYA LYNN
WALTHALL, BRYAN
EDWARD
WALZ, CHARLES
FREDERICK, IV
WANDER, KJELL ANDREW
WARTELL, JASON DAVID
WASHBURN, TODD ANDREW
WATHEN, JASON THOMAS
WEBER, MATTHEW IAN
WEDERTZ, ROBERT
WILLIAM
WEEKS, TODD SINCLAIR
WEIDNER, GLENN ALAN, II
WEIS, ROBERT AARON
WELCH, MARK
CHRISTOPHER, SR
WELSH, MATTHEW HUNTER
WESLEY, CURTIS LEONUS,
JR
WESLEY, THOMAS WAYNE
WESSMAN, DEREK SCOTT
WHALEN, SCOTT RICHARD
WHITE, BEAUREGARD
MOSELEY
WHITE, BENJAMIN
WOODRIFFE
WHITEHEAD, DAVID GLENN
WHITELEY, RICHARD
STEFAN
WHITEWAY, JEFFREY
JENNINGS
WIENDL, JOSEPH ARTHUR,
v
WIESE, CLIFFORD TODD
WILLIAMS, ANDREW
GREGORY
WILLIAMS, CLAY GARRETT
WILLIAMS, ERNIE S.
WILLIAMS, JEROMY BOONE
WILLS, EDWARD JOSEPH
WILSON, CHEYENE DANIEL
WILSON, GREGORY JAMES
WINTER, ERIC STEVEN
WIRTH, CRAIG CAMERON
WISE, JONATHAN REDDING
WOLFERSBERGER,
MICHAEL TRENT
WOLFF, DENISE ELLEN
WOODRUFF, EUGENE
MATTHEW
WRIGHT, GEOFFREY
AUSTIN
WRYE, WALTER CLARK, IV
WYPYSKI, THOMAS PETER
YATES, JEFFREY BOYD
YEPEZ, LUIS ENRIQUE, JR
YORK, CHRISTOPHER PAUL
YOUNG, LAURENCE MARTIN
YOUNG, PATRICK EARL
YUN, JOSEPH JOOHO
ZAHNEN, KURT JACOB
ZALLNICK, TIFFANY MARIE
ZERPHY, MATTHEW DAVID
ZINK, MICHAEL FREDERICK

IN THE MARINE CORPS

THE NOMINATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES NAVAL
ACADEMY GRADUATES NAMED HEREIN FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN THE GRADE OF SECOND LIEUTENANT WHICH
WERE SENT TO THE SENATE ON 24 MAY 1993.

NAVAL ACADEMY MIDSHIPMEN
To be second lieutenant; permanent

ABRAHAM, ARNOUX
ALQUEZA, LODGERI
BALET, EDWARD W.
BARRANCO, JOHN B.
BARTON, ARA E.
BASIL, SHAWN A
BAULIG, DANIEL T
BERARDI, CLAY A.

BERNSTEIN, PAUL G|
BERRY, CHARLES T

BLAYLOCK, BRIAN R
BOLDEN, ANTHONY C.
BOWER, MATTHEW H.
BROWN, BENJAMIN J.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

BROWN, WILLIAM I.
BRUNNSCHWEILER.
BUTTERS, JUSTIN
CALERO, CARLOS A.
CAMPBELL, JOHN R,
CARNEVALE, ROBERT S.
CARPENTER, CLIFTON B,
CATLIN, CHRISTOPHER G.

CESTA, MICHAEL A.
CHATLOS, GEORGE C||
CHECKLEY, WINFIEL: g

CHO, MICHAEL M.
CLARK, CHRISTO!

CLEMENT, GARY A.M
COLEMAN, LAWRENCE
X...

BROWN, HENRY D.
BROWN, JULIE L.
BROWN, TERRAN E
An 7.

CONSTANT, DOUGLAS L.
CONWAY, SCOTT E.
COOPER, SCOTT A.
COTTRELL, SHOGO J |
CRAWFORD, LONNIE
CRESPIN, AARON L.
CREVIER, JUSTIN C.|
DEEN, JAMES D.
DELAZARO, STE
DEPUE, WILLIAM L.
DOBBINS, THOMAS M.
DOUGHTY, PETER M.

ELLIS, JAMES B,
ERWIN, JAMES E.
ESCAMILLA, CHR|
EWING, JOHN R.
FAGAN, KELLY
FAILS, ROBERT J.|
FALKENBACH, RO. w.
FARRINGTON, KEVIN M,
FITZPATRICK, ANDREW
GEE, GRACE S.
GORDON, PHIL.
GORE, THOMAS D.
GRAVES, CHRISTO
GRAY, JEREMY L,
GREENE, MICHAEL E.
GROTH, MICHAEL E.
HAGEN, TERRY D.
HALVERSON, JON L.
HAND, TERRANCE E.
HANNIGAN, CASEY E.
HARRIS, KEVIN C.
HERNANDEZ, ERIC L.
HERON, WINSTON A.
HETLAND, JON 8|
HILL, KARL E.
HIMELSPACH, EN J.
HITTLE, PATRICK R.
HOLLAND, AARON B.
HOLTON, ADAM Y
HOUTING, DANIEL
HUBER, MIKEL R.
JIMENEZ, WINST ;
JONES, CALEB L.%
KARCZEWSKI, NO; T J [l
KARN, THOMAS M.

KELLY, MATTHEW G.
KOHMUENCH, WILLIA
KOLICH, MATTHEW J.
KOROL, GEORGE L.
LARSON, BRENT L.
LEE, WALTER S.
LEGGETT, MAR
LEHMANN, ANDREW T.
LEWIS, BRANDON K.
LEWIS, TYSON C.

MANSFIELD, SHAWN
MARTIN, JON G.
MARUCCI, ANT J.
MAYBACH, JOSEPH E. [
MCCAULEY, TODD L. [J%¥
MCCULLEY, WILLIAM E. J998
MCDONIEL, PATRICK S. [J%l
MCGINNIS, MARK N. %98
MCMILLEN, MARIA S. %8
MCMILLON, CHESTER [
MCNULTY, EDWARD D. ¥
MEGOWN, CHARLES F. %
MIKKOLA, DAVID M. [
MILANETTE, RO T. [
MILES, AARON J. [P
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