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on Wednesday, February 15, will pro-
vide a forum for various witnesses to
discuss cost/benefit analysis, regu-
latory accounting, and risk analysis.

The hearing will be held in the Sen-
ate Dirksen Office Building, SD–342,
from 9:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m.

For further information, please call
Paul Noe at (202) 224–4751.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL RE-
SOURCES, SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, AND COMMITTEE
ON APPROPRIATIONS, SUBCOMMITTEE ON EN-
ERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I
would like to announce for the public
that a joint hearing has been scheduled
before the Subcommittee on Energy
Research and Development of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources and the Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Water Development of the
Committee on Appropriations.

The hearing will take place Tuesday,
February 28, 1995, at 9:30 a.m. in room
SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building in Washington, DC.

The purpose of this hearing is to re-
view the findings of the Task Force on
Alternative Futures for the Depart-
ment of Energy National Laboratories.

Those wishing to submit written
statements should write to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, U.S. Senate, Washington, DC
20510. For further information, please
call David Garman at (202) 224–7933 or
Judy Brown at (202) 224–7556.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public
that a hearing has been scheduled be-
fore the full Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources on S. 395, the Alaska
Power Administration Sale Act, in-
cluding title II, the Trans-Alaska Pipe-
line Amendment Act of 1995.

The hearing will take place on
Wednesday, March 1, at 9:30 a.m. in
room SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building in Washington, DC.

Those wishing to testify or who wish
to submit written statements should
write to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources, U.S. Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510. For further informa-
tion, please call Andrew Lundquist at
(202) 224–6170.

f

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND
FORESTRY

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry be allowed to meet during the
session of the Senate on Tuesday, Feb-
ruary 14, at 9:30 a.m., in SR–332, to dis-
cuss what regulatory reforms will help
strengthen agriculture and agri-
business.

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

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tee on Armed Services be authorized to
meet at 9:30 A.M. on Tuesday, February
14, 1995, in open session, to receive tes-
timony from the unified commanders
on their military strategies, oper-
ational requirements, and the defense
authorization request for fiscal year
1996, including the future years defense
program.

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

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

Mr. CRAIG. 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, February 14, 1995, at 10
a.m. to hold a hearing on foreign policy
overview and the State Department fis-
cal year 96 budget presentation.

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

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs be authorized to
meet on Tuesday, February 14, 1995, be-
ginning at 9:30 a.m., in room 485 of the
Russell Senate Office Building on the
fiscal year 1996 budget.

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

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary, be au-
thorized to meet during a session of the
Senate on Tuesday, February 14, 1995,
at 9 a.m. in Senate Dirksen room 226,
on Federal crime control priorities.

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works be granted
permission to meet Tuesday, February
14, 1995, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a hear-
ing on the Reauthorization of the
Water Resources Development Act and
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ fis-
cal year 1996 budget request.

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

STATEMENT ON THE INTRODUC-
TION OF S. 395, ALASKA POWER
ADMINISTRATION SALE ACT

∑ Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, yester-
day, Senator MURKOWSKI and I intro-
duced legislation to authorize and di-
rect the Secretary of Energy to sell the
Alaska Power Administration’s two
hydroelectric projects and terminate
the Alaska Power Administration; and
to permit the export of Alaskan North
Slope crude oil carried on U.S. flag ves-

sels. I urge my colleagues to join in
support of this legislation.

For Senators who are less familiar
with the Alaska Power Administration,
it is a unit of the U.S. Department of
Energy. The Alaska Power Administra-
tion has had the responsibility for op-
eration, maintenance, transmission,
and power marketing for the two Alas-
kan Federal hydroelectric projects,
Eklutna and Snettisham, which were
authorized to encourage economic and
industrial development in Alaska. Con-
gress never intended that Snettisham
and Eklutna would remain under Fed-
eral control. And, as this is an issue
that I have worked on for many years,
I am glad that the present administra-
tion supports the Federal divestiture of
these two projects and the termination
of the Alaska Power Administration
upon completion of the sales.

This legislation includes significant
improvements over previous proposed
legislation. The sales of the projects
will proceed under the terms of two
separate purchase agreements that pro-
vide and require transition plans for
the Federal employees of the projects,
including but not limited to Federal
employee benefits for Alaska Power
Administration employees, delineation
of responsibilities of the purchasers
and the sellers through the transition
to new ownership, protection for
nonpower users of project lands and
water, and environmental management
plans. Additionally, the projects, in-
cluding future modifications, will con-
tinue to enjoy their exemption from
the requirements of the Federal Power
Act.

Our legislation will also amend the
Trans-Alaska Pipeline Authorization
Act to permit the export of Alaskan
North Slope crude oil. As I have said
before, this vital legislation will create
jobs around the Nation and increase oil
production in Alaska and California. It
will also ensure the continued survival
of the independent U.S. tanker fleet
manned by U.S. crews, and thus en-
hance our national security while
eliminating an injustice that for too
long discriminated exclusively against
the citizens of Alaska. With the admin-
istration’s support, we intend to move
this bill as quickly as possible to begin
creating jobs, spurring energy produc-
tion, and preserving our independent
tanker fleet.

Congress enacted the original export
ban shortly after the commencement of
the Arab-Israeli war and the first oil
boycott in 1973. The original intent of
the law was to enhance energy secu-
rity, but today it actually threatens
our energy security by discouraging
energy production and creating unnec-
essary hardships for the struggling do-
mestic oil industry. In 1994, for the
first time in history, more than half
the oil used in the United States was
imported. Imports in 1994 accounted for
50.4 percent of domestic demand, and it
is the decline in domestic production
that has led to higher imports. Most
North Slope crude oil is delivered to
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the west coast, especially California,
on U.S. flag vessels. The export ban
drastically reduces the market value of
the oil and creates an artificial surplus
on the west coast. This depresses the
production and development of both
North Slope crude and the heavy crude
produced by small independent produc-
ers in California.

Our legislation would go a long way
toward helping to revive the domestic
oil industry, create American jobs, and
preserve our U.S. tanker fleet. In June
1994, the Department of Energy re-
leased a comprehensive report which
concluded that Alaskan oil exports
would boost production in Alaska and
California by at least 100,000 barrels per
day by the end of the decade. The De-
partment also concluded that exports
of this oil on U.S. flag ships would help
create as many as 25,000 new jobs and
generate hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in new State and Federal revenues.
Our legislation would require the use of
U.S. flag ships to carry the exports,
meaning that, in general, the ships
which carry this oil today will con-
tinue to do so in the future.

Mr. President, I emphasize that this
legislation will increase jobs for Amer-
icans. It will help small businesses by
permitting the oil market to function
normally. It will help keep U.S. seamen
employed in a U.S. tanker fleet. It will
slow the decline of production of North
Slope crude oil and encourage produc-
tion in California, which will, in turn,
help to salvage our energy security. Fi-
nally, it will help to eliminate an in-
justice which has unfairly discrimi-
nated against Alaska’s citizens for too
long. We urge the administration to
join with us to help move this legisla-
tion as quickly as possible.∑
f

FIRST WOMAN PILOT IN SPACE

∑ Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President, it is
with great pleasure that I rise today to
recognize the achievements of Air
Force Lieutenant Colonel Eileen Marie
Collins, a native of Elmira, NY. On Fri-
day, February 3, Lt. Col. Collins be-
came the first woman to pilot a NASA
space shuttle. As pilot on the Discovery,
Col. Collins’ main duty was to operate
and maintain the engines, battery-pow-
ered hydraulic system, and electrical
system. As we all saw, the Discovery
rendezvoused with the Russian space
station Mir, another historic achieve-
ment on this flight. The Discovery’s 8-
day flight is the first of eight missions
NASA hopes to carry out this year.

Colonel Collins began taking flying
lessons at the age of 19 while studying
mathematics and science at Corning
Community College, in Corning, NY.
She holds a bachelor of arts degree in
mathematics and economics from Syr-
acuse University. After graduating in
1979 from Air Force undergraduate
pilot training at Vance Air Force Base
in Oklahoma, she became an instructor
on T–38 and C–141 aircraft. From 1986 to
1989 she taught mathematics at the Air
Force Academy and continued as a

flight instructor. It was in 1990, while
she was attending the Air Force Test
Pilot School at Edwards Air Force
Base in California, that NASA selected
her to be an astronaut.

Now Colonel Collins joins the ranks
of other astronauts from New York
such as Mario Runco, Jr., and Ronald
J. Grabe. I congratulate her for this
great milestone in her career, and wish
her success in all future endeavors.∑
f

THE SURGEON GENERAL
NOMINATION

∑ Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, as
most of my colleagues know, I have
generally held the view that a Presi-
dent is entitled to the nominees of his
choice, and the Senate’s constitutional
role of advice and consent is an inher-
ently limited one.

At least until the Supreme Court
nomination of Judge Robert Bork, it
seemed to me that matters of ideology
and politics should not figure promi-
nently into the Senate’s calculation
when it reviewed a President’s nomi-
nees. That standard may have been ir-
revocably transformed by the still-
painful memories of the Bork nomina-
tion, but I think it still applies to less
consequential presidential nomina-
tions.

Now that the White House is em-
broiled in yet another embarrassing
battle over one of its nominees, it is at-
tempting to raise the specter of unfair,
ideologically driven opposition. Caught
in a self-made web of contradictory
statements and blatant falsehoods, the
administration is now asserting that
concerns about Dr. Henry Foster, its
nominee for Surgeon General of the
United States, are motivated entirely
by moral conservatism, all engineered
by the ‘‘religious right.’’

This smokescreen is an insult to the
intelligence of every Member of this
body.

Since when are ACT–UP and the Na-
tional Organization for Women consid-
ered rightwing zealots? Yet both these
organizations have serious reservations
about Dr. Foster’s record. I imagine
that the Democratic Senators who
have expressed misgivings about this
botched nomination would be amused
to hear themselves described as hard-
line conservatives—agents of the reli-
gious right, no less. Yet that is what
the White House wants us to believe.

Perhaps a little history is in order to
set the record straight.

Ever since the President’s nomina-
tion of Dr. Foster as Surgeon General,
we have been subjected to yet another
round of White House credibility bingo.
When Senator KASSEBAUM first asked
about Dr. Foster’s abortion practices,
the White House responded that he had
performed only one. Then Dr. Foster
announced that the number was ‘‘under
a dozen.’’ Then 55 and 700 abortions
popped up in public accounts of Dr.
Foster’s research on abortion-related
procedures. Now, Dr. Foster has called
bingo at 39.

One doesn’t have to be against abor-
tion to find it troubling that a nominee
can’t get his story straight about how
many of them he has performed. After
all, we’re not talking about how many
M&M’s the man has eaten in his life-
time.

But the White House credibility
game gets worse. Last weekend, it was
disclosed that Dr. Foster also per-
formed experimental sterilizations on
severely retarded women. Leaving
aside the serious issues of privacy
rights and medical ethics which these
incident raise, it is again troubling
that neither the White House nor its
nominee found them significant
enough to mention at the outset. Per-
haps they hoped no one would find out.

Mr. President, more is at issue here
than one nominee. Because of this ad-
ministration, we are struggling to sal-
vage the public respect and dignity of
the position of Surgeon General. Over
the last 2 years, our Nation has been
forced to sit and watch as this once-re-
spected office was made an object of
ridicule by the actions and remarks of
the previous appointee. We cannot
allow that to happen again—before or
after a nominee is confirmed.

The White House just can’t figure out
that the business of the Surgeon Gen-
eral is public health—not politics. It is
about fighting serious diseases and
health risks, not promoting some left-
wing, politically correct agenda. After
the embarrassing controversies and ul-
timate removal of Dr. Joycelyn Elders,
one would think the White House had
finally learned its lesson.But this is
one administration that never quite
seems to get it.

The Nation’s advocate for public
health does not have a large staff at his
or her disposal, or a large budget. In-
stead, the primary asset which a Sur-
geon General must use in protecting
the public’s health is the public’s trust.
If a Surgeon General is regarded as
untrustworthy or ill-equipped by the
public, that Surgeon General will be
unable to perform his or her job in any
meaningful way.

That is why the issue of credibility is
so fundamental to this particular nom-
ination. And on the question of credi-
bility, this nominee has a serious prob-
lem—one which has been compounded
by severe incompetence at the White
House. As stated in a February 10 edi-
torial in the New York Times:

Misleading statements by candidates for
high position simply cannot be condoned
* * *. [T]he Administration put out false in-
formation on the number of abortions per-
formed by Dr. Foster * * *. [B]oth he and the
Administration made it look as if their ac-
counts were unreliable or designed to mask a
more troubling history.

Rather than admit the plain facts,
the administration now wants to turn
this nomination into a holy war over
abortion. That is a gross distortion of
reality and an evasion of the White
House’s responsibility for its negligent
handling of this nomination.
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