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HOT AIR BAKING ALASKA

e Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask
that the following article be printed in
the RECORD.

The article follows:

[From the Washington Times, June 9, 1995]

HOT AIR BAKING ALASKA
(By Alston Chase)

Our helicopter swooped down on a black
bear that was lazily grazing lush grass beside
a crystal clear mountain river. Around him,
I could see an intense green mosaic of mead-
ows and, beyond them, thick forests that
stretched to the skyline, where dark peaks
loomed through the mist.

I was flying over the Thorne River on
Prince of Wales Island in Southeast Alaska’s
Tongass National Forest—a stream that in
April the conservation group American Riv-
ers, claiming that ‘‘extensive logging’ would
harm ‘‘potentially threatened’ creatures,
designated one of the country’s ‘“‘most en-
dangered’ rivers.

But environmentalists, I discovered, had
things backward. Prince of Wales, which has
been extensively logged, is thriving. By con-
trast, more than 96 percent of the Tongass
remains untouched, yet is dying.

For more than a decade, various groups
have insisted that the Tongass, ‘‘America’s
rain forest,” is in deep trouble due to unprin-
cipled logging. I found that while this region
is indeed at risk, the culprit is
conservationism. The Thorne, in particular,
is flourishing.

Contrary to activist claims, the Forest
Service manages it as a ‘‘Scenic and Rec-
reational River” and plans no logging there,
except in a tiny portion of one tributary.
Where harvests are under consideration,
they would be prohibited within a half-mile
of any stream. And although 21 percent of
the drainage has already been logged—much
of it long ago—pink salmon runs have risen
from lows of 300 in the 1960s to highs of
350,000 in the 1990s.

This reveals what foresters know: that in
this land which annually receives 160 inches
of rain and where trees grow like weeds, log-
ging can be nature’s best friend. Properly
harvested, these forests could grow at the
rate of 1.35 billion board feet a year. But left
alone, they are dying. Meanwhile, the lack of
cutting ensures few recreational opportuni-
ties are available for ordinary people. Dotted
with muskeg swamps, littered with deadfall
and covered with a solid curtain of densely
packed trees, the land is nearly impen-
etrable. Only the super-rich can afford the
helicopters needed to reach camping and
fishing spots in its interior.

That is what makes Prince of Wales dif-
ferent. Thanks to logging, it is experiencing
phenomenal tree growth and has a wonderful
road and trail network that puts the lakes
and streams within reach of hikers.

Unfortunately, such accessibility dis-
pleases the scions of Grosse Point and the
Barons of the Beltway, whose largess and ap-
petite for power sustains the environmental
movement. These elite prefer to keep the
Tongass so remote its choice spots can only
be reached by qualified governmental au-
thorities or refined persons such as them-
selves, who have access to, or can afford,
guides and helicopters. So to make their
playground safe from democracy, they suc-
cessfully lobbied and litigated to reduce har-
vest plans until, today, cutting approaches
Zero.

Of the Tongass’ 17 million acres, 10 million
are forested, and of that 5.7 million are ac-
cessible for ‘‘commercial’’ forestry. In 1980,
federal legislation set aside around 1.6 mil-
lion of this as wilderness. After the 1990
Tongass Timber Reform Act and other con-
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servation measures, only 1.71 million was
left for logging. And 400,000 of that was sec-
ond-growth that could not be ready to cut
for 40 years. Now, the Clinton administration
has invoked the Endangered Species Act to
create Habitat Conservation Areas totaling
600,000 acres of the remainder for ‘‘poten-
tially endangered species.”’

Thus, of the Tongass’ 17 million acres,
600,000 is actually available for logging. In a
forest that grows more than a billion board
feet annually, loggers last year cut a mere
276 million. And as harvests plummet, mills
close and unemployment rises. In 1989, the
pulp mill in Sitka ran out of logs and closed
its doors, and last winter, the saw mill in
Wrangell went belly up for the same reason.
And while Alaska’s congressmen promise to
open the forest, the citizens of this region
are not optimistic. They have heard that
kind of talk before.

Citizens of the Tongass are victims of
phoney science that supposes mythical ‘‘eco-
system health’ is more important than peo-
ple; of preservation laws that provide lush
grazing for activist attorneys; of shark pack
activists who ride piggyback on each others’
media campaigns, repeating half-truths until
the public believes them; of federal subsides
to groups who sue ‘‘to protect the environ-
ment;”’ of public ignorance and activist prop-
aganda; of media arrogance and govern-
ment’s inexorable urge to grow.

They wonder when America will learn the
truth: that without logging, trees die and
people suffer. Without logging, the Tongass
will remain an exclusive preserve of the af-
fluent or anointed, who don’t deserve it.

They know this is a national outrage. But
they wonder: Does anyone in Washington
care?e

———

THE DISASTER VICTIMS CRIME
PREVENTION ACT OF 1995

e Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, shortly
after the Senate returns from the
Fourth of July recess, I plan to intro-
duce the Federal Disaster Preparedness
and Response Act of 1995. This bill will
be very similar to the measure I of-
fered in the 103d Congress with Senator
GLENN and GRAHAM of Florida.

It is very appropriate to announce
my intention to reintroduce this legis-
lation as we debate the conference re-
port on the supplemental disaster bill.
We are all aware of the tremendous
costs incurred during a natural dis-
aster. What many of us are unaware of
is the need to combat fraud against
victims of Federal disasters. The legis-
lation I plan to introduce would make
it a Federal crime to defraud persons
through the sale of materials or serv-
ices for cleanup, repair, and recovery
following a federally declared disaster.

Because of instant media coverage of
the destruction caused by these cata-
strophic events, we are able to see
first-hand the concern of others, such
as Red Cross volunteers passing out
blankets and food and citizens travel-
ling hundreds of miles to help rebuild
strangers’ homes.

Despite the outpouring of public sup-
port that follows these catastrophes,
there are unscrupulous individuals who
prey on trusting and unsuspecting vic-
tims. This measure would criminalize
some of the activities undertaken by
these unprincipled people whose sole
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intent is to defraud hard-working men
and women.

Every disaster has examples of indi-
viduals who are victimized twice—first
by the disaster and later by uncon-
scionable price hikes and fraudulent
contractors. In the wake of the 1993
Midwest flooding, Iowa officials found
that some vendors raised the price of
portable toilets from $60 a month to $60
a day! In other flood-hit areas, carpet
cleaners hiked their prices to $350 per
hour, while telemarketers set up tele-
phone banks to solicit funds for phony
flood-rated charities.

Nor will television viewers forget the
scenes of beleaguered South Floridians
buying generators, plastic sheeting,
and bottled water at outrageous prices
in the aftermath of Hurricane Andrew.

After Hurricane Iniki devastated the
Island of Kauai, a contractor promising
quick home repair took disaster bene-
fits from numerous homeowners and
fled the area without completing prom-
ised construction.

While the Stafford Natural Disaster
Act currently provides for civil and
criminal penalties for the misuse of
disaster funds, it fails to address con-
tractor fraud. To fill this gap, my legis-
lation would make it a Federal crime
to fraudulently take money from a dis-
aster victim and fail to provide the
agreed upon material or service for the
cleanup, repair, and recovery.

The Stafford Act also fails to address
price gouging. Although it is the re-
sponsibility of the States to impose re-
strictions on price increases prior to a
Federal disaster declaration, Federal
penalties for price gouging should be
imposed once a disaster has been de-
clared. I am pleased to incorporate in
this measure an initiative Senator
GLENN began following Hurricane An-
drew to combat price gouging and ex-
cessive pricing of goods and services.

There already is tremendous coopera-
tion among the various State and local
offices that deal with fraud and con-
sumer protection issues and it is quite
common for these fine men and women
to lend their expertise to their col-
leagues from out-of-State during a nat-
ural disaster. This exchange of experi-
ences and practical solutions has cre-
ated a strong support network.

However, a Federal remedy is needed
to assist States when a disaster occurs.
There should be a broader enforcement
system to help overburdened State and
local governments during a time of dis-
aster. The Federal Government is in a
position to ensure that residents with-
in a federally declared disaster area do
not fall victim to fraud. Federal agen-
cies should assist localities to provide
such a support system.

In addition to making disaster-re-
lated fraud a Federal crime, this bill
would also require the Director of the
Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy to develop public information mate-
rials to advise disaster victims about
ways to detect and avoid fraud. I have
seen a number of anti-fraud material
prepared by State consumer protection
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offices and believe this section would
assist States to disseminate anti-fraud
related material following the declara-
tion of a disaster by the President.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues in enacting this legisla-
tion.e

———
THE UNITED NATIONS AT 50

e Mr. SARBANES. Mr. President, 50
years ago this week in San Francisco,
the U.N. Charter was opened for signa-
ture. After some 9 weeks of negotia-
tions, as World War II was drawing to
a close, representatives from 50 coun-
tries unanimously adopted the charter.
On the 24th of October 1945, the charter
came into force, and the United Na-
tions was effectively born.

During this, the 50th anniversary
year of the United Nations, I am deeply
concerned that, rather than cele-
brating its endurance, we are wit-
nessing a disturbing series of attacks
upon it. Ironically, these attacks come
at a challenging time for the United
Nations. For now, with the end of the
cold war, the United Nations has a gen-
uine opportunity to function as it was
intended to at the end of World War II.

For many years, a constant Soviet
veto in the Security Council effectively
neutralized the United Nations. Be-
tween 1946 and 1970, for example, the
Soviet Union vetoed Security Council
actions more than 100 times before the
United States even cast its first veto.

But the United States chose to per-
severe within the existing U.N. frame-
work. Even when casting their votes in
1945 to support ratification of the U.N.
Charter, Senators recognized the chal-
lenging agenda faced by the United Na-
tions in the years ahead. Senator
Mead, a Democrat from New York, of-
fered the following admonition:

The Charter is not a key to utopia. Words
written upon paper have no power in and of
themselves to alter the course of events. It is
only the spirit of men and nations behind
those words which can do that.

Today we continue to face the ques-
tion: What kind of spirit do we wish to
guide our discussion of the United Na-
tions in 1995?

There are two sharply contrasting di-
rections in which our discussion of the
United Nations can proceed. One is tan-
tamount to withdrawing U.S. support
from the United Nations by constantly
searching out ways of undermining and
weakening the institution. Unfortu-
nately there are legislative proposals
before this Congress which would move
in this direction. Alternatively, we
could apply our energies toward ensur-
ing that the United States plays a key
role in reforming and strengthening
the United Nations as we prepare to
enter a new century. I strongly believe
that the hope of building a peaceful
and prosperous world lies in choosing
the latter course.

There have been times in our history
when Americans believed that we could
go it alone and simply ignore conflicts
and problems originating in other parts
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of the world. Indeed, isolationist senti-
ment succeeded in preventing the
United States from joining the League
of Nations at the end of World War I,
despite the fact that President Wood-
row Wilson was its leading architect.

Those who labored in San Francisco
and elsewhere to create the United Na-
tions half a century ago learned from
the mistakes of their predecessors with
respect to the League of Nations. Par-
ties to the initial negotiations at
Dumbarton Oaks on establishing a
United Nations, and to later prepara-
tions in San Francisco, insisted, for ex-
ample, that the U.N. organization rec-
ognize the reality of great powers by
granting significant authority to a Se-
curity Council. In that Council, the
United States and other major powers
were given the veto power—thereby en-
suring that the United Nations could
not undertake operations which United
States opposed. In recognition of the
leadership role taken by the United
States in building the United Nations,
New York was later chosen to serve as
U.N. headquarters.

Ensuring responsible U.S. engage-
ment within the United Nations in 1995
remains nearly as demanding as in
1945. Much of the advice offered by Sen-
ator Gurney, a Republican from South
Dakota, to his Senate colleagues in
1945 rings true today:

. . . let me caution that after our almost
unanimous vote for the Charter today we
cannot merely sit back and feel and say,
“BEverything is fixed now, everyone is safe.”
No; our people are entitled by their sacrifices
in this war and others to more than that. We
and all other nations must give the Charter
organization the all-out support of all our
people—sincere, honest support, continuing
for years to come—in order that this world
organization may be a growing, living in-
strumentality, capable of handling world
problems in a fair and effective way.

Even as we mark the United Nation’s
first 50 years, we must look to the
challenges of a new century. In past

decades, others designed the United
Nations, drafted the charter, passed
the enabling legislation, and per-

severed throughout the cold war. The
task facing us in this decade is to as-
sist the United Nations to adapt to the
end of the cold war and to a new cen-
tury. The need for a United Nations re-
mains clear, for, as Madeleine
Albright, the U.S. representative to the
United Nations, has commented:

The battle-hardened generation of Roo-
sevelt, Churchill and De Gaulle viewed the
U.N. as a practical response to an inherently
contentious world; a necessity not because
relations among states could ever be brought
into perfect harmony, but because they can-
not.

This sense of realism seems absent
from many of the current discussions
of the United Nations. While many rail
about the deficiencies of the United
Nations, they have not proposed a via-
ble alternative to the United Nations.
If we look back at the debate 50 years
ago, we see that Senators recognized
the necessity of U.N. membership part-
ly because they acknowledged the ab-
sence of an alternative.
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While the United Nations work for
peace and prosperity has never been
easy, current challenges to peace have
grown more complex partly because
the nature of the conflicts the United
Nations is asked to address has
changed. Complex interethnic conflicts
are resurfacing after having been sup-
pressed. Guerrilla warfare is increas-
ingly conducted by warring factions
who do not respond to political or eco-
nomic pressure. Conflict is frequently
within borders and involves militias
and armed civilians who lack discipline
and clear chains of command. Disputes
often take place without clear front
lines. The fact that combatants often
target civilians leads to increasing
numbers both of displaced persons and
refugees.

In an effort to address such conflicts,
the United Nations has expanded its
operational responsibilities. As a re-
sult, U.N. peacekeeping missions have
been deployed in places like Somalia or
Rwanda where personnel must grapple
with the fact that no effective state
structure exists. In many trouble
sports, the police and judiciary have
collapsed, and general banditry and
chaos prevail. Government assets have
been destroyed and stolen; experienced
officials have been Kkilled or forced to
flee the country. These realities are
forcing the U.N. personnel to recon-
sider their terms of reference and to
grapple with inadequate mandates. The
truth is that the United Nations has
been asked to handle some of the most
uncertain, intractable, and dangerous
cases of conflict.

Clearly, the United Nations must be
practical about the limits of its peace-
keeping and must not undertake ef-
forts that will drain U.N. resources
without achieving the mission’s goals.
It is frustrating not to be able to re-
solve all the many conflicts on the
international agenda, but do we aban-
don the United Nations if it cannot
completely and successfully solve
every problem in our world? Few insti-
tutions dealing with such complex
matters (or for that matter much sim-
pler ones) have 100-percent success
records.

In 1945, President Truman made an
observation that is relevant to the cur-
rent examination of U.N. peacekeeping
efforts. He said,

Building a peace requires as much moral
stamina as waging a war. Perhaps it requires
even more, because it is so laborious and
painstaking and undramatic. It requires un-
dying patience and continuous application.
But it can give us, if we stay with it, the
greatest reward that there is in the whole
field of human effort.

I believe Americans recognize the
wisdom of President Truman’s words
and want to do their part; the United
Nations is one means by which they
can do so.

While U.N. peacekeeping has recently
been the focus of attention, much of
the United Nations work takes place in
other areas. Less in the spotlight are
the steadfast efforts of U.N. agencies
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