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EXON] was added as a cosponsor of S.
1505, a bill to reduce risk to public safe-
ty and the environment associated
with pipeline transportation of natural
gas and hazardous liquids, and for
other purposes.

SENATE RESOLUTION 219

At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the
names of the Senator from Oklahoma
[Mr. INHOFE], the Senator from New
York [Mr. MOYNIHAN], the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. HOLLINGS],
and the Senator from Delaware [Mr.
ROTH] were added as cosponsors of Sen-
ate Resolution 219, a resolution des-
ignating March 25, 1996 as ‘‘Greek Inde-
pendence Day: A National Day of Cele-
bration of Greek and American Democ-
racy.’’

AMENDMENT NO. 3225

At the request of Mr. SANTORUM the
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land [Mr. CHAFEE] and the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. REID] were added as
cosponsors of amendment No. 3225 pro-
posed to S. 1541, a bill to extend, re-
form, and improve agricultural com-
modity, trade, conservation, and other
programs, and for other purposes.

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG his
name was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 3225 proposed to S.
1541, supra.

At the request of Mr. MCCAIN his
name was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 3225 proposed to S.
1541, supra.

AMENDMENT NO. 3277

At the request of Mr. HATCH the
names of the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
HARKIN] and the Senator from Ken-
tucky [Mr. MCCONNELL] were added as
cosponsors of amendment No. 3277 pro-
posed to S. 1541, a bill to extend, re-
form, and improve agricultural com-
modity, trade, conservation, and other
programs, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 3442

At the request of Mr. KOHL the name
of the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
LEVIN] was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 3442 proposed to S.
1541, a bill to extend, reform, and im-
prove agricultural commodity, trade,
conservation, and other programs, and
for other purposes.
f

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 41—RELATIVE TO THE
GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVER-
SITY

Mr. INOUYE submitted the following
concurrent resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judici-
ary:

S. CON. RES. 41
Whereas on February 9, 1821, the United

States Congress chartered Columbian Col-
lege (renamed The George Washington Uni-
versity in 1904);

Whereas President James Monroe signed
The George Washington University’s charter
and attended the University’s historic first
commencement ceremony;

Whereas Congress adjourned to join Presi-
dent Monroe for The George Washington
University’s first commencement ceremony;

Whereas in 1825 The George Washington
University added a medical curriculum with
facilities that throughout the following
years have contributed greatly to the Na-
tion, including conversion of its teaching in-
firmary into a military hospital during the
Civil War;

Whereas from that time forward, The
George Washington University’s medical fa-
cilities have provided treatment to patients
ranging from kings and presidents to the in-
digent and the homeless;

Whereas The George Washington Univer-
sity has in its 175 years contributed to the
educational, cultural, and political enrich-
ment of the Nation through its synergistic
associations with the Federal establishment
and its branches and agencies;

Whereas The George Washington Univer-
sity is now the largest higher education in-
stitution in the Nation’s capital, providing
educational services to some 19,000 under-
graduate, graduate, and professional stu-
dents annually;

Whereas The George Washington Univer-
sity has rendered continuing and exemplary
service to the country through the achieve-
ment of its educational mission; and

Whereas The George Washington Univer-
sity’s distinguished alumni hold prominent
positions in business, law, government, med-
icine, and the arts and sciences: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense
of the Congress that—

(1) The George Washington University has
been and continues to be of exceptional im-
portance to the Nation; and

(2) the importance of The George Washing-
ton University should be recognized and cele-
brated through regular ceremonies.

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak about my alma mater,
the George Washington University,
chartered by the Congress of the Unit-
ed States 175 years ago, on February 9,
1821.

Those of us who have a George Wash-
ington University degree—whether it
be in law, medicine, engineering, edu-
cation, business, or international af-
fairs—have reason to celebrate this oc-
casion. What was once merely a univer-
sity of convenience usefully located in
the Nation’s capital, has in our own
time taken its place among the pre-
mier institutions of higher learning in
the country.

Among this illustrious company, few
have had such unpromising beginnings.
Some universities come into being en-
dowed by land grants or can boast a
distinguished founder like a John Har-
vard or a Thomas Jefferson. The
George Washington University—or Co-
lumbian College, as it was called when
the Congress chartered it in 1821—owed
its origins to an obscure Baptist cler-
gyman named Luther Rice. Today, 175
years later, it has achieved a name rec-
ognition that is international in scope,
drawing students and scholars from all
quarters of the globe. The university
takes great pride in its distinguished
graduates, among them: John Foster
Dulles, J. William Fulbright, Gen.
Billy Mitchell, Gen. Colin Powell, Gen.
John Shalikashvili, and Jacqueline
Kennedy Onassis, to name a few.

I had the privilege of receiving my
law degree from the George Washing-

ton University. My experiences during
my legal studies were largely respon-
sible for my decision to enter public
life and run for elective office. I am
grateful that I had the opportunities
that come from studying and living in
the Nation’s capital as a young man.

It is with great pleasure that I sub-
mit today a resolution in celebration of
the 175th anniversary of the George
Washington University’s illustrious
role in our Nation’s academic and po-
litical lives.
f

SENATE RESOLUTION 225—REL-
ATIVE TO BOSNIA AND
HERZEGOVINA

Mr. ROBB submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 225
Whereas units of the Iranian Revolution-

ary Guards, including military trainers and
intelligence officers posing as humanitarian
relief officials, are still present in Bosnia-
Herzegovina;

Whereas the presence of the Revolutionary
Guards in Bosnia-Herzegovina violates the
peace accord initialed in Dayton, Ohio, on
November 21, 1995 and the subsequent treaty
signed in Paris, France, on December 14,
1995, which provide that all foreign volunteer
troops be withdrawn from Bosnia-
Herzegovina within 30 days of the signing of
the treaty, that is, January 13, 1996;

Whereas the commanders of the NATO Im-
plementation Force in Bosnia-Herzegovina
consider the activities of the Revolutionary
Guards in Bosnia-Herzegovina, including
their espousal and promotion of extremist Is-
lamic fundamentalism, to be one of the most
direct threats to the safety of United States
forces in Bosnia-Herzegovina;

Whereas the continued presence of the
Revolutionary Guards in Bosnia-Herzegovina
threatens long-term stability in the region;
and

Whereas the continuation of arms ship-
ments from Iran to Bosnia-Herzegovina
could preclude the United States from fulfill-
ing its promise of providing military equip-
ment and training to Bosnia-Herzegovina:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
that the President should—

(1) pursue all measures necessary, includ-
ing substantial diplomatic pressure on
Bosnia-Herzegovina, to expedite the with-
drawal from Bosnia-Herzegovina, of all for-
eign troops whose presence in Bosnia-
Herzegovina violates the peace accord ini-
tialed in Dayton, Ohio, on November 21, 1995,
and the subsequent treaty signed in Paris,
France, on December 14, 1995;

(2) bring in the United Nations a proposal
to ban Member States from importing Ira-
nian oil in order to pressure the Iranian Gov-
ernment into withdrawing the Iranian Revo-
lutionary Guards from Bosnia-Herzegovina;
and

(3) establish within the NATO Implementa-
tion Force in Bosnia-Herzegovina a multi-
national task force whose mission shall be, if
called upon, to locate and ensure the with-
drawal of the Revolutionary Guards from
Bosnia-Herzegovina.

∑ Mr. ROBB. Mr. President, under the
leadership of Adm. Leighton Smith,
the NATO Implementation Force has
made marked progress in war-torn
Bosnia and Herzegovina during the
first 2 months of Operation Joint En-
deavor.
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As an aside, I should mention that, as

a member of all three national security
committees, including Armed Services,
Foreign Relations, and Intelligence, I
am privy to significant amounts of
classified information related to
Bosnia. For the purpose of this open
discussion, however, I will refer solely
to information widely available in the
public record.

The news media report that much
has been accomplished so far in coming
to terms with the Dayton Peace Agree-
ment:

First, with only a few exceptions, the
Bosnian Serbs and the Muslim-Croat
Federation have observed the cease-
fire.

Second, the warring parties have
stepped back and are today in substan-
tial compliance with the 4-kilometer
zone of separation.

Third, the adversaries have removed
their heavy weapons to points that
pose no apparent of immediate threat
to our forces.

Fourth, the locations of roughly a
quarter of the estimated 3 million land
mines that plague Bosnia have been
identified. Still, this threat to security
remains one of the most troublesome—
as witnessed by the fact that more
than a dozen IFOR troops have been
killed or wounded by mines so far.

Fifth, freedom of movement along
Bosnia’s roads is returning to normal,
which is a requisite step to allowing
hundreds of thousands of refugees to
return to their homes.

In short, the Implementation Force
has taken the necessary first steps for
Bosnia and Herzegovina to get back on
its feet as a peaceful community in
this historically war-ravaged region of
Europe.

But, even with all of these NATO suc-
cesses, we must also recognize that all
has not gone according to plan. In fact,
there remains a clear danger to the
peacekeepers.

Today, according to published news
reports, there remains a band of about
200 Iranian revolutionary guards in
northern Bosnia, many apparently in
the United States sector. This band of
well-trained soldiers in well-named in
that they are Iran’s primary instru-
ment for exporting its Islamic revolu-
tion.

For more than 3 years, according to
the Reuters News Service, these revo-
lutionary guards have served primarily
as military advisers and commanders.
They reportedly draw their logistical
and other support from Iran’s Embassy
in Croatia. They have not only been
training a brigade of Bosnian Moslems
in military doctrine and tactics, they
have also been teaching them the te-
nets of radical, extremist Islamic fun-
damentalism, according to the Wash-
ington Post.

Moreover, their continued presence is
an indication of the Bosnian Moslem
government’s inability to comply with
the provision in the Dayton Peace
Agreement that mandates the expul-
sion of all foreign volunteer fighters in

Bosnia. This presence, combined with
Iran’s criticism of the Dayton Accord
as unjust to the Bosnian Moslems, is
cause for concern. Their presence
sounds the same alarm bells that we
failed to heed a decade ago in Lebanon,
with tragic consequences.

Those bells have tolled even louder in
the last few days. According to the
New York Times, an American who
uses the names Kevin Holt and Isa
Abdullah Ali has been sighted in
Bosnia. U.S. troops have been ordered
to arrest him as a possible suspect in
the 1983 bombing of the Marine bar-
racks in Beirut.

The Times also reports that the revo-
lutionary guards have increased their
surveillance of U.S. troop activities
and are suspected of planning attacks
against U.S. targets there. As a result,
NATO forces were put on a state of
alert on January 23. According to Sec-
retary of Defense William Perry, ‘‘We
will continue to maintain an alert.’’

U.S. commanders consider many of
the remaining revolutionary guards as
intelligence agents and terrorists.
There is speculation that they hope to
retaliate against the United States for
its Middle East and antiterrorism poli-
cies and that they further hope to be
able to sway the fragile balance of
American public opinion on Operation
Joint Endeavor.

When they believe the time is right,
they may try to disrupt our operations
and in turn, undermine the commit-
ment of the North Atlantic Alliance to
a peaceful settlement of the Balkans
conflict.

That is why they must not be allowed
to remain. At this point, the presence
of Iran’s revolutionary guards is the
single most significant, near-term
threat to Operation Joint Endeavor
and to lasting peace on the Continent.
Landmines will no doubt continue to
take their toll on the peacekeeping
force, but the revolutionary guards ap-
pear to have offensive, revolutionary
intent and that poses a real danger to
our troops.

That is why, today, I have submitted
a Senate resolution that calls for the
administration to take three distinct
actions:

First, it urges the administration to
continue to exert strong diplomatic
pressure on Bosnia and Herzegovina to
comply with the provision of the Day-
ton Accord that states ‘‘all foreign
Forces, including individual advisors,
freedom fighters, trainers, volunteers,
and personnel from neighboring and
other States, shall be withdrawn from
the territory of Bosnia and
Herzegovina.’’ We must make it clear
that, as Secretary of State Warren
Christopher has said, neither military
equipment and training nor economic
reconstruction assistance is forthcom-
ing until the Bosnian Moslem govern-
ment is ‘‘in compliance with the agree-
ment.’’

Second, it urges the President to
take to the United Nations the issue of
Iran’s revolutionary guards remaining

in Bosnia in defiance of the Dayton Ac-
cord. The members of that inter-
national body must weigh the evidence
and then take the appropriate action:
placing an international embargo on
all importation of Iranian oil until
that nation recalls all of its military
personnel stationed in Bosnia.

Third, it urges the administration to
establish an operational task force
from units of the Implementation
Force. Should diplomacy and sanctions
fail, it could be called upon to locate
and ensure the withdrawal of the Ira-
nian revolutionary guards from Bosnia.
As stated in the Dayton Accord, IFOR
troops are authorized to use necessary
force to ensure compliance. The mere
presence of a force specifically honed
to deal with the revolutionary guards
should give Iran both pause about ter-
rorist actions in Bosnia and further
motivation to withdraw them. To pre-
clude the possibility of mission creep,
any such task force would be deacti-
vated immediately upon completion of
the operation.

What is at risk if we do not expel the
Iranian revolutionary guards from
Bosnia and Herzegovina?

First and foremost, the lives of
American troops and other NATO sol-
diers working to secure a lasting peace
in Bosnia.

At risk is the security of such neigh-
boring nations as Macedonia, Albania,
and our NATO allies should the con-
flict spread further.

And at risk is an emerging security
architecture for a post-cold-war Eu-
rope.

Mr. President, I hope all of our col-
league can support this resolution. To-
gether, we must increase pressure on
the Bosnian Government to expel all
foreign volunteer soldiers and in par-
ticular, those from Iran. Together, we
must persuade the Government of Iran
that its continuing presence in Bosnia
and Herzegovina, as the United States
leads the effort to bring that nation to
peace, must come to an end—and now.∑
f

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED

THE AGRICULTURAL MARKET
TRANSITION ACT OF 1996

BROWN (AND BURNS) AMENDMENT
NO. 3443

Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
BURNS) proposed an amendment to
amendment No. 3184 proposed by Mr.
LEAHY to the bill (S. 1541) to extend, re-
form, and improve agricultural com-
modity, trade, conservation, and other
programs, and for other purposes; as
follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the follow-
ing:
SEC. . CLARIFICATION OF EFFECT OF RESOURCE

PLANNING ON ALLOCATION OR USE
OF WATER.

(a) NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM RESOURCE
PLANNING.—Section 6 of the Forest and
Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning
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