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grant proposals for various projects, she was
assured that such consultations—because of
the candor essential to the process—were
held in strict confidentiality. But in 1988,
one of her reviews was leaked to the press
and quickly found its way to a congressional
committee where she was pilloried as anti-
Semitic, based on a selective reading of pri-
vate comments removed from their proper
context. She was subsequently vindicated,
although the unfortunate affair proved not
to be at an end. After her appointment as
House Historian last year, these false and
preposterous changes were resurrected in
Congress and the major media made a par-
ticularly unseemly rush to judgment based
on her presumed guilt. Not surprisingly, her
summary dismissal followed, based on noth-
ing more than hearsay and a complete
misreading of the original incident in 1988.
Those in the Congress and the media respon-
sible for circulating these distortions owe
Dr. Jeffrey a profound apology.

We are gratified, once again, that Profes-
sor Jeffrey has finally received some justice.
The lessons to be drawn for the future, how-
ever, seem obvious: if scholars working in
government service are guaranteed anonym-
ity—an essential component in many profes-
sions—this must be respected by political
leaders and journalists. Otherwise, given the
sad experience of Mrs. Jeffrey, many aca-
demics will be understandably chary of ac-
cepting similar opportunities for public serv-
ice lest the same fate befall them.

ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE,
New York, NY, August 22, 1995.

Prof. CHRISTINA JEFFREY,
Department of Political Science and Inter-

national Affairs, Marietta, GA.
DEAR PROFESSOR JEFFREY: Thank you for

your letter. I, too, found our meeting in At-
lanta rewarding. I understand and appreciate
your explanation—and remorse—for what we
both agree were ill-considered, poorly chosen
remarks.

I want to assure you that, after examining
the facts and circumstances of the con-
troversy involving the ‘‘Facing History and
Ourselves’’ Holocaust curriculum, ADL is
satisfied that any characterization of you as
anti-Semitic or sympathetic to Nazism is en-
tirely unfounded and unfair.

Your clear repudiation of any form of Hol-
ocaust denial and your advocacy of Holo-
caust education demonstrate that the ‘‘Fac-
ing History’’ incident reflected neither an in-
clination to deny the reality of Nazi persecu-
tion of Jews nor anti-Semitism, but was sim-
ply a regrettable mistake.

I welcome your very useful suggestion for
a conference on Holocaust education at Ken-
nesaw State College, perhaps involving other
colleges in the area. ADL would be pleased to
act as a co-sponsor and to offer our resource
materials and guidance for such a worthy
proposal.

I commend your effort to set the record
straight and your appreciation of the need
for historical accuracy and for teaching the
lessons of the Holocaust. I hope this commu-
nication will help you to put the unfortunate
controversy behind you and allow you to
move ahead with your important educational
work.

Sincerely,
ABRAHAM H. FOXMAN,

National Director.

OUT OF SPOTLIGHT, REPUTATION RESTORED

(By Dick Williams)
For Newt Gingrich and his staff, the issue

of Dr. Christina Jeffrey was one of damage
control. For the press, it was a one-day
story. For the cynical, it was the allotted 15
minutes of fame for Jeffrey, an associate

professor of history at Kennesaw State Col-
lege.

For Jeffrey, her professor husband, Robert,
and their children, it was personal. The
events of January scarred her and damaged
the family reputation and finances. Today
she is asking—to use the words of former
Labor Secretary Ray Donovan—‘‘Where do I
go to get my reputation back?’’

It will be an uphill battle.
Jeffrey has been on a roller coaster. In the

excitement of Gingrich’s accession to speak-
er of the House, she was named House histo-
rian early this year. It was a plum, a career-
maker, for someone at a commuter college.
Then came the accusation that changed her
life. In 1986, while consulting for the U.S. De-
partment of Education, she criticized a jun-
ior high school course on the Holocaust.

‘‘The program,’’ she wrote then, ‘‘gives no
evidence of balance or objectivity. The Nazi
point of view, however unpopular, is still a
point of view and is not presented, nor is
that of the Ku Klux Klan.’’

In the shorthand of the press, that sen-
tence became her assertion that ‘‘the Nazi
point of view’’ wasn’t presented. If she had it
to do over again, you can bet she would
phrase her objections differently. To prop-
erly understand Nazism and the origins of
the Klan, students should understand the
forces that spawned them, the economy, the
resentments and the paranoia. To under-
stand how they came to be is to understand
how such perverse movements can be pre-
vented.

But Jeffrey’s text and context were lost to
the shorthand and the headlines. Major Jew-
ish groups were quick to condemn her, and
Gingrich was lightning quick in firing her.
She didn’t land in the U.S. Capitol; she ar-
rived in a revolving door that sent her spin-
ning back toward Georgia—her reputation
shredded in one day’s headlines around the
nation.

Fortunately, both Jeffreys were able to re-
gain the jobs they had quit to go to Washing-
ton. They lost a good deal of money in the
relocation, but they are on the mend. And
this week came vindication, though you had
to look hard to find it.

Abraham Foxman, director of the Anti-
Defamation League of B’nai B’rith wrote to
exonerate her. When she was dismissed, the
Anti-Defamation League had praised Ging-
rich, saying Jeffrey’s views were ‘‘misguided
and profoundly offensive.’’

Now Foxman says he agrees with Jeffrey
that her remarks were ill-considered and
poorly chosen, but he told The Washington
Post that if Gingrich gives her a job again,
the Anti-Defamation League would say,
‘‘God bless.’’

‘‘I want to assure you,’’ he said, ‘‘that after
examining the facts and circumstances of
the controversy involving the ‘Facing His-
tory and Ourselves’ Holocaust curriculum,
[the Anti-Defamation League] is satisfied
that any characterization of you as anti-Se-
mitic or sympathetic to Nazism is entirely
unfounded and unfair.’’

In a perfect world, such a letter would
right the good ship Jeffrey. But the story
was lost to the trial of Mark Fuhrman, air
attacks in Bosnia and Hillary Rodham Clin-
ton’s stern and stirring speech in China.

The story received no national play. The
truth is, the corrections never catch up with
the headlines, unless one has the resources of
Philip Morris.

Still, for Christina Jeffrey, her academic
reputation has been restored, even if the
views of the broader public will take longer
to change. She speaks now of ‘‘peace of
mind,’’ and—of course—a book. If she is suc-
cessful, she might get even in a lot of ways.∑

TAX-FREE LIQUIDATION LEGISLA-
TION FOR NOT-FOR-PROFIT COR-
PORATIONS

∑ Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, it is a
great pleasure to be an original cospon-
sor of S. 2141 introduced Friday by Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN. This legislation will
expand charitable giving by families
and businesses by permitting the tax-
free liquidation of closely-held corpora-
tions into tax-exempt charities and
foundations.

Voluntarism and charity are con-
cepts deeply imbedded in my personal
philosophy. At a time of shrinking Fed-
eral discretionary dollars, governments
on all levels, Federal, State, and local,
are forced to reduce spending through-
out their budgets. With the general de-
cline in Federal services, an increasing
burden is being shouldered by nonprofit
organizations and private citizens.
During this critical stage in restruc-
turing Government and returning flexi-
bility to our local communities, Con-
gress should do all that it can to en-
courage private philanthropic efforts.
By supporting legislation like S. 2141,
Government can assist charities in
helping those in need without increas-
ing Federal spending and contributing
further to our enormous deficit.

It is also important to note that
many organizations from the State of
Oregon and across the country are sup-
porters of the concept of this legisla-
tion. In the State of Oregon alone, the
Boys & Girls Clubs of Portland, the
Portland Art Museum, the Oregon
Health Sciences University, the Meyer
Memorial Trust, and the Catholic
Charities of Portland have all pro-
moted this type of legislation. ∑
f

SALLIE MAE PRIVATIZATION IN
OMNIBUS APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I am
pleased that the omnibus appropria-
tions bill includes provisions in title VI
that would privatize the Student Loan
Marketing Association, known as Sal-
lie Mae. This is the first time that a
major government-sponsored enter-
prise has been cut loose from its Fed-
eral moorings, and that is an impor-
tant precedent.

I began calling for Sallie Mae’s pri-
vatization in 1991, when I questioned
the high salaries it was paying its ex-
ecutives, and I raised concerns about
the organization’s intense and often-
deceptive lobbying against student
loan reforms. That did not seem appro-
priate for a government-created entity.

This is not the privatization bill that
I would have written. Untying the com-
pany’s ties to Federal taxpayers may
take years, longer than I believe is nec-
essary. Sallie Mae is not being required
to repay any significant amount to
taxpayers. It is true that a fee was im-
posed in 1993, but the company has
found a loophole to avoid paying a
large part of that fee, and the privat-
ization bill fails to close that loophole.

But despite these flaws, this is an im-
portant development, particularly in
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the larger context of improving govern-
ment. We can learn from this effort,
and I hope that my colleagues, in fu-
ture Congresses, will take a close look
at a bill I introduced with Senator
PRYOR recently, S. 2095, which pro-
motes a more rational and consistent
approach to government-sponsored en-
terprises and government corporations.

Mr. President, the Sallie Mae privat-
ization provisions include important
language designed to ensure that all
students have access to loans. The
Higher Education Act already requires
that student loan secondary markets
using tax-exempt bonds may not make
lending or loan-purchasing decisions
based on the borrower’s race, sex,
color, religion, national origin, age,
handicapped status, income, attend-
ance at a particular institution, length
of the borrower’s educational program,
or the borrower’s academic year. The
purpose of this rule is to ensure that
secondary markets do not use such fac-
tors as excuses for not effectively per-
forming the supportive functions for
which the markets have been allowed
to participate in the Federal student
loan program. Section 604 of the omni-
bus appropriations bill amends the
Higher Education Act to impose on
Sallie Mae the same service require-
ment that apply under current law for
tax-exempt secondary markets. This is
a important element of the privatiza-
tion legislation.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO ELIZABETH NOYCE
∑Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, a bright
light of optimism and benevolence in
Maine has been extinguished. I rise to
express my deep sadness and profound
sympathies to the family of Elizabeth
Noyce, a great Mainer and close friend
who has left an indelible mark on our
state and all those whose lives she
touched.

Elizabeth Noyce had achieved an al-
most legendary status in Maine—a goal
which ironically would have been the
furthest from her mind. She was an in-
credible and unique woman whose tre-
mendous loss is being felt throughout
the State. I take the floor today to
honor the memory of this woman who
gave so much to the place she loved
and asked so little in return.

What makes Betty Noyce special,
what endeared her to the people of
Maine was her humble, unassuming
style and unwavering commitment to a
better future. Her generosity was born
not of a quest for notoriety, but from a
deep and genuine devotion to our
State. A close friend said it simply and
said it best: ‘‘Maine was her passion.’’

Elizabeth Noyce did not grow up in
Maine—nor did she grow up in luxury.
But as so often happens during life’s
long journey, turns in the road brought
her to Maine—and Betty’s love affair
with the State kept her there. And al-
though she came to acquire money, she
never lost sight of the things that are
really important—family, friends, and
a commitment to leaving the world a
better place for having lived in it.

Betty Noyce has left our world, but
her incredible legacy will be forever.
She donated millions of dollars to
Maine hospitals, museums, and col-
leges—but for Betty, simply writing a
check was little payment on what she
felt she owed to her adopted home. She
also provided energy and leadership to
a host of civic, cultural, and State or-
ganizations—but even more impor-
tantly, she gave us pride in our place
and hope for a better future. Her en-
thusiasm was contagious—she made
you believe in a project and believe in
yourself. Betty invested more than
money—she invested her time and her
spirit and her energy. She was never a
distant figure behind wrought iron
gates— instead, she was a figure at the
local diner, just an ordinary person
taking a break from performing ex-
traordinary deeds.

Indeed, practically every aspect of
Maine’s society—from business, to
health care, education, arts and cul-
ture—was touched and enriched by her
generosity. Consider what she has
given just within the past couple of
years: $3 million toward the Barbara
Bush Children’s Hospital at Maine
Medical Center. $10,000 to help finance
a gun buyback program conducted by
the Portland Police Department. $1.3
million to the Cumberland County
Civic Center to fund improvements and
preserve its public name. $5 million to
the University of Maine; and excep-
tional art works to the Portland Mu-
seum of Art.

Most importantly, she worked to cre-
ate jobs, burnish the economies of
Portland and the entire State, and
make Maine a better place to live,
work, and raise a family.

In recent years, Betty increasingly
turned to what she called catalytic phi-
lanthropy. She measured the potential
success of a project in terms of how
many jobs would result and how much
Maine would be improved. She knew
that Mainers—proud and fiercely inde-
pendent—want most of all to work and
have the sense of self-worth and self-
sufficiency that come with an honest
day’s effort.

Some of her projects that put people
to work include: Starting a bank dedi-
cated to local investors and savers;
buying struggling office buildings; pur-
chasing a local bakery—Nissen Bak-
ing—that employed over 300 workers;
announcing plans for 24,000-square-foot
public market in underprivileged area
of Portland; unveiling plans for L.L.
Bean to open factory store in a former
5-and-10 building downtown.

One of the most remarkable things
about Betty Noyce—for all of her
wealth, for all the things she had seen
and done—was that she never became
cynical, never became jaded. It was the
simple things that gave her pleasure—
a good book, a walk on the beach, or
time spent next to the fireplace in the
face of a good old-fashioned nor’easter.
Perhaps it was because she was so com-
fortable with herself and what she
wanted from life that she shunned no-

toriety. Betty Noyce never wanted her
name on a building. She knew she was
making a difference in the lives of
Mainers, and that’s all the gratifi-
cation Betty ever needed.

Most of us in politics are here be-
cause we think we can improve the
human condition, and we hope to leave
a better America for the next genera-
tion. While Betty Noyce never held
public office, I think we would do well
to take a page from her book. At the
memorial, Owen Wells, Betty’s attor-
ney and friend, said: ‘‘To be given a for-
tune and accept it not as a stroke of
luck but a mission, as she did, rep-
resents a kind of moral fiber that is ex-
traordinary.’’ Indeed, she has set an ex-
ample for compassion and generosity of
spirit, and reminds all of us that we
have an obligation to make use of
whatever gifts we have to give.

I will always feel tremendous appre-
ciation and deep affection for Betty
and I will miss her very much. We will
never forget her kindness, her enthu-
siasm, and the exemplary way in which
she lived her life.∑
f

TELAMON ELECTRONICS MAKING
A DIFFERENCE

∑ Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
rise today to congratulate a successful
small business in my State, Telamon
Electronics, which will celebrate the
opening of its new offices on October 1,
1996 in Chino, CA.

Telamon, Nortel, and Pacific Bell
have forged a high technology business
alliance in Chino which has shown how
large and small businesses can work to-
gether effectively. Through their ef-
forts, Telamon has created over 30 new
high-technology jobs in one of the
southern California communities most
affected by the reduction in defense
spending. At a time when we are shift-
ing spending to the local level, these
partners have made it possible for the
California economy to benefit from
Telamon’s over $1 million in estimated
tax revenues. It is the highest sales tax
generator out of 2,100 businesses in the
city of Chino, which is located 35 miles
east of Los Angeles.

To foster employee growth, Telamon
Electronics offers its employees profit
sharing, rewards for suggestions, schol-
arships for their children, and edu-
cation grants for their professional
growth.

Telamon is enhancing its community
by enhancing its employees.∑
f

AMERICAN SCHOOLS AND
HOSPITALS ABROAD

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. I would like to con-
gratulate the Senator from Kentucky
for his leadership in shepherding the
Foreign Operations Assistance Appro-
priations bill to a successful resolu-
tion. This legislation deals with many
matters of importance to the United
States. The Senator deserves our grati-
tude for his untiring efforts to bring
about final enactment of this bill.
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