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the true spirit of our great Nation. In
the wake of unspeakable pain and ad-
versity, there came extraordinary acts
of heroism, compassion, and volunta-
rism. There came a unity of purpose
and strength of faith few would have
believed possible.

We were moved beyond words by the
outpouring of help and assistance
which came without solicitation from
friends far and wide, from caring indi-
viduals, public servants, private orga-
nizations, and communities throughout
Oklahoma and throughout America.
We were reminded what a truly great
country this is and how blessed we are
here in the land of the free and the
home of the brave.

On behalf of all of us in Oklahoma,
thank you, America. Thank you for
helping. Thank you for caring. Thank
you for being there in this most dif-
ficult time of need.

Nothing anyone can do will erase the
indelible scars, pain, and loss that in-
nocent citizens in our State have suf-
fered. But the memories of the gen-
erosity and compassion displayed by so
many will live in our hearts forever.e

Mr. DOLE. Let me now yield to my
distinguished colleague from Illinois.

Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. I thank the
Senator.

I join my colleague, the majority
leader, in his prayers for the families of
the victims of the Oklahoma City
bombing and the entire American fam-
ily for the great tragedy that event
caused to all of us.

——————

REMEMBERING THOSE WHO LOST
THEIR LIVES IN BOSNIA

Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. At this time,
Mr. President, I also call upon my col-
leagues and the American people to
offer a prayer in behalf of the late Sec-
retary of Commerce, Ron Brown, and
the 34 others who died with him that
tragic day in Bosnia. They were serv-
ing our Nation. They were pursuing the
goals of peace, and their deaths all
came too soon. Because of those losses,
as a country we have lost so much.

I appreciate the majority leader giv-
ing us this opportunity to express our
great sympathy and condolences to
their families and again to give us a
chance to reaffirm the mission; that
they have all given their lives in pur-
suit of the higher goals of our Nation.

Thank you very much, Mr. President.
I yield the floor.

Mr. DOLE. I now ask, in response to
the statement by my colleague from Il-
linois, that we now observe a moment
of silence in honor of the memory of
Ron Brown and others who died in that
tragic accident.

[A period of silence.]

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. KERREY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BURNS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. KERREY. Mr. President, is the
order morning business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. We are in morning busi-
ness, but the first part of morning busi-
ness is controlled by the Senator from
Georgia, Senator COVERDELL.

Several Senators addressed
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. KERREY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak for 5 min-
utes in morning business.

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

Several Senators addressed
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
wonder if following the Senator, I
could speak for 4 minutes in morning
business?

Mr. COVERDELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I say to the
Senator from Alaska, we have people
trying to catch aircraft. Is it an abso-
lute necessity he have the time? Other-
wise, on the time we control, I am try-
ing to accommodate people who are
trying to catch aircraft, so I cannot re-
linquish and relinquish. Does that cre-
ate a problem for my colleague?

Mr. MURKOWSKI. What is the order
of business, if I may ask the Chair?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
order of business at the present time is
we are in morning business and the
Senator from Nebraska, under a pre-
vious order, has 5 minutes.

Mr. COVERDELL. Parliamentary in-
quiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

Mr. COVERDELL. Is it not true the
Senator from Georgia has control of 1
hour and 15 minutes?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

Mr. COVERDELL. We relinquished 5
minutes to the Senator from Nebraska.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct. The Senator from Nebraska is
recognized.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. The Senator from
Alaska has asked for 4 minutes fol-
lowing the Senator from Nebraska.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. COVERDELL. Reserving the
right to object, I am going to grant the
4 minutes, but I want it to be known
that I will ask to recover these 10 min-
utes at the end of it, because we have
people who are lined up. Again, I am
trying to accommodate people, so this
will be the last I will acknowledge.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the time will not be taken
out of the time of the Senator from
Georgia.
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The Senator from Nebraska is recog-
nized.

———

IRAN-BOSNIA

Mr. KERREY. Mr. President, I rise to
discuss the investigation which the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence has un-
dertaken at the majority leader’s re-
quest regarding allegations that the
administration may have secretly ac-
quiesced in or facilitated Iranian arms
shipments to the Bosnian Moslems in
1994 and 1995, in violation of stated
United States policy. This is a serious
request made by a Senator long in-
volved with United States policy in
Bosnia. Some have said this request
was made for political reasons. Perhaps
that is the case. But there is also suffi-
cient reason to believe the Senator
from Kansas would have made this re-
quest regardless of the political cli-
mate or season.

The Intelligence Committee begins
this task with a solid base of informa-
tion because we received some, but not
all, of the intelligence available to the
administration at the time the Iranian
arms shipments were occurring. Our
committee has been reviewing and add-
ing to that information base in the 2
weeks since Chairman SPECTER re-
ceived the majority leader’s request.
We are well positioned to do a through
job for the Senate on the sensitive in-
telligence issues surrounding this mat-
ter, particularly the question of wheth-
er or not the administration conducted
a covert action without informing Con-
gress.

In addition to our familiarity with
the topic, the Intelligence Committee
is also likely to do a good job on its
part of this investigation because we
are a bipartisan committee. In setting
the strength and composition of the
committee, the Senate directed, in
Senate Resolution 400, that our mem-
bership be close to balance at nine ma-
jority members and eight minority, re-
gardless of the composition of the Sen-
ate floor, and that the senior minority
member function as a vice chairman,
not as a ranking member. In creating
the Intelligence Committee, the Senate
clearly believed that intelligence was
too sensitive to be overseen in a par-
tisan, adversarial manner. Chairman
SPECTER approaches his leadership du-
ties on the committee in that non-
partisan spirit, and so do 1.

The history of this committee is re-
plete with conduct like that of Sen-
ators COHEN and WARNER, BOREN,
NUNN, MOYNIHAN, and others, who have
come to this committee and said we
are not going to serve in a partisan
fashion. We are not going to answer the
call of our party, we are going to an-
swer the call of our country. The
present and future course of this com-
mittee should as well.

Open allegations against the admin-
istration, and a requirement to inves-
tigate those allegations, can strain
even the most sincere commitment to
bipartisanship. Those strains have not
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yet been felt in the Intelligence Com-
mittee in this case. Chairman SPECTER
and I have tasked a single group of pro-
fessional staff to support all committee
members and all information which
comes into the committee’s hands will
be shared equally with all members.
This is the way we have always oper-
ated.

As for myself, I don’t see the vice
chairman’s role to be an advocate of
the administration. As we pursue ques-
tions, I will not be a Democratic Sen-
ator defending fellow Democrats, but
rather a U.S. Senator following the
facts wherever they lead and reaching
a conclusion based on those facts. I am
confident Chairman SPECTER feels the
same way about his role.

I spoke of the Intelligence Commit-
tee’s readiness to do a thorough job.
Our thoroughness will be improved if
we get all the relevant information
from the administration. As many col-
leagues are aware, the committee has
been denied the opportunity to read
the intelligence oversight board’s re-
port on this case. The implication is
clear that if we subpoena the report,
the President will assert executive
privilege.

The intelligence oversight board is
wholly within the Executive Office of
the President, so there may be legiti-
mate executive privilege here. But if
the report is off limits to Congress,
then the administration should not
cite the report as having determined
that no covert action occurred. The ad-
ministration can’t have it both ways.
They should either give Congress the
report, or stop citing it as vindication.

An Associated Press story yesterday
quoted a White House spokeswoman,
Mary Ellen Glynn, saying, ‘“‘the point
is not to withhold information. The
point is to protect sources.” Mr. Presi-
dent, this rationale for denying infor-
mation to Congress has no basis. The
Intelligence Committee has received
and stored the most highly classified
material for years, and its record for
protecting sources and methods is far
better than that of the executive
branch. So security is simply no ex-
cuse, and an invalid reason to deny in-
formation to Congress. My advice to
the administration is, fully inform
Congress.

The committee lacks all the facts,
but on the basis of what we have, I do
not see evidence of a covert action. But
I stress that is a preliminary assess-
ment and not a conclusion. I am open
to the evidence. Certainly, if there was
a covert action, Congress should have
been informed, and the Intelligence
Committee received no such informa-
tion. If press reports are correct, in
later 1994 CIA Director Woolsey sensed
from information he was getting from
CIA channels that a United States cov-
ert action, an action he and presum-
ably other CIA personnel were not
privy to, was in progress in Croatia. Di-
rector Woolsey reportedly came to the
White House with his concerns. The In-
telligence Committee needs to know
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what evidence was the basis of Director
Woolsey’s concerns. We also need to
know why he did not share his concerns
with the oversight committees.

Mr. President, my interest in getting
to the bottom of this case is not based
solely on the majority leader’s request.
In my view, if the press reports are cor-
rect, the United States chose a course
of action in Croatia and Bosnia with
very serious down-side risks. The Bos-
nian situation was and is exceptionally
complex and presented few good op-
tions to policymakers. But our align-
ment with Iran, even if it was a passive
and accidental alignment, was very
dangerous. Every President since
Jimmy Carter has declared a state of
emergency with respect to Iran, and
United States laws and Executive or-
ders have embargoed imports from
Iran, limited United States exports to
Iran, banned United States trade and
investment in Iran including the trad-
ing of Iranian oil overseas by United
States companies or their foreign af-
filiates, and placed sanctions on per-
sons or countries who supply Iran with
any goods or technologies that could
contribute to Iran getting destabilizing
conventional weapons or any weapons
of mass destruction technology. These
laws and Executive orders are there for
a reason: to contain and isolate a coun-
try which conducts and supports ter-
rorism and attempts to proliferate nu-
clear and chemical weapons. A policy
which depends on such an amoral coun-
try to arm the otherwise defenseless
Bosnian Moslems is dangerous—not
merely politically dangerous, but po-
tentially threatening to our allies and
eventually to our own forces, when
they deployed a year later. To turn a
blind eye to Iranian shipments is to
turn a blind eye to the possibility of
United States casualties at the hands
of the very people we have allowed to
be armed, especially with a United
States deployment imminent.

Critics of this policy have to admit
an inconvenient fact: risky as it was,
the policy worked. Our allies did not
pull their forces summarily out of the
former Yugoslavia, which they might
have done if we had unilaterally lifted
the arms embargo. The Bosnian Mos-
lems were not overwhelmed; in fact,
they defended themselves creditably
and even went on the offensive. The
policy brought about a balance which
made possible the Dayton Accords and
the peace which IFOR is enforcing
today.

But even though the administration’s
risky Bosnia policy has worked, at
least so far, the Intelligence Com-
mittee is obligated to investigate
whatever may have been the United
States role in the Iranian arms ship-
ment. I take that obligation very seri-
ously, and I look forward to joining
with my chairman in rendering a full
report.

Mr. SPECTER addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I
thank my distinguished colleagues
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from Alaska and Georgia for yielding
me a moment. I compliment my distin-
guished colleague from Nebraska for
his eloquent statement. I think it is
very important, as Senator KERREY has
outlined, the bipartisan, nonpartisan
nature of the Intelligence Committee
being emphasized.

As Senator KERREY, I approach this
investigation with a total open mind
and no predisposition and determina-
tion to see the inquiry is totally non-
political, bipartisan, nonpartisan, as
we take a look at the shipment of Ira-
nian arms to the Bosnian Moslems.

I thank my colleagues and yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senator from
Alaska is recognized.

IN THE SPIRIT OF EARTH DAY

Mr. MURKOWSKI. I thank the Chair
and my colleague.

Mr. President, on the eve of Earth
Day, I want to alert Members of legis-
lation that I will be introducing to help
raise funds from the private sector to
support our national parks, particu-
larly with regard to repair. In this re-
gard, I think it is appropriate that we
thank the thousands of people and or-
ganizations who are answering the call
to help repair and preserve an impor-
tant part of this Nation’s past and fu-
ture: the historic C&O Canal.

That canal extends 184 miles between
Cumberland, MD, and Georgetown in
the District of Columbia. The C&O
Canal National Historic Park is a
major recreation attraction and a part
of our national heritage. As we know,
the flooding of the Potomac River in
the blizzard of 1996 has taken a heavy
toll. Repairs require funds at a time
when our Federal budget is already
stretched to the hilt.

That is where the sweat and inge-
nuity of the private sector is going to
come in. Let me tell you about it, be-
cause it is going to come in a big way.

In the spirit of Earth Day, which
asks every one of us to do what he or
she can to help make the Earth a bet-
ter place, people and organizations are
rising to the challenge and giving their
money, time, and effort.

The National Parks and Conservation
Association, with the help of WRC-TV
Channel 4 and others, has organized
and publicized tomorrow’s March for
Parks along the canal route. The pur-
pose is to raise funds for the canal.
These organizations have done an out-
standing job on the project and thou-
sands of dollars are already pouring in.
They are doing a wonderful service to
the Nation.

In an effort to keep these private do-
nations coming in, I am today an-
nouncing the introduction of legisla-
tion which will help raise as much as
$100 million in each year in support of
our national parks, specifically for re-
pairs.

First, the legislation will revitalize
and expand the scope of the operation
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