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On their death, an image was carved delin-
eating their idealized features.

We learn through written records, not por-
traits, of Richard I1I's crookback and Henry
VIII's terminal corpulence. In art, Elizabeth
| is always the same iconic virgin queen; in
life, she banish mirrors from her palaces as
her hair thinned and her cheeks hollowed. In
the same spirit, Elizabeth 11, who has turned
70, has firmly resisted suggestions that she
permit an updating on coins of her youthful
profile, as Queen. Victoria did after her Jubi-
lee in 1887.

By contrast, the Puritan regicide Oliver
Cromwell is said to have told the artist Lely:
“Flatter me not at all. But remark all these
roughnesses, pimples, warts, and everything
as you see me. Otherwise | will not pay a far-
thing for it.” Yet this splendid story was
printed long after Cromwell’s death and may
be apocryphal, according to his biographer,
Anotonia Fraser. More characteristic was
Winston Churchill’s response to an unflatter-
ing portrait by Graham Sutherland. he hid it
away, Dorian Gray fashion. Some years later
his widow, Clementine, apparently burned it.

Presidential portraits in the White House
are a study in illusionist brushwork. Richard
Nixon resembles a scoutmaster, Lyndon
Johnson everybody’s kindly uncle, and John
Kennedy a saintly matinee idol. Interest-
ingly, a dark and gloomy portrait of Lincoln
is tucked from sight in the Lincoln bedroom.
It was painted in 1930 by Douglas Volk,
whose father, Leonard, once sculpted Lincoln
from life. The son’s haunting portrait, or a
copy of it, turns up in Oliver Stone’s film
about Nixon, who at one point talks to the
painting.

Official art, in real life, rarely speaks truth
to power. It would indeed be refreshing, even
liberating, for the memorial to show F.D.R.
as he was. According to Mr. Deland, who uses
a wheelchair himself, only two photographs
are known to survive showing Roosevelt in
the same device. This is the result of an un-
written protective rule among White House
photographers. Like the kings of old, and
most sitting politicians today, F.D.R. want-
ed his incorporeal self to linger in posterity’s
memory.

ANNE ROOSEVELT,
April 29, 1996.

DEAR MESSRS. DELAND AND REICH, Frank-
lin Delano Roosevelt looms large in the
hearts and minds of many, including his
grandchildren who now survive. Some of us
knew him personally, but most of us did not.
We hold him in memory, as families will, as
a whole person whose life touched a nation
and whose affection still reaches us. We want
him to be remembered as he was, in all his
strength, courage and humanity.

It is quite clear that FDR developed his
strength of character, determination and dis-
cipline most distinctly as a result of his hav-
ing polio. He also became a more sympa-
thetic and modest person. He made a politi-
cal decision to downplay his disability be-
cause of his understanding of the role of pub-
lic perception and the norms of the day. At
times he did not.

But when it came to inspiring and encour-
aging others who were disabled—such as at
his beloved Warm Springs, Georgia, or with
amputees and wounded soldiers in wartime
hospitals—he freely showed himself in wheel-
chairs or on crutches, with braces. He was in
no way embarrassed by his disability. Life
was bigger than that.

Were he alive today we are convinced that
he would wish to have the people of this
country and the world understand his dis-
ability. He would be comfortable, possibly
eager, in light of current increased under-
standing of disability issues, to share aware-
ness of his and other types of disabilities and
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others. We firmly believe that more factual
knowledge, particularly about and from pub-
lic leaders, encourages and inspires those
without disability to accept and support all
people, including people with disabilities to
live full, productive and joyful lives.

FDR’s commitment to leadership, to excel-
lence and to life, with a disability not well
understood by many, nor accepted by some,
sustained him and the Nation through one of
the most challenging periods in American
history. There is no better memorial than a
complete picture of who he was.

While we wish no delay in the construction
of the proposed memorial we urge an ade-
quate inclusion of all facets of the man as he
was, not as some think he ought to have
been.

Sincerely,
Anne Roosevelt, on behalf of Chandler
Roosevelt Lindsley, Christopher D.

Roosevelt, Eleanor Roosevelt
Seagraves, Franklin Roosevelt 1ll,
Kate Roosevelt Whitney, Nina Roo-

sevelt Gibson, James Roosevelt, Es-
quire.

THE VERY BAD DEBT BOXSCORE

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, 4 years
ago when I commenced these daily re-
ports to the Senate it was my purpose
to make a matter of daily record the
exact Federal debt as of the close of
business the previous day.

In that first report (February 27, 1992)
the Federal debt as of the close of busi-
ness the previous day stood at
$3,825,891,293,066.80, as of the close of
business. The point is, the Federal debt
has since shot further into the strato-
sphere.

As of yesterday at the close of busi-
ness, a total of $1,289,803,057,697.20 has
been added to the Federal debt since
February 26, 1992, meaning that as of

the close of business yesterday,
Wednesday, May 15, 1996, the exact
Federal debt stood at

$5,115,694,350,764.00. (On a per capita
basis, every man, woman and child in
America owes $19,315.06 as his or her
share of the Federal debt.)

HONORING THE RICHARDSONS
CELEBRATING THEIR 50TH WED-
DING ANNIVERSARY

Mr. ASHCROFT. Mr. President, fami-
lies are the cornerstone of America. It
is both instructive and important to
honor those who have taken the com-
mitment of “‘til death us do part’ seri-
ously, demonstrating successfully the
timeless principles of love, honor, and
fidelity. These characteristics make
our country strong.

I rise today to honor Mr. Kenneth
and Mrs. Barbara Richardson who on
June 9, 1996, will celebrate their 50th
wedding anniversary. My wife, Janet,
and | look forward to the day we can
celebrate a similar milestone. The
Richardsons’ commitment to the prin-
ciples and values of their marriage de-
serves to be saluted and recognized. |
wish them and their family all the best
as they celebrate this substantial
marker on their journey together.
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NATIONAL NURSING HOME WEEK

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, during
National Nursing Home Week, May 12—
18, we celebrate the more than 100,000
people in Massachusetts who live and
work in our State’s 590 nursing facili-
ties.

Nursing facilities have become an in-
tegral part of our health care delivery
system, providing rehabilitative care
for individuals who expect to return
home as well as long-term care for the
chronically ill. Currently, about a
quarter of all Massachusetts residents
85 years of age and older need nursing
facility care. Approximately half of
these individuals suffer from Alz-
heimer’s disease. In addition, nursing
facilities also care for many younger
people, including severely disabled
children, individuals who have suffered
traumatic head injuries, and those who
depend on ventilators to live.

Nursing facilities also make an im-
portant contribution to the Massachu-
setts economy by providing jobs for
more than 55,000 people and adding
more than $2 billion to the local econ-
omy through wages and the purchase of
goods and services.

As our population ages and nursing
facilities assume an even more impor-
tant role, it is critical that we main-
tain the quality of care provided by
these facilities. Recent proposals to
dramatically reduce Federal Medicare
and Medicaid spending would have a
devastating impact on elderly and dis-
abled people in nursing facilities, 80
percent of whom rely on these two pro-
grams to pay for their care. In addi-
tion, we must maintain the protections
contained in the 1987 nursing home re-
form law, which have helped nursing
facilities to improve the quality of
services they provide to the Nation’s
1.5 million nursing facility residents.

National Nursing Home Week should
mark a renewal of our commitment not
only to the 55,000 elders and disabled
people who live in our State’s nursing
facilities, but also to the 55,000 nursing
facility employees who have dedicated
their lives to caring for our most vul-
nerable citizens. In honor of this week,
I salute all these employees whose con-
tributions are so important to the well-
being of so many in Massachusetts.

REQUEST FOR REFERRAL OF S.
1718

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, pursu-
ant to section 3(b) of S. Res. 400, |1 ask
that bill S. 1718, the Intelligence Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997, be
referred to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs so that the committee
can consider, among other things, pro-
visions of the bill relating to the estab-
lishment of the Intelligence Commu-
nity Senior Executive Service and the
establishment of a Commission to As-
sess the Organization of the Federal
Government to Combat the Prolifera-
tion of Weapons of Mass Destruction.
These specific provisions pertain to
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matters within the jurisdiction of the
Committee on Governmental Affairs.

Mr. President, | ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed with this state-
ment the text of a letter from both Mr.
GLENN, the ranking member of the
Committee on Governmental Affairs,
and myself advising the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of this action.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, May 13, 1996.
Hon. ARLEN SPECTER,
Chairman, Select Committee on
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

Hon. BoB KERREY,
Vice Chairman, Select Committee on
ligence, U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR ARLEN AND BoB: This is to advise
that we have requested sequential referral of
S. 1718, the intelligence reauthorization bill,
which was marked up by the Select Commit-
tee on Intelligence on April 30, 1996. Under
Rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the Committee on Governmental Affairs
(the Committee) has jurisdiction over,
among things, the organization and reorga-
nization of the executive branch; Federal
Civil Service, including employee classifica-
tion, compensation, and benefits; and the or-
ganization and management of United States
nuclear export policy.

To this end, and pursuant to the authority
in section 3(b) of S. Res. 400, we have re-
quested that S. 1718 be referred to the Com-
mittee so that we may review provisions of
the bill pertaining to issues within the juris-
diction of this Committee. Further, we re-
quested that S. 1718 be referred to the Com-
mittee following its consideration by the
Senate Armed Services Committee, to which
the bill was referred on May 2, 1996.

With best wishes,

Cordially,
JOHN GLENN,
Ranking
Member.
TED STEVENS,
Chairman.

Intelligence,

Intel-

Minority

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Thomas, one of his
secretaries.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the United
States submitting one nomination
which was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

REPORT RELATIVE TO THE NA-
TIONAL EMERGENCY WITH RE-
SPECT TO IRAN—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT—PM 146

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the United
States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs:

To the Congress of the United States:

I hereby report to the Congress on

developments since the last Presi-
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dential report of November 28, 1995,
concerning the national emergency
with respect to Iran that was declared
in Executive Order No. 12170 of Novem-
ber 14, 1979. This report is submitted
pursuant to section 204 of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c). This report cov-
ers events through March 1, 1996. My
last report, dated November 28, 1995,
covered events through September 29,
1995.

1. Effective March 1, 1996, the Depart-
ment of the Treasury’s Office of For-
eign Assets Control (““FAC’’) amended
the lIranian Assets Control Regula-
tions, 31 CFR Part 535 (“lIACR”’), to re-
flect changes in the status of litigation
brought by Iran against close relatives
of the former Shah of Iran seeking the
return of property alleged to belong to
Iran (61 Fed. Reg. 8216, March 4, 1996). In
1991, Shams Pahlavi, sister of the
former Shah of Iran, was identified in
section 535.217(b) of the IACR as a per-
son whose assets were blocked based on
proof of service upon her in litigation
of the type described 1in section
535.217(a). Pursuant to that provision,
all property and assets located in the
United States within the possession or
control of Shams Pahlavi were blocked
until all pertinent litigation against
her was finally terminated. Because
the litigation has been finally termi-
nated, reference to Shams Pahlavi has
been deleted from section 535.217(b). A
copy of the amendment is attached to
this report.

2. The Iran-U.S. Claims Tribunal, es-
tablished at The Hague pursuant to the
Algiers Accords, continues to make
progress in arbitrating the claims be-
fore it. Since my last report, the Tribu-
nal has rendered one award, bringing
the total number to 567. The majority
of those awards have been in favor of
U.S. claimants. As of March 1996, the
value of awards to successful U.S.
claimants from the Security Account
held by the NV Settlement Bank was
$2,376,010,041.91.

In February 1996, Iran deposited
funds into the Security Account, estab-
lished by the Algiers Accords to ensure
payment of awards to successful U.S.
claimants for the first time since Octo-
ber 8, 1992. The Account was credited
$15 million on February 22, 1996. How-
ever, the Account has remained con-
tinuously below the $500 million bal-
ance required by the Algiers Accords
since November 5, 1992. As of March 1,
1996, the total amount in the Security
Account was $195,370,127.71, and the
total amount in the Interest Account
was $37,055,050.92.

Therefore, the United States contin-
ues to pursue Case A/28, filed in Sep-
tember 1993, to require Iran to meet its
obligations under the Algiers Accords
to replenish the Security Account. Iran
filed its Statement of Defense in that
case on August 30, 1995. The United
States filed a Reply on December 4,
1995. Iran is scheduled to file its Re-
joinder on June 4, 1996.

3. The Department of State continues
to present other United States Govern-
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ment claims against Iran and to re-
spond to claims brought against the
United States by Iran, in coordination
with concerned government agencies.

In November 1995, Iran filed its latest
Response concerning the United States
Request to Dismiss Certain Claims
from Case B/61. The United States had
filed its Request to Dismiss in August
1995 as part of its consolidated submis-
sion on the merits. Iran had previously
filed its initial response in July 1995,
and the United States filed a reply in
August 1995. Case B/61 involves a claim
by Iran for compensation with respect
to primarily military equipment that
Iran alleges it did not receive. Iran had
sought to purchase or repair the equip-
ment pursuant to commercial con-
tracts with more than 50 private Amer-
ican companies. Iran alleges that it
suffered direct losses and consequential
damages in excess of $2 billion in total
because of the United States Govern-
ment refusal to allow the export of the
equipment after January 19, 1981, in al-
leged contravention of the Algiers Ac-
cords. Iran’s November 1995 filing failed
to show why the Tribunal should not
dismiss immediately certain duplica-
tive or otherwise improperly pleaded
claims from Case B/61.

In December 1995, the Department of
State represented the United States in
hearings before the Tribunal on two
government-to-government claims. In
the first, Chamber Two heard oral ar-
guments in Case B/36, the U.S. claim
against lran for its failure to honor
debt obligations created by the sale of
military surplus property to Iran
shortly after the Second World War. In
the second, also before Chamber Two,
the Department of State presented the
U.S. defense in Case B/58, Iran’s claim
that the United States is liable for
damage caused to the Iranian State
Railways during the Second World
War.

In January 1996, in Case B/1 (Claims 2
& 3), Iran filed its Rebuttal Memorial
Concerning Responsibility for Termi-
nation Costs, along with 20 volumes of
exhibits and affidavits. In this briefing
stream, the Tribunal is asked to decide
whether Iran or the United States is
liable for the costs arising from the
termination of the U.S.-lran Foreign
Military Sales program after Iran’s de-
fault and its subsequent seizure of the
U.S. embassy in Tehran in 1979. The
United States is currently preparing a
comprehensive response to Iran’s brief.

In February 1996, the Departments of
State and Justice represented the Unit-
ed States in a hearing before the full
Tribunal in a government-to-govern-
ment claim filed by lIran. Case A/27 is
an interpretive dispute in which Iran
claims that the United States is liable
under the Algiers Accords for Tribunal
awards issued in favor of Iran against
U.S. nationals. The United States
maintains that its obligation under the
Algiers Accords is satisfied by the
availability of domestic judicial proce-
dures through which Iran can enforce
awards in its favor.
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