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gridlock, in a cooperative way, and get
the job done in the best interests of the
American people, I think the American
people would see that very positively. I
want to see if we can find a way to
make that happen.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, let me
express enthusiastically my desire to
work with the whip to make that hap-
pen. I only lend one small piece of ad-
vice if he is desirous of making that
happen sooner rather than later. We
could simply take the defend America
bill off of the calendar for now—put it
back on the calendar, I should say—or,
obviously, we are back into a cloture
vote at 2:15 on Tuesday. We can avoid
that cloture vote and go right to these
bills and debate them. I do not think
there is any desire on our part to un-
necessarily extend the debate. We do
have some amendments, as I have indi-
cated. I think we can resolve these
matters one by one and have a very
productive week when we get back.
That might be time much better spent
than to have additional cloture votes
on the so-called Defend America Act.
That is, obviously, a matter that my
colleagues on the other side, the lead-
ership, are going to have to decide.
That would be a way with which to
break the logjam and keep the process
moving along. I look forward to work-
ing with the distinguished whip and
the majority leader to see if we can re-
solve the matters in the not-too-dis-
tant future.

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I yield
the floor.

Mr. DOLE addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
HUTCHISON). The distinguished major-
ity leader is recognized.

——
WELFARE REFORM

Mr. DOLE. Madam President, I will
just say a word or two, and I will make
a unanimous-consent request. Three
days ago in Wisconsin, I outlined my
welfare reform plan. Let me be as clear
as I can about what it contains. There
are five principal points.

I mean every able-bodied welfare re-
cipient to find work within 2 years, or
a shorter period of time if the State so
desires.

I mean a real 5-year lifetime limit on
welfare payments with few exceptions.

I mean making certain that illegal
noncitizens are ineligible for all emer-
gency benefits.

I mean giving States the ability to
stop payments to unmarried teens.

And, above all, I mean trusting the
Nation’s Governors with the flexibility
they need to establish the laboratories
of our democracy.

I think it is fair to say that there are
different approaches. Everybody wants
welfare reform. I think the President
and I have a different approach. It will
be debated—maybe after my departure
from the Senate—and I hope there is
some way to work out welfare and
Medicaid as a package and have that
signed by the President.
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We are witnessing in the inner cities
out-of-wedlock births as high as 80 per-
cent. Most Americans believe, I think,
that able-bodied people on welfare
should work if there are jobs, and the
President indicated yesterday that, in
effect, he said he would take our sug-
gestions. I am not certain he has had
an opportunity to read the bill. It was
introduced a couple of days ago. If he
does agree with my five positions,
which I just stated—I do not think
they are consistent with his views. In
fact, I will indicate for the Record that
he has a different view on almost each
of the five.

Governor Thompson and four other
Republican Governors wrote to Presi-
dent Clinton, ‘“‘Without national wel-
fare reform for all 50 States, the cycle
of poverty goes on—for instance, the
number of single women head of house-
holds in poverty has increased by
175,000 since you, Mr. President, took
office.”

No doubt about it, we must stop the
plague of out-of-wedlock births in our
inner cities, which is as high as 80 per-
cent in some areas.

We must give all able-bodied Ameri-
cans a chance at the American work
ethic.

We must reform welfare. President
Clinton is not doing this. As we all
know, he has twice vetoed welfare re-
form passed by Congress. I wonder if he
is willing to deny the American dream
to another generation of Americans.

President Clinton yesterday sug-
gested my five positions outlined above
were very consistent with his. They are
not. The President suggested that Con-
gress pass my welfare reform plan and
the he will sign it.

I am ready to move on my plan. I
offer the following unanimous consent.

————

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST—
WELFARE REFORM

Mr. DOLE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
turn to the immediate consideration of
the bill, which I now send to the desk
re welfare, and it be considered under
the following time restraints: 1 hour on
the bill to be equally divided in the
usual form; no amendments or motions
in order; and that following the conclu-
sion or yielding back of time, the Sen-
ate proceed to third reading and final
passage to occur, all without further
action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object. The last
time the Senate considered welfare re-
form, as you know and the majority
leader recognizes, it took over 10 days.
We had 200 amendments offered. The
Senate conducted 42 rollcall votes in
relation to that particular bill—all of
this on a piece of legislation with close
to 700 pages. I do not know if every-
body had the opportunity to see the
catalog effect that that bill has as you
carry it to the desk. But this is the
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conference report from that bill. It is
693 pages long. There were a lot of
amendments. Ultimately, as the leader
recalls, there was a pretty broad bipar-
tisan support for the bill, after all that
work was done.

So I do not know that we might be
able to agree to what he has suggested
now.

But in light of what he has suggested,
I ask unanimous consent that the ma-
jority leader amend his request to pro-
vide that the Senate turn to the con-
sideration of the welfare bill as the
first order of business on Monday, June
3, and that the motion to proceed to
the missile defense bill be delayed until
the completion of the welfare bill, so
that we might finish it while he is still
here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
leader modify his request?

Mr. DOLE. Madam President, I object
to that. But I indicate that we have
talked about minimum wage, we have
talked about welfare reform, and we
have talked about repeal of the gas tax,
which we hoped to have done before the
Memorial Day recess in order to save
millions of Americans a lot of money.
We did not quite get it done.

I am perfectly willing, if we can work
out some agreement. My point is that
the President says he likes this bill. He
said, ‘‘Send that bill down here and I
will sign it.” He is going to have a
week to look at it—the Memorial Day
recess. It will be printed, and it will be
available. I believe the Democratic
leader will find that there are even
more generous provisions in the bill
that passed this body by a vote of 87 to
12, and it would have been 88 to 12 ex-
cept Senator HATFIELD from Oregon
was ill that day.

So we have tried in this bill to ac-
commodate many of the concerns the
Governors raised, from both parties.
We believe it is a good bill. The Presi-
dent said it is a good bill. At least that
is what he said Wednesday in Wis-
consin. I am just trying to accommo-
date his wishes. But I cannot agree
with all of the other matters pending.

We may decide on the missile de-
fense, if we can work out some broad
agreement to put it back on the cal-
endar. I think we could dispose of the
other three next week—the week we
are back, the last week I will be in the
U.S. Senate. It would certainly be
agreeable with me.

So I will try to work with the distin-
guished Democratic leader.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the majority leader’s re-
quest?

Mr. DASCHLE. Regrettably, we ob-
ject at this time.

————

MEASURE PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR—S. 1823

Mr. DOLE. I ask unanimous consent
that the bill which I introduced be
placed on the calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is their
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. DOLE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate im-
mediately proceed to executive session
to consider the following nominations
en bloc on today’s Executive Calendar:
Calendar Nos. 534, 580, 581, 582, 583, 584,
592, 593, 599, and 600.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DOLE. I ask unanimous consent
the nominations be confirmed en bloc,
the motions to reconsider be laid upon
the table en bloc, and that any state-
ments relating to the nominations ap-
pear at the appropriate place in the
RECORD, the President be immediately
notified of the Senate’s action, and
that the Senate then return to legisla-
tive session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The nominations considered and con-
firmed en bloc are as follows:

AIR FORCE

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the
grade of brigadier general under the provi-
sions of title 10, United States Code, section
624:

To be brigadier general
Col. William Welser III, 000-00-0000, Regular
Air Force.
PANAMA CANAL COMMISSION

Markos K. Marinakis, of New York, to be a
Member of the Board of the Panama Canal
Commission.

AIR FORCE

The following-named officer for reappoint-
ment to the grade of lieutenant general
while assigned to a position of importance
and responsibility under Title 10, United
States Code, Section 601:

To be lieutenant general
Lt. Gen. Richard B. Myers, 000-00-0000

The following-named officer for reappoint-
ment to the grade of lieutenant general
while assigned to a position of importance
and responsibility under Title 10, United
States Code, Section 601:

To be lieutenant general
Lt. Gen. John P. Jumper, 000-00-0000, U.S.
Air Force.

The following-named officer for reappoint-
ment to the grade of lieutenant general
while assigned to a position of importance
and responsibility under Title 10, United
States Code, Section 601:

To be lieutenant general
Lt. Gen. Ralph E. Eberhart, 000-00-0000, U.S.
Air Force

The following-named officer for reappoint-
ment to the grade of lieutenant general
while assigned to a position of importance
and responsibility under Title 10, United
States Code, Section 601:

Maj. Gen. Carl E. Franklin, 000-00-0000, U.S.
Air Force
ARMY

The following-named officer for reappoint-
ment to the grade of lieutenant general in
the U.S. Army, while assigned to a position
of importance and responsibility under Title
10, United States Code, Section 601(a):
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To be lieutenant general
Lt. Gen. Daniel W. Christman, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Army
NAVY
The following-named officer for promotion
in the Navy of the United States to the grade
under title 10, United States Code, Section
624:
To be rear admiral
Rear Adm. (1h) James F. Amerault, 000-00—
0000, U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) Lyle G.Bien, 000-00-0000, U.S.
Navy.
Rear Adm. (1h) Richard A. Buchanan, 000-00-
0000, U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) William V. Cross II, 000-00-
0000, U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (Ih) Walter F. Doran, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (lh) James O. Ellis, Jr., 000-00—
0000, U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) William J. Fallon, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1Ih) Thomas B. Fargo, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (lh) Dennis V. McGinn, 000-00-
0000, U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) Joseph S. Mobley, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (lh) Edward Moore, Jr., 000-00—
0000, U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) Daniel J. Murphy, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) Rodney P. Rempt, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) Norbert R. Ryan, Jr., 000-00—
0000, U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (Ih) Raymond C. Smith, Jr., 000—
00-0000, U.S. Navy
RESTRICTED LINE
To be rear admiral
Rear Adm. (1h) George P. Nanos, Jr., 000-00-
0000, U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) Craig E. Steidle, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) James L. Taylor, 000-00-0000,
U.S. Navy
Rear Adm. (1h) Patricia A. Tracey, 000-00—
0000, U.S. Navy
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
Ginger Ehn Lew, of California, to be Dep-
uty Administrator of the Small Business Ad-
ministration.
[NEW REPORTS]
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
J. Rene Josey, of South Carolina, to be
U.S. Attorney for the District of South Caro-
lina for the term of 4 years.

——
LEGISLATIVE SESSION
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
turn to legislative session.
————

NOTE

On page S5598 of the RECORD of May
23, the statement of Mr. BOND on the
introduction of S. 1816, the Wisconsin
Works Act, was inadvertently attrib-
uted to Mr. GRASSLEY. The permanent
RECORD has been corrected to reflect
the following.

By Mr. BoND (for himself, Mr.
COATS, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr.
GRAMM, Mr. ASHCROFT, Mr.
CRAIG, Mr. COVERDELL, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG, Mr.

SANTORUM, Mr. FAIRCLOTH, and
Mr. NICKLES):
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S. 1816. A bill to expedite waiver ap-
proval for the ‘“Wisconsin Works’’ plan,
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

THE WISCONSIN WORKS ACT OF 1996

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce a measure that will
assist the President of the TUnited
States in carrying out a promise he
made to the people of Wisconsin that
he would approve the Wisconsin Works
program. There have been some prob-
lems getting welfare actually acted on.
I had a very nice letter from the Presi-
dent last year for the work that we did
on the welfare reform bill. But that
measure got vetoed and so did a subse-
quent measure.

Now, the President has said that he
supports the welfare reform demonstra-
tion project in Wisconsin, known as
Wisconsin Works. Well, today, on be-
half of myself, Senators COATS, Abra-
ham, GRAMM of Texas, ASHCROFT,
CRAIG, COVERDELL, GRASSLEY, GREGG,
SANTORUM, FAIRCLOTH, and NICKLES, I
am submitting a very brief bill, which,
in substance, says that when waivers
are submitted by the Wisconsin De-
partment of Health and Services to
conduct a demonstration project
known as Wisconsin Works, those waiv-
ers shall be deemed approved.

We have heard many stories about
the need to reform welfare, Mr. Presi-
dent, and one of those stories that has
been repeated recently is that of an ex-
periment in Sedalia, MO, where appli-
cants for food stamps were sent to an
employer. Many of them took jobs,
which is good. It moved them off public
assistance. Those who were turned
down because they were not capable
could stay on public assistance. Those
who refused to show up were taken off
of the food stamp rolls. So there was an
incentive for those who did not want to
work. Two people went for the job, but
they were turned down because they
tested positively for drugs.

Under existing Federal law, the State
of Missouri could not sanction those
people, even though they were turned
down for a job because they tested
positive for drugs. The simple point of
that is that that creates the most per-
verse of incentives—the incentive for
people who are on public assistance and
who do not want to have to take a job
to get on drugs and they can stay on
the public assistance rolls.

That is the kind of thing that needs
to be changed. That is why we need
welfare reform. Today, Mr. President, I
am simply acting to expedite one of
the many waivers now pending from
the States, which has been delayed, 1
understand from the Governors, an av-
erage of 210 days. This measure, if and
when adopted, will deem the waivers
submitted by the State of Wisconsin to
be approved.

———

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 12:54 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House had passed the
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