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p.m. in room 428A of the Russell Senate
Office Building. The hearing is entitled
‘‘Implementation of the Small Busi-
ness Regulatory Enforcement Fairness
Act of 1996.’’

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

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS

Mr. COCHRAN. The Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs would like to request
unanimous consent to hold a markup
on pending legislation at 10:00 a.m., on
Wednesday, July 24, 1996. The markup
will be held in room 418 of the Russell
Senate Office Building.

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

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Select
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, July 24, 1996 at
9:30 a.m. to hold an open hearing on In-
telligence Matters.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE CONSTITUTION, FED-

ERALISM, AND PROPERTY RIGHTS OF THE SEN-
ATE

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on the Constitution, Fed-
eralism, and Property Rights of the
Senate Committee on the Judiciary, be
authorized to meet during a session of
the Senate on Wednesday, July 24, 1996,
at 2:00 p.m., in Senate Dirksen room
226, to hold a hearing on, ‘‘Reauthoriza-
tion of the U.S. Commission on Civil
Rights.’’

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
AND REGULATORY RELIEF

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Financial Institutions
and Regulatory Relief of the Commit-
tee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs be authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, July 24, 1996, to conduct a hearing
regarding the condition of consumer
credit, the implications of consumer
credit trends and the risks they impose
on financial institutions.

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
AND ACCOUNTABILITY

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent on behalf of the
Governmental Affairs Subcommittee
on Financial Management and Ac-
countability to meet on Wednesday,
July 24, at 10:00 a.m. for a hearing on
the S. 1434, Biennial Budgeting Act of
1995.

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

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

ENDING WELFARE WITH COMPASSION

∑ Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, yes-
terday we debated a welfare bill that

will have far-reaching impacts, and I’d
like to draw your attention to the
words used in the debate, and to a
handful of them in particular. One
word you heard is the word ‘‘children.’’

For quite a while now, I have been
amazed at how many debates happen
on the Senate floor in which we do not
hear this word, and do not spend
enough time considering the actual
children the word represents. It’s iron-
ic to me that so much of our attention
in the welfare debate has been focused
on children. I know everyone here
cares; I know we have all strived, and
tried to protect children. I want to be
able to say we’ve done everything we
can—and we almost have gotten over
that line, but it is with great personal
regret that I say I think we could have
done just a bit more.

The bill we sent out yesterday will
change the lives of all children in this
country, and could have dire implica-
tions for many of them. All of us were
children, many of us have children, and
some of us are currently raising chil-
dren—I know this word is not exclusive
or partisan.

I just hope after today each of us will
continue to use this word in other de-
bates, and always keep children in our
thoughts.

Another word you’ve heard quite a
bit is welfare. I think people in this
country have varying levels of under-
standing about all the services we call
‘‘welfare’’ and what they do. But it’s
obvious from the bill we considered
that many Americans these days share
a wish to end welfare programs.

In my view, the welfare reform de-
bate here in the Senate will officially
end with the final passage of this bill.
I hope that it will finally be a bill we
can all support. However, a whole new
discussion must now begin—a discus-
sion about the needs of children in fam-
ilies from any income category, and
about how we as adults will create new
opportunities for them.

I think the welfare reform debate
we’ve been having is really part of a
larger discussion about something peo-
ple often mention here—personal re-
sponsibility.

I am in favor—and I’ve said this
many times before—of asking Ameri-
cans to remember not only their
rights, but also their responsibilities.
What we are asking from people in this
country who are on public assistance,
is to do every thing they can to con-
tribute to our society and economy, in
exchange for the help all other tax-
paying citizens are making possible.
Whether it’s work, or training for
work, we need people to end their own
dependency on outside assistance and
contribute to the work of this great
Nation.

But when we talk about personal re-
sponsibility, all Americans must recall
those eloquent words from President
John F. Kennedy on this topic. Each of
us in this country must think about
our own responsibility, whether we are
on public assistance, or are calling for
its reform.

Whether you ask the American pub-
lic generally, or people on public as-
sistance themselves, you will hear
about the problems with welfare. Wel-
fare has created a cycle of dependence.
Welfare sets up perverse incentives,
which actually discourage work. Wel-
fare has been around long enough for
everyone to see its effects, but though
it has helped many people, it has not
turned around the prospects of thou-
sands of poor people living in a rich Na-
tion.

As long as we all know what we mean
by welfare, I agree with these state-
ments, and I think we are obligated to
change this system to address these
problems.

When I say we need to agree about
what welfare is, I’m thinking of the
many stereotypes, attacks and charac-
terizations we hear. I think welfare has
become a negative word in this country
people use to beat up on poor women
and children. And, if this week we have
stopped supporting programs that cre-
ate that kind of thinking, and started
to support individual people in ways
that will make them more independ-
ent, then we’ve made a good first step.

I’m also thinking about the real pic-
ture—at least in my State—of who is
on welfare. In my State, the most com-
mon profile is a single mother, age 29,
with two children. Three-fourths of the
time she is white, more than half of the
time she became a mother as a teen-
ager. Almost 60 percent of the time,
her youngest child is more than 3 years
old.

We know that getting a woman who
fits this description into a job is a lit-
tle easier in my State than many oth-
ers, but we also know we need different
strategies to get many different types
of people back into work, or into work
for the first time.

We know that each of these women
has prior experiences that affect their
reliance on public assistance. We know
their experiences with work are impor-
tant, as are their experiences with edu-
cation and skill training, and other
factors such as literacy, learning dis-
ability, and domestic violence. We need
to remember this as localities design
different strategies, or it just won’t
work.

Despite all we know about our wel-
fare system and people who are on pub-
lic assistance, I think most of us still
agree that what we have now isn’t
doing the job.

So, the people of this country are de-
manding new tools that work better,
and the demand has been heard here.
The will of the Senate is to change,
fundamentally, the way public assist-
ance will work. I just worry that we
have not adequately protected the ones
who are not making the decisions—the
kids.

The effect of last night’s Senate ac-
tion will be to put the brakes on our
current system of public assistance, so
we can embark in a new direction. This
will be difficult. People will need all of
our help making this transition.
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This is not an ending; it is a begin-

ning. We must remember that previous
Senates designed our current system in
response to problems of chronic pov-
erty and joblessness in our past. Those
problems have not gone away. But we
need new solutions. We need to end
welfare, or at least the negative wel-
fare debate, as it stands. But the basic
health and educational needs of chil-
dren don’t go away, just because of the
votes we take here.

The Senate debated many amend-
ments, some of which passed, and some
of which did not. As we debated these,
I was preparing to support the bill. I
wanted to amend the bill to improve it
the point I could lend my support. As it
turned out, each time we were able to
pass an amendment, we seemed to lose
another that had far-reaching impacts.

I will highlight some of these amend-
ments now because they are very im-
portant to whether we ultimately send
a bill to the President he can sign.
Some things that we fought for yester-
day we should keep and improve as the
bill moves forward:

First, I have fought very hard along
with my Democratic colleagues to
stave off repeal of American’s guaran-
tee of health services under Medicaid.
In my State, over a third of the people
who get medical assistance aren’t on
welfare—they’re in low-income work-
ing families.

I want all people who are served by
Medicaid to work, or be in training, or
contribute what they can. We have
many people in this country who are
not on public assistance, who don’t get
health insurance where they work. I
want to make that easier. All children,
regardless of income, should be free
from worry about health care coverage.

But, in this bill as it came to the
floor, the Senate put at risk the health
care of hundreds of Washington State
citizens, just as they are trying to get
into the work force—where they face
the prospect of minimal or no health
insurance coverage.

Fortunately, the Senate supported
the Breaux-Chafee-Murray amendment
continuing this health coverage. We
need to support people, so they can
make the transition, and can add to
the economy instead of subtracting.

Second, when this bill came to the
floor, it still had potential to seriously
damage the nutrition of many children
and families in my State. About 250,000
children in my State now receive some
food stamp benefit—and today we
passed the Conrad-Murray amendment
so that we do not to jeopardize the nu-
trition of these families while they
make the transition from welfare to
work.

Third, when we think of child nutri-
tion, we frequently think of our impor-
tant program that helps provide school
lunch and breakfast. A related program
makes sure kids who need it also have
access to meals in the summer—at
their community center, at a school, or
wherever children and adults gather for
summer activities. This is the Summer

Food Program. Under this bill, these
children faced a 23-cent-per-meal cut to
this service, which could have forced 60
percent of the programs in my State to
close their doors.

We know that children’s hunger
doesn’t stop just because it’s summer
and they can’t get school lunch. Chil-
dren who rely on school lunch get from
one-third to one-half of their daily nu-
trition from that meal. So, I offered
and passed an amendment to seek im-
provement for the Summer Food Pro-
gram. My goal is to keep more of the
25,000 children in Washington State in
line for a nutritious meal.

Fourth, we must provide educational
opportunity to people if we are trying
to get them off public assistance. To
send people who cannot read out look-
ing for jobs that are not there is just
too much to expect. We must allow
adults to complete their basic edu-
cation or G.E.D. We must allow people
to stay in training for 24 months—
that’s the length of most training pro-
grams. And we must let States have a
larger percentage of people in training.
The Simon-Murray literacy amend-
ment does these things, and I’m happy
the Senate chose to include it.

I was also glad we held off amend-
ments and efforts to use lack of edu-
cation as an excuse to penalize people
on public assistance. We’ve got to get
them educated. States know how to do
this and will achieve great things.

Fifth, we must give parents the peace
of mind that when they have taken
their daughter or son to the child care
center, that at least the minimum
health and safety requirements are
being followed. Also, parents want
quality in child care, not just safety, so
I’m glad the Senate bill’s deficiencies
on these two topics were remedied
through amendments.

There are other improvements, made
by the majority party, made in com-
mittee, and made yesterday on the
floor. I hope the final bill retains them.
I hope I get a chance to support them
out of the Senate, so the President can
sign a bill that is very close to wide bi-
partisan agreement. Such a bill won’t
be overly detrimental to children.

Unfortunately, there are other areas
where this bill still just did not meet
my internal test. With the kids in
mind, I simply could not support the
following:

Item A: We are trying to shift from
reliance on cash assistance. In Wash-
ington State, 186,000 children receive
basic assistance under AFDC. Under a
5-year time limit, 60,203 children would
be eliminated from the program, and
that number would increase to 118,915
under a 2-year limit.

What we do for these children instead
of AFDC will make the difference in
their well-being, because they are still
going to need help after this welfare
bill is signed. By rejecting attempts
even to allow States to provide non-
cash assistance to kids, we made this
bill impossible to support. I want the
conference committee, when looking to

create a bipartisan bill—at a mini-
mum—to include provisions to allow
States the flexibility denied them by
one vote in the Senate yesterday.

Item B: Even with the Conrad-Mur-
ray amendment on food stamps, this
bill cuts $4 billion deeper than the Sen-
ate-passed bill I supported. We’ve got
to get people off public assistance, but
the children must have food to eat, es-
pecially if the parents are in a struggle
to change their entire way of life. The
reality is, any deep cut to food stamps
directly affects the children.

Item C: The bill’s effects will fall on
women 75 percent of the time.

Item D: Even legal immigrants face
enormous challenges under this bill,
and our communities will face similar
challenges in assuring the public
health because of it. These are people
who are working toward citizenship,
like all of our parents or ancestors. We
should be firm about what we ask of
people striving for American oppor-
tunity. But whatever we ask of these
adults, we should have made allow-
ances for their children, and so far, we
have not.

Item E: As many as 300,000 American
children with disabilities will lose so-
cial security income assistance under
this bill.

Item F: The administration sent
Chairman ROTH a letter predicting as
many as 1.5 million children could be
thrown into poverty under last year’s
bill. We don’t know the exact number
for this bill, but we can assume it
would be a bit lower and in the same
ballpark. I have asked the administra-
tion for updated figures. I just could
not support doing this when we did not
have very clear answers about what
will happen for those children whose
parents cannot find success under the
new system. We need to provide a few
more handles for the kids of those
Americans struggling to end this de-
pendence.

All of these facts are why this Senate
must remain vigilant in talks with the
House. I go on record saying that pro-
visions in these essential areas—of
noncash assistance, of child nutrition,
of child health, of child care, of adult
education and monitoring are make-or-
break issues for ensuring a workable
final product. I support welfare reform.
I thought yesterday’s bill was going to
be it. But, I could not, and cannot vote
for a bill that fails children in this
way.

Many of you know that I supported
the Senate welfare bill last year, and I
wanted to do it yesterday. I am in
favor of welfare reform, and I think we
are very, very close. Let me emphasize
this one more time. We have not de-
bated the merits of limiting the time a
person can be on welfare, because we
agree there should be strict limits.
What we have been debating is what we
do while someone is on welfare to pre-
pare that person to enter the work
force. At the end of this debate, the an-
swer is not clear one bit.

The Senate must remain vigilant
about the effects of this bill in the real
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world outside these walls. The States,
localities, and individual people in this
country who have asked for this fun-
damental change must now take on the
hard work and the responsibility they
have demanded.

States and local governments and—
best of all—community groups of regu-
lar American citizens, are showing that
much of the best work of government
is done locally, with direct input from
the people served.

I have no doubt that States will work
to get people on the path to success.
Just to be sure, I am glad the Senate
adopted the amendment Senator
KERRY and I worked on, requiring
States to take corrective action as
soon as indicators show effects from
this bill that increase child poverty.

I just want to make sure we all un-
derstand—inside and outside this build-
ing today—exactly what we are doing
here as we move ahead with this bill,
and what that will mean. This bill
today only tells the people what the
Federal Government is not going to do
any more. In its wake, we will be left
with a clear picture of how much work
all of us have left to do.

Localities are clearly the best places
to make many decisions in our Govern-
ment. The Federal Government should
be the place where national standards
are set—so that a child in any State in
this country gets what she or he needs
to grow up healthy, educated, and able
to contribute to society as an adult.

Every child needs these things, and
our country’s economy and heritage
cannot afford not to make this so. As
we sent this bill out of the Senate, we
have tried to retain as many national
standards as possible, and even though
we have had some success, we have
failed on others—and we are going to
have to come back here in January and
get to work on new ways to improve
the standards we have.

If you ask any CEO of any company
what this country needs to thrive, they
will tell you we need more highly
skilled, highly educated people making
good decisions in the workplace, and
we need less people out on the street
doing crimes.

I met with a high school assistant
principal last week who has spent
years working with children and young
people with behavior problems, who do
not do what adults want them to do. He
has found successful ways of helping
these students to learn how to behave
in accordance with our expectations of
them.

But he said to me, and I think he is
absolutely right: ‘‘You can pay me
now, or you can pay them later.’’ Be-
cause our young people would much
rather be an asset to our country than
a liability, and the vast majority of
them are. But, they are bright young
people, all of them. And if they do not
find success in school and the economy,
they will find it by getting really good
at breaking into your house.

To avoid this, we must keep the Fed-
eral Government in the business of as-

suring standards, and must improve
the ones we have today. On top of this,
each and every American must invest
the time and energy it takes to make
sure every child is healthy enough to
learn, and educated enough to contrib-
ute to her or his community.

So, since we have passed this welfare
reform proposal, we must be aware
that America had problems before we
voted yesterday, and we will have prob-
lems afterward, and that this is only
the first step. If we really want a coun-
try where every child’s well-being is se-
cure, where every person can be a con-
tributing member of our society and
economy, where the world around us is
healthy and beautiful and a great place
to live—then we must start a discus-
sion in every community and around
every dinner table—a discussion that
just has not happened lately in this Na-
tion.

What is important to us as Ameri-
cans? What do we hold dear? What do
our children mean to us, and what is
each of us committed to do about it?

Every American must be part of the
discussion to determine what we can
each do, now, to make things better in
this country. What can each person, in
front of each television set, or in each
car, or in the stands at each sporting
event, do to get America on the right
track? What can each person who gets
any assistance from her or his Govern-
ment—be it a welfare check or a paved
road or a tax incentive or a safe ham-
burger or a bank that will not one day
close its doors—what can each person
do today to join us in making this
country great?

People on this floor often talk about
the old days, a simpler time, when
things were better. Well, I am here to
tell you that Americans today are just
as capable of solving problems as any
past generation—it is the American
spirit that is going to make this hap-
pen.

People at home are now watching the
Olympics, where the best athletes in
our Nation will compete against ath-
letes from the rest of the world. And
they will win gold medals for their ef-
forts, and for our Nation. These people
are heroes, and we should all rally
around them. But we can not forget the
other heroism in this great country
that we have seen in the old days and
that we see today—the heroism of the
American spirit.

Thousands of people in this country
grew their own food during World War
II, in victory gardens, to diminish the
drain on our resources. They collected
every piece of metal they could find, so
our brave men and women could have
the best tools with which to win the
war. They went, especially the women,
out of their homes and into the fac-
tories to work for this country.

Hundreds of thousands of Americans,
like my parents and grandparents, gave
of themselves, through the Great De-
pression, through war, through the war
on poverty in the sixties, for our
shared future.

Many of them have not stopped giv-
ing. There are senior citizens in my
State who go to school every week to
help children and to help each other to
learn about and work with computers.
There are hundreds of young people,
sixth-graders and college students,
going into the community with hard
work and good ideas. There are also
kids who are truly heroic for just mak-
ing it to school each day, or for not let-
ting a bad family situation crush their
hopes for the future.

I want to caution you all that the
American people have spoken and de-
manded change to public assistance,
but they still want Government to play
a role in helping people when they need
help, and the American people are ca-
pable of speaking again, loudly and an-
grily, if we do not make this work.

We have sent a bill out of the Senate.
We put the House on notice that this
bill needs to be bipartisan, and needs to
be the best bill possible under the cir-
cumstances, when it comes to children.
I have made several attempts to im-
prove this bill, and I will tell you, it
can still use improvement.

I appreciate that the majority party
has sought compromise in some areas,
that they have made some improve-
ments. But again, it is the nature of
this debate that we are not foreseeing
all the possible effects of this bill. We
are entering uncharted territory. We
must remain vigilant. And we here in
this body must call upon every one of
our constituents to join the fight to
make this work for the people around
them.

We are leaving the discussion about
welfare reform. We are entering a dis-
cussion about different ways to make
sure all children are healthy, despite
the income of their family. Poor
health, illiteracy, antisocial behavior—
these are not the exclusive domain of
the poor—all Americans are subject to
the ravages of these problems, espe-
cially our children.

We are entering a time when we need
to focus on creating opportunity for
our children, and meeting their basic
needs—health, nutrition, education, so
as adults they will contribute posi-
tively to the economic and social
structure of this country.

Our country, compared to other in-
dustrialized nations does a very shabby
job of assuring the basics. If we are no
longer going to do it through public as-
sistance in the same way we have
done—then we need to find new ways to
do it.

I do not think this bill brings prom-
ise for the people it will affect. We
have improved it for sure, but it could
be better. But the fact is, the bill will
soon be the law of the land. In the face
of this, I challenge each American to
help us put something in place to pro-
tect children, as we tear apart this sys-
tem that has created such dependency.

Especially where children are con-
cerned, this bill cannot be allowed to
come back worse from the conference
committee. It is our moral obligation
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to hold the children as harmless as we
can, no matter what we are asking of
their parents.

After yesterday, I expect that all
Senators will join in this new discus-
sion—of what we must do to assure
basic standards of health, education for
children and all Americans.∑
f

MRS. GERTRUDE RAMSAY CRAIN

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to Gertrude
Ramsay Crain. With her passing on
July 20, America’s publishing industry
lost one of its most accomplished mem-
bers. After 4 decades of dutifully cover-
ing the Detroit business community,
Mrs. Crain’s presence will certainly be
missed.

In 1916, G.D. Crain, Jr., Mrs. Crain’s
late husband, founded Crain Commu-
nications. Eighty years later, this com-
pany employs 900 people worldwide. A
leader in the area of business report-
ing, Crain Communications publishes
29 business newspapers and magazines.
Among the most popular of these are
Crain’s Detroit Business, Automotive
News, Auto Week, and Detroit Month-
ly.

This company is a testament to the
American Dream. Crain Communica-
tions demonstrates that those who
work hard and are passionate about
their product can succeed. Prior to her
retirement earlier this year, Mrs. Crain
held a variety of positions within Crain
Communications, from secretary to as-
sistant treasurer to chairman.

During her tenure, Mrs. Crain’s com-
mitment to her craft did not go unno-
ticed. In addition to being the first
woman inducted into the Junior
Achievement of Chicago Business Hall
of Fame, Mrs. Crain received an honor-
ary doctor of humane letters degree
from the University of Detroit, and was
the 1993 recipient of the Magazine Pub-
lishers of America Henry Johnson
Award, the highest honor given by the
advertising and communications indus-
try.

Although Mrs. Crain made Chicago
her home, Detroit can consider itself a
fortunate beneficiary of her life’s work.
An invaluable asset to both commu-
nities, the value of Mrs. Gertrude
Crain’s contributions will live on for
quite some time. We in Michigan are
fortunate, indeed, to have had this
woman and her family’s company in
our midst.∑
f

THE 75TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
REHOBOTH BEACH, DE, BEACH
PATROL

∑ Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, many
Members of this House and thousands
of residents of this city are familiar
with Rehoboth Beach, DE, as the Sum-
mer Capital of the United States—and
there’s more to that expression than
merely a nickname.

The Delaware seashore resort has for
decades welcomed vacationing Presi-
dents, Cabinet Secretaries, Members of

Congress, representatives of the diplo-
matic community, and thousands of
other Washingtonians of every descrip-
tion. Rehoboth Beach’s attractions in-
clude its sparkling Atlantic surf; broad
beaches; a lively, multi-lingual board-
walk echoing languages from all over
the world; a faithfully family-oriented
atmosphere; and safety in the water for
younger and older visitors alike.

Next Saturday, in fact, the Rehoboth
Beach Patrol—the courteous and skill-
ful young women and men who protect
the resort’s ocean swimmers—will hold
its first lifeguards’ reunion, celebrating
not only 75 years of service to the com-
munity and its visitors, but a remark-
able three-quarter-century record of
perfect safety of the swimmers under
their protection. Since 1921, when the
Rehoboth Beach Patrol was established
with just two lifeguards, until today,
when as many as 37 guards are on duty
during peak periods along the mile and
a half of protected beach, the Rehoboth
Beach lifeguards have never lost a
swimmer.

That is a record any beach patrol
would be proud of, and it was not
achieved by accident. Guarding a
crowded ocean beach is a constant
challenge—every summer the Rehoboth
Beach lifeguards pull scores of troubled
swimmers from the surf, treat hun-
dreds of injuries, and reunite more
than 400 lost children with their par-
ents. It is a task that requires cease-
less alertness, well-conditioned bodies
and highly trained skills, and unflinch-
ing personal courage when the ocean
attempts to claim a victim.

It is more than just a job to those
who undertake it. It is a valued tradi-
tion that has sustained Rehoboth
Beach as a desirable ocean resort for 7
decades and has called to its service
generations of families—fathers, broth-
ers and, since the late seventies, sis-
ters—from Delaware, from its neigh-
boring States of Maryland and Penn-
sylvania, and from this very city.

These young men and women are ath-
letes who thrive on competition, and
their competitive instincts pit them
every day against the sea, and often, to
heighten their morale and sharpen
their skills, against other beach pa-
trols in national and international con-
tests. They train constantly; they dedi-
cate their days to the safety of others,
often at the risk of their own; and their
service is vital to the pleasure and the
security of the hundreds of thousands
of vacationers who visit Rehoboth
Beach every summer.

Mr. President, we Delawareans are
very proud of the Rehoboth Beach Pa-
trol and its 75-year record of perfect
safety. We believe these brave young
women and men represent the best that
Delaware and the Nation have to offer
in the way of idealism, energy and a
willingness to risk all in the service of
others. And we invite our neighbors in
the Middle Atlantic States to join us in
congratulating the Rehoboth Beach
Patrol and its Alumni Association for
calling together for the first time life-

guards who have served the resort over
the past 75 years, including a 91-year-
old who last mounted a guard stand in
1926 as well as the 46 current members
of the patrol.

They deserve our admiration and our
thanks, and we all wish them a suc-
cessful and rewarding reunion this
week.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY OF
CAPT. JOHN ‘‘JACK’’ KENNEDY
UPON THE RETURN OF HIS RE-
MAINS TO THE UNITED STATES
ON AUGUST 1, 1996

∑ Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, many of
my colleagues may remember an Air
Force lieutenant colonel named Dan
Kennedy who served in an outstanding
fashion a number of years ago in the
Senate Liaison Office. Some of us may
also recall that Dan had a brother,
Jack, who was an Air Force pilot who
lost his life in the war in Southeast
Asia.

Jack’s remains returned to the Unit-
ed States in June of this year ending
years of uncertainty and frustration
for his family and loved ones. I think it
is most appropriate that we pause for a
moment to remember Capt. Jack Ken-
nedy’s sacrifice.

Some 25 years ago this August, Capt.
Jack Kennedy was lost while flying a
reconnaissance mission over South
Vietnam. Jack was a forward air con-
troller with the 20th Tactical Air Sup-
port Squadron based in Chu Lai in sup-
port of the 23d Infantry Division.

On August 16, 1971, he failed to check
in during normal radio communica-
tions checks. Unfortunately, there
were no radio calls from his aircraft
and there were no eye witnesses.

There were, however, reports of a
North Vietnamese regiment operating
in the area over which Jack was flying
that day. Although there was no crash
site found, Jack was listed as missing
in action, a status he carried until the
Air Force moved to change it to pre-
sumed killed in action in July 1978.

In 1992, after several visits and dis-
cussions with Vietnamese villagers, a
joint United States/Vietnamese team
identified a possible crash site. At that
time, no conclusive evidence was avail-
able to specifically identify the site as
the one where Jack Kennedy’s plane
had crashed. In 1993, several bone frag-
ments, reportedly from the pilot of
that aircraft, were provided by villag-
ers.

Recent advances in medical science
fostered the development techniques
that permit the comparison of DNA ex-
tracted from bone fragments with DNA
from another family member for the
purposes of identification.

In May of this year, the Air Force ad-
vised Jack’s family that the bone frag-
ments recovered at the crash site in
1992 had been positively identified as
being Jack’s.

Capt. Jack Kennedy’s remains ar-
rived at Travis Air Force Base in Cali-
fornia in late June, and will be flown to
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