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KIRSTEN 

In her graduation speech at South Eugene 
High School six years ago this month, 
Kirsten Frohnmayer said: ‘‘My family jokes 
that by having this serious health problem, 
we provide an important community service. 
We remind people that things in their own 
lives may not be as bad as they seem.’’ 

That was no joke. Following the joys and 
sorrows of the Frohnmayer family has been 
a community activity here for more than 
two decades. Their lives are at least more in-
structive than soap operas. Kirsten’s own 
story, her cheerfully determined battle 
against a mysterious disease with a strange 
name and a lethal record, has been particu-
larly gripping. 

But not all stories have happy endings. 
This one is particularly sad because all of us 
were rooting so hard, hoping against hope. 
The community genuinely grieves with the 
Frohnmayers, as in some degree does the 
whole state. 

At 24, mentally and spiritually Kirsten had 
done more living than many people twice her 
age. She had an immense capacity for life. 
Partly because of her disease, she had a keen 
appreciation for each day’s possibilities. 

Her positive outlook calls to mind the 
obituary editorial famed Kansas editor Wil-
liam Allen White wrote 76 years ago after his 
own 16-year-old daughter was killed in a 
freak riding accident: ‘‘Her humor was a con-
tinual bubble of joy. . . . No angel was Mary 
White, but an easy girl to live with, for she 
never nursed a grouch five minutes in her 
life.’’ 

On the list of personal tragedies to which 
humankind is vulnerable, the death of a 
child must rank at the top. It does not mat-
ter whether the child is struck by a limb 
while riding her horse or is worn down over 
many years and finally defeated by a vicious 
disease; the loss is tremendously hard to 
bear. 

Hearts go out to David and Lynn 
Frohnmayer and to Kirsten’s three remain-
ing siblings. But we know, too, that they will 
manage, because they are blessed with intel-
ligence and strength of spirit—and because 
they understand the wisdom of what Kirsten 
told her classmates at the close of her re-
marks in 1991: 

‘‘A final thought I’d like to share with you 
tonight is my belief that sometimes we 
should live for the day. Too often life con-
sists of anticipation of the future or regrets 
about the past. But we can’t change the past, 
and we don’t know what the future will hold. 
So, at least some of the time, we should con-
centrate on the present. Whatever path 
you’ve chosen, whether you’re talking about 
college, a job, volunteer work, or family, 
you’re talking about life and life must be 
fun. Find the fun in life, for as Ferris Bueller 
said on his day off, ‘life moves pretty fast, 
and if you don’t stop and look around once in 
a while, you are going to miss it.’ 

‘‘So . . . I hope that you will remember to 
appreciate and protect what you have, be op-
timistic and constructive in the face of ad-
versity, and stop to smell the roses. Good 
night and good luck.’’∑ 

f 

TAX RELIEF FOR WORKING 
FAMILIES 

∑ Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, today 
the Senate completed action on S. 949, 
the Revenue Reconciliation Act of 1997, 
legislation implementing the tax relief 
provisions from the historic bipartisan 
balanced budget agreement. I support 
this legislation because it does provide 

real tax relief and adheres to the bal-
anced budget agreement, which we 
worked hard to achieve. American fam-
ilies need this tax relief and they need 
our continued commitment to a bal-
anced budget. 

I have listened to the concerns of 
many of my colleagues regarding this 
legislation and the benefits for working 
families. There is no disputing the fact 
that this legislation does benefit upper 
income families, but it also benefits 
working families and the tax cuts are 
not at the expense of vital, investment 
programs. I have heard a great deal 
about the inequities in this legislation 
and I supported the Daschle substitute 
which would have eliminated many of 
these inequities. But, I do think it is 
unfair to make the criticism without 
examining the entire balanced budget 
agreement and the tax relief adopted in 
1993 for struggling, working families. 
The bottom line is that working fami-
lies will benefit from estate tax relief, 
capital gains tax reductions, education 
investment tax credits, a per child tax 
credit and expanded IRAs. 

Beyond taxes, my colleagues must re-
member that the balanced budget 
agreement was not only about tax re-
lief, but it was also about helping 
working families by allocating addi-
tional resources for health care, edu-
cation, environmental protection, and 
nutritional assistance. It also pro-
tected Social Security and Medicare 
for our Nation’s senior citizens. Before 
weighing any inequities, let’s make 
sure we examine the complete picture. 

The balanced budget agreement, 
which this body adopted on June 5, 
1997, calls for a significant investment 
in education. The agreement assumes 
additional Federal funding for impor-
tant programs aimed at improving ac-
cess to quality education for our chil-
dren. I can assure my colleagues that 
working families will benefit from im-
proved educational opportunities for 
their children. Quality education is one 
of the major priorities for many of the 
constituents that I talk to in Wash-
ington State. And again, there are edu-
cation tax incentives which will help 
middle class working families who are 
facing escalating tuition and higher 
education costs. The Hope tax credits 
and the permanent extension of section 
127 employer-provided educational as-
sistance tax exemption are the kind of 
tax relief that my constituents have 
endorsed. 

There is no doubt that this legisla-
tion can and should be perfected. We 
can work to target more relief to the 
middle class and I will be seeking these 
changes in conference. I am also hope-
ful we guarantee that these tax cuts do 
not result in an explosion in the def-
icit. I will not sit by and watch our def-
icit run out of control. When I first 
came to the Senate in 1993, the deficit 
was close to $300 billion annually. For 
1997, the Congressional Budget Office 
has estimated that our deficit could be 
as low as $70 billion. This was not done 
without some pain and sacrifice. It is 

imperative that we stay the course and 
maintain a balanced budget well after 
2002. 

Now that the Senate has completed 
action on part II of the budget agree-
ment, I sincerely hope that every effort 
will be made to correct the problems 
with S. 947, the spending reconciliation 
legislation. The Medicare provisions 
added by the Senate Finance Com-
mittee go well beyond protecting Medi-
care and will jeopardize access to 
health care for millions of low income 
senior citizens. I supported a balanced 
budget agreement that included con-
straints on spending and tax relief. It 
is imperative that we enact both parts 
of the bi-partisan balanced budget 
agreement, and I will be making every 
effort to improve S. 947 in conference 
and I will continue to oppose efforts 
that seek to undermine the historic, bi-
partisan balanced budget agreement.∑ 

f 

HAPPY FOURTH OF JULY HOLIDAY 

∑ Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, as we 
prepare to celebrate America’s na-
tional holiday, I would like to take a 
moment and pay tribute to the found-
ers of our country. James Madison, in 
particular, is one of my heroes. I didn’t 
know much about James Madison until 
I went to college. I went to the Univer-
sity of Utah and majored in political 
science. I became acquainted with 
James Madison under the direction of 
G. Homer Durham, who was chairman 
of the political science department at 
the University of Utah. He had a very 
radical notion about education. He said 
the most important course in the polit-
ical science department was political 
science 1. And he said, ‘‘Since I am the 
department head it follows that I 
should teach the department’s most 
important course.’’ So as an 18-year-old 
freshman I sat at the feet of Homer 
Durham and learned about the Con-
stitution and James Madison. I read 
the Federalist Papers and began a life-
long love affair with political theory 
and particularly the political theory 
that undergirds America starting with 
Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, and 
the Constitutional Convention. 

As we approach the Fourth of July 
holiday, I am reminded of another im-
portant item which we all cherish: the 
American flag. The flag of the United 
States is a unique symbol of national 
unity and represents the values of lib-
erty, justice, and equality that make 
this Nation an example unmatched 
throughout the world. The American 
flag is recognized around the world as 
an icon of freedom, representing all 
that we hold dear as citizens of the 
United States. This preeminent symbol 
of our Nation has flown in every con-
flict where American blood has been 
threatened and shed, and will always 
deserve our unbending respect and pro-
tection. 

I rise today to support a bill which 
protects these two sacred items: the 
Constitution and the American flag. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 22:28 Oct 24, 2013 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00114 Fmt 0637 Sfmt 0634 E:\1997SENATE\S27JN7.REC S27JN7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
5T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
O

C
IA

LS
E

C
U

R
IT

Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6783 June 27, 1997 
Many of my Republican colleagues ad-
vocate passing a constitutional amend-
ment to prohibit flag desecration. I ad-
mire and agree with their intent to 
show proper respect to our flag, but I 
disagree with their belief that a new 
constitutional amendment banning 
flag burning is the best way to protect 
the flag and punish flag burners. To 
this end I, along with Senator MCCON-
NELL, introduce legislation which will 
successfully and legally prevent the 
desecration of our national symbol. 

Our bill provides for the imprison-
ment and fining of those who damage 
an American flag intending to incite a 
breach of the peace. It also punishes 
anyone who steals a flag belonging to 
the Federal Government or a flag dis-
played on Federal property. In a review 
of our bill, senior constitutional legal 
experts at the U.S. Library of Congress 
stated that if enacted, the bill would 
withstand Supreme Court constitu-
tional scrutiny. I agree with this anal-
ysis and believe it is possible to punish 
the despicable behavior of flag desecra-
tion, while still preserving the sta-
bility of a document that has served us 
well for over 200 years. 

With these comments, I wish my col-
leagues a happy Fourth of July holi-
day. May we always remember the lib-
erties and blessings which are ours due 
to the sacrifice and inspiration of our 
American patriots.∑ 

f 

HONG KONG REVERSION 
∑ Mr. GLENN. Mr. President, next 
week the eyes of the world will be fo-
cused on Hong Kong when the British 
dependent territory reverts to Chinese 
control. The end result of a negotiated 
agreement between the United King-
dom and China, the reversion itself is 
widely accepted and not a matter of 
controversy. Nevertheless, how China 
will handle the dynamic and thriving 
territory of Hong Kong in the near and 
longer term future is a matter of great 
interest, and of considerable difference 
of opinion. 

I count myself among those who are 
cautiously, I underscore cautiously, op-
timistic about the future of Hong 
Kong. The principle reason for my cau-
tious optimism is a belief that, in this 
area, China will be guided primarily by 
consideration of its economic self in-
terest. Many have likened Hong Kong 
to the goose that laid the golden egg. 
That characterization is well deserved. 
Simply put, China has an enormous 
stake in continued economic growth 
and prosperity in Hong Kong. Over the 
last several years, economic growth in 
Hong Kong has averaged 5 to 6 percent 
a year; Hong Kong is now the eighth 
largest trader in the world; and its 
GDP of almost $24,000 per capita ex-
ceeds that of several western industri-
alized nations. Hong Kong is an inter-
national business and financial center. 
The Hong Kong and Chinese economies 
are already intertwined and co-
dependent. Hong Kong is a source of 
substantial investment in China and a 

conduit for Chinese exports around the 
world. 

To a large extent the Chinese leader-
ship has staked its legitimacy and its 
future on the ability to bring growth to 
China’s economy and an improving 
standard of living to its people. Over 
the next 5 years China will have to find 
jobs for an estimated 216 million new 
or displaced workers. Reason would 
argue that China simply cannot afford 
to substantially tamper with the eco-
nomic growth engine that is Hong 
Kong. 

In addition to the negative economic 
consequences of mishandling the Hong 
Kong reversion, China has other incen-
tives to try hard to make things work. 
China has advertised the Hong Kong 
one country-two systems principle as a 
model for any potential future discus-
sions on reunification of Taiwan with 
the mainland. While it’s still unclear 
whether or not this is even a feasible 
proposition, you can be sure if things 
do not go well in Hong Kong, any possi-
bility of talks with Taiwan on reunifi-
cation will continue to remain remote 
for the foreseeable future. Finally, the 
success or failure of the Hong Kong 
transition will have a substantial im-
pact on United States-Chinese bilateral 
relations, as well as on the worldwide 
perception of China. 

Having outlined the reasons for my 
optimism, I must now explain why I 
temper that optimism with a healthy 
dose of caution. I am not sure, Mr. 
President, that the leadership in Bei-
jing understands what it takes to nur-
ture the robust and thriving socio-
economic system of Hong Kong, par-
ticularly the relationship between the 
political and economic spheres. I am 
not sure that the Chinese leadership 
will necessarily favor their economic 
interests over political or perceived se-
curity interests, if the two sets of in-
terests collide. 

The record of the period of prepara-
tion for reversion is mixed. Hong Kong 
continues to thrive economically and 
business confidence remains high. 
China has agreed to Hong Kong’s con-
tinued membership in international in-
stitutions as a separate entity and to 
the continuation of Hong Kong’s expe-
rienced and professional civil service. 
On the other hand, China’s decision to 
replace the elected legislature, Legco, 
with an appointed provisional legisla-
ture and certain statements by Chinese 
officials concerning definition of free-
dom of the press have caused consider-
able unease among Hong Kong’s demo-
cratic political organizations, in the 
United States and in Britain. 

The great unanswered question is 
whether the Chinese leadership will be 
willing and able to effectively imple-
ment the one country-two systems 
model, preserving Hong Kong’s eco-
nomic prosperity as well as the polit-
ical freedoms the people began to enjoy 
under British rule. If alternatively, 
they begin to roll back the political 
freedoms and individual liberties, in 
my view, the economy will not be im-

mune, and they may well end up sacri-
ficing that fabled golden goose. 

We may not know the answer to that 
question for several years. As I said 
earlier, the eyes of the world will be on 
Hong Kong next week. But, those eyes 
will not be taken off Hong Kong on 
July 2. You can be sure the world will 
continue to watch China’s stewardship 
of Hong Kong with intense interest for 
many years. 

And, we shouldn’t just watch. The 
United States should do everything it 
can to support the people of Hong 
Kong. The United States should en-
courage China to see and understand 
that its own interests are best served 
by maintaining true autonomy for 
Hong Kong. Anything less would be a 
failure.∑ 

f 

WILL ISEA PART WAYS WITH THE 
NEA? 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
know that all of us agree there is no 
greater national treasure this Nation 
has than our children. Nurturing and 
encouraging them to live up to their 
potential is one of the most important 
things we can do. That is why our edu-
cational system must be the best it can 
be and our Nation’s educators must be 
the best they can be. But there is 
something that I believe all the mem-
bers of congress need to be aware of be-
cause it may have a profound and last-
ing effect on educators throughout the 
country. I am referring to the ongoing 
merger talks between the National 
Education Association and the Amer-
ican Federation of Teachers. 

This matter is of prime importance 
to NEA members across the United 
States and I know it is of tremendous 
importance to the Iowa State Edu-
cation Association. It is disturbing 
that many members of the NEA are not 
aware of this because this is not just 
joining of two teachers’ organizations. 
Given the AFT’s affiliation with the 
AFL–CIO and the apparent willingness 
of the NEA to accede to the demands of 
the AFT. Should the merger go 
through, this new organization would 
be a member of the AFL–CIO, which 
could have tremendous policy implica-
tions for the largest organization rep-
resenting educators. For that reason, I 
urge other members of congress to read 
the article I am submitting for consid-
eration. 

The article follows: 
WILL ISEA PART WAYS WITH THE NEA? 

(By James Flansburg) 
The Iowa State Education Association is 

thinking about dropping its affiliation with 
the National Education Association. 

At ISEA’s annual meeting in Ames in early 
April, a number of members said they fear 
that the NEA is moving toward a militant 
unionism that could severely harm profes-
sionalism in teaching. 

The course being followed by the NEA 
would take away the independence of local 
and State affiliates, while, at the same time, 
putting them deeply into partisan politics 
and formal efforts to control local school 
boards and policies. 
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