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We saw very few cars, few trucks or buses,
and no sense of normal business or economic
activity at all. Streets were almost empty,
and no economic activity was apparent—I
saw no people engaged even in waiting in
lines at stores. The people we did see ap-
peared in reasonably good physical health,
although listless and low on energy. This ap-
plied to the many (but not well-armed) mili-
tary people I saw on the street as well as to
the civilians. And the physical plant of the
city is clearly deteriorating. Electricity was
spotty in our hotel, in surrounding buildings
and on the streets. A number of trucks and
buses appeared to be rusting and out of use,
and a trolley car was essentially abandoned
near the hotel with its back wheels off.

In preparing for this stop, I anticipated a
highly repressive state. I expected poverty
and perhaps visible signs of hunger, although
I had been told this was less likely in the
capital than in rural regions. And I expected
constant surveillance. What I did not expect
was the almost empty, eerie quality of
Pyongyang. Clearly, the country is in dire
straits. While I cannot speculate on North
Korea’s long-term prospects with any au-
thority, it is hard to imagine that they can
sustain their current domestic and military
policies indefinitely.e®

———

OPENING OF THE NEW NATIONAL
AIRPORT

e Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, over
the past 2 weeks, and culminating with
ceremonies this past Sunday, the Met-
ropolitan Washington Airports Author-
ity opened the new terminal at Na-
tional Airport.

This $450 million state of the art fa-
cility is just one element of a $2 billion
capital development plan at both
Washington National and Dulles Inter-
national Airports, made possible by the
creation of the Metropolitan Wash-
ington Airports Authority only 10
short years ago.

To understand the significance of
this achievement, one only needs to re-
call what it was like to use either
Washington National or Dulles Inter-
national during the late 1970’s and
early 1980’s.

Both airports were owned by the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, and Con-
gress was absolutely unwilling to ap-
propriate more than the bare essential
amount necessary to operate either fa-
cility.

National Airport was in a grave state
of disrepair, and Dulles was called the
great white elephant.

Looking upon these airports as inte-
gral parts of the areas economy was
unfathomable, and the notion of cus-
tomer service was even more unimagi-
nable.

Then, thinking in the region began to
change.

Encouraged by the desire of the
Reagan administration to re-examine
the proper role of Federal Government,
area business leaders and members of
the Virginia congressional delegation
started asking the question: Why not
divest the Federal government of these
two airports, and let them be run like
a business?

Fortunately, there was a Secretary
of Transportation whose response to
the question was: Why not indeed!
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Not about to be discouraged by enor-
mity or ambitious nature of the task,
that Secretary of Transportation, Eliz-
abeth Hanford Dole, enlisted the assist-
ance of a very able and influential
statesman, former Virginia Governor
Linwood Holton, who worked tirelessly
to help mold both a plan, and the con-
sensus to transfer ownership of the two
airports to a non-Federal authority.

This authority was authorized under
an interstate compact to operate the
airports and to raise the money nec-
essary to renew National Airport, and
to make Dulles the economic dynamo
its creators once envisioned.

Following a very tortuous and uncer-
tain course through the legislative
process, a bill was finally placed on
President Reagan’s desk for signature,
and in 1987, the Metropolitan Wash-
ington Airports Authority took control
of the two airports.

Under the stewardship of James A.
Wilding, and the leadership of a ten
person board comprised of appointees
from Virginia and Maryland and the
District of Columbia, the Airports Au-
thority designed a capital development
plan which relied on the sales of bonds
financed by future revenues.

This capital development plan be-
came the catalyst enabling the Metro-
politan region to achieve its dream.

Today, Dulles International Airport
is a major force in the growing
hightech and biotech economy of the
region, and with the opening of the new
National terminal last Sunday, the re-
gion now has a world-class dining,
shopping, and transportation facility
to welcome the more than 15 million
passengers who come to the Nation’s
capital from cities within a 1,250 mile
perimeter of the airport.

In fact, it is this perimeter, combined
with a limitation on the number of
flights that can arrive and depart from
National Airport each hour, and a cur-
few on stage two aircraft after 10 P.M.,
that maintains the political and eco-
nomic balance enabling National Air-
port to serve short-haul passengers,
while Dulles International serves long-
haul passengers from across the United
States and around the world.

Without these tools, the community
would be in a literal uproar over the
noise and volume of air traffic at Wash-
ington National Airport, and Dulles
would still be the white elephant it was
in the 1970’s and early 1980’s.

Needless to say, the region’s econ-
omy would be nothing like it is today
had the vision of Secretary Dole, area
business leaders and Virginia’s Con-
gressional delegation not been realized.

So, Mr. President, it is with grati-
tude that I salute all the thousands of
people who helped make this dream
come true.

Especially I thank the present and
former members of the Metropolitan
Washington Airports Authority board
of directors including Linwood Holton,
Ron Linton, and Robert Tardio; the
staff and management of the Airports
Authority including James A. Wilding,
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general manager, August Melton, man-
ager of Washington National Airport,
and Keith Merlin, manager of Dulles
International Airport; and architect
Cesar Pelli and all the construction
personnel who turned Mr. Pelli’s de-
signs into a living, working master-
pieces.

Congratulations to all. Job well
done.e®

———
TRIBUTE TO THE SAVANNAH

INTERNATIONAL TRAINING CEN-
TER AND THE OLYMPIC SOLI-
DARITY PROGRAM

e Mr. CLELAND. Mr. President, I rise
today to praise the accomplishments of
the Olympic Solidarity Program and
its partnership with the Savannah
International Training Center, the
only recognized athletic training venue
in the United States whose athletes are
funded by the International Olympic
Committee. This scholarship program
has brought athletes from Africa and
South America to Georgia, continuing
the spirit of the 1996 International
Olympic games by giving opportunities
to athletes from developing countries.

The Savannah International Training
Center is the largest Solidarity Train-
ing Center in the world. The Solidarity
Program provides athletes with funds
for room and board, education, visas,
transportation and training costs. In
June 1996, 256 Olympic Solidarity Ath-
letes arrived in Georgia from countries
such as Zimbabwe, Rwanda, and Co-
lombia to participate in the out-
standing track and field program. The
facility hopes to be able to expand its
programs to include weightlifting,
swimming, and soccer. Essentially, the
Solidarity Program provides athletes
with a unique experience like no other
in the United States or in the world.

This program not only enhances the
quality of life for the athletes; the
Olympic Solidarity Program has pro-
vided the community of Savannah and
the State of Georgia with an inter-
national experience comparable to the
1996 Olympic games. Exposure to the
variety of cultures existing among the
participating countries allows the citi-
zens of Savannah to develop stronger
ties with these nations and improve
foreign relationships.

The Savannah International Training
Center continues to thrive and grow,
exemplifying Georgia’s commitment to
the success of international athletics
and the spirit of the Olympics. It is
with great pride that I congratulate
the Savannah International Training
Center, the city of Savannah, the
International Olympic Committee and
the athletes involved for contributing
to the unparalleled success of this dis-
tinguished program in the TUnited
States and for continuing the Olympic
legacy in the State of Georgia.e

RECOGNITION OF BETTY
GREGOIRE

e Mr. BOND. Mr. President, Today I
stand before you to recognize a truly
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unique individual and personal friend
for her exemplary service to my home
State of Missouri at the time of her re-
tirement. Betty Gregoire, has lived in
Kansas City, Missouri for the past 24
years during which she has been a wife
and mother, a volunteer and a public
servant. Betty has shown the kind of
lifelong devotion to her State that
make it an honor to commend her for
her many years of civic contribution.

After receiving a B.S. Degree from
State University of New York, she
taught in Long Island Elementary
Schools and in Rochester, New York
High School System. Betty came to
Weatherby Lake, a community near
Kansas City, in 1973 and by 1980 had es-
tablished a position as Manager of the
Prosecuting Attorney’s office. Later
she became the Administrative Assist-
ant to the County Commission.

In addition to her service on the
Weatherby Lake Improvement Board,
as secretary, Legislative Committee,
Missouri Assessor’s Association, she
was appointed by Governor John
Ashcroft to fill the term of Assessor in
1985 and continued to serve for three
terms.

Now part of the Finance Committee
of St. Teresa Catholic church in Park-
ville, Betty is also a member of the
Mid American Regional Council
(MARC) Board and has held the posi-
tion of Treasurer and 2nd Vice-Presi-
dent.

Betty was appointed by the Governor
in 1986 to the Missouri Job & Employ-
ment Council then reappointed in 1992,
and was District 3 Director of Missouri
Association of Counties from 1991-94.

As an active member of several other
civic organizations, Betty is an exam-
ple for her fellow Missourians. I com-
mend Betty for her many years of serv-
ice and I am glad to say that the State
of Missouri is enriched with her wis-
dom and leadership.e

———

THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
INDEPENDENCE OF PAKISTAN

e Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor the people of Pakistan
on the occasion of the fiftieth anniver-
sary of their independence. In August
of 1947, Pakistan gained its independ-
ence from the British Empire. For the
past fifty years, the people of Pakistan
have shared with the people of the
United States a common interest in
the establishment of democracy. In re-
cent years, Pakistan has reasserted its
committment to democratic govern-
ment and is deserving of both our rec-
ognition and our support.

The friendship between the United
States and Pakistan goes back many
years. In the mid-1950’s, Pakistan and
the United States joined together in a
security agreement to resist Soviet ex-
pansion in South Asia. In late 1955,
Pakistan joined the South East Asia
Treaty Organization and the Central
Treaty Organization, demonstrating
Pakistan’s committment to the Free
World. This commitment proved in-
valuable during the Soviet occupation
of Afghanistan, as our two nations
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united in opposition to Soviet aggres-
sion. Without a doubt, a close, con-
structive friendship between the
United States and Pakistan has been
essential to the security of both na-
tions.

Beyond the affairs of state, there are
the economic and cultural exchanges
which spur growth and development
and enrich the lives of our nations. In
1996, the total value of U.S. trade with
Pakistan was $1.3 billion. Pakistan has
recently embarked on an ambitious
economic reform program to jumpstart
the economy of Pakistan and provide
the necessary foundation for free and
fair trade. The United States should
support these efforts, as Pakistan has
the potential to one day become a
model for the newly independent states
of West and Central Asia.

Pakistani-Americans are a vibrant
part of American cultural and eco-
nomic life. Across the nation, Paki-
stani-Americans share their knowledge
and heritage with other Americans,
contribute to our economy, and create
homes and neighborhoods which are a
vital contribution to the American
dream.

And so, on this the fiftieth anniver-
sary of the independence of Pakistan, I
rise to honor the people of Pakistan
and their commitment to forge a free
and democratic society. I look forward
to many years of continued friendship
between the people of Pakistan and the
United States.®

———————

INCREASING INCOME FOR THE
DISABLED

e Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I rise
today as a cosponsor of S. 1054. This
legislation, introduced by Senator
COCHRAN, gives greater opportunity to
disabled workers.

In a nation professing to honor and
reward hard work, I find it distressing
that individuals able and, more impor-
tantly, willing to work do not receive
all the benefits they are entitled to.
Presently, disabled individuals can
maintain Social Security benefits only
if they do not earn a substantial
amount. For the disabled, this amount
is $500 per month, or $6000 per year.
Blind individuals, however, are able to
earn nearly twice as much without di-
minished benefits; nearly $12,000 per
year. This discrepancy is wrong.

During the 104th Congress, the Sen-
ate acted on legislation expanding sen-
ior citizens ability to work. The Senate
passed the ‘‘Senior Citizens’ Right to
Work Act of 1996 by unanimous con-
sent. This legislation, which I was
proud to support, allows seniors to re-
tain more of their Social Security ben-
efits even if they continue to work. By
the year 2002, seniors will be able to
earn up to $30,000 in outside income
without penalty. I see no reason why
the Senate can extend the earnings
limit to seniors and the blind, but does
not extend the ability for greater in-
come to the disabled. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation and
correct this outstanding deficiency.e
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SPECIAL COORDINATOR FOR U.S.
POLICY TOWARD TIBET

e Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President,
today the New York Times reports an
important advance in United States di-
plomacy. Secretary of State Albright
has agreed to appoint a special coordi-
nator to oversee American policy to-
ward Tibet. This brings to fruition the
vision of our beloved former chairman
of the Foreign Relations Committee,
Senator Pell, who introduced a bill (S.
25654) at the end of the 103d Congress to
establish a position in the Department
of State to coordinate United States
policy on Tibet.

Since 1959, the Tibetans have suffered
the liberation of their country by the
Communist Chinese. Tibet is a remote
land. Tibetans at that time had no in-
terest in relations with other coun-
tries. No interest in joining the newly
formed TUnited Nations. Perhaps if
Tibet had, we would have paid more at-
tention when it was invaded.

Now it’s time to pay attention. Most
importantly, we must focus on efforts
to bring the Tibetans and the Chinese
to the negotiating table to resolve
their differences. The situation re-
quires far more attention within the
administration and a special coordi-
nator can provide appropriate atten-
tion. While the Dalai Lama has stated
repeatedly his willingness to begin ne-
gotiations, the Chinese continue to
issue denials. As my daughter Maura
wrote in a Washington Post article in
April:

Most policy makers do not realize that the
Dalai Lama is not seeking territorial sov-
ereignty for his captive nation; nor is he ask-
ing to be reinstated as the head of the theo-
cratic government that ruled Tibet prior to
the Chinese invasion. In an address to the
European Parliament in 1988 in Strasbourg,
France, the Dalai Lama offered the Chinese
control of Tibet’s military and diplomatic
affairs if they would allow the Tibetan peo-
ple a measure of self-governance and non-in-
terference in religion and culture.

That is certainly a magnanimous
offer. The response from the Chinese?
Silence.

In creating this new position, we
make clear that we have heard this
reasonable offer and intend to pursue
it. As Lodi Gyari, the able diplomat
who represents the Dalai Lama in
Washington, is quoted in the New York
Times today:

If the United States is consistent and sin-
cere and vigorous in trying to persuade the
Chinese Government to come to a settle-
ment, I strongly believe it will happen.

The new post will also allow closer
scrutiny of human rights abuses in
Tibet, which continue at an appalling
level. I would note, as the author of the
provision which resulted in a separate
Tibet report in the State Department’s
annual Country Reports on Human
Rights Practices, that the Bureau of
Democracy, Human Rights and Labor,
led by Assistant Secretary Shattuck,
has done a superb job in documenting
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