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Mr. LEAHY addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I say, 

with both the leaders on the floor, this 
is a matter that has had some discus-
sion. I appreciate the discussions I 
have had with both my leader, the dis-
tinguished Democratic leader, and the 
majority leader of the Senate, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Mississippi. 
The distinguished senior Senator from 
Utah, Mr. HATCH, and I have also had 
lengthy discussions about this. 

As I have stated before—I will not 
hold the floor here now because I know 
others are waiting to speak; I will 
speak on this later this afternoon—I do 
have a concern about the slow pace of 
nominations being confirmed, espe-
cially with those such as the Paez and 
Berzon nominations that have waiting 
years, not just weeks and months. We 
should be moving forward on those 
nominations, as well. 

I have also received the assurance of 
the distinguished chairman of the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee that we will 
expedite, as much as possible, the hear-
ing schedule and the executive session 
schedule of the Committee and that we 
will get more nominations promptly to 
the Executive Calendar. 

One thing I have learned after 25 
years here is that in the last few days 
of any session we suddenly find a lot 
can be done—provided items are avail-
able on the calendar. While it is a time, 
I am sure, to which the two leaders 
look forward with great anticipation— 
and they have a chance to earn a high-
er place in Heaven because their pa-
tience will be strained but they will 
not allow the strain to break them—I 
hope we will have a number of judges 
who might then be available to start 
the December, if not the January, ses-
sions of their courts. 

I know that Bruce Cohen, counsel on 
the Democratic side, and Manus 
Cooney, Senator HATCH’s chief counsel 
on the Republican side, have been 
working hard to make progress on 
these matters. 

I think this is a good step forward. I 
think it is a positive thing. But I hope 
the leader will be able to use his per-
suasion on the Republican side for 
Berzon and Paez. I know there are 
those who will not vote for them, but 
allow them to have an up-or-down vote. 

I can assure the Democrat leader and 
I can assure the majority leader that I 
have canvassed this side of the aisle 
and there is no objection on the Demo-
cratic side—none whatsoever—to going 
forward with Berzon and Paez. 

I know some Senators have told me 
on the other side they will vote against 
them. I have a number of Senators on 
the other side who say they will vote 
for them. We ought to give them the 
courtesy of the vote. 

I know that requires scheduling and 
work, but I urge that upon the leader-
ship. I want the leaders to know there 
is no objection on this side. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I would 
like the RECORD to reflect that Senator 

HATCH is in agreement with this re-
quest. He has worked on it very dili-
gently; also, that he has made a com-
mitment to have hearings and votes on 
additional nominees in the near future. 
I do not recall him specifying a day. I 
think you have some tentative date 
you have worked on. 

Mr. LEAHY. We do. 
Mr. LOTT. One other request. I ask 

unanimous consent that at 5:30 on 
Monday the Senate proceed—Mr. Presi-
dent, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative assistant proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BUN-
NING). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 2084 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that at 5:30 p.m. on 
Monday, the Senate proceed to the 
Transportation appropriations con-
ference report, the conference report be 
deemed to have been read, and state-
ments by Senators SHELBY and LAU-
TENBERG be placed in the RECORD and a 
vote occur immediately on adoption of 
the conference report at 5:30 p.m. on 
Monday. 

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

Mr. LOTT. I ask unanimous consent 
that after Senators AKAKA and MUR-
KOWSKI speak—Senator AKAKA is going 
to speak next and then Senator MUR-
KOWSKI—Senator LEAHY be recognized 
to speak as in morning business. 

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

Mr. LOTT. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Hawaii. 
f 

U.S. POLICY TOWARDS NORTH 
KOREA 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I thank 
the majority leader for the time and 
also my chairman from Alaska, Sen-
ator MURKOWSKI, for permitting me to 
speak during this time. 

I rise to address an issue of critical 
importance to our national security: 
containing the proliferation of weapons 
of mass destruction by North Korea. As 
ranking member of the Subcommittee 
on International Security, Prolifera-
tion, and Federal Services, I see this as 
one of the most pressing security 
issues facing America. The Clinton ad-
ministration has been working hard at 
containing and countering this threat, 
holding important discussions with the 
North Koreans, most recently in Ber-
lin. Last Friday, a North Korean 
spokesman stated that North Korea 
would ‘‘not launch a missile while the 
talks are underway with a view to cre-

ating an atmosphere more favorable for 
the talks’’ with the United States. 

This, I believe, is a very positive 
step. North Korea’s development and 
August 1998 testing of a long-range 
missile drew America’s attention to 
this emerging threat to our national 
security. Even more directly, it raised 
concerns about Hawaii’s security. Fol-
lowing this test, the North Koreans 
began preparing to launch a second 
missile, which our intelligence ana-
lysts believe could deliver a several- 
hundred kilogram payload to Hawaii 
and to Alaska. North Korean prepara-
tions to test launch a much larger mis-
sile prompted the administration to 
take multilateral efforts to persuade 
the North Koreans not to launch and to 
restrict their missile development. 

Following negotiations in Berlin be-
tween the United States and the North 
Koreans last week, the President an-
nounced his decision to ease some sanc-
tions against North Korea adminis-
tered under the Trading with the 
Enemy Act, the Defense Production 
Act, and the Department of Com-
merce’s Export Administration regula-
tions. So far these efforts have been 
partially successful, and the North Ko-
reans have agreed to a moratorium on 
missile launches during this series of 
talks with the United States. The ad-
ministration is to be congratulated for 
the intensity with which it has pursued 
a solution to this dangerous problem. 

There has been some criticism of the 
administration’s approach, with a few 
critics arguing that the administration 
is rewarding bad behavior or giving in 
to extortion demands. I do not believe 
this is the case. The formal announce-
ment by the North Korean Government 
stating there would be no missile tests 
while talks are underway with the 
United States is a clear indication that 
North Koreans have accepted the new 
approach in relations outlined by Sec-
retary Perry. There is no doubt that 
the North Koreans have an active mis-
sile export program which is dependent 
upon imports of foreign technology and 
exports of cruise missiles. 

Therefore, it is in our national secu-
rity interest to limit North Korean 
missile development and especially 
North Korean missile exports toward 
which the Berlin agreement takes a 
firm step. By lifting some economic 
sanctions, holding out the possibility 
of lifting additional sanctions, and sug-
gesting to the North Koreans that the 
United States is willing to normalize 
relations with North Korea, the North 
Koreans have been given a powerful in-
centive towards agreeing to a perma-
nent moratorium on missile develop-
ment. Reimposing sanctions would 
send such a strong signal of distrust 
with North Korean actions that it 
could well set back North Korean ef-
forts to achieve international respect-
ability to lower levels than those 
today. 

This is not a sanctions relief for mor-
atorium deal. It leads, instead, to a 
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normalization of relations for a reduc-
tion in threat. Normalization is predi-
cated upon North Korean willingness 
to change their behavior in terms of 
terrorism, drug dealing, and prolifera-
tion, including a verifiable end to their 
nuclear warhead and missile programs. 
We are not looking at an immediate 
end to the hostile atmosphere that has 
worsened tensions on the Korean pe-
ninsula. We must determine what our 
long-term objectives are on the Korean 
peninsula. If our ultimate goal is the 
peaceful unification of the Koreas as 
one democratic state, we need to assess 
more effectively how our current strat-
egy will lead us in that direction. 

I look forward to the administra-
tion’s elaborating its next steps to-
wards North Korea. So far, the admin-
istration has worked hard and well at 
containing tensions on the peninsula. 
It is not a success which must come 
easily, given the difficulty of dealing 
with the North Koreans. More hard 
work and the support of Congress will 
be needed to make a lasting peace pos-
sible. 

I yield the floor and thank the Sen-
ator from Alaska for granting me this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska. 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
thank the Chair, and I thank my good 
friend and colleague from Hawaii with 
whom I have a great rapport. I very 
much appreciate his statement and the 
meaningful application of both Hawaii 
and my State of Alaska, as we look at 
the potential threat from some of the 
rogue nations of the world. 

f 

IN MEMORIAM—MARY MIKAMI 
ROUSE 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, my 
purpose in coming to the floor today is 
to tell you about an extraordinary 
Alaskan family. And to pay tribute to 
a mother who took from her immigrant 
heritage and from her adopted Alaskan 
home, the courage and tenacity to 
excel at a time when successful women 
were not the norm and too often 
uncelebrated. Her name is Mary 
Mikami Rouse. She died August 7th at 
the age of 87. 

Her story begins in Japan with the 
arrival of a fifth son in the Mikami 
family in 1864. Shortly after the birth 
of Mary’s father, Goro Mikami, Japan 
began a period of social and political 
revolution and tempestuous change. 
The Shogunate lost power and Japan’s 
imperial house was restored to a posi-
tion of prestige and authority. The feu-
dal system was eroding and there was a 
remarkable degree of westernization in 
all areas of Japanese life. 

Goro Mikami’s father was a vassal of 
the Shogun, an admiral who was ulti-
mately responsible for a navy failure 
that contributed to the subsequent loss 
of power by the Shogun. His sense of 
honor demanded he commit seppuku, 
or suicide for that loss. Fortuitously, 
the emperor stopped him from that ac-

tion, pardoned him and made him the 
head of the country’s new naval acad-
emy. In that position he got to know a 
number of American naval officers. 

As the fifth son to a family that was 
Samurai, or part of the aristocracy, 
Goro Mikami made a decision that re-
flected the changing times in which he 
found himself. He rebelled against an 
arranged marriage that was in the off-
ing and he and a friend, who were 
studying in Tokyo around 1885, decided 
to head for the American West. Plans 
went awry and the friend stayed be-
hind, but Mikami took the ship to a 
new life. He settled in San Francisco 
where at some point he attended the 
University of California at Berkeley to 
learn English. Two of his brothers went 
on to serve in Japan’s diplomatic 
corps. The family name was Kondo, 
Goro was given the last name of 
Mikami in order to rescue a branch of 
the family that was dying out—not un-
usual in Japanese culture. 

Rumor says Mikami was drawn to 
the goldfields in Alaska, and there is 
some evidence he may have worked as 
a civilian aboard a U.S. Coast Guard 
Cutter. By this time, he had American-
ized his name from Goro to George. But 
whatever his adventures, Mikami made 
a monumental decision in 1910, to take 
a trip back to Japan. His school friend 
had become a famous lawyer in the in-
tervening years, and put together a 
huge homecoming for Mikami. At the 
homecoming events he met Miné 
Morioka, who had served as a nurse in 
the Russian Japanese War. They mar-
ried and returned to the States in 1911, 
this time to Seattle. In 1912, Mary 
Mikami was born. 

About 1915, the family, including 
Mary’s younger sister Alice, moved to 
Seward, Alaska. It appears George 
found work on the Alaskan railroad 
then being constructed between Seward 
and Anchorage. That same year, 
Mary’s brother Harry was born. By 
1918, the family had moved on to An-
chorage where they opened George’s 
Tailor Shop on Fourth avenue between 
‘‘B’’ and ‘‘C″ Streets. Flora was born in 
1919, and the family was complete. The 
Mikamis were either the first or one of 
the first Japanese families to settle in 
Anchorage. 

Prior to the 1940s, Anchorage’s popu-
lation never moved above 2,000. Alaska 
was still a territory and not a stopping 
ground for the faint of heart. It was 
peopled with pioneers and adventurers 
seeking wealth, anonymity or a new 
way of life. The Mikami family per-
severed and prospered in this still 
rough and tumble atmosphere. They 
met the challenges of a new business, a 
young family, assimilating into a dif-
ferent culture and mastering a new 
language. 

The second daughter Alice Mikami 
Snodgrass, who still lives in Palmer, 
Alaska, remembers her mother as a 
strict disciplinarian. She recalls the 
lure of swing-sets and seesaws and 
clamoring friends, while her mother 
kept the Mikami kids inside until they 

finished their schoolwork. Even in 
summer, there were sums to do and 
chores before play. 

In Japanese tradition, children were 
kept at home until they were five and 
then sent to school. Up to that point, 
the Mikami children spoke Japanese. 
Mary’s relatives explain that she was 
highly traumatized when she entered 
school and realized she had to learn 
English. 

But Mary’s mother’s dedication to 
her children’s scholarship resulted in 
all four children being named valedic-
torian of their respective graduating 
classes in Anchorage’s public high 
school. Mary Mikami took the honors 
first and subsequently attended the 
Alaska Agricultural College and 
School of Mines in Fairbanks. She 
graduated with highest honors in 1934. 
The next year the College was renamed 
the University of Alaska at Fairbanks. 
Her sister Alice recalls that Doctor 
Charles E. Bunnell, the first President 
of the University, at the time literally 
came to the towns, visited with the 
families, and recruited students by 
bringing along a University basketball 
team to play the local high school and 
community teams. 

After graduating, Mary joined an an-
thropological expedition jointly spon-
sored by the college and the Depart-
ment of the Interior to St. Lawrence 
Island, located in the windswept Bering 
Sea between Alaska and Siberia. The 
expedition studied Alaskan prehistory. 
She was the only woman on the team; 
another team member, Roland 
Snodgrass, was to become her brother- 
in-law. 

After the expedition, she went to 
work for the University of Alaska Mu-
seum and was considering graduate 
school, perhaps at Columbia Univer-
sity. Instead, she met Froelich G. 
Rainey, a Yale graduate who became 
the head of the Museum. He influenced 
her to go to Yale instead and helped 
her make connections there. The in-
trepid Mary left Alaska for the first 
time in her young life and took the 
steamer to Seattle and then the train 
across country to a different chal-
lenge—a new world. Like her mother 
and father before her, she entered a 
new life with few connections to the 
past, and no one to greet her and ease 
the transition. 

She adapted and continued her suc-
cess. She met and married fellow grad-
uate student Irving Rouse. Both re-
ceived Ph.D’s and remained at Yale for 
lifelong careers of learning and teach-
ing. Mary Mikami Rouse was a visiting 
lecturer, an editor of translations, in-
struction assistant at the Institute of 
Oriental Languages and a research as-
sistant. She also served as an editorial 
assistant for American Antiquity, 
Journal of the Society for American 
Archaeology. Her husband, now retired, 
was the editor of that journal and is a 
well known anthropologist specializing 
in the Caribbean. 

Back in Alaska, her brother and sis-
ters followed her to the University of 
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