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41,000 women and 400 men can be ex-
pected to die from the disease. 41,000
women, that is about 117 per day—117
mothers, daughters, wives, and sisters
whose lives will be cut short and whose
families will be devastated by their
loss. And, as | noted, the disease can
also affect men with no less impact on
them and their families.

But many of these deaths can be pre-
vented, through regular screening and
early detection and treatment. In fact,
if detected early through self-exams
and mammograms, the survival rate
for most types of breast cancer exceeds
90 percent. And, while the number of
breast cancer diagnoses continues at
an unacceptably high level, the overall
survival rate is increasing. We are be-
ginning to turn the tide against breast
cancer.

Though the phenomenal activities of
private groups like the Susan G.
Komen Foundation, of which | am
proud to have been a founding sup-
porter, more and more women are get-
ting the message: get smart and get
screened. Through events like the wild-
ly popular ‘““Race for the Cure,” the
Komen foundation has also raised over
$215 million to help fund breast cancer
research. My friend Nancy Brinker, sis-
ter of the late Susan G. Komen, has led
the group from an idea to a leading
force in health care that has, without
doubt, helped to save and improve
thousands of women'’s lives.

Many other groups and individuals
are also helping to further the cause.
The National Alliance of Breast Cancer
Organizations has worked to expand re-
search and public education in this
area. The Y-ME National Breast Can-
cer Organization is another group that
has been very active iIn supporting
those directly and indirectly affected
by breast cancer.

With regard to research, | have
worked with my colleagues in the Sen-
ate, leaders like Senator MAack of Flor-
ida and Senator SPECTER of Pennsyl-
vania, to ensure that our Federal com-
mitment to disease research, and par-
ticularly that for breast cancer, con-
tinues to grow.

We have made remarkable progress.
While federally-supported breast can-
cer research was not a large part of our
overall federal disease research budget
even a few years ago, that has changed
dramatically in recent years. NIH fund-
ing alone on breast cancer totaled al-
most $500 million last year, and is ex-
pected to top $525 million this year. In
fact, over the last decade, NIH breast
cancer research funding has increased
by 600 percent.

In addition, | have worked hard as a
member of the Defense Appropriations
Subcommittee to ensure that our
breast cancer research that is con-
ducted under the auspices of the DOD
health research infrastructure con-
tinues. This contributes an additional
$175-plus million per year to this cause.

Most recently, | was proud to have
joined forces with my colleague, Sen-
ator DIANNE FEINSTEIN, to extend the
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issuance of the Postal Service’s new
Breast Cancer Awareness Stamp. To
date, over 214 million of these stamps
have been sold, generating $15.1 million
for research. The first round of grant
announcement using these funds was
actually just made. These funds will
support innovative and promising new
research  opportunities in under-
standing and treating breast cancer.

These efforts have begun to pay off.
Through the development of ever-more
effective diagnostic tools, like digital
mammography, and through the devel-
opment of innovative new treatment
and preventative drugs, like
Tamoxifin, we are slowly but surely be-
ginning to get the upper hand on this
disease.

But early detection remains the key.
That is why the American Cancer Soci-
ety recommendations on screening are
so important: women aged 40 and above
should have annual mammograms and
clinical breast examinations; women
aged 20 to 39 should have clinical ex-
aminations every three years; and all
women 20 and over should conduct a
breast self-examination every month.

Finally, | would note that the Senate
just this week passed the Breast and
Cervical Cancer Treatment Act, a bill
that ensures that women who do not
have health insurance and who are
found to have either breast or cervical
cancer through the Federal Breast and
Cervical Cancer Early Detection Pro-
gram, will get the follow-up care they
need.

We have come a long way from the
days when former First Lady Betty
Ford brought breast cancer out into
the national discourse, beginning the
long overdue dialogue and public
awareness campaign to save women’s
lives. But we still have much to do to
match her courage and to live-up to
her vision of the day when all women
are appropriately screened and when
we defeat breast cancer once and for
all.

During this month, | urge my col-
leagues in Congress and all Americans
to reflect upon this issue, to support
research and efforts, and to arm them-
selves with the knowledge they need to
respond should the unthinkable occur
in their lives or in the lives of a loved
one. Working together, we can and will
beat breast cancer.

CHINA’s CONVENTIONAL FORCE
MILITARY MODERNIZATION

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, | call at-
tention to a report prepared at my re-
quest by the Library of Congress’ Con-
gressional Research Service entitled
““China’s Foreign Conventional Arms
Acquisitions: Background and Anal-
ysis.”” As ranking member of the Sub-
committee on International Security,
Proliferation, and Federal Services of
the Governmental Affairs Committee, |
have been keenly interested in the im-
plications of Chinese conventional
force modernization on Asian stability.

I am providing copies of this excel-
lent analysis, which was authorized by
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Shirley Kan, Christopher Bolkcom, and
Ronald O’Rourke, to all Senators. | be-
lieve my colleagues will find the report
useful and insightful as we assess
American policy towards China.

The report examines the major for-
eign conventional weapon systems that
China has acquired or has committed
to acquire since 1990, with particular
attention to implications for U.S. secu-
rity concerns. It pays special attention
to Chinese air and naval acquisitions
and describes how Chinese leaders
began to pay greater attention to mod-
ernizing the People’s Liberation Army,
PLA, in the early 1990s, transforming it
from a force mainly oriented towards
domestic security to one focused on
modern warfare. Since then, China has
ranked among the top 10 leading arms
buyers among developing nations.

According to the analysis, the cata-
lyst for PLA modernization, including
the procurement of advanced foreign
military equipment, was China’s view
that its top security problem was pre-
venting Taiwan’s permanent separa-
tion and securing unification as ‘‘one
China.” However, additional security
goals may be precluding Japan’s rise as
the strongest Asian power, ensuring
Chinese influence over the Korean Pe-
ninsula, supporting Chinese claims to
territory in the East and South China
Seas, subduing India’s quest for power,
and countering American power in the
region.

As China modernizes its forces, it is
clear that arms sales from Russia are
essential, providing advance aircraft,
including Su-27 fighters, missile sys-
tems, submarines, and surface ships.
The report is unclear as to the stra-
tegic advantage derived by Russia in
selling such advanced systems to a
country with which it historically has
had difficulty along a shared border.

The report concludes that the oper-
ational significance of these major
qualitative upgrades through foreign
arms acquisitions remains to be seen
and will depend in large measure on
the PLA’s ability to demonstrate an
ability to conduct effective joint mili-
tary operations.

The report also does an excellent job
of comparing Chinese new conventional
weapons to American capabilities, sug-
gesting that in most cases—with some
critical exceptions—American forces
still retain a tactical and strategic
edge. For example, the report mentions
the potential threat from a nuclear
armed SS-N-22, an anti-ship cruise
missile, and the superior capabilities of
the Su-27 fighter aircraft. Obviously,
the United States should not be com-
placent. The Chinese are, for the first
time in modern history, developing a
capability to project air and naval
forces beyond their coastal areas. The
Untied States needs to seek ways to
address any threat to American inter-
ests as a result of that capability not
only through pursuing our own mili-
tary modernization program but also
through a strategic dialogue with
China which reassures China that we



October 10, 2000

have a shared desire in regional sta-
bility. Indeed, in many ways, initiating
a productive diplomatic dialogue with
China on Asian security may be more
difficult than maintaining our quali-
tative edge on power projection.

Again, | commend this excellent re-
port by the Congressional Research
Service which was coordinated by Shir-
ley Kan, a specialist in National Secu-
rity Policy. It is one of the most com-
prehensive, unclassified assessments
currently available on Chinese conven-
tional arms acquisitions.

VICTIMS OF GUN VIOLENCE

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, it has
been more than a year since the Col-
umbine tragedy, but still this Repub-
lican Congress refuses to act on sen-
sible gun legislation.

Since Columbine, thousands of Amer-
icans have been Kkilled by gunfire. Until
we act, Democrats in the Senate will
read the names of some of those who
have lost their lives to gun violence in
the past year, and we will continue to
do so every day that the Senate is in
session.

In the name of those who died, we
will continue this fight. Following are
the names of some of the people who
were killed by gunfire one year ago
today.

October 10, 1999:

Delbert Deaton, Dallas, TX; Sedric
Gillespie, 24, Denver, CO; Julian La-
nier, 31, Denver, CO; Maria-Teresa
Marquicias, San Francisco, CA; Dexter
Lamont McKee, 19, Washington, DC;
Cherry L. Minor, 22, New Orleans, LA;
Donald Nelms, 56, Hollywood, FL; Jack
Nowlin, 63, Miami-Dade County, FL;
Joseph Ridual, San Francisco, CA; Noel
Ridual, San Francisco, CA; CIiff Rob-
erts, 22, Bloomington, IN; Baltazar
Torres, 18, Wilmington, DE; Craig Wat-
kins, 23, Baltimore, MD; Derrick
White, 30, Oakland, CA; Anthony M.
Witt, 27, Chicago, IL; Unidentified
Male, 26, Norfolk, VA; and Unidentified
Male, San Francisco, CA.

One victim of gun violence I men-
tioned, 22-year-old Cherry Minor of
New Orleans, was pregnant when she
was shot and killed one year ago today.
Cherry was at home with her two small
children and a friend when her husband
forced his way into her house and shot
her in the head. Cherry was separated
from her husband, who police say had a
history of domestic violence.

We cannot sit back and allow such
senseless gun violence to continue. The
deaths of these people are a reminder
to all of us that we need to enact sen-
sible gun legislation now.

CUBA POLICY AND SENATE
PROCESSES

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, | wish
we were here on the Senate floor dis-
cussing and debating the important
issues that are in the Commerce-Jus-
tice-State Appropriations bill. | strenu-
ously object to the fact that we are not
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doing just that. This bill will not be de-
bated on the floor today, or probably
any day this session. In fact, we will
likely have no opportunity to debate
this bill, to offer amendments, or to
vote on it. The plan is to wrap it up in
an omnibus bill of some sort as the ses-
sion ends.

This is no way to legislate. This is no
way to lead. This goes against the very
basis of what our country is about. Our
Government is based on principles of
transparency and openness. Our proc-
esses are supposed to be open to public
scrutiny and comment.

Robert Hutchins, former President of
the University of Chicago and one of
the most esteemed American intellec-
tuals of the 20th century, wrote:

The death of democracy is not likely to be
an assassination from ambush. It will be a
slow extinction from apathy, indifference,
and undernourishment.

Senators have been disenfranchised
because of a distorted legislative proc-
ess. And that means the American citi-
zens who sent us to represent them
have also been disenfranchised. | object
to how this Congress is being run.

There are many important issues
that should be of concern to Senators
in the Commerce-Justice-State Appro-
priations bill. I will take a few mo-
ments today to address one of those
issues. It needs public vetting, even if
we are being deprived of our rights to
debate it and vote on it.

The issue is TV Marti. This is a tele-
vision station owned and operated by
the U.S. Government. It broadcasts
daily to Cuba. For more than a decade
we beamed TV signals to Havana. The
problem is that no one watches TV
Marti. No one. And under this appro-
priations bill, we will spend another
$9.5 million next year on a television
station that no one watches. Let me
explain.

The creation of TV Marti and Radio
Marti was a good idea conceptually.
With no freedom in Cuba, the United
States Government would beam into
Cuba uncensored news about the world
and about what was really going on in-
side Cuba. The Cuban people, deprived
of their freedoms, would have a source
of news.

What has TV Marti accomplished
since its creation in 1989? Has it pene-
trated the Cuban television market and
provided the Cuban people with infor-
mation that Castro wants to hide from
them? The answer is a resounding no.
Virtually nobody in Cuba has even
heard of TV Marti. According to re-
search commissioned by the Broad-
casting Board of Governors, the agency
that runs TV Marti, 9 out of 10 Cubans
don’t even know it exists.

The same research by the Broad-
casting Board of Governors asked over
1,000 adults whether they had watched
TV Marti in the past week. The answer
was no one had watched. Not a single
person. How many had watched TV
Marti in the past year? One. One per-
son out of a thousand.
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Most Cubans watch television. None
watches TV Marti. There are two
major reasons.

First, TV Marti is on the air when
Cubans are asleep. It broadcasts only
from 3:30 in the morning until 8:00 A.M.
TV Marti has to respect international
broadcast rules which require that it
not interfere with Cuban TV trans-
missions. So TV Marti can broadcast
only when no Cuban station wants to
use the same frequency. That is, it
broadcasts when nobody watches tele-
vision.

Second, there is nothing to see. It is
just snow on the screen. The Cuban
government has effectively jammed the
video portion of TV Marti since its in-
ception.

So, for $9.5 million in the coming fis-
cal year, $139 million over the last dec-
ade, another $100 million over the next
decade, we ask Cubans to get up in the
middle of the night to watch snow on a
blank screen. This makes no sense at
all.

Last year, some changes were made
in TV Marti, although they are not
likely to result in Cuban citizens
watching.

Defenders of TV Marti contend that
it is a long-term investment. They say
that someday Fidel Castro will be
gone. When that happens, we will want
to get accurate information to the
Cuban people. Defenders of TV Marti
claim that we will save money by hav-
ing TV Marti up and running at that
point.

| don’t buy this argument. So far we
have spent $139 million to have TV
Marti in place in case Castro suddenly
leaves the scene. At the rate of spend-
ing in this appropriations bill, we will
spend more than $100 million over the
coming decade. That is, total spending
of a quarter of a billion dollars for a
contingency when Radio Marti is al-
ready operating and can get informa-
tion to Cuban citizens. Is this cost ef-
fective? Hardly.

TV Marti is a dinosaur, a relic of the
Cold War. We should not spend another
$10 million to preserve a worthless
skeleton. We should bury it once and
for all this year.

I am compelled by the events of last
week in the Agricultural Appropria-
tions conference to raise another as-
pect of our Cuba policy. Earlier this
year, both the Senate and the House
agreed, by overwhelmingly majorities,
to end the ban on food and medicine
sales to Cuba. The votes clearly re-
flected the will of the American people.
Yet the Republican majority on this
conference rejected the House and Sen-
ate votes and thwarted the will of the
people. They agreed to maintain re-
strictions on the sale of food and medi-
cine that make any significant
progress virtually impossible.

Then, to make matters worse, the
Republican conferees converted cur-
rent administrative restrictions on
travel to Cuba into legal restrictions.
The result is that the right of Ameri-
cans to travel freely, and the right of
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