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TRIBUTE TO PATRICK E.

SCHEUERMANN
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I am re-

minded each time I look to the sky of
the reach Americans have made to the
heavens. I am extremely proud that
every manned spaceflight since the
Apollo program has been powered by
engines tested at a facility in my home
State of Mississippi, the John C. Sten-
nis Space Center. There, a dedicated
group of professionals labors largely
unheralded to ensure the performance
and safety of the engines that propel
our astronauts into space. Although I
have known many of these outstanding
Mississippians in my years in Congress,
I only recently had the opportunity to
work closely with one of these profes-
sionals. The leadership at NASA de-
cided to offer a legislative fellowship to
Congress to one of NASA Stennis’ ris-
ing stars, Mr. Patrick Scheuermann.

Patrick arrived on Capitol Hill in
January, 1999, at the beginning of a
very busy opening session of the 106th
Congress. Although many thought
other proceedings that opened the
106th would supercede a legislative
agenda, the Senate professional and
personal staffs ensured that, in the
background, the business of Congress
stayed in motion. Patrick cut his teeth
in the difficult staff preparations for
the legislative cycle that would take
place around the issues that dominated
the Senate floor. An effort was under-
way at NASA to reinvigorate manned
space flight and to reduce the cost of
getting to space. Patrick was assigned
to research and report on these initia-
tives and to keep my legislative staff
briefed on their status through the Au-
thorization and Appropriations proc-
ess.

Patrick approached his assignment
with the interest of someone who not
only enjoys what he does, but with the
infectious enthusiasm that brings oth-
ers onboard as well. My staff quickly
became knowledgeable of the many
NASA programs that together form our
Nation’s efforts to reach space. I found
more and more space related meetings
on the calendar. As the Session pro-
gressed, the Senate led the charge to
complete the first NASA Authorization
Bill in many years. One hundred mil-
lion dollars was added to the NASA
budget to develop third generation re-
usable launch vehicle technology, a
program known as Spaceliner 100. Pat-
rick’s ability to explain the facets of
NASA’s programs to legislative staffers
and his vigilance as changes developed
ensured the ultimate success of these
endeavors. His detailed understanding
of Stennis Space Center’s capabilities
and assets also proved to be of great
value in assessing the facility’s poten-
tial for commercial activities.

Patrick has a long history with the
Space Program. After earning his
Bachelor of Science in Mechanical En-
gineering from the University of New
Orleans, he made his first foray into
the world of Rocket Science as a con-
tract test engineer, testing Space

Shuttle Main Engines at the Stennis
Space Center. This brought him across
the ‘‘Great Divide’’ that is the Pearl
River and firmly onto Mississippi soil
where the NASA hierarchy recognized
and recruited the talented young engi-
neer. Although our neighbors across
the Pearl claim Patrick as a native
son, Mississippians have adopted him
for his hard work and strength of char-
acter. He also made the grade through
his success in attracting one of Greater
Picayune’s finest, Miss Sarah Melissa
Lee to be his bride. Together they have
added to Mississippi’s fame through
their beautiful children, Chandler and
Christina. Although I am sorry to lose
the talent and expertise that Patrick
brought to my staff, I am pleased that
his return to the Stennis Space Center
foretells many more years of innova-
tion and success at this vital national
treasure.

f

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT COM-
MANDER JOHN DIMENTO, U.S.
NAVY
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I take this

opportunity to recognize and say fare-
well to an outstanding Naval Officer,
Lieutenant Commander John Di
Mento, upon his departure from my
staff. Lieutenant Commander Di Mento
was selected as a Navy Fellow to work
in my office because of his professional
reputation and his knowledge of the
Navy Oceanography program and the
military presence in my home state.
Not a Mississippian by birth, he earned
the respect of Mississippians during his
long service in the state from 1990
through 1996, and through his impres-
sive display of good judgement when he
married the former Chenaey Bourgeois
of Bay Saint Louis. Together they have
added to Mississippi’s fame through
their beautiful daughter, Colby.

Lieutenant Commander Di Mento en-
tered the United States Naval Acad-
emy in 1983 and was commissioned as
an Ensign upon graduation in 1987. He
earned a Master’s Degree in Oceanog-
raphy and began his career as a Naval
Oceanographer as the Executive Officer
of Oceanographic Unit Three, sur-
veying over 100,000 miles of the ocean
floor in a year deployed. He returned
from sea and reported to the Naval
Oceanographic Office in Bay Saint
Louis, Mississippi. He worked exten-
sively in ocean modeling and remote
sensing, and flew aerial oceanographic
surveys with Oceanographic Develop-
ment Squadron Eight, in the process
earning his Naval Aviation Observer
wings. Later assigned as Oceanog-
rapher on USS Kearsarge, Lieutenant
Commander Di Mento qualified as a
Surface Warfare Officer. He was com-
mended for his performance during Op-
eration Noble Obelisk, where he was re-
sponsible for the processing, care, and
movement of over 2,500 refugees res-
cued by Kearsarge from the civil war in
Sierra Leone from embarkation
through debarkation.

Ashore, Lieutenant Commander Di
Mento served briefly on the staff of the

Oceanographer of the Navy at the U.S.
Naval Observatory. He later served two
years as Flag Aide and Executive As-
sistant for Rear Admiral Paul Gaffney,
II, Commander, Naval Meteorology and
Oceanography Command following a
year as Flag Aide to his predecessor,
Rear Admiral John Chubb. His only
other tour ashore found him navigating
the sometimes treacherous waters here
on Capitol Hill.

Lieutenant Commander Di Mento
quickly became a valued member of my
staff where he led several legislative
initiatives that enormously benefitted
the Department of Defense, the Navy,
and the State of Mississippi. He pro-
vided a great deal of research and anal-
ysis while the Senate initiated broad
reform of military pay and benefits.
His work led to the most significant
piece of legislation for service members
since 1981. The leadership, integrity,
and limitless energy that defined his
naval career served him well in his
term as a Legislative Fellow.

Lieutenant Commander Di Mento’s
many awards and decorations include
the Meritorious Service Medal, Navy
Commendation Medal, Navy Achieve-
ment Medal, and various unit and serv-
ice awards. Lieutenant Commander Di
Mento will be missed on the staff, but
his return to the Naval Service is a
benefit to our great Nation. He has
great things ahead of him. On behalf of
my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, I wish Lieutenant Commander Di
Mento, ‘‘Fair Winds and Following
Seas.’’

f

JOHN KENNETH GALBRAITH AD-
DRESS AT THE LYNDON BAINES
JOHNSON LIBRARY

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, last
spring I joined my colleagues in hon-
oring President Lyndon Baines John-
son when we hung a portrait of our
former president on the one blank wall
left in the President’s Room in our na-
tion’s capitol. As I noted at that time,
I could think of no other president or
American who was as deserving of this
honor as LBJ.

As the Senate Majority Leader and
President, LBJ was a man of immense
skill, dedication and compassion. He is
remembered by most Americans as a
great leader whose strength of person-
ality helped him preside over an ex-
tremely productive Senate that ex-
panded Social Security, created the
Interstate Highway system, and passed
one of the most important civil rights
laws of the 20th Century. Less well
known, however, is LBJ’s tremendous
ability to compromise. He truly be-
lieved in the message of his favorite
Bible verse: ‘‘Come, let us reason to-
gether.’’ Our nation and our govern-
ment needs more men and women who
share this powerful belief.

Today, I want to bring to the atten-
tion of my colleagues and all Ameri-
cans another aspect of LBJ’s legacy
that too often has been overlooked—his
work to bring justice to disen-
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franchised ethnic minorities and to im-
prove the lot of the large number of
Americans suffering in unimaginable
poverty. John Kenneth Galbraith, the
noted economist and former presi-
dential aide, recently highlighted
LBJ’s accomplishments in this area in
an important speech at the LBJ library
in Austin, Texas.

As Professor Galbraith noted, histo-
rians often view LBJ’s administration
in terms of its involvement in the Viet-
nam War. While we should never under-
estimate the impact that war had on
our country, historians are remiss to
view LBJ through this narrow prism.
Those who do fail to acknowledge his
meaningful and lasting accomplish-
ments in expanding civil rights, pro-
tecting voting rights, and fighting pov-
erty. These victories have forever
changed the face of America for the
better.

Professor Galbraith’s speech is based
on his personal and professional rela-
tionship with LBJ. It is a testament to
LBJ’s leadership and a tribute to the
sometimes overlooked legacy of the
Great Society. This speech is an impor-
tant step towards setting the historical
record straight and establishing a leg-
acy of LBJ’s Administration that is
historically accurate as well as com-
prehensive.

I ask unanimous consent that Pro-
fessor Galbraith’s speech be printed in
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the speech
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

LYNDON JOHNSON: HISTORY RECONSIDERED

(By John Kenneth Galbraith)
The task of the historian is never finished.

As first written, history responds to the dra-
matic, tragic or otherwise seemingly domi-
nant events of the time. Only in later, more
careful, more detached and, one trusts, pro-
fessionally more competent view does the
deeper truth emerge. Were it otherwise, his-
torians would not be needed; history would
not have to be reconsidered and rewritten. It
is with such reconsideration I am here con-
cerned—with an historical view in need of
substantial modification. I am seeking the
needed historical reappraisal of Lyndon
Baines Johnson, a revision and correction of
a history with which I was myself associ-
ated, had a modest role, and one to which I
have contributed. I here offer a more
thoughtful, I trust more informed, view of
Lyndon Johnson, and notably as President of
the United States. First, a word of personal
history.

Lyndon Johnson was my age, or I his—he
was born August 27, 1908, I a month and a
half later. We were both of an amply cele-
brated rural origin, and both had our early
education in country schools, rural-oriented
colleges. Johnson arrived in Washington as a
congressional aide in 1931, I for a markedly
less impressive sojourn in 1934. We were both
interested in agriculture; I had a minor role
with the Agricultural Adjustment Adminis-
tration—the Triple A—which continued as I
went on that year to Harvard. Johnson a
year later became the Texas director of the
National Youth Administration. Two years
after that he was elected to the House of
Representatives.

At some time during these years we be-
came acquainted; we were brought more
closely together by the two great human

rights advocates from Alabama, Virginia and
Clifford Durr, to whom we were both de-
voted, Johnson and I were proudly New Deal-
ers, fully committed to FDR who had our
unstinting support. Our friendship, if not
close, lasted for nearly a lifetime, to be
ended by an unforgiving event central in the
appraisal of Lyndon Johnson and the correc-
tion of which I here seek. That correction
places him next only to Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt as a force for a civilized and civilizing
social policy essential for human well-being
and for the peaceful co-existence between
the economically favored (or financially for-
tunate) and the poor. History has settled on
the great contribution of the New Deal.
Much needs yet to be said of the achieve-
ments of the Johnson years, still sadly blot-
ted from memory by foreign and military
policy and action. Next only to Roosevelt,
and in some respects more so, Lyndon John-
son was the most effective advocate of
human social change in the United States in
this century.

This was not a matter on which he left one
in any doubt. On the day after John F. Ken-
nedy’s assassination, I was in Washington at
the White House working on the sudden and
compelling array of funeral tasks. I was
called by L.B.J. to his vice-presidential, now
his presidential, offices in the Old State De-
partment building. (I offer this revision of
the history on the 36th anniversary of
L.B.J.’s first full day in office.) We discussed
a range of domestic problems and the needed
action. He spoke in Johnson language and
emphasis of his strong commitment. Know-
ing perhaps that nothing would more assure
my belief, he asked me to do a draft of the
speech he would shortly make to the Con-
gress. The eventual speech, which relied
rather more heavily on Theodore Sorensen
and on L.B.J. himself, made clear his inten-
tion.

For Roosevelt it was the New Deal. Ken-
nedy had given currency to the phrase the
New Frontier. For Johnson it would be the
Great Society—possibly a less compelling
title. Nonetheless, the action so taken has
become part of our everyday life and accept-
ance. But not in the history. The New Deal
is large in public memory; so, if somewhat
less, is the New Frontier. Much less is made
of the Good Society and the years of Lyndon
Johnson. What was then greatly needed,
even urgent and wonderfully accomplished,
lies in the historical backwater. That we
must recognize and retrieve.

The first and most important step taken
by Lyndon Johnson was simply to make all
Americans full citizens and full participants
in the democratic process. This, in the Ken-
nedy years, had become an issue of major im-
portance. In June of 1963, a few months be-
fore his death, Kennedy had called for ena-
bling legislation. His position, and especially
that of his immediate and strongly com-
mitted subordinates, was not in doubt. But
the decisive civil rights legislative action re-
mained for Lyndon Johnson. A further and
major step was the Voting Rights Act of 1965,
this at the beginning of Johnson’s own new
term and more than one hundred years after
emancipation.

In the New Deal years ethnic equality was
only on the public conscience; in the Ken-
nedy presidency it was strongly urged by
Martin Luther King and many others. From
buses to lunch counters to restrooms to pub-
lic accommodations, agitation had focused
attention on the issue and brought some ac-
tion. It was with Lyndon Johnson, however,
that citizenship for all Americans in all its
aspects became a reality. Not only were
black citizens (as I choose to say) rewarded;
distracting agitation and conflict came
largely to an end. Not alone civil rights but
civility in behavior to the peace and benefit

of all. All were rewarded by the new peace.
This we owe to the Johnson presidency.
There was much more.

Related to ethnic difference but going far
beyond was the continued existence of a
mass poverty—of life at or below the margin
of survival. This also, a neglected point,
means denial not alone of the basic enjoy-
ments of life but also the denial of liberty.
Nothing so limits the freedom of the indi-
vidual as the total absence of money. This,
as too often with the commonplace, we take
for granted, ignore. This too Lyndon John-
son recognized and addressed.

The problem of massive urban poverty and
the more diverse affliction in rural America,
especially in the mountain valleys down
from New England to the Deep South, was a
continuing fact. There were (as there are
still) two lines of thought on how this should
be addressed. One was to insure everyone a
basic income by public action. This a rich
country could afford; to this all the industri-
ally advanced countries are in some measure
committed. The other course is to counter
poverty by specific remedial action designed
to minimize its more specific adverse effects
and, most importantly, to provide the men-
tal and physical means for escape. The main
effort of the Johnson years was of the second
order; the basic steps in this effort continue
to this day—money for deprived educational
communities, for education in general. Head
Start, food for needful children at the begin-
ning of the school day, food stamps for the
old and hungry, the Jobs Corps and major
initiatives in education . . . including the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act
sending funds to local school districts along
with support to higher education and those
pursuing it. And major help for those pre-
viously denied health care and life itself
from lack of money. This list of humane ac-
complishments could be extended. The em-
phasis was not alone on what the Federal
government should do but also on helping in-
dividuals and communities to help them-
selves.

The New Deal initiatives were more cen-
tralized, more visible and more dramatic;
those of the Johnson years were less visible
but not less important for aiding human sur-
vival. What Johnson initiated is now accept-
ed even by the wonderfully adverse orators
of our present age.

The work for civilized well-being is not
complete. I have long believed that we
should accept, as we do only reluctantly and
partially now, a minimum income for all
Americans. This, to repeat, a rich country
can afford. It requires that we eliminate the
welfare stigma and other adverse attitudes.
Some who are favored by a basic income will
not work; so with many who are now favored
by a higher income. Leisure is an evil thing
for the poor; it is rewarding for the affluent,
sometimes even for professors. Accordingly,
our social effort must continue. But let there
be no doubt; in the years of Lyndon Johnson
both ethnic minorities and the poor became
citizens of the republic, the first by legal ac-
tion, the second by still imperfect but highly
relevant remedial legislation.

Nor did this happen because of newly rec-
ognized need. It happened because Lyndon
Johnson was the most effective political ac-
tivist of our time. It is easy to advocate the
right action; it is something else and much
more to obtain it. Lyndon Johnson was not
content with citing the need, recommending
the legislation. He was content only as he
obtained (and on occasion forced) the req-
uisite action. No President in our time has
had such a commanding role as regards the
Congress, the result of both solid experience
and strong personality. Johnson’s authority
was based on knowledge—he had a clear and
comprehensive view of what he urged. But
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there was more. Individuals at all levels in
Congress and in the Executive knew him. He
was a good friend, had an engaging person-
ality and a compelling range of speech. No
one went to see him without returning to
tell of some prescient observation by Lyndon
Johnson, some amusing or slightly off-color
metaphor.

Liking Johnson, politicians and other lead-
ers aligned with him. All wanted the associa-
tion preserved, so they did as Johnson com-
manded. We speak much of the power of per-
sonality; in Lyndon Johnson it was evident,
effective and had its own distinctive style.
Long before he became President, this was
well recognized in the Congress. Asked after
the 1960 Convention why he had chosen Lyn-
don Johnson as Vice-President, John F. Ken-
nedy gave several reasons. The last and per-
haps the decisive reason: ‘‘It wouldn’t be
worthwhile being President if Lyndon were
Majority Leader.’’ When President, Lyndon
Johnson was effectively both. Kennedy, as
I’ve said on other occasions, used less power
than he had as President; Johnson used
more.

I summarize: on civil rights and on pov-
erty, the two truly urgent issues of the time,
we had with Johnson one of the greatest
changes of our time. I turn now to the his-
torical correction which, along with others
of my political faith, I need to make.

My association, even friendship, with Lyn-
don Johnson came to an end with the Viet-
nam war. We had intensely discussed it:
Johnson’s case was not unpersuasive. ‘‘Ken,
you have no idea what the generals would be
doing were I not here.’’ And this, I must add,
I did not know. Next year the Harvard Uni-
versity Press will publish ‘‘American Trag-
edy: Kennedy, Johnson and the Origins of the
Vietnam War’’ by David Kaiser. It makes
full, intelligent, even exhaustive use of
newly declassified documents—all are now
available except for some continuing and
perhaps well-considered reticence by the
CIA. Kaiser tells in extensive and, to this
day, alarming detail of the military pressure
on Presidents Kennedy and Johnson. The
generals and their civilian acolytes took
over, were even eager for a war. Nuclear
weapons were freely proposed. One reads
with relief and gratitude of the Presidential
resistance, that of Kennedy in particular but
also that of L.B.J. The widening military
intervention was relentlessly pressed. And so
the war and the deaths.

Knowing that part of the world from pres-
ence and experience, I knew that Com-
munism was irrelevant in a primitive village
and jungle economy—as Marx would have
been the first to agree. There was also the ir-
relevance of our military establishment in
the densely covered countryside that charac-
terized much of Vietnam. The military
forces of the Viet Cong would have been
swept aside in a few days in Normandy. Here
they could retreat conveniently and safely to
the jungle, or even to the water-laden
reaches of the Delta. Accordingly, I joined
with others in opposition to this cruel and
hopeless effort and to sending our youth,
still under draft, to serve and die. In the po-
litical campaign of 1968, I was accorded a
measure of leadership. I do not regret my ef-
fort against this error. One must, however,
regret the way in which we allowed the Viet-
nam war to become the totally defining
event of those years and likewise of the his-
tory. In the Johnson years it was the Viet-
nam war and nothing else. And so in the his-
tory it remains. Those of us who were in-
volved allowed that response; at the time,
perhaps it was inevitable. But certainly we
have done far too little to correct the his-
tory since.

The needed correction is clear. In the
Johnson years two major flaws in the Amer-

ican community and its polity were ad-
dressed. What was called the American de-
mocracy became in reality a democracy. All
Americans became citizens. There was a long
step toward peaceful coexistence between
ethnic groups. And for the first time we had
a clear recognition of the presence of deep,
unforgiving poverty in this generally afflu-
ent land. The danger to domestic peace and
harmony was recognized. Poverty, economic
deprivation, is still with us. Income inequal-
ity is great and still growing. But recogni-
tion of this together with the belief that
something can and must be done—that there
can be remedial action—goes back to the
Johnson years. And so does the range of ac-
tion for the young, the poor, the ill and the
old without which all would be much worse.

Three Presidents in our lifetime have seen
the social need of their citizenry from their
particular position in life. Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt, as I’ve elsewhere said, saw the people
of the United States as a tenantry stretching
out from Hyde Park. For them and their de-
pression hardship he had a landlord’s respon-
sibility. From Irish Boston, John F. Kennedy
saw a great minority still seeking to es-
cape—and his family had escaped—the trials
and oppressions of a once beleaguered com-
munity. (It helped that it had become a po-
litical force.) Johnson’s identification was
with a larger, less easily identified, politi-
cally less powerful community—the widely
distributed urban and rural poor. What Ken-
nedy and his family had escaped, Johnson
had experienced at first hand. (His personal
encounter with rural privation was never un-
derstated.) The basic motivation of all three
Presidents was the same: the sense of respon-
sibility for a larger, less fortunate commu-
nity within the range of actual observation
and experience.

There is a final, greatly needed revision.
We must accord much more emphasis to the
dangerous, even insane military pressures to
which Kennedy and Johnson were subject.
We should note that these were especially
strong in 1965, the time when Johnson’s mind
and effort were sharply focused on poverty
and civil rights and the requisite legislation.

When we think of Vietnam, we must think
much more of the generals (and associated
civilians) who pressed powerfully for the
war, for the risks of a greater war and for an
opening for nuclear weapons. That, in the
full light of history, there were presidential
errors here cannot be doubted. We must,
however, be grateful for what was resisted.

Thus the historical revision I seek, we
must all seek. The initiatives of Lyndon
Johnson on civil rights, voting rights and on
economic and social deprivation and the re-
sponding role of the state must no longer be
enshrouded by that war. Those of us who
helped make the war central to the public
attitude and politics of the time have a spe-
cial responsibility here. That responsibility I
would like to think I have partly assumed on
this favored evening.

f

HOLD ON H.R. 2260

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I
have notified the minority leader that
I have placed a hold on H.R. 2260, the
Pain Relief Promotion Act of 1999. This
legislation would negate Oregon’s phy-
sician assisted suicide law which was
debated and passed twice by the voters
of Oregon.

f

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to

the Senate by Mr. Thomas, one of his
secretaries.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the United
States submitting sundry nominations
which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

(The nominations received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

f

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE RE-
CEIVED DURING SINE DIE AD-
JOURNMENT

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 6, 1999, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on November 22,
1999, during the adjournment of the
Senate, received a message from the
House of Representatives, announcing
that the Speaker has signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bill:

H.R. 3194. An act making consolidated ap-
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2000, and for other purposes.

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 6, 1999, the en-
rolled bill was signed on November 22,
1999, during the adjournment of the
Senate by the President pro tempore
(Mr. THURMOND).

f

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE RE-
CEIVED DURING SINE DIE AD-
JOURNMENT

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
SIGNED

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 6, 1999, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on November 29,
1999, during the adjournment of the
Senate, received a message from the
House of Representatives, announcing
that the Speaker has signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolu-
tions:

H.R. 15. An act to designate a portion of
the Otay Mountain region of California as
wilderness.

H.R. 449. An act to authorize the Gateway
Visitor Center at Independence National His-
torical Park, and for other purposes.

H.R. 459. An act to extend the deadline
under the Federal Power Act for FERC
Project No. 9401, the Mt. Hope Waterpower
Project.

H.R. 592. An act to designate a portion of
Gateway National Recreational Area as
‘‘World War Veterans Park at Miller Field.’’

H.R. 658. An act to establish the Thomas
Cole National Historic Site in the State of
New York as an affiliated area of the Na-
tional Park System.

H.R. 747. An act to protect the permanent
trust funds of the State of Arizona from ero-
sion due to inflation and modify the basis of
which distributions are made from those
funds.

H.R. 748. An act to amend the Act that es-
tablished the Keweenaw National Historical
Park to require the Secretary of the Interior
to consider nominees of various local inter-
ests in appointing members of the Keweenaw
National Historical Park Advisory Commis-
sion.
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