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without the Senator from Florida los-
ing any of his time. I thank him for his
willingness to allow this.

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

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President,
this is a good day for New Jersey. I am
so pleased the Senate has confirmed
the appointment of an outstanding cit-
izen of our State, Joel Pisano, for a
seat on the U.S. District Court for New
Jersey. He is a competent, thorough,
well-thought-of individual. I thank
Senator HATCH and Senator LEAHY for
their help in moving Mr. Pisano’s nom-
ination through the Judiciary Com-
mittee and their support of his nomina-
tion. I recommended him in June of
1999. I am grateful to hear he was con-
firmed by a vote of 95 to 2.

Joel Pisano has outstanding creden-
tials. He is going to be an excellent ad-
dition to our district court. The back-
log of cases is very high. It takes a
long time for people to bring their
cases and have them adjudged. Joel
Pisano will be an excellent addition to
our bench and help move that caseload
fairly and rapidly.

He has served as a magistrate judge
since 1991. He is already performing
many of the duties of a district court
judge, including jury and nonjury
trials. He has managed pretrial pro-
ceedings in about 600 civil cases, so he
is used to controlling the large case-
load of a Federal court. He has also
dealt with a wide variety of different
cases—patent and trademark cases, en-
vironmental cleanup disputes, anti-
trust and securities litigation, employ-
ment discrimination cases, and civil
RICO matters.

I did a lot of personal research, as I
have on all of the recommendations I
have made to the Federal bench, and I
was so pleased to hear of the unani-
mous approval of Mr. Pisano as a can-
didate for the Federal bench.

He has a reputation for competence,
energy, and commitment that perfectly
fits the profile of an excellent can-
didate to sit on the Federal district
court bench.

He has consistently impressed every-
one who appears before him and who
works with him in his capacity for fair-
ness and his thorough understanding of
the law.

I heard not one critical note from the
people I spoke to—lawyers, judges,
those who make up much of the legal
community in the State of New Jersey.

Prior to his appointment as a mag-
istrate, Mr. Pisano was a partner in a
distinguished law firm. In the 13 years
he spent representing clients, he devel-
oped an expertise in a wide variety of
areas, in both civil and criminal mat-
ters.

Mr. Pisano appeared in court almost
every day and tried 150 cases to conclu-
sion. He also managed the litigation
section of his firm, which I think was
an early indication of the supervisory
skills that have served him so well as a
magistrate.

Magistrate Pisano’s depth of experi-
ence and organizational skills are ex-

actly what we need at a time when
staggering caseloads are making it
more and more difficult for our Federal
judges to spend as much time with
each case as they would wish.

He will tackle his new responsibil-
ities with energy to spare. I am pleased
the Senate confirmed him. I am hon-
ored that I brought him to the atten-
tion of the Senate. I believe he will
serve as one of our most outstanding
judges in the district court.

Mr. President, I thank my friend
from Florida and yield the floor.

Mr. TORRICELLI. Mr. President, I
am pleased that the Senate, by a 95–2
vote, has confirmed Joel Pisano as a
district court judge for the District of
New Jersey.

Judge Pisano is an excellent choice
to fill the district court seat created
with the confirmation of Marion
Trump Barry to the third Circuit Court
of Appeals this past summer. He is ex-
tremely well-respected in New Jersey
for his commitment to public service,
as well as for his depth and breadth of
knowledge of the law.

A graduate of Lafayette College and
later of Seton Hall University Law
School, Judge Pisano has had a varied
and distinguished legal career. He
served for 4 years as a public defender
in New Jersey, before moving into pri-
vate practice as a partner with a well-
respected New Jersey law firm for 14
years.

In 1991, Judge Pisano was appointed
to be a U.S. Magistrate Judge in New-
ark, New Jersey. In that capacity, he
ably presided over a number of high
profile cases, including that of a former
Mexican deputy attorney general who
was charged with laundering $9.9 mil-
lion in drug payoffs.

In a 1995 survey of attorneys who
practice in New Jersey before Federal
judges, Judge Pisano was praised for
his skills in managing cases and his ef-
ficiency in moving a calendar quickly.
His ‘‘street-wise’’ nature and prior ex-
perience as a trial attorney were said
to serve him well on the bench.

Judge Pisano’s 8 years as a mag-
istrate judge have prepared him for his
promotion to the district court. He has
an understanding of, and the training
for, the responsibilities and challenges
he will face as a district court judge. I
am confident that he will serve us all
well in his new role.

In conclusion, I just want to say how
pleased I am that Joel Pisano has been
confirmed by the Senate as a district
court judge for the District of New Jer-
sey. I am sure that he will be a superb
addition to the bench.

f

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FITZ-
GERALD). Under the previous order, the
Senate will now return to legislative
session.

Mr. WELLSTONE addressed the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Mr. WELLSTONE. The Senator from
Florida has been gracious enough to
allow me to take a few moments, and
that is all I will do. I ask unanimous
consent to be able to do that.

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

(The remarks of Mr. WELLSTONE per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2055
are located in today’s RECORD under
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.’’)

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I
thank my colleague from Florida for
allowing me to speak.

I yield the floor.
Mr. GRAHAM addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida.
(The remarks of Mr. GRAHAM per-

taining to the introduction of S. 2058
are located in today’s RECORD under
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.’’)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia is recognized.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, what is the
business before the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is in morning business.

Mr. BYRD. Is there a time limit in
the order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
no time limit.

f

FLOYD RIDDICK
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I wish to

speak briefly regarding the late Floyd
Riddick.

Floyd Riddick was for several years
the Parliamentarian of the Senate.
Floyd Riddick was born in 1908 in
Trotville, NC. That was the same year
in which the Model T Ford was made.
The Model A Ford came along in De-
cember of 1927, but the Model T Ford
came on the market in 1908.

Floyd Riddick was from that genera-
tion of Americans committed to duty,
excellence, and hard work. His entire
life reflected a love of duty, of excel-
lence, and of hard work. Floyd Riddick
attended Duke University. He attained
his master’s degree at Vanderbilt, and
then he returned to Duke University to
earn his Ph.D. in political science.
While working on his doctoral disserta-
tion, Floyd Riddick spent a year ob-
serving the workings of the U.S. House
of Representatives. And then, in 1941,
he published an expanded version of
that research as congressional proce-
dure.

For the benefit of the viewing public,
I hold in my hand a copy of the volume
about which I have just spoken. The
title is ‘‘Riddick’s Senate Procedure.’’
This particular volume, which was
printed by the U.S. Government Print-
ing Office here in Washington in 1992,
including the appendix, contains 1,564
pages. Mr. President, I have read this
book on Riddick’s Procedure through
and through and through a number of
times. It used to be that when I was the
Democratic whip, and while I was also
Secretary of the Democratic Con-
ference in the Senate, and during the
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time I was majority leader, minority
leader, and majority leader again, I
read this book once every year—the
complete book. It is a very valuable
book. If one hopes to ever have a fairly
good understanding of the Senate rules
and precedents, then he or she should
read this book. The Parliamentarians
of the Senate are very familiar with it.
They resort to it many times a day,
and it is a sure and dependable guide-
line with respect to the rules and
precedents in the Senate. Doc
Riddick—we called him ‘‘Doc’’—pub-
lished a book on congressional proce-
dure. This book is on Senate procedure.

He then came to Washington perma-
nently as a statistical analyst and as
an instructor of political science at
American University. He was a Ph.D.
in political science. I never received
my baccalaureate in political science
until I was 76 years old. That was about
6 years ago. I received my bacca-
laureate in political science, but, of
course, I knew a lot about political
science long before I ever received that
degree. I am a graduate of the school of
hard knocks, and I learned a long time
ago the lessons that are taught by serv-
ice in this body and in the other body.
This is my 48th year on Capitol Hill.

The late Richard Russell talked with
me one day about the rules in the
Democratic Cloakroom, right in back
of where I am now standing. He said:
ROBERT, you need not only to know
about the rules, you need also to un-
derstand the precedents of the Senate.

I said: Where can I learn about them?
He picked up this book, ‘‘Riddick’s

Procedure,’’ and he said: This is the
book where you can learn a lot about
the precedents of the Senate.

Doc Riddick—as I say, because he
had a Ph.D. in political science, Doc
Riddick wrote the book. From 1943 to
1946, Dr. Riddick edited the Legislative
Daily for the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, a post which led to his being
asked to set up a Daily Digest in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD which would
summarize congressional events and
serve as a guide to the daily RECORD.

Now, Doc Riddick wasn’t the first
man who ever thought of that. Julius
Caesar developed what well might have
been called the legislative daily. He de-
veloped a process whereby the daily ac-
tions of the Senate would be noted and
would be distributed to the various
parts of the Roman Empire, and nailed
upon walls for all to see.

That was a kind of daily legislative
digest. That came along quite a good
many years before Dr. Riddick’s time.
But he followed in the shoes of Julius
Caesar in that regard in that he set up
a Daily Digest in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD. It is still to be found in the
back of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. In
the back of the RECORD there is a Daily
Digest, and Senators can go to the
Daily Digest and very quickly be in-
formed about the actions of the Senate
and the House the day before, and what
legislation was passed and how many
rollcall votes there were. It is a very

valuable compendium of the actions of
the Senate and the House on the day
previous to the day on which the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD appears in our of-
fice.

From that position in 1951, Dr.
Riddick joined the Office of Parliamen-
tarian as an assistant, succeeding to
the position of Senate Parliamentarian
in 1964 where he served until 1974. After
his retirement, Dr. Riddick continued
to serve the Senate as Parliamentarian
Emeritus and as a consultant to the
Senate Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration. Do you know what his
salary was? Zero. He didn’t charge any-
thing for his services.

That was a deeply dedicated man who
enjoyed giving of his knowledge and
talents, his expertise, his experience to
other Senators. I have been a member
of that committee for a long time, so I
am quite familiar with Floyd Riddick
and his work on the committee.

Most Senators now serving will be
most familiar with the name of Floyd
Riddick in connection with Riddick’s
Rules of Procedure. He also authored a
series of articles summarizing each
congressional session which appeared
in the American Political Science Re-
view and the Western Political Quar-
terly, along with several other books
on the organization, history, and pro-
cedures of the Congress.

I used to conduct a seminar on the
legislative process at American Univer-
sity during the summers. I didn’t earn
much money, but the money that I
earned I put into a fund for the college
education of a Chinese orphan. I would
have Dr. Riddick over to speak during
those days when I was conducting the
seminar. Dr. Riddick would come over
and speak to the class. It wasn’t an
easy class. It was a tough one. I gave
between 600 and 700 questions on the
final exam, and I flunked three or four
individuals in the class who apparently
thought it would be an easy thing to
skip when they wanted to. But they
didn’t make the grade. I had no hesi-
tancy in flunking them. Dr. Riddick,
though, was one of those who spoke for
me from time to time.

I also had Senator Sam Ervin over to
speak to my class. I had the late
Speaker, Carl Albert, over to American
University from time to time to speak
in this seminar. I asked some of the of-
ficers of the Senate to visit the class.
So we offered those young people a real
treat in the legislative process.

The Random House College Dic-
tionary gives us this definition of the
word ‘‘integrity’’: ‘‘Adherence to moral
and ethical principles; soundness of
moral character; honesty.’’

That word ‘‘integrity’’ is used repeat-
edly in the publication entitled ‘‘Trib-
utes to Dr. Floyd M. Riddick’’ upon the
occasion of his retirement and designa-
tion as parliamentarian emeritus,
which was ordered by the Senate to be
printed on December 19, 1974. Senator
after Senator, in speaking of the serv-
ices of Floyd Riddick upon his retire-
ment, used that word ‘‘integrity.’’

He was a Parliamentarian who would
not be swayed by anybody in the Sen-
ate. He called the shots exactly as he
saw them. He didn’t lean toward the
Republicans; he didn’t lean toward the
Democrats. He called the questions as
he saw them, and based them on the
Senate rules and upon the precedents.
When we received advice from Dr.
Riddick while he was Parliamentarian,
we knew that was the way it was. We
knew he wasn’t bending the rules to
favor any of us or to favor either polit-
ical party.

So the word ‘‘integrity’’ was an ex-
tremely well-fitting word for Floyd
Riddick.

There are some individuals who come
up from their origins with a closeness
to earth and a nearness to growing
things—growing things, the lilac bush,
the rosebush, the tomato plant, the or-
dinary weed, a blade of grass—these in-
dividuals have integrity. There is a
sort of elemental trueness about them
which even the foibles and the follies
and the bright lights of Washington
politics cannot shake from their being.

As Popeye says, ‘‘I am what I am and
that is all I am.’’ And these people are
just what they are and that is all they
are. That was Dr. Riddick. Even the
foibles and follies of politics in Wash-
ington could not shake his being.

So it is not surprising to learn that
Floyd Riddick enjoyed being on a farm.
He used to give some of us here a few
of his tomatoes. He grew those large,
beefsteak tomatoes, and he would bring
them in from the farm. He would give
me some in the summer. And there
were others who were fortunate enough
to be the recipients of Floyd Riddick’s
tomatoes. And later in life, Dr. Riddick
routinely escaped to his farm in Rappa-
hannock County, VA, as if for renewal
and refreshment.

Rappahannock County, VA—my dis-
tant forbear, whose name was William
Sale, came from England in 1657 and
settled on the Rappahannock River in
Virginia. He worked 7 years as an in-
dentured servant to pay for his trip
across the Atlantic—7 years. Then he
received 160 acres of land. So it was in
Rappahannock County that Dr.
Riddick had a farm. He loved that
farm.

Emerson said, ‘‘The true test of civ-
ilization is not in the census, nor the
size of cities, nor the crops. No. But the
kind of man the country turns out.’’

This was the kind of man we could
emulate. He was a noble soul, Floyd
Riddick. He was the kind of man we
could proudly call a friend or associate.

Emerson also said: ‘‘It is easy in the
world to live after the world’s opin-
ion.’’ That is easy. ‘‘It is easy in soli-
tude to live after our own.’’ That is
easy. ‘‘But the great man is he who, in
the midst of the crowd, keeps with per-
fect sweetness the independence of soli-
tude.’’

Floyd Riddick never seemed frazzled,
never seemed exasperated by the pres-
sure cooker atmosphere that can and
does develop here on the Senate floor.
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Even though Dr. Riddick’s tenure as
Senate Parliamentarian coincided with
some of the most difficult and pas-
sionate issues ever encountered by the
Senate, such as Vietnam and civil
rights, he was ever the calm profes-
sional, always willing and ready to lift
a hand, always desirous of helping es-
pecially the new Members who were
sworn into this body, always there, too,
at the beck and call of the Members
who had been here a long time.

Such a common, friendly, warm, con-
genial, accommodating, decent indi-
vidual! Around him there seemed to be
always an aura of peace and control.
He kept his mind on his responsibil-
ities, and he never ever forgot that, as
Parliamentarian—in effect, the silent
referee of Senate debate and proce-
dure—he had to maintain complete and
total objectivity. No partisanship—
complete and total objectivity.

Senators on both sides of the aisle
knew it. They knew when they went to
him, they would get the straight an-
swer and it would not be colored or
tinctured by partisanship. Doc Riddick
was in every sense of the word a schol-
ar. He was quiet, soft spoken, unassum-
ing, and absolutely rock solid. That
was Floyd Riddick!

I leaned upon him heavily in my ear-
lier years in the Senate. He was a de-
light to work with, and I enjoyed his
company. He was one of those com-
pletely dedicated selfless people who
labored for the good of the institution.
He loved the institution. He labored for
the good of the Senate and for the good
of his country.

Robert E. Lee said that the word
‘‘duty’’ was the sublimest word in the
English language. Dr. Riddick under-
stood what that meant, and, to him,
duty was sublime. He was above poli-
tics, as I have repeatedly said, he was
honorable, and he was entirely above
reproach.

Floyd Riddick did not need praise, al-
though he certainly deserved it. He did
not covet recognition, although the
recognition of his scholarly expertise
was widespread. For him, the glory of
the work, the glory of serving the Sen-
ate, the glory of serving Senators, and
through Senators the glory of serving
the American people, was enough.

We will long remember Dr. Riddick,
those of us who served with him.
Whence cometh such another?

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the Senator from
Virginia may proceed as in morning
business for such time as I may re-
quire.

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

THE SITUATION IN BOSNIA AND
KOSOVO

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise
today to address my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle with regard to the
deepening and very grave concerns I
have in my heart about the situation
in both Bosnia and Kosovo. I, as many
colleagues, travel with some regularity
to that region of the world, the Bal-
kans. Just 3 weeks ago, I completed my
most recent trip. I had the distinct
privilege of being accompanied on that
trip by the Supreme Allied Commander
of Europe, General Clark, Commander
in Chief of NATO Forces, in my travels
through Kosovo, and then later the
next day with his deputy, Admiral Ab-
bott, as I went into Bosnia.

I have been to this region many
times, although I am not suggesting I
am any more of an expert than my col-
leagues. I first went in 1990 with then-
leader Robert Dole. We went to
Pristina, in Kosovo. I remember our
delegation of Senators queried Senator
Dole: Why here? Bob Dole instinctively
knew that Kosovo could become a bat-
tleground. I remember Stephen Am-
brose, the historian, was alleged to
have quoted Eisenhower when Eisen-
hower was asked, 10 years after D-day:
General, tell us about the next war.
And Ike very wisely did not opine, ex-
cept to say: That war could come as a
surprise and may well come from a di-
rection that none of us could antici-
pate.

In our visit to Kosovo, I and that
tried and tested and courageous Bob
Dole, a soldier of World War II, were
confronted with a totally unpredicted
situation while in Pristina. Thousands
and thousands of people heard about
Members of the U.S. Congress coming
to this remote region, and they con-
verged on the hotel. There was panic in
the streets and a great deal of disorder.
People were being trampled in the
crowds, and Senator Dole had to make
a wise decision, and a quick one, that
we had to exit because we could be re-
sponsible for injuries to people, people
who wanted to come to see us, people
who wanted to tell us about the hard-
ships that were then being inflicted by
Milosevic. Indeed, we made a hasty re-
treat.

But as we went back to our plane, we
passed that historic piece of ground,
whose origin goes way back, in my
recollection, to the 1300s, that field of
battle which actually the persons who
preceded the governing structure today
lost. They lost the war, yet they still
consider that hallowed ground. But I
remember as we passed that battle-
field, Bob Dole said: Tragedy and fight-
ing will visit this land someday.

And that it did. Our Nation’s men
and women of the Armed Forces, pri-
marily the Air Force, fought a coura-
geous battle: 78 days of combat, tens of
thousands of missions together with
other nations—seven other nations
were flying missions with our Air
Force—and eventually the major na-
tions of the world came to an under-

standing as to how that fighting should
stop. It was causing tremendous dam-
age, but there was no other recourse by
which we could get the attention of
Milosevic.

There are those who say today, in
hindsight, perhaps we should not have
done this, perhaps we should not have
blown up that bridge. When I visited
Pristina several weeks ago, someone
said: We haven’t got power because the
power lines were blown out. It was a
tough war, and our military com-
manders made tough decisions; 19 na-
tions got together to make those deci-
sions—a historic first combat by
NATO. They made it work. Now they
have basically stopped any major fight-
ing and we are down to incidents —fortu-
nately few incidents, but nevertheless
dangerous ones.

When I looked into the faces of the
young men and women of our Armed
Forces, and indeed other armed forces,
and actually walked the streets with a
patrol, it was clear they were per-
forming duties for which they were
never trained in their military careers.
Historically, our troops have not in
any great measure performed the type
of mission they are doing in that re-
gion. But they are doing it and doing it
very well. They are accepting the risks
of getting caught in the crossfire that
still erupts as a consequence of the cul-
tural differences, the ethnic hatreds.
Indeed, much of the fighting today in
Kosovo is Albanian upon Albanian. It
is retribution against fellow Albanians
because they at one time or another
did something to further the Serb in-
terest.

Our troops are there. When you ask
those in charge, whether it is the
NATO commanders, the U.N. represent-
ative, the E.U. representative, or any-
one else, no one can give you any time
estimate within which our forces can
be withdrawn. The infrastructure that
was to move in behind in Kosovo, the
commitments that were made by a
number of nations to provide police, to
provide money to pay salaries for the
judicial element, to help rebuild the
power lines—it is not flowing. It is
caught up in bureaucracies, inter-
national bureaucracies. It is all but
stagnant—all but stagnant.

I met with the commander of all
troops, a very competent professional
German officer. I met Ambassador
Kouchner, who has been designated to
pull together the various elements to
make this work. We were in a room in
the military headquarters. There was
no running water. The water pipes were
shut off, partially due to freezing and
partially due to lack of power. The
light bulbs flickered. Ambassador
Kouchner pointed out we do not have
enough power to keep the homes warm.
There was a certain feeling we won the
war but we could lose the peace, be-
cause the war goes on amongst the bu-
reaucracies, no matter what the good
intentions may be to bring forth and
reestablish in that war-torn region of
Serbia—Kosovo is a part of Serbia—the
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