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would be fair in his dealings. I think he 
has kept that commitment. I make the 
same pledge to him. I have learned 
some lessons being in the minority and 
being in the majority and being back 
and forth. It is a humbling experience. 
I think you learn that you have to do 
some things differently. I hope I will do 
them better. And I will need his help. 
So I believe we will find a way to work 
together for the best interests of this 
institution and for our country. 

I thank the many people associated 
with this Chamber, too. 

As I said to Senator SMITH, it is far 
too often we forget to thank the people 
who make this place work: the people 
who turn on the lights, the policemen 
who work to keep us and our constitu-
ents and our staffs safe, the elevator 
operators, the custodians, the pages. 
All of these people who work in this 
Chamber and in this building are an 
important part of getting our job done. 
So to you all, I express my apprecia-
tion on behalf of myself and the Senate 
because you do a great job. 

With that, I would just like to con-
clude by wishing everyone a safe, 
happy holiday season. We need this res-
pite. In the end, faith and family are 
more important even than what hap-
pens here. 

Now we will have a chance to spend 
some time thinking about those things 
and being with the ones we love the 
most. I look forward to returning in 
January. I look forward to seeing all of 
my colleagues as we begin the work 
that needs to be done for a stronger 
and freer America and peace in the 
world. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I indi-

cated I will return to the floor in a 
short while. But while he is here, let 
me thank the distinguished Republican 
leader for his generous words. He spoke 
for both of us in recounting what we 
have experienced over the course of the 
last 2 years. 

This has been an extraordinarily 
eventful 107th Congress. He did not 
mention, but I know he could have 
gone on to include the war in Afghani-
stan, extraordinary challenges on Wall 
Street, amazing things on the war on 
terror that we have confronted, break-
fasts with the President as we at-
tempted to confront these challenges 
one by one in a bipartisan way. 

So this has been extraordinarily 
eventful. You have to go back a long 
ways—a half a century—to find a time 
when power shifted within one Con-
gress from one party to the other. I 
told him at the time—and I have since 
reiterated to him—how impressed I was 
in the way with which in our relation-
ship he accepted that transfer of power. 
I hope I can be equally as magnani-
mous, and I hope to demonstrate that 
that will be the case beginning in Jan-
uary. 

He and I have developed a relation-
ship that is built on a great deal of ex-

perience. And from that experience 
comes trust and affection. 

He also did not mention a great mo-
ment in both of our lives: when we be-
came grandfathers. That has been a 
special treasure for both of us. And we 
have shared those moments about fam-
ily and about grandchildren, as we 
have experienced them for the first 
time. 

So I look forward to working again 
very closely with him in yet another 
role. I hope that it can be even more 
productive. I hope that we both can 
learn lessons from this experience. I 
hope that we both can send a message 
to the American people that we mean 
to govern well, and, as I tell people 
sometimes, it is difficult to legislate, 
recognizing that with 240 million peo-
ple in the same room, we have to reach 
a consensus about issues as challenging 
as homeland security. We will continue 
to do that with our colleagues, and 
with the best intentions, recognizing 
the expectations of the American peo-
ple. 

So I thank him again for his cour-
tesies, his friendship, and the leader-
ship he has shown, and express to him, 
in the most heartfelt way, how much I 
look forward to working with him 
again.

Mr. President, I have one final reso-
lution, and that is the adjournment 
resolution. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR THE SINE DIE AD-
JOURNMENT OF THE ONE HUN-
DRED SEVENTH CONGRESS, SEC-
OND SESSION 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. Con. Res. 160, submitted 
earlier; that the concurrent resolution 
be considered and agreed to, and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 

Res. 160) was agreed to, as follows:
S. CON. RES. 160

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen-
ate adjourns at the close of business on any 
day from Wednesday, November 20, 2002 
through Saturday, November 23, 2002, or 
from Monday, November 25, 2002 through 
Wednesday, November 27, 2002, or on a mo-
tion offered pursuant to this concurrent res-
olution by its Majority Leader, or his des-
ignee, it stand adjourned sine die, or until 
Members are notified to reassemble pursuant 
to section 2 of this concurrent resolution, 
whichever occurs first; and that when the 
House of Representatives adjourns on any 
legislative day through the remainder of the 
second session of the One Hundred Seventh 
Congress on a motion offered pursuant to 
this concurrent resolution by its Majority 
Leader or his designee, it stand adjourned 
sine die, or until Members are notified to re-
assemble pursuant to section 2 of this con-
current resolution, whichever occurs first. 

SEC. 2. The Majority Leader of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House, or their re-

spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
Senate and the Minority Leader of the 
House, shall notify the Members of the Sen-
ate and the House, respectively, to reassem-
ble at such place and time as they may des-
ignate whenever, in their opinion, the public 
interest shall warrant it.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I op-
pose this adjournment resolution. 
While I am eager to return home to 
Maine, there is critical unfinished busi-
ness here in Washington. We should not 
adjourn prior to passing a prescription 
drug benefit for our seniors as well as 
legislation to remedy inadequate Medi-
care reimbursements that are jeopard-
izing the viability of our home health 
agencies, rural hospitals, and nursing 
homes. Cuts in Medicare are also dis-
couraging physicians from accepting 
Medicare patients. 

These health care problems should be 
solved now, not delayed until next 
year. Medicare reimbursements must 
be adequate to cover the costs borne by 
health care providers in caring for our 
seniors and disabled citizens. And our 
elderly have already waited too long 
for prescription drug coverage. 

Finally, we should have given final 
approval to legislation authored by 
Senators NELSON, SMITH, ROCKEFELLER, 
and myself to increate Medicaid rates 
to provide fiscal relief to the States 
and to prevent cuts in health care for 
low-income families.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois. 

f 

DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have 
come to the Chamber this morning to 
address an issue, which is familiar to 
many Americans but one on which 
they may not know the details, the im-
portant life-or-death information. 

Yesterday, a Federal court in Bir-
mingham, AL, found for four plaintiffs 
and against a company known as 
Metabolife International of San Diego 
and awarded the four plaintiffs $4.1 
million for strokes, heart attacks suf-
fered by the plaintiffs as a result of 
ephedra diet pills. These diet pills and 
Metabolife are pretty well known 
across America. You can hardly go into 
a drugstore, gas station or a conven-
ience store and not run into this little 
familiar container, Metabolife 356, ‘‘an 
herbal formula to enhance your diet 
and provide energy.’’ Unfortunately, 
this apparently innocent looking prod-
uct has caused a great deal of physical 
injury and death. 

I received today from my State of Il-
linois, near my hometown of Spring-
field, a report from the Logan County 
coroner, Chuck Fricke, a report on the 
sad death of a young man named Sean 
Riggins, a 16-year-old who died on Sep-
tember 3 of this year. Sean Riggins was 
the picture of health, a high school 
football player and wrestler. He was 
the apple of his parents’ eye. He was 
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just an all-around good kid. But he 
wanted to get ready for the game, and 
he wanted to be prepared. He wanted to 
do his best. 

Someone told Sean Riggins that one 
of the best ways to be a better athlete 
was to go down to the local conven-
ience store or the local gas station and 
buy a product known as Yellow Jack-
et—I hold it in my hand, an herbal die-
tary supplement for extreme energy—
so he would be ready for the big game. 
He took that herbal supplement called 
Yellow Jacket that contained the same 
ephedra as Metabolife’s product. His 
heart started racing, and he died. 

The coroner did an autopsy, which I 
will ask be included in the RECORD. He 
said he was an otherwise very healthy 
young man, just a young boy, 16 years 
old, healthy, an athlete. He took this 
herbal supplement, and he died. 

Let’s just pause a moment to raise 
some questions many Americans may 
not even consider. When you go into a 
drugstore, or any store, and you see for 
sale an over-the-counter drug or some-
thing like an herbal dietary supple-
ment, do you assume that the Federal 
Government has investigated this drug, 
that they have taken a look at it to de-
cide whether it is safe and effective as 
advertised? Most people would assume 
that. 

Frankly, throughout history—at 
least for since 1938—we have created 
standards in America where the Food 
and Drug Administration basically re-
quires companies that want to sell 
drugs over the counter or by prescrip-
tion to prove that the drugs are safe 
and to prove that they are effective. If 
you can’t prove that in clinical trials, 
you can’t sell that drug in America. 

That is pretty simple. It is something 
we take for granted, but it is some-
thing we should not take for granted. 

In 1994, Congress passed the Dietary 
Supplement Health and Education Act, 
which changed the law when it came to 
certain products. It said when it came 
to dietary supplements, nutritional 
supplements, they did not have to meet 
that same test of safety and efficacy 
before going to market. Instead, they 
could claim what they wanted to. They 
could put the product on the market, 
and the law was rather unclear as to 
what obligation they had beyond that. 

Frankly, the Food and Drug Admin-
istration and the Government of the 
United States have failed American 
families, have failed American con-
sumers when it comes to nutrition sup-
plements and dietary supplements be-
cause, as we have found with these sup-
plements containing ephedra, deadly 
combinations of chemicals are being 
sold to children and to unsuspecting 
adults across America without any 
Government intervention. 

Rarely does our Government step in. 
The Federal Trade Commission will 
step in when they believe the adver-
tised claims for some of the products 
are not true. They will bring an action. 
Occasionally, the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration, when prodded by Con-

gress, will go after the manufacturer of 
these Yellow Jacket because they are 
marketed as ‘‘an alternative street 
drug.’’ But when it comes to the basic 
responsibility of our Government to 
American consumers, the system fails 
for ordinary consumers. We expect con-
sumers to be a chemist, to have a de-
gree in biology, to understand the im-
pact of a drug on their body, because 
we are not going to take on that re-
sponsibility for them as a government 
to make sure only safe products are 
sold. 

In this case, when it comes to dietary 
supplements and nutritional supple-
ments, our Government is absent with-
out leave. We are in a situation where 
people across America, unsuspecting, 
believe they are helping themselves to 
reduce their weight, to avoid obesity, 
to be healthier individuals by taking 
dietary supplements which are, in 
stead, dangerous to their health. 

Let me make one thing very clear: I 
got up this morning and took my vita-
min. I do that every day. I don’t be-
lieve I should have a prescription or 
need one to fill a vitamin. That is a 
basic choice I have made. A multi-
vitamin, vitamin C—whatever it hap-
pens to be—that is my decision. And it 
should be. But when it comes to these 
combinations of drugs and dietary sup-
plements, we are talking about some-
thing more complicated and more po-
tentially dangerous than vitamin C or 
a multivitamin. We are talking about a 
combination of chemicals being sold to 
the American people which is dan-
gerous and can possibly kill. 

How can I say that these are dan-
gerous? Because these ephedra com-
pounds contain caffeine and other 
stimulants. Why is that important? Be-
cause ephedra, in and of itself, gets 
your body moving faster and your 
heart pumping, and caffeine does the 
same thing. Sean Riggins died because 
of that—a 16-year-old boy died because 
he took this Yellow Jacket pill and 
washed it down with Mountain Dew, a 
soft drink containing caffeine. Put all 
that together, and this poor young 
man’s life was snuffed out by a product 
that was sold over the counter. 

Incidentally, are there warning labels 
on the Yellow Jackets for those high 
school kids who want to consider the 
danger that might be associated with 
taking these pills? Yes. You have to 
strip the label off the bottle, and you 
will find it written in faded print on 
the back. I am sure that 15- and 16-
year-old kids are not stopping to read 
this fine print to decide whether or not 
it is a danger. 

Just this last week, I drove from Chi-
cago to Springfield. I stopped at a gaso-
line station halfway to fill up in Pon-
tiac. I went in and, lo and behold, Yel-
low Jackets were for sale right there in 
front. And you don’t have to buy a big 
bottle. You can buy them for a buck 
and a half and get three or four of 
them. 

I went to a junior high school in my 
hometown of Springfield, and I asked 

the students there: Has anybody ever 
heard of Yellow Jackets, ephedra? Yes. 
Over half the kids did. These were 
eighth graders. 

So I would say to parents across 
America who think, as I do, that drugs 
are a serious problem, here is a drug 
for sale that can kill your son or 
daughter. They know about it, and you 
don’t. 

We know now that it is dangerous. 
We have to do something about it. 

Let me tell you what I have done. I 
have had two hearings as chairman of 
the Governmental Affairs Sub-
committee on Oversight of Government 
Management to look into this par-
ticular issue. To my knowledge, it is 
the first public hearing held on so-
called dietary supplements and nutri-
tion supplements since it was passed. 
The information which came out is 
startling. Take a look at this chart. 
Ephedra is far more deadly and dan-
gerous than most dietary supplements. 
Of all the adverse events reported to 
FDA for dietary supplements, 60 per-
cent of the deaths were for ephedra 
products; 81 percent of the strokes were 
for ephedra products; 68 percent of the 
myocardial infarctions, heart attacks 
were for ephedra products. These are 
serious consequences from an over-the-
counter drug unregulated by the Gov-
ernment, such as Metabolife. 

Dietary supplements adverse events 
are disproportionately for ephedra. 
Ephedra adverse events occur when 
people get sick after taking one of 
these supplements and they call the 
company and say: What happened? 
There is something wrong here. 

Look at this. In terms of the percent-
age that are directly related to 
ephedra, over 40 percent in the year 
2001. Then we asked the company. First 
Metabolife said: We really haven’t re-
ceived many adverse events that are 
worth noting. And then we started 
pushing them a little harder, saying we 
want to get all the information, to find 
out what they have received. Because 
of a case filed in court, they disclosed 
over 14,000 adverse event reports—
something they kind of overlooked. 
Yesterday, they said, yes, we skipped 
another 1,400 or 1,500 or so. We will 
send those to you as well. What do we 
find in the adverse reports on 
Metabolife and other companies that 
are being gathered on ephedra? 

Here I have an example of one of 
their adverse event reports. It looks 
like a doodle pad. This is not a formal 
report, where you would note that a 
product for sale in America has caused 
adverse events, serious health problems 
for American citizens. If you go 
through this whole thing that was dis-
closed by Metabolife, at the bottom it 
says ‘‘mild stroke.’’ This person said: I 
took your pill and had a mild stroke. 
What is wrong with your product? 

They are not even disclosing these 
things until they are forced to go to 
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court. Here we have a 25-year-old per-
son who had a stroke as a result of tak-
ing ephedra diet supplements. The in-
formation is very clear. That informa-
tion was so compelling that this court 
yesterday in Alabama did what our 
Federal Government hasn’t done. This 
court in Alabama, and a jury, listened 
to the evidence on these dietary sup-
plements and said that this company is 
guilty of selling a dangerous product, 
endangering the lives of individuals, 
and entered a verdict of $4 million 
against Metabolife. 

There are people on the floor—you 
will hear this for the next several 
months—who will argue we should be 
closing the courthouse doors to this 
type of lawsuit, that we should not 
allow people to go to court to recover 
against companies that are literally 
endangering their lives. They will talk 
about plaintiff trial lawyers, and con-
tingency fees, and so forth. But the 
fact is, were it not for the court system 
and the attorneys going into court rep-
resenting people like these four in Ala-
bama, nothing would be done to stop 
these companies like Metabolife from 
selling deadly products. 

Something else you might find inter-
esting. The two-week trial, according 
to this press report, was notable for 
one bizarre twist—Metabolife’s presi-
dent and cofounder, Michael Ellis, re-
fused to have his deposition taken or to 
answer questions posed by the plain-
tiff’s attorneys, asserting his fifth 
amendment right. The judge allowed 
the plaintiff’s attorneys to question an 
empty chair. The attorneys asked ques-
tion after damaging question to which 
the judge replied on Ellis’ behalf that 
Ellis, president of Metabolife, was as-
serting his fifth amendment right not 
to incriminate himself. 

According to the attorney, it made a 
damning impression. The guy didn’t 
even have the gumption to defend his 
product and he took the fifth on the 
safety of the product. What product? 
This one, Metabolife 356, which you can 
find for sale all over America. 

Now, what we have to do is acknowl-
edge there is a Government responsi-
bility here with the Department of 
Health and Human Services, as well as 
the FDA. I contacted Secretary 
Tommy Thompson after these hearings 
and after it became clear these dan-
gerous products are being sold across 
America, endangering the lives of chil-
dren and unsuspecting people all across 
America, and that the Federal Govern-
ment and the FDA failed miserably in 
their responsibility to protect Amer-
ican consumers. 

I wrote Secretary Thompson on Au-
gust 6 and I said to him in the opening 
sentence:

The danger associated with dietary supple-
ments containing ephedra has become well 
documented. I believe our Government has a 
special responsibility to make an immediate 
determination on whether they pose a hazard 
to the American consumers. It is within your 
authority to take the step and suspend the 
sales of these supplements until their safety 
is clearly and scientifically established.

I have spoken to Secretary Thomp-
son about this on three separate occa-
sions. We have exchanged correspond-
ence. I have been in contact with peo-
ple in his agency and in the FDA, and 
I stand to report today that nothing 
has been done, short of raiding the of-
fices of the company that makes Yel-
low Jackets, to find out if they vio-
lated the law. The Secretary and FDA 
have refused to acknowledge the dan-
ger of this product, refused to take ac-
tion to protect American consumers. I 
am calling on Secretary Thompson 
today, and I will continue to call on 
him to take the action necessary to 
protect American consumers. There is 
absolutely no other recourse we can 
consider. 

Is this a radical suggestion, that we 
would ban the sale of products con-
taining ephedra? No, it is not. Let me 
be more specific. On January 9 of this 
year, Canada—the Canadian health au-
thority, known as Health Canada—
banned the sale of many of these prod-
ucts in Canada. Why? When we elicited 
testimony from them, from the con-
sumer group in Canada, they said the 
evidence was compelling and over-
whelming that these drugs, when sold 
as nutrition supplements, were killing 
Canadian citizens. So in January they 
banned the sale of the product, like 
Metabolife, in Canada. 

Within weeks, the American Medical 
Association sent an appeal to the FDA 
to do exactly the same thing in the 
United States—ban the sale of these 
products to protect Americans. But 
nothing has been done. 

Let me tell you something else that 
is curious. I don’t know that this has 
ever happened in the history of this 
country. Over 20 different States have 
enacted their own State laws restrict-
ing the sale of products containing 
ephedra. 

Think about that for a second. It is 
usually the Federal Government that 
shows the leadership when it comes to 
protecting people against dangerous 
drugs and substances sold. In this case, 
exactly the opposite is the case; the 
States have seen the adverse con-
sequences, the States understand the 
danger, and the States are moving 
ahead of the Federal Government. How 
bad is this, that our States are leading 
when it comes to national health 
standards, and the Federal Government 
is silent? And why? 

I think there are two reasons. First, 
this industry—the dietary supple-
mentary industry—is a big political 
player. When I called for this hearing 
on ephedra products, and particularly 
Metabolife, to investigate these ad-
verse event reports and the cases that 
were showing up in court, I will tell 
you this: In 20 years of service on Cap-
itol Hill, I have never faced more polit-
ical pressure in my life. I have taken 
on the big tobacco companies and other 
pretty big players. On this one, all of a 
sudden, my colleagues were saying: 
Dick, are you sure you want to have a 
hearing about Metabolife? Do you real-

ize what a big political player they are 
and this industry is? Do you realize 
how good they have been to our party? 
Do you realize this person and that 
person is associated with them? 

I thought to myself, what in the 
world have I gotten into here? What I 
thought was a common investigation 
has become a big political deal. I went 
ahead with it, and I am glad I did.
Frankly, the evidence that came out of 
there was overwhelming. 

Do you know that in exchanges at 
military bases across America, the 
Armed Services have banned the sale of 
these same products that are being sold 
in convenience stores, gas stations, and 
drugstores across America to children 
and unsuspecting people? There is a 
ban on military bases because they 
know that service men and women 
using them for energy, or to lose 
weight, have had terrible health con-
sequences. 

The evidence continues to mount. In-
cidentally, these are the same products 
that have been banned by major sports 
organizations. Athletes cannot take 
these products containing ephedra, le-
gally, if they want to participate in the 
Olympics, or professional football or 
collegiate athletics. 

So you have the accumulated evi-
dence about the danger of this product, 
and our Government fails to act. Why? 
It is because of the political clout of 
this industry and, secondly, the bu-
reaucracy. The bureaucracy in this 
town moves so slowly that, frankly, 
the American people should stand up 
and object in the most strenuous 
terms. To think we have waited some 8 
years for regulations to come out of 
the FDA about dietary and nutritional 
supplements. To think that the people 
who want to sell Metabolife, or want to 
sell these Yellow Jackets, can put in-
gredients on the back of these bottles 
that, frankly, don’t mean a thing to 
anybody—even a chemist, unless you 
are really into herbal medicine. Cola 
nut extract? What will that do? I guess 
it is loaded with caffeine, which with 
ephedra, is going to cause danger. And 
here is ginseng, so forth and so on. You 
can read these and you might say the 
average consumer would not have a 
clue as to what they are putting into 
their body. 

Did I mention that in 1983 the FDA 
banned the sale of any combination of 
ephedrine and caffeine? You cannot 
buy an over-the-counter drug legally 
that contains ephedrine and caffeine. 
That has been the case for 19 years.

But do not worry you can still go out 
to the gas station and buy them as a 
dietary supplement such as Yellow 
Jackets or Metabolife. They have it all 
in there. How is that possible? We ban 
the sale of the product in drug stores, 
and yet we let it be sold to children in 
gas stations as dietary supplements. 
And that is a fact. 

If you take a look at the number of 
organizations that have banned this, 
not just Canada, and not just the rec-
ommendation of the American Medical 
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Association, and not just over 20 States 
that have restricted its sales, but 
major sports organizations, you come 
to the inescapable conclusion that this 
is a dangerous product, and yet it is 
sold to Americans. The Food and Drug 
Administration sits on its hands doing 
very little. 

What is at issue, I am afraid, is now 
a growing philosophy that we hear 
from this administration of ‘‘let the 
market work this out.’’ The market 
worked it out for Sean Riggins, a 16-
year-old high school football player, 
who lost his life because the market-
place would not restrict the sale of the 
product. 

Recently, I attended a high school re-
union. I will not put on the record 
which one it was, but believe me, I am 
getting up there. I ran into a friend of 
mine who sells products in gas stations 
in California. I talked to him about 
these Yellow Jackets and ephedra. He 
said that is the biggest moneymaker in 
gas stations. It has a 100-percent mark-
up. 

He said: There is nothing else I sell in 
the gas station that is as profitable as 
these Yellow Jackets. There is nothing 
like it. This is a big winner. That is 
why we put it at the cash register. 

I said: Are you worried about the im-
pact this will have on kids? 

He said: If this was dangerous, the 
Government would take it off the mar-
ket. 

We know it is dangerous, and this 
Government, under the Clinton admin-
istration, as well as under the Bush ad-
ministration, has failed to take the 
necessary action to regulate the sale of 
this product to make certain this prod-
uct is safe and effective for American 
consumers and if unsafe to take it off 
the market. 

I call on Secretary Thompson 
today—and I will continue to—to take 
action to protect Americans. Do not 
allow another boy to die in another 
town in America. Do not let some 
unsuspecting 12, 13, 14 or 15-year-old 
lose his or her life because we failed to 
act, because we are cowered by the po-
litical muscle of groups like Metabolife 
because we are afraid we would some-
how be meddling in the marketplace if 
we came in and told the consumers the 
truth about the danger of this drug and 
the fact it is not safe. 

It is time for Secretary Thompson 
and the Food and Drug Administration 
to accept their responsibility. To do 
less is to endanger the lives of 
unsuspecting Americans. I call on 
those who are in the business of run-
ning drugstores, gas stations, and con-
venience stores to have a conscience. 
Take these products from the front of 
the cash register and at least put them 
on the back counter, if not take them 
out completely. Make certain that kids 
cannot get their hands on them and 
misuse them; so they cannot get a buzz 
on them with the beer they managed to 
get their hands on or a caffeinated soda 
or cannot take them before a football 
game and end up dead like this poor 
young man in Lincoln, IL. 

This is, I believe, a moral imperative. 
I am hopeful that those across America 
who understand how valuable the lives 
of our children are and how important 
it is for our Government to stand up 
and protect American citizens will do 
something and do it quickly. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
material to which I referred be printed 
in the RECORD.

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

LOGAN COUNTY CORONER, 
Lincoln, IL, October 9, 2002. 

Hon. RICHARD DURBIN, 
Dirkson Senate Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR DURBIN: It is with great 
pleasure and honor to have testified on the 
ill effects of Ephedrine, Yellow Jackets and 
their related cousins on October 8 at your 
committee hearing. 

Your knowledge and presentation allowed 
the Riggins and myself to be more at ease, if 
that is possible, in telling Sean’s story. Your 
genuine concern for your constituents cham-
pioning a just cause even before our tragedy 
was very apparent. 

After landing in Bloomington, Illinois we 
were made aware of the FDA’s move on NVE 
by Peoria’s Channel 31, and the Bloomington 
Pantagraph. We can only hope our message 
is received by parents, students, teammates, 
and the general public before another indi-
vidual is stricken. 

Your staff of Anne Marie Murphy, Joe 
Shoemaker, Brian and Erica were extremely 
helpful, courteous and professional. We can’t 
thank you enough. 

We held Sean’s inquest at 3:00 p.m. today 
in Lincoln. 

We will be ever vigilant on this cause. 
Please feel free to contact us if you ever need 
further statements. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES W. FRICKE, 

Logan County Coroner. 
KEVIN AND DEBRA RIGGINS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
LINCOLN). The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 
think Senator DORGAN has left and will 
be returning. He was going to ask 
unanimous consent that he speak after 
I do. I believe he made a decision not to 
do that at this time. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR JESSE 
HELMS 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 
rise to pay tribute to a great American 
and friend, Senator JESSE HELMS. I 
speak with mixed emotions. I am 
happy to see that after a long and dis-
tinguished career, he will have more 
time with his wife Dot, his beloved wife 
of 60 years, as well as enjoying time 
with his children and grandchildren, 
but I know a man of this nature and ca-
pacity is impossible to replace. 

In the words of the Weekly Standard, 
Executive Editor Fred Barnes wrote 
not too long ago:

His unflinching devotion to conservative 
principles has made him a powerful figure. 
He is oblivious to the buzz, the chatter, the 
gossip of the press and polls and the perma-
nent establishment. He is totally inner di-
rected. He cares little for details or process, 
but when someone clashes with his conserv-

ative views, he steps up no matter how un-
popular that makes him. He wins some, he 
loses some, but he is always a player who 
can be reckoned with even when he is acting 
alone.

I remember one such occasion when 
Senator HELMS was acting alone in his 
outspoken criticism of the United Na-
tions. He refused to approve payment 
of U.N. dues until their lavish, bloated, 
and unwieldy bureaucracy—actually 
corrupt bureaucracy—was reformed. It 
went on for some time. 

They said he wanted to destroy the 
United Nations, and he said he wanted 
reform. As chairman of the Foreign Re-
lations Committee, he was able to hold 
that legislation up, and he stayed firm. 
The mainstream media and activists 
chastised him. They tried to mock him, 
but he knew there were great problems 
at the U.N., and he would not give in 
until it was improved. It should be told 
that in the end, the United Nations 
gave in. Reforms that will make the 
United Nations a better, more honest,
effective, and viable organization were 
passed, and the money was released. 

I do not want to attempt to catalog 
Senator HELMS’ accomplishments. His 
record speaks well to that. It is quite 
clear others have spoken of them in the 
last few days. People on both sides of 
the aisle have talked about his remark-
able service in this Senate. It does 
seem to me that he has an unusual te-
nacity, an unusual commitment to 
principle. 

Even when it might appear that he 
loses, sometimes he wins. For example, 
even though he was unable to block the 
Chemical Weapons Convention, which 
he did oppose, he did win 28 of the 33 
concessions or amendments or changes 
in that treaty that he had asked for, 
making it a much better treaty in the 
end. 

Senator HELMS’ career, of course, 
should not be focused entirely on for-
eign policy, although he was a leader in 
that area. As an Eagle Scout myself, I 
really appreciated him standing up for 
the Boy Scouts. He was quite eloquent 
in these issues that came up several 
years ago. 

In the article I mentioned earlier by 
Fred Barnes, it concludes by asking if 
JESSE HELMS can be replaced. Barnes’ 
conclusion is similar to mine: That is a 
task that is ‘‘probably more than we 
can hope for.’’ 

I have tried to think about what 
makes him special, and here are a few 
thoughts of mine. Others may disagree. 
Maybe this Senator would disagree, but 
I believe his leaving this body is a sig-
nificant event, and perhaps we should 
think about what has made him unique 
in his service. 

First, I believe Senator HELMS is a 
provincial patriot. He really admired 
Margaret Thatcher. I have heard him 
talk about her. It was remarked that 
Margaret Thatcher was a provincial, 
that she was a daughter of a shop 
owner, and she had inculcated in her 
youth all the classical values of Eng-
land. That is what we have in JESSE 
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