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high-quality broadcasting and informa-
tion in the manner KELO has over the
years. In fact, after several towers were
lost, many dubbed KELOLAND to be
the Bermuda triangle of television tow-
ers. To KELO’s credit, these setbacks
never kept the station off the air for
long, as their engineers scrambled
around the clock to get the station up
and running again quickly.

Despite the fact that KELO does not
service any major metropolitan areas,
it has always tried to take advantage
of the most cutting-edge technologies
that would allow them to offer the best
local broadcasting to its viewers. Some
of the station’s technological high-
lights include: In 1955, KELO broadcast
the first live local news broadcasts
from the second floor of the Hollywood
Theater Building. In 1957, KELO aired a
game between Sioux Falls Cathedral
and Marty Mission—the first live
broadcast of a sports competition in
South Dakota. In 1968, KELOLAND TV
was the first station in the area to air
the local news and programming in
color. In 1991, KELOLAND TV was the
first local station to bring closed-cap-
tioning of newscasts and many other
programs to the deaf and hearing-im-
paired community. In 1997, KELO in-
stalled the first local Doppler weather
radar report that allowed residents to
have the most up-to-date information
on the rapidly developing storms and
severe weather conditions for which
South Dakota is famous. Finally, this
year, KELOLAND brought digital pro-
gramming to the area.

KELO’s commitment to its viewers
has also been recognized nationally. In
2000, KELO’s commitment to public
service was rewarded with an Emmy in
the Public Service Announcement—
Campaign category. In 1999, KELO
earned the ““Friend in Need” Service to
America Award from The National As-
sociation of Broadcasters (NAB) for its
outstanding coverage of the dev-
astating tornado that struck the town
of Spencer, South Dakota. Not only did
KELO provide award-winning coverage
of this devastating tornado, the station
also helped raise more than $1 million
for the Spencer Tornado Relief Fund.

Most importantly, KELO has shown a
sustained commitment to providing
South Dakotans with the critical infor-
mation they need about their commu-
nities. Whether it is news, weather or
sports, local viewers have always been
able to turn to KELO for accurate in-
formation.

I am proud to say that my staff and
I currently enjoy a great working rela-
tionship with those who work at KELO.
We know that we can always come to
expect a fair and balanced approach to
coverage of the issues and stories in
which we are involved. Given KELO’s
history of honest and intelligent re-
porting, its viewers expect nothing
less.

———

CBO REPORT

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, at the
time Senate Report No. 108-43 was
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filed, the Congressional Budget Office
report was not available. The report is
now available on the CBO website at
www.cbo.gov.

———

HONORING CHIEF WARRANT
OFFICER HANS N. GUKEISEN

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, | rise
today to pay tribute to CWO Hans N.
Gukeisen, a South Dakotan who was
killed on May 9 while serving in Oper-
ation Iragi Freedom.

Chief Warrant Officer Gukeisen was a
member of the 571st Medical Company
and was stationed at Fort Carson, CO.
He was killed when the Black Hawk
helicopter he was copiloting crashed
near Tikrit. Hans was on a mission to
evacuate an lIraqi child who had suf-
fered serious injuries in an explosion.

Chief Warrant Officer Gukeisen had
joined the military in 1989 after grad-
uating from Lead High School in Lead,
SD. Although he left the military for a
short time, he had continued his serv-
ice by joining the South Dakota Na-
tional Guard. To pursue his dream of
becoming a helicopter pilot, Hans had
re-enlisted in the Army and was as-
signed to the air ambulance of the 571st
Medical Company.

Chief Warrant Officer Gukeisen’s
mother Margaret lives in Hill City, SD,
and his father Terry in Lead. Hans’
older brother Ray is also serving in the
military as a Special Forces instructor
at Fort Bragg. | know they, and every-
one who knew Hans, will miss him
deeply. Hans gave his life while helping
defend America’s liberty, freeing the
Iragi people, and, specifically in this
mission, trying to save the life of a
badly injured child.

Margaret has said she will remember
her son as someone who loved hunting
and fishing. These are common pas-
times for a boy growing up in South
Dakota. But | know the Gukeisen fam-
ily, and the entire State of South Da-
kota, will also remember Hans as a
hero who died while proudly serving his
country.

Mr. President, | join with all South
Dakotans in expressing my sympathies
to the family of Chief Warrant Officer
Gukeisen. I know that he will always
be missed, but his service to our Nation
will never be forgotten.

—

SUPPORT FOR NATO
ENLARGEMENT

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, when
NATO formed in 1949, the world had
been liberated from the grips of Hitler
and the Japanese. But, the rise of com-
munism and the Soviet Union brought
new threats and the fear of nuclear
war. NATO was created with vision and
vigor to combat, through political and
military means, the spread of com-
munism. NATO has succeeded.

Today, the Soviets are gone, and a
partnership between Russia and NATO
is growing. Still, freedom-loving soci-
eties have been threatened anew by
state and non-state supported terror-
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ists looking to achieve their destruc-
tive aims through the spread of WMD.

The question looms whether NATO
will address these new threats or be
pushed to the side because it was un-
able to transform when the cold war
ended. Some have said NATO’s mission
ended when the Berlin Wall fell. Some
have even said NATO is dead. Well, | do
not think NATO is dead. Now is the
time to recommit ourselves to NATO
to ensure that the world’s greatest alli-
ance for peace perseveres and is im-
proved to remain strong for another 50
years. To do so, NATO must adapt its
mission to deal with today’s threats.
NATO members must commit to a
common defense with both policy and
budgetary commitments that improve
interoperability and reduce the capa-
bilities gap between the U.S. and other
members. As NATO’s largest and most
powerful member, the United States
and her leaders in the Senate stand
ready to strengthen NATO and repair
recently strained relationships
amongst NATO members. We must do
so, and we must take the first step by
supporting NATO enlargement and the
admission of seven new members: Ro-
mania, Bulgaria, Estonia, Slovenia,
Slovakia, Latvia, and Lithuania.

NATO expansion makes strategic
sense because expansion creates a
united Europe. The addition of the
seven aspirants creates a land bridge
forming a contiguous alliance on the
European Continent. Now, Western Eu-
rope from the Atlantic will be con-
nected with its allies in Greece and
Turkey on the Mediterranean and
Black Sea. With the Partnership for
Peace, NATO spreads across three con-
tinents. Bitter enemies just 13 years
ago are now reliable allies.

NATO membership is a carrot to po-
litical and economic reform to all na-
tions wishing to join the alliance.
Again, just 13 years ago, the seven pro-
posed new members of NATO were
under the darkness and weight of the
Iron Curtain. Today, they are bur-
geoning democracies committed to
market economics. To be in NATO, a
democratic form of governance is need-
ed. Spain, Greece, and Portugal under-
took political reforms to gain NATO
approval, and the same is true today
for the seven countries currently seek-
ing NATO admission.

The seven new members are ready to
actively participate and contribute to
a robust NATO. In fact they are al-
ready doing so. | would like to cite Ro-
mania as one example. Romania has
undertaken major political and eco-
nomic reforms. Romania overthrew
Nicolae Ceausescu—a ruthless and op-
pressive totalitarian leader. Since
being unshackled, Romania has cele-
brated its freedom. Romania has held
four nationwide elections, and democ-
racy is blossoming.

Romania is also committed to the de-
fense of the members of the NATO alli-
ance, both in Europe and the U.S.
Some have questioned what the seven
new members can bring to the table to



May 12, 2003

benefit NATO. We need not question
whether Romania will be a positive
force within NATO. Romania has
risked the lives of its soldiers for the
benefit of the United States.

Participation in Operation Desert
Storm—Romania contributed a mili-
tary hospital company to the Allied
Forces.

Participation in Afghanistan—Roma-
nia used its own airlift, a C-130, to
transport a battalion of soldiers to Af-
ghanistan. These forces have made two
rotations. Romania is currently in-
volved in the peacekeeping mission in
Afghanistan.

Operation lIraqi Freedom—Romania
mobilized its military police and a nu-
clear, biological, chemical detection
team to work alongside U.S. forces in
Iraq.

Cqurrently 5,000 U.S. marines are
based at Constanza, Romania. Our stra-
tegic threats are different today than
they were 50 years ago. We are no
longer endangered by Russia. Today,
the greatest threat to NATO and its
members is the threat of terrorism and
the spread of weapons of mass destruc-
tion. As a result, the U.S. should con-
sider whether it would be wise to re-
configure our forces overseas.

Our new threats are coming from the
Middle East and southwest Asia. Ro-
mania and Bulgaria are halfway be-
tween Germany and the Middle East.
Moving bases closer to the threat will
allow the U.S. to mobilize faster and
get to the fight sooner. We would also
be welcome in Romania and Bulgaria.
There is some question whether we are
still welcome in Western Europe.

There are those who say NATO is
dead or has no modern mission. That is
simply not the case. The Soviet Union
may no longer be a threat, but threats
still exist. The end of the cold war may
have erased the notion of warfighting
where million-man armies face million-
man armies on the European Con-
tinent. But, the end of the cold war un-
leashed despots willing to use the
asymmetrical means of terrorism and
WMD proliferation as methods of ag-
gression and diplomatic blackmail.

NATO must adopt a new mission—
combating terrorism and WMD pro-
liferation both in Europe and globally.
The threats that emerged from Sep-
tember 11 do not only affect the United
States, these threats should be a con-
cern to the entire NATO community.
As we have seen, al-Qaeda cells were
active in Germany, Spain, France, and
Italy.

International terrorism on our shores
was unknown to Americans prior to
September 11. However, it was not un-
common in Europe. The other NATO
members should unite behind Amer-
ica’s interests to root out terrorism
and stop WMD proliferation because
the European members have been tar-
gets before and could be targets, again.

This will require NATO to look not
only within its borders, but NATO
must also look beyond its borders.

NATO members and Partnership for
Peace participants stretch from the
Pacific Ocean in the U.S. to bordering
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on China in Kazakhstan. There are sev-
eral countries just on the edges of
NATO’s borders who wish to terrorize
those countries within NATO.

NATO has made a pledge to combat
terrorism and WMD proliferation. The
promise made by the NATO heads of
state at the Prague summit to focus on
terrorism and WMD proliferation is en-
couraging. Now, we need action. We
should not let recent spats with France
and Germany obstruct the implementa-
tion of this new mission. Moreover,
France and Germany should not let
their disagreements with the U.S. ob-
struct this new mission. Such actions
benefit none.

For NATO to remain relevant, the
European members must close the ca-
pabilities gap between U.S. and Euro-
pean forces. Many NATO members, in-
cluding France and Germany, have re-
duced defense spending over the last
decade. Such reductions leave the alli-
ance vulnerable and make it difficult
for NATO members to participate in
operations with the U.S.

U.S. defense spending is dwarfing Eu-
ropean defense spending. America’s de-
fense budget is greater than all other
18 NATO members combined. The $48
billion dollar increase in U.S. defense
spending from fiscal year 2002 to fiscal
year 2003 is greater than what 12 of the
other 18 members spend on defense.

Europe’s leaders are world leaders.
NATO members must make a greater
investment in national security,
NATO’s longevity, and world security.
We do not need them to spend as much
as the U.S.; we need them to com-
plement the U.S. and add value to
NATO operations.

NATO should focus its spending on
interoperability and communications
improvements. The U.S. has committed
billions to making it so all four
branches of the military can be linked
using the same communications de-
vices. We are dedicated to interoper-
ability within our own forces. It has
not been easy and the job is not fin-
ished, but we have seen the fruits of
this effort in Irag and Afghanistan.
Who would have imagined years ago
that a B-52 pilot could talk with a Spe-
cial Operations team on the ground to
deliver close air support? This was pos-
sible because of interoperability.

NATO must focus on such interoper-
ability. Not only must we ensure that a
European tanker plane can refuel a
U.S. fighter. We must ensure that 26
members, who speak many different
languages, can share a common com-
munications network and operate as
one cohesive force, not 26 independent
militaries. If this gap is not closed, no
value will be added and we will have to
question NATO’s worth.

NATO must not be just an alliance
based on military strength. NATO
must be a diplomatic alliance. Military
might alone is not the solution. First,
we must use all diplomatic means to
achieve peace. The united strength of
NATO as a diplomatic force will also
increase the security of NATO’s mem-
bers.

In the near future, NATO must make
decisions to determine whether it will
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be a vibrant alliance capable of pro-
tecting its members in the 21st century
or whether it is a relic of the past. |
know it can have a meaningful mission
in the future—a mission focused on
rooting out terrorism and stopping the
spread of WMD. To do so, NATO mem-
bers must increase defense spending
and focus on modernization and inter-
operability. I am confident NATO’s
members want NATO to have a great
role in shaping the 21st century. As a
member of NATO, the U.S. should push
for a strong alliance. By expanding
NATO to include seven new members,
we will take a key step in making
NATO strong and viable for the 21st
century. The Senate sent a strong mes-
sage of support by approving the ad-
mission of Romania, Bulgaria, Latvia,
Lithuania, Estonia, Slovenia, and Slo-
vakia to NATO. The vote is good for
the safety of the U.S., Europe, and the
world.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT
OF 2001

® Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, | rise
today to speak about the need for hate
crimes legislation. On May 1, 2003, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and | introduced the
Local Law Enforcement Act, a bill that
would add new categories to current
hate crimes law, sending a signal that
violence of any kind is unacceptable in
our society.

I would like to describe a terrible
crime that occurred September 12, 2001,
in Bridgeport, CT. A Brazilian waiter
was attacked on the street by eight
men who verbally accosted him be-
cause they believed him to be of Arab
descent. The man was also physically
attacked by the group and suffered a
broken arm and several facial bruises.

I believe that Government’s first
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend
them against the harms that come out
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can
become substance. | believe that by
passing this legislation and changing
current law, we can change hearts and
minds as well.®

———

ROSALIE ASLESEN RETIRES FROM
SPEARFISH HIGH SCHOOL

® Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, | rise
today to recognize and honor Rosalie
Aslesen on the occasion of her retire-
ment as school librarian for Spearfish
High School in Spearfish, SD.

A native of Spearfish, Rosalie grad-
uated from Spearfish High School and
received her bachelor of arts degree in
theatre arts from Black Hills State
University in Spearfish. After gradua-
tion, she served as a Red Cross volun-
teer, assisting troops in Korea in the
1960s, spending time living in Hawaii,
Virginia, and Maryland before return-
ing for a brief time to Spearfish. She
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