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THIS WEEK’S SCHEDULE 

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I 
thought it might be helpful if the ma-
jority leader would walk through the 
week’s schedule. I have had a number 
of questions about the schedule. 

As I understand it, we will have the 
vote tomorrow, and tomorrow will be 
dedicated primarily to remarks on the 
floor by colleagues and Members in 
tribute to the President. Then begin-
ning as early as noon—is it on Wednes-
day?—we will not anticipate any ses-
sion. Then at 7 o’clock Wednesday 
night, it is my understanding the me-
morial service here in the Capitol be 
will held for Members only. 

Mr. FRIST. Madam President, we can 
talk about earlier than 3 o’clock, but 
right now it is until 3 o’clock tomor-
row. At 3 o’clock, we will recess. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Is it the majority 
leader’s intention to be in session on 
Thursday? 

Mr. FRIST. Madam President, we 
will not be in session on Thursday or 
Friday. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, 
then we have the official memorial 
service in the National Cathedral at 
11:30 on Friday morning. Is that cor-
rect? 

Mr. FRIST. That is correct. That is 
by invitation. Of course, our colleagues 
and spouses are invited. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Senators should be 
aware they have all day today and up 
until 3 o’clock tentatively tomorrow to 
come to the floor to make presen-
tations. Obviously, Senators are wel-
come to speak about any issue. 

My hope is we would want to accom-
modate Senators who wish to speak in 
memory of President Reagan and per-
haps defer other remarks unrelated to 
these tributes to next week. Obviously, 
as I say, it is every Senator’s preroga-
tive to make that decision. 

I appreciate the majority leader’s 
clarification on the schedule. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, leadership time is 
reserved 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be a pe-
riod for the transaction of morning 
business with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

The Senator from Texas. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. REID. Madam President, will the 
Senator yield for a parliamentary in-
quiry? 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Certainly. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, there 

are a number of people who wish to 
speak. I know Senator HUTCHISON wish-
es to speak regarding our prayer this 
morning. But it is my understanding 

the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire wishes to speak. If I could 
inquire through the Chair, how long 
does the Senator wish to speak? 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, Sen-
ators are permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes in morning business. 

Mr. REID. If I could, I ask unanimous 
consent that after the Senator from 
Texas completes her remarks the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire be recog-
nized for 10 minutes, the Senator from 
Maine for 10 minutes, and the Senator 
from California, Mrs. BOXER, for 10 
minutes. 

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

The Senator from Texas. 
f 

GUEST CHAPLAIN, DR. PRENTICE 
MEADOR 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President, 
it is my pleasure to introduce our 
guest chaplain, Dr. Prentice Meador, 
from Dallas, TX, the minister at 
Prestoncrest Church of Christ. Dr. 
Meador hails from Nashville, TN. Our 
majority leader and Dr. Meador have 
known each other for a long time. 

He is a graduate of David Lipscomb 
College and holds a Ph.D from the Uni-
versity of Illinois. He and his wife Bar-
bara, a registered nurse, have three 
married children and 10 grandchildren. 

Dr. Meador served at the South Na-
tional Church of Christ in Springfield, 
MO for 14 years before moving to Dal-
las in 1988. There he started serving as 
a pulpit minister for the Prestoncrest 
Church of Christ. 

Not only did our distinguished leader 
come over to say hello to our chaplain 
this morning, but also Senator BOND 
from Missouri, who when he was Gov-
ernor worked with Dr. Meador on a 
summit for children. Dr. Meador has 
been very active in that regard as well. 

So we came in today, and not only 
was he there with me as his hometown 
Senator but also the Senator from Ten-
nessee and the Senator from Missouri 
came to greet him, which I think shows 
what a great impact he has wherever 
he goes. 

Dr. Meador has in fact adopted a 
wonderful philosophy of the modern 
church. He offers grace to imperfect 
people. He doesn’t want to save the 
world and lose our own families. He of-
fers God to people entangled in the web 
of today’s culture. 

That take on the urban church has 
attracted large audiences of young 
adults. In fact, the average age in his 
church in Dallas is 28. Dr. Meador has 
done an excellent job of cultivating 
their interest by emphasizing relation-
ship building, mentoring, and account-
ability groups. 

He is a member of the board of trust-
ees of a great university, Abilene 
Christian University in Abilene, TX, 
and he is on the chancellor’s council of 
another great university, Pepperdine 
University in California. Dr. Meador is 
listed in ‘‘Who’s Who in Religion’’ as 
well as ‘‘Who’s Who in the Southwest.’’ 

He has spoken throughout the world 
and has given frequent lectures 
throughout the United States. 

He is an accomplished author who 
has written several books, and has been 
the managing editor of 21st Century 
Christian magazine starting in 1992. He 
is a regular television contributor, in-
cluding as a weekly panelist on the 
American Religion Town Hall, which is 
a national program. 

Dr. Meador has received numerous 
awards for his leadership and citizen-
ship. It is an honor to have him with us 
today. 

I was so pleased to be able to be with 
him this morning. We had a good visit 
at our prayer breakfast about what we 
do in the Senate. I thank Dr. Meador 
for sharing his blessing on us at a very 
important time in our country. 

Thank you, Madam President. I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senator from 
New Hampshire is recognized. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FORMER PRESIDENT 
RONALD REAGAN 

Mr. GREGG. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

I rise today, as many Americans, to 
pay my respect and thanks, and also to 
celebrate the life of Ronald Reagan, an 
extraordinary man who has had such a 
huge impact on our generation and the 
generations to come in the world—es-
pecially Americans’ place in the world. 

I have a lot of fond and personal 
memories about Governor and Presi-
dent Reagan. First, I had the oppor-
tunity to meet him with my wife 
Kathy when he and Nancy Reagan 
came to New Hampshire to campaign 
in 1976. He was running against a sit-
ting Republican President, Gerald 
Ford, appointed, of course, coming out 
of the Watergate era. Some in our 
party thought maybe it was time to 
move on, put a new face on our party, 
and put someone forward who had a 
certain charisma and attitude which 
was a little different. Certainly Reagan 
met that test. 

As we traveled around New Hamp-
shire, he was not the national figure he 
is today, although he was a significant 
figure. In fact, he was a movie star. 
People were flocking to meet him and 
see him. They wanted to hear what he 
had to say. But as we traveled around, 
a fairly small contingent in a bus and 
a few cars, we had a chance to get to 
know him a little bit. What came 
through most apparently to myself and 
Kathy was he was a genuine person 
who had a real sense of self and who 
had a way of making people feel at ease 
around him. He had a charisma, to say 
the least. 

Then I had the great fortune of being 
elected to Congress in 1980. Prior to 
that, ironically I had been at the fa-
mous national debate in January of 
1980 where President Reagan actually 
set the course for getting the nomina-
tion and moving on to become the 
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President with the famous comment, 
‘‘I paid for this microphone, Mr. 
GREEN.’’ Ironically, I was at the site 
and in charge of the site in advance of 
the nomination. So I had a chance to 
see a bit of history there. 

But in 1990, along with 54 other Re-
publicans, I was elected to the House of 
Representatives, and we came here 
with President Reagan. We had a pur-
pose. We had a definite purpose. People 
will recall at that time coming out of 
the 1970s the inflation rate was 12 per-
cent, interest rates were 22 percent, 
and we had American citizens being 
held captive in Iran. The President— 
then-President Jimmy Carter—said we 
were in a period of national malaise. 
We didn’t feel that way. We felt Amer-
ica was a great and wonderful Nation. 
Ronald Reagan epitomized that view of 
the future being bright rather than 
dark—the future being one of unlim-
ited opportunities rather than one of a 
decreasing pie. So 54 of us arrived in 
the House of Representatives. 

It was a unique situation because the 
House of Representatives was being 
controlled at that time—and people do 
not appreciate it today, but it had been 
controlled by the Democratic Party for 
26 years; continuously controlled by 
the same party, and it produced a lot of 
very interesting and very aggressive 
and strong individuals to manage the 
House. The strongest, of course, was 
‘‘Tip’’ O’Neill, who was then the Speak-
er. He was not going to tolerate those 
54 new Republican Members who ar-
rived in the House of Representatives 
and were carrying the water for Presi-
dent Reagan. We were treated with an 
experience in education on how politics 
really works by ‘‘Tip’’ O’Neill, as we 
were exposed to what real power can do 
and how it can be managed in a con-
gressional body. 

We continued to charge the Hill, 
however, for the President, because 
President Reagan had a clear and de-
fined agenda. He intended to fundamen-
tally shift this country. The shift was 
going to be toward strengthening our 
national defense capabilities, toward 
reducing the burden of Government, to-
ward reducing the burden of taxation, 
and toward reestablishing our con-
fidence as a nation. There was a lot of 
legislation brought forward, with very 
difficult battles over the budget, very 
difficult battles over issues of making 
our defense capability stronger once 
again. 

We became known as ‘‘Reagan’s ro-
bots.’’ That was a derisive term used 
by some of our friends in the media and 
it was thrown at us. As Reagan’s eco-
nomics were called Reaganomics, a de-
risive term put out in the 
intellegentsia community by our 
friends who saw it as inappropriate ec-
onomics and saw it as water bearers for 
a President who they considered to be 
superficial, and in some cases a carica-
ture, but we took that as sort of a red 
badge of courage, those who came in 
that class. We enjoyed the fact we were 
tweaking the institution of the House 

at the time led by Speaker O’Neill, who 
I happened, over the years, to come to 
like as an individual very much. He ob-
viously had a very strong personality 
and led the House very aggressively in 
a very partisan way. It was a unique 
and special time to have a chance to 
serve under a President such as Presi-
dent Reagan. 

Going to the White House with Kathy 
and our two oldest children, I remem-
ber a lot of fond personal memories of 
how kind he was. Our daughters were 
then quite young. I think they were 4 
and 5 or maybe 5 and 6. He took them 
aside and got hotdogs for them; he got 
popcorn for them. 

He was just a wonderful, inclusive in-
dividual and had a naturalness about 
him that was extraordinary and made 
everybody who was around him, when 
they had the chance, feel good. It was 
that personality that I think caused 
him to be able to be President during a 
time when there was a fair amount of 
strident partisanship. At the same 
time, there was less of a personal vin-
dictiveness in the atmosphere, which 
was nice at that time, to have at least 
that sort of atmosphere where people 
were not into the personal assassina-
tion level that we sometimes see occur 
in politics, although it did happen to 
some degree. 

The fond memories are there from an 
individual standpoint, but the real 
memory, the real force of President 
Reagan goes beyond the personal con-
tact. It goes to what his mission was, 
what he accomplished for our Nation, 
which was so extraordinary, and what 
he accomplished for the world. It has 
been discussed. There is nothing unique 
about the discussion because it is so 
broadly accepted now what he did ac-
complish. 

That was, essentially, this: He took a 
nation which was, as I said by its own 
definition, by its then leader, Jimmy 
Carter, in a period of national malaise 
and he turned us and reawakened our 
natural optimism. We are a nation of 
optimists. We are a nation that be-
lieves we can accomplish whatever we 
seek to pursue, whatever goal we set. 
He made us believe in that again. His 
‘‘city on the hill’’ belief in our Nation 
was deep in him, but, more impor-
tantly, he was able to project it across 
our country and give people a sense of 
self and a sense of purpose that was op-
timistic and upbeat, that was essential 
to our country at that time. 

Probably equally important to the 
world, he set America back on a course 
of leading us in what was then the true 
great confrontation of the 20th cen-
tury, which was the question of wheth-
er Communist, Socialist economics, 
and a totalitarian state would domi-
nate or whether democracy and mar-
ket-oriented economies would domi-
nate. 

There were three major trends of the 
20th century that were tested. The 
first, of course, was the issue of the 
philosophy of Communist versus mar-
ket-oriented economies. The second, of 

course, was totalitarianism, first pre-
sented in fascism and secondly pre-
sented in the Communist states of Sta-
lin, by Stalin and Mao versus democ-
racy. The third was the issue of rel-
ativism. On those first two issues, he 
led the world and delivered the results 
which said unequivocally that democ-
racy and market-oriented economies 
were the future for mankind and that 
individual rights meant something. 

In accomplishing that, he passed on 
to our generation and all the genera-
tions to come a gift of freedom and a 
gift of possibility in the area of eco-
nomic well-being that was not nec-
essarily a given. It would not nec-
essarily have occurred without him. It 
is possible the Soviet Union and cer-
tainly the mutations of the Soviet 
Union could have proceeded for a con-
siderable amount of time. We could 
still be dealing with that issue today 
had he not been willing to stand up, be-
cause he had unequivocal confidence in 
our Nation and in the values that drive 
our Nation, had he not been willing to 
stand up and say essentially that we 
were going to compete in that race at 
a level that would essentially make it 
impossible for the Soviet Union and 
Communist-style regimes to compete 
with us. That is what he did. 

He did it first in the military where 
he essentially said to the Soviet Union, 
we are just simply going to outbuild 
you and we are going to exceed your 
ability to compete, so they crumbled 
from within. Second, he did it by estab-
lishing, once again, that the basic val-
ues of democracy far exceeded any val-
ues that were being put forward, and 
clearly our much better lifestyle than 
anything being put forward by a Soviet 
Communist state. 

So we owe him a great debt of thanks 
and we certainly owe his family a great 
debt of thanks. We thank Nancy 
Reagan for her wonderful service to 
this Nation. We thank his family for 
the gift of this great man to our coun-
try. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the unanimous consent, the Senator 
from Maine is recognized. 

Ms. SNOWE. Our Nation mourns the 
passage of a man who called Americans 
to their economic purpose and renewed 
our age-old faith in the limitless possi-
bilities of freedom. 

With heavy but immensely grateful 
hearts, our country grieves the passing 
of President Ronald Reagan and ex-
tends our collective thoughts and pray-
ers to his extraordinary wife Nancy 
and the entire Reagan family. 

Reflecting today on the hope that 
President Reagan inspired in America, 
I am reminded of the story of Benjamin 
Franklin near the close of the Con-
stitutional Convention. Franklin 
pointed to the painting behind Wash-
ington’s chair, a landscape of the Sun 
just on the horizon and remarked: 

I have often . . . looked at that sun behind 
the President without being able to tell 
whether it was rising or setting. But now 
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. . . I have the happiness to know it is a ris-
ing and not a setting sun. 

Let the record forever show that in a 
time of great consequence, President 
Reagan assured an uncertain nation 
that ours remains always a rising Sun. 
He brought a passionate belief in 
American ideas to bear in advancing 
freedom as a force for good in the world 
and heralded a new dawn of confidence 
at home. 

Like so many Americans, I remember 
well the steep challenges facing the 
Nation in 1980. At that time, having al-
ready served 2 years in the House of 
Representatives, we could look back to 
the late 1970s as an incubator of 
change. 

Before President Reagan, we had be-
come conditioned to accept limitations 
on what we might aspire to as individ-
uals and as a nation. But out of those 
days of national disillusionment and 
political drift came a bold leader to in-
spire confidence. 

As I said, I had just completed my 
freshman term as a Member of Con-
gress, and this was a period of self- 
doubt for America. Internationally, our 
country was mired in the cold war and 
reeling from the Iranian hostage crisis. 
On the domestic front, our economy 
had been sapped by double-digit infla-
tion, double-digit prime interest rates, 
and stifled by massive tax burdens, in-
cluding a top tax rate of 70 percent. We 
also had been undercut by a serious en-
ergy crisis at that point in time. In 
fact, we had gasoline lines here in 
Washington and all through the coun-
try at that point. So suffice it to say, 
these were not bright days in Wash-
ington or America. As I said at the 
time, whoever won the White House 
would bear the responsibility for mak-
ing America productive once again, and 
President Reagan did. With his convic-
tion that the greatest untapped poten-
tial lie in the American people them-
selves—by embracing hope, not res-
ignation, and by projecting an opti-
mism in our Nation and her people that 
was as genuine as the man himself—he 
charted a course for America for great-
er prosperity and security. 

As President, as we know, he con-
fronted the world’s only other super-
power, laying the foundation for vic-
tory in the cold war. He campaigned to 
reduce the size of the Federal bureauc-
racy, to return tax dollars to the fami-
lies that had earned them, and to de-
volve out of Washington and back to 
local governments—all ideas whose 
time had come, just as President Rea-
gan’s had. Not only that, but he rein-
vigorated America with his unabashed 
faith in her essential goodness. 

The other night, I had the oppor-
tunity to recount the Reagan era with 
my husband, Jock McKernan, who also 
served 4 years in Congress. He served 
the other congressional district in the 
State of Maine. He was there for 4 
years as well under the Reagan Presi-
dency. We were recalling a time in 
which we visited the White House, re-
garding the shaping of defense policy. 

As Senator GREGG was recounting, we 
were building up our national defense. 

We recalled the statement the Presi-
dent made at the time, which I think 
summed up his belief in trying to make 
a distinction between the United 
States of America and the Soviet 
Union. He said: You know, it tells 
something about a country when more 
people want to leave the country than 
want to come in. His simple logic was 
indeed compelling. 

President Reagan was a conservative 
Republican from California, and I, of 
course, was a moderate Republican 
from New England. Obviously, there 
were times—and many times, in fact— 
when we might differ on policy. Yet I 
can also recall meeting with him and 
other members of the Republican cau-
cus, as well as Democrats. We had nu-
merous meetings at the White House 
either in the Cabinet room or within 
the Oval Office itself. We were able to 
negotiate our differences, whether it 
was within our party or across party 
lines. The issues ranged from defense 
policy, to the MX missile, to Central 
America, to the budget. We had numer-
ous budget discussions where we nego-
tiated the actual budget resolutions 
and the budget numbers themselves. 

And I spearheaded an effort to meet 
with the President to talk about wom-
en’s issues, to close the gender gap 
which at that time was affecting the 
Republican party. In fact, it led to ulti-
mately passing the landmark child sup-
port enforcement legislation, that 
heretofore had not been part of the 
Federal lexicon, much less part of Fed-
eral policy. 

And to this day I have on my wall a 
letter of appreciation from President 
Reagan for my efforts to help develop 
and pass the 1986 Omnibus Diplomatic 
Security and Antiterrorism Act, which 
he signed and which contained a provi-
sion I authored to create an account-
ability review board within the State 
Department to investigate all incidents 
involving serious security failures. 

With regard to trade policies, we had 
a number of meetings. In fact, my hus-
band and I met in the Oval Office with 
the President to discuss the impact of 
international trade policies, particu-
larly as they affected Maine’s indus-
tries, whether it was the potato indus-
try, shoe industry, or the lumber in-
dustry. 

He was always respectful of divergent 
views and willing to keep his Oval Of-
fice door open, even as he always knew 
what he believed. In terms of his prin-
ciples, his compass was steady. At the 
same time, he was certainly committed 
to the fine and, in Washington, rare art 
of listening. He was also willing to seek 
consensus, even though we surely had a 
partisan environment at that time. 

We had a divided Government, with 
the Democrats controlling the House 
and the Republicans controlling the 
Senate, and obviously a Republican 
Presidency. But again, he was willing 
to forge consensus because he believed 
that was the only way you could get 

things done. Rather than by con-
troversy and division, in the final anal-
ysis you had to do it by persuasion and 
openness. So he was willing to develop 
pragmatic approaches in the final anal-
ysis because he was a problem solver. 
Actually, he gave life to what he once 
said: ‘‘If I can get 70 or 80 percent of 
what it is I’m trying to get . . . I’ll 
take that and then continue to try to 
get the rest in the future.’’ 

He certainly did live by that axiom 
throughout his tenure of 8 years, irre-
spective of the differences. Ultimately, 
he wanted to achieve the great things 
he set out to do when he became Presi-
dent and also to make sure he could be 
resolute in implementing his vision for 
this country. 

He was entirely comfortable with 
stepping outside of others’ conven-
tional perception of himself and his 
politics. He was also extremely cred-
ible as Commander in Chief, as leader 
of this country when he set about to 
build up our military and to defy the 
Soviet Union and to ultimately bring 
down the Wall. The fact is, he also, on 
the other side of the coin, ultimately 
negotiated the first pact to reduce the 
United States and Soviet nuclear arse-
nals—he negotiated that with Mikhail 
Gorbachev—because, again, he under-
stood what needed to be accomplished 
in the end. 

His legacy will forever be his vision 
that brought about the end of the cold 
war because, again, he saw the dif-
ference between dictatorships and de-
mocracy and our ability to foster lib-
erty in the dark corners of the world. 

Some thought his bold descriptions 
and his plans to bridge the wide chasms 
that separated democracy from des-
potism were ill-considered. Yet he 
viewed the world through that crystal 
clear prism of, in the words of Shake-
speare, ‘‘simple truth miscalled sim-
plicity.’’ I believe that says it all be-
cause I think President Reagan under-
stood that in order to be an effective 
leader, to be a strong President, to be 
the leader of this country who was a 
force for good and to project that force 
for good, you ultimately had to move 
the process, and you had to work with-
in the system and with the other 
branch of Government to make that 
happen. 

Another great of the 20th century re-
fused praise for having lent his lion- 
hearted strength to an entire nation. 
Instead, Winston Churchill remarked, 
it was his nation that had the ‘‘lion’s 
heart’’ all along, and it fell to him only 
to ‘‘give the roar.’’ 

So it was with President Ronald 
Reagan. His words summoned our re-
solve and our goodness, and his steady 
hand guided America to a triumph for 
all free people. As providence would 
have it, President Reagan gave Amer-
ica’s roar during what would become— 
in no small part, thanks to him—the 
last decade of the cold war. With peace 
through strength, Ronald Reagan 
called America to a purpose he de-
scribed in his own hand in 1980 when he 
wrote: 
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I believe it is our pre-ordained destiny to 

show all mankind that they too can be free 
without having to leave their native shore. 

For this legacy, the American people 
and free people everywhere are in his 
debt, just as he is in our hearts and his 
family, as well, in our prayers. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senator from 
California is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay my respects to one of 
California’s own, President Ronald 
Reagan. 

I first met President Reagan right 
after I was elected to Congress in 1982. 
We were a large Democratic freshman 
class, and when I was invited to the 
White House, I wondered how President 
Reagan would greet us. After all, he 
had campaigned hard for a Republican 
Congress, and having lost an election 
myself I knew the feeling of dis-
appointment. When we arrived at the 
White House, President Reagan could 
not have been more gracious to us; the 
same for Mrs. Reagan. I still have the 
photo from that evening hanging in my 
home office. 

Twenty-two years ago, Ronald 
Reagan taught me that you can dis-
agree without being disagreeable, that 
you could set aside those disagree-
ments even though they were deep. 

President Reagan once said: 
A lot of trouble in the world would dis-

appear if we were talking to each other in-
stead of about each other. 

He believed if we were all respectful 
and pleasant to one another, we could 
find those areas of common ground. We 
can reach across the aisle. We can get 
things done. Believe me, that was a 
good lesson for me and for all of us 
that evening because clearly, in the 
Senate, with the rules of the Senate, 
the only way to get things done is by 
working together. I look at the occu-
pant of the Chair, and I know that with 
our disagreements on many issues, we 
have come together on a few occasions, 
and we have won for our constituents 
and for this country. 

When I look back to President Rea-
gan’s record, I realize that not only did 
he bring this kind of an attitude of 
working together to Washington, but 
that had been his hallmark in Cali-
fornia as well. As a Republican Gov-
ernor, he was working with a Demo-
cratic State legislature. So it seems 
President Reagan had to learn how to 
do this both in the State and in the Na-
tion’s Capital. 

In those years as Governor, in keep-
ing with the values and wishes of most 
Californians, he helped to establish the 
Redwood National Park. He regulated 
auto emissions to reduce pollution. He 
signed a bill that liberalized a woman’s 
right to choose. He opposed the State 
proposition that discriminated against 
teachers based on sexual orientation. 
You can see Governor Reagan was will-
ing to reach across and find consensus. 

Ronald Reagan, of course, did con-
tinue to reach across the aisle when he 

became President. Although there were 
serious disagreements, he worked 
closely with a Democratic House to 
ratify and sign important arms control 
agreements, increasing funds for math 
and science education, reauthorizing 
the Superfund hazardous waste cleanup 
program, which is so important. The 
basis of the program is the polluter 
should pay. Interestingly, we don’t 
seem to have that kind of support 
today. 

President Reagan once said: ‘‘There 
is no limit to what a man can do or 
where he can go, if he doesn’t mind 
who gets the credit.’’ And how impor-
tant that quote is when it comes to 
politics. President Reagan was a con-
servative. He was not an ideologue. He 
fulfilled a campaign promise to appoint 
the first woman to the Supreme Court. 
He chose Sandra Day O’Connor as the 
first woman Justice of the U.S. Su-
preme Court, even though she was con-
sidered too moderate by many conserv-
atives. He tried to abolish the National 
Endowment for the Arts but, after los-
ing that fight, he moved on. I remem-
ber that. He moved on without trying 
to force the issue through the back-
door. I respect that. 

I remember the fight to keep the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts. Many 
Republicans in my State didn’t agree 
with President Reagan. They mobilized 
with the Democrats. President Reagan 
said, Well, this is what I think. He 
went forward, and when he lost, that 
was it. 

Of course, there are other issues of 
disagreement—from offshore oil drill-
ing to the role of the national Govern-
ment, to the fight against AIDS, to 
policies in Central America. Those dis-
agreements were deep, but they were 
never taken personally by President 
Reagan. He and House Speaker Tip 
O’Neill were genuinely fond of each 
other. They often shared a drink after 
work, and they laughed after a day of 
locking horns. Their good nature was 
infectious. It raised the level of comity 
throughout the Nation’s Capital. How I 
long for those days. It is time that in 
the spirit of Ronald Reagan and Tip 
O’Neill, we see more bipartisan spirit 
in our work. 

In California, there are tributes to 
Ronald Reagan running around the 
clock. I know it is true nationally, but 
because he was our Governor and we 
are so proud he is part of our legacy, 
we are seeing and listening to Ronald 
Reagan’s stories and Ronald Reagan 
quotes. I found one of these very inter-
esting. 

There was a question asked to Presi-
dent Reagan after he had completed his 
8 years in office. The question was: 
What do you most want to be remem-
bered for? His answer was this: The 
millions of jobs that were created while 
he was President and America regain-
ing respect in the world. Millions of 
jobs created and America regaining re-
spect in the world. You think about 
how universal those two achievements 
are because right now that is a lot of 

the focus of attention—job creation 
and respect in the world. It is inter-
esting how prophetic those words are. 

I personally believe that 50 years 
from now, if not now, President Reagan 
will be remembered for his focus on 
freedom for the people behind the Iron 
Curtain. He saw in Soviet President 
Mikhail Gorbachev a man he could suc-
cessfully challenge to step to the plate. 
And when President Reagan said, tear 
down this wall, he said it directly to 
Mr. Gorbachev. He touched Mr. Gorba-
chev, and he touched America. He 
touched people around the world. 

In a moving eulogy in yesterday’s 
New York Times Mr. Gorbachev wrote: 

Reagan was a man of the right but while 
adhering to his convictions, with which one 
could agree or disagree, he was not dog-
matic. He was looking for negotiations and 
for cooperation. 

In that, you have to understand that 
respect for other people and their 
ideas, the ability to step into their 
shoes is very important. 

We name buildings and rooms and 
public places after leaders, and we have 
named many public places after Ronald 
Reagan. But I truly believe that now 
the greatest thing we can do in Ronald 
Reagan’s memory is to find a cure for 
the disease that took his life and took 
him away from his loved ones and the 
world stage long before his physical 
life ended. 

Alzheimer’s disease is a plague that 
ravages millions of Americans and 
those who love them. Caused by abnor-
mal plaques and tangled nerve fibers in 
the brain, the disease attacks the cells 
that control thought, memory, and 
language. The brain, if you look at it, 
becomes more and more like a child’s 
brain. It kills nerve cells that are vital 
to memory. If you think about it, when 
you lose your memory, you lose who 
you are. And to see someone like Ron-
ald Reagan, who held all the power for 
8 years that anyone could ever dream 
to hold, and to have him not be able to 
remember that is a tragedy. 

Alzheimer’s lowers the level of 
chemicals that carry messages between 
nerve cells and the brain. The progress 
of Alzheimer’s is usually slow, but it is 
inexorable. Beginning with mild symp-
toms, such as forgetfulness, Alz-
heimer’s gradually robs its victims of 
the ability to think clearly, speak 
clearly, understand others, or care for 
themselves in any way. 

Ten years ago Ronald Reagan knew 
he was battling Alzheimer’s. He knew 
he was losing the battle. In an act of 
tremendous courage and in a hand-
written open letter, he told the Amer-
ican people he was suffering from the 
illness. He wrote: 

I now begin the journey that will lead me 
into the sunset of my life. 

And he movingly wrote: 
I know that for America there will always 

be a bright dawn ahead. 

So even in his darkest hour, Presi-
dent Reagan’s eternal optimism shone 
through. 

Nancy Reagan stood by her husband 
throughout this long ordeal, protecting 
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him in his most vulnerable time. In re-
cent years, she has become a leading 
advocate of increased funding for med-
ical research to fight Alzheimer’s and 
other diseases. She has been brave and 
courageous in her advocacy. 

Ironically, just a few weeks ago, I 
wrote an open letter to her praising her 
for her strength and moving forward to 
use her considerable influence to push 
forward stem cell research. 

To honor Ronald Reagan and relieve 
the suffering of millions of American 
families, we must pursue every avenue 
of research and treatment for Alz-
heimer’s and other diseases. 

In memory of Ronald Reagan and all 
of the families who have lost loved 
ones to Alzheimer’s, let us seek a 
brighter dawn for Alzheimer’s victims 
and their families. 

So, Mr. President, Californians are 
speaking across party lines for a man 
who was able to set aside ideology to 
make progress, to work with those who 
might not have agreed with him on 
every point. I think it is a terrific les-
son to all of us in this time and in this 
place in our Nation’s history. 

I yield the floor and 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. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ENZI). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, Ronald 
Reagan is seen by the State of Illinois 
as being his birthplace, as well it 
should. They feel very strongly about 
the legacy of Ronald Reagan in Illinois. 
California, of course, is where Ronald 
Reagan became famous. They have tre-
mendous ties to Ronald Reagan. The 
State of Nevada has lots and lots of 
ties to Ronald Reagan. Not only are we 
a neighbor to the State of California, 
but the history of Ronald Reagan and 
the State of Nevada are intertwined. I 
come to the Senate today to join a pro-
cession to praise Ronald Reagan as a 
great leader and a fine man. 

My first trip to the Oval Office was 
to meet with Ronald Reagan. I was a 
young Congressman and I was called to 
the Oval Office to discuss with the 
President the situation in Nicaragua, 
aid to the contras. I was joined there 
by three other Members of Congress. 
Vice President Bush, at the time, was 
there. It is the first time I had the op-
portunity to visit with, in any depth, 
Ronald Reagan as President of the 
United States. 

There was a time when I was Lieu-
tenant Governor of Nevada, and Gov-
ernor O’Callaghan was unable to go to 
an event at Lake Tahoe. I represented 
the State. Governor Reagan, at the 
time, and I spent time together, but it 
was in a public setting and really not a 
time where you got to know anyone 
well. 

My first trip to the Oval Office was 
one that I will always remember. Not 
only was it my first trip to the Oval Of-
fice, it was my first experience in sit-
ting down and talking with Ronald 
Reagan, President of the United 
States. His personality came through 
in that meeting. I have often repeated 
the story of my visit there. 

A Congressman asked Ronald Reagan 
at the time: Mr. President, I’m afraid 
you are going to invade Nicaragua. 
President Reagan did not wait a sec-
ond. He came back so quickly, with 
that smile on his face, and said: I’m 
not going to invade Nicaragua, but I 
want those SOBs going to bed every 
night thinking I’m going to. 

That was Ronald Reagan. His views 
of the world were views that all of us 
could understand. He made it very 
clear to us that he was not going to in-
vade Nicaragua but he was not about to 
show any weakness to the Nicaraguans. 
That is exactly how he said it. From 
where I come, that was talk that I un-
derstood. 

I have fond memories of Ronald 
Reagan. Ronald Reagan, of course, is 
someone we all watched on TV, ‘‘Death 
Valley Days.’’ But those in Nevada re-
member him also, and the papers in Ne-
vada have been full the last few days 
about his entertainment qualities in 
Las Vegas. 

He came to Las Vegas as an enter-
tainer. He appeared on the Las Vegas 
strip as an entertainer. We were dis-
cussing what he did. I don’t know what 
he did, but he came all the time. He 
was a headliner. I don’t know if he sang 
or danced. I don’t know what he did. He 
made money and they kept bringing 
him back. 

He was born in the Midwest but he 
was really a son of the West. He stood 
for a lot of what we now identify with 
Ronald Reagan. He believed in free-
dom, independence, and opportunity. 
These are the values that all Ameri-
cans share. We probably understand 
them a little better in the West. 

He handled the Soviet Union much as 
he handled the situation in my first 
meeting in the Oval Office. He was di-
rect and to the point with us about how 
he felt about Nicaragua. In the situa-
tion with the Soviet Union, he was di-
rect and to the point. 

The first breakthrough in peace for 
Israel in the Middle East came as a re-
sult of a hawk by the name of 
Menachem Begin. Menachem Begin was 
the leader of the underground against 
the British. He was someone who 
fought the British as no one else did. 
He did it in secret. But he was the lead-
er. And Menachem Begin’s own family 
did not know that he was the leader of 
the underground until after the British 
announced that he was. It took 
Menachem Begin, somebody who was 
very hawkish, to make a deal with 
Egypt. None of the other Israeli leaders 
could have done it because they would 
have been seen as capitulating to the 
Egyptians. 

The same with President Reagan. No 
one could take away his Communist- 

fighting credentials. He had them from 
the time he was an actor, with the 
Screen Actors Guild, Governor, and 
President. 

I watched a TV program, and the 
same speech that Ronald Reagan gave 
as head of the Screen Actors Guild, he 
gave as Governor, he give as President. 
He was a certified anti-Communist. So 
who could better make a deal with the 
Communists than Ronald Reagan? 

No one could question his creden-
tials, no more than they could question 
the credentials of Menachem Begin. 
Had it been Jimmy Carter or Bill Clin-
ton, it would not have happened. But 
no one could question his Communist- 
fighting credentials, and, therefore, 
people accepted the deal we made with 
the Soviet Union, which was good for 
the world and good for our country. 

Ronald Reagan has been a good 
neighbor to the State of Nevada. The 
State of Nevada shares a national 
treasure. It is called Lake Tahoe. 
There is only one other lake like it in 
the whole world, and that is in Russia, 
Lake Baikal. I acknowledge that Lake 
Tahoe is smaller than Lake Baikal, but 
so is every other lake in the world. But 
it is an alpine glacial lake that is a 
wonder of beauty. Ronald Reagan iden-
tified that something needed to be done 
about this beautiful lake. 

I spoke yesterday to Paul Laxalt. 
Paul Laxalt and I have been political 
adversaries all of my adult life and a 
lot of his life. But I do not have a bet-
ter friend than Paul Laxalt. We are 
friends. We call each other all the 
time. We have done that for many 
years. Even though we have been polit-
ical adversaries, we are friends. 

Anyway, I called Paul Laxalt yester-
day and said: Talk to me about your 
relationship with Ronald Reagan. Ev-
eryone in Nevada knows and most ev-
eryone knows in Washington—my dis-
tinguished friend from New Mexico is 
in the Chamber who served with Sen-
ator Laxalt in the Senate—Ronald Rea-
gan’s No. 1 guy in the Senate was Paul 
Laxalt, period. I do not say that say-
ing, oh, somebody may question that. 
That is a fact of life. Ronald Reagan 
said it. That is the way it was. 

Paul Laxalt said Ronald Reagan 
should be remembered for two things 
by Nevadans. No. 1 is the bi-State com-
pact to which the two Republican Gov-
ernors, Laxalt and Reagan, agreed. 
They sent it to the California and Ne-
vada State legislatures, and it was 
ratified eventually by both legisla-
tures. They recognized that something 
had to be done to preserve Lake Tahoe. 

No. 2 is what he did to stop the MX 
missile from coming to the State of 
Nevada. The MX missile—most people 
don’t know what that means—but it 
was a missile, the MX, with 10 war-
heads on each missile. It was to cover 
hundreds and hundreds of square miles 
through Nevada and parts of Utah. 
That would have been a blight to the 
environment there, but it was also 
deemed to be wasteful moneywise. So 
Ronald Reagan personally intervened, 
and that never came to be. 
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That is what Paul Laxalt wanted the 

people of Nevada to remember about 
his best friend, Ronald Reagan—what 
he did for the State of Nevada. Of 
course, there were many other things. 

Paul told a story that they were 
campaigning together. Paul Laxalt 
gave every one of his nominating 
speeches, the time he did not win and 
the two times he won. Paul Laxalt 
gave his nominating speeches. He said 
Ronald Reagan was such a forgiving 
man that he never held a grudge. They 
were campaigning in some north-
eastern State, and somebody had given 
a speech—somebody Ronald Reagan 
had helped a lot—and he gave a speech 
blasting Ronald Reagan’s economic 
program. He was a Republican, and ev-
erybody around Reagan was mad at 
him. So he was getting ready to give 
this speech, and he says to Paul: I can’t 
remember, why am I mad at this guy? 
It was because he did not hold grudges. 
It was not in his nature. 

So it is wonderful we had someone 
like Paul Laxalt who had such close 
contact with the President of the 
United States. But not only did he 
have contact with Paul Laxalt, Presi-
dent Reagan did many other things for 
the people in Nevada. 

Sig Rogich was a special assistant to 
the President. Because of Ronald 
Reagan, Sig Rogich developed a great 
personal friendship with the first Presi-
dent Bush. They are friends. People 
wonder why President Bush always 
comes back to Nevada. It is to see his 
friend Sig Rogich. He, of course, made 
Sig Rogich an Ambassador to Iceland, 
where Sig Rogich was born. 

Sig Rogich is an extremely successful 
businessman. But people should also 
understand Sig Rogich was head of the 
Tuesday Team that developed that 
great campaign slogan for President 
Reagan: ‘‘It’s morning in America.’’ 

Rogich wrote and directed most of 
those pieces. He was heavily involved 
in the life of President Reagan. He 
came and moved back here. But, as a 
result, not only do we have Rogich 
back here, but Frank Fahrenkopf be-
came chairman of the National Repub-
lican Committee. I talked to Frank 
Fahrenkopf today. He said Reagan did 
this in typical fashion. He had been of-
fered the job in 1980. He had a great law 
practice in Nevada and did not want to 
come to Washington. 

Jim Baker called him and said: The 
President wants you to give a report 
about what happened in the 1982 elec-
tions—where the Democrats did very 
well; the Republicans did very poorly. 
He was asked to come back and give a 
report. 

Frank said: Well, I have to fly all 
night because I’m going with 10 State 
chairs. We are going to China. 

And Baker said: I think it would be a 
good idea if you came. The President 
wants you to come back here. 

So he got back here. And Senator 
Laxalt said to Frank Fahrenkopf: 
Would you reconsider being the na-
tional chairman of the Republican 
Party? 

And Frank said: Well, Paul, I have 
the same problem. I have this law prac-
tice. 

He said: Well, think about it. He said 
he knew he was in trouble when he 
went to breakfast at the White House 
and they seated him right across from 
the President, and the President said: 
Dick Richards is retiring as chairman 
of the National Republican Party. He 
said: We have here Frank Fahrenkopf 
who has said he is going to think about 
it. 

So he knew right then he was going 
to be the national chairman because 
the President asked him to do it. So 
Frank Fahrenkopf became the national 
chairman of the Republican Party. 

But my favorite Ronald Reagan me-
mento—I have always been opposed to 
term limits. I have opposed term limits 
for the House and Senate. I have al-
ways spoken forcefully against that. I 
think it is wrong. It is wrong that we 
have the 22nd amendment to limit the 
Presidents to two terms. 

Ronald Reagan agreed with me. He 
did not like term limits. He thought 
the 22nd amendment was bad. I offered 
a resolution to do away with the 22nd 
amendment. I spoke out against term 
limits. President Reagan, after he had 
retired as President of the United 
States, wrote me a handwritten note. 
Here is what he said: ‘‘Dear Harry, I’m 
glad . . .’’—it is in Ronald Reagan’s 
handwriting, and I have that in my 
scrapbook. I love my scrapbook and 
have this in it. I had announced that I 
supported repeal of the 22nd amend-
ment. Here is what he wrote: 

I’m glad you are moving on repeal of the 
22nd Amendment. I’ve made a number of 
speeches to national business groups. . . . In 
every speech I’ve announced my support for 
repeal and have received an ovation from 
every audience. I charge that the 22nd is a 
violation of the people’s right to vote for 
whomever they want. 

Signed: ‘‘Ronald Reagan.’’ 
Here is the guy. He believed in States 

rights. He believed in people being able 
to make their determination, not some 
arbitrary law that we passed saying: 
You can’t serve in the Senate because 
you have been there two terms. He be-
lieved the people have the right to 
choose their representatives. 

I have a number of pictures with 
Ronald Reagan. I liked him as a per-
son. I did not agree with everything he 
did politically, as we all know, but I 
liked him as a person. 

So I stand here today honored that I 
had a chance to work with President 
Ronald Reagan, someone with whom I 
knew and felt comfortable. He sur-
rounded himself with good people. 
They were not mean-spirited. They 
were good people. They were prag-
matists. I liked the people with whom 
he surrounded himself. 

He is going to be remembered in his-
tory, of course, as one of our great 
Presidents. This is a time to mourn his 
death, but it is more important to ap-
preciate his life. 

I can remember a person with whom 
I practiced law when Ronald Reagan 

was President. He said: He has no 
chance of winning. He is an actor. Look 
how old he is. 

Well, people liked him for who he 
was, not how old he was or what he had 
done before he was elected Governor of 
the State of California. His amazing 
journey was the American dream come 
true. He helped bring the dream a little 
closer to all of us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I was 
privileged to become chairman of the 
Senate Budget Committee at the same 
time Ronald Reagan was sworn in as 
President. I never thought I was going 
to have that job, but with his victory, 
we took over the Senate. I recall Sen-
ator Howard Baker called me at home, 
and his greeting was ‘‘Mr. Chairman.’’ 
I kind of wondered what he was talking 
about, and then he told me. That was 
quite startling because I knew I was 
going to be chairman when Ronald 
Reagan would be asking that we carry 
out his program. 

From January of 1981 until President 
Reagan left office in January of 1989, it 
was my privilege to work closely with 
him and his senior advisers, as with 
any President before or since. I suspect 
I saw President Reagan exhibit all his 
legendary traits: the man of principle, 
the man of strength, the man of strong 
convictions, the man of humor, and, in 
one famous case, a man with an Irish 
temper on occasion. 

Even before he was sworn in, Mr. 
Reagan asked Cap Weinberger to head 
up his transition team for the Reagan 
budget and fiscal policy. I worked 
closely with Cap and then Dave Stock-
man, whom I knew when he was a 
Member of the House. He was an-
nounced to be the incoming OMB Di-
rector. 

I was impressed by the three prin-
ciples that Ronald Reagan insisted on 
in my budget that I would prepare: Re-
straint of domestic spending, long 
overdue increases in defense spending, 
and tax cuts to stimulate the economy. 
The economy was a dormant economy. 
Those three principles guided every de-
cision that I had with the President 
and his senior staff. He was not going 
to compromise on these three prin-
ciples. 

I saw his strength on many occa-
sions, most notably, of course, after 
the assassination attempt. But I also 
saw his strength when he insisted that 
the air traffic controllers either go to 
work or lose their jobs. That signal, 
clear and strong, persuaded me this 
man was, in fact, a man who would risk 
political standing in order to stand for 
the good of the public. 

I saw his humor time and time again. 
Once when I showed up late for a meet-
ing with him, there were other Sen-
ators present. It was very embar-
rassing. He was amused. And when my 
good friend, Senator Howard Baker, be-
came Chief of Staff to the President, he 
told me one of his jobs was to try to 
come up with a good joke to tell the 
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President, that Reagan’s humor came 
from the same sense of perspective that 
produced his strength and commitment 
to the American people. 

I learned firsthand that the Irish in 
President Reagan also included a bit of 
an Irish temper. In 1993, I had the deli-
cate task of telling the President that 
I would not put off my budget for the 
upcoming fiscal year, and that I would 
not be able to supply him with the en-
tire increase in defense spending for 
the upcoming fiscal year. Cap Wein-
berger had made that request on behalf 
of the President. I would not put in my 
budget in the upcoming year that en-
tire defense request. Cap Weinberger 
and I discussed this for weeks, and we 
put off this action over the Easter holi-
day and for weeks to give them a 
chance to work on their defense budg-
et. 

The Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee chairman, Senator John Tower, 
and I discussed it, and Senator Tower 
knew we couldn’t get the entire re-
quest. Finally, just as the markup of 
the budget was to occur, at about 10 
minutes until 10 in the morning, the 
President called me on the telephone 
in the back room of the Budget Com-
mittee’s hearing. 

‘‘Hello,’’ I said to the President. 
‘‘Hello, Pete,’’ he said pleasantly. 

‘‘You know, I really need you to put off 
the markup of the budget until we can 
get an agreement on the defense spend-
ing.’’ 

‘‘Mr. President, I really appreciate 
and am honored by your call, but I 
have delayed this for too long and just 
cannot get the full number that you 
have requested for defense.’’ 

‘‘Well, will you postpone the mark-
up?’’ he asked with little amiability in 
his voice. 

‘‘No, sir; I cannot do that,’’ I replied. 
At that point, the President said 

goodbye. At least I think that is what 
he said. I was told later by someone 
who was present in his office during 
the call that the President turned a lit-
tle red in his face and threw the phone 
on the floor. Yet he was absolutely 
wonderful to me after that. He cam-
paigned for me. He turned his budget 
over to me for implementation. And I 
had a great relationship not only with 
him but with those who served him, in 
particular Dave Stockman. 

Let me note something about the 
first budget exercise. The President 
and his staff had some thoughts about 
the proper legislative approach. I dis-
agreed and argued for something we 
now know and have learned to use, and 
we understand it well. But it was truly 
historic, the use of a process called rec-
onciliation. That was the first time we 
ever did it. Nobody understood it. The 
President, with the guidance of Leader 
Howard Baker, went along with our 
recommendation. Senator Fritz Hol-
lings joined me in this historic rec-
onciliation effort. We had all the Presi-
dent’s budget restraints in it. We had 
his tax cuts in that extraordinary doc-
ument. And in the budget resolution 

for fiscal year 1992, we had room for all 
the President’s defense spending in-
creases to which he ended up agreeing. 

Some Members of the Senate ex-
pressed dismay and even anger over the 
use of this process called reconcili-
ation. Even some Republicans were 
perplexed by its complications and 
wondered how it would really work. I 
know the President and his staff relied 
on us in the Senate and on the com-
mittee to carry out what we promised. 

It is to President Reagan’s credit 
that he supported us every step of the 
way. Perhaps that was one of the 
things I admired most of this man. He 
made a decision, entrusted it to those 
on whom he relied, and used all of his 
power to make a plan succeed. 

I cannot tell you how complimented I 
felt when Howard Baker came to me 
and said: The President says if you and 
I think we can do this, then he will 
back us all the way. And he did. 

What a great President. What a great 
American. What a great man. It was 
truly my privilege to work with him. I 
think history will record that our work 
was of historic importance as the 
President moved toward making this 
economy stronger than ever, this Na-
tion more secure than ever, and the 
world safer than ever. 

In closing, let me say I honestly wish 
I had had occasion to know him even 
better. I didn’t have the opportunity to 
get to know him on a personal basis. 
Most of what I learned of him is ex-
pressed and explained in the remarks I 
have made. But the wonderful stories I 
have heard about him are clearly be-
lievable, because what I saw of him was 
remarkable. What I saw of him in the 
numerous meetings was truly incred-
ible. 

Some spoke ill of him during those 
days. It is wonderful to note that most 
of those have forgotten those days and 
are now part of this great chorus in our 
country that is praising him as one of 
our greatest. 

I knew most about the economic sit-
uation because of the Budget Com-
mittee, but it is easy for me to see how 
he succeeded in foreign affairs. It is 
clear no one could have accomplished 
with the Soviet Union what he did, be-
cause most Presidents would not be be-
lieved, and most Presidents would not 
be permitted to propose and make the 
kind of agreements with the Soviet 
Union that he did. 

To sum it up, he made a stronger 
America. Our economy grew some-
where between 18 million and 20 mil-
lion jobs. Think of that. We are now 
talking about 2.2 million jobs. He took 
an economy that was in terrible shape. 
Does anybody remember 21-percent in-
terest? We have grown so accustomed 
to low inflation and low interest rates 
in the last few years that most of us 
don’t understand inflation was so 
rampant and interest rates so high 
that, in our grocery stores, those who 
filled the shelves would also bring 
along a stamp and they would change 
the price as they walked down the 

aisles, because the foodstuff had to go 
up day by day, week by week. Can you 
imagine what Americans would think 
about that today? But we had to take 
it back then and we had to wait for 
something else to work. That some-
thing else was Ronald Reagan’s policy, 
his approach to lower taxes, which 
stimulated this economy. 

So it is with deep regret that I join 
with many others and many in the 
Senate who will have words to say 
about him. Again, my best to his wife 
Nancy and his family. I understand 
their great grief. But they had him for 
a very long time, and I am sure with 
the passage of time they will begin to 
understand that. I hope they can and I 
hope they will. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. SPECTER. 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. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 
sought recognition to comment about 
the passing of President Ronald 
Reagan, and to comment about the 
great legacy he has left and the occa-
sions when I had an opportunity to 
meet and deal personally with Presi-
dent Reagan. 

While I had met him prior to the 1980 
election cycle, I had an opportunity to 
work with him during that Presi-
dential election year when he was 
elected President of the United States 
and I was first elected to the Senate. I 
recollect his presence in Philadelphia 
on one August day, when the timing for 
his presentation was to coincide with 
the beginning of the 6 o’clock news 
cycle, so he would be carried live over 
the broadcast stations. I recollect 
standing behind the curtains at the 
Bellevue-Stratford Hotel, where he was 
later to be the guest of honor at a fund-
raiser on my behalf. 

What a sense of expectation there 
was by then-Governor Reagan and Mrs. 
Nancy Reagan, with Mrs. Reagan ex-
pressing the question: Do you really 
think it is possible we will be success-
ful in this Presidential bid? I com-
mented that I thought the chances 
were excellent. Precisely at 6 o’clock, 
the curtain was pulled back, and the 
President-to-be stepped forward and 
made an eloquent speech. 

He traveled to Pittsburgh where 
again he was the guest of honor at a 
fundraiser. I recollect attending that 
event, and at one appropriate moment 
he demonstrated his insight into the 
drama and to the field by grabbing my 
hand by the wrist and lifting it high in 
a traditional victory celebration. 
Watching him as a campaigner was a 
very instructive opportunity. 

The day after the election, when he 
was victorious, I, along with the other 
15 Republican Senators who were elect-
ed on that same day, 16 of us were 
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elected, and Republicans took control 
of the Senate in the 1980 election with 
a 53 Senate majority, was called by 
President Reagan to congratulate us 
and to hear words of congratulations. 
President Reagan’s sense of cheer and 
sense of optimism was with him at all 
times. I was to learn as I got to know 
him better that he really liked to make 
congratulatory phone calls when there 
was good news in the offing. As Presi-
dent, he had the practice of calling 
every nominee to the Federal bench to 
personally tell the nominee that he, 
the President, had nominated the indi-
vidual to be a Federal judge, and, of 
course, that is great news, but that was 
the sort of moment that President 
Reagan relished. 

When we were sworn in, in January 
of 1981, Senator Howard Baker, the ma-
jority leader, designated me as spokes-
man for the group. He did that because 
I was last in seniority. Seniority at 
that time among Republican Senators 
was decided on the basis of alphabet-
ical listing, after the preference was 
given to former Members of the House 
and former Governors. 

As the spokesman for the class, I had 
the honor of sitting next to the Presi-
dent during our frequent luncheon 
meetings. At one of the meetings, Sen-
ator Mack Mattingly was seated across 
the table. This was after the President 
had been reelected in 1984. Senator 
Mattingly said to the President: Why is 
it, Mr. President, that you don’t age at 
all? 

President Reagan was fast with one 
of his famous stories. He said: Well, 
Mack, it is like the two psychiatrists 
who came to work the same time every 
day. Both were immaculately dressed. 
When they left in the afternoon at the 
same time, one psychiatrist was to-
tally disheveled, and the other contin-
ued to be immaculately dressed. After 
day after day, week after week, month 
after month of this happening, finally 
one day when they left, the disheveled 
psychiatrist said: How is it that we 
come to the office the same time every 
day to see our patients, and day after 
day, week after week, month after 
month, you leave immaculately 
dressed and I am disheveled? The im-
maculately dressed psychiatrist looked 
at his colleague and said: Who listens? 
This was President Reagan’s way of 
saying he can take all of the tough 
spots of the Presidency and still retain 
his composure and still retain his vigor 
and his freshness. 

I was very much impressed with 
President Reagan when he was near the 
end of his first term and he was asked 
a question about whether he was going 
to run for reelection. His answer was: 
The people will tell me whether I 
should run for reelection. I have been 
asked the same question from time to 
time. I have used President Reagan’s 
answer because I believe it is a really 
terrific answer. 

The first legislation which I proposed 
after being elected to the Senate in-
volved the armed career criminal bill. I 

sought a meeting with the President. 
That was a bill, which has been enacted 
into law, that provides for mandatory 
sentences of 15 years to life for career 
criminals who have three or more 
major felonies on their record. 

When I described it and discussed it 
with President Reagan, he referred to a 
James Cagney movie in which there 
was a three-time loser, immediately re-
lating that to his own experience, and 
became a supporter and ultimately 
signed that bill into law. 

President Reagan traveled frequently 
to Pennsylvania and on those occasions 
would invite Senator Heinz and I to 
join him. One such occasion was ex-
traordinarily memorable. It was on the 
200th anniversary of the signing of the 
U.S. Constitution. It was a real experi-
ence to ride with the President in Air 
Force One and in a limousine and to 
have a chance to talk with him and dis-
cuss with him some of the major 
issues. 

He had made a comment that when 
we develop the strategic defense initia-
tive, we would share it with other na-
tions. I asked him about those plans 
and how he could carry that forward 
since the strategic defense initiative 
was not likely to be accomplished for 
many years and it would require an act 
of Congress to share one of our na-
tional assets. The President’s reply was 
that this was a matter of leadership, 
and that in moving toward the stra-
tegic defense initiative, we wanted to 
assure other countries we would not 
use it only for ourselves but would 
make it available to others. 

At that time, the mutual assured de-
struction doctrine was operative with 
the stalemate between the United 
States and the Soviet Union, each 
knowing that if there were to be an ag-
gressive act, it would be responded to. 
So the mutual assured destruction doc-
trine was in effect, and to move to a 
strategic defense initiative required as-
surances that this kind of defense 
would be shared. 

President Reagan leaves a phe-
nomenal legacy. Perhaps his greatest 
achievement was presiding over the 
end of the Cold War, in which the 
United States defeated the Soviet 
Union. When the United States was re-
armed, the Soviet Union could not 
keep up and ultimately was bankrupt. 

President Reagan led the arms con-
trol talks with Soviet President Gorba-
chev. With his famous words at the 
Berlin Wall to tear the wall down, and 
ultimately with the demise of the So-
viet Union, all of Eastern Europe was 
free, and liberty and democracy has 
come to so much of Eastern Europe and 
to so many people in the world because 
of President Reagan’s leadership. 

His optimism and sense of buoyancy 
were just what the United States need-
ed when he came to office in 1981. His 
emphasis on less Government, his de-
termination to lower taxes, and his 
spirit of determination to defeat com-
munism were trademarks and legacies 
which will last forever. 

One final note. When President 
Reagan came to Independence Hall on 
the 200th anniversary of the signing of 
the Constitution on September 17, 1987, 
we arrived at the Hall and there was an 
enormous wheel with George Wash-
ington and then sequenced, John 
Adams, Thomas Jefferson, and the 
wheel came all the way around and 
Ronald Reagan was situated right next 
to President George Washington. I 
asked President Reagan how it felt to 
be on that wheel right next to Presi-
dent Washington. He said: Arlen, it is a 
humbling experience. 

I think the humility of President 
Reagan in the context of his great 
achievements is another addition to a 
really great legacy. 

Mr. President, in the absence of any 
other Senators seeking recognition, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRAIG). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, we 
have heard many remembrances of 
President Reagan these last 3 days. 
One of my own favorite stories about 
President Reagan appeared in the Bos-
ton Globe on St. Patrick’s Day, 1983. It 
begins: 

In his corner office, House Speaker Thomas 
P. O’Neill Jr. has proudly hung a photograph 
of President Reagan. It shows the two men, 
their faces agitated in the heat of a argu-
ment over jobs and the economy, each jab-
bing a finger at each other. 

Underneath, a puckish inscription from 
‘Ron Reagan’ to ‘Tip’ reads, ‘From one Irish-
man to another—Top o’ the morning to you.’ 
That photograph conveys the flavor of per-
haps the most important political relation-
ship in Washington, for it juxtaposes the 
sharp partisan confrontations between the 
two men with the personal cordiality that 
suits the current mood of bipartisanship. 

The headline on that article read: 
‘‘Reagan and O’Neill: Each One Needs 
the Other.’’ 

Ronald Reagan was many things in 
life: An actor, a Governor, the Presi-
dent. 

For countless millions throughout 
the world, he was the voice and the 
image of American confidence and op-
timism. 

Even those who disagreed strongly 
with many of his policies admired his 
sunny disposition, his easy grace and 
charm, his quick wit, and his 
unshakable conviction, as he said so 
often, that America’s best days are just 
ahead of us. 

He was a self-made son of small- 
town, middle America who loved this 
Nation because of the chance it gave 
him—and generations of Americans be-
fore and after him—to go as far in life 
as their talents and ambitions could 
take them. 

Historians will still be taking the 
measure of Ronald Reagan and his 
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presidency for decades to come. But 
even now, it is clear that President 
Reagan presided over, and helped bring 
about, enormous changes in America, 
and in the world. 

His unflinching opposition to com-
munism helped bring down the wall 
and bring about the end of the Soviet 
Union. For that, the world owes Ronald 
Reagan a great debt of gratitude. 

Americans, and friends of America 
throughout the world, are saddened by 
President Reagan’s death. 

Our hearts go out to the Reagan fam-
ily, especially Mrs. Reagan and the 
Reagan children and grandchildren, as 
well as to President and Mrs. Reagan’s 
friends. Even when someone has been 
slipping away for a long time, as Presi-
dent Reagan did, the final goodbye is 
still heartbreaking. We wish them 
comfort in this time of great sorrow. 

In his 1987 autobiography, ‘‘Man of 
the House,’’ Tip O’Neill recalled the 
time President-elect Reagan visited 
him in his office in early 1981. The 
Speaker told the man who was soon to 
be President that in the House, Demo-
crats and Republicans ‘‘are always 
friends after 6 o’clock and on week-
ends.’’ 

For the next 6 years, until he retired, 
Tip O’Neill recalled, President Reagan 
always began their phone conversa-
tions by asking, ‘‘Tip, is it after 6 
o’clock?’’ 

It has been nearly 10 years since 
President Reagan wrote his courageous 
letter to America telling us that he 
had Alzheimer’s disease. 

In the decade since President Reagan 
began his quiet withdrawal from public 
life, the civility and personal decency 
that we associate with him seems, at 
times, to have all but disappeared from 
much of our public discourse. The el-
bows in politics have become sharper, 
the words have become meaner—and 
the accomplishments have become 
scarcer. 

Sadly, there is a tendency today to 
assume ill will and bad motives of 
those who belong to the other party— 
or even another wing of one’s own 
party. 

This decline of civility in politics and 
public discourse is not good for Amer-
ica. It does not make us safer, or 
stronger. 

President Reagan spoke to all that 
was good and decent in America. We 
would honor him by restoring decency 
to our politics. 

Ronald Reagan was a man who be-
lieved deeply in his core principles. He 
would not want any of us to com-
promise our own core principles in his 
memory. But there is such a thing as 
principled compromise. President 
Reagan understood that. He knew that 
accommodation was needed to make 
the system work. 

Like many conservatives, President 
Reagan had some basic philosophical 
qualms about Social Security. But he 
appointed a bipartisan commission to 
find ways to save Social Security from 
imminent insolvency—and he backed 

the commission’s plan. That was prin-
cipled compromise at work. 

Twenty-four years ago this week, 
Ronald Reagan had just clinched the 
delegates needed to win his party’s 1980 
Presidential nomination. It was a nom-
ination he had worked for for 12 years. 

A newspaper reporter asked him 
what he thought he needed to do next. 

He replied that he wanted to dispel 
the notion that he was a hard-nosed 
radical who would oppose compromise 
on principle. As he put it: 

You know, there are some people so im-
bued with their ideology that if they can’t 
get everything they want, they’ll jump off 
the cliff with the flag flying. As governor, I 
found out that if I could get half a loaf, in-
stead of stalking off angrily, I’d take it. 

Perhaps because he himself was a 
Democrat early in his life, President 
Reagan never demonized his political 
opponents—even when he disagreed 
profoundly with them. 

When Tip O’Neill turned 70, President 
Reagan hosted a reception for him at 
the White House. There they were: the 
opposing champions of laissez-faire ec-
onomics and New Deal liberalism. 
President Reagan toasted Tip O’Neill 
by saying: 

Tip, if I had a ticket to heaven and you 
didn’t have one too, I would give mine away 
and go to hell with you. 

President Reagan and Tip O’Neill, I 
am convinced, are reunited in heaven 
now. 

As we prepare here in the Capitol to 
say our final goodbye to President 
Reagan, let us remember his capacity 
to see the best in everyone, including 
those whose political views differed 
starkly from his own. Let us remember 
that there is no dishonor in accepting a 
half a loaf. 

In the months ahead and for as long 
as we are given the honor of serving in 
Congress, let us search and work for 
principled compromises that serve the 
interests of the vast majority of Amer-
icans. In that way, we can help to pre-
serve President Reagan’s great belief 
and hope that America’s best days are, 
indeed, just ahead. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In my 

capacity as a Senator from the State of 
Idaho, I ask unanimous consent that 
the order for the quorum call be re-
scinded. 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until the hour of 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:30 p.m., 
recessed until 2:16 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. INHOFE). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, in his capacity as a Senator 
from the State of Oklahoma, suggests 
the absence of a quorum. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FITZ-
GERALD). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FORMER PRESIDENT 
RONALD REAGAN 

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to the life and the 
legacy of former President Ronald 
Reagan. President Reagan served our 
country with honor and distinction, 
and I feel privileged to have the oppor-
tunity to reflect on the contributions 
he made to our country and to the 
world. 

Upon hearing the news of his death, I 
thought back to the footprints he left 
on my memory. He was, indeed, one of 
the greatest leaders, I believe, of our 
time, and I was honored to know him. 

President Reagan provided our coun-
try with an enormous amount of hope 
following a period of national remorse 
and confusion about the direction of 
our country and about its place in the 
world. Let us not forget the context 
into which he emerged to seize his 
place in history and to move the 
United States forward with a deter-
mination and an optimism about the 
future that was so recently lacking. 

The ghost of Vietnam haunted our 
foreign policy and the specter of Water-
gate informed our politics. 

The election of Ronald Reagan, how-
ever, truly changed America. He in-
stilled hope that every American could 
be optimistic about his or her future; 
hope that communism would not en-
dure and that freedom and democracy 
could ultimately vanquish the forces 
that sought to pull our country, and 
many others, into the abyss of despair 
and hostility that permeated much of 
the world; hope that personal freedom 
without the encumbrances of big gov-
ernment would revitalize the economy; 
hope that the rejuvenated armed forces 
he would lead as Commander-in-Chief 
could make the United States once 
again truly the leader of the Free 
World in a struggle for survival against 
the Soviet Union. 

President Reagan’s eternal optimism 
gave our country a renewed sense of 
self, a belief that the American dream 
was possible and that every individual 
had the opportunity to create his or 
her own success. Ronald Reagan be-
lieved that each new day was filled 
with high purpose and opportunity for 
accomplishment. He gave America 
back the hope we had lost for many 
years. 

President Reagan’s leadership and 
courage were central to ending the 
Cold War. He was certain that freedom 
and democracy could prevail in all cor-
ners of the globe if only the one coun-
try with the capacity to do so would 
step in and show the way. 
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