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things that his colleagues will miss: an
honest statesman and a good man who
made all of us proud to be Members of
the same institution as him.

Whenever PETE is reminded of all
that he has done for the people of New
Mexico and for our country, he always
says the same thing: It is an honor.
Now we, his colleagues in the Senate,
say the same thing about the time we
have spent working alongside this good
man.

Senator DOMENICI,
honor.

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

————

FAREWELL TO THE SENATE

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, first,
I have to thank the distinguished Re-
publican leader for his kind remarks
and equally as important for his con-
sideration of me ever since he has been
our leader. It has been easy for me to
make suggestions and to know he
would listen. It has been easy for me,
when he has asked me to do things, to
do them because for the most part he
has been right on his ideas, he has been
right on his judgment. I very much ap-
preciate his remarks here today.

I have worked with a number of lead-
ers, as everyone knows, and they are
all wonderful people. Obviously, when
you serve with people such as the dis-
tinguished Senator Bob Dole, who was
in your position, I say to my good
friend who just remarked on my behalf,
and when you sit in the same position
as our good friend from Tennessee, who
sat there for so long, Howard Baker,
you know you are in good company.
And I know you are in good company.
But I would say to them, they are in
good company with you.

Now, I am supposed to say goodbye to
the Senate and that is probably what I
am not going to do because I do not
quite know how to do it. But I am
going to say something in my address
today. It may be a little bit broken up.
But I do want to start by saying I want
to thank my wife first.

Frankly, to be honest, she should not
have let me run for the Senate. After I
ran for city council and became mayor
of Albuquerque, we already had our
children. We were not a moneyed fam-
ily, and I guess you all could guess we
were pretty broke. Here I was in that
condition telling her that I want to run
for something else. And the Lord
blessed me. I had a luck-out. I got a big
lawsuit that settled. No, it did not. It
went to jury right about that time and
made a lot of money. I was able to at
least tell my wife we were not going to
go broke running for the Senate, al-
though there would not be much
around for us to share. The case was a
good one, and it made us able to go on
through that campaign.

But anybody that has been from a
family that is as large as ours knows
that for the head of the household to
decide to run and serve as a Senator,
especially in a State like New Mexico—

it has been an
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which is not Republican at all, and
which is, very big—for the lady of the
household to say yes, and then to live
with it, has not been an easy job.

She has probably had as hard a job—
a much harder job—than I, and she has
never been anything but beautiful and
decent and honest and loving and car-
ing. Obviously, she did not have enough
time to do all these things that I have
done. She did some of them. But I can
say, wherever any of the Members and
their wives met her, they had nothing
but good things to say because they
could not say otherwise. She deserves
just that.

Let me say that these remarks about
the Senate itself—I say to my fellow
retiree sitting here, JOHN WARNER—I
could do this in 20 minutes or 2 days
because, obviously, there is so much to
talk about. The time in the Senate,
when you look at it day by day, was
wrenching and difficult at times. It was
so hard; but when you look at it over 36
years, it is like a storm. It blew by, and
all of a sudden it is 36 years later, and
you are gone. Nobody will experience
the strange feeling it is after 36 years
in a place such as this to wake up of a
morning and say you are not going to
be here anymore. I don’t know what I
could offer the Senate to make it more
pleasant for people who are leaving,
but for me it is time to say goodbye.

Having said that, I wish to move on
to what makes a Senator succeed. I
have a list of the people who have
worked for me in my Senate office
here, or in my Senate office in New
Mexico, or on the Budget Committee,
or on the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee. I will say I could
not have done what I have done with-
out fantastic leadership from my staff.
My first recommendation to anybody
coming here anew is don’t let anybody
tell you that you can get by with just
this person or that person. You have to
find people who are smart, people who
are gifted, people who are ambitious,
and people who want to serve you, the
Senator, and make you achieve for
your constituency. I have been blessed
by an abundance of them. They are not
all still here. They are all over the
place. Wherever they are, most are in
high places doing distinguished things.

The whole list I wish to mention will
go in the RECORD shortly. There are
three or four people whom I want to
recommend. First, Steve Bell, who has
been with me most all of my 36 years—
all but 8. Those 8 years he took off to
go to Wall Street and make his own
fortune. He did that. Then he came
back, and I caught him one day when
he wasn’t doing anything. I asked him
if he would like to work, and he won-
dered: Where? I said: How does chief of
staff sound? He didn’t bother to say I
have to talk to my wife or anything.
He said: I will take it. And he has been
here ever since.

A young man named Alex Flint, as
well as another young man in my of-
fice—a lawyer—Ed Hild, who shep-
herded the mental health parity bill for
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10 years. There are many other people.
I am sorry I mentioned three, because
others are going to wonder why I didn’t
mention them. I am compelled to men-
tion two others. Bill Hoagland was the
director of the Budget Committee and
is now known in the United States as
the our Nation’s foremost expert on
the budget of the United States. He has
written a white paper on the budget
and it is incredible. Anybody who
wants to know the first 25-year history
of the Budget Act should read Bill
Hoagland’s white paper.

Then there is a lady named Carol
McGuire who I got from one of the
other appropriations Senators. He was
a Democrat. As he left, she came to
work for me more than 25 years ago. I
can tell you with all honesty, she be-
came as if she were a New Mexican.
She knows more about her adopted
State, which is my State, than any liv-
ing public servant of any category in
anyplace in New Mexico, because she
has served me there and that means in
every district she has been the prin-
cipal person on appropriations projects
and activities.

Clearly, there are many others and
they all have my greatest thanks as I
ask unanimous consent to have this
list printed in the RECORD at this time.
As I go through and find a few more
that I must put in, I think the Senate
will indulge me to add them.

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

Steve Bell, Ed Hild, Alex Flint, Bill
Hoagland, Chris Gallegos, Charles Gentry,
Carol McGuire, Angela Raish, Lee Rawls,
Paul Gilmon, Denise Ramonas, George Ra-
monas, Darlene Garcia, Peggy Mallow, Lisa
Breeden, Susie Cordero, Ernest Vigil, Joe
Trujillo, Joyce Pullen, Poe and Nancy Corn,
Lou Gallegos, Cheryl Rodriguez, Clay Sell,
Frank Macchiarola, Scott O’Malia, Maggie
Murray, Davie Schiappa.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, now I
wish to say that I looked for a little bit
of history about myself to see what I
said when I first came to the Senate. In
those days you waited a few months be-
fore speaking on the floor, so I will tell
you that I did not give a so-called
maiden speech, Mr. Leader, until I had
been here 4 full months. I guess it was
because I was frightened. I thought
this was such a mammoth organization
with such compelling things hap-
pening, I didn’t know where I should be
or what I should do. I sat in that seat
over there because I was 99th in the
Senate. JOE BIDEN was 100 when I came.
Incidentally, they parked him in my
office, so there were two Senators in
the same office when I arrived because
JOE had no place to stay and they put
us together. So it was DOMENICI and
BIDEN in the same office.

But what I said, Mr. Leader, in my
first speech—I will just read one sen-
tence, and I said this: ‘“‘Let us quit this
self-serving struggle and get on with
the business of governing.”’

Now, that was when the Senate
didn’t have time to legislate because
we were arguing about Richard Nixon.
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As a brand new Senator, I said those
words. Now, isn’t it interesting that I
could say those words today. I wish we
could quit partisan arguing and get
more done. As I leave the Senate, I
must say there is no place like the Sen-
ate. I don’t think you could ever invent
one. It has evolved out of our Constitu-
tion and out of the rules, the Jeffer-
sonian rules that were adopted, and
then the evolution occurred with this
body trying to meet the challenges of
this fantastic, great country, from its
infancy to the growth that it has
today. Believe it or not, we have passed
over the years one-sentence bills that
were very meaningful that took a long
time. We have had complicated mat-
ters that probably we never thought
would be handled by the Senate or the
House. One of those is before us today.

It is so complex for this kind of a
body to legislate this problem that we
are having in our financial markets
that one wonders whether we can do it.
But I do wish to say that it is my feel-
ing that we will solve the problem. We
will solve the financial problem which
could cause the ruination of our coun-
try, and it is because the Senate al-
most always, if not always, finds some-
body who will take the lead. Somebody
will rise up and be the leader. Some-
body will take the reins and run with it
and others will follow, and you will get
done what must be done for America.
There is no question that it is easy to
play politics, even with something as
profound as our financial system and
its potential for bankruptcy. It is easy
to play politics and hide when you have
something before you that says per-
haps we are going to have a depression
if we don’t act. But the Senate doesn’t
expect everybody to agree.

I wish to address for a moment two
things that are happening in the Sen-
ate that I wish could be changed. I wish
the filibuster—which I am a staunch
advocate of retaining—but I wish we
could find a way to use it less. The use
of the filibuster so frequently is begin-
ning to distort this place. When you
add it with a couple of other things
such as the filling of the tree activity,
we are becoming more and more like
the House and less and less like a U.S.
Senate. I don’t know whether we can
do anything about that, but surely,
surely we ought to be solving more
problems in a bipartisan way. I think
the rules of our Senate are more apt to
operate well if Senators could work to-
gether rather than being polarized.
Again, I can’t say anyone is wrong in
doing it, because we feel very strongly
about the issues before us, and that is
why these things happen.

I did mention, at least in passing, in
these few words about New Mexico and
the things I was privileged to do there.
And, how they made me what I am by
letting me do for them what they need-
ed. I do wish to mention that there are
great people in that State. As a matter
of fact, people don’t know that those
two giant national laboratories in the
State of New Mexico, the one called
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Los Alamos and the other one at
Sandia. Between the two of them, they
provide more Ph.D.s and advanced de-
grees in science, math and physics to
that part of the United States than any
other part of the country. It is rather
phenomenal what they do and what
they contribute. To be part of them has
caused me to become somewhat of an
expert in nuclear power, and I am
proud to tell my colleagues that nu-
clear power is in a renaissance posture.
I take a little bit of credit for it be-
cause I spent 10 years working on it,
and finally, it came forward. We are
going to have nuclear power. It will
take awhile, because it takes about 4
years to clear the permits, but they are
coming forward four at a time, four
permits at a time. There are about 26
of them, 1,000-megawatt units pending
before the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission. Our distinguished leader men-
tioned one, because one had to start it
off, but we have many more now than
one. Those nuclear powerplants will
begin to help America achieve what we
have always been best at: We will
achieve with large operating machines
that are perfectly safe; we will achieve
without any carbon dioxide to bother
the outer limits where we are worrying
about climate change. They have no
emissions that have anything to do
with that. What a big achievement for
us. I am proud to have had something
to do with that.

There are many more things that are
kind of matched between New Mexi-
cans telling me about them and my
getting to work on them up here. Be-
cause of my scientists and the exper-
tise in nuclear matters, I was encour-
aged after the two balanced budgets
that I was privileged to put forth and
manage—we did have two of them,
JOHN, even though we look back and
wonder when was it and will it ever
come again, we had two in a row. I was
chairman of the Budget Committee.
After that, my staff said: What is next,
Senator? I said, I don’t know. We have
to dream it up. We have already bal-
anced the budget and we all came up
with let’s work on nuclear power, and
we did. That is how it happened. One
thing followed another. One accom-
plishment begged out and asked for an-
other. That was, indeed, exciting.
Many other things have happened in
the field of energy, in the field of non-
proliferation.

I remember going to Russia when we
finalized an agreement with the Rus-
sians. President Clinton invited me be-
cause I was the one who led the cause
here to buy the remnants of 20,000 mis-
siles that had been taken apart in Rus-
sia and they had highly enriched ura-
nium in abundance. We bought it. It
was my proposal: $350 million. The
lights in the leader’s home and in peo-
ple’s homes today—10 percent of all of
the lights in America are being lit by
that highly enriched uranium that is
still flowing from that agreement,
which is about 14 years old. Now we are
going to enter into new agreements to
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use that material that comes out of
those nuclear rockets; 20,000 is what
was dismantled for what we bought,
but there is much more there, and that
is always dangerous for America and
for the world. So somebody will need to
fill this vacuum and work hard at it. I
heard the Presidential candidates
speaking of it. I am not quite sure that
either of them has been involved
enough to know what is going on, but
I wish whichever one of them wins well
in that regard, because that is impor-
tant. The nonproliferation of nuclear
materials is drastically important.

Now, I don’t know whether I am
going to be around here. My wife
Nancy and I haven’t decided whether
we are going to live here or in New
Mexico. If we live here, I won’t be bug-
ging anybody or bothering anybody,
but maybe some of you might bother
me. Who knows, I might have a cause
that brings me to talk to you once in a
while. But leaving will be difficult for
me. You all already know me. I don’t
take things lightly. I get so worked up
about this issue of the possible finan-
cial problems of our country. I feel so
personal about it. But, you must take
care of it after I leave. After a day of
debating and arguing, I feel so uptight
about the fact that we didn’t do some-
thing, that I don’t know how we can
continue day after day, especially the
leader, waiting for these things to ma-
terialize.

I want them done yesterday when I
see a problem as big as the one we have
in terms of our financial system. The
first day I find out all about them, I
want to sit down and finish it, Leader.
I guess you have sensed that, have you
not? I bother you a lot asking what is
going on, when are we going to do this,
when are we going to do that.

If T don’t have any of that around, I
don’t know what exactly I will do or
what kind of a person I may become.
Maybe I will just fade away. I hope not
and I doubt it.

What I have learned in the Senate. I
learned what I wish every Senator
would learn, every Republican Senator,
just speaking to my own party, I
learned that the best way to solve a big
problem is to do it in a bipartisan man-
ner.

That puts me looking over my left
shoulder and seeing Senator BINGAMAN.
He is a Democrat. He has not been here
as long. Almost as long. The way he is
going, he is probably going to pass my
36 years. Although every time I tell
him that, he nods no. I don’t see what
he is going to do if he isn’t in the Sen-
ate. He is so involved. He loves it.

I do wish to say the most successful
piece of legislation in 36 years—I did
budgets, but they are not legislated. I
did reconciliation bills, which I am
going to talk about in a moment as my
closing remarks. But when it came to
doing a major energy bill, we failed
until I made up my mind that I would
not do it unless I did it in a bipartisan
manner.

I went to my fellow Senator, Senator
BINGAMAN, and I said: Are you willing
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to give it a try? We will do it in a bi-
partisan manner. I was chairman for 3
years. And he said: It will be great. 1
can tell you it was the best 2 years of
legislating here that I have had, and I
think he would say the same. He re-
calls. He pushed me, and he knows I
pushed him. That means I took him as
far as I could, and when I got to a cer-
tain place, I said: I better agree with
him, he doesn’t want to do this, be-
cause he is apt to quit, he is at the end
of the rope. I don’t know how many
times he did that to me, but that is
how you do it. You have to push and
push, and then you have to give. That
was a very exciting thing and a lesson
for all of us.

There are too many people who don’t
know what is in that bill and they talk
about it. But that bill is the reason
why we are going to have a rebirth of
nuclear power. It is the reason we are
moving ahead as rapidly as we are in
solar energy and wind energy, no ques-
tion about it. It is a bill that set the
ground rules for improving the na-
tional grid for electricity so we might
have a day soon when we can say the
national grid will not break again. It
will continue unabated. No matter
what you do to it, you will not knock
the whole thing offline. Those are the
kinds of things that are in this bill,
and much more, on conservation and a
host of other issues.

We did that bill in 2 years because we
walked hand in hand, Republican and
Democrat. He had to, as it goes, be-
cause I was chairman, take a lot less
notoriety in New Mexico than I got. I
never heard him complain a bit. He
should have probably told me every
now and then: Why don’t you shut up
for a week and let me talk about the
bill so New Mexicans will know I am
working too. But he didn’t do that.
When we finally finished, the President
of the United States made sure he got
his credit because Senator BINGAMAN
went for the signing of that bill. The
reason he got so much credit is because
I put on a pair of glasses to hide from
the Sun. They were so big and bulky
that people didn’t know who I was.
They surely knew who he was because
he was clear and lucid and I had these
glasses hiding me. So he got his just
due.

My last comments have something to
do internal to the Senate that I have
achieved with the help of some mighty
fine people, with Steve Bell and Bill
Hoagland as leaders.

We passed a bill in 1974 called the
Budget Impoundment Act of the United
States. That was done for two reasons.
One, President Richard Nixon got in-
volved a little too much in impounding
as a means of cutting budgets. So he
would impound ongoing projects, such
as a water project, I say to David sit-
ting there.

I should comment that without
David Schiappa and all his staff, we
cannot make it. This place needs the
young, smart, dedicated and honest.

Here is what happened in that law.
That law was passed, and it was
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bragged about that Senator ROBERT
BYRD joined with those who put it to-
gether and it will run and operate ex-
actly as it was written and there are no
loopholes in that bill. Maybe there
were not and maybe there were, but
early on, we found you could not get
anything out of the Budget Act by just
adopting budget resolutions because
there was no way to make enforce any-
thing other than points of order. So we
found a little section in there called
reconciliation. That is a funny word.
We said: We are going to interpret rec-
onciliation to mean our committee can
order another committee to do some-
thing and how. What they are ordered
to do is reconcile with the budget. We
soon found we could reconcile tax bills.
We could reconcile entitlements. We
could reconcile direct spending.

Lo and behold, the committees had
to do it or we would do it. They said:
You will never do it because you are
not the committee chairman; it is my
committee. I said that is the perfect in-
tent of this provision. If you don’t want
me to do it, you better do it. We never
had to find out whether the chairman
could because they always did it.

Why is that so important? Because
reconciliation was provided to make
sure you could not delay matters of
budget. It was not filibusterable, let
me say. A matter in that budget, any-
thing in that Budget Act that was put
forth before the Senate was not subject
to filibuster.

Senator BYRD, the first or second
time we used it, came to the floor and
said: That is not what we intended.
And we said: Well, we think it is. We
had a vote. The Senate said it was.

If you wonder why almost all the
major legislation of the U.S. Govern-
ment has been appearing with a funny
name—it is usually called something
that says ‘“‘Budget and Reconciliation
Act of”” such and such a year. That is
generally the major piece of legislation
that we passed—major tax changes,
major Medicare changes, major Social
Security changes, if any. All of them
will come out in that form. That means
every one of those bills became law be-
cause of that interpretation of the
Budget Act that we put on it called
reconciliation. That is how all the bills
passed.

What does it tell you then? It tells
you that a filibuster doesn’t work be-
cause to get the work of budgeting
done, you abandon filibuster. You send
it to a temporary ash heap—not perma-
nently—because if you tried to do it
permanently, everybody would die be-
cause they think the filibuster would
be abolished and maybe there would be
a vote. But that is not what happens in
the Budget Act. You can read it in the
act and interpret it and say you cannot
stop budgets indefinitely. There is no
reason to have a budget. If you stop the
implementation indefinitely, you Kkill
the budget. Right? That is where it
comes from.

I certainly took a lot more than 20
minutes, but I didn’t take 2 days to say
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goodbye and to tell you how I felt
about this place. But it took a long
time. Some of you certainly could have
gone a long time ago, but out of cour-
tesy to me, you have sat here, includ-
ing you, Mr. Leader.

I do hope whoever reads the RECORD
and whoever hears me today and those
of you who are on the floor, at least
got out of this that I worked pretty
hard at being a Senator. I somehow got
myself involved in a lot of different
things, and it was kind of fun that way.
We got things done. We didn’t always
make a lot of noise, although I am
known to make noise, if necessary. But
those were not the areas I was involved
in.

I wish to close with one funny story
about my wife, Senator TED KENNEDY,
and myself. One night I was over here
and Senator KENNEDY was over there.
My wife sometimes watches the TV to
see what we do here on the floor. It was
between 7 and 9 in the evening. When I
talk loud, you notice my face gets red.
I didn’t talk very loud today, but you
have seen plenty of times late in the
evening when I talk loud and my face
gets red. Some people say it is because
you are yelling. I don’t know what it
is. Maybe it is yelling, maybe it is just
talking too loud.

I got a note. I was called to the
cloakroom, so I went to the cloakroom
while Senator KENNEDY held the floor.
My wife had written a note and said—
my family nickname is Bocci, not
Pete: Bocci, you don’t do any better
when you yell and get red in the face
than when you talk low and you don’t
get red in the face. I love you.

I came back. I said to Senator KEN-
NEDY, when it finally got to be my
turn: Senator KENNEDY, I want you to
know I got a note from my wife.

He said: Oh, you mean Nancy.

I said: Yes, Nancy.

He said: What about it?

I said: She sent you a note. Really.
So I read him the note with his name
in place of Bocci my name: Dear Sen-
ator KENNEDY, you don’t do any better
when you yell and get red in the face
than you do when you talk low and you
don’t get red in the face. I said: I don’t
know why my wife said that to you,
but she did. My wife would almost not
let me in the door that night. But we
made our point and both of us tried
from time to time to yell a little less.

I hope he is getting well or feeling
better. We finished a bill that I did not
mention—maybe I did in passing—but
we did a bill together over the past 8
years, which is a very important bill
for the mentally ill of our country. I
have worked on the mentally illness
issues for about 25 years. The treat-
ment of the mentally ill in the United
States is one of the most disgraceful
ways of handling a social problem of al-
most anything. We let them all out of
dungeons and then provided no phys-
ical facilities for them. We just
thought it will happen, but it didn’t
happen. That is the worst. We acted
like it wasn’t a disease, even though it
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is. In the meantime, insurance compa-
nies decided not to cover it. Even if
they had an insurance policy that cov-
ered everything, they would cover men-
tally ill less. This bill says that will
not happen anymore. Insurance compa-
nies would not be able to do that any
more—the bill is called parity, which
means fairness, which means equality.
We are going to have fairness and
equality of treatment by all insurance
companies for the mentally ill.

Senator KENNEDY was as excited
about that as I was. He is very sorry he
couldn’t be here when you helped me,
Mr. Leader, get that through the other
day. We called him and told him and
sent him a letter saying we couldn’t
have done it without him.

That bill will cover 113 million people
who will no longer have the threat of
having less than full coverage for their
mental illness, such as they do for
other diseases.

That seems like it is pretty close to
the end of my time, my 36 years. It will
soon actually be, literally, 36 years,
but for now, I will act as if it is and say
this is my time to say thank you to the
Senate. To all those who have worked
with me and with whom I have been
privileged to work.

What a magnificent opportunity I
have had. Coming from Albuquerque,
my father never went to school. He got
here at 13. He claimed he was lucky. He
didn’t have to go to school because the
law said if you are 13, you don’t have
to. He didn’t know education was valu-
able, so he was glad to go to work. He
didn’t want me to go to law school be-
cause he was quite sure I had been
overeducated. But when I explained it
to him, he paid for everything. He said:
I want you to be a lawyer, which was
absolutely fantastic.

It has been an honor to serve my
home state of New Mexico. With that,
I just want to say thank you and good-
bye.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

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

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

MORNING BUSINESS

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10
minutes each.

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

——
TRIBUTE TO SENATOR PETE
DOMENICI
Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, let

me take a few moments to say what an
absolutely outstanding privilege it has
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been for me, for 10 of the 12 years I
have served in the Senate, to serve on
the Energy Committee with Senator
DOMENICI.

It is rare to see a person in public of-
fice who cares equally as deeply about
his family and his children and his
work. Sometimes families get pushed
aside because of the work of men and
women who think the work they do is
somehow more important than raising
their children. I have experienced
struggling for that balance in my own
life, watching my father struggle with
that balance. Sitting on the committee
watching Senator DOMENICI has been
an inspiration to me, to watch him
handle some of the biggest issues of our
time, truly, over 36 years. He spoke
about some of them—the budgets of the
entire Congress, the nuclear renais-
sance in the country, major pieces of
social legislation he has shepherded
and nurtured and loved. But in between
many of these discussions I have been
privileged to have with him, he will
stop in the middle of a conversation
and talk about one of his children or
one of his grandchildren. He is the fa-
ther of eight. I am one of nine and the
mother of two.

I just want to tell him, in these brief
moments—and I am just going to speak
for 2 or 3 minutes—what an inspiration
he has been to me as a man who loves
his wife and his children and his grand-
children so deeply and has managed to
serve his State with such passion and
grace and love for 36 years. And New
Mexico is not a next-door kind of place.
New Mexico is a long way from Wash-
ington, DC, but it has never been long
from the Senator’s heart.

The final thing I want to say is that,
on behalf of the people of my State, I
want the Senator from New Mexico to
know we will be forever grateful for his
leadership when it came to passing, for
us, something in the nature of the Dec-
laration of Independence. And I don’t
mean to belittle that document, but for
the people of Louisiana, who for 60
years have struggled to try to find
some way to preserve this great coast
of ours and to save our communities,
our culture, and our economic liveli-
hood, this Senator stepped up, this
Senator from New Mexico—not much
water there—and his heart was with
the people of Louisiana and the gulf
coast. He and his wife flew over this
great expanse of land, which has been
under water now for quite some time
with these storms in the last years, and
he basically took the lead on estab-
lishing for us something that had elud-
ed us for 60 years—since President Tru-
man was the President of the United
States. Senator DOMENICI changed the
fortunes of Louisiana, Mississippi,
Texas, and Alabama by putting in a
major piece of legislation that will es-
tablish a way for us to secure this
coast.

So, Senator, I could speak for a long
time—many more hours—about what
you have done, but there are other
Members much more senior to me and
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in your own party who wish to speak. I
just wanted to lay down for the record
the comment to you—and I will submit
a more formal statement for the
RECORD—that the people of Louisiana
whom I represent will be forever grate-
ful for your leadership.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, I am
sorry to see PETE DOMENICI leave the
Senate for a variety of reasons but one
highly personal: He is reducing by 25
percent the number of Senators now
serving who served with my father.
Senator BYRD, Senator KENNEDY, Sen-
ator INOUYE, Senator STEVENS, and
Senator BIDEN all served with my fa-
ther, as did Senator DOMENICI. Now, he
has told me that my father was never
quite able to pronounce his name cor-
rectly, for which I apologize. I have
learned how to do it so that the Ben-
nett family is relieved of that par-
ticular problem.

This demonstrates a degree of con-
tinuity and a degree of dedication to
the problems related to the West be-
cause New Mexico and Utah are neigh-
boring States. We touch at one tiny
point. It is the only point in the United
States where four States come to-
gether. It is called the Four Corners,
where four States, in a straight divide,
come and touch each other. But New
Mexico and Utah share many of the
same problems, and as I have come to
the Senate with the problems of the
West and had to turn somewhere for a
mentor to help guide me through those
problems, I have turned to Senator
DoMENICI. His advice has always been
good, his help has always been avail-
able, and he has proven to be as good a
friend to his western neighbors as he
has been to his New Mexican constitu-
ents.

If the Senate seniority rule holds in
place, I will succeed him as the ranking
member of the Energy and Water Sub-
committee of the Committee on Appro-
priations. These are very big shoes to
fill. In true DOMENICI style, instead of
just waving goodbye and walking out
the door, he has tucked me under his
arm and taken me around to all of the
national labs to make sure that these
beloved institutions, which he has
tended and funded and guided so care-
fully, got introduced to me under his
tutelage and so that he made sure that
I understood fully how important they
were. In very kind and subtle ways, he
made it clear to me that if I didn’t
stand up to the responsibility of keep-
ing those national treasures alive, he
would haunt me in one way or another.
Now, I hope he does. I hope he is avail-
able for years to come for advice and
counsel.

The other thing that has been re-
ferred to here, on which I have been de-
lighted to join with him, is his crusade
for insurance equality for the mentally
disturbed. He and I both have some ex-
perience with that with members of
our own families. We understand how
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