
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3912 July 11, 2017 
[From the Lexington Herald-Leader, June 16, 

2017] 
R.J. CORMAN WAS ‘‘LARGER THAN LIFE:’’ HE’S 

GONE, BUT HIS BUSINESS KEEPS GROWING 
(By Tom Eblen) 

One of the hardest things for a company to 
do is survive and grow after the death of a 
larger-than-life founder like Richard Jay 
Corman. 

Carol Loomis, a legendary business jour-
nalist who interviewed America’s most fa-
mous executives, wrote in a 2011 profile that 
Corman ‘‘just might be . . . the most unfor-
gettable character I’ve ever met in my more 
than half-century at Fortune (magazine) . . . 
In the way he operates—and faces the 
world—Rick Gorman is truly larger than 
life.’’ 

Corman, 58, died in August 2013 after a 
dozen years of fighting multiple myeloma, a 
blood cancer. But R.J. Corman Railroad 
Group, the Nicholasville company he started 
in 1973 with a backhoe and a dump truck, 
doesn’t seem to have missed a beat. 

‘‘Rick built a heck of a company and a na-
tionally known and recognized organiza-
tion,’’ said Ed Quinn, who worked seven 
years for Corman and returned to the com-
pany last year as president and CEO after 
the retirement of Craig King, who led the 
company after Corman’s death and remains 
on the board. ‘‘That’s what we trade on every 
day and that’s why we continue to grow.’’ 

The company, owned by a trust controlled 
by Corman’s sister and three of his five chil-
dren, has continued growing and acquiring 
businesses over the past four years. It also 
continues to be a major benefactor to Cen-
tral Kentucky charities. 

Probate documents filed in November 2013 
valued R.J. Corman Railroad Group at $226.7 
million. Since then, employment has grown 
from 1,100 to more than 1,600. Although the 
company doesn’t release financials, execu-
tives say annual revenues now exceed $350 
million. 

This year, the group’s R.J. Corman Rail-
road Co. is celebrating its 30th year. It began 
with the purchase of two Kentucky short 
line railroads in 1987 as federal deregulation 
allowed major railroads to sell off lines they 
no longer wanted. 

Since Corman’s death, the company has ac-
quired short line railroads in Texas and 
South Carolina, bringing its operations to 11 
railroad lines with 904 miles of track in nine 
states. The company owns more than 100 lo-
comotives and 475 rail cars, and last year 
they hauled more than 65,000 car loads of 
cargo. 

Those railroads include the 148-mile Cen-
tral Kentucky Line that runs through Lex-
ington, where Corman’s signature red loco-
motives and white cross-rail fences have be-
come a landmark at the corner of West Main 
Street and Oliver Lewis Way. The company’s 
first short line, in Bardstown, includes My 
Old Kentucky Home Dinner Train. 

Next year, R.J. Corman Railroad Group 
will mark the 45th anniversary of its rail-
road services business, which Corman began 
by repairing and refurbishing track for 
major railroads. Those operations are based 
at shops on the company’s 1,600-acre main 
campus in Jessamine County and at field lo-
cations in 23 states. 

The company’s best-known operations are 
its derailment and disaster recovery units, 
which can dispatch teams around-the-clock 
to handle some of the industry’s biggest 
breakdowns and cleanup jobs. R.J. Corman’s 
most famous job was helping clean up Gulf 
Coast rail infrastructure after Hurricane 
Katrina in 2005. Last year, the company 
logged 4,560 emergency responses, including 
major floods in the Midwest. 

The railroad group also has other busi-
nesses that serve both its short line oper-

ations and all seven of the nation’s ‘‘Class 1’’ 
railroads. Those include track construction 
and maintenance, equipment maintenance, 
materials management, signaling design and 
construction, and railroad employee train-
ing. The company also offers railcar loading 
services for such major manufacturers as 
Toyota. 

Railroads were the kings of American com-
merce from the Civil War until World War II, 
but declined after the Interstate highway 
system was built, leading to the rise of the 
long-haul trucking industry. But railroads 
have seen a resurgence as part of the world’s 
multi-modal transportation network. Rail is 
still the most economical way to move many 
goods at least part of the distances they need 
to travel. 

‘‘While trucks and trains are competitive, 
there’s also interconnection,’’ said Noel 
Rush, the company’s senior vice president 
for commercial development. ‘‘This is still a 
business you will see in 50 years.’’ 

And by reopening short lines that major 
railroads close, the company can provide an 
economic boost to small towns and rural 
areas with factories and warehouses that 
shut down when the railroad lines did, said 
Brian Miller, that division’s president. He 
said the company is always looking for more 
short lines to buy. 

‘‘It has blossomed into a very good busi-
ness for us,’’ said April Colyer, Corman’s 
daughter and the company’s public relations 
director. ‘‘We’re always trying to watch and 
adapt to the needs of customers in our 
industry.’’ 

f 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF WATT 
GLOBAL MEDIA 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I want 
to take a few minutes to recognize 
WATT Global Media, a leading provider 
of business information and marketing 
solutions for the agribusiness industry 
worldwide, headquartered in Rockford, 
IL. More than 100 years ago, on July 6, 
1917, WATT Global Media was born. 

WATT Global Media’s history began 
in 1917, when J.W. Watt and Adon 
Yoder purchased ‘‘Poultry Tribune,’’ a 
magazine published monthly for just 50 
cents for an annual subscription. Be-
fore Watt and Yoder bought the maga-
zine, its circulation was about 5,000. In 
a few short years, these young entre-
preneurs grew the magazine’s circula-
tion by 400 percent. Under Watt’s lead-
ership, ‘‘Poultry Tribune’’ quickly be-
came ‘‘America’s Leading Poultry 
Farm Magazine’’ for poultry raisers, 
peaking in 1940 with a circulation of 
more than half a million readers. 

During the mid-1920s, economic 
changes in the poultry industry led to 
the creation of the commercial hatch-
ery industry, which led the staff at 
‘‘Poultry Tribune’’ to create ‘‘Hatchery 
Tribune.’’ In 1934, Watt added ‘‘Turkey 
World’’ to its growing list of publica-
tions. WATT Global Media, originally 
called the Poultry Tribune Company, 
changed its name in 1944 to Watt Pub-
lishing Company. In that same year, 
the company acquired Better Farming 
Methods, ‘‘The business magazine for 
leaders who train and advise farmers.’’ 
As the evolving poultry industry grew, 
so did Watt Publishing Company. 

In 1949, Leslie Watt—the second gen-
eration of family leadership—was 

named president of Watt Publishing 
Company and expanded the company 
into international markets, acquiring 
‘‘Industria Avicola,’’ a Spanish lan-
guage magazine targeting the Latin 
American poultry industry. In 1962, 
‘‘Poultry International’’ was created to 
cater to the poultry and egg industries 
throughout Europe, Middle East, Afri-
ca, and Asia. In the 1980s, Leslie Watt 
took Watt Publishing Company to 
China by establishing ‘‘Poultry Inter-
national China Edition’’ and became 
one of the first publishers from North 
America to make Chinese language 
business-to-business magazines in the 
People’s Republic of China. 

In the 1990s, under James W. Watt— 
the third generation of family leader-
ship—the company expanded its port-
folio to include pet food. In 1993, the 
Petfood Forum was created and grew 
into the world’s largest annual event of 
its kind. Overnight, Watt became the 
global pet food market leader for busi-
ness information—what an accomplish-
ment. 

Greg Watt—the fourth generation 
President and CEO—modernized the 
company by taking it into the 21st cen-
tury, expanding across multiple media 
channels, including online and digital 
platforms, live events, and magazine 
channels. In recognition of its global 
audience, the Watt Publishing Com-
pany changed its name to WATT Glob-
al Media in 2014. Today, WATT Global 
Media serves 180,000 professionals in 
the pet food, poultry, pig, and animal 
feed industries from over 140 countries. 

I will close with this: In 1907, J.W. 
Watt came to this country from the 
Orkney Islands, just north of Scotland. 
He came in search of the American 
Dream, and boy, did he find it. Despite 
WATT Global Media’s growth and 
many achievements, its proudest ac-
complishment is that it has been fam-
ily-owned for 100 years, and this family 
business isn’t going anywhere. I want 
to thank J.W. Watt, Leslie Watt, 
James W. Watt, and Greg Watt—four 
generations from the Watts family—for 
their service to Rockford, Illinois, 
America, and throughout the world. I 
know the good people at WATT Global 
Media will continue its simple guiding 
mission: ‘‘to improve the health and 
well-being of people and animals across 
the globe.’’ 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
congratulating WATT Global Media on 
100 years of accomplishments, and I 
wish them all the best for another cen-
tury of success. 

f 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, section 
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act 
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms 
sales as defined by that statute. Upon 
such notification, the Congress has 30 
calendar days during which the sale 
may be reviewed. The provision stipu-
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica-
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to 
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the chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the notifications which 
have been received. If the cover letter 
references a classified annex, then such 
annex is available to all Senators in 
the office of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, room SD–423. 

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

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
17–25, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of the Netherlands for defense articles 
and services estimated to cost $34 million. 
After this letter is delivered to your office, 
we plan to issue a news release to notify the 
public of this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
GREG KAUSNER 

(For J.W. Rixey, Vice Admiral, 
USN, Director). 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–25 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: The Government 
of the Netherlands. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment * $30 million. 
Other $4 million. 
Total $34 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Foreign Military Sales (FMS) case NE–B– 
WFV, implemented in June 2013, was below 
congressional notification threshold at 
$26.3M ($20M in MDE) and included one hun-
dred and eighty (180) AGM–114R Hellfire II 
Missiles and twenty-four (24) M36E8 Captive 
Air Training Missiles (CATM). The Nether-
lands has requested the case be amended to 
include an additional seventy (70) AGM–114R 
Hellfire II missiles. This amendment will 
push the current case above the MDE notifi-
cation threshold and thus requires notifica-
tion of the entire case. 

Maior Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Two hundred fifty (250) AGM–114R Hellfire 

II Missiles, Twenty-four (24) M36E8 Captive 
Air Training Missiles (CATM). 

Non-MDE includes: 
Hellfire missile cutaway model, AGM–114R 

missile spare parts, a Launcher Test Station 
(LTS), LTS spares, two (2) maintenance sup-
port devices, integrated logistics support 
tools, M299 launcher software upgrade and 
testing, aircrew familiarization training, 
launcher test station training, unclassified 
publications, technical assistance, AN/AWM– 
101A software, CATM spare parts and related 
support services, and other related elements 
of logistics and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Army. 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: NE–B–WFV. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
July 11, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Government of the Netherlands—AGM–114R 

Hellfire Missiles 
The Government of the Netherlands has re-

quested the possible sale of an additional 
seventy (70) AGM–114R Hellfire II missiles to 
a previously implemented case for Hellfire 
missiles. The original FMS case, valued at 
$26.3M, included one hundred and eighty (180) 
AGM–114R Hellfire II Missiles and twenty- 
four (24) M36E8 Captive Air Training Missiles 
(CATM) with various support elements. 
Therefore, this case is for a total of two hun-
dred fifty (250) AGM–114R Hellfire II Missiles, 
twenty-four (24) M36E8 CATMs, to include 
Hellfire missile cutaway model, AGM–114R 
missile spare parts, a Launcher Test Station 
(LTS), LTS spares, two (2) maintenance sup-
port devices, integrated logistics support 
tools, M299 launcher software upgrade and 
testing, aircrew familiarization training, 
launcher test station training, unclassified 
publications, technical assistance, AN/AWM– 
101A software, CATM spare parts and related 
support services, and other related elements 
of logistics and program support. The esti-
mated total case value is $34 million. 

This proposed sale will enhance the foreign 
policy and national security objectives of 
the United States by helping to improve the 
security of the Netherlands which has been, 
and continues to be an important force for 
political stability and economic progress in 
Europe. It is vital to the U.S. national inter-
ests to assist the Netherlands to develop and 
maintain a strong and ready self-defense ca-
pability. 

The proposed sale will improve the Nether-
lands’ capability to meet current and future 
threats and will be employed on the Nether-
lands’ AH–64D Apache helicopters. The Neth-
erlands will use this capability to strengthen 
its homeland defense, deter regional threats, 
and provide direct support to coalition oper-
ations. The Netherlands will have no dif-
ficulty absorbing these missiles into its 
armed forces. 

The proposed sale of these missiles will not 
alter the basic military balance in the re-
gion. 

The principal contractor will be Lockheed 
Martin. The purchaser typically requests off-
sets. Any offset agreement will be defined in 
negotiations between the purchaser and the 
contractor. 

Implementation of this proposed sale will 
not require the assignment of any additional 
U.S. Government personnel or contractor 
representatives to the Netherlands. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–25 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. AGM–114R: The AGM–114R is used 

against heavy and light armored targets, 
thin skinned vehicles, urban structures, 
bunkers, caves and personnel. The missile is 
Inertial Measurement Unit (IMU) based, with 
a variable delay fuse, improved safety and 
reliability. The highest level for release of 
the AGM–114R is SECRET. Software and 
firmware documentation (e.g., Data Proc-
essing, Software Requirements, Source Code, 
Algorithms) are not authorized for disclo-
sure. The highest level of classified informa-
tion that could be disclosed by a proposed 
sale or by testing of the end item is up to 

and including SECRET. The highest level 
that must be disclosed for production, main-
tenance, or training is up to and including 
SECRET. Vulnerability data, counter-
measures, vulnerability/susceptibility anal-
yses, and threat definitions are classified SE-
CRET or CONFIDENTIAL. Detailed informa-
tion to include discussions, reports and stud-
ies of system capabilities, vulnerabilities 
and limitations that leads to conclusions on 
specific tactics or other counter-counter-
measures (CCM) are not authorized for dis-
closure. Reverse engineering could reveal 
SECRET information. 

2. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures which might reduce weapons sys-
tems effectiveness or be used in the develop-
ment of a system with similar or advanced 
capabilities. 

3. A determination has been made that the 
Government of the Netherlands can provide 
substantially the same degree of protection 
for the sensitive technology being released 
as the U.S. Government. This proposed sale 
is necessary to the furtherance of the U.S. 
foreign policy and national security objec-
tives outlined in the policy justification. 

4. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal are authorized for release 
and export to the Government of the Nether-
lands. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, on 
June 29, 2017, the Agriculture Com-
mittee reported by voice vote the 
fourth authorization of the Pesticide 
Registration Improvement Act, more 
commonly known as PRIA. 

For nearly 20 years, PRIA has served 
as an example of bipartisanship, bring-
ing together a wide range of stake-
holders in support of a commonsense 
fee for service programs within the 
EPA’s Office of Pesticides Programs. 

PRIA provides certainty for reg-
istrants; much needed resources to the 
EPA to ensure regulatory examina-
tions related to human health and en-
vironmental safety risks are done prop-
erly; and PRIA also provides vital 
funds for pesticide safety training and 
information to our Nation’s farm-
workers. 

Unfortunately, after several years of 
carefully revising and finalizing an up-
dated Worker Protection Standard, the 
EPA decided last month to delay key 
elements of worker protections, includ-
ing the much needed revisions to the 
Certification of Pesticide Applicators 
rule. 

Without strong and timely farm-
worker protections, PRIA simply does 
not make sense for some stakeholders 
who are a part of the coalition. The 
funds from PRIA allocated to farm-
worker protection should be meaning-
ful resources that complement strong, 
effective protections and should not be 
undermined by changes to EPA’s Work-
er Protection Standard and the Certifi-
cation of Pesticide Applicators rule 
that would weaken farmworker protec-
tions. 

Therefore, I strongly oppose any fu-
ture efforts by the EPA to delay or 
amend the worker protection rules 
that the Agency finalized in November 
2015 and January 2017, respectively, 
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without undertaking a negotiated rule-
making, which must include all rel-
evant stakeholders, to ensure that all 
voices are heard. 

I hope the EPA will take a cue from 
our recent bipartisan and consensus- 
based committee action on PRIA and 
proceed in a similar fashion should 
they decide that any delays or adjust-
ments to the Worker Protection Stand-
ards or the Certification of Pesticide 
Applicators rule are necessary. 

Should the Trump EPA dismiss the 
concerns of farmworkers and environ-
mental advocates, I fear that last 
month’s committee vote may unfortu-
nately be the last bipartisan PRIA re-
authorization that this panel is able to 
report out. I hope that is not the case, 
and I know other members of the com-
mittee share my concerns on the mat-
ter. 

Once again, I want to thank Senator 
ROBERTS for his leadership. I am glad 
we were able to move forward in a bi-
partisan and consensus manner to re-
authorize PRIA last month. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague, the ranking mem-
ber of the Senate Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry Committee, for en-
gaging in this important discussion. 

I am proud to stand before my col-
leagues in the U.S. Senate to discuss 
some of the bipartisan work that we 
have accomplished through regular 
order at the Agriculture Committee 
specifically with regard to H.R. 1029, 
the Pesticide Registration Improve-
ment Extension Act of 2017, or PRIA 4. 

PRIA, while technical in nature, is 
critically important with assisting 
both EPA in carrying out administra-
tive functions and industry that relies 
upon timely, science-based pesticide 
registration decisions to get products 
on the market and in the hands of 
farmers, ranchers, and other con-
sumers. 

PRIA, historically, has received 
widespread support from a diverse coa-
lition of stakeholders, including mem-
bers of the pesticide registrant commu-
nity—both agricultural and non-
agricultural uses, labor, and environ-
mental advocates, which has contrib-
uted to Congress’s ability to pass reau-
thorizations swiftly and by unanimous 
consent. With the Widespread support 
of the PRIA coalition, as illustrated by 
a coalition letter addressed to our com-
mittee on June 29, 2017, which ex-
presses support of the amendment to 
H.R. 1029 and urges swift action, this 
effort should be no different. 

Our committee held a hearing earlier 
this year to review this issue in an 
open and transparent manner. As we 
have heard time and time again, farm-
ers and ranchers want regulatory cer-
tainty. EPA and registrants who rely 
on PRIA to get new products on the 
market and in the hands of farmers, 
ranchers, and other consumers want 
certainty. 

My colleague raises an issue that has 
historically been outside the scope of 
the technical, fee-based registration 

process of PRIA. I certainly understand 
the concerns that have been raised by 
some groups with regard to certain ac-
tions EPA is considering with regard to 
the Worker Protection Standard and 
the Certification of Pesticide Applica-
tors rules. My hope is that EPA and 
the relevant stakeholders can con-
structively discuss areas of concern re-
lated to these issues within the frame-
work of our Federal regulatory process 
without jeopardizing PRIA. 

Current authority for PRIA expires 
at the end of this fiscal year. With that 
deadline in mind, our recent com-
mittee action is timely and necessary 
to get PRIA updated. 

Should PRIA’s authority lapse, pes-
ticide registration will not be available 
for a wide range of crops that rely on 
innovative and new solutions for pest 
protection, and a lapse will have a neg-
ative impact on the products requiring 
registration that are used to protect 
public health and ensure public safety. 

It is important that we get PRIA 
across the finish line not only to pro-
vide certainty to the industry but to 
also provide new products to growers 
for crop protection and to consumers 
to protect public health, and the time-
ly reauthorization provides resources 
to ensure safety education components 
are maintained. 

I thank my colleague Senator STABE-
NOW and other members of the Agri-
culture Committee for working with 
me on this issue together and in a bi-
partisan manner. I look forward to 
working with Senator STABENOW and 
the coalition in support of this legisla-
tion to get this bill across the Senate 
floor as quickly as possible and ulti-
mately enacted into law. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ROSEMARY E. 
RODRIGUEZ 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize a dedicated community 
leader, civil servant, and dear friend, 
Rosemary E. Rodriguez. She most re-
cently served as my State director and 
senior adviser. Throughout her life, 
Rosemary has displayed a genuine and 
consistent commitment to strength-
ening our State and our country. 

Rosemary began her career as a legal 
assistant at two of Denver’s most 
prominent law firms. Also, during the 
early stages of her career, Rosemary 
began her lifelong commitment to the 
Latino community as she helped form 
the Hispanic League, an organization 
that strives to be a liaison between the 
non-Hispanic and Hispanic commu-
nities. Rosemary began her career in 
government in 1992, working for Mayor 
Wellington Webb’s administration. She 
served in several roles during her time 
with the mayor, such as deputy direc-
tor of the mayor’s Office of Arts, Cul-
ture & Film, Denver County clerk and 
recorder, and director of boards and 
commissions. 

In 2003, she was elected to the Denver 
City Council. Later, her peers on the 
council elected her as president. In 

2007, she began to work on the Election 
Assistance Commission. In this capac-
ity, she worked to preserve the integ-
rity of our national elections and in-
crease access to our most fundamental 
right to vote. She chaired the commis-
sion in 2008. 

In 2009, Rosemary became an invalu-
able part of my staff as State director 
and did a tremendous job representing 
our office and connecting with commu-
nities across Colorado. When I wasn’t 
able to attend an event, I was always 
confident that Rosemary would convey 
our team’s values and perspectives on 
any number of issues. I also counted on 
her advice whether it related to wom-
en’s issues, immigration reform, or 
other issues of importance to the 
Latino community. Most recently, she 
was elected to the Denver School Board 
where she continues to serve Colo-
rado’s kids. 

Due to her dedication to the people of 
Colorado, Rosemary has received sev-
eral awards including the Mi Casa Re-
source Center’s Volunteerism Award, 
the Anti-Defamation League’s Passing 
the Torch Award, and the Denver Pub-
lic Library’s Cesar Chavez Hall of 
Fame Award. 

I have been honored to work with my 
friend Rosemary for the past 8 years. 
Her intellect, creativity, and compas-
sion should serve as an example for all 
those who serve. I wish her the best in 
her future endeavors, and I fully intend 
to count on her advice and perspectives 
for years to come. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

REMEMBERING TED SHANNON 

∑ Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to honor the life and legacy of 
Ted Shannon, whose passing marks the 
end of an extraordinary life spent in 
service to country, community, and 
family. Ted committed his life to the 
pursuit of justice and equality. Ted and 
his late wife Dorothy were incredible 
pillars who had a great influence on me 
as I entered a life of public service. 

Ted Shannon showed up. In service to 
his country, he became a civil affairs 
officer in July of 1941 during WW II, at-
tached to the British 8th Army during 
the occupation of Italy. In his subse-
quent post, he served as executive offi-
cer for the Supreme Headquarters Al-
lied Expeditionary Force in Paris. 

He showed up as a leader in edu-
cation, whether it was in his role as a 
Ford Foundation higher education ad-
viser for five Middle Eastern countries 
in Lebanon—the nation of his ances-
tors—or as a highly regarded UW–Ex-
tension faculty member and dean for 
more than three decades. 

Ted Shannon showed up. Along with 
Dorothy and fellow travelers from the 
New Deal era, Ted supported progres-
sive causes at all levels of government 
for more than half a century. I cannot 
recall an event, large or small, for a 
progressive organization where I did 
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