
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES5002 May 14, 1996 
have tried mutual respect, but there is 
no mutual respect when one side sys-
tematically fails to live up to an agree-
ment. We have tried mutual benefit, 
but there is no mutual benefit when 
IPR piracy in the People’s Republic of 
China costs United States’ companies 
in excess of $2 billion in lost revenue 
per year. 

Third, as I noted in my last state-
ment, I have noticed a tendency on the 
part of some Chinese officials when 
faced with statements regarding the 
lack of Chinese adherence to the agree-
ment to attempt to deflect the criti-
cism by taking the offensive and claim-
ing that the United States has not held 
up its side of the agreement. Unfortu-
nately, Mr. President, when pressed for 
specific examples of that alleged non-
compliance, my Chinese friends have 
grown somewhat vague and noncom-
mittal. 

Mr. President, as the two sides con-
tinue 11-hour talks on this impasse, I 
hope that the Chinese side will remem-
ber that it is the United States, and 
not them, that is the aggrieved party. 

f 

THE 35TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
DOLLARS FOR SCHOLARS 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, on 
May 16 in Boston and Fall River in 
Massachusetts, volunteers and sup-
porters from throughout the Nation 
will gather to commemorate the 35th 
anniversary of the Dollars for Scholars 
program. It is fitting that this celebra-
tion take place in Massachusetts. Our 
State is the home of the Nation’s first 
Dollars for Scholars chapter, which 
was founded in Fall River by Dr. Irving 
Fradkin, a local optometrist. Thirty- 
five years ago this month, the Dollars 
for Scholars parent organization was 
formally incorporated in Boston. From 
its roots in Massachusetts, Dollars for 
Scholars has grown to 760 chapters in 
40 States. Last year, chapters across 
the country raised a total of $15.8 mil-
lion and helped over 15,000 students 
achieve greater educational oppor-
tunity. 

Massachusetts has some of the most 
successful Dollars for Scholars chap-
ters in the country. Its 68 chapters last 
year alone awarded more than $1.5 mil-
lion in college scholarships to over 
2,500 students. In Boston, Holyoke, 
Worcester, Middleboro, Gloucester, and 
other communities, local citizens are 
reaching out to young men and women 
with a powerful message about the im-
portance of education. Since its found-
ing in Fall River, Dollars for Scholars 
chapters in Massachusetts have had a 
significant impact in our State—dis-
tributing a total of $17.5 million in 
scholarships to more than 37,000 stu-
dents. 

The 35th anniversary events being 
held in Boston and Fall River this 
week are part of the Year of the Schol-
ar activities across the country. The 
Year of the Scholar salutes the 30,000 
volunteers who have helped colleges 
and communities across the country 

work cooperatively to confront the ris-
ing costs of higher education. It cele-
brates the success of student scholars 
who have been able to go college with 
the help of the Dollars for Scholars 
Program. Dollars for Scholars deserves 
great credit for its extraordinary work 
in helping students fulfill their dream 
of a college education. 

Education is the key to the work 
force of the future and the Nation’s 
role in the global economy. Access to 
quality education for all citizens is a 
national priority. All children deserve 
an opportunity to learn and fulfill 
their potential. We must continue to 
improve our schools and make college 
education more accessible and afford-
able, in order to build a stronger econ-
omy and maintain a strong democracy. 

I commend the citizens of Massachu-
setts for their long-standing commit-
ment to education for all, and I am 
honored to take this opportunity to 
congratulate the Dollars for Scholars 
volunteers for their impressive work on 
this auspicious anniversary. 

Mr. GORTON addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington is recognized. 
Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, what is 

the state of the business before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is in morning business. 

f 

PREVENTING A VOTE ON REPEAL 
OF THE GAS TAX 

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, in con-
nection with the debate, which I sus-
pect will soon be superseded by debate 
on a budget agreement, a few points 
are still very, very much in order. 

No. 1, there is a concerted effort here 
on the floor of the Senate to prevent a 
vote on a reduction in the gas tax, a re-
duction triggered by the rapid runup in 
the price of a commodity of vital im-
portance to every American. But I 
think often overlooked in this debate is 
the fact that this is not just any run- 
of-the-mill gas or motor vehicle fuel 
tax. 

This tax, imposed about 3 years ago 
at the time of President Clinton’s first 
budget, represented an unprecedented 
change in the use of motor vehicle fuel 
tax. Always previously here in the Con-
gress—and for all practical purposes al-
most always in our States—motor ve-
hicle fuel taxes were used for transpor-
tation purposes, generally for the con-
struction and maintenance of high-
ways, but more frequently in the re-
cent past for mass transit systems, 
whether bus related or on fixed rails. 

As such, motor vehicle fuel taxes 
were usually less objected to by the 
vast majority of people than was the 
case with many others taxes because 
they could see what they were getting 
for their money, because one paid in 
proportion to one’s use of those very 
transportation facilities. 

President Clinton, however, flouted 
that convention in 1993 and determined 
that this gas tax was to be used for var-

ious social purposes. As the junior Sen-
ator from Missouri so eloquently put it 
a couple of days ago, the net result was 
that people who must use their auto-
mobiles to get back and forth to work 
were paying a tax to pay welfare to 
people who were not working at all 
and, in some cases, had no intention of 
doing so. 

So, Mr. President, the concentration 
on the removal of this tax is not only 
based on the proposition that the 
American people are too heavily taxed 
as it is but on the fact that this one is 
peculiarly unfair and peculiarly un-
precedented. Nevertheless, the vote 
was taken a couple of hours ago on this 
floor. Once again there was an eloquent 
statement on the part of the Presi-
dent’s party that they would not allow 
this repeal to come to a vote. 

The second element of that filibuster 
is directed at the TEAM Act, an act ab-
solutely essential to validate the new 
sense of cooperation which is gaining 
wider and wider acceptance in labor- 
management relations across the 
United States and, indeed, is necessary 
if we are to meet the competitive pres-
sures of the present economic world. 
Close to 90 percent of American work-
ers in the private sector are not union-
ized and have chosen not to be. Yet, 
they are prohibited from entering into 
voluntary relationships with their em-
ployers to discuss matters of common 
interest, of morale, of productivity, of 
the very future of their jobs by a re-
cent ruling of the Supreme Court en-
forced by the National Labor Relations 
Board. 

A TEAM Act to encourage that co-
operation will be of great importance 
in enhancing American competitive-
ness and in making many American 
workplaces happier and more inter-
esting places for the vast majority of 
Americans to spend their working 
hours. 

Because of their distaste for each of 
these proposals, the President’s party, 
ironically enough, they are filibus-
tering an increase in the minimum 
wage, a proposition made out to be of 
urgent and vital importance, more im-
portant than anything else before this 
body. Their actions speak louder than 
their words in this connection. They 
are not willing to let the majority of 
this body make a judgment on a gas 
tax repeal and on the TEAM Act while 
at the same time increasing the min-
imum wage if those issues are joined 
together, though, of course, it was 
originally their idea to join the min-
imum wage to an immigration bill to 
which it had no relationship whatso-
ever. 

Finally, of course, Mr. President, un-
derlying all of this bill is a modest, 
House-passed piece of legislation to 
provide overdue and just relief to those 
wrongfully fired from the White House 
Travel Office 2 years ago and, in one 
case, prosecuted for actions determined 
not to have been remotely criminal by 
a jury. 

So three significant matters are now 
being filibustered by the President’s 
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party in order to protect the President 
from the embarrassing situation that, 
in order to get three pieces of legisla-
tion which he has said he would sign, 
he would also have to take one vehe-
mently opposed by the chiefs of orga-
nized labor but supported by the over-
whelming majority of American men 
and women who are a part of these 
labor-management teams at the 
present time. 

Mr. President, my advice to the ma-
jority leader is to continue on his 
course of action, that it is appropriate 
to say that we should look at a larger 
world and the relationships on these 
pieces of legislation, that we should 
not say to the President we will not 
ask you to do anything embarrassing, 
we will simply send legislation to you 
that you have already fully endorsed 
both publicly and privately and any-
thing that might be a bit controversial 
we will allow it to be killed by filibus-
ters in the U.S. Senate. No, Mr. Presi-
dent, their pairing is an appropriate 
pairing. 

I hope we will continue until we and, 
not at all incidentally, the American 
people succeed in getting the relief to 
which they are overwhelmingly enti-
tled. 

Mr. President, I note the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ABRAHAM). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Thomas, one of his 
secretaries. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
As in executive session the Presiding 

Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

REPORT ON THE NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY RELATIVE TO NUCLEAR, 
BIOLOGICAL, AND CHEMICAL 
WEAPONS—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT—PM 143 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 204 of the 
International Emergency Economic 

Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1703(c)) and sec-
tion 401(c) of the National Emergencies 
Act (50 U.S.C. 1641(c)), I transmit here-
with a report on the national emer-
gency declared by Executive Order No. 
12938 of November 14, 1994, in response 
to the threat posed by the proliferation 
of nuclear, biological, and chemical 
weapons (‘‘weapons of mass destruc-
tion’’) and of the means of delivering 
such weapons. 

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 14, 1996. 

f 

REPORT OF REVISED DEFERRAL 
OF BUDGETARY RESOURCES— 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI-
DENT—PM 144 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; referred jointly, pursuant to 
the order of January 1, 1975, as modi-
fied by the order of April 11, 1986, to the 
Committee on Appropriations, to the 
Committee on the Budget, and to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

To the Congress of the United States: 
In accordance with the Congressional 

Budget and Impoundment Control Act 
of 1974, I herewith report one revised 
deferral of budgetary resources, total-
ing $1.4 billion. The deferral affects the 
International Security Assistance pro-
gram. 

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 14, 1996. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bill, previously re-
ceived from the House of Representa-
tives for the concurrence of the Senate, 
was read the first and second times by 
unanimous consent and referred as in-
dicated: 

H.R. 2974. An act to amend the Violent 
Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 
1994 to provide enhanced penalties for crimes 
against elderly and child victims; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, which were referred as indi-
cated: 

EC–2588. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a 
final rule (received on May 6, 1996) relative 
to Florida Grapefruit, Oranges, Tangelos, 
and Tangerines; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2589. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a 
final rule (received on May 9, 1996) relative 
to marketing orders; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2590. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Agricultural Marketing 

Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a 
final rule (received on May 9, 1996) relative 
to milk in the New York-New Jersey and 
Middle Atlantic Marketing Area; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–2591. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a 
final rule (received on May 9, 1996) relative 
to melons grown in South Texas; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

EC–2592. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of two 
final rules (received on May 9, 1996) relative 
to the Sheep Promotion, Research, and In-
formation Program; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2593. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a 
final rule (received on May 6, 1996) relative 
to sweet onions grown in Walla Walla Valley 
of Southeast Washington and Northeast Or-
egon; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–2594. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Foreign Agricultural 
Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a final rule (RIN0051–AA24) received 
on May 9, 1996; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2595. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act, case number 96–01; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–2596. A communication from the Chief 
of the Office of Legislative Liaison (Pro-
grams and Legislative Division), Department 
of the Air Force, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a cost comparison study 
relative to Military Family Housing Mainte-
nance Andersen Air Force Base (AFB), 
Guam; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2597. A communication from the Chief 
of the Office of Legislative Liaison (Pro-
grams and Legislative Division), Department 
of the Air Force, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a cost comparison study 
relative to refuse collection at Andersen Air 
Force Base (AFB), Guam; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2598. A communication from the Chief 
of the Office of Legislative Liaison (Pro-
grams and Legislative Division), Department 
of the Air Force, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a cost comparison study 
relative to the transportation function at 
Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2599. A communication from the Chief 
of the Office of Legislative Liaison (Pro-
grams and Legislative Division), Department 
of the Air Force, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a cost comparison study 
relative to Logistics function at Wright-Pat-
terson Air Force Base (AFB), Ohio; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2600. A communication from the Chief 
of the Office of Legislative Liaison (Pro-
grams and Legislative Division), Department 
of the Air Force, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a cost comparison study 
relative to the Base Supply function at Ed-
wards Air Force Base (AFB), California; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2601. A communication from the Chief 
of the Office of Legislative Liaison (Pro-
grams and Legislative Division), Department 
of the Air Force, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a cost comparison study 
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