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would not break even without the input of
the family. We have estimated an annual
family labor input of 6000 to 6500 hours/year.
In return my family draws $14,400/yr and
housing, milk and meat. Our gross revenues
in each of the past two years have ap-
proached 300,000 dollars. Milk is the primary
product produced and that production in 1994
was 1.6 million pounds (160,000 cwt). That
1994 production represents almost three
times the production of this same facility in
1978-80 when my father, brother and I worked
as partners and each drew a salary. Together
my father and I have been making payments
to the FHA for over 40 years and I have 25
years and $110,000 to go on my farm owner-
ship loan. We would probably not have main-
tained this operation without the security of
the FHA loan.

We have added some buildings and pre-
pared for a less labor-intensive livestock pro-
duction enterprise and do of course have the
option to update and sign the dotted line for
another lifetime of debt if we want to take
on a partner and continue producing milk.
The fact of the matter is however that after
nearly 20 years of working 3500-4000 hours
per year, my body is saying ‘‘enough’! My
brain is saying ‘‘there must be a better
way’’! And my heart is saying ‘‘thou shalt
not offer a son’’! I never thought I'd feel this
way, let alone admit it.

In a nutshell, I know agriculture. I know
crops. I know livestock. I can produce. I love
to work. My family works for free. I love this
life. My family does too. We plan to quit (as
soon as we can figure a way to pull it off fi-
nancially. . . but maybe sooner). I hope I
can find work that allows us to maintain the
high cost of country living.

EPILOGUE—MAY 1996

As it turns out, 1995 was a year of major
marketing mistakes—at least wrong choices.
Instead of selling 55 surplus steers at de-
pressed prices in the fall to pay off bills, we
were duped into selling 10,000 bushels of corn.
The price seemed relatively good; and after
all, how much worse could the cattle market
get? This single decision will ultimately rep-
resent a turn around of nearly 30,000 dollars.
When combined with a poor crop year, severe
weather stresses to herd health and dairy
production and additional budget pressures
that happen from time to time, we simply
were not in a strong enough financial posi-
tion to handle this much adversity.

As a result, we had to either seek a guaran-
teed loan or sell out secured chattel which at
depressed prices would have left us very lit-
tle on which to operate. Fortunately the
timing was right and the loan was approved.
We honestly would not be operating this
year without the help of the FHA. These peo-
ple (Ron Walker and his loan officers) have
always been cordial, understanding and very
helpful. I salute them and the general mis-
sion of the Farmer’s Home Administration.

SHOCK is the best way to describe what
happened to us financially. It occurs to me
that I can distinctly recognize the seven
stages of grief in this process. There is for a
man who has known tremendous happiness
and satisfaction in his personal life as well
as his business, no greater stress and loss
than financial failure. The MOURNING and
BLAME part of this process is very, very dis-
turbing. Our Extension Service here in South
Dakota responded to the flooding in 1993
with Project Rebound. I hope the cattle
ranchers and feeders will be offered at least
the emotional support they need during this
cattle crisis. We have a plan and with decent
crops should HEAL. I have a hunch that milk
prices are going to respond fairly quickly to
current market pressures. The REBUILDING
part of this process for me will likely include
a career change. I've always managed a high-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

er level of energy for new challenges. I'm
hoping again to see one of my sons have a
life here—a clear sign we are rebuilding.

———
TRIBUTE TO SENATOR BOB DOLE

Mr. KYL. Bob Dole’s statement upon
announcing he would give up his Sen-
ate seat to run for the Presidency—
that he is “‘just a man’—packs a lot in
a simple string of words, as is his
habit. This phrase captures the mod-
esty, the simplicity, and above all the
straightforwardness and honesty of the
Senator from Kansas. Men like Bob
Dole achieve great things because they
go at them directly, with no ifs, ands,
or buts asking a lot of themselves and
taking responsibility for the bottom
line.

Senator Dole’s more than 35 years of
service to the Congress of the United
States have been filled with great ac-
complishments because he never let up,
he brought people of different views to-
gether to hammer out legislation, and
he was an honest broker trusted by ev-
eryone. My father, Congressman John
Kyl of Iowa, served with then-Con-
gressman Dole in the House of
Reprentatives in the 1960’s and knew
him to be a man of leadership and utter
integrity. As Congressman Dole, and
later Senator Dole, learned his job as a
legislator, he never lost that sense of
being ‘‘just a man’ from Russell, KS.
He is not one to be dazzled by the
bright lights, the pomp, and the power
of Washington. He came armed with
the simple virtues of his Kansas con-
stituents, and those same virtues are
evident in him today. He remains the
embodiment of the heartland of Amer-
ica—a place much maligned by sophis-
ticates, perhaps, but a place that still
has the moral strengths that we Amer-
icans define ourselves by: dedication to
duty, plain but honest speech, and an
awareness that limited government re-
quires of office holders that they never
take their power for granted. When Bob
Dole says that he is grateful to have
served his fellow citizens, those are not
empty words. We believe him.

In his parting statement today, he
hold us that ‘‘there are some issues
that transcend politics * * * and result
in legislation that makes a real and
lasting difference.”” Whether it is a
matter of supporting civil rights, dog-
gedly backing our military troops in an
unpopular conflict in Indochina during
the 1960’s and 1970’s, or ensuring access
to public places for disabled Americans
in the 1990’s, he has often put aside par-
tisanship and laid it on the line for the
things he believes in. His statesman-
ship, his ability to come to closure for
the sake of the common good, is well
known to those of us who have worked
with him inside this institution. But
perhaps few outside of the Congress are
aware of it. If everyone could know
him as we do, they would see a man
with an extraordinary capacity to see
beyond the heated conflicts of the mo-
ment, to keep the big picture in mind,
and to reach a consensus that yields
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practical results. If everyone knew him
as well as his colleagues do, they would
see that Bob Dole has everything it
takes to be President of this country.

Of the Senate he now says, on the
day of his departure, ‘It is a place that
I have loved.” Again, no rhetorical
flourishes, just simple words of emo-
tion, and all the more powerful for
being unadorned. He reached the pin-
nacle of leadership among Senate Re-
publicans, and for all too short a time
has been leader of the Chamber itself.
But he has walked away, and in char-
acteristic style. Bob Dole is at the
peak of his powers. But he moves on,
ready to take on the biggest challenge
in a life full of challenges. He has dem-
onstrated—and in a remarkably dra-
matic way—that he is not one to rest
on his laurels; instead, he is the kind of
man who does honor to every contest
he enters.

———

CHINESE NUCLEAR MISSILES IN
PAKISTAN

Mr. PRESSLER. Mr. President, last
year the Clinton administration asked
Congress for the authority to allow
United States military equipment to be
delivered to Pakistan. Since 1990, such
deliveries were not allowed because of
a 1985 law known as the Pressler
amendment, which prohibited any
United States Assistance to Pakistan if
the President failed to certify Pakistan
was not in possession of a nuclear ex-
plosive device. My colleagues may re-
call that we debated this issue quite
extensively. It was very controversial.
In the end, despite strong opposition
from this Senator and many of my col-
leagues, the Senate approved the so-
called Brown amendment, which au-
thorized the transfer of military equip-
ment and repealed the Pressler amend-
ment’s prohibitions on nonmilitary aid
to Pakistan. The Brown amendment
became law earlier this year.

To bolster the Clinton administra-
tion’s request, Under Secretary of
State Peter Tarnoff sent a letter to
Members of Congress on August 3, 1995,
when the Senate first debated the
Brown amendment. Secretary Tarnoff
attempted to assure Senators that the
administration’s support of the Brown
amendment would be conditional on
“‘no significant change on nuclear and
missile non-proliferation issues of con-
cern to the United States.”

Mr. President, that was then.

On February 22, 1996, Dr. John
Deutch, the Director of Central Intel-
ligence, testified before the Senate Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence. Direc-
tor Deutch confirmed earlier reports
that Pakistan had taken delivery of
sensitive nuclear technology used to
develop weapons-grade uranium. He
also confirmed that Pakistan had re-
ceived M-11 ballistic missiles from
China. My colleagues will recall that
when we debated the Brown amend-
ment, there was some dispute over
whether Pakistan had in fact taken de-
livery of the M-11 missiles. Director
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