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Yet from that relatively small popu-

lation of 1 million people have come a
series of extraordinary Senators. I look
back, Mr. President, just in the ones I
have had the privilege of knowing—
Margaret Chase Smith, for example,
who stands out as a beacon, particu-
larly in connection with the impeach-
ment hearings and leading up to that
of President Nixon. We remember
clearly Ed Muskie, with whom I had
the privilege of serving on the floor of
the Senate. He was active, ran for Vice
President, and gave one of the finest
television speeches it has been my
privilege to hear. And George Mitchell,
whom we have just had the privilege of
extolling, and rightfully so. And Bill
Cohen, who is now our Secretary of De-
fense. And that great tradition of those
outstanding Senators is carried on now
by the two Senators from Maine, Sen-
ator OLYMPIA SNOWE and Senator
SUSAN COLLINS.

It seems to me that the people of the
State of Maine have great reason to be
extremely proud not only of the Sen-
ators who have been before—and I list-
ed some of them—but of their current
Senators, Senators SNOWE and COLLINS.
It is a tradition that they are carrying
on. It is a remarkable one, Mr. Presi-
dent. As I thought about these remarks
today and thought of the Senators I
have known, I don’t think you could
name a State that is as small in popu-
lation as the State of Maine and has
produced such outstanding Senators as
those I just listed.

Mr. President, in making this salute
to George Mitchell, it seems to me we
are saluting the people of the State of
Maine, who have had such good judg-
ment. These are not all Republicans,
and they are not all Democrats. They
are Republicans and they are Demo-
crats, both. It has been a remarkable
flow of outstanding servants, not just
for the State of Maine but for the
United States of America. I think all of
us can be very proud of those who have
gone before and those who are now
serving in the U.S. Senate from the
State of Maine.

I thank the Chair, and 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. DEWINE. 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the quorum call be rescinded.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. DEWINE. I ask that I be allowed
to proceed under the previous order for
60 minutes.

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

NATIONAL ORGAN DONOR WEEK

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, we are
concluding National Organ Donor
Week. I think as we conclude our week
here in the U.S. Senate, it will be ap-
propriate to pause for a moment and

discuss the importance of this week.
This is one of the few times when the
mere talking about an issue actually
will, in fact, make a difference.

Why do we celebrate or why do we
call attention to National Organ Donor
Week? We do it because of a tragedy.
The tragedy is that 7, 8, 9, in some
weeks 10, of our fellow citizens die, die
every week, because there aren’t
enough organs available. They don’t
die because medical science can’t save
them—medical science can save them.
They die waiting on a list, waiting for
an organ to become available, and
seven, eight, or nine of them every
week die.

What can be done about this? What
we can do is talk about this issue. As
we talk about it, we can encourage peo-
ple and their families around the kitch-
en table to talk about it. Talking
about it does make a difference. Too
many families, when faced with life’s
most horrible tragedy, which is the un-
expected, usually sudden, loss of a
loved one—a daughter, son, mother, fa-
ther, wife, husband—when they are
asked by the medical personnel at the
hospital, ‘‘Can we use your loved one’s
organs to help save someone else?’’
they don’t know what to say. They are
faced with horrible trauma, something
they have not expected. Too many of
our fellow citizens say no, not because
they don’t want to help people, but
they say no because they never
thought of it.

I am convinced if people talk about
this issue, if they talk among the mem-
bers of their family, that we will in-
crease the number of people, when they
are faced with that horrible tragedy, to
in fact say yes, and we will save lives.
That is why we set aside a week as Na-
tional Organ Donor Week.

The ribbon I am wearing symbolizes
that. One of our great pages who was
out in the hallway a moment ago asked
me, ‘‘Senator DEWINE, what does that
stand for?’’ And I was able to tell her
what this stands for. I think it is some-
thing that we want to share with all
our fellow Americans.

The Postmaster General and his com-
mittee will issue a postage stamp next
August to remind us all as we put post-
age on our letters, as we receive let-
ters, of how important it is to encour-
age people to become organ donors. I
appreciate, Mr. President and Members
of the Senate, having an opportunity
to talk about this issue this afternoon.
f

STARR INVESTIGATION

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I have,
with few exceptions, been very careful
not to comment about the ongoing in-
vestigation, the Starr investigation,
the independent investigation—how-
ever you want to characterize it. I have
refrained from doing that for many
reasons.

I want to speak this afternoon about
a very limited aspect of that investiga-
tion. I speak as a former county pros-
ecuting attorney. I bring, I guess, to

the Senate floor today that particular
perspective. This past week, there have
been news stories—and again I empha-
size ‘‘news stories;’’ we don’t know
whether it is true or not true—news
stories about the possible subpoena
into the grand jury here in Washington
of Secret Service agents. That has been
the report.

Before I go any further, let me say I
don’t know what the facts are. I don’t
know whether that is true or not true;
nor do I know what the facts are under-
lying this investigation; nor do I know
what Mr. Starr and his prosecutors
have uncovered so far; nor, obviously,
do I know what has occurred inside the
grand jury. So my comments have to
be qualified, and that fact has to be
taken into consideration. My com-
ments must be understood in that
light, and they are given in that light.

Former President Bush was quoted in
the Washington Post in what was de-
scribed as a private letter—it was in
the Washington Post of Thursday,
April 23, yesterday. This was a letter
that apparently was privately sent to,
directly to, the Secret Service Direc-
tor, Lewis C. Merletti. And the Wash-
ington Post quotes the letter from
former President Bush as saying, in
part, the following: ‘‘‘I can tell you,
sir, that I am deeply troubled by the
allegations swirling around there in
Washington and what all this might do
to the office I was so proud to hold,’’
Bush wrote Merletti.

Continuing the quote: ‘‘Regardless of
all that, I feel very strongly that the
United States Secret Service agent
should not be made to appear in court
to discuss that which they might or
might not have seen or heard.’’

Mr. President, I hope that this issue
about the potential subpoenaing of Se-
cret Service agents into a grand jury, if
it’s true, to testify about things they
observed involving the President of the
United States would be resolved not in
the courts and not by legislation. As a
former prosecutor, I hope that this
matter will be resolved by the sound,
good judgment of the special prosecu-
tor in this case. It should be resolved
by the proper use, the measured use,
the reasoned use of what we refer to as
‘‘prosecutorial discretion.’’

Mr. President, the prosecutor in our
system has a unique role. I don’t know
of any other country where the pros-
ecutor has quite this distinctive a role.
The prosecutor, really, in many re-
spects, is the most important player in
the criminal justice system. It is be-
cause of prosecutorial discretion the
prosecutor must decide whether the
evidence that has been gathered is suf-
ficient to even summon a grand jury,
to even present a case to a grand jury.
A prosecutor carries a very, very heavy
burden. It is a burden that is not car-
ried by the defense attorney, whose job
it is to present the defense. It is a bur-
den that is really not even carried by
the judge, who is not the principal act-
ing force because, under our system,
nothing really happens until a prosecu-
tor says it happens. Nothing goes into
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