S11666

aggregate, we have done more than
President Clinton has asked. When we
go down to some of the specific items,
we have not put quite as much as he
wants into some programs. He asked
for the program on preparing disadvan-
taged secondary high school students
for college, GEAR UP; he asked for an
increase from $120 million to $240 mil-
lion, doubling it. We increased it to
$180 million, $60 million over last
year’s funding level.

However, the Congress has the prin-
cipal responsibility in the appropria-
tions process under the Constitution. It
is true the President has to sign the
bill, but we are the baseline appropri-
ators. While we have disagreed on some
of the priorities, I believe that Senator
HARKIN and I have crafted a bill, which
the subcommittee accepted and the full
committee accepted, that is a realistic
and appropriate allocation of those pri-
orities. It is for that reason, as much
as I like afterschool programs, there
has to be some limit before we go into
Social Security, some limit consid-
ering how much we have added to edu-
cation.

Mrs. BOXER. Will my friend yield for
a clarification on a conversation we
had a moment ago?

Mr. SPECTER. On the four Repub-
licans who voted against the tax bill?

Mrs. BOXER. No, it is only two, that
is what we were told.

Mr. SPECTER. Senators VOINOVICH,
COLLINS, SNOWE, and I all voted against
the tax bill; it was a 50-49 vote. One Re-
publican was absent, four Republicans
voted against it. Forty-five Democrats
voted against it, plus four Republicans:
VOINOVICH, COLLINS, SNOWE, and SPEC-
TER.

Mrs. BOXER. We have the vote. It
shows two voted against.

Mr. SPECTER. You have the first tax
bill, the bill out of the Senate, where
VOINOVICH and ARLEN SPECTER voted
against it. The conference report,
which is the tax bill, had four Repub-
licans voting in opposition.

Mrs. BOXER. I was speaking about
the vote in the Senate, when the Sen-
ate bill came before us. There were two
and you were one of the two. I want to
make sure the RECORD shows that.

Mr. SPECTER. It is a vote in the
Senate on the conference report.

Mrs. BOXER. Fine. Then we could
say two voted against it the first time
in the Senate and when it came back
from the conference, four.

The point I made is very obvious.

Mr. SPECTER. Will the Senator from
California agree that some Republicans
voted against it?

Mrs. BOXER. I agree that two Repub-
licans out of 55 voted against it in the
Senate. I don’t know what the point is.
I am glad you did, Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BUN-
NING). All time has expired.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I take
that as a concession that some Repub-
licans voted against it.

Mrs. BOXER. Well,
mean it as a concession.

don’t. I don’t
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

Mr. SPECTER. I move to table. Mr.
President, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion
to table amendment No. 1809.

The yeas and nays have been ordered.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative assistant called the
roll.

Mr. NICKLES. I announce that the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN) is
necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 54,
nays 45, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 299 Leg.]

YEAS—bH4
Abraham Feingold Mack
Allard Fitzgerald McConnell
Ashcroft Frist Murkowski
Bennett Gorton Nickles
Bond Gramm Roberts
Brownback Grams Roth
Bunning Grassley Santorum
Burns Gregg Sessions
Campbell Hagel Shelby
Chafee Hatch Smith (NH)
Cochran Helms Smith (OR)
Collins Hutchinson Specter
Coverdell Hutchison Stevens
Craig Inhofe Thomas
Crapo Jeffords Thompson
DeWine Kyl Thurmond
Domenici Lott Voinovich
Enzi Lugar Warner
NAYS—45
Akaka Edwards Lieberman
Baucus Feinstein Lincoln
Bayh Graham Mikulski
Biden Harkin Moynihan
Bingaman Hollings Murray
Boxer Inouye Reed
Breaux Johnson Reid
Bryan Kennedy Robb
Byrd Kerrey Rockefeller
Cleland Kerry Sarbanes
Conrad Kohl Schumer
Daschle Landrieu Snowe
Dodd Lautenberg Torricelli
Dorgan Leahy Wellstone
Durbin Levin Wyden
NOT VOTING—1
McCain

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote.

Mr. REID. I move to lay that motion
on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
S. 82

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, we have
been working quite some time now to
get a final agreement on how to bring
up the FAA reauthorization bill. This
is important legislation. We have tried
to extend the time, and there has been
resistance to that. We have tried to di-
rect a conference; there has been re-
sistance to that.

So it is important we have a couple
days to have debate relevant amend-
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ments and deal with this issue. We are
working on both sides of the aisle, and
I think we have resolved most of the
questions. If there is any one remain-
ing problem, I would like to flesh it out
so we can deal with it.

I ask unanimous consent that on
Monday, October 4, it be in order for
the majority leader to proceed to the
consideration of S. 82, the FAA reau-
thorization bill, that the majority and
minority managers of the bill be au-
thorized to modify the committee
amendments and, further, that only
aviation-related amendments and rel-
evant second-degree amendments be in
order to the bill.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I will
object at this point. I do so only be-
cause it is my understanding that the
junior Senator from New York, Mr.
SCHUMER, is still awaiting an answer
from the manager of the bill, Senator
McCAIN. They have been negotiating
now for several days. The Senator from
New York indicated he hopes that in a
matter of hours he will hear from Sen-
ator MCCAIN’s office. As soon as he gets
that clarification from Senator
McCAIN, I think he will be more than
happy to agree to this unanimous con-
sent request. I will certainly notify the
majority leader when that happens.
Then it would be my expectation we
could agree to this unanimous consent
request. We have worked through a
number of other problems and issues
Senators have raised.

I appreciate the cooperation of all
Senators, especially those on my side
of the aisle who have worked with us to
get to this point. This is an important
bill. It needs to be done. I hope it will
be done next Monday.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. LOTT. I thank the Democratic
leader for that response.

The manager of the bill and the rank-
ing member, Senator MCCAIN and Sen-
ator HOLLINGS, are really anxious to go
forward with this. There is an under-
standing on both sides of the aisle that
this is very important legislation we
have to complete.

We have worked through problems
that Senator ROBB had, Senator ABRA-
HAM, a number of Senators who have
amendments, but they will be able to
offer those relevant amendments under
this agreement.

I hope later on today we can lock in
this agreement and be on this bill then
next Monday, and after a reasonable
time for debate and amendments, sure-
ly we can finish it by the close of busi-
ness on Tuesday.

Also, Mr. President, there had been
an indication that some amendment
might be offered on the Labor-HHS-
Education appropriations bill on an un-
related matter but one with which,
frankly, we are prepared to go forward.

————
UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST—
TREATY DOCUMENT NO. 105-28

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, as in exec-
utive session, I ask unanimous consent
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that at 10 a.m. on Wednesday, October
6, the Foreign Relations Committee be
discharged from further consideration
of treaty document No. 105-28 and the
document be placed on the Executive
Calendar, if not previously reported by
the committee.

I further ask consent that at 10 a.m.
on Wednesday, the Senate begin con-
sideration of treaty document No. 105-
28—this is the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty—and the treaty be advanced
through the various parliamentary
stages up to and including the presen-
tation of the resolution of ratification,
and there be one relevant amendment
in order to the resolution of ratifica-
tion to be offered by each leader; in
other words, there would be two of
those.

I further ask that there be a total of
10 hours of debate to be equally divided
in the usual form and no other amend-
ments, reservations, conditions, dec-
larations, statements, understandings,
or motions be in order.

I further ask that following the use
or yielding back of time and the dis-
position of the amendments, the Sen-
ate proceed to vote on adoption of the
resolution of ratification, as amended,
if amended, all without any inter-
vening action or debate.

I also ask consent that following the
vote, the motion to reconsider be laid
upon the table, the resolution to return
to the President be deemed agreed to,
and the Senate immediately resume
legislative session.

Basically, after consultation on both
sides of the aisle, and especially with
the chairman of the Foreign Relations
Committee, we are asking that we go
to a reasonable time for debate and a
vote on this Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty.

I think this treaty is bad, bad for the
country and dangerous, but if there is
demand that we go forward with it, as
I have been hearing for 2 years, we are
ready to go.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ob-
ject to this request for three reasons.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. DASCHLE. First, 10 hours of de-
bate is totally insufficient for a treaty
as important as this. I appreciate very
much the majority leader’s willingness
to respond to the continued requests
we have made for consideration of this
treaty. He and I hold a different view
about the importance of it, but we are
certainly willing to have a debate and
have the vote.

I appreciate as well his willingness to
respond as quickly as he has. In this
case, we have been attempting to get
to this point for a long period of time.
But October 6 is a time that I don’t
think allows for adequate preparation
for a debate of this magnitude.

Keep in mind, no hearings have been
held yet on this issue. Unfortunately,
as a result of that, I don’t think people
are fully cognizant of the ramifications
of this treaty and the importance of it.
I will certainly agree to a time certain
if we can extend the length of debate.
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I would also be concerned about the
language in the unanimous-consent re-
quest that assumes this treaty will be
defeated. The last paragraph makes an
assumption that we are not prepared to
make at this point. We don’t think it
necessarily will be defeated.

We look forward to working with the
leader and coming up with a time we
can debate it and give it the time it de-
serves. I hope it will be done sometime
this coming month. I look forward to
working with the majority leader to
make that happen.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, three re-
sponses: First, if additional time is
needed to have a full debate, I think we
can work that out. Second, with regard
to the leader’s objection, I guess to the
language in the last paragraph, we can
talk about that and probably can work
out an agreement to drop that. Third,
there have been lots of hearings on this
issue over a long period of time and a
lot of individual briefings by Members
on both sides of the aisle. I think the
Senator would be surprised at the
amount of knowledge Members have on
this subject.

Finally, there is one sure way it will
be defeated—that is, not to ever take it
up. I would like us to get a time as
soon as possible, within the very near
future, and have that debate and have
a vote.

Mr. DORGAN. Will the Senator from
Mississippi yield for a question?

Mr. LOTT. Do I have time, Mr. Presi-
dent?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has the floor.

Mr. LOTT. Yes, I am glad to yield.

Mr. DORGAN. I appreciate the cour-
tesy of the majority leader. I hope we
can find a way by which we are able to
debate and vote on this treaty. I don’t
share the opinion that it is dangerous.
I think it is important for the interests
of this country that we ratify this trea-
ty. Whatever the agreement, I also
think it would be useful to have a hear-
ing in the coming days and have the
Joint Chiefs of Staff and others come
forward and tell us their views.

Mr. LOTT. One observation, if the
Senator will withhold for a second:
This agreement doesn’t preclude hear-
ings in the appropriate committees ei-
ther this week or next week.

Mr. DORGAN. I understand it would
not preclude it, but would it nec-
essarily include it? Does the majority
leader think such hearings will be
held? Notwithstanding that, I still
think, one way or the other, we ought
to get to this treaty, get it to the floor,
debate it, and vote on it.

Mr. LOTT. We are ready, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Mr. DORGAN. Does the Senator be-
lieve there will be a hearing in the
coming days?

Mr. LOTT. I don’t know. I assume
that could happen. There are at least
two chairmen who would probably be
willing to do something in that area.

I yield to the distinguished chairman
of the Foreign Relations Committee.

S11667

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I am get-
ting a little weary of this business of
saying this is true and that is true
when it is not true.

We have held at least nine hearings
on this matter. We have invited Sen-
ators to come. They didn’t want to
come. I have done the best I can to
have hearings. But if the Senators
won’t come, and if the news media
won’t report what we have had, I be-
lieve I have discharged my responsi-
bility.

Let’s hear no more about ‘‘no hear-
ings.” There have been hearings; the
Senators from the other side just
didn’t participate.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, if it would
be appropriate, I yield the floor at this
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I am al-
ways reluctant to disagree publicly
with my friend from North Carolina,
the chairman of the full committee, be-
cause we get along so well. We have a
fundamental disagreement on this
issue. But I am unaware of any hear-
ings we have had in the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee on this treaty.

We have had hearings on the ABM
Treaty. We have had hearings on the
ABM Treaty. We have had hearings on
the protocol to the ABM Treaty, and
the demarcation issue. We have had
hearings on the impact of theater mis-
sile defense. We have had those hear-
ings. They all implicate the Com-
prehensive Test Ban Treaty. But we
have had, to the best of my knowledge,
no hearings on the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty.

I note for the RECORD one Senator’s
view. I think it is shared by many.

This is the single most significant
issue facing the entire question of pro-
liferation of nuclear weapons, and it
holds the key for good or bad, depend-
ing on your perspective, on every other
aspect of our strategic defenses.

So it is, to me, not reasonable. The
chairman has been very straight-
forward with me—and I respect him for
it—in the many urgings I have made to
him to have hearings. He said to me:
Joe, we will have hearings if the fol-
lowing things occur.

He lays it out. He said: We will have
hearings if we first do ABM, if we first
do the Kyoto treaty, if we first do
other things. He has set priorities. He
has been straightforward, honest, and
up front about it for the last 2 years.
This is the only thing he and I have
had a real disagreement on.

But the idea that we have had hear-
ings on this treaty is not true. I am not
suggesting that the chairman is inten-
tionally misleading the Senate. He
may think in terms of since we have
had hearings that implicate other as-
pects of our strategic defenses and our
strategic offensive capability that we
have done this, but we haven’t.

The Government Affairs Committee,
I thought, had some hearings on it re-
lating particularly to the stockpiling
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issue and the testing of the stock-
piling. And I think maybe even the
Armed Services Committee may have
had hearings on it.

But I want to get something straight.
I am going to sound to the public like
a typical Washingtonian Senator. The
only outfit that has jurisdiction over
this is the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee—the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. That is one of our principal
functions.

With all due respect to my col-
leagues, we haven’t had hearings.

Let me say one word in conclusion.

I am willing and anxious to have an
up-or-down vote on this because, as the
majority leader said, if we don’t vote,
the treaty loses anyway. I would rather
everybody be counted. I want every-
body on the line. I want every Senator
voting yes or no on this treaty so we
all can put ourselves in line so that, if
India and Pakistan end up—while we
are pleading with them to ratify this
treaty, while we are pleading with
them not to deploy—if they end up de-
ploying nuclear weapons, I am going to
be on the floor reminding everybody
what happened and the sequence of
events. I will not be able to prove that
is why they did it. But I can sure make
a pretty strong case.

I want everybody coming up this
next year—everybody from the Presi-
dential candidates to all of our col-
leagues running for reelection—to be
counted on this issue.

That is why I am willing—I am in the
minority—to have the vote today. I am
willing to go ahead. I am not the lead-
er. But I will tell you, I think this is a
critical issue. We have had no hearings.

It makes sense what my friend from
North Carolina says—that we should
have hearings, and we should do it in
an orderly fashion. We should proceed
this way. Apparently, we are not going
to proceed this way; therefore, we will
have to do it in a way in which the
committee system was not designed to
function. If that is the only way we can
get a vote, fine.

I conclude by saying that I don’t
doubt for a second the intensity with
which my friend from North Carolina
believes this treaty is against the in-
terests of the United States any more
than he doubts for a second my deep-
seated belief that it is in the ultimate
interest of the United States.

But these are the issues over which
people should win and lose. These are
the big issues. These are the issues
that impact upon the future of the
United States and the world. This is
the stuff we should be doing instead of
niggling over whether or not you know
somebody smoked marijuana or did
something when they were 15. This is
what this body is designed to do. This
is our responsibility, and I am anxious
to engage it.

If it is 10 hours, 2 hours, or 20 hours,
the longer the better to inform the
American public. Hearings would be il-
luminating.

But since that is probably not going
to happen, I say to my friend from
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North Carolina that I am ready to go.
I expect he and I will be going toe to
toe on what is in the interest of Amer-
ica. I respect his view. I thank God for
him. I love him. But he is dead wrong
on this. But I still love him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina.

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum so I can get
my records over here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative assistant proceeded
to call the roll.

The Senator from Georgia.

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

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. HELMS. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I thank
the Chair. I ask unanimous consent
that the quorum call be suspended, and
that at the conclusion of Senator
CLELAND’s remarks I be recognized.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I shall not ob-
ject, I ask that I be recognized fol-
lowing the remarks of the Senator
from North Carolina.

Mr. HELMS. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative assistant proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. HELMS. 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. HELMS. I ask that I be recog-
nized.

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

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, my dear
friends from the other side of the aisle
are refusing to agree to a unanimous
consent agreement to bring the Com-
prehensive Test Ban Treaty to the Sen-
ate floor for debate and a vote on Octo-
ber 7, 1999.

Having said that, I ask unanimous
consent it be in order for me to request
Senator CLELAND be recognized for
whatever time he needs and at the con-
clusion of his remarks I be recognized
again.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DORGAN. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. President, the Senator from
North Carolina objected to my being
recognized following his statement on
the floor. The Senator from North
Carolina, as I understand, is pro-
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pounding a unanimous consent request
that the Senator from Georgia be rec-
ognized, following which he be recog-
nized. I ask consent I be recognized fol-
lowing the Senator from North Caro-
lina.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. HELMS. I object.

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent, first, to yield to
our colleague from Georgia for pur-
poses of a request and then for pur-
poses of making a unanimous consent
request that has to do with estab-
lishing my order in the line to offer an
amendment relative to the pending leg-
islation.

Mr. HELMS. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

Mr. GRAHAM. Did the Senator from
North Carolina object?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, he
did.

Mr. GRAHAM. Would the Senator
from North Carolina object if my mo-
tion was to yield to the Senator from
Georgia for purposes of the motion he
wishes to make?

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I think
the RECORD will show I already rec-
ommended Senator CLELAND be recog-
nized at the conclusion of which I shall
have the floor; is that not the case?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. GRAHAM. I am asking unani-
mous consent to yield to the Senator
from Georgia for the purposes of the
motion of the Senator from Georgia; is
there objection to that?

Mr. HELMS. I do object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina added to that
he be recognized immediately after the
Senator from Georgia.

Mr. GRAHAM. I accept that if I could
be recognized between the Senators
from Georgia and North Carolina for
purposes of my procedural motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I don’t
understand the request.

Mr. GRAHAM. The request is, first,
that the Senator from Georgia be rec-
ognized for the purposes of a motion,
and I be recognized for a unanimous
consent that will only ask my amend-
ment be taken up as the next Demo-
cratic amendment relative to the pend-
ing legislation; and then the third step
is the Senator from North Carolina
would be recognized.

Mr. REID. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, I say to my friend from Florida,
we already have a Democratic amend-
ment that is mine; we are waiting to do
that. That is the next one.

Mr. HELMS. We can’t have a col-
loquy.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ob-
ject to the request of the Senator from
Florida.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. The Senator from
Florida has the floor.
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Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I want
to yield to the Senator from Georgia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, who gets the floor
when the Senator from Georgia has fin-
ished his remarks?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The floor
is open.

Mr. HELMS. I object unless it is rec-
ognized by all that I get the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I don’t object to
the Senator from Georgia speaking. I
don’t object to the Senator from North
Carolina speaking. I simply ask if the
Senator from North Carolina gets con-
sent to be recognized, that I get con-
sent to be recognized following his
presentation. As I understand it, he has
objected to that; is that the case?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct. Is there an objection to his re-
quest now?

Mr. DORGAN. Whose request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yours.

Mr. DORGAN. I will certainly not ob-
ject to my request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

Mr. GRAHAM. Reserving the right to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia is recognized.

BIRTHDAY GREETINGS TO JIMMY
CARTER

Mr. CLELAND. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of Senate Reso-
lution 192 introduced earlier by myself
and the distinguished senior Senator
from Georgia, Mr. COVERDELL.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative assistant read as fol-
lows:

A resolution (S.Res. 192) extending birth-
day greetings and best wishes to Jimmy Car-
ter in recognition of his 75th birthday.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. CLELAND. Mr. President, Henry
David Thoreau once said “If one ad-
vances confidently in the direction of
his dreams, and endeavors to live the
life which he has imagined, he will
meet with a success unexpected in
common hours.” I rise before my col-
leagues today to reflect on the suc-
cesses of one of our nation’s great lead-
ers and to pay tribute on the occasion
of his 75th birthday, President Jimmy
Carter.

James Earl Carter, Jr. was born Oc-
tober 1, 1924, in Plains, Georgia. Peanut
farming, talk of politics, and devotion
to the Baptist faith were mainstays of
his upbringing. Upon graduation in 1946
from the United States Naval Academy
in Annapolis, Maryland, he married
Rosalynn Smith. The Carters have
three sons, John William (Jack), James
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Earl III (Chip), Donnel Jeffrey (Jeff),
and a daughter, Amy Lynn.

After seven years’ service as a naval
officer, Jimmy Carter returned to
Plains. In 1962 he entered state politics,
and eight years later he was elected
Governor of Georgia. Among the new
young southern governors, he attracted
attention by emphasizing the environ-
ment, efficiency in government, and
the removal of racial barriers. I was
pleased to serve in the Georgia State
Senate during his Governorship and to
support his reform agenda.

Jimmy Carter announced his can-
didacy for President in December 1974
and began a two-year campaign that
quickly gained momentum. At the
Democratic National Convention, he
was nominated on the first ballot. He
campaigned hard, debating President
Ford three times, and won the Presi-
dency in 1976 by 56 electoral votes. One
of the greatest honors of my life was
when President Carter chose me to lead
the Veterans’ Administration. In fact, I
was President Carter’s first scheduled
appointment—it was not more than a
couple hours after the inauguration
when he asked me to be a part of his
administration. It remains one of my
proudest moments.

As President Jimmy Carter worked
hard to combat the continuing eco-
nomic woes of inflation and unemploy-
ment by the end of his administration,
he could claim an increase of nearly
eight million jobs and a decrease in the
budget deficit, measured as a percent-
age of the gross national product. He
dealt with the energy shortage by es-
tablishing a national energy policy and
by decontrolling domestic petroleum
prices to stimulate production. He
prompted Government efficiency
through civil service reform and pro-
ceeded with deregulation of the truck-
ing and airline industries.

President Carter also sought to im-
prove the environment in many ways.
His expansion of the National Park
System included protection of 103 mil-
lion acres of Alaskan wilderness. To in-
crease human and social services, he
created the Department of Education,
bolstered the Social Security system,
and appointed record mnumbers of
women, African-Americans, and His-
panics to jobs in the Federal Govern-
ment.

In foreign affairs, Jimmy Carter set
his own style. His championing of
human rights was coldly received by
the Soviet Union and some other na-
tions. In the Middle East, through the
Camp David agreement of 1978, he
helped bring amity between Egypt and
Israel. He succeeded in obtaining ratifi-
cation of the Panama Canal treaties.
Building upon the work of prede-
cessors, he established full diplomatic
relations with the People’s Republic of
China and completed negotiation of the
SALT II nuclear limitation treaty with
the Soviet Union.

Remarkably fit and compulsively ac-
tive, President Carter remains a lead-
ing figure on the world stage. After
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leaving the White House, Jimmy Car-
ter returned to Georgia, where in 1982
he founded the nonprofit Carter Center
in Atlanta to promote human rights
worldwide. The Center has initiated
projects in more than 65 countries to
resolve conflicts, prevent human rights
abuses, build democracy, improve
health, and revitalize urban areas.

His invaluable service through his
work at the Carter Center has earned
him a record that many regard as one
of the finest among any American ex-
President in history. Jimmy Carter’s
high-profile, high-stakes diplomatic
missions produced a cease-fire in Bos-
nia and prevented a United States in-
vasion of Haiti. He supervised elections
in newly democratic countries and has
aided in the release of political pris-
oners around the world.

Jimmy Carter and his wife,
Rosalynn, still reside in Plains, Geor-
gia and enjoy their ever-growing fam-
ily which now includes 10 grand-
children. I ask my colleagues today to
join with Mrs. Carter, Jack, Chip, Jeff,
and Amy to honor President Carter on
his 75th birthday.

Mr. COVERDELL. Mr. President, I
rise today to offer a few comments on
the occasion of the 75th birthday of our
Nation’s 39th President and fellow
Georgian, James Earl Carter.

I have known President Carter and
his lovely wife Rosalynn since my days
in the Georgia State Senate, and I have
always known him to be a very gra-
cious, forthright, and effective public
official. Jimmy Carter has dedicated
his life to his country—graduate of the
United States Naval Academy, member
of the Georgia State Senate, Governor
of Georgia, and of course, President of
the United States.

Many former Presidents choose a
slower and more relaxed lifestyle once
they leave office. But not Jimmy Car-
ter. Since leaving office, he has been a
leading advocate for democracy, peace,
and human rights throughout the
world. The Carter Center,
headquartered in Atlanta, is one of the
most renowned organizations in the
area of promoting health and peace in
nations around the globe.

Mr. Carter has also been a leader in
our country’s struggles to end poverty.
In 1991 he launched the Atlanta
Project, an initiative aimed at attack-
ing social problems associated with
poverty.

Besides the Atlanta Project, Mr. and
Mrs. Carter are regular volunteers for
Habitat for Humanity, a charitable or-
ganization dedicated to ending home-
lessness throughout the world. As two
of Habitat’s most well-known volun-
teers, each year they lead the Jimmy
Carter Work Project, a week-long
event that brings together volunteers
from around the world for this noble ef-
fort.

Mr. President, the resolution brought
forward by my colleague Mr. CLELAND
and myself will express the Senate’s
best wishes to President Carter on his
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