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I am honored to cosponsor this bipartisan
joint resolution recognizing the 50th anniver-
sary of the Korean war and honoring the sac-
rifice of those who served. We are introducing
the legislation today, calling upon our fellow
Members of Congress to support us.

———

CONGRATULATIONS ON YOUR
100TH BIRTHDAY, ANNIE GOFFREDI

HON. SCOTT McINNIS

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 1, 2000

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
take a moment to recognize a woman who
has recently celebrated her 100th birthday.

Annie Goffredi was born on January 5,
1900, in Missouri. She moved to Colorado
with her husband so that he could mine for
coal.

Annie acknowledges that many changes
have taken place in the last 100 years. She
has been witness to the first uses of many in-
ventions including: washing machines, elec-
tricity, cars and even musical instruments.
Annie’s first memories of a car involve a man
that would give the children rides after school.
Annie also rode in a car to go into town to
vote.

Annie has enjoyed being able to travel to
Russia and Europe. She also enjoys reading
and attributes that interest to her father.

Although she does not have an anecdote for
living to be 100 years old, Annie says that she
is grateful to just live.

It is with this, Mr. Speaker, that | would like
to offer my congratulations and best wishes
for Annie Goffredi as she celebrates her 100th
birthday.y

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. XAVIER BECERRA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 1, 2000

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, due to a com-
mitment in my district on Monday, January 31,
2000, | was unable to cast my floor vote on
rolicall Nos. 2-3. The votes | missed include
rolicall vote No. 2 on Suspending the Rules
and agreeing to H. Con. Res. 244, Authorizing
the Use of the Rotunda for Holocaust Memo-
rial; and rollcall vote No. 3 on Suspending the
Rules and Agreeing to Senate Amendments to
H.R. 2130, the Hillory J. Farias and Samantha
Reid Date-Rape Prevention Drug Act of 1999.

Had | been present for the votes, | would
have voted “aye” on rollcall votes Nos. 2 and
3.

—————

IN TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
LLOYD DUXBURY

HON. MARTIN OLAV SABO

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, February 1, 2000
Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, today it is my

pleasure to pay tribute to a great American,
my former Speaker in the Minnesota State

House of Representatives—the Honorable
Lloyd Duxbury. After 50 years of distinguished
service to the people of Minnesota and the
Nation, “Dux” has announced his retirement.

During World War I, Lloyd Duxbury served
in the U.S. Army, and then went on to finish
his undergraduate work at Harvard. After grad-
uating from Harvard Law School in 1949, he
returned to his hometown of Caledonia, MN,
to join his father's law practice. In 1950, he
was elected to the Minnesota State House of
Representatives, where he served as Minority
Leader from 1959 to 1963, and Speaker from
1963 to 1971.

After leaving the Minnesota State House,
Dux made his way to Washington, DC to work
as an advocate for Burlington Northern Rail-
road. He went on to serve on the staff of the
U.S. Senate Special Aging Committee. In
1989, Dux joined the staff of the National
Committee to Preserve Social Security and
Medicare, where for the past 10 years he has
served as a tireless advocate for our Nation’s
seniors.

Although Lloyd Duxbury and | served on dif-
ferent sides of the aisle of the Minnesota State
House, | cherish the years | worked with him.
His leadership in the legislature was always
marked by the finest traditions of public serv-
ice. | learned a lot from Dux, who is one of the
hardest working people | have known. | also
remember him as the quickest gavel around—
especially during the years when he served as
Speaker of the House and | served as Minority
Leader. Whenever | turned around, it seemed,
there he was, banging his gavel yet again.

On a more serious note, it is clear to me—
and to all of us who served with him—that
Lloyd Duxbury always considered it a privilege
to serve his constituents. | consider myself
lucky to have served with him. As he retires
and embarks upon a new path in his life back
in Minnesota, | know we in Washington will
miss Dux’s advice and counsel on issues im-
portant to Minnesota and the Nation.

Today, Lloyd Duxbury celebrates his 78th
birthday. Mr. Speaker, in addition to offering
my warmest birthday wishes to my friend Dux,
| would like to wish him the best of luck and
good health always.

———————

DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE
STROBE TALBOTT DISCUSSES
THE FUTURE OF RUSSIA

HON. TOM LANTOS

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 1, 2000

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
call the attention of my colleagues to an excel-
lent speech given by our outstanding Deputy
Secretary of State, Strobe Talbott. The speech
was given at All Souls College at Oxford Uni-
versity on January 21 of this year. The speech
was published in The Washington Times on
January 28. | ask that the text of Deputy Sec-
retary Talbott's speech be placed in the
ReEcORD. The future of Russia is a matter of
great interest and great concern to the Amer-
ican people. In this speech Strobe Talbott
gives us the benefit of his long experience
with Russia and his critical insight, and | urge
my colleagues to give his comments thought-
ful attention.
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[From the Washington Times, Jan. 28, 2000]
WHICH WAY RUSSIA? CHECHNYA IS THE TEST
(By Strobe Talbott)

In many ways, Russia is a self-liberated
country, but it’s also in many ways an un-
happy, confused and angry one. That’s partly
because almost every good thing that has
happened there over the past decade—and
there are many—has had its dark underside.

For example, the implosion of the mono-
lithic police state has left a vacuum of the
kind that nature—especially human nature—
abhors. In place of the old, bureaucratized
criminality there is a new kind of lawless-
ness. It’s what my friend and colleague
Bronislaw Geremek has called ‘‘the privat-
ization of power.” And it has, quite literally,
given a bad name to democracy, reform, the
free market, even liberty itself. Many Rus-
sians have come to associate those words
with corruption and with the Russian state’s
inadequacy in looking after the welfare of its
citizens. For all these reasons, Russia’s first
decade as an electoral democracy has been a
smutnoye vremya, or ‘‘time of troubles.”’

That brings me to Chechnya, which is the
most visible and violent of Russia’s troubles.
That republic is one of 89 regions of Russia—
it constitutes less than one-tenth of 1 per-
cent of landmass that stretches across 11
time zones. But with every passing week, the
horror unfolding there becomes increasingly
the focus of Russia’s attention—and the
world’s condemnation. In just the past few
days, Russian forces have renewed their on-
slaught against Grozny, where thousands of
civilians remain trapped, unable to flee to
safety. There are reports of Chechen rebels
using civilians as human shields, of Russian
military units using incendiary devices and
fuel-air explosives.

What we are seeing is a gruesome reminder
of how hard it is for Russia to break free of
its own past. Indeed, Chechnya is an em-
blematic part of that past. The region has
been a thorn in Russia’s side for about 300
years. Leo Tolstoy served in the czarist
army there and wrote about the often-losing
struggle to make those mountain warriors
loyal subjects of the Russian Empire. In 1944,
Josef Stalin had the perfect totalitarian so-
lution to the problem: wholesale deportation
of the Chechen people—or what we would
call today ethnic cleansing.

In this decade, Chechnya has been a recur-
rent obstacle to Russia’s movement in the
direction that we, and many Russians, hope
will mark its course. While elsewhere across
the vastness of Russia, reformers have been
experimenting with what they call new
thinking, the seemingly intractable conflict
in the North Caucasus has brought out the
worst of old thinking: namely, the excessive
reliance on force and the treatment of entire
categories of people as enemies.

And by the way: It’s not just the old-think-
ers who are to blame for this relapse. From
1992 through 1993, a reform-ist government in
Moscow left Chechnya largely to its own de-
vices. The combination of Moscow’s neglect
and miserable local conditions whetted the
Chechens’ appetite for total independence.
Had Chechnya attained that status, it would
immediately have qualified as a failed state.
Kidnapping, drug trafficking and every other
form of criminality were rampant. It was an
anarchist’s utopia and any government’s
nightmare.

When Russia tried to reimpose control, the
result was a bloody debacle. The first
Chechen war, from ’94 to ’96, ended, in sig-
nificant measure, because it was so unpopu-
lar. Boris Yeltsin wanted the fighting over
before he faced re-election, so he ended it on
terms that granted the Chechen authorities
even more autonomy.
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But once again, Moscow, having extricated
itself, averted its gaze. The central govern-
ment made virtually no effort to help estab-
lish Chechnya as a secular, peaceful, pros-
perous polity within the Russian Federation.
The deteriorating conditions and free-for-all
atmosphere became an even stronger magnet
for secessionists, Islamic radicals and other
extremists, many indigenous but some for-
eign as well. Last summer, some of these ele-
ments used Chechen territory as a base of of-
fensive operations against other parts of
Russia.

Now, here’s where the irony is most acute:
Unlike the one four years ago, the current
war has had broad popular support. That’s
primarily because most Russians have no
doubt that this time, rather than their army
being bogged down in some remote and basi-
cally alien hinterland, this time it’s defend-
ing a heartland that is under attack from
marauding outsiders—including outsiders
within—that is, non-Russians living in Rus-
sia.

Thus, Chechnya has fanned the resurgence
of another ism—nationalism. That phe-
nomenon was the target of particular pas-
sion and eloquence on the part of Sir Isaiah
Berlin, the late British historian of ideas. He
saw nationalism as inherently conducive to
intolerance and friction, both inside states
and between them. He recognized that na-
tional consciousness exists, by definition, in
all nations; but he warned that when the na-
tion in question feels afflicted by the
“wounds’” of ‘‘collective humiliation” na-
tionalism becomes what he called ‘‘an in-
flamed condition.”

Russia today suffers from just such a con-
dition. Chechnya has generated fears,
resentments and frustrations in its own
right. But it has also come to symbolize for
many Russians a more general sense of
grievance and vulnerability after a decade of
other difficulties and setbacks, real and
imagined—most conspicuously the enlarge-
ment of NATO and the Kosovo war.

But while there are these ominous trends,
they haven’t by any means won. The polit-
ical environment of their ebb and flow is still
pluralistic. Atavistic voices and forces are
contending with modern ones that advocate
an open, inclusive society and an open, coop-
erative approach to the outside world.

When I was in Moscow last month, I heard
the word zapadnichestvo. It might loosely be
translated as Russia’s pursuit of its Western
vocation. Zapadnichestvo is not an ism: It’s
in some ways the opposite—an endorsement
of a liberal antipathy to isms. Moreover, I
heard this word used in a favorable and even
optimistic context by at least one of Vladi-
mir Putin’s erstwhile political allies on what
Russians call ‘‘the right” of the—that is,
what we would call the liberal-democratic
end of the political spectrum.
Zapadnichestvo derives from the 19th-cen-
tury debate between the Westernizers and
the Slavophiles.

There was at least an echo of the concept
of zapadnichestvo in what Mr. Putin himself
told me when I saw him on that same trip:
He said he wants to see Russia as ‘“‘part of
the West.” Granted, he has sent other, quite
different signals to other, quite different au-
diences.

He’s been doing so rather dramatically in
recent days. We can speculate together—and
that’s all we can do at this point—on exactly
what he’s up to in his recent parliamentary
maneuvers. But one theme that he strikes
consistently, whomever he’s addressing, is a
desire to see Russia regain its strength, its
sense of national pride and purpose. In and of
itself, that goal is not only understandable—
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its achievement is indispensable. No country
can succeed without those ingredients.

It all depends on how Russia defines
strength, how it defines security. Will it do
so in today’s terms, or yesterday’s—in terms
that are proving successful elsewhere, or in
terms that have already proved disastrous
for Russia under Soviet rule? Will Russia
recognize that in an age of global—and re-
gional—interdependence, the porousness of
borders is a necessity out of which a viable
state must make a virtue? Or will it fall
back into the habit of treating this and
other facts of life as a vulnerability to be
neutralized, or—that most Soviet of all
verbs—to be liquidated? Will Russia under-
stand that indiscriminate aerial attacks,
forced movement of populations and civilian
round-ups—no matter what the original
provocation and ongoing threat—are the acts
of a weak and desperate state, not a strong
and clear-headed one?

This is the vexing question, not just about
Mr. Putin but about his country as a whole.
It’s a genuinely open question. Moreover, the
answer will probably be evolutionary, not
revolutionary. Russia has had its revolution,
and its counterrevolution. The last thing its
people want or need is another upheaval.

Evolutions, by definition, take a long
time—surely a generation or more. In the
final analysis, it’s the Russians themselves
and no one else who will decide on the char-
acter of their state.

———
2000 COLORADO BUSINESS HALL OF
FAME INDUCTEES, MR. DICK

ROBINSON AND MR. EDDIE ROB-
INSON

HON. SCOTT McINNIS

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 1, 2000

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
take this opportunity to recognize two induct-
ees for the 2000 Colorado Business Hall of
Fame, Mr. Dick Robinson and Mr. Eddie Rob-
inson.

Jointly produced by the Denver Metro
Chamber of Commerce and Junior Achieve-
ment, the Colorado Business Hall of Fame
recognizes outstanding Colorado businesses
and civic leaders from the past and present,
publicizes the contributions of business lead-
ers to our community and promotes the impor-
tance and value of the private enterprise sys-
tem.

Best known for their leadership of Robinson
Dairy, a major food processor and distributor
in Colorado for more than 114 years, the Rob-
insons have left their mark beyond the day-to-
day operations of their plan. The family-run
business is a leading role model for commu-
nity development and betterment programs.

The Robinsons serve on boards and com-
mittees promoting economic development,
medical and health care issues and cultural
improvement in communities across Colorado.
Dick is currently a board member for the Co-
lumbia/HealthONE, Children’s Hospital, Ocean
Journey and the Denver Art Museum and
chair of the Rose Community Foundation.
Eddie is active on the Metropolitan State Col-
lege of Denver Foundation and has chaired
the National Jewish Center for Immunology
and Respiratory Medicine Board of Directors,
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St. Joseph Hospital Foundation Board and the
Denver Zoological Foundation Board of Trust-
ees.

The Robinson brothers have been honored
repeatedly for their involvement in the commu-
nity. Being inducted into the Colorado Busi-
ness Hall of Fame is another award to add to
the vast collection. Clearly, it is a fitting tribute
to two eminently deserving individuals.

It is with this, Mr. Speaker, that | would like
to congratulate two assets of the Denver Com-
munity, Dick Robinson and Eddie Robinson,
for being inducted into the Colorado Business
Hall of Fame.

—————

IN MEMORY OF ALWINE FENTON,
ORGANIZER AND FRIEND OF THE
ARTS

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 1, 2000

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
take a moment to remember a dear friend of
the Hayward, California community who has
recently passed on.

Alwine Fenton was a great supporter of cul-
tural awareness in the Hayward community.
She was very involved in many local art pro-
grams, and was dedicated to introducing chil-
dren to the arts, especially music, in various
ways.

From 1949 until 1986, Mrs. Fenton taught
music in Hayward’s elementary schools. In ad-
dition to teaching, Mrs. Fenton was the co-
founder, officer and director of the Southern
Alameda County Youth Orchestra, introducing
children to orchestral and symphonic music.
She also arranged concerts with the Classical
Philharmonic Orchestra of San Leandro for
thousands of Hayward area children.

Not only was Mrs. Fenton committed to pro-
moting musical awareness, but she also dedi-
cated a great deal of her time to the visual
arts in the Hayward area. She was a member
of the Hayward Arts Council, which arranges
art exhibits in downtown storefronts and
throughout the community. Mrs. Fenton had
arranged art exhibits in the City Hall since
June of 1998.

After her retirement, Mrs. Fenton continued
to remain active in the Hayward community.
She was a member of the California Retired
Teachers Association as well as the Eden
Garden Club. She was also a member of the
Friends of the Hayward Library group and the
Kaiser Hospital support group for heart pa-
tients.

Mrs. Fenton’s accomplishments have not
gone unnoticed. During her time as an educa-
tor, Mrs. Fenton received several awards from
the California Teachers Association. In 1998,
the Hayward Lions Club recognized Mrs. Fen-
ton with the Distinguished Citizen of the Year
Award.

| ask my colleagues to join with me in pay-
ing tribute to this great community leader. Mrs.
Fenton will truly be missed by all members of
the Hayward community. Her dedication to
promoting cultural awareness, especially in the
arts, will be remembered for many years to
come.
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