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A TRIBUTE TO LILLIAN LEWIS, AN 

EXCEPTIONAL LYRICIST 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 16, 1995 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I invite my col-
leagues to join me in congratulating and 
thanking Lillian Lewis for writing the beautiful 
lyrics to a song dedicated to Raoul 
Wallenberg, the meaning of which touched 
hundreds of people at the very core of their 
being. Her words truly capture the spiritual es-
sence of Raoul Wallenberg’s heroic mission. 

The song is called ‘‘Wallenberg,’’ and was 
composed by Henry and Bobbie Shaffner in 
tribute to Raoul Wallenberg, the Swedish dip-
lomat credited with saving 100,000 Jewish 
lives in Budapest in 1944. Issuing false pass-
ports, hiding people in a multitude of safe 
houses, and using raw courage and bravado, 
Wallenberg repeatedly deceived the Nazis and 
saved lives. Aware of the enormous signifi-
cance of Wallenberg’s deeds, the Shaffners 
sought unsuccessfully for years for a worthy 
lyricist. 

While attending a meeting of the American 
Society of Composers, Authors and Pub-
lishers, Lillian Lewis, a published lyricist with a 
major hit by Lou Rawls, was approached by 
the Shaffners. They spent the evening to-
gether, rode home together, and in the end 
the Shaffners asked Ms. Lewis to write the 
lyrics to their song. 

This request triggered a need in Lillian 
Lewis to know more about Raoul Wallenberg. 
She read about him avidly, recognized the ex-
ceptional courage and noble qualities that de-
fine him, and turned her assignment into a 
mission of love. 

Ms. Lewis was inspired to write the beautiful 
words that follow herein. The song and her 
lyrics were performed by the U.S. Army Band, 
Sfc. Beverly Benda, Soprano, and S. Sgt. 
Mary Beth Mailand, Harp, at the dedication of 
the bust of Raoul Wallenberg in the U.S. Cap-
itol on November 2, 1995. 

WALLENBERG 

Wallenberg, Wallenberg 
You’re a man of special courage 
You risked everything for what you knew 

was right 

Wallenberg, Now the world 
Knows the evils you have vanquished 
While protecting those who had no way to 

fight 

You came to save the children first 
It was as if you knew 
That future generations would be living be-

cause of you 

Wallenberg, You deserve 
All the glory due a hero 
Your selfless acts are part of history 

In countless ways 
You’ve won our praise 
Forever, 
Wallenberg 

EDUCATION FUNDING SUPPORT 
DAY 

HON. STENY H. HOYER 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 16, 1995 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, our American op-
portunity society is based on education. But if 
you don’t have the education to compete in to-
day’s job market, the words ‘‘Opportunity Soci-
ety’’ are meaningless. And that’s why Federal 
support for education is so critical. 

For example, in Prince George’s County, 
Carrollton Elementary School is working hard 
to give all of its students that American oppor-
tunity. In order to reach higher education 
standards, the school needs updated reading 
and writing materials. The school board has 
approved the purchase and the contract has 
been signed—but Federal budget cuts mean 
that the contract will be canceled. 

More than 100 third and fourth grade stu-
dents at Carrollton are struggling to learn to 
read. Using Federal funds, the school has pro-
vided a teacher to give these children the 
extra attention they need to catch up with their 
classmates. The education bill passed by the 
House, which I opposed, will cause this teach-
er to loose her job, because the school can’t 
afford to pay her. And in the State of Mary-
land, 21,000 teachers will lose training in en-
riched math and science curricula. 

Across the fifth district and across the coun-
try, parents are worried that their children 
aren’t safe in school. Violence in our schools 
is rising, and surveys show that one-third of 
high school seniors use marijuana. Three- 
quarters of high shool seniors drink alcohol. 
The Federal Safe and Drug-Free Schools Pro-
gram provides antidrug education and coun-
seling to 39 million children across the coun-
try. It also provides for guards and other secu-
rity measures to make our schools safe. But 
funding for that program has been cut in half 
by the Republican education proposals, elimi-
nating anti-drug and violence programs in 
1,200 Maryland schools. 

These cuts will make themselves felt from 
preschool to graduate school. The Republican 
plan will cut 48,000 young children from the 
Head Start rolls in 1996. We know that Head 
Start is a cost-effective way to provide aca-
demic enrichment, nutrition, and basic health 
care to children who will otherwise start school 
at a disadvantage and lag behind their peers. 
Despite a bipartisan commitment to improve 
Head Start quality and give a Head Start op-
portunity to as many children as possible, the 
Republicans have cut Head Start for the first 
time in the program’s history. In Maryland, 
these cuts mean that more than 1,000 children 
will be denied the help they need to start 
school ready to learn. This is unfair, and com-
promises our children’s future. 

Also, in Maryland universities, almost 
54,000 students who rely on Stafford loans to 
go to college will see their costs go up. The 
average Maryland student graduates from col-
lege $13,500 in debt. And under Republican 
budget proposals, that debt will rise by more 
than $3,000 in additional interest payments. 
The average graduate student in Maryland will 
see his or her interest rise by more than 
$9,000. 

America is proud of its opportunity society. 
We are proud that we send more students to 

college than any other country. But cuts in 
Federal education funding jeopardize this 
proud history. 

We all know that simply throwing money at 
education won’t solve the problems our stu-
dents and schools face. But we also know that 
cutting education funding when our education 
system is struggling will only make the prob-
lem worse. Cutting support for students is bad 
educational policy, and bad economic policy. I 
urge my colleagues to join me in supporting 
National Education Funding Day. 

f 

LAKE GASTON PROTECTION ACT 
OF 1995 

HON. L.F. PAYNE 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 16, 1995 

Mr. PAYNE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker; today 
I am pleased to join as a cosponsor of the 
Lake Gaston Protection Act of 1995, which 
was introduced by Congressman DAVID 
FUNDERBURK. This bill is a companion to iden-
tical legislation introduced yesterday in the 
Senate by Senators HELMS and FAIRCLOTH of 
North Carolina. 

This bill is intended to achieve a fair and eq-
uitable solution to a long-standing dispute be-
tween the States of North Carolina and Vir-
ginia. This dispute centers on Lake Gaston, 
which is a manmade lake that straddles 34 
miles of Virginia’s southern border with North 
Carolina. For more than 10 years, Virginia 
Beach has been engaged in a fierce legal 
struggle with North Carolina and southside Vir-
ginia over the city’s plan to withdraw some 60 
million gallons of water per day from Lake 
Gaston. Pipeline opponents, including my 
House and Senate colleagues from North 
Carolina, have used every appropriate means 
at our disposal to fight this plan. 

Those of us who have fought this pipeline 
have done so because of several fundamental 
concerns, none of which has been adequately 
addressed by the Federal Government during 
the licensure and review of this massive pipe-
line project. 

First, the pipeline poses a direct threat to 
economic growth and expansion in the huge 
river basin which empties into Lake Gaston, 
which is known as the Roanoke River Basin. 
Anyone involved in economic development 
knows full well that one of the first questions 
that a potential business asks when it comes 
into an area is about the availability of water. 

With more than 1,200 manufacturing firms in 
south Central Virginia alone, the region around 
Lake Gaston has an intensive need for water. 
Our leading manufacturers—some of whom 
have faced water use restrictions in the past— 
are unanimous in opposing the pipeline. They 
have seen what has happened in other States 
when industrial users upstream face various 
restrictions in order to protect water supplies 
downstream. 

One local executive from Danville, VA told 
me last spring that concerns about the pipe-
line might force his firm to look elsewhere 
when it considers expanding its Danville oper-
ations. That is not an isolated case. 

Second, pipeline opponents believe that the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
which issued the final license for this project 
late last summer, has ignored completely the 
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