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Rear Adm. (1h) Jay Bradford Yakeley III,
000-00-0000, U.S. Navy.

ENGINEERING DUTY OFFICER
To be rear admiral

Rear Adm. (1h) Paul Matthew Robinson,
000-00-0000, U.S. Navy.

The following U.S. Army National Guard
officers for promotion in the Reserve of the
Army to the grades indicated under title 10,
United States Code, sections 3385, 3392 and
12203(a):

To be major general

Gen. Crayton M. Bowen, 000-00-0000.
Gen. James D. Davis, 000-00-0000.

Gen. Robert J. Mitchell, 000-00-0000.
Gen. John E. Prendergast, 000-00-0000.
Gen. Robert E. Schulte, 000-00-0000.
Gen. Walter L. Stewart, Jr., 000-00-

Brig.
Brig.
Brig.
Brig.
Brig.
Brig.

0000.
Brig. Gen. Carroll Thackston, 000-00-0000.

To be brigadier general

Lance A. Talmage, Sr., 000-00-0000.

Robert A. Morgan, 000-00-0000.

John E. Blair, 000-00-0000.

Phillip O. Peay, 000-00-0000.

Col. Robert D. Whitworth, 000-00-0000.

Col. Ronald W. Henry, 000-00-0000.

Col. Vandiver H. Carter, 000-00-0000.

Col. Troy B. Oliver, 000-00-0000.

Col. Don C. Morrow, 000-00-0000.

Col. Smythe J. Williams, 000-00-0000.

Col. William W. Austin, 000-00-0000.

Col. Jean A. Romney, 000-00-0000.

Col. James T. Dunn, 000-00-0000.

Col. Paul T. Ott, 000-00-0000.

Col. Reid K. Beveridge, 000-00-0000.

Col. Bertus L. Sisco, 000-00-0000.

Col. Jim E. Morford, 000-00-0000.

Col. Willie A. Alexander, 000-00-0000.

Col. Steven P. Solomon, 000-00-0000.

Col. Jerry V. Grizzle, 000-00-0000.

Col. James V. Torgerson, 000-00-0000.

(The above nominations were re-
ported with the recommendation that
they be confirmed.)

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, for
the Committee on Armed Services, I
report favorably the attached listing of
nominations.

Those identified with a single aster-
isk (*) are to be placed on the Execu-
tive Calendar. Those identified with a
double asterisk (**) are to lie on the
Secretary’s desk for the information of
any Senator since these names have al-
ready appeared in the RECORDs of
March 23, April 24, May 11, 19, and 23,
1995, ask unanimous consent, to save
the expense of reprinting on the Execu-
tive Calendar, that these nominations
lie at the Secretary’s desk for the in-
formation of Senators.

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

(The nominations ordered to lie on
the Secretary’s desk were printed in
the RECORDs of March 23, April 24, May
11, 19, and 23, 1995, at the end of the
Senate proceedings.)

*In the Navy there are 18 promotions to
the grade of rear admiral (list begins with
Charles Stevenson Abbot) (Reference No.
164).

*In the Navy there are 7 promotions to the
grade of rear admiral (lower half) (list begins
with Michael Lynn Cowan) (Reference No.
204).

**In the Navy there are 258 promotions to
the grade of captain (list begins with Vin-
cent J. Andrews) (Reference No. 278).

*Lt. Gen. Kenneth R. Wykle, USA to be
placed on the retired list in the grade of lieu-
tenant general (Reference No. 288).

Col.
Col.
Col.
Col.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

**In the Air Force there are 13 promotions
to the grade of colonel (list begins with
Danny N. Armstrong) (Reference No. 341).

*In the Navy there are 186 promotions to
the grade of captain (list begins with Robert
J. Adams) (Reference No. 344).

**In the Navy there are 621 promotions to
the grade of commander (list begins with
Milton D. Abner) (Reference No. 384).

*Maj. Gen. Paul K. Van Riper, USMC to be
lieutenant general (Reference No. 388).

*Lit. Gen. Charles E. Wilhelm, USMC for re-
appointment to the grade of lieutenant gen-
eral (Reference No. 389).

*Gen. James L. Jamerson, USAF for re-
appointment to the grade of general (Ref-
erence No. 394).

*Maj. Gen. Hubert G. Smith, USA to be
lieutenant general (Reference No. 395).

*In the Army Reserve there are 28 pro-
motions to the grade of major general and
below (list begins with Crayton M. Bowen)
(Reference No. 396).

**In the Army Reserve there are 34 pro-
motions to the grade of colonel and below
(list begins with Richard F. Anderson) (Ref-
erence No. 397).

**In the Army Reserve there are 43 pro-
motions to the grade of colonel and below
(list begins with Ronald C. Bredlow) (Ref-
erence No. 398).

**In the Army there are 35 promotions to
the grade of lieutenant colonel (list begins
with James E. Agnew) (Reference No. 399).

**In the Navy there are 265 appointments
to the grade of lieutenant (list begins with
Camilo L. Abalos) (Reference No. 400).

**In the Army there are 295 promotions to
the grade of major (list begins with Robert
T. Aarhus) (Reference No. 401).

**In the Air Force Reserve there are 27 pro-
motions to the grade of lieutenant colonel
(list begins with William M. Altman III)
(Reference No. 403).

**In the Army there is 1 promotion to the
grade of lieutenant colonel (list begins with
Robert G. Kowalski) (Reference No. 404).

**In the Army there are 7 promotions to
the grade of lieutenant colonel and below
(list begins with Joseph F. Miller) (Reference
No. 405).

**In the Navy there are 1,062 appointments
to the grade of lieutenant commander and
below (list begins with Carlton L. Jones)
(Reference No. 407).

*Gen. Carl E. Mundy, Jr., USMC to be
placed on the retired list in the grade of gen-
eral (Reference No. 420).

Total: 2,906.

By Mr. SPECTER, from the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence:

George J. Tenet, of Maryland, to be Deputy
Director of Central Intelligence.

(The above nomination was reported
with the recommendation that he be
confirmed, subject to the nominee’s
commitment to respond to requests to
appear and testify before any duly con-
stituted committee of the Senate.)

By Mrs. KASSEBAUM, from the Com-
mittee on Labor and Human Resources:

Clifford Gregory Stewart, of New Jersey,
to be General Counsel of the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission for a term of
4 years.

John D. Kemp, of the District of Columbia,
to be a Member of the National Council on
Disability for a term expiring September 17,
1997.

Edmundo A. Gongzales, of Colorado, to be
Chief Financial Officer, Department of
Labor.

(The above nominations were re-
ported with the recommendation that
they be confirmed, subject to the nomi-
nee’s commitment to respond to re-
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quests to appear and testify before any
duly constituted committee of the Sen-
ate.)
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second time by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mrs. HUTCHISON:

S. 951. A bill to commemorate the service
of First Ladies Jacqueline Kennedy and Pa-
tricia Nixon to improving and maintaining
the Executive Residence of the President and
to authorize grants to the White House En-
dowment Fund in their memory to continue
their work; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

By Mr. LIEBERMAN:

S. 952. A bill to prohibit the taking of cer-
tain lands by the United States in trust for
economically self-sufficient Indian tribes for
commercial and gaming purposes, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

By Mr. CHAFEE (for himself, Ms.
MOSELEY-BRAUN, Mr. SIMON, Mr.
CAMPBELL, Mr. THOMPSON, and Mr.
PELL):

S. 953. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of black revolutionary war patriots; to
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

By Mr. HATFIELD (for himself and Mr.
MOYNIHAN):

S. 954. A bill to authorize the Architect of
the Capitol to establish a Capitol Visitor
Center under the East Plaza of the United
States Capitol, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. HELMS (for himself, Mr.
LEAHY, and Mr. REID):

S. Res. 138. A resolution relating to the
conflict in Kashmir; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

By Mr. DOLE (for himself and Mr.
DASCHLE):

S. Res. 139. A resolution to authorize the

production of records by the Select Com-

mittee on Intelligence; considered and
agreed to.
By Mr. DOLE (for himself and Mr.
DASCHLE):

S. Res. 140. A resolution to authorize the
production of records by the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence; considered and
agreed to.

————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mrs. HUTCHISON:

S. 951. A bill to commemorate the
service of First Ladies Jacqueline Ken-
nedy and Patricia Nixon to improving
and maintaining the Executive Resi-
dence of the President and to authorize
grants to the White House Endowment
Fund in their memory to continue
their work; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources.

THE WHITE HOUSE ENDOWMENT FUND MEMORIAL
GRANT AUTHORIZATION ACT

e Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President,

throughout our history as a nation the

White House has served as a public
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symbol of the President and the Fed-
eral Government. During countless
wars and national crises, we have
looked to the White House for leader-
ship.

The growth of our country, and the
growth of its importance in the world,
has caused the number of visitors and
the demands on the Executive Resi-
dence of the President—the White
House—to grow substantially. Over 1.5
million people visit the White House
annually; it’s the only Executive Resi-
dence in the world that is regularly
open to the general public.

Eventually the burden of constant
use and the neglect of our historical
treasures left the White House in dis-
repair. Until recently the White House
was not maintained as a public build-
ing suitable for exhibiting our heritage
and culture to the public.

In 1961, First Lady Jacqueline Ken-
nedy initiated the White House His-
toric Preservation Program. The pro-
gram’s goals were to restore the his-
toric integrity of the public rooms of
the White House; to establish a fine
and decorative arts collection; and to
establish the White House Historical
Association to publish and distribute
educational materials describing the
White House and its history.

Later that decade First Lady Pat
Nixon provided new leadership by over-
seeing the most extensive acquisition
of fine and decorative arts in the his-
tory of the White House. Her plan for
refurbishment of the public rooms re-
mains intact after more than 20 years.

The fine and decorative arts donated
to the White House during the leader-
ship of Mrs. Kennedy and Mrs. Nixon,
valued today at tens of millions of dol-
lars, far exceed those received during
all other modern Presidential adminis-
trations combined.

With over 1.5 million visitors annu-
ally, the Executive Residence’s public
rooms need constant care and complete
refurbishing every 8 to 10 years. To
maintain the collection of fine arts,
historic pieces must be acquired,
loaned works must be acquired, repro-
ductions need to be replaced, and re-
pairs need to be made.

First Lady Barbara Bush established
the White House Endowment Fund in
1990 to create a permanent endowment
of $25,000,000 to maintain the public
rooms and collection of the White
House. Although substantial contribu-
tions have been received from the pub-
lic, additional funds are needed to com-
plete the endowment.

Over the past 2 years we have lost
Jacqueline Kennedy and Patricia
Nixon, who were among the finest First
Ladies that have served our country. In
recognition of their service in pre-
serving and improving the White
House, and in their memory following
their recent deaths, today I am intro-
ducing legislation to authorize a me-
morial grant to the White House En-
dowment Fund to continue preserva-
tion activities at the White House.

First Ladies Jacqueline Kennedy and
Patricia Nixon devoted much of their
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service to preserving and improving
the White House. They made it a na-
tional showplace of American history,
fine arts, and decorative arts. Bestow-
ing this honor on Mrs. Kennedy and
Mrs. Nixon would be in accord with the
well-established congressional prece-
dent by which a grateful nation recog-
nizes noteworthy and enduring con-
tributions to the public interest with
memorial gifts. I hope all Senators will
join me in recognizing their work and
in preserving it for the future by sup-
porting this bill.e

By Mr. LIEBERMAN:

S. 952. A bill to prohibit the taking of
certain lands by the United States in
trust for economically self-sufficient
Indian tribes for commercial and gam-
ing purposes, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

THE INDIAN TRUST LANDS REFORM ACT OF 1995

e Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I
am introducing legislation today to re-
turn some common sense to one aspect
of the Federal Government’s policies
regarding Indian lands. My bill, the In-
dian Trust Lands Reform Act of 1995,
arises out of a problem we have been
struggling with in Connecticut for the
last couple years, but which, given the
explosive growth in Indian gaming,
other States will soon likely face as
well.

The bill would amend the Indian Re-
organization Act of 1934 to reinforce its
original purpose—helping Indian tribes
and individual Indians hold on to or ob-
tain land they need to survive eco-
nomically and ultimately support
themselves. Congress passed the 1934
act after the landholdings of some
tribes had dwindled down to acres.
Tribes and their members were selling
and losing land to foreclosures, tax ar-
rearages, and the like.

The 1934 act gave the Secretary of
the Interior the authority needed to
help tribes hold on to or acquire land
on which they could earn a living and,
further, to hold those lands in trust for
them so they would not be sold or oth-
erwise lost. Once land is taken in trust
by the United States for a tribe
through this process, it becomes part
of the tribe’s sovereign lands and is no
longer within the jurisdiction of State
or local governments or subject to tax-
ation or zoning controls.

The 1934 act specifically provides the
Secretary of the Interior with the au-
thority, ‘‘in his discretion, to acquire,
through purchase, relinquishment, gift,
exchange, or assignment, any interest
in lands * * * for the purpose of pro-
viding land for Indians.” The legisla-
tive history of the 1934 act and that
specific provision makes clear that
Congress’ purpose was ‘‘to provide for
the acquisition, through purchase, of
land for Indians, now landless, who are
anxious to make a living on such land.
* % % and ‘“‘to meet the needs of land-
less Indians and of Indian individuals
whose landholdings are insufficient for
self-support.” Senate Report No. 1080,
73d Congress, 2d Session 1-2 (1934).
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Economic conditions for most tribes
have improved since 1934 through a va-
riety of commercial, agricultural, and
other enterprises, but many are still
struggling. Few could be described as
rich or even comfortable; far too many
still live in poverty. The 1934 act
should be available to help those tribes
who still need assistance from the Fed-
eral Government in attaining economic
self-sufficiency.

Since the passage of the Indian Gam-
ing Regulatory Act in 1988, of course,
many tribes have established casinos
and gambling operations. Some have
been very successful, others less so.
One of the most successful gambling
casinos in the country is located in
eastern Connecticut and is owned and
operated by the Mashantucket Pequot
Tribe. The success of the tribe’s
Foxwoods Casino has been well-chron-
icled. Established in 1992, the casino
has been open 24-hours-a-day, 7-days-a-
week every since. Whatever one thinks
about the Indian Gaming Regulatory
Act or gambling, either morally or as a
vehicle for economic growth, the
Mashantucket Pequots seized the op-
portunity presented to them by the In-
dian Gaming Act. They have developed
an extraordinarily successful, well-run
casino in record time. In 1994, annual
casino revenues for the 300-member
tribe were said to exceed $800 million.
By any measure, the tribe has become
very wealthy.

Given the tribe’s financial success, it
is not at all surprising that it has cho-
sen to use some of those gambling reve-
nues to buy more land near its reserva-
tion in order to expand upon its suc-
cess. According to press accounts, the
tribe owns over 3,500 acres outside of
the boundaries of the reservation, in
addition to the 1,229 acres that is held
in trust on its behalf within the res-
ervation, and is now the largest private
landowner in southeastern Con-
necticut. Tribal leaders have at various
times talked of building a massive
theme park, golf courses, and hotels on
the land it owns outside the reserva-
tion. The tribe owns that land in fee
simple, like any other property owner
and so is free to develop it like any
other property owner might.

Nevertheless, the tribe has chosen to
apply to the Department of the Inte-
rior under the 1934 act to have some of
that land taken in trust on their be-
half. The 1934 act is on the books and
available, with limitations, to all fed-
erally recognized tribes. The benefits
are enormous—tax-free land that is not
subject to any State or local zoning or
land-use laws.

Their efforts have paid off. In 1992, 27
acres in the mneighboring towns of
Ledyard and Preston were taken into
trust by the Department of Interior for
the tribe at its request. In January
1993, the tribe filed an application to
have an additional 248 taken in trust.
The legal and policy justifications for
that request, as well as the earlier 1992
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trust acquisition, were immediately
challenged by the affected towns of
Ledyard, North Stonington, and Pres-
ton. Nevertheless, that request was
granted this May by the Department of
Interior, subject to certain conditions
regarding the land’s development and
pending resolution of lawsuits filed by
the towns and the Connecticut attor-
ney general. In March 1993, the tribe
applied to have 1,200 more acres taken
in trust. That request was denied be-
cause of legal deficiencies in the appli-
cation. Reapplication by the tribe is
possible. Past statements by tribal
leaders suggest that more applications
may be filed.

The effect of these decisions—by the
tribe and the Department of the Inte-
rior—has been unsettling, to say the
least, on the tribe’s neighbors—the
residents of the small towns that bor-
der the reservation. Once the United
States takes land into trust on behalf
of a tribe, as it has done here, bound-
aries change permanently. That land is
no longer within the jurisdiction of the
State or local governments. It is not
subject to local zoning, land-use or en-
vironmental controls. Taxes cannot be
collected on the land or on any busi-
ness operated on the land. And State
and local governments may exercise no
police powers on the land unless in-
vited by the tribe to do so.

Given the vast financial resources of
the tribe and the apparent willingness
of the Department of Interior to take
land into trust on their behalf regard-
less of any evidence that the tribe
needs additional trust lands, many
residents in the tribes wonder, as do I,
where this will all end. I simply do not
see any policy justification for the
United States to change the boundaries
of three Connecticut towns unilater-
ally so that an extraordinarily wealthy
tribe—this one or any other—can ex-
pand its gaming or other business en-
terprises, free of taxes and local land-
use controls, particularly when that
tribe is perfectly capable of expanding
its businesses on the thousands of trust
and nontrust land it presently owns. It
strains credulity to think that Con-
gress intended in 1934 that the law
would be used in this fashion.

The authority for the Department of
Interior to grant the tribe’s request is
now subject to review in the courts.
The courts will have to decide whether
the 1934 act even applies to this tribe
and, if so, whether the Secretary acted
properly. The courts will have to de-
cide as well whether the 1983
Mashantucket Pequot Settlement Act
independently prohibits trust acquisi-
tion by the tribe outside of reservation
boundaries.

To avoid future disputes and con-
troversy, my bill would amend the In-
dian Reorganization Act to return to
its original purpose. It would prohibit
the Secretary of Interior from taking
any lands located outside of the bound-
aries of an Indian reservation in trust
on behalf of an economically self-suffi-
cient Indian tribe, if those lands are to
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be used for gaming or any other com-
mercial purpose. It directs the Sec-
retary of Interior to determine, after
providing opportunity for public com-
ment, whether a tribe is economically
self-sufficient and to develop regula-
tions setting forth the criteria for
making that determination generally.
Among the criteria that the Secretary
must include in those regulations to
assess economic self-sufficiency are the
income of the tribe, as allocated among
members and compared to the per cap-
ita income of citizens of the United
States, as well as the role that the
lands at issue will play in the tribe’s
efforts to achieve economic self-suffi-
ciency.

My bill does not affect the ability of
the Secretary to assist tribes that
genuinely need additional land in order
to move toward or attain economic
self-sufficiency. Moreover, the bill con-
tains explicit exemptions for the estab-
lishment of initial reservations for In-
dian tribes, whether accomplished
through recognition by the Depart-
ment of Interior or by an act of Con-
gress, and in circumstances where
tribes once recognized by the Federal
Government are restored to recogni-
tion.

Mr. President, many residents of
Connecticut applaud the success that
the Mashantucket Pequot Tribe has
had with its Foxwoods Casino. The
tribe employs thousands of Con-
necticut residents in an area of the
State that was hard-hit by a lingering
recession and cuts in defense spending.
The tribe’s plans for economic develop-
ment of the region, while not univer-
sally liked, have many in the area
genuinely excited about future oppor-
tunities.

I have discovered though that even
among residents cheered by the tribe’s
success and supportive of its plans,
there is a strong sense of unfairness
about how the ‘“‘land in trust” process
is being used. They believe there is ab-
solutely no reason why this tribe, or
any other in a similar situation, needs
to have the U.S. Government take ad-
ditional, essentially commercial land
in trust on the tribe’s behalf outside of
its reservation boundaries. What is at
stake here, afterall, is not preserving a
culture or achieving self-sufficiency,
but expansion of an already successful
business on lands which are owned by
the tribe and developable by them, as
they would be by any other landowner.
Extra help is simply not needed, and
continuing to grant it is unjust and, in
my view, ultimately counterproductive
for all involved.

It is time for Congress to make this
common sense clarification in the law.
I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this legislation, and ask unani-
mous consent that the text of the bill
appear in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the bill was

ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:
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S. 952

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Indian Trust
Lands Reform Act of 1995°.

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION AGAINST TAKING CERTAIN
LANDS IN TRUST FOR AN INDIAN
TRIBE.

Section 5 of the Act of June 18, 1934 (com-
monly known as the ‘‘Indian Reorganization
Act of 1934”) (48 Stat 935; 256 U.S.C. 465) is
amended—

(1) in the first undesignated paragraph, by
striking ‘“The Secretary of the Interior’ and
inserting ‘“Except as provided in the fol-
lowing paragraph, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior’’; and

(2) by inserting after the first undesignated
paragraph the following new undesignated
paragraphs:

‘“‘Except with respect to lands described in
the following paragraph, the Secretary of the
Interior may not take, in the name of the
United States in trust for use for any com-
mercial purpose (including gaming, as that
term is used in the Indian Gaming Regu-
latory Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.)) by an eco-
nomically self-sufficient Indian tribe, any
land that is located outside of the reserva-
tion of that Indian tribe as of the date of en-
actment of the Indian Trust Lands Reform
Act of 1995. The Secretary of the Interior
shall, after providing notice and an oppor-
tunity for public comment, determine
whether an Indian tribe is economically self-
sufficient for purposes of this paragraph. The
Secretary of the Interior shall promulgate
regulations pursuant to section 553 of title 5,
United States Code, to prescribe the criteria
that shall be used to determine the economic
self-sufficiency of an Indian tribe under this
paragraph. The criteria described in the pre-
ceding sentence shall include a comparison
of the per capita allocation of the gross an-
nual income of an Indian tribe (including the
income of all tribal enterprises of the tribe)
among members of the tribe with the per
capita annual income of citizens of the
United States, and shall include the poten-
tial contribution of the lands at issue as
trust lands toward efforts of the tribe to
achieve economic self-sufficiency.

“The immediately preceding paragraph
shall not apply with respect to any lands
that are taken by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior in the name of the United States in
trust for the establishment of an initial res-
ervation for an Indian tribe under applicable
Federal law, including the establishment of
an initial reservation by the Secretary of the
Interior in accordance with an applicable
procedure of acknowledgement of that In-
dian tribe, or as otherwise prescribed by an
Act of Congress. Neither shall the imme-
diately preceding paragraph apply to any
lands restored to an Indian tribe as the re-
sult of the restoration of recognition of that
Indian tribe by the Federal Government.”’.®

By Mr. CHAFEE (for himself, Ms.
MOSELEY-BRAUN, Mr. SIMON, Mr. CAMP-
BELL, Mr. THOMPSON, and Mr. PELL):

S. 953. A bill to require the Secretary
of the Treasury to mint coins in com-
memoration of black Revolutionary
War patriots; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

THE BLACK REVOLUTIONARY WAR PATRIOTS

COMMEMORATIVE COIN ACT OF 1995

e Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, on be-
half of myself and Senator MOSELEY-
BRAUN, as well as Senators SIMON,
CAMPBELL, PELL, and THOMPSON, I am
introducing the black Revolutionary
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War patriots commemorative coin leg-
islation.

In 1986, Congress approved construc-
tion of a memorial celebrating the
lives of more than 5,000 African-Ameri-
cans who served, fought, and died dur-
ing our Nation’s Revolutionary War.
Ironically, many of these brave Ameri-
cans had never experienced the free-
dom and independence for which they
fought.

As a Rhode Islander, it gives me par-
ticular pleasure to sponsor this legisla-
tion. As few Americans know, of the es-
timated 5,000 African-Americans who
served in the Continental Army, the
vast majority were from New England,
and a great number were from my
State of Rhode Island. In fact, in 1778,
Rhode Island approved the first slave
enlistment act and the Black Regiment
of Rhode Island was formed. This was
one of only two all black regiments.
The other was the Bucks of America of
Boston.

Not only did these men serve our Na-
tion, they served with distinction. Re-
grettably throughout our history, their
valor has been overlooked. Men like
Jack Sisson of Rhode Island, who
expertly steered one of five boats in-
volved in the daring capture of British
Maj. Gen. Richard Prescott at Newport
in 1777, are barely mentioned in histor-
ical reports of the incident.

Jack Sisson went on to join a regi-
ment of some 200 black soldiers from
my State, who, at the battle of Rhode
Island, held their ground against sev-
eral fierce attacks by British-Hessian
forces, thereby allowing six American
brigades to retreat. With scant train-
ing, but abundant courage, the First
Rhode Island Regiment inflicted cas-
ualties of six to one on the professional
troops of the Redcoats.

Like African-American soldiers
throughout the colonies, however, the
soldiers of Rhode Island’s First Regi-
ment faced tragedy as well as triumph.
In May 1781, the unit suffered a sur-
prise attack by the British cavalry at
Pines Bridge, and 40 soldiers lost their
lives. Two years later, the regiment
was disbanded unceremoniously in
Oswego, NY. According to the historian
John Harmon, the soldiers were told to
find their own way home, and many
died while making the trip. Further,
despite the promise of freedom which
had been made in order to entice them
to enlist, some of the soldiers were ac-
tually reenslaved after their return.

Valor and fortitude in battle always
are worthy of celebration, but they are
especially inspiring when one takes
into account the hostility and oppres-
sion that African-American soldiers
faced from the Nation for which they
fought. As Harriet Beecher Stowe ob-
served,

They served a nation which did not ac-
knowledge them as citizens and equals. . . It
was not for their own land they fought, but
for a land that enslaved them. Bravery under
such circumstances, has particular beauty
and merit.

A portion of the proceeds from sales
of the coin my legislation will author-
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ize will help to pay for construction of
the memorial. The Patriots Founda-
tion already has raised $4 million for
this purpose, and these additional
funds are crucial if the memorial is to
be completed.

The design for the black Revolu-
tionary War patriots memorial has
been approved. It will be a 90-foot-long,
T-foot high, curved bronze wall located
some 300 feet from the Vietnam Memo-
rial in Constitution Gardens between
the Washington Monument and the
Lincoln Memorial. Figures of black
soldiers will be sculpted in high and
low relief and a black granite arch will
be inscribed with historical informa-
tion.

NANCY JOHNSON has introduced com-
panion legislation in the House of Rep-
resentatives, and it is my hope that
this proposal will receive speedy ap-
proval by both bodies.e

By Mr. HATFIELD (for himself
and Mr. MOYNIHAN):

S. 954. A bill to authorize the Archi-
tect of the Capitol to establish a Cap-
itol Visitor Center under the East
Plaza of the United States Capitol, and
for other purposes; to the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources.

THE CAPITOL VISITOR CENTER AUTHORIZATION

ACT OF 1995

e Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, it is
my great pleasure to introduce a bill
that will make the U.S. Capitol more
accessible to the American people.
Over the past 200 years the U.S. Capitol
has become more than a mere monu-
ment or museum. It is a living space,
housing both Chambers of Congress,
and hosting hundreds of thousands of
visitors from across the globe annu-
ally. Today the U.S. Capitol Building
stands as a symbol of our American
ideals of liberty and freedom as much
as it did on September 18, 1793, when
President Washington laid the first
stone into the ground.

Mr. President, the Capitol Visitor
Center Authorization Act of 1995 up-
holds our Nation’s original commit-
ment to citizen involvement in govern-
ment by providing Americans with en-
hanced opportunities to witness their
government at work. Located under
the BEast Plaza of the U.S. Capitol, this
new addition would ease visitor access
to the Capitol, allowing the ever-in-
creasing number of visitors to enter
more quickly and efficiently. Visitors
will also be treated to informative dis-
plays about the Capitol as they proceed
underground to enter the building. And
anyone who has ever visited Wash-
ington, DC in the summer or winter
will greatly appreciate the importance
of providing visitors with relief from
the elements.

In this period of scrutinizing govern-
ment expenditures and balancing the
budget, it is important to note that
funding for the visitors center would
come primarily from private gifts and
donations. Contributions would be held
in the U.S. Treasury under a separate
account.

June 21, 1995

Mr. President, above all, this historic
legislation should be enacted because
it fulfills the intent of the U.S. Capitol
Building by further opening it up to
the American people. The visitors cen-
ter would be an educational facility to
be enjoyed for many years to come. It
is my pleasure to introduce this impor-
tant legislation and I thank the senior
Senator from New York, Senator Moy-
NIHAN, for joining me as an original co-
sponsor.e

———

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 240
At the request of Mr. DOMENICI, the
name of the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
COVERDELL] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 240, a bill to amend the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 to establish a fil-
ing deadline and to provide certain
safeguards to ensure that the interests
of investors are well protected under
the implied private action provisions of
the Act.
S. 643
At the request of Mr. JEFFORDS, the
names of the Senator from California
[Mrs. FEINSTEIN] and the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. BRADLEY] were added
as cosponsors of S. 643, a bill to assist
in implementing the plan of action
adopted by the World Summit for Chil-
dren.
S. 733
At the request of Mr. ROTH, the
names of the Senator from Maine [Ms.
SNOWE], the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. PELL], and the Senator from New
York [Mr. D’AMATO] were added as co-
sponsors of S. 733, a bill to amend title
23, United States Code, to permit
States to use Federal highway funds
for capital improvements to, and oper-
ating support for, intercity passenger
rail service, and for other purposes.
S. 789
At the request of Mr. CHAFEE, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
[Mr. ASHCROFT] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 789, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to make per-
manent the section 170(e)(5) rules per-
taining to gifts of publicly traded stock
to certain private foundations, and for
other purposes.
S. 907
At the request of Mr. MURKOWSKI, the
names of the Senator from Montana
[Mr. BURNS], the Senator from
Vermont [Mr. JEFFORDS], and the Sen-
ator from Wyoming [Mr. THOMAS] were
added as cosponsors of S. 907, a bill to
amend the National Forest Ski Area
Permit Act of 1986 to clarify the au-
thorities and duties of the Secretary of
Agriculture in issuing ski area permits
on National Forest System lands and
to withdraw lands within ski area per-
mit boundaries from the operation of
the mining and mineral leasing laws.
S. 917
At the request of Mr. STEVENS, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. BINGAMAN] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 917, a bill to facilitate small
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