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removal of both the national recogni-
tion and the stimulation of partner-
ships offered through Federal grants
will produce a dramatic reduction in
State and local support.

The Rockefeller Foundation surveyed
40 foundations and found every donor
but one unable to increase their cul-
tural portfolios. Dr. Alberta Arthurs
concluded her report of the study by
stating, ‘“‘The cultural situation we
have created in the last 30 years is a
dense and delicate balance of private
and public interests and funds. If this
is to be disturbed, what will replace
it?”

Opponents of the Arts Endowment
know that a replacement is unlikely.
The cry to privatize is but a code word
for eliminate. These are the same peo-
ple who advocate for new tax laws that
would end deductions for individual
and corporate contributions to the
arts.

The National Endowment for the
Arts has been remarkably successful in
furthering the ideals for which it was
created. The arts are no longer viewed
as the privileged domain of a relatively
few practitioners and connoisseurs;
they are no longer considered as inci-
dental or peripheral to our way of life.
Every single community in our coun-
try now has access to its indigenous
and creative national culture. Without
Arts Endowment funding, many pop-
ular programs simply would not exist,
let alone be made available to millions
of Americans in all parts of our Nation.
The major arts institutions serving
well-to-do patrons in urban areas will
survive, but how many children, elder-
ly, disabled, inner-city and rural dwell-
ers will be able to participate? How
will new audiences gain access to our
common culture?

Targeting the Arts Endowment is not
about balancing the budget. It is about
throwing out the solid arts networks
built over 30 years because of unease
caused by a few controversial grants.
The Arts Endowment has already
cracked down on such grants, and it
has certainly borne its fair share of
cuts. Recently, the agency eliminated
47 percent of its staff positions and re-
organized its administration and
grantmaking to adjust to a 40-percent
reduction in its budget. Anything more
would severely damage the availability
and accessibility of countless arts pro-
grams in communities nationwide. It
must not happen.

I would urge my colleagues to stop
playing politics with the Endowment,
honor the appropriations that both
Houses have passed, and enact a bridge
that will enable this agency, already
hampered by severe funding reductions,
to get on with its valuable work in an
orderly fashion.

——
SINTE GLESKA UNIVERSITY

Mr. PRESSLER. Mr. President,
today I would like to take a few min-

utes to recognize the achievements of
Sinte Gleska University in Rosebud,
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SD. This week, the university cele-
brates its 26th anniversary.

Sinte Gleska has a dual mission—to
prepare South Dakota students for the
21st century and extend the Lakota
traditions. Each of these missions is
important to the future of our State.
The university continually must push
ahead to incorporate the latest tech-
nology into its curriculum, adapting to
the changing needs of a diverse and
global economy. At the same time, the
university must preserve the Lakota
heritage—the language and culture
which are unique to our region of the
country.

It is not an easy task for any institu-
tion to simultaneously look forward
and back, but Sinte Gleska has done an
outstanding job in fulfilling its mis-
sions. Each year the university pro-
duces graduates who become educators,
community workers, and tribal leaders.
In fact, the success of native American
students at tribal colleges is higher
than at other universities.

The wuniversity’s success certainly
can be attributed to its emphasis on
values. Sinte Gleska’s logo names four
values which the university strives to
instill in students—wisdom, bravery,
fortitude, and generosity. The em-
bracement of these values strengthens
individual students and binds the com-
munity together.

Last year, Congress passed legisla-
tion giving the Nation’s 29 tribal col-
leges land grant status. This important
change put tribal colleges on equal
footing with other State universities.
Additional efforts in Washington to ad-
vance tribal colleges are continuing. I
am working with other Senators to se-
cure an Executive Order equalizing the
treatment of tribal colleges with other
minority colleges and universities. De-
spite repeated efforts by Congress, the
President has not yet signed such an
order. I again call upon him to do so
immediately.

Sinte Gleska students face many
new, exciting challenges in the years to
come. I have no doubt that the univer-
sity will help them meet those chal-
lenges successfully within the frame-
work of the four values that serve as
the foundation for a Sinte Gleska edu-
cation.

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
COCHRAN). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The

REPORT CONCERNING EMIGRATION
LAWS AND POLICIES OF THE RE-
PUBLIC OF BULGARIA—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT—PM 113

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message

January 30, 1996

from the President of the TUnited
States, together with an accompanying
report, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

To the Congress of the United States:

On June 3, 1993, I determined and re-
ported to the Congress that Bulgaria is
in full compliance with the freedom of
emigration criteria of sections 402 and
409 of the Trade Act of 1974. This action
allowed for the continuation of most-
favored-nation (MFN) status for Bul-
garia and certain other activities with-
out the requirement of a waiver.

As required by law, I am submitting
an updated report to the Congress con-
cerning emigration laws and policies of
the Republic of Bulgaria. You will find
that the report indicates continued
Bulgarian compliance with U.S. and
international standards in the area of
emigration policy.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, January 29, 1996.

———

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

At 2:34 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Ms. Goetz, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed
the following enrolled bill:

S. 1124. An act to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 1996 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year for the
Armed Forces, to reform acquisition laws
and information technology management of
the Federal Government, and for other pur-
poses.

The enrolled bill was signed subse-
quently by the President pro tempore
[Mr. THURMOND].

———

MEASURE PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

The following measure was read the
second time and placed on the cal-
endar:

S. 15641. A bill to extend, reform, and im-
prove agricultural commodity, trade, con-
servation, and other programs, and for other
purposes.

———

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on January 30, 1996 he had pre-
sented to the President of the United
States, the following enrolled bill:

S. 1124. An act to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 1996 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year for the
Armed Forces, to reform acquisition laws
and information technology management of
the Federal Government, and for other pur-
poses.

———

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
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