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an educational program to try to un-
derstand our Congress, our Govern-
ment, and our Nation. I told them that 
if you really want to understand the 
nature of the decisions and the envi-
ronment in the United States, you 
have to understand her domestic finan-
cial crisis. You have to understand 
what the Senator from Minnesota said. 
He talked about the fact that the bi-
partisan entitlement commission has 
shown us that within a very short pe-
riod of time, just a handful of Federal 
programs consume 100 percent of our 
Treasury. 

I was simply telling these foreign 
visitors that to have an appreciation 
for what is happening in the debate 
over the resources we devote to our na-
tional defense and to world order, to 
the debate over what we can make 
available to foreign assistance, it is 
being driven by this pile of 28 different 
budgets that are out of balance and 
that this generation of Americans, you 
and I, Mr. President, and all of our citi-
zens, are going to be charged with deal-
ing with this dilemma. We have known 
about this problem all these years, but 
it was always going to be somebody 
else to work it out. There is no genera-
tion for us to give the baton to. We are 
the last watch. It is you and I. We are 
going to make the decision, whether it 
is indecision or decision, on our watch 
that will determine what kind of coun-
try we give to the next generation. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I note the 
Senator from West Virginia is going to 
be recognized at 11. I wonder if the Sen-
ator from Georgia is going to take the 
full time until 11 o’clock. 

Mr. COVERDELL. Does the Senator 
from Vermont need a moment or two? 
I would be glad to yield the remainder 
of my time— 

Mr. LEAHY. I need about 2 minutes. 
Mr. COVERDELL. To the Senator 

from Vermont. 
Mr. KYL. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. COVERDELL. I am sorry; I did 

not see the presence of the Senator 
from Arizona. 

Mr. KYL. I would advise the Senator 
from Georgia, I have about 3 minutes 
of remarks. 

Mr. COVERDELL. Let me ask this, I 
say to the Senator from West Virginia. 
The Senator from Kentucky used about 
2 minutes of the time under our con-
trol, and I wonder if I might ask unani-
mous consent that our time last until 
11:02, and I would grant 2 minutes to 
the Senator from Arizona and the clos-
ing 2 minutes to the Senator from 
Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Arizona. 

Mr. KYL. I thank the Chair. I thank 
the Senator from Georgia. 

f 

BALANCE THE BUDGET FOR 
AMERICA’S FAMILIES 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, during the 
next few months, millions of Ameri-
cans will confront the annual task of 

filing their income-tax returns. What 
people would be startled to learn is 
that about 53 cents of every dollar of 
individual income tax they send in to 
the IRS this year will be required just 
to pay the interest on the national 
debt. 

That is 53 cents out of every dollar 
that will not be available to spend on 
health care for children, for education, 
for the environment, for aid to victims 
of domestic violence, for law enforce-
ment, for national defense, or for any 
of the other important programs that 
serve the American people. It is 53 
cents of every dollar just to pay inter-
est on the bills that Congress and the 
President have racked up in years past. 

That 53 cents of every dollar does not 
even begin to pay down the national 
debt, which is increasing at a rate of 
$4,500 per second—a debt that threatens 
our children’s very future. It now to-
tals more than $5.3 trillion, or about 
$20,000 for every man, woman, and child 
in the country. 

Some people say that a balanced 
budget would mean drastic cuts in im-
portant programs. But it is really the 
deficit—the debt—that is savaging our 
ability to respond to the Nation’s 
needs. How much more could we do for 
the American people if we did not have 
to set aside 53 cents of every income- 
tax dollar just to pay interest? How 
much more could people do for them-
selves if their tax bills were cut in half 
and they had that 53 cents to spend on 
their own needs? 

It is really a balanced budget—not 
more deficits—that offers the greatest 
protection for the important programs 
our Government provides. A balanced 
budget will ensure that we have the 
money, for example, to take care of our 
obligations to seniors and those in 
need, to make streets safe for law-abid-
ing citizens, and to make our country 
secure. It is, after all, those programs— 
those programs that are priorities for 
the American people—that will be 
funded first under a balanced budget. 

Of course, setting priorities would be 
something new for the Federal Govern-
ment. We are used to operating with a 
national checkbook that has had an 
unlimited balance. That has allowed 
Congress to spend as much as it wants 
for whatever it wants. And when you 
have an unlimited balance to draw 
from, every program is as important as 
the next. 

But as any family knows, when you 
have to live within your means, you 
cannot have everything. The basics 
come first. In the context of a balanced 
Federal budget, that means things like 
Social Security, Medicare, and na-
tional security move to the front of the 
line. 

That is what it means to prioritize. 
It is just plain common sense. 

Most economists predict that a bal-
anced budget would facilitate a reduc-
tion in long-term interest rates of be-
tween one and two percent. That 
means that more Americans will have 
the chance to live the American 

dream—to own their own homes. A 2- 
percent reduction on a typical 30-year 
mortgage in Arizona would save home-
owners over $220 a month. That is $2,655 
a year. 

A 2-percent reduction in interest 
rates on a typical $15,000 car loan 
would save buyers $676. The savings 
would also accrue on student loans, 
and credit cards, and loans to busi-
nesses that want to expand and create 
new jobs. Reducing interest rates is 
probably one of the most important 
things we can do to help people across 
this country. It is money in the pocket 
of every American. 

Mr. President, we need to balance the 
budget. The American people want us 
to balance the budget. But the only 
way to ensure that we really get there 
is to pass the balanced budget amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has spoken for 2 minutes. 

The Senator from Vermont is recog-
nized. 

f 

JUSTICE CLARENCE THOMAS’ 
FIRST AMENDMENT RIGHTS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the end of 
my comments, an article in the Wall 
Street Journal of January 31, 1997, en-
titled ‘‘Black Leaders Try to Deny 
Thomas’ Status as Role Model,’’ be 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, there 

have been a number of articles in var-
ious papers over the last couple of 
years about groups that tried to block 
Justice Clarence Thomas from speak-
ing at various schools. I abhor this 
kind of activity. 

Justice Thomas was nominated by 
the President of the United States, 
went through his hearing, we had a 
vote on it up or down, and he was con-
firmed. That is the major trial that he 
should have to go through. He has the 
same rights, first amendment rights, as 
every one of us to speak. I am proud of 
the fact I come from a family that 
made the first amendment a hallmark, 
in bringing up the three Leahy chil-
dren. I have been in this body for 22 
years, defending the first amendment 
from attacks from any side, and I am 
proud of the achievements that has 
brought about. But I would say that 
those who try to block anyone from 
speaking disregard the first amend-
ment. 

McCarthyism of the left is as bad as 
McCarthyism of the right. If some dis-
agree with what Justice Thomas says, 
then let them seek their own forum to 
express that disagreement. Do not 
block the statements from being made 
in the first place. That is wrong. We, in 
this country, ought to understand that 
those who try to block speech, from 
the right or from the left, do a dis-
service to our Constitution, do a dis-
service to our country, and, most im-
portant, 
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they do a disservice to the diversity 
that makes up the greatest democracy 
in history. 

I yield the floor. 
EXHIBIT 1 

[From the Wall Street Journal Jan. 31, 1997] 

BLACK LEADERS TRY TO DENY THOMAS 
STATUS AS ROLE MODEL 

(By Edward Felsenthal) 

WASHINGTON.—When Benjamin Carson, a 
prominent African-American surgeon, was 
helping organizers find an inspiring speaker 
to close a weeklong ‘‘Festival for Youth’’ in 
Delaware this month, he pushed for Supreme 
Court Justice Clarence Thomas. 

It wasn’t only Justice Thomas’s exalted 
title and status as one of the country’s high-
est-ranking public servants that attracted 
Dr. Carson. It also was his remarkable rise 
from poverty. The two men were acquainted 
through their membership in the Horatio 
Alger Society, a group whose members have 
overcome significant odds to achieve suc-
cess. 

But when the Baltimore surgeon issued the 
invitation, he never dreamed that he would 
set off a political firestorm. After an orga-
nized protest from a regional chapter of the 
National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People, which threatened to picket 
the talk, Justice Thomas backed out. 

Normally, ethnic organizations are only 
too eager to have top elected or appointed of-
ficials visit and speak to community groups, 
especially young people. But the Delaware 
protest was the latest incident in an unusual 
drive against a public official by some black 
leaders to deny the conservative, 48-year-old 
justice a position as a role model within the 
African-American community. 

UNFLATTERING COVER STORIES 

Last year, after a school-board member 
and local parents threatened to protest, a 
Maryland school temporarily retracted an 
invitation for Justice Thomas to speak at an 
awards ceremony for eighth graders. Emerge, 
an influential magazine among the black in-
telligentsia, has run two unflatering cover 
stories on the justice, one portraying him 
wearing an Aunt Jemima-style kerchief, the 
other portraying him as a lawn jockey. His 
judicial decisions also have attracted un-
usual personal attacks, including a stinging 
open letter from former U.S. Judge Leon 
Higginbotham. 

Justice Thomas, whose bitter 1991 con-
firmation hearings became a national spec-
tacle because of Anita Hill’s allegations of 
sexual harassment, is certainly no stranger 
to controversy. But the recent protests are 
extraordinary because they have little or 
nothing to do with the highly charged issues 
raised during his difficult confirmation. In-
stead, they have to do almost entirely with 
Justice Thomas’s conservative views and de-
cisions criticizing policies such as affirma-
tive action. 

While feminist groups took the lead in 
fighting against his Supreme Court nomina-
tion, this time the criticisms of Justice 
Thomas are being leveled almost entirely by 
other blacks. Various civil-rights leaders 
claim—sometimes in terms that are aston-
ishingly abusive even by Washington stand-
ards—that Justice Thomas has betrayed his 
race by opposing the affirmative-action poli-
cies that his critics say helped get him where 
he is, and by voting with the court’s conserv-
atives on other civil-rights issues. 

‘‘If white folks want to have Justice Thom-
as serve as a role model for their kids, that’s 
their business,’’ says Hanley Norment, presi-
dent of the NAACP’s Maryland branch. Mr. 
Norment, who helped plan the protest 
against Justice Thomas at the Delaware fes-

tival, dismisses him as a ‘‘colored lawn jock-
ey for conservative white interests.’’ 

DISSENTING VOICES 
A number of black leaders, including na-

tional NAACP President Kweisi Mfume, have 
raised concerns about the campaign against 
Justice Thomas, and some say African- 
Americans should take pride in his accom-
plishments. ‘‘This is an embarrassment,’’ 
says Michael Meyers, executive director of 
the New York Civil Rights Coalition. Justice 
Thomas ‘‘doesn’t hold my views on affirma-
tive action. He doesn’t hold my views on 
race. But he is on the United States Supreme 
Court, and he’s entitled to . . . respect.’’ 

That sentiment is echoed even in some 
seemingly unlikely places. ‘‘Of course, he’s a 
role model,’’ says Charles Ogletree, the Har-
vard Law School professor who was Anita 
Hill’s lawyer during the confirmation hear-
ings. His success proves ‘‘that you can come 
up from poverty and have a huge impact in 
our society.’’ 

Justice Thomas’s career has engendered 
conflicted feelings in black America from 
the moment he hit the national scene as 
chairman of the Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission in the Reagan adminis-
tration. Although mainstream black groups 
such as the NAACP were worried that he was 
hostile to many civil-rights laws, they opted 
not to fight his 1989 selection to the federal 
appeals court in Washington. And although 
many of those same groups later decided to 
oppose his elevation to the Supreme Court, 
some believed that his humble origins might 
ultimately make him more sympathetic to 
their civil-rights agenda. 

That hasn’t happened. He has joined the 
court’s conservative wing in ruling that it’s 
unconstitutional to draw up voting districts 
primarily on the basis of race. He concurred 
in a 1995 ruling that put strict limits on fed-
eral affirmative action, saying such pro-
grams ‘‘stamp minorities with a badge of in-
feriority and may cause them to develop de-
pendencies.’’ He also concurred that year in 
a decision that curbed school desegregation, 
expressing astonishment that ‘‘courts are so 
willing to assume that anything that is pre-
dominantly black must be inferior.’’ 

Other justices participated in these deci-
sions, too, of course. But Justice Thomas’s 
African-American critics seem to view his 
role as uniquely unforgivable, and that senti-
ment in turn has provoked the concern about 
his influence on black youth. 

IT DOESN’T AFFECT HIM 
Justice Thomas won’t comment on the 

Delaware incident, but friends insist he isn’t 
ruffled. ‘‘He’s been around long enough deal-
ing with the so-called civil-rights commu-
nity [that] it doesn’t affect him,’’ says Ste-
phen Smith, a Washington lawyer and 
former law clerk for Justice Thomas. 

After the area NAACP leaders threatened 
their protest, Justice Thomas wrote festival 
organizers to say that, while he doesn’t ob-
ject to ‘‘peaceful demonstrations,’’ he didn’t 
want to distract from the event’s focus on 
children. Finally, says a gleeful Mr. 
Morment, the Maryland NAACP official, 
‘‘the guy made some decision that we agree 
with.’’ 

Other black leaders say they too would ob-
ject if the justice were invited to speak to 
kids in their area. It is a way of ‘‘getting his 
attention’’ to communicate that ‘‘we’re dis-
appointed with the actions that you’ve 
taken, and so therefore we can’t hold you up 
as a role model,’’ says Hazel Dukes, presi-
dent of the New York conference of the 
NAACP. 

It is in one sense ironic that Justice Thom-
as has provoked such criticism: On a court 
whose members are more likely to be found 
speaking at high-brow judicial conferences 

than obscure local convention halls, Justice 
Thomas has shown a special interest in talk-
ing with ordinary people, particularly the 
young. His message is ‘‘inspiring and uplift-
ing,’’ says Norman Hatton, a vice principal 
at the Thomas G. Pullen School in Landover, 
Md., where the justice spoke at the awards 
ceremony last summer. 

Indeed, even some NAACP leaders are 
adopting a more conciliatory approach. In a 
recent speech, Mr. Mfume, the national 
president, criticized the Maryland chapter, 
saying protests against Justice Thomas 
shouldn’t rise to such a level that they im-
pede his right to speak. ‘‘We must never rush 
to silence free speech,’’ he said. ‘‘It doesn’t 
matter how we feel about Justice Thomas.’’ 

Dr. Carson, the surgeon, adds: ‘‘Children 
shouldn’t be forced to watch ‘‘a bunch of 
silly adults . . . put people into corners and 
castigate them. . . . If anything is a bad role 
model, that is.’’ 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr. 
THOMAS]. The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the order, morning business is closed. 

f 

BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT 
TO THE CONSTITUTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the order, the Senate will now resume 
consideration of Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 1, which the clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 1) proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to require a balanced budget. 

The Senate resumed consideration of 
the joint resolution. 

Pending: 
Dodd amendment No. 4, to simplify the 

conditions for a declaration of an imminent 
and serious threat to national security. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KEMPTHORNE). The Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. BYRD] is recognized. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, the meas-
ure before the Senate is a proposed 
amendment to the Constitution man-
dating a balanced budget annually. It 
is unconstitution-like. I am not saying 
it is unconstitutional. If it is riveted 
into the Constitution, of course it 
would be constitutional. But I am say-
ing it is unconstitution-like in its 
words, which lack the vision, the sim-
plicity, and the majestic sweep of lan-
guage that we find in the Constitution. 
Rather, it sounds and reads like a 
bookkeeping manual on principles of 
accounting. The amendment is replete 
with words like ‘‘outlays,’’ ‘‘fiscal 
year,’’ ‘‘receipts,’’ ‘‘estimates of out-
lays and receipts,’’ ‘‘receipts except 
those derived from borrowing,’’ ‘‘repay-
ment of debt principal,’’—words which 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 22:05 Oct 24, 2013 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\1997SENATE\S12FE7.REC S12FE7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
5T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
O

C
IA

LS
E

C
U

R
IT

Y


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-28T16:11:53-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




