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through the grand jury testimony, 
when they challenge every inference 
that you should logically draw from 
the record, and then suggest that, oh, 
but we should not have anybody in 
here; so you who are going to judge ul-
timately whether our representations 
are persuasive or not about those infer-
ences, whether you should be able to 
judge—and I think you should—what 
the witnesses actually are saying. 

I will give you one illustration. I 
don’t know how many times—two or 
three times—I put up here on the 
board, or I have said to you—and I 
know a couple of my colleagues said to 
you—that during the discussion with 
regard to the affidavit that Monica 
Lewinsky had in front of the grand 
jury, she explicitly said: No, the Presi-
dent didn’t tell me to lie, but he didn’t 
discourage me either. He didn’t encour-
age me or discourage me. 

You need to have her say that to you. 
They have even been whacking away at 
that, confusing everything they can, 
talking about the job searches at the 
same time they are talking about the 
affidavit, what she said here, there, or 
anywhere else. Witnesses are a logical 
thing. There are a lot of conflicts that 
are here. 

When we get to the point—which we 
presume we will get that opportunity 
to do—to argue our case on why we 
should have witnesses, maybe Monday 
or perhaps Tuesday—I think that even 
though you have a motion to dismiss, 
we will get that chance—we will lay 
out a lot of these things. There are a 
lot of them out there. But the point is, 
overall, you need to have the witnesses 
to judge what any trier of fact judges 
about any one of these. 

I would be happy to yield to Mr. 
GRAHAM or Mr. ROGAN if they wish—
neither one. That is fair enough. 

Mr. LOTT addressed the Chair. 
The CHIEF JUSTICE. The majority 

leader is recognized. 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. Chief Justice, it now 

approaches the hour that we had indi-
cated we would conclude our work on 
Saturday. There may still be some 
questions that Senators would like to 
have offered. I have talked to Senator 
DASCHLE. 

One suggestion made is that maybe 
on Monday we would ask that ques-
tions could be submitted for the 
RECORD in writing. I think that is a 
common practice. We don’t want to cut 
it off. At this point, I would not be pre-
pared to do that. But I would like to 
suggest that we go ahead and conclude 
our business today, and if there is a 
need by a Senator on either side to 
have another question, or two or three, 
we will certainly consult with each 
other and see how we can handle that, 
perhaps on Monday, and even see if it 
would be appropriate to prepare a mo-
tion with regard to being able to sub-
mit questions for the RECORD, which 
would be answered. We would not want 

to abuse that and cause that to be a 
protracted process. 

In view of the time spent here—in 
fact, we have had around 106 questions, 
and we are about 10 hours into this 
now—I think we should conclude for 
this Saturday. We will resume at 1 p.m. 
on Monday and continue in accordance 
with the provisions of S. Res. 16. I will 
update all Members as to the specific 
schedule when it becomes clear. 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT 

Mr. LOTT. I ask unanimous consent 
that in the RECORD following today’s 
proceedings there appear a period of 
morning business to accommodate bills 
and statements that have been sub-
mitted during the day by Senators. I 
thank my colleagues for their atten-
tiveness during the proceedings. 

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Without objec-
tion, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 1 P.M. 
MONDAY, JANUARY 25, 1999 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Chief Justice, I ask 
that the Senate stand in adjournment 
under the previous order. 

Mr. HARKIN. I object. 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. Chief Justice, I move 

that the Senate stand in adjournment 
under the previous order. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. Chief Justice, I 
seek recognition. 

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The question is 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Thereupon, at 3:55 p.m., the Senate, 

sitting as a Court of Impeachment, ad-
journed until Monday, January 25, 1999, 
at 1 p.m. 

(The following statements were sub-
mitted at the desk during today’s ses-
sion:)
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LEADER’S LECTURE SERIES 

∑ Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, in the past 
several months, through the Leader’s 
Lecture Series, we have been honored 
to hear from some of America’s most 
outstanding leaders. Speaking just 
down the hall in the stately Old Senate 
Chamber, these distinguished guests 
have shared recollections and observa-
tions of life in the Senate, in politics, 
in this great country. Their imparted 
wisdom allows us not only to add to 
the historical archive of this institu-
tion, but also to gain perspective on 
our own roles here. As sponsor of the 
series and a student of recent history, 
I am especially appreciative of their 
participation. 

At the conclusion of each Congress, 
the Senate will publish the collected 
addresses of these respected speakers 
and make them available to the public. 
But their words should be recorded 
prior to that time. For this reason, Mr. 
President, I now request that the pres-
entations of our most recent lectures—
former President George Bush, who 

was here Wednesday night, and Senator 
ROBERT BYRD of West Virginia, who 
spoke in the fall—be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The material follows: 
REMARKS BY U.S. SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD: 

THE SENATE’S HISTORIC ROLE IN TIMES OF 
CRISIS 
Clio being my favorite muse, let me begin 

this evening with a look backward over the 
well traveled road of history. History always 
turns our faces backward, and this is as it 
should be, so that we might be better in-
formed and prepared to exercise wisdom in 
dealing with future events. 

‘‘To be ignorant of what happened before 
you were born,’’ admonished Cicero, ‘‘is to 
remain always a child.’’

So, for a little while, as we meet together 
in this hallowed place, let us turn our faces 
backward. 

Look about you. We meet tonight in the 
Senate Chamber. Not the Chamber in which 
we do business each day, but the Old Senate 
Chamber where our predecessors wrote the 
laws before the Civil War. Here, in this room, 
Daniel Webster orated, Henry Clay forged 
compromises, and John C. Calhoun stood on 
principle. Here, Henry Foote of Mississippi 
pulled a pistol on Thomas Benton of Mis-
souri. Senator Benton ripped open his coat, 
puffed out his chest, and shouted, ‘‘Stand out 
of the way and let the assassin fire!’’ Here 
the eccentric Virginia Senator John Ran-
dolph brought his hunting dogs into the 
Chamber, and the dashing Texas Senator, 
Sam Houston, sat at his desk whittling 
hearts for ladies in the gallery. Here, seated 
at his desk in the back row, Massachusetts 
Senator Charles Sumner was beaten vio-
lently over the head with a cane wielded by 
Representative Preston Brooks of South 
Carolina, who objected to Sumner’s strongly 
abolitionist speeches and the vituperation 
that he had heaped upon Brooks’ uncle, Sen-
ator Butler of South Carolina. 

The Senate first met here in 1810, but, be-
cause our British cousins chose to set fire to 
the Capitol during the War of 1812, Congress 
was forced to move into the Patent Office 
Building in downtown Washington, and later 
into a building known as the Brick Capitol, 
located on the present site of the Supreme 
Court Building. Hence, it was December 1819 
before Senators were able to return to this 
restored and elegant Chamber. They met 
here for 40 years, and it was during that ex-
hilarating period that the Senate experi-
enced its ‘‘Golden Age.’’ 

Here, in this room, the Senate tried to deal 
with the emotional and destructive issue of 
slavery by passing the Missouri Compromise 
of 1820. That act drew a line across the 
United States, and asserted that the peculiar 
institution of slavery should remain to the 
south of the line and not spread to the north. 
The Missouri Compromise also set the prece-
dent that for every slave state admitted to 
the Union, a free state should be admitted as 
well, and vice versa. What this meant in 
practical political terms, was that the North 
and the South would be exactly equal in vot-
ing strength in the Senate, and that any set-
tlement of the explosive issue of slavery 
would have to originate in the Senate. As a 
result, the nation’s most talented and ambi-
tious legislators began to leave the House of 
Representatives to take seats in the Senate. 
Here, they fought to hold the Union together 
through the omnibus compromise of 1850, 
only to overturn these efforts by passing the 
fateful Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1854. 

The Senators moved out of this room in 
1859, on the eve of the Civil War. When they 
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