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us have extended Iverson the benefit of the
doubt. He’s about used it up. It’s not about
his twisted lyrics, specifically. It’s about
squandering talent, it’s about being a self-
absorbed egomaniac whose position in the
culture isn’t nearly as big as he thinks it is.
It’s about never listening to anyone, and
having no regard for anything that doesn’t
revolve around him and his. Kinda like the
very dead Notorious B.I.G. and Tupac, which
I'm sure Iverson would take as a com-
pliment.

I thought Iverson was getting somewhere
when he said earlier this week, ‘“The whole
time I've been in the NBA, I haven’t been
professional at all. I always looked at it like
it was just basketball. This year will defi-
nitely be the best season I've had since I've
been in the NBA. I owe it to myself and my
family and my teammates to be a better
player.

“I’m concentrating on basketball. I
haven’t been working on my game as serious
as I should’ve. I have the raw talent. this is
going to be the most important year of my
career because all eyes are on me this year.
Everybody’s wanting to see if I can be the
captain, if I can be a leader, if I can be pro-
fessional besides playing basketball, and if
I'm up to the challenge. I'm ready for it be-
cause it’s something I can do.”

But the longer you listen to Iverson, the
more you realize he’s disconnected from the
world we live in, even the world he lives in.
The attitude is: I can be late or miss practice
whenever I want because I'm Allen Iverson,
The Answer, and the team don’t have nothin’
if it ain’t got me. And if you make a big deal
out of me cussin’ the coach and standing up
my teammates and getting fined 50 times in
one season, then you must be a punk ’cause
I’'m tough and you ain’t.

Iverson is ticked off because the T6ers tried
to trade him because he repeatedly is late to
practice, if he shows at all. You know what
his take is? ‘‘That’s embarrassing to hear
that an organization is thinking about trad-
ing its franchise player because he’s tardy to
practice.”’

Of course, it never occurred to him that it
ought to be embarrassing for the franchise
player to be tardy repeatedly. That wouldn’t
cross his mind. ‘“You’re going to send me to
the worst team in the league?” he asked in-
credulous at the possibility of going to the
Los Angeles Clippers, apparently unaware
that players a whole lot more accomplished
than he is (Wilt and Kareem to name two)
were traded in their prime.

Truth be told, the Clippers don’t want
Iverson. Several teams have turned down the
chance to trade for him and here’s why:
They’re afraid he’ll never get with the pro-
gram—anybody’s program. He plays his
heart out every time he puts on a uniform.
For those 48 minutes, there isn’t anything he
won’t do to win a basketball game. He’ll sac-
rifice his body, he’ll do the dirty work some
superstars don’t want to do. But the great
players in any sport know it only starts
there. And that’s what Iverson hasn’t
grasped. You know what he said this week
about his repeated tardiness, which by the
way has angered his teammates?

‘“Yeah, I was late to practice, but, believe
me, [the number of] times that I heard no-
body would put up with that. I'm not even
brave enough to miss that many practices.”

So how many, Allen? “I don’t know; I
wasn’t counting. Don’t nobody complain
about the effort I give in a game. [Given the
injuries and pounding he takes] it’s bad
enough I had to come to the game.”

Iverson went on to say he was ‘‘hurt hear-
ing some of the things the fans were saying,
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some of the things people on the coaching
staff were saying. I thought a lot of people in
this organization were my friends and I
found out the hard way that there’s no
friends in this business besides your team-
mates.”

I guess those would be the teammates for
whom he won’t come to practice on time. I
guess those would be the friends who have
begged him for years to get his act together
to try to realize there are obligations that
come with an $80 million contract. If they’re
not sucking up to him, they’re against him,
they don’t understand him, they’re not as
tough as he is.

Folks under 30 are tired of people my age
wanting Iverson to be Bird or Magic or Jor-
dan, and that’s understandable. Different
time, different place, the world evolves. But
I'm looking at Kevin Garnett now, at Ray
Allen, at Tim Duncan, at Shaq and Kobe
Bryant. There is a new generation of players
trying to be all they can be. And they have
fully developed lives outside of basketball.

Iverson, meanwhile, raps one thing, but his
actions speak even louder. It’s everybody
else’s fault, it’s the coach’s fault, it’s the
system’s fault. He says he is going to change.
It reminds me of Bob Knight saying he was
going to change. I'm hoping Iverson is dif-
ferent because he’s more than 30 years
younger than Knight; he can grow up if he
wants. But maybe it’s more important for
him to talk loud while saying nothing.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, again, let
me urge the NBA and the Philadelphia
T6ers to step forward and be heard.
They will say: Look, we cannot control
Mr. Iverson’s conduct. That may be
true. But they have an obligation, a re-
sponsibility to speak out and to con-
demn such conduct, even if they are
unable to control it. So far, either they
have, by silence, acquiesced, or they
have to acknowledge that they find
nothing wrong with the CD.

I find that both troubling and tragic
if that is the standard we are to follow.

Again, the NBA, the Philadelphia
T6ers, and their coach ought to speak
out loud and clear and indicate this is
not the kind of conduct they expect
from one of their star athletes and to
be as critical of it as I know Americans
are in general.

Mr. President, I yield the floor. I be-
lieve some of our other colleagues have
reserved time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from Nevada for
sharing those serious concerns. It was
not long ago that a group of us wrote
the major department stores in the
country asking them not to sell this
violent material to minors, and they
responded as good corporate citizens.

They said: We have a constitutional
right to sell it, but we are not going to
do it. Either we are not going to sell it
at all, or we are going to make sure
children produce an ID so we Kknow
they are old enough to buy the mate-
rial. I thought that was a good cor-
porate response.

Yes, the NBA may not legally be able
to stop this stuff, but they ought to ex-
press their concern about it. The Sen-

20895

ator makes a valid point, and I salute
him for it.

(The remarks of Mr. SESSIONS per-
taining to the introduction of S. 3169
are located in today’s RECORD under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”)

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

———
ORGAN DONATION IN AMERICA

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, before I
address the issue that I would like to
speak to this evening, I would first like
to acknowledge a press conference
which was held today, and one which I
believe could have some significance
across the United States. It was a press
conference here on the lawn of the U.S.
Capitol. In attendance were Senators
BILL FRIST of Tennessee and Senator
DEWINE of Ohio—both Republican Sen-
ators—as well as my Democratic col-
league, Senator CARL LEVIN and I.

What would bring together two
Democrats and two Republicans in rare
agreement here in the close of a ses-
sion? It is an issue which, frankly,
transcends party and transcends re-
gion. It is the issue of organ donation
in America.

Mr. President, 72,000 of our friends
and neighbors are sitting by a tele-
phone across America at this very mo-
ment waiting for the phone to ring to
be told that there is an organ available
to be donated to them which could save
their lives—72,000. In my home State of
Illinois, there are 4,500 such people.
Sadly, 300 of them will die before they
receive the phone call that an organ is
available.

So last year I joined with Senators
FRrI1sT, DEWINE, LEVIN, and KENNEDY,
and half a dozen other Senators from
both sides of the aisle, to try to address
this on a national basis. We came up
with the concept that this Thanks-
giving in the year 2000 will be des-
ignated ‘‘Give Thanks, Give Life
Week,” where we will try to alert fami-
lies across America, as they come to-
gether for Thanksgiving, that they
should take a few moments of time in
that festivity and just perhaps talk to
one another privately about their feel-
ings about organ donation.

We were lucky to have the endorse-
ment of this effort by the National
Football League. At 17 different NFL
games on Thanksgiving Week, they
will have ‘“‘Give Thanks, Give Life”’ ac-
tivities.

Today, we had at this gathering on
the Capitol lawn, Connie Payton, who
is the widow of the great Chicago Bear
running back Walter Payton. Of
course, he died in November of last
year from liver disease. He might have
been saved by a liver transplant. She
has really dedicated her life since try-
ing to work for children and for organ
donation in his memory.
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Connie is a wonderful lady who has
been on television in public service
spots across Illinois with our Secretary
of State, Jesse White, for the past 6 or
7 months. She really is well respected
for her efforts.

Joining her were representatives of
the National Football League from the
Washington Redskins and from the
Tennessee Titans. It is going to be a
great opportunity across America to
use what is a great family get-together
to remember the very basic: If you
want to give thanks, you can give life
with an organ donation.

So I hope a lot of my colleagues in
the other NFL cities will be part of
this and will participate. In Chicago,
we are going to set up tables in Soldier
Field for those who want organ dona-
tion cards and to encourage people to
sign their driver’s licenses. At half
time we are going to bring out a bunch
of kids and older folks who successfully
received organ transplants.

At this meeting, we had Jon
Hochstein, a 5-year-old boy from Vir-
ginia. He had a heart transplant a year
and a half ago, and he looks like he
will play in the NFL some day.

It is a great miracle, but it can’t hap-
pen without organ donors. Those of us
who made that commitment, and have
made it known to our families, stand
at least the possibility to bring a lot of
joy to families.

Mr. REID. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. DURBIN. I am happy to.

Mr. REID. The Senator from Illinois
and I came to the House of Representa-
tives together 18 years ago. I was
placed on the Science and Technology
Committee, and the first subcommittee
I was on was chaired by Representative
ALBERT GORE. One of the first hearings
that he put together as chairman of
that subcommittee dealt with organ
transplants. That was 18 years ago.
Maybe the Senator can remember the
very noted hearing that he held, begin-
ning a discussion on organ transplants.

Mr. DURBIN. I was at the same hear-
ing.

Mr. REID. I say to my friend from I1-
linois, do you remember little Jamie
Fisk whom he brought in?

Mr. DURBIN. I do.

Mr. REID. He was yellow.

Mr. DURBIN. Jaundiced.

Mr. REID. He needed a liver trans-
plant. As a result of that hearing,
Jamie Fisk got a liver transplant. It
began a discussion in our country that
the Senator from Illinois has carried
on all these years about why we should
be aware of the need for organ trans-
plants.

I was not aware the Senator was
coming to the floor today to speak
about this subject. But my mind re-
turns to that very dramatic hearing
that went on for many hours. It was
the first of its kind.

I would say, in passing, and ask the
Senator if he agrees with me, that this
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is like AL GORE to begin something
like this. He is a visionary. And this
goes back long before anyone ever an-
ticipated or thought that AL GORE
would be a Member of the Senate, cer-
tainly not Vice President, and not run-
ning for the Presidency.

Mr. DURBIN. I agree with you.

But I remember it well because I was
lucky enough to serve on that same
subcommittee. I remember that testi-
mony as if it were yesterday. It was
amazing that this issue was brought
forward. We have done so much.

Our Republican colleague, who is a
medical doctor, Senator BILL FRIST,
was a former heart and lung transplant
surgeon. He came down here. He talked
about how he used to carry around in
his pocket the names of 10 or 12 people
who needed an organ donation. He
would go through the hospital to see if
there were any families with a loved
one who was about to pass away who
would even consider that. He said since
he stopped that practice a few years
ago, the number of organ transplants
has been increasing each and every
year. But it can’t continue unless there
are more donors.

I hope this ‘“‘Give Thanks, Give Life
Week” around Thanksgiving will be-
come an annual event. I want to really
salute the National Football League
and Paul Tagliabue, the Commissioner,
for all the support they have given us.
They have at least given it the kind of
sendoff we hoped to achieve. Connie
Payton, who was here the other day;
Mark Moseley, who is a former most
valuable player in the NFL; Bill
Brundage, who was also a lineman for
the Washington Redskins—they all
came out here to endorse the concept.

Many times, people in sports can
come forward and spur a lot of folks to
take seriously what politicians, such as
ourselves, may not be able to impress
upon them. So this meeting today was
a good one.

———

TAX CUTS AND THE
PRESIDENTIAL DEBATE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I also
come to the floor today to talk about
an issue that came up the other night
during the course of the Presidential
debate. I did a television show last
night called ‘‘Crossfire.”” Some people
probably have seen it. It was typical. It
was kind of a controlled shouting
match, you might say, on ‘“Crossfire,”
with Republicans on one side and
Democrats on the other. Mary Matalin,
who is from Illinois, and has been quite
well known for her chairmanship of the
campaign for George Bush’s election as
President, was there representing the
Republican side. Of course, we had Bill
Press on the Democratic side. We
talked about the debate.

The interesting thing to me was, the
analysis of the debate by these com-
mentators kind of came down to what
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I consider to be fairly superficial ques-
tions: Did George Bush show disrespect
for AL GORE when he brought up the
whole question about fundraising? Did
AL GORE show disrespect for George
Bush when he shrugged or was guilty of
audible breathing?

I thought to myself at one point, is
that as good as it gets in a Presidential
campaign in America? We can listen to
90 minutes of debate and wonder if
someone perhaps cleared their throat
at the wrong time, or shrugged their
shoulders, or someone else brought up
a word or two that might have crossed
the line.

I think it is worth a lot more for us
to have these debates. I think it is im-
portant that all of us who are in this
business—Republicans and Demo-
crats—take it as seriously as the
American people want to take it.

What I hear from people across the
country is, we are looking for political
candidates who speak candidly, hon-
estly, openly, and truthfully. Tell us
what you believe, even if we might dis-
agree with it, so we can draw a conclu-
sion about you, not just our ideas
about you.

The issue that AL GORE came to the
debate to talk about is one which was
addressed a few moments ago by our
colleague, Senator PETE DOMENICI of
New Mexico. I listened carefully be-
cause I really respect this man. For
years, when I served in the House of
Representatives on the Budget Com-
mittee, and now on the Senate Budget
Committee, I have watched PETE
DOMENICI. He has gone after the deficit
like a tiger and for years and years was
admonishing Congress to cut spending,
trying to bring down our deficit. He
continues in that effort.

As a consequence, I wish he were here
on the floor. I told him I was going to
bring up this issue. I wish he were here
on the floor so we could have a little
debate about the proposed tax cuts of
the two candidates, AL GORE and
George Bush, and the impact it would
have on America.

I think that is the point that AL
GORE was trying to make the other
night in the debate. There really are
two clear choices. Both parties are for
tax cuts, but they are entirely different
approaches. The American people get
to take their pick whichever they
think is best for the future of this
country and fairest for the taxpayers.

Frankly, I think the choice is very
stark and very clear.

Let me show you, as an example, this
chart, which demonstrates George
Bush’s proposal. It is true, we are at
the point in our history where we are
going to have a surplus; more money
coming into the Federal Treasury than
going out for the next 10 years.

The amount of that surplus will be
somewhere in the neighborhood of $4.8
trillion—a huge amount of money. It
sure is a far cry from just a few years
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