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native tongues were reflective of the
country they came from, anything but
English was almost prohibited in the
house. They wanted to talk English.
They wanted to speak the language
that their friends and their neighbors
believed should be used as Americans.
Now we understand people can live in
multiple cultures and continue to
treasure the language that they or
their parents had before they came to
America. In those days, any indication
they could get that they were truly
Americans meant so much.

So they came and worked hard, with
no education. My father went to the
sixth grade only; he had to help his
parents. But they never dreamed their
children would have the opportunities
that were so robust and so fulfilling.

I spent 30 years in the computer busi-
ness, running a company called ADP,
Automatic Data Processing. The com-
pany started with two boyhood friends
of mine. We started without any money
of our own, without any outside financ-
ing. The company today has 33,000 peo-
ple and is one of America’s best per-
forming companies in terms of its prod-
ucts and the stock market’s response.

I got there because this government
was there to render service to our peo-
ple. The one thing that bothers me
when we get into political campaigns
and speeches are made on the stump
and people talk about the government
and how small it ought to be and why
it is too big and the loaded bureauc-
racies, I can’t stand it. Honest to good-
ness, I work with the people who popu-
late this place day in and day out—not
the Senators exclusively but those who
work here on both sides, Democrat and
Republican. I see how diligent they are
in trying to get their day’s work done
and how committed they are in the
service of the people. I respect them. Of
course, those whom I have gotten to
know in my office, I love them as well.
One develops a respect and almost a
reverence for people who will come in
and go to work at 8 o’clock or 9 o’clock
in the morning and stay; if we stay
until 2 o’clock in the morning, they
stay until 2 o’clock in the morning.
For many years, until very recently,
there was never any compensation for
overtime; that was considered part of
the job. For those in the management
of the office, and the leadership posi-
tion among the staff, there is still
nothing like overtime. They do it be-
cause they feel the responsibility. It
has made an enormous difference in the
way we conduct ourselves.

Mr. President, the bottom line view
that I bring is one that has developed
as a result of the opportunities that
were afforded me. I know I probably
have said it too many times, but I ask
my colleagues to indulge me once
again when I talk about my family.

My father died a very young man, at
age 43. I had enlisted in the Army and
was given the benefit of the GI bill.
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The GI bill made the difference in my
life, enabling me to use the knowledge
and programs I studied and learned to
start a business that became an indus-
try. It is the computing industry, as
contrasted to the computer industry,
the hardware industry. To me it was a
great example of the way government
can empower individuals and families
to improve their lives.

It is a lesson I will never forget. The
education I got through the GI bill set
the foundation for me to build that
business. When I look at what hap-
pened with ADP and the number of
people it has put together, 33,000 em-
ployees, processing paychecks for 33
million people across our country and
others.

When I was finishing my 30th year in
business, I thought there were other
things I ought to try to do to help pay
back what I thought was a unique op-
portunity. I wanted to make sure that
it continued to exist for others, as well.
I came to the Senate. I ran in 1982 and
was elected then. I brought what was a
fairly unique perspective because there
weren’t, at that time, as there are now,
so many businesspeople who came from
not having had an elective office expe-
rience but came in fresh from the busi-
ness to the Senate.

When I got here, my goals were to try
again to permit people to think inde-
pendently, to make sure that the
rights and the freedoms we enjoyed
would be protected, to make sure there
would be an opportunity for those who
could learn without having, nec-
essarily, the financing to do it. That is
what the GI bill taught me. It has been
my hope that people would understand
that these opportunities must continue
to exist. That is why we have these dis-
cussions about investing in education,
making sure children have the appro-
priate nutrition, and that people can
count on getting their health protected
when they have a problem, or at least
making certain as they grow and ma-
ture that they know they don’t have to
worry about an illness wiping out not
only their assets but also demolishing
their health.

Just so everybody knows, I am going
to take some time here. Therefore, it
may take a little time for me to do the
whole story. I see the majority leader
either looking at me so anxious to hear
the whole story that he wanted to ask
me what it was.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, if the dis-
tinguished Senator from New Jersey
would yield, perhaps that is a good
point. Yes, I would like to hear the
story uninterrupted. If the Senator
would allow us to do a little bit of lead-
ership business—one of which, or both
of which I know the Senator would be
very interested in—I ask, with the
agreement of the Senator from New
Jersey, that his statement appear in
the RECORD as if uninterrupted, and the
exchange with Senator DASCHLE, our
colloquy, appear after his remarks.

27135

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I am happy to
cooperate because I have a sense that
the subject to be included in their re-
marks is one with which I have intense
fascination.

I am happy to yield to the distin-
guished leaders.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the
majority leader’s intention the Senator
from New Jersey will hold the floor,
following the business?

Mr. LOTT. That would be my re-

quest.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes.
Mr. LOTT. 1 yield to Senator
DASCHLE.
————
THE OMNIBUS APPROPRIATIONS
BILL
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

Democratic leader.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, al-
though there are a lot of good things in
the bill we are about to debate, there is
one glaring omission—legislation to
provide Amtrak with the authority to
issue tax credit bonds for capital im-
provements. This bonding authority is
critical to Amtrak’s future and to the
economic health of the northeast and
many other areas of the country.

I have discussed this issue with mem-
bers of my caucus. We had a very spir-
ited discussion in our caucus this
morning, and I know how strongly they
support Amtrak and this legislation.
We are very disappointed this provision
was not included in this otherwise
praiseworthy legislation. Amtrak sup-
porters will not give up on passing it.
In order to help them secure enactment
of this important measure next year,
the majority leader and I have dis-
cussed and agreed on how best to pro-
ceed. I yield the floor to allow the ma-
jority leader to describe what that un-
derstanding is at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I thank the
Democratic leader for his fine work on
this issue. I know there is a lot of pas-
sion, a lot of support for Amtrak. But
let me remind my colleagues, I am one
of those supporters. I have been an ac-
tive supporter of the national rail pas-
senger system and was very much in-
volved a couple of years ago when we
passed the Amtrak legislation. I had
some strong opposition on our side of
the aisle. I think we need it.

Now, I must confess one of the rea-
sons I think we need it is I want us to
have good service, not just in the
northeast but I also would like to have
access from my own State of Mis-
sissippi to be able to get to Atlanta and
Washington and Boston, and we are the
beneficiaries of Amtrak service. I
think we have to do it. I have pledged
if it can’t run efficiently, if it cannot
run without going into debt, at some
point we may want to say we just can’t
do that and decide what is going to be
the successor program.
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But I also think it is guaranteed and
doomed to failure if we don’t give it an
opportunity to succeed. If you don’t
have modern equipment, if you don’t
have the new fast trains, if you don’t
have a rapid rail system, it will not
work.

So I support this legislation. I want
to commit to our colleagues here that
I will join with Senator DASCHLE in co-
sponsoring this legislation next year.
We will work together to get the appro-
priate hearings in the Finance Com-
mittee and hopefully in the Commerce
Committee, too—even though this bill
is under the Finance subcommittee ju-
risdiction because of the tax aspects of
it—but the Amtrak part of it, of
course, would fall under Commerce. 1
am on both committees and Senator
DASCHLE will probably be on the Fi-
nance Committee, too. We will work
with the ranking member and the
chairman to get hearings and move
this legislation.

I cannot guarantee we will have the
votes or that it will not be filibustered
or that we can break a filibuster, but I
think it is the right thing to do. I
might just add, the chairman of the
Amtrak board, Governor Tommy
Thompson of Wisconsin, has been very
actively involved. He supports this leg-
islation. He has called me personally
about this legislation. He really cares
about it.

When we talk about bipartisanship,
transportation is an issue on which we
have been able to work together in a
bipartisan way, whether it is roads,
AIR-21, TEA-21, Amtrak, rapid rail
system. We can do it again.

Maybe we can improve on this bill.
We talked about that in an exchange
yesterday. Maybe there are some
things we can do, some tweaks that
would make it better and resolve some
of the concerns. And we will try to do
that. I am prepared to make that com-
mitment. I believe we can do it early
next year. I am not talking about hav-
ing it languish; I am trying to get
movement on it in the first 3 months,
6 months of the session, so those who
have reservations can offer amend-
ments and we will vote on them. Hope-
fully, we can get it done, and I commit
to do that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I have long
been a supporter of Amtrak. I was
chairman of the Appropriations Sub-
committee on Transportation before
my friend, Mr. LAUTENBERG, swore to
support and defend the Constitution of
the United States against all enemies
of the United States, foreign and do-
mestic. I was for it then. I am for it
now. We had some problems in connec-
tion with putting this measure into
this bill. I don’t need to go into those
problems here.

But I want to assure Mr. BIDEN and I
want to assure Mr. LAUTENBERG, and
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assure both leaders, that I will do any-
thing I can next year to support this
legislation. I am a cosponsor of the
bill, and I will do my best to help enact
it at the earliest possible date in the
coming Congress. Like the distin-
guished majority leader, I can’t guar-
antee anything except that I will do
my best to be helpful. Certainly on the
Appropriations Committee, if there is
an appropriations item, as always, I
will support it. Amtrak comes to West
Virginia. It comes 3 days a week. I wish
it came more often.

But I support Amtrak as much as
anybody in this Chamber. We don’t
have large airports in West Virginia;
all we have is highways. We certainly
are grateful for and certainly very sup-
portive of the limited amount of rail
transportation we have. We used to
have the Hilltopper; we used to have
the Mountaineer in West Virginia. I
have been a supporter of the Cardinal
longer than I can remember.

So Senators may be reassured that I
shall do everything I can within my
power next year to be helpful.

The principal cosponsors, Mr. LAU-
TENBERG and Mr. BIDEN, made a strong
case for the importance of this vital
legislation. It will be a central part of
our efforts to ensure that our Amtrak
system not only is maintained but is
also able to make necessary improve-
ments in the future to ensure its con-
tinued success.

I thank all Senators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have been
here, not as many years by far as most
everyone on this floor right now, but it
is not often that you see the two lead-
ers and our longtime leader Senator
BYRD, stand and say they will support
a piece of legislation. I have never seen
it happen before. I think this is to show
the intensity of the feelings of the peo-
ple who support this legislation, led by
Senator JOE BIDEN. So I am really
pleased it appears at this stage that
the three leaders, Senator LOTT, Sen-
ator DASCHLE, and Senator BYRD, have
agreed to do this.

I was at lunch today with Senator
HoLLINGS, who is the ranking Demo-
crat on the committee of jurisdiction
that may have something to do with
this, the Commerce Committee. He
said he will do everything he can to
move this matter along. I know I will.
Senator SPECTER, on the other side of
the aisle, said he would do anything
possible to move this along. This is a
rare occasion in the Senate that you
see this much support for a piece of
legislation.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, if I could
ask my colleagues to defer just a mo-
ment, Senator DASCHLE and I would
like to get one more unanimous con-
sent agreement in. Then I would like to
yield to the Senators who are on their
feet.
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Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President,
may I, with all due respect, remind the
majority leader and the President that
I yielded time based on the fact that I
would recover the floor.

Mr. LOTT. There is no question
about it. I thought perhaps the Senator
would want to comment, too, on what
has just transpired. But I do want to
include in the RECORD the fact that
Senator STEVENS also has assured our
colleagues, and has reminded me again,
he also commits, as chairman of the
Appropriations Committee, his contin-
ued support for Amtrak.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I thank the ma-
jority leader.

—————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT

Mr. LOTT. With that, I do under-
stand the Senate will shortly receive
from the House the appropriations bill
containing the final appropriations
measures. I ask unanimous consent
that notwithstanding receipt of the pa-
pers, the Senate proceed to vote imme-
diately on adoption of the conference
report and, following passage, there be
40 minutes of explanation to be equally
divided between the two leaders, with
20 minutes additional under the control
of Senator BYRD, 45 minutes under the
control of Senator GRAHAM of Florida,
and 10 minutes of Senator LOTT’s time
to be controlled by Senator SPECTER.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I want to,
before the majority leader leaves the
floor, thank him.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, if I could
confirm, the unanimous consent was
agreed to?

Mr. DASCHLE. Reserving the right
to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objec-
tion was heard. I recognized the Sen-
ator from Delaware thinking he wished
to object.

Is there objection?

Mr. BIDEN. No, I beg your pardon, I
do not wish to object or seek recogni-
tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
parliamentary procedure, the Senator
from New Jersey has the floor. He
yielded it to the majority leader and
the Democratic leader for the conduct
of certain items of business. Following
that point, Senators seeking to speak
will have to receive the approval or ap-
probation of the Senator from New Jer-
sey.

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I ask the
Senator to yield me a very brief time.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 1
thank the Chair for that recollection. I
will be happy to yield to our friend
from Delaware.

Mr. BIDEN. Before the majority lead-
er leaves the floor, I want to personally
thank him. I want to thank the minor-
ity leader, the Democratic leader, and I
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