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Committee to say: No more; let us
abolish all sanctions on food and medi-
cine shipments everywhere in the
world. It passed. It is in the Agri-
culture appropriations bill that will
come to the floor of the Senate.

That is not new. We passed it last
year as well, by 70 votes in the Senate.
Because of one issue, it got hijacked by
some legislative leaders and did not be-
come law. They are planning to hijack
it again.

The issue is Cuba. We have legisla-
tive leaders who say Cuba is a different
story. We must maintain sanctions
against the shipment of food and medi-
cine to Cuba. They want to retain the
entire embargo with Cuba. But the 40
years of embargo has failed.

The question is—when you have an
experiment, a laboratory experiment,
and this is a real experiment, a real
laboratory, for 40 years you have an
embargo against Cuba and it doesn’t
work—who will be the first to stand up
and say: This does not work; maybe we
ought to do something else?

We are not talking about the entire
embargo with respect to Cuba. We are
just talking about the issue of food and
medicine and the sanctions that now
apply to shipments of food and medi-
cine to Cuba. The legislative leaders
are intending to hijack this position
once again. Our intent to repeal that
sanction is going to be hijacked once
again, unless we find a way to stop it.

The Washington Post today wrote an
editorial, ‘‘Food for Cuba.” They make
the point that there is no justification
for having sanctions on food and medi-
cine for Cuba, and there is no justifica-
tion. It is interesting that the debate
over normal trade relations with China
produces all these folks who come to
the floor of the House and Senate and
say: We must engage with China. En-
gaging with a Communist nation will
inevitably move that nation in a more
constructive direction. More trade and
more direction towards open markets
will inevitably improve things in a
country such as China.

If that is the case, why is it not the
case with Cuba, also a Communist
country? Why is it the case that en-
gagement with China is productive in
moving them towards better human
rights and towards a more constructive
direction, but it is not the case in
Cuba? The answer is the current em-
bargo that exists with Cuba makes no
sense at all. Sanctions against the
shipments of food and medicine, not
only to Cuba but to the other sanc-
tioned countries in the world, is not
moral policy. It is not moral for this
country, in my judgment, to use food
and medicine as part of sanctions. It is
wrong.

I started by talking about farmers.
Yes. I have an interest to try to make
sure farmers have the opportunity to
serve markets. Those who support
Freedom to Farm. I don’t; I don’t think
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it has worked. We need to ask the same
question with respect to markets. If
you say the Freedom to Farm approach
is something that is important for
farmers, what about the freedom to
sell? Freedom to Farm—what about
the freedom to sell? Farmers are told
they have the freedom to farm. What
about the freedom to sell their prod-
ucts to Cuba, or the freedom to sell
their wheat to Iran, or the freedom to
sell their wheat to Libya?

If we have in the coming weeks the
kind of chicanery that went on last
year to hijack this policy, to hijack
those Republicans and Democrats who
say we must end these sanctions on the
shipment of food and medicine to all
countries—and, yes, including Cuba—if
they intend to hijack that again
through legislative chicanery, they are
going to have a whole load on their
hands, because they did it last year and
they were successful, but they are not
going to do it twice.

If there is an up-or-down vote on this
to eliminate the sanctions on food and
medicine with respect to all of these
countries, including Cuba—there were
70 votes in the Senate last year, and
there was a majority in the House. By
an overwhelming margin Republicans
and Democrats in the Congress be-
lieved that we ought to eliminate sanc-
tions on food and medicine shipments.
The only conceivable way they can de-
tour our effort is to prevent a vote in
the House and to try to strip out the
provision that the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee put in when that bill
comes to the floor of the Senate.

I serve notice to all who think about
these issues that it is not going to hap-
pen the way it happened last year. You
might have the muscle and you might
have the cards up your sleeve to try to
derail this once again. But it is going
to cost in terms of the way this place
works.

We have a clear, large majority in
the House and the Senate on the side of
the American farmer, who believe they
ought to have the freedom to sell in
these markets; on the side of those who
say this policy of using food as a weap-
on is fundamentally immoral; on the
side of doing the right thing with Cuba
and yes, other countries; consistent
with what we described and talked
about with respect to China. We have a
large majority in the House and the
Senate to do the sensible thing this
year.

I am not prepared to step aside and
quietly go away on this issue. If leaders
do to us what they are suggesting in
the papers, they will try to do to us
what they did last year successfully
through legislative slight of hand.

Our farmers deserve better than that.
Hungry people around the world de-
serve to look at this country and un-
derstand that this country will never,
never ever impose sanctions on food
and medicine.
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This country in its zeal and desire to
take aim at a dictator hits hungry peo-
ple, hits poor people, and hits sick peo-
ple. We are not hurting dictators. Does
anybody here believe that Fidel Castro
has ever missed a meal because we
have an embargo or sanction on food
and medicine? Does anybody here ever
think that Saddam Hussein has missed
dinner because we have not sent food
to Iraq? We haven’t hurt dictators. All
we have done is hurt sick people, poor
people, and hungry people around the
world with this foolish policy. And, at
the same time, we have hurt our farm-
ers here at home.

This must stop. It must stop this
year. And it must not be a halfhearted
notion of putting on the brakes half-
way and saying we will eliminate the
sanctions with respect to these couple
of countries but we can’t do it with re-
spect to Cuba. Nonsense. It must be
done across the board, and it must be
done this year.

Those, as I have said, who think they
are going to hijack this policy are in
for a long, hot summer.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming is recognized.

—————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate imme-
diately proceed to executive session to
consider the following nominations on
the Executive Calendar: No. 451, and
Nos. 528 through 543, and all nomina-
tions on the Secretary’s desk in the
Foreign Service. I ask the clerk to re-
port Calendar No. 536.

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

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Edward William Gnehm, Jr.,
of Georgia, a Career Member of the
Senior Foreign Service, Class of Career
Minister, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to Australia.

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the nominations be
confirmed, the motions to reconsider
be laid upon the table, any statements
relating to the nominations be printed
in the RECORD, the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action,
and the Senate return to legislative
session.

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

The nominations considered and con-
firmed are as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Douglas A. Dworkin, of Maryland, to be
General Counsel of the Department of De-
fense.

BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS

Edward E. Kaufman, of Delaware, to be a
Member of the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors for a term expiring August 13, 2000.
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Alberto J. Mora, of Florida, to be a Mem-
ber of the Broadcasting Board of Governors
for a term expiring August 13, 2000.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

David N. Greenlee, of Maryland, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the Republic of
Paraguay.

Susan S. Jacobs, of Virginia, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to Papua New Guinea, and
to serve concurrently and without additional
compensation as Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to Solomon Islands, and as Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of
the United States of America to the Republic
of Vanuatu.

John F. Tefft, of Virginia, a Career Mem-
ber of the Senior Foreign Service, Class of
Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the Republic of
Lithuania.

John R. Dinger, of Florida, a Career Mem-
ber of the Senior Foreign Service, Class of
Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to Mongolia.

Donna Jean Hrinak, of Virginia, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the Republic of
Venezuela.

John Martin O’Keefe, of Virginia, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the Kyrgyz Re-
public.

Edward William Gnehm, Jr., of Georgia, a
Career Member of the Senior Foreign Serv-
ice, Class of Career Minister, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of
the United States of America to Australia.

Daniel A. Johnson, of Florida, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the Republic of
Suriname.

V. Manuel Rocha, of California, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to the Republic of Bolivia.

Rose M. Likins, of Virginia, a Career Mem-
ber of the Senior Foreign Service, Class of
Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to the Republic of El1 Salvador.

W. Robert Pearson, of Tennessee, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the Republic of
Turkey.

Marc Grossman, of Virginia, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Career Minister, to be Director General of
the Foreign Service.

Anne Woods Patterson, of Virginia, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service,
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of
the United States of America to the Republic
of Colombia.

James Donald Walsh, of California, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambas-

sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of

the United States of America to Argentina.
FOREIGN SERVICE

Foreign Service nominations beginning
Craig B. Allen, and ending Daniel E. Harris,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD of April 7, 2000.

Foreign Service nominations beginning C.
Franklin Foster, Jr., and ending Michael
Patrick Glover, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of April 7, 2000.

Foreign Service nominations beginning
Leslie O’Connor, and ending David P. Lam-
bert, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD of May 11, 2000.

————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume the legislative session.

———————

NOMINATION OF EDWARD GNEHM,
JR.

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I thank all
of my colleagues for the action that
was just taken.

This is truly one of the highlights of
my Senate career. The nomination
that was read individually was my col-
lege roommate. I roomed with him for
3 years at George Washington Univer-
sity where he was striving to become a
career Ambassador for the United
States of America. I watched him work
and struggle and exceed all expecta-
tions. He is extremely brilliant and has
been able to get the kind of career that
he wanted.

I thank the Senator from Wyoming,
who is presiding, for the rapid action
that he took to have the hearing held
on this nomination.

I thank the Senator from North
Carolina, Mr. HELMS, for the expedi-
tious work that he did with the full
committee to get this name brought
before the Senate.

We have a truly dedicated career offi-
cer who will be serving us in Australia.
I know him very well. I canoed with
him in the swamps of Georgia.

I watched his career and his travels.
Most of my travels around the world
have been through his eyes, as he has
been located in different positions be-
ginning with Katmandu, Nepal.

I think we owe a lot of thanks not
only to him but to his family, and his
wife Peggy, who has gone with him on
these travels. They served well as am-
bassadors for our country.

When he had a break, he came back
to the United States and served in the
State Department. I was often able to
see him in Washington. I watched him
as he was liaison for the Defense De-
partment, liaison for the State Depart-
ment with Senator KENNEDY, and in a
number of other positions.

He and I have daughters who are the
same age. We have sons who are the
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same age. His son, Ed, is married to the
daughter of the couple who introduced
my wife and I. How did a Wyoming girl
meet somebody out here? They met at
my swearing-in ceremony. The two
dads were part of my wedding. And I
was there to see their children’s mar-
riages in Wyoming.

Skip is a fraternity brother of mine
and is actually the only brother that I
have.

With this action taken today, the
United States will be well served in
Australia. This is the correct action,
the best action, and this is the best
representation we can get.

I thank all of my colleagues for their
support in getting this important nom-
ination approved.

————

AUTHORIZATION OF TESTIMONY
BY SENATE EMPLOYEE

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate proceed
to the immediate consideration of S.
Res. 320, submitted earlier by Senator
LOTT and Senator DASCHLE.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 320) to authorize tes-
timony by a Senate employee in a State ad-
ministrative proceeding.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, a case-
worker employed in the state office of
Senator WILLIAM V. ROTH, Jr. has been
subpoenaed to testify at an unemploy-
ment compensation benefits hearing
before the Delaware Department of
Labor.

The testimony concerns contacts
that the caseworker had with the
claimant in the course of assisting the
claimant’s employing business with
casework matters.

In accordance with the rules of the
Senate, this resolution would enable
the caseworker to testify in response
to the subpoena.

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the resolution be
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to,
the motion to reconsider be laid upon
the table, and any statements relating
thereto be printed in the RECORD.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. REsS. 320

Whereas, in the Inquiry Relative to the
Claim for Benefits of Yolanda Nock, pending
before the Department of Labor, in the Coun-
ty of Sussex, State of Delaware, a subpoena
for testimony has been issued to Elinor
Hughes, an employee of the Senate on the
staff of Senator William V. Roth, Jr;

Whereas, by the privileges of the Senate of
the United States and Rule XI of the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate, no evidence under

The

320) was
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