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the control or in the possession of the Senate 
may, by the judicial or administrative proc-
ess, be taken from such control or possession 
but by permission of the Senate; 

Whereas, when it appears that evidence 
under the control or in the possession of the 
Senate may promote the administration of 
justice, the Senate will take such action as 
will promote the ends of justice consistently 
with the privileges of the Senate: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That Elinor Hughes is authorized 
to testify in the Inquiry Relative to the 
Claim for Benefits of Yolanda Nock, except 
concerning matters for which a privilege 
should be asserted.

f 

CONGRATULATING REPRESENTA-
TIVE STEPHEN S.F. CHEN 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent the Senate proceed to 
the immediate consideration of S. Con. 
Res. 121, which is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A resolution (S. Con. Res. 121) congratu-

lating Representative Stephen S.F. Chen on 
the occasion of his retirement from the dip-
lomatic service of Taiwan, and for other pur-
poses.

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

Mr. ENZI. I ask unanimous consent 
the resolution be agreed to, the pre-
amble be agreed to, a motion to con-
sider 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. Con. Res. 121) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows:
S. CON. RES. 121

Whereas Representative Stephen S. F. 
Chen has been a member of Taiwan’s diplo-
matic service for forty-seven years; 

Whereas Representative Chen has rep-
resented Taiwan’s interests in such countries 
as the Philippines, Brazil, Argentina, Bo-
livia, and the United States; 

Whereas Representative Chen has held a 
number of important positions in his govern-
ment at home, including those of Vice For-
eign Minister and Deputy Secretary-General 
to President Lee Teng-hui; 

Whereas Representative Chen’s many years 
of service in the United States include ap-
pointments as Taiwan’s Consul-General in 
Atlanta from 1973 to 1979 and as Director of 
the Coordination Council for North Amer-
ican Affairs in Chicago from 1980 to 1982 and 
Los Angeles from 1988 to 1989; 

Whereas Representative Chen has served 
with distinction as Taiwan’s senior diplomat 
in the United States since 1997, when he be-
came the Representative of the Taipei Eco-
nomic and Cultural Representative Office in 
Washington, D.C.; and 

Whereas Representative Chen has been a 
friend of the United States and earned the 
respect and genuine affection of many Mem-
bers of the Senate and House of Representa-
tives: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that—

(1) Representative Stephen Chen is to be 
congratulated for his many years of distin-
guished service to Taiwan and for his friend-
ship to the United States; and 

(2) the best wishes of Congress are to be ex-
tended to Representative Chen and his fam-
ily on the occasion of his retirement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas. 

f 

40 YEARS TOO LONG—THE CUBAN 
EMBARGO 

Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, when 
President Kennedy announced a trade 
embargo on Cuba in 1961, the consensus 
in Washington was that stifling the 
Cuban economy would lead to internal 
unrest and ultimately depose the anti-
American president, Fidel Castro. 
Since that time, Congress has tight-
ened the screws on Cuba to include 
food and medicine in the embargo and 
to put pressure on other countries not 
to trade with Cuba. We have made it 
more difficult to lift the embargo by 
requiring a two-thirds vote by Congress 
and we have passed a law that says no 
government involving Fidel Castro or 
his brother will be acceptable to the 
U.S., even if they were chosen in Demo-
cratic elections. Through it all, our 
main nemesis, Fidel Castro, has sur-
vived. In fact, he is strong as ever. To 
gain a better understanding of this 
issue, I recently led a group of Arkan-
sas farmers to Havana to see firsthand 
the impact of our policy and the poten-
tial opportunities that exist should 
this policy be changed. I entered Ha-
vana focused on Cuba’s potential as a 
new trade market for Arkansas agri-
culture producers. I left Havana with a 
new understanding of the embargo’s ef-
fects on the people of Cuba. I returned 
from Cuba more confident than ever 
that the U.S. embargo on Cuba must be 
lifted. The three most compelling rea-
sons for my stance on this issue are: (1) 
the fact that we should engage coun-
tries, not isolate them in order to move 
them forward and help them to gain 
potential; (2) the overall effect on the 
American economy that losing the 
trade with Cuba has had; and (3) the 
humanitarian impact on the Cuban 
people. 

This was my first trip to Cuba and it 
was extremely worthwhile. I found the 
country and its people impressive and 
possessing great potential. The archi-
tecture in downtown Havana was 
charming, however, it struck me that 
someone had turned the lights out 40 
years ago and no one has thought to 
flip the switch back on. The gorgeous 
architecture was crumbling along with 
the people. The physical decay of the 
cities, buildings, and infrastructure is 
readily apparent. This obvious eco-
nomic and physical decline has not, 
however, led to an uprising of Cuban 
citizens demanding for a more demo-

cratic government based on capital-
istic principles. It has been four dec-
ades since the embargo was enforced 
for political reasons. Times have clear-
ly changed. The Soviet Union no longer 
aids Cuban efforts to challenge U.S. in-
terests in Central America and else-
where. The Soviet Union does not even 
exist. 

The Cold War has been over for 10 
years and the U.S. has normal trade re-
lations with all of the countries of the 
former Eastern bloc. Yet we continue 
to ostracize Cuba. U.S. defense ana-
lysts even maintain that Cuba does not 
pose a security threat to our country 
at the turn of the century. Is Cuba an 
ideal nation? Absolutely not. But there 
are other countries that we trade with 
and maintain normal diplomatic rela-
tions with whose governments are not 
democratically elected; where full re-
spect for internationally recognized 
human rights is lacking; where there is 
little or no tolerance for political dis-
sent; or where private enterprise is 
largely illegal. 

The first of these countries that 
comes to mind is China. Prior to the 
Memorial Day recess the House of Rep-
resentatives voted to grant Permanent 
Normal Relations (PNTR) status to the 
Republic of China. The Senate will 
likely vote on this matter soon. On 
this separate but related issue let me 
be clear. I look forward to the China 
PNTR debate and urge my colleagues 
to join me in support of expanding our 
trading opportunities. I hope that we 
can pass PNTR with China as quickly 
as possible with no amendments so 
that President Clinton can sign this 
landmark legislation into law. As I 
have watched the China PNTR debate 
rage in Washington during recent 
weeks, I am struck by the common 
theme that we, as a nation, can influ-
ence a country’s actions much more by 
engaging them in trade and commu-
nication than we ever could by ignor-
ing and isolating them. 

I’ve held to this belief for quite some 
time in regard to China as well as 
Cuba. China is the largest Communist 
country in the world. The U.S. has an-
nually granted China its most-favored-
nation status and will likely approve 
Permanent Normal Trade Relations in 
the coming months. Our treatment of 
Cuba should be no different. It is true 
that China has made various overtures 
and taken some positive steps as their 
acceptance into the WTO is being con-
sidered. China has allowed for a limited 
amount of private enterprise to exist. 
And recently, China purchased goods 
from the U.S. as a good faith gesture 
that they will live up to the commit-
ments negotiated in the WTO accession 
agreement. Many who oppose trade 
with Cuba ask, ‘‘Why are we not hold-
ing Cuba to the same standard? Why 
don’t we require them to privatize cer-
tain business entities or purchase some 
commodities as a good faith gesture?’’ 
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The option to purchase U.S. goods is 
not available to Cuba, as it is to China, 
due to laws that we have passed in this 
very institution. Their hands are tied. 

Yet Cuba is taking steps on its own 
regarding private industry. Recent 
progress has been made in the form of 
joint ventures to facilitate the tourism 
industry in Cuba. For instance, the 
hotel we stayed in was a joint venture 
with the Dutch. Of course the govern-
ment is still participating, but it is an 
example of private capital coming in 
from another source and affecting the 
people’s way of life. The people work-
ing at those hotels receive tips from 
tourists that put them way above the 
daily wage of average Cubans. Steps 
made in these directions can only fos-
ter and plant positive seeds for change. 
We can also expect the rapidly and ad-
vancing technology of the Internet to 
help open doors to Cuba. Just as Chi-
nese dissidents communicate today 
over the Internet in spite of attempts 
by the Communists to stop them, I can 
anticipate a day when the Cuban peo-
ple do the same thing. 

The farmers of Cuba are incapable of 
producing enough to sustain the 11 mil-
lion inhabitants of the Caribbean is-
land. Therefore, food must be imported. 
Our allies are already meeting that 
need and trading with Cuba. Rice is 
coming into Cuba from Asia, soybeans 
from Brazil, while our farmers endure 
some of the worst prices they have seen 
in decades. 

We have put ourselves in a position 
where we are hurting our own economy 
and the backbone of our nation, the 
America farmer. By denying our farm-
ers access to additional markets, like 
Cuba, we are ignoring a pledge that 
was made with the passage of the 1996 
Farm Bill to open markets, the nec-
essary markets our farmers need. 
Promises regarding enhanced trading 
opportunities and the free market 
abounded with passage of the so-called 
Freedom to Farm Act. Yet, the re-
cently passed Caribbean/Africa Trade 
bill was the first trade bill Congress 
has passed in six years. We have failed 
to grant the President Fast Track Au-
thority and essentially guaranteed the 
failure of our nation’s farmers by 
granting them the ability to produce as 
much as they are capable while deny-
ing them access to sufficient markets 
to move their goods. For the American 
farmer the combination of this nation’s 
Ag and foreign trade policies is a no-
win situation. 

For soybeans alone, opening up trade 
with Cuba could mean a $60 million 
market. In Arkansas, we could ship 
400,000 tons of rice right down the Mis-
sissippi River, through the Gulf of Mex-
ico to the Cuban people. Food products 
would be a phone call and a couple of 
days away. Instead, the Cuban people 
are left paying higher prices for a lower 
quality product that takes weeks, 
sometimes months, to arrive in their 
ports. 

Rice is a staple of the Cuban diet and 
we know how to grow it in Arkansas. 
Arkansas is consistently the top U.S. 
producer of rice. Exports are extremely 
important to the rice industry. Last 
year, the rice industry exported to 
more than 100 countries. Trade and 
trade policy, therefore, are critical to 
the continued success of the industry. 

At the time that the U.S. Govern-
ment imposed sanctions on trade with 
Cuba, it was not only our largest ex-
port market for rice, but it took more 
than one-half of our total rice exports. 
Cubans know good American rice, and 
they want it. The embargo dealt a 
major blow to the rice industry, par-
ticularly growers in the South who 
grow long grain rice, which is the rice 
of preference in Cuba. The only impact 
the embargo has had on Cuba is on its 
middle- to low-income citizens. We are 
hurting the Cuban people much more 
than the Cuban government or Cuban 
elite. Due to the high prices the gov-
ernment is forced to pay, less food is 
available for distribution. U.S. humani-
tarian organizations are prevented 
from providing food to starving chil-
dren due solely to the existence of the 
embargo. 

While in Cuba, I met with opponents 
of the Castro regime who have been 
persecuted for attempting to highlight 
the disparate human rights treatment 
in Cuba. These dissidents believe that 
the embargo gives the Cuban govern-
ment an excuse for what is wrong with 
the country. Our embargo provides 
Cuban officials with an excuse for the 
sorry state of the economy and the 
challenges the country faces. If we lift 
the embargo, we expose the Cuban peo-
ple to many of the problems of their 
own government. Right now the Cuban 
people are only getting one side of the 
story, and they are not blaming their 
government or Fidel Castro for their 
troubles, because Fidel Castro is using 
the U.S. Government as the excuse for 
those problems. 

I understand there are colleagues in 
this body whom I deeply respect who 
also disagree with me on this issue. I 
agree that should the U.S. lift its em-
bargo on Cuba, Fidel Castro will prob-
ably declare victory over what he calls 
his imperialist oppressor to his north. 
But the real truth which is undeniably 
is that under current policy absolutely 
no one wins. 

As a farmer’s daughter, I am not so 
concerned about the short-term impli-
cations of who can claim victory after 
40 years of economic isolation. I be-
lieve that the long-term benefits of en-
gagement with Cuba offer economic 
benefit to Americans; opportunities for 
democratic influences inside Cuba and 
better living conditions for the Cuban 
people. Each of these goals strike me 
as fundamental principles of our 
unique, American democracy. Lifting 
the 40-year embargo on Cuba is the 
right thing to do. I hope we do it soon-
er than later. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
JUNE 12, 2000 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate, under the previous order, will 
stand adjourned until the hour of 12 
noon on Monday, June 12, 2000. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 11:54 a.m., 
adjourned until Monday, June 12, 2000, 
at 12 noon.

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate June 9, 2000: 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

DOUGLAS A. DWORKIN, OF MARYLAND, TO BE GENERAL 
COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 

EDWARD E. KAUFMAN, OF DELAWARE, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR 
A TERM EXPIRING AUGUST 13, 2000. 

ALBERTO J. MORA, OF FLORIDA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR A TERM 
EXPIRING AUGUST 13, 2000. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

DAVID N. GREENLEE, OF MARYLAND, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN-
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY 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 EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI-
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
PAPUA NEW GUINEA, AND TO SERVE CONCURRENTLY 
AND WITHOUT ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION AS AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO SOLOMAN IS-
LANDS, AND AS AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF VANUATU. 

JOHN F. TEFFT, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER-
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF LITHUANIA. 

JOHN R. DINGER, OF FLORIDA, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF COUNSELOR, 
TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI-
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
MONGOLIA. 

DONNA JEAN HRINAK, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN-
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA. 

JOHN MARTIN O’KEEFE, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN-
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE KYRGYZ REPUBLIC. 

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.

DANIEL A. JOHNSON, OF FLORIDA, CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER-
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF SURINAME. 

V. MANUEL ROCHA, OF CALIFORNIA, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF COUN-
SELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF BOLIVIA. 

ROSE M. LIKINS, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF COUNSELOR, 
TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI-
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE REPUBLIC OF EL SALVADOR. 

W. ROBERT PEARSON, OF TENNESSEE, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN-
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY 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 MIN-
ISTER, TO BE DIRECTOR GENERAL OF THE FOREIGN 
SERVICE. 

ANNE WOODS PATTERSON, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA. 

JAMES DONALD WALSH, OF CALIFORNIA, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
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