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NASA’s projected b-year cost growth
of over $4 billion includes many pro-
gram liens that reflect 2 years of ac-
tual operational experience for the sta-
tion. That on-orbit experience has
eliminated many unknowns and has
significantly enhanced NASA’s aware-
ness of what it takes to operate a space
station. Unfortunately, the greater
awareness has come with a pricetag
that threatens reaching the full capa-
bility of the space station as originally
planned in terms of research, a perma-
nent crew of six, and a crew rescue ve-
hicle.

I believe NASA is dealing with the
budgetary challenges and has proposed
a ‘‘core complete’ plan for the station
to stay within budget constraints. Im-
portantly, NASA and OMB have put
into place an independent external re-
view board to assess the space station’s
budget and to assure the station will
provide maximum benefit to the U.S.
taxpayer. This external review board
will evaluate the cost and benefits for
enhancing research, a habitation mod-
ule for a crew of six, and a crew rescue
vehicle.

It will be my goal in conference that
we not preclude the full review of these
potential enhancements by the inde-
pendent external review board and not
obstruct the ability of NASA to under-
take these enhancements in order to
ensure the originally planned capa-
bility for the space station.

I want to work with Senator MIKUL-
SKI and Senator BOND to make sure we
do not cut off capabilities of the space
station and thereby never see the sci-
entific contributions for which we have
already made a significant investment.

The international space station is
the greatest peaceful scientific project
ever undertaken. Since 1993, the United
States has worked with our inter-
national allies, including Russia, forg-
ing relationships of mutual respect, on
the space station.

The efforts and resources of 16 na-
tions are involved in the construction
and operation of the orbiting lab. As-
sembly of the space station is nearing
‘‘core complete” and within a year we
expect new and exciting scientific ex-
periments to begin. Its successes will
be felt by all of us here on Earth.

A project of this magnitude is certain
to face a multitude of unknowns, and
NASA has confronted many of them.
As always in its courageous history,
NASA has and will continue to over-
come these obstacles and we will reap
the rewards. Simply, the space station
will maintain U.S. global leadership in
space science and technology.

The unparalleled scientific research
opportunities aboard the space station
will enable advances in medicine and
engineering. Most important are the
health benefits that we have in the
microgravity conditions in the space
station. You cannot—no matter what
technology you have—reproduce on
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Earth the gravity conditions that are
in space. We know those microgravity
conditions will allow us to watch the
development of breast cancer cells and
osteoporosis in a weightless environ-
ment. Perhaps this will help us find the
cure for breast cancer, or we will learn
how to combat osteoporosis.

The absence of gravity in the space
station will allow new insights into
human health and disease prevention
and treatment, including heart, lung,
and Kkidney function, cardiovascular
disease, and immune system functions.
The cool suit for Apollo missions now
helps improve the quality of life of pa-
tients with multiple sclerosis. In re-
cent years, NASA has obtained sci-
entific data from space experiments
that is five times more accurate than
that on Earth. None of these benefits
will be available in the future unless
we have a space station on which we
can perform adequate research.

Some will say that similar research
can be conducted on the space shuttle.
Although I believe valuable research
should continue to be performed on the
shuttle, the fact is, a longer period of
time that can only occur on the space
station 1is absolutely necessary for
many important experiments.

During his last year in the Senate,
Senator John Glenn spoke passionately
in defense of the space station. He
quoted a friend of mine, Dr. Michael
DeBakey, chancellor and chairman of
the surgery department at Baylor Col-
lege of Medicine in Houston, TX, who
said:

The Space Station is not a luxury any
more than a medical research center at
Baylor College of Medicine is a luxury.
Present technology on the Shuttle allows for
stays of space of only about 2 weeks. We do
not limit medical researchers to only a few
hours in the laboratory and expect cures for
cancer. We need much longer missions in
space—in months to years—to obtain re-
search results that may lead to the develop-
ment of new knowledge and breakthroughs.

So you take all these scientific won-
ders and ask: How does it make my life
better? It does make our lives better. It
makes our health better. It gives pa-
tients who have multiple sclerosis,
osteoporosis, or cancer a better chance
for a quality of life. I reject the idea
that we would walk away from the
space station and from the possibilities
for the future for better health and bet-
ter quality of life.

The international space station,
along with the space shuttle program,
is our future in one of the last unex-
plored regions of our universe. It will
discover untold knowledge and could
catapult us into a greater under-
standing of our world and, yet, undis-
covered worlds. The space station will
provide us with fantastic science, but
that is only one of the known suc-
cesses. The unknown successes are lim-
itless.

Madam President, if we do not con-
tinue funding of the international
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space station at the anticipated cost
levels, valuable experiments and
progress will be abandoned. The project
is long underway and, for the sake of
future generations, we should not leave
it unfinished. I look forward to work-
ing with the chairman and ranking
member of this subcommittee to make
sure we do fully fund the space station,
but with strict requirements for budg-
etary control and making sure we do
everything to keep our costs in line.
But let’s not walk away from this im-
portant research for our future.

Thank you, Madam President. I yield
the floor.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

——
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that there now be a
period for morning business with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10
minutes each.

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

—_—

NOMINATION OF JOHN
NEGROPONTE TO BE THE AMER-
ICAN AMBASSADOR TO THE
UNITED NATIONS

Mr. MCcCAIN. Madam President, I
will speak for a few minutes about a
problem that is hamstringing Amer-
ican foreign policy today, and that is
the stalled nomination of John
Negroponte to be the American Ambas-
sador to the United Nations.

Even the critics of American foreign
policy would agree that America, and
the world, are best served by having an
outstanding, experienced, professional
diplomat at our U.N. mission in New
York. Indeed, such a personal rep-
resentative of the President would pro-
vide enlightened perspective to our
friends and allies on occasions when we
cannot support particular U.N. initia-
tives. He would also symbolize Amer-
ica’s robust commitment to inter-
national engagement, and work with
like-minded nations whenever possible
to advance our mutual interests and
values, in the spirit of cooperation the
United Nations was created to foster.

Regrettably, the Senate has stalled
ambassador Negroponte’s nomination
process. The President announced his
intention to nominate this 37-year vet-
eran of the Foreign Service in March
and sent his nomination to the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee in May.
But his nomination has been held up

The
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