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raising this issue. The person he is re-
ferring to is the mother of a 5-year-old.
I also have taken as a cause Ngawang
Choephel, who is a young man from
Tibet who attended college and then
went back to Tibet to work on trying
to make a history of the language and
the culture there and was arrested and,
without any trial at all, imprisoned
and still is in prison.

I finally had to go to the Chinese just
to get the mother to see her son, which
she was guaranteed to do under Chi-
nese law. We finally did succeed in get-
ting the two together, but he remains
incarcerated in Tibet.

These are just a few, I am sure, of
many such incidents. We should always
keep these in mind when we decide
what kind of relationship we are going
to have with China.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

———

RECOGNITION OF LIEUTENANT
COLONEL STEVE PENN

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I would
like to recognize Lieutenant Colonel
Steve Penn for his meritorious service
to the U.S. Senate both as a Legisla-
tive Fellow and as the Deputy Director
of the Marine Corps Liaison Office
from July 19, 1996 to April 24, 2001.
Lieutenant Colonel Penn’s uncompro-
mising professionalism and inter-
personal skills provided an immense
contribution to the mission of commu-
nicating the Commandant’s message in
the United States Senate. As a fellow,
he expertly advised Senator ROBERTS
and his staff on matters of national se-
curity. In the Senate Liaison Office, he
led scores of congressional and staff
delegations on fact-finding trips to all
corners of the globe with unparalleled
ease. Additionally, he routinely pre-
pared and delivered briefs to Senators
often involving very complex military
and Marine Corps issues, always with
diplomacy and candor. Lieutenant
Colonel Penn consistently maintained
uncompromising standards for dedica-
tion and accuracy in his work. His per-
sonal pride and loyalty to the Marine
Corps guided his work and deeds, and
resulted in superior results. His unself-
ish devotion to duty, exceptional per-
formance, and outstanding profes-
sionalism have served the Members of
Congress and the professional staff
well, and provided a priceless contribu-
tion to the Marine Corps. My col-
leagues join me in wishing Lieutenant
Colonel Penn all the very best in his
next assignment as a member of the In-
spector and Instructor Staff, 2nd Bat-
talion, 23rd Marines in Encino, Cali-
fornia.

———
HONORING THE AAA SCHOOL

SAFETY PATROL LIFESAVING

MEDAL AWARD WINNERS

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I am
proud to announce to the Senate today
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the names of the young men and
women who have been selected to re-
ceive special awards from the Amer-
ican Automobile Association. Three
safety patrollers will receive the 2000
AAA School Safety Patrol Lifesaving
Medal Award. This award is the highest
honor given to members of the school
safety patrol.

There are roughly 500,000 members of
the school safety patrol in this coun-
try, helping in over 50,000 schools.
Every day, these young people ensure
that their peers arrive safely at school
in the morning, and back home in the
afternoon.

Most of the time, they accomplish
their jobs uneventfully. But, on occa-
sion, these volunteers must make split-
second decisions, placing themselves in
harm’s way to save the lives of others.
The heroic actions of this year’s recipi-
ents exemplify this selflessness, and
richly deserve recognition.

The first AAA Lifesaving Medal re-
cipient comes from South San Fran-
cisco, CA.

On September 28, 2000, just as chil-
dren were leaving Our Lady of Mercy
School for the day, a car hit another
car, veered out of control and plowed
into the school parking lot. Safety
patroller Dustin Ramirez helped main-
tain control until rescue and police of-
ficials arrived. His quick thinking and
courage helped prevent any students
from being hurt.

This year’s second AAA Lifesaving
Medal honoree comes from Brooklyn
Center, MN.

On January 4, 2001, safety patroller
Stefani Egnell was preventing students
at Willow Lane Elementary School
from crossing the street until she could
determine if a speeding car was going
to stop. Stefani prevented one 8-year-
old girl from stepping in front of the
car. She also pulled a boy who hadn’t
heard her warning back out of harm’s
way.

The third AAA Lifesaving Medal win-
ner comes from Manassas, VA.

In March 2000, quick action by safety
patroller Jonathan Waldron stopped a
third grade student from being hit by a
bus that had begun pulling away from
the curb. Since the youngster was in
the blind spot of the bus, the driver did
not see him. Jonathan pulled him out
of the path of the bus and prevented
what could have been a tragedy.

In addition to honoring safety patrol-
lers with the Lifesaving Medal Award,
AAA also recognizes the School Safety
Patroller of the year. This award is
presented to patrollers who have per-
formed their duties above and beyond
their normal responsibilities and dem-
onstrate outstanding leadership, de-
pendability, and academic strength.

Courtney Graf Bernet has been
named School Safety Patroller of the
Year by AAA Mid-Atlantic. Courtney is
a sixth-grader at Lee’s Corner Elemen-
tary School in Fairfax, VA. In Novem-
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ber, 2000, Courtney was on patrol duty
when a fellow student alerted her that
he was having a seizure. Courtney in-
stinctively knew what to do to make
the student safe and comfortable. She
helped him sit down on a soft, grassy
area, took off his backpack so he
wouldn’t hurt himself, and sent his sis-
ter for help. After the crisis was over,
she also made sure the other students
at the stop safely got on their bus.

Courtney’s friends and teachers de-
scribe her as courageous and respon-
sible. She excels at using computers,
and when she is faced with a challenge,
she perseveres until she succeeds. She
and all of the other AAA winners de-
serve our thanks and applause.

On behalf of the Senate, I extend con-
gratulations and thanks to these young
women and men who are visiting the
Capitol today. They are an asset to
their communities, and their families
and neighbors should be very proud of
their courage and dedication.

I would also like to recognize the
American Automobile Association for
providing the supplies and training
necessary to keep the safety patrol on
duty nationwide.

Since the 1920’s, AAA clubs across
the country have been sponsoring stu-
dent safety patrols to guide and pro-
tect younger classmates against traffic
accidents. Easily recognizable by their
fluorescent orange safety belt and
shoulder strap, safety patrol members
represent the very best of their schools
and communities. Experts credit school
safety patrol programs with helping to
lower the number of traffic accidents
and fatalities involving young children.

We owe AAA our gratitude for their
tireless efforts to ensure that our Na-
tion’s children arrive to and from
school safe and sound.

And we owe our thanks to these ex-
ceptional young men and women for
their selfless actions. The discipline
and courage they displayed deserves
the praise and recognition of their
schools, their communities and the Na-
tion.

———

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT
OF 2001

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President,
I rise today to speak about hate crimes
legislation I introduced with Senator
KENNEDY last month. The Local law
Enforcement Act of 2001 would add new
categories to current hate crimes legis-
lation sending a signal that violence of
any kind is unacceptable in our soci-
ety.

Today, I would like to detail a hei-
nous crime that occurred August 8, 2000
in Providence, Rhode Island. Two
young men said they were severely
beaten and kicked by two strangers.
The two victims were walking down a
street when a car slowed and passed
them. Minutes later the car drove by
again, and the occupants began shout-
ing vulgarities, anti-gay slurs and said,



7312

“We’re going to kill you.” The victims
yelled back; the perpetrators allegedly
got out of the car, shouted more anti-
gay slurs and vulgarities, threw a beer
can at them and then proceeded to beat
and punch the victims in the head and
body until one of them almost lost con-
sciousness. The perpetrators eventu-
ally got in their car and fled, and wit-
nesses called for help.

I believe that Government’s first
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend
them against the harms that come out
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement
Enhancement Act of 2001 is now a sym-
bol that can become substance. I be-
lieve that by passing this legislation,
we can change hearts and minds as
well.

————

THE 20TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
NUCLEAR CONTROL INSTITUTE

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, the Nu-
clear Control Institute, NCI, this year
celebrates its 20th anniversary. For 20
years the NCI has worked to prevent
the further spread of nuclear weapons
to nations or to groups. In honor of
their achievements and contributions,
I ask unanimous consent that a letter
of congratulations to NCI by our
former colleague, Senator John Glenn,
adn the remarks of the founder and
president of NCI, Paul Leventhal, at
NCI’s 20th anniversary conference on
April 9, 2001, be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

THE JOHN GLENN INSTITUTE,
PUBLIC SERVICE & PUBLIC POLICY,
Columbus, Ohio, April 9, 2001.
Mr. PAUL LEVENTHAL,
c/o Mr. Len Bickwit,
Miller & Chevalier, Chartered,
Washington, DC.

DEAR PAUL: I want to extend to you per-
sonally my most sincere congratulations on
the occasion of the twentieth anniversary of
the Nuclear Control Institute. Your con-
tribution to the debate on nuclear prolifera-
tion has been invaluable over the years and
undoubtedly has helped make the world a
safer one in which to live. I will always ap-
preciate your & Senator Ribicoff’s role in
initially involving me in the nonprolifera-
tion issue during my early days in the Sen-
ate. While we have not always agreed on the
specific measures to be taken in support of
nonproliferation, we have always shared the
objective that the control of nuclear weap-
onry must rank high on the list of the na-
tion’s public policy priorities. Your tireless
work in support of that objective well de-
serves the commemoration it is receiving
today.

Best regards,

Sincerely,
JOHN GLENN.

NUCLEAR POWER AND THE SPREAD OF NUCLEAR
WEAPONS: CAN WE HAVE ONE WITHOUT THE
OTHER?

Good morning, I am Paul Leventhal, presi-
dent of the Nuclear Control Institute, and I
want to welcome you to NCI's 20th anniver-
sary conference, ‘‘Nuclear Power and the
Spread of Nuclear Weapons—Can We Have
One Without the Other?”
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NCI got started 20 years ago on a spring
day like today when I landed a $7,500 con-
tribution from an anonymous member of the
Rockefeller family. Wade Greene, the Rocke-
feller program officer who has been so help-
ful to a number of non-profit organizations
represented here today, called it a ‘‘stimula-
tive grant’” to encourage giving by other
foundations. But I had just lost my job on
Capitol Hill, when the majority of the Sen-
ate switched to the party other than the one
my boss and subcommittee chairman, Gary
Hart, belonged to. So, I wasted no time and
applied the Rockefeller check to renting a
desk in the corridor of a small law firm lo-
cated in a town house a block away from
here, on N Street. With the desk came a posh
conference room, suitable for holding meet-
ings with other NGOs with an interest in plu-
tonium and proliferation, and NCI was born.

In those days, NCI stood for The Nuclear
Club Inc. The name was too clever by 5/8ths.
But we used it anyway in a full-page New
York Times ad, on Sunday, June 21, 1981, to
launch our fledgling organization. The ad,
which you will find in your folders, posed the
question, ‘“Will Tomorrow’s Terrorist Have
an Atom Bomb?’’—a question, unfortunately,
still highly relevant today, as is the answer.
NCI’s name has changed, but our mission—to
prevent the further spread of nuclear weap-
ons to nations, or to groups—remains the
same.

The ad’s creator was Julian Koenig, an
original member and still a member of our
Board. He is a Madison Avenue legend, now
retired, whose credits included Volkswagen’s
original ‘“Think Small”’ campaign and the
naming of ‘“‘Earth Day.”

At first, Mr. Koenig expressed reluctance
about joining our board, but I assured him
that NCI would have to solve the plutonium
problem in five years, or he and I probably
wouldn’t survive to talk about it anyway. I
was wrong on both counts. We haven’t solved
the problem. We are still around to talk
about it. To paraphrase Faulkner, NCI has
endured, if not prevailed. We are all still
here to talk about the role of nuclear power,
plutonium and other associated proliferation
risks—that is the purpose of our meeting
today.

Those of you familiar with NCI's work
probably detect something different about
today’s program. When we planned this con-
ference—and here I wish to acknowledge the
contribution of Marvin Miller of MIT, a long-
time technical adviser and all-around
shmoozer for NCI—we discussed whether we
should look at nuclear power in a broader
context: Do we need nuclear power? How es-
sential is it? This is a policy area that Nu-
clear Control Institute has not ventured into
before. Although some in industry and bu-
reaucracy conclude that our opposition to ci-
vilian use of plutonium and the other nu-
clear weapons material, highly enriched ura-
nium (HEU), means that we are opposed to
nuclear power, we are in fact not an anti-nu-
clear organization. We have maintained a
policy of neutrality on nuclear power and
steer clear of efforts to shut the industry
down. We are anti-plutonium and anti-HEU,
not anti-nuclear.

Our purpose today in examining the need
for nuclear power, and the possible alter-
natives to it, is the current push by industry
and apparently by the Bush Administration
to revive nuclear power and to expand it in
response to growing concerns about elec-
tricity-supply shortages and global warming.

To underscore this point, today’s Wash-
ington Post quotes Vice President Cheney as
saying, ‘“We need to build 65 new power
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plants for the next 20 years, and my own
view is that some of those ought to be nu-
clear, and that’s the environmentally sound
way to go.”

We strongly believe that such an initiative
should not go forward without first exam-
ining whether there is an irreducible pro-
liferation risk associated with nuclear
power, and whether this risk is serious
enough to change current commitments to
nuclear power.

If the nuclear industry refuses to end its
love affair with plutonium, especially now
that it is widely acknowledged that pluto-
nium is not an essential fuel because of the
abundance of cheap, non-weapons usable ura-
nium, then the world may well be better off
without nuclear power. In that case, we
should look to alternative sources of energy
and to energy conservation and efficiency
measures. Even if industry gives up pluto-
nium, there are still severe proliferation
dangers associated with the prospect of
cheap, efficient enrichment technology and
with potentially limitless sources of ura-
nium.

So, we will be examining two sets of ques-
tions today:

Are there viable alternatives to nuclear
power?

Are the proliferation risks associated with
nuclear power so great as to make these al-
ternative approaches imperative?

We have called on a world-class set of ex-
perts to address these questions, and we also
have an expert audience representing a full
range of views that should keep the speakers
on their toes. NCI has always sought to be
inclusive and to invite opposing viewpoints
to be represented at its conferences. This ap-
proach sometimes generates heat, but also
light. We ask the speakers to keep to their
time limits and the questioners to be suc-
cinct and to the point. We have a number of
issues to cover in one day and can only do so
if concision is king.

I want to highlight some of NCI’s concerns
about the proliferation and security risks of
nuclear power and about the way these risks
are now being addressed. I hope these points
help to inform and to stimulate the discus-
sions that follow.

It is important to recognize the central
role of fissile materials as the driving force
behind proliferation. Granted, any decision
to go nuclear is a political one, but the capa-
bility to execute that decision is technical.
It is impossible to build nuclear weapons
without plutonium or HEU. Thus, it should
be straightforward that the nuclear power
industry imposes a menace on the world if
its insists on utilizing these explosive nu-
clear fuels when it is possible to run nuclear
power and research reactors without them.
As will be discussed by the luncheon speak-
ers and the afternoon mnon-proliferation
panel, nuclear power programs have provided
cover for actual or attempted weapons-mak-
ing in a number of countries. In each case,
closing the fuel cycle to extract plutonium
enriching uranium to weapons grade, or im-
porting weapons-grade uranium to run re-
search reactors were the quintessential ele-
ments of those programs.

Seeking to restrict and eliminate use of
these fuels was the objective of the Congres-
sional non-proliferation initiatives of the
1970s and of the Ford and Carter administra-
tions. But these initiatives ran into political
trouble because of the fierce opposition of
our European and Japanese allies, who re-
fused to follow the U.S. example. Today, the
plutonium and breeder programs in these
countries are in desperate financial straits,
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