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institution that promotes research as well as
exchanges between scholars and policy-
makers, and of a new center for the study of
Congress at Indiana University. He and his
wife, Nancy, will stay on here, in their home
in Alexandria, Va.

Not only Congress, he said, but political
life in general is a different game now than
it was in 1960, when Mr. Hamilton was unable
to turn out a respectable crowd to greet Sen-
ator John F. Kennedy in Columbus.

“I called everybody I knew and couldn’t
get 40 people to come out to the Old City
Hall to see him just a few months before he
got the nomination’ for the Presidency, he
said, laughing at the innocence of the time.
“Now you start running for President four
years ahead of time and the voters are so
well informed, you do something and get
back to the office and the phones are already
ringing.”

Not all of that sophistication is progress,
he said. He dared to say what no candidate
would: that today’s elected officials pay too
much attention to constituents, tracking
every hiccup in public opinion.

In some ways, he feels he is leaving on the
same note he came in on: “We’re still fight-
ing about Medicare 30 years later.” But there
has been positive change, he said, in that the
workings of Congress are much more open
now, and the body more truly representative,
with many more women and members of mi-
nority groups in office. If he has learned any-
thing, he said, it is the difficulty of making
representative government work.

He has for some time now missed the
collegiality of his early years in Washington,
when a senior Republican corrected a glaring
parliamentary error Mr. Hamilton had made
on a bill the man opposed—an act of gen-
erosity that he said would be unimaginable
today.

He will miss his colleagues, too. And if he
has not fully focused on his feelings about
leaving, because there has not been time, Mr.
Hamilton exits feeling pretty good about the
job: “I don’t leave as a pessimist. I'm not
gloomy because I have more confidence in
the institutions of government and the Con-
gress than most of my constituents. The
process is often untidy, but it works.”’e

———

ERIN POPOVICH

e Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, Butte,
Montana has a long history of excel-
lence in sports and the cultivation of
champions. On Sunday, October 11, 1998
in Christchurch, New Zealand, a young
champion from Butte won a gold medal
in the 200-meter individual medley at
the Paralympic World Swimming
Championships. At age 13, Erin
Popovich obtained a gold medal with
her personal best time of 3:32.45, shat-
tering her previous mark of 3:37.18
which had been a world record.

On Thursday, October 15 Erin signifi-
cantly added to her trophy case by win-
ning gold medals in the 50-meter free-
style and 50-meter butterfly races. The
Butte Central Junior High 8th Grader
improved on her United States record
time in the 50-meter butterfly with a
time of 45.63. She also recorded a per-
sonal best in her 50-meter freestyle
with a time of 37.54. In the freestyle
Erin was in second place until the final
4 meters when she went on to win the
gold. Erin also won a bronze medal in
the 100-meter freestyle and helped win
a gold for the women’s 200-meter team
freestyle relay.
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The most amazing aspect of this is
that Erin only started competitively
swimming 10 months ago when she
joined the Butte Tarpons Swim Club,
under the direction of Swim Coach
Marie Cook and Assistant Coach Bill
Sever. She is a natural athlete, but her
true strength lies in her dedication.
‘““Her determination is her strength,”
Coach Cook says. ‘“‘Her mental attitude
is just tough.” Erin’s focus provides an
excellent example for her teammates,
Coach Cook says. ‘“The Kkids on this
team don’t think of her as disabled . . .
when she gets on the blocks with taller
kids you can see it—she’s such an in-
spiration to everyone.”

Erin, who is the daughter of Dr.
Keith and Barbara Popovich, is only
one of 30 swimmers to qualify for the
United States Disabled Team. The
Paralympics features 585 swimmers
from 55 countries.

I want to join with her family and
friends and all the Butte Tarpon Swim-
mers in congratulating Erin on her tre-
mendous success. Erin has proven her-
self as a World Champion and as one of
Butte, Montana’s finest.®

———

TRIBUTE TO REGINA WOODWARD
NICKLES

e Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President,
Kentucky suffered a grievous loss last
week when law enforcement officer Re-
gina Nickles of Harrodsburg, Kentucky
was shot and killed, in the line of duty,
early Wednesday morning as Officer
Nickles and her partner were respond-
ing to a call reporting a man sneaking
around the parking 1lot of a
Harrodsburg factory. She was 45 years
old.

Born in Cincinnati, Ohio, Regina
Woodward Nickles grew up in Boyle
County in Central Kentucky. She went
to high school in Danville and then at-
tended Eastern Kentucky University.
In 1983, at the age of 29, Officer Nickles
became the first—and remains the
only—woman to ever serve on the
Harrodsburg Police force. When she
was profiled in the local newspaper in
1983, she said, ‘I want to do the best
job that I can, and I still feel like I
have to prove myself because I'm a
woman. I don’t want to let these men
down who had enough confidence in me
to hire me.”

In a town as small as Harrodsburg—
population 8000—all the officers are
well known. And Officer Nickles was
particularly well regarded. She was
known in the community as a peace-
maker, an officer with a special talent
for resolving disputes before they be-
came violent. She is remembered as
kind and caring, known for pulling
over motorists, giving them a stern
warning and sending them on their
way. But she could also be tough when
called for, and had the respect of the
community and all of her fellow offi-
cers.

Reflecting the the goodwill that she
had built up in Harrodsburg over her
career, Officer Nickles was recently
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nominated as the Republican candidate
for sheriff in the November elections. A
remarkable reflection of the rapport
she had with the community is the fact
that several people who had once been
arrested and jailed by Officer Nickles
have said that they still intended to
vote for her because of the way she had
treated them.

The murder of Officer Nickles has
left the Harrodsburg community in a
state of shock. Much like our small
Capitol Hill community was devastated
by the murders of Officer J.J. Chestnut
and Detective John Gibson, the resi-
dents of Harrodsburg are asking how
this could happen in their small town.
As we are painfully aware, no commu-
nity is immune from such heinous acts.

Mr. President, Officer Regina Wood-
ward Nickles leaves behind an extended
family that must now cope with an un-
imaginably horrific loss. Officer Nick-
les will also be mourned by the tight-
knit Harrodsburg community in which
she was such a valued participant.

When Officer Nickles announced her
candidacy for Sheriff, she elaborated
on her motivation for pursuing the po-
sition. “I want to do more than wear a
badge and a gun,” she observed. ‘I
want to touch people’s lives.” Officer
Nickles didn’t need to be elected sheriff
to do that. It is abundantly clear that
she had touched many people during
her too-brief life, and she will be sorely
missed.e®

———

REPUBLICAN OBSTRUCTION OF
PATENT REFORM LEGISLATION

eMr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I have
long been involved in high technology
issues and those affecting American in-
dustry that relies on intellectual prop-
erty at its core. Over a decade ago, I
helped establish and chaired a Judici-
ary Committee Subcommittee on Tech-
nology and the Law. This year, we have
successfully completed work on legisla-
tion to address the impending millen-
nium bug with the Senate and House
adopting the Hatch-Leahy substitute
for S. 2392, the Year 2000 Information
and Readiness Disclosure Act.

I have also worked closely with Sen-
ator HATCH on a number of other intel-
lectual property measure including the
Digital Millennium Copyright Act,
H.R. 2281, the Trademark Law Treaty
Implementation Act, S. 2193, and the
United States Patent and Trademark
Office Reauthorization Act, H.R. 3723.
Working with Senators DASCHLE,
BINGAMAN, BOXER, HARKIN, KOHL and
others, we have been able to put the in-
terests of the nation and the nation’s
economic future first and enact signifi-
cant legislation with respect to both
copyright and trademark matters this
year. Unfortunately, we have not made
the progress that we should have on
patent matters.

A critical matter from the intellec-
tual property agenda, important to the
nation’s economic future, is reform of
our patent laws. I have been working
diligently along with Senators
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DASCHLE, BINGAMAN, CLELAND, BOXER,
HARKIN and LIEBERMAN to get the Om-
nibus Patent Act, S. 507, considered
and passed by the Senate. It is an im-
portant measure to America’s future.
Working in tandem with Senator
HATcH, we developed a good bill that
was reported to the Senate by a vote of
17 to one over a year ago.

We have been seeking Senate consid-
eration and a vote for more than a
year, but Republican objections have
prevented its passage. Last month, I
signed on to offer our patent bill as an
amendment to the bankruptcy bill. I
felt strongly that it was long past time
for the Senate to consider this patent
reform legislation. Unfortunately, Re-
publican opposition, again, prevented
Senate consideration and prevented the
amendment from even being offered.

I deeply regret that Republican ob-
jections succeeded in preventing Sen-
ator HATCH from even offering our
amendment, in spite of the amendment
spot that we had reserved for that pur-
pose. I know that there is strong sup-
port for this measure and I know that
no Senate Democrat has been pre-
venting or objecting to its consider-
ation.

Anonymous Senate Republican have
prevented the patent bill from being
given the opportunity to be debated.
This is not the way for the Senate to
act. Republican objections Kkilled pat-
ent reform silently, without finger-
prints, and without debate.

I want to thank Secretary Daley and
the Administration for their unfailing
support of effective patent reform. Our
patent bill would be good for Vermont,
good for American innovators of all
sizes, and good for America. Unfortu-
nately, some secret minority of Senate
Republicans will not allow patent re-
form to proceed.

The patent bill would reform the U.S.
patent system in important ways. It
would reduce legal fees that are paid by
inventors and companies; eliminate du-
plication of research efforts and accel-
erate research into new areas; increase
the value of patents to inventors and
companies; and facilitate U.S. inven-
tors and companies’ research, develop-
ment, and commercialization of inven-
tions.

Republican and Democratic Adminis-
trations alike, reaching back to the
Johnson Administration, have sup-
ported these reforms. Last year, five
former Patent Commissioners sent a
letter to the President and to the mem-
bers of the Senate supporting the pat-
ent reform bill.

Senator HATCH and I agreed to incor-
porate suggestions from the White
House Conference on Small Businesses
and I am pleased to report that as a re-
sult, the White House Conference on
Small Businesses, the National Asso-
ciation of Women Business Owners, the
National Venture Capital Association,
National Small Business United, and
the Small Business Technology Coali-
tion concluded that the bill would be of
great benefit to small businesses.

Unfortunately, because of Republican
opposition to this bipartisan bill, the
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Senate will have no opportunity to
consider this legislation to assist U.S.
inventors small and large. I find this
particularly unfortunate since our pat-
ent bill was geared toward improving
the operational efficiency at the PTO
and making government smaller and
leaner.

Today’s inventors and creators can
be much like those of THOMAS Jeffer-
son’s day—individuals in a shop, garage
or home lab. They can also be teams of
scientists working in our largest cor-
porations or at our colleges and univer-
sities. Our nation’s patent laws should
be fair to American innovators of all

kinds—independent inventors, small
businesses, venture capitalists and
larger corporations. To maintain

America’s preeminence in the realm of
technology we need to modernize our
patent system and patent office. Our
inventors know this and that is why
they support this legislation.

I have received many letters of en-
dorsements for S. 507, some of which I
placed into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
on June 23, July 10 and July 16, from
the following coalitions and compa-
nies: the White House Conference on
Small Businesses, the National Asso-
ciation of Women Business Owners, the
Small Business Technology Coalition,
National Small Business United, the
National Venture Capital Association,
the 21st Century Patent Coalition, the
Chamber of Commerce of the United
States of America, the Pharmaceutical
Research and Manufactures of Amer-
ican (PhRMA), the American Auto-
mobile Manufacturers Association, the
Software Publishers Association, the
Semiconductor Industry Association,
the Business Software Alliance, the
American Electronics Association, the
Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers, Inc., the Biotechnology In-
dustry Organization, the International
Trademark Association, IBM, 3M,
Intel, Caterpillar, AMP, and Hewlett-
Packard. In addition, I have letters of
support from the National Association
of Manufacturers, TSM/Rockwell Inter-
national, Obsidian, and Allied Signal.

I am deeply disappointed that the
Senate is being prevented from consid-
ering this important legislation by Re-
publican recalcitrance. American in-
ventors deserve better and America’s
future is being short changed.®

———

IMMIGRANT NOBEL PRIZE
WINNERS

e Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I
would like to bring to the attention of
my colleagues a recent article in the
Washington Times dealing with the
large proportion of Nobel Prize winners
in the United States who are immi-
grants. As reported in this article,
while only approximately 8 percent of
the American population was foreign-
born as of 1990, approximately omne
third of American winners of the Nobel
Prize have been immigrants.

The Times also reports that, accord-
ing to the National Research Council,
“immigrants have won 32 percent of
the U.S. Nobel Prizes for physics, 31
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percent of the medicine and economics
prizes, and 26 percent of the chemistry
prizes.”” This year, Austrian-born
American Walter Kohn won the Nobel
Prize for Medicine and Daniel Tsui,
born in China, won the Nobel Prize in
Physics as a naturalized American.

Mr. President, I believe every Amer-
ican should take great pride in these
gentlemen’s accomplishments. By
keeping American society free and
open we attracted them to our borders.
Through our willingness to seek out
and hire the most talented people
available we gave them the oppor-
tunity to excel. By rising above consid-
erations of national origin and family
background all of us have benefitted
from the discoveries, the intelligence
and the hard work of literally millions
of immigrants—from my own grand-
parents to the ancestors of our Found-
ing Fathers to the latest immigrant,
intent on making a better life for him-
self and his family.

I ask that the full text of the article
from the Washington Times be printed
in the RECORD.

The article follows:
[From the Washington Times, Oct. 17, 1998]

IMMIGRANTS HELP U.S. BRING HOME NOBEL
BACON

(By Ruth Larson)

This week’s announcement of the Nobel
Prizes for science continued America’s long-
standing dominance of the prestigious
awards, thanks in large part to a wealth of
foreign-born talent.

A National Research Council report last
year found that about a third of all U.S.
Nobel Prizes were won by scientists born
overseas. Immigrants have won 32 percent of
the U.S. Nobel Prizes for physics, 31 percent
of the medicine and economics prizes, and 26
percent of the chemistry prizes.

Although the report does not state where
the immigrants were born, the last 16 win-
ners since 1987 have come from places like
Austria, Germany, Switzerland, Hungary,
Canada, Mexico and Korea.

“There’s no doubt about it: Immigrants
represent a very high proportion of Nobel
Prize winners,” said Cato Institute econo-
mist Stephen Moore.

The number of foreign-born Nobel Prize
winners is all the more striking, given that
the U.S. foreign-born population reached just
8 percent in 1990, the report said.

The Nobel Prizes, considered the ultimate
symbols of scientific achievement, show how
America in the 1990s has become a high-tech
melting pot, recruiting science and engineer-
ing talent from around the world to fuel the
growth of industries from computers and
electronics to pharmaceuticals and bio-
technology.

In 1993, 23 percent of those holding science
and engineering doctorates were born over-
seas, according to the National Science
Foundation’s latest figures.

Shirley Malcom of the American Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Science, said,
“The best and the brightest come here be-
cause there has been a tremendous research
establishment built up in this country.”

Mr. Moore agreed: ‘‘If you’re one of the
world’s top scientists, you want to be at
Stanford or Harvard or MIT, where they
have some of the bsst academic research fa-
cilities.

History has helped, too. Obviously, World
War II played a major role, with many of the
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