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power in a coup last July. Officials from the
United States, Japan, Cambodia’s neighbors
and other nations will meet in Bangkok on
Sunday to decide whether to resume some
aid to his regime, at least to help organize
an election he wants to hold in July. Hun
Sen hopes the election will legitimize his au-
thoritarian rule. Some in Bangkok will want
to go forward because Hun Sen has allowed
deposed prime minister Prince Ranariddh to
return to Cambodia, supposedly a gesture of
reconciliation.

But political killings of Ranariddh sup-
porters continue, and no one has been
brought to justice for more than 40 past mur-
ders; Hun Sen’s opponents live in fear and
with limited access to the media; no impar-
tial courts or electoral commission exist.
Until these conditions change, a credible
election is impossible. The United States and
its allies should not put themselves in the
position of blessing any other kind.∑
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EARTH DAY 1998

∑ Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I
would like to take the opportunity to
address our environment and energy
resources this Earth Day 1998.

My perspective is derived from my
quarter-century in the United States
Senate, wherein I have devoted much
of my time to environmental and en-
ergy concerns. When I started my ten-
ure here in 1973, the commemoration of
Earth Day was three years young. Dur-
ing the ensuing years, I have witnessed
great strides towards the improvement
of our nation’s environment. We are
uniquely fortunate to be prosperous
enough to consciously choose to pro-
mote environmental concerns and con-
serve resources. This Earth Day 1998
should focus on creating ways to not
only continue these improvements in
our own country, but also assist other
nations in improving their ability to
protect the world’s environment. The
earth is currently the only home we all
share.

I would like to think that I have con-
tributed to the continuing United
States environmental improvement
during my years of public service. I ac-
tively participated in the multi-year
debate on the 1977 amendments to the
Clean Air Act, and I am pleased to say,
played a key role in shaping the 1990
amendments which has reaped substan-
tial decreases in air pollutants since
the first Earth Day in 1970.

Through passage of the Clean Water
Act and reauthorization of the Safe
Drinking Water Act, the United States
of America has vastly improved the
quality of its rivers, lakes, and coastal
waters, and has the safest drinking
water in the world. Communities, while
suffering some hardships, have been
able to decrease emissions, provide
clean, safe public areas for their citi-
zens, and still remain a world economic
leader. We have learned that costly
regulation is not the solution, but co-
operation with and incentives for the
business community, as well as provid-
ing local control over local concerns,
improves everyone’s way of life.

It is from the vantage point of my
years of service in environmental and

energy issues that I speak today about
the divergence in regulation and policy
from the best interests of our global
climate. Several examples can be
gleaned from the recent debates re-
garding emission standards and the
global climate change document which
emerged from Kyoto, Japan in Decem-
ber.

Remember, since 1970, air pollution
in this country has been steadily de-
clining, despite the fact that the U.S.
population has increased by almost
30% and vehicle travel has more than
doubled. Now, I believe anyone will tell
you they want clean air. However, one
must also realize that any environ-
mental improvement comes at some
economic cost in our industrialized
world. The United States may be re-
sponsible for 20 percent of the world’s
carbon dioxide emissions, but it also
responsible for producing 26 percent of
the world’s goods and services. And we
still have some of the most stringent
environmental standards around. We
need to keep finding ways to improve
air quality, while maintaining a stand-
ard of living that is envied the world
over.

American cities have just recently
been able to achieve the stringent air
quality standards, and air quality is
improving. In my home state of New
Mexico, Albuquerque was one of the
first U.S. cities to be removed from the
list of violators of national carbon
monoxide standards. Let’s let all com-
munities continue to improve, rather
than impose strict and costly new air
quality standards before we know that
they are based in sound science.

I believe that many of my distin-
guished colleagues here in the Senate
know I have long been a strong pro-
ponent of basing governmental deci-
sion making on sound science. Indeed,
in both the Clean Air Act Amendments
of 1990 and the Safe Drinking Water
Act of last Congress, I fought hard to
make sure ‘‘sound science’’ provisions
were included in the legislation as a
matter of policy. There has been some
question about the scientific validity
of the global warming theory. Theories
do change. It was not all that long ago
that my children were being taught in
school that we were approaching an-
other ice age.

However, assuming that global cli-
mate change is occurring and emis-
sions need to be reduced to improve the
global climate, what is the logic of ex-
empting developing countries from any
global treaty aimed at reducing those
emissions? Many developing countries,
like China or India, are predicted to
rapidly exceed developed countries’
emission levels. Shouldn’t every coun-
try be bound to reduce their carbon di-
oxide emissions? Why should this coun-
try bear the burden in this inequitable
arrangement that will not reduce net
emissions levels?

Do not misunderstand me. We all
have to live on this planet; we all
should live well and live in a clean en-
vironment. I do not believe these goals

are contradictory. Progress is not a
curse. This nation is blessed to be lead-
ers in Environmental protection and to
also enjoy modern conveniences. I do
applaud the fact that the climate
change debate has focused some atten-
tion on looking to alternative and
cleaner fuel sources.

I do sometimes find it ironic that
those environmental activists who
speak the loudest about a dirty envi-
ronment oppose development of the
safest, cleanest energy source available
in quantities to sustain our modern
needs: nuclear energy.

As we leave the 20th Century and
head for a new millennium, we truly
need to confront these strategic energy
issues with careful logic and sound
science.

We live in the dominant economic,
military, and cultural entity in the
world. Our principles of government
and economics are increasingly becom-
ing the principles of the world. We can
afford a clean world. As developing
countries try to emulate our nation’s
success, we will find ourselves compet-
ing for resources that fuel modern eco-
nomics.

I have pledged to initiate a more
forthright discussion of nuclear policy.
We often define environmental debates
in terms of ‘‘us versus them.’’ When it
comes to global environment there is
no them. We are all environmentalists.
Nobody belittles the fundamental need
for clean air and water. Some activists
make their cause all-important, from
whichever direction they come, and do
not focus on what is right or fair. I be-
lieve that the emotional response is
not always the logical alternative.

As Chairman of the Senate Budget
Committee, I have faced criticism from
both sides on some of my positions.
Now, the President has outlined a pro-
gram to reduce U.S. production of car-
bon dioxide and other greenhouse gases
below 1990 levels by some time between
2008 and 2012. Unfortunately, the Presi-
dent’s goals are not achievable without
seriously impacting our economy.

Our national laboratories have stud-
ied the issue. Their report indicates
that to get to the President’s goals we
would have to impose a $50/ton carbon
tax. That would result in an increase of
12.5 cents/gallon for gas and 1.5 cents/
kilowatt-hour for electricity—almost a
doubling a of the current cost of coal
or natural gas-generated electricity.
However, Nuclear energy can help meet
the global goal.

I was very disappointed that the
talks in Kyoto did not include any seri-
ous discussion about nuclear energy.
As I have pointed out before, in 1996
alone, nuclear power plants prevented
the release of 147 metric tons of carbon,
2.5 million tons of nitrogen oxides, and
5 million tons of sulfur dioxide into the
atmosphere. Nuclear power is now only
providing 20% of the United States’
electricity, but those utilities’ emis-
sions of greenhouse gases were 25%
lower than they would have been from
fossil fuels.
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In the aspect of recognizing nuclear

energy as a clean, economic fuel alter-
native, the United States has thus far
failed to take the lead. Other coun-
tries, such as France, Japan, and Rus-
sia, have recognized the importance of
nuclear energy sources. And there are
many more beneficial uses of nuclear
technologies, from the destruction of
dangerous organisms in our food to en-
joying healthier lives from medical
procedures dependent on nuclear proc-
esses. The notation on our calendar
should read that today, Earth Day, is
the day we should begin to catch up
with other countries that have pru-
dently decided to use more nuclear
power because it is good for the envi-
ronment and makes good sense.

I realize, however, that we cannot ad-
dress the issue of nuclear energy with-
out discussing the problem of nuclear
waste. This should not deter us from a
prudent course; we must, and we can,
find ways to address nuclear waste
safely. Currently there are exciting sci-
entific ideas being developed to utilize
the 60–75% of energy available in spent
nuclear fuel rods while still reducing
the half-life of residual material.

I encourage debate this Earth Day on
ways to improve the world’s economy
while maintaining a clean environ-
ment. Exploring nuclear energy issue is
but one way. And indeed, the issue of
energy use and environment is perti-
nent on more than one day a year. Let
us just reflect on the possibilities for
the new millennium as we proudly re-
view our past successes.∑
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THE J.P. ‘‘COTTON’’ KNOX FAM-
ILY—A 20TH CENTURY AMERICAN
FAMILY

∑ Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to a great 20th
century American family from the
state of Illinois—the J.P. ‘‘Cotton’’
Knox family. Through the industrial
age, the Great Depression, two world
wars, and presidents from Teddy Roo-
sevelt to Bill Clinton, the Knox family
has spanned the American Century. We
take a moment today to reflect on
their history and their contribution to
our nation.

It all began with J.P. ‘‘Cotton’’ Knox,
born November 16, 1880, and his wife Es-
ther Loretta Knox, born April 11, 1885—
both in Sangamon County, Illinois.
They started courting at the turn of
the century, married in 1907 and lived
on a small farm west of Curran in San-
gamon County where J.P. shucked corn
by hand in the moonlight.

During the first quarter of the 20th
century, the family grew rapidly.
Thomas Dickerson, J.P. and Esther’s
first child, was born July 8, 1908. James
Donald came next on November 24, 1909
and was followed by Kathryn Loretta
on May 9, 1912, John Louis on July 23,
1914, Charles Carroll on November 21,
1916, Lawrence William on January 26,
1919, Howard Eugene on March 29, 1921,
Paul Edward on January 18, 1923, and
Joseph Patrick on February 10, 1925.

Each child was born healthy and at
home except for Howard Eugene, who
was born in the hospital because of a
scarlet fever epidemic.

In the second quarter of the 20th cen-
tury, the family struggled through the
Great Depression along with the rest of
the nation. Kathryn had grown old
enough that she was able to serve as
relief pitcher and back-up quarterback
for her mother. J.P. was elected Coro-
ner of Sangamon County in 1932 and in-
stilled in his children the importance
of voting because it was a duty and a
privilege as an American.

Perhaps the most remarkable chap-
ter in the family’s history came when
the United States entered World War II
following the bombing of Pearl Harbor
in December 1941. Thomas, the oldest,
was 33 and married with three children
when the war began. As CEO of Doyle
Freight Lines based in Saginaw, Michi-
gan, he was declared an essential man
in an essential industry. The Governor
of Michigan appointed him as coordina-
tor of transporting supplies to military
bases in certain Midwest states. After
the war, he was listed in Who’s Who in
the Midwest.

The other brothers, one by one,
joined the military, even though some
could have remained on the homefront.
Lawrence, who worked in the FBI in
Washington, was exempt from military
service but chose to enlist in the Ma-
rines. Joseph was the last child left
home with J.P. and Esther. He could
have applied for a deferment but chose
to serve with the approval of his par-
ents. Three weeks after graduating
from high school in 1943, he was in the
Navy. Carroll was the only brother who
did not go overseas, and served as a
medical corpsman in the Navy in San
Diego, California. Of the seven brothers
who served, three were in the Navy,
three in the Army and one in the Ma-
rines.

J.P. and Esther would have been all
alone had it not been for Kathryn and
her three children who lived with them
when Kathryn’s husband joined the
Navy. Kathryn provided tremendous
support to her parents, who had a lot
to worry about with six of their eight
sons in harm’s way. She kept their mo-
rale high until, amazingly, all seven of
the Knox boys in the military returned
home safely with honorable discharges
after the war. Combined, they gave 20
years, six months of service, including
nearly 13 years overseas.

The third quarter of the 20th century
had just begun when J.P. passed away
in 1951. He was eulogized with a one-
quarter page editorial by V.Y.
Dallman, editor of the Illinois State
Register in Springfield, Illinois. Esther
passed away in 1972. All nine children
were employed in various fields and
raising families of their own. Joseph
followed in his father’s political foot-
steps, serving several terms as Clerk of
the Circuit Court of Sangamon County
and Public Health Commissioner for
the City of Springfield. To this day, he
insists the voters were not voting for

him, but rather for the Knox family.
His was simply the name that hap-
pened to be on the ballot.

In the last quarter of the 20th cen-
tury, three of the Knox children passed
away—Thomas in 1986, Howard in 1987
and Louis in 1993. Six siblings remain—
all in reasonably good health.

As the 21st century approaches, we
wish the Knox family well and thank
them for their service to the country
and the state of Illinois. And I ask that
my statement be included in the
RECORD so that future generations of
the J.P. ‘‘Cotton’’ Knox family will
know that their forebears were proud
to be Americans and proud to serve
their nation.∑
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THE 83D ANNIVERSARY OF THE
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

∑ Mr. TORRICELLI. Mr. President, I
rise today to commemorate the 83d an-
niversary of the Armenian genocide.
On this sad occasion, my thoughts and
sympathies are with the Armenian peo-
ple as they remember the horrors of
the events 83 years ago.

It is with a great sense of sorrow that
we mark the 83d year since the tragic
genocide and exile of the Armenian
people. The senseless murder and ex-
pulsion of 1.5 million Armenians
through a staged campaign of the
Turkish Ottoman Empire has been one
of the most sobering events in modern
history. The Armenian Genocide has
the uneviable distinction of being the
first genocide in the 20th century. This
fact alone underscores the seriousness
of the events between 1915 and 1918, and
it should remind us of the need to keep
all those who perished during the
Genocide alive in our memory.

We pause now to ensure that the Ar-
menian Genocide will never slip into
the recesses of history. While human-
kind has the ability to sponsor acts of
great kindness and sacrifice, we also
have the capacity for great evil. Along
with the Holocaust, the Armenian
Genocide signifies our ability to pro-
mote evil, but if we close our eyes to
the tragedies of the past, we risk the
chance of repeating them in the future.

Sadly, the Armenian American com-
munity has its roots in the Armenian
Genocide. Many individuals living here
in the United States either lost family
members at the hands of the Ottomans,
or are survivors themselves. They have
risen above adversity to become promi-
nent and successful citizens despite a
tragic past. The Armenian American
community has been vocal in express-
ing its anguish about the Genocide. It
is my hope that their perseverance in
marking this event each year, as well
as our own efforts here in the United
States Senate, will be enough to allow
us to remember the lessons of the
Genocide. We are constantly forced to
relearn the effects of evil unchecked,
but I hope, in this case, we will be guid-
ed to a better future.∑
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