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ths anno ment by Benator Myrene
BAUM. ‘T wonld Hie to ldentHy my-
sclf witll al) the remarks that have
been 50 4pt in describing kis terrific
conteibm to this body. He has been
& person. I have votad with not very
oftan. B Ihauﬂunldnudmd
res
mummmmnamn
perspoctive and & seuse of courage xnd
& DSOS integrity ts this body that
will be ly missed when ha retires
But I know we are golng to have him

quite & While longer and we are all
going to Ba bleased by that.

I also vary muoch the prior-
ities he .in his own life and his obvi-
ous love his wife, S8hirley, who we

- all. know and love, and his fine family.

Sol you, Sanator METZENBAUM,

the vary Gest.

 SENATOR METZENBAUM

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I would
ke to i my voice to the many
voices who have spoken today on he-
half of our distinguished friend and col-
league frem Ohio who has shown his
usual capacity for great and true in-
credible wisdom, and made a tongh -de-
cimion. It s a decision all of us fce at
some point in time in our careers. I
will not give a long speech but I want
to come right directly to it.

How will I remember the Senator
from Ohio? As the individual who
would s here way into the night, 2,
3, 4 o'clock in the morning. Senator
Nunx and| I would manage the author-
ization check on those amend-
ments. Hs was the honest broker who
kept us honest. And no maiter how
much flexibility the managers of a bill

may have|from time to time, certainly
in those tances where my colleague
Wa8 pri t I think my distinguished
friend, : chn.lrmm from QGeorgia,
would with rie we were very cau-
tious apd ful.

Also, . President, the Nation is
now considering a very serious issue
and that the service of gays in the
military, T remember it was the Sen-

ator from |Ohio who first addressed the
Chamber about the importance of that
subject. IT was his intention to move
on 1t last fall but we were able to per-
suade him that more time, more analy-
sls had to be done. The Senatar relne-
tantly I think wisely acceded to
that requdst rather than trying to have
that completed last fall.

801 ute my good friend and hia
lovely , with whom ] ahared many

bhapoy ons in our Senate life. I
wish you well. I commend you for the
. strength of your wisdom to make this
tough decision at this time.

Mr. UM. Mr. Preaident, I
thank my good friend from Virginia for
bis very remnarks. I am very grate-

'umrmrmrm&mm

¢ mec# e a”

the U.F. Senate now guing on II yeirx
1 Exve hxd the bepefit of, in that long
duration, serving with some of the
great nxrmes in the 1.8, Senate. I have
alse had the benefit of obsarving how
lobbying groups and -intearest groups,
left, right, and mtddle, tnfluence the

,mum?hawtdghtwundm‘

our procesas in this body.

But I have never met in my years in
the U 8. Ssmate, aay U.8. Sanator who
feels &8s strongly about some of the
most controversial issues that have
come before tiris Nation and befurs this
1r my oheervation been cowed by, had
his opirmion altered by, been Intimi-
dated by, changed his view by—any
lobbying, any Inﬂuence. any att.cmpt.
to apply pressure.

are very conservative Senmators
who would no more take on some of the
conservative groups than fly, There are
very liberal Senators over hers, none of
whom I have ever obeerved to bs will-
ing to take on libern! interest groaps.
Conservative Senators seldom ever
have the courage to take on conserv-
ative interest groups; liberal Semators
seldom aver take on liberal groups:

This is the only man that I have
served- with who is the darling of the
left, who, whenr he thinks they are
wrong whether it is & women's group, &

black group, a Hispanic group—any of ly

the groups with whom I vots mostly all
the time, and he does—has looked them
straight in the eyes and said: You are
wrong, I am against yoan on this. And
come to the floor.

I do not know of any other Member
of the Senate in the yoars I have been
hers, who has been—sometimes as stri-
dent, always as forceful, and totally
with conviction—who has been willing
to take on those very groups with
whom he most often agrees when he
thinks they are wrong on some of the
most inflammatory, controversial and
divistve issues in the Nation.

HowarRD—If you wiil excuse tha per-
somal reference—I truly admire you.
You have known that for a long tima.
Because [ think you have such incred-
ible integrity politically. I just want to
say that. I realize that 1s not as flow-
ery as others have been. But I want to
tall you something. it is & trait that I
admire more than you will ever know.
I think it 13 & trait the Senate is about
to lose because we have a tendency to
elect people, myself included, to this
body, who get elacted by groups—I do
not 4nean interest groups per se—by
points of view. And even when we dis-
agree with them we are very reluctant
to say 80, for fear it will be used in
ways unrelatsd to our own personal po-
litical gain ar political loss; that will
undereat the oversll cause or it will,
whatever—1,000 rationalizations. i

You are the only person with whom I
have. served—it would not matter
whether the Lord Almighty disagreed
with you. It would not matter whether
it was your family, whether it was—

~whatever. i it was a principled posi-

tion with vou, !out.nok Lt.,you atood
by ft. yoa fell ar rose on it, you made
oo excuses ahout ft.

Senator METIENBAUM, r.ha.t s an in-
mdlble. admirable trait In & human
being whether or not they are in poli-
tes. I am lucky to have had the oppor-
tunity to serve with you and I am
golng to mias you a great deal for that
tralt above all elsa. I yleld the floor.

nmmor SENATOE EOWARD
METZENBAUM

Mr. DURENBERGER. Mr. Preaident,
I rige today to pay tribute to my friend
and colleague HOWARD METZENBAUM,
Senator METZENBAUM and I did not

‘always agree on all tha issues. But

there are few people with whom I have
sarved in ths U.S. Senata that I have
admired as much as my distinguighed
colleague from Ohic.

I have had the plessure of serving
with  HOWARD METZENBAUM on the
Labor and ‘Human Reascurces Commit-
tee for a considerahble period of times
now. And I can tell you from personal
experienca that there Las been no
stronger voice for the American worker
in this body than HOWARD METZER-
BAUM. .

HOWARD METZENBAUM knows what he
believes in. And he always stands up
for what he belleves. He fights for the
downtrodden, for minorities, for
wormen, for the disabled, for the elder-

Throughout Lis Senate career, How.
ARD METZENBAUM stood tall for all
Americans—for rich and poor, white
and black, male and female, young and
old. He was a powerful, persistent volce
for justice in the U.S. Sanate.

Senator METZENBAUM, I will misa
serving with you. You are a great Sen-
ator, and & great American And while
we have had our differences over the
years, I have only the higheat respect
for you.

I bave learned many lessons from
your cutstanding record of service in
the Senate—commitment to excel-
lence, dedication to service, and belief
in a cause no matter how popular or
unpopuiar it may be.

I look forward to coniinuing ta serve
with you for the next 18 months, And 1
wish you the very best in your retire-

Mr. President, I ask

fianimous consent to address the Sen-

ats as in morning businesa.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it 18 80 ordered.

TV MOVIE ON ROBERT GARWOOD
- IS MISLEADING

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President; last
uight ABC televiaion broadcast an en-
tirely fictional account of tha life of
Robert Garwcod. Robert Garwood was
& Marins Corpa private who, whila serv-
ing in Viatnam, was either captured by
aor. defacted to the enamy imn 1965. The
praducers of the movie, “FPrivate Rob-
art Garwood: The Last POW?,”” may
have thought that thay were creating a
drama which had some basis in fact.



‘Robert Garweod: 1
‘years 1n Vietham;:

mwum
tion - of the curfous 'Mfé of Robert
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In the fllm, Ga.rvaodlldaplcbac[ul
young Marine who, after capture by
the enemy in 1965, exhibite an indomi-
table will to sarviys and return homs.
This flarce determination to §o home
leads him initially to attempt two un-
successful escapes. Garwood is then

joined in captivity by first one, and.

then a second American POW. They
make a solemn pact with one another
to do everything necessary to ensure
that at least one of them returns homse
some day. Garwood learns to speak flu-
ent Vietnamess in 2 months, makes
himself generally -useful  around- the
camp, and attempts to avoid upsetting
his captors but never to the extent that
he violates the military code of con-
duct.

In 1987, according to this fllm, his Vi-
etnamsass captors cynically promise
Garwood an early release, They renege
on this promise. Soon after, one of
Garwood’'s fellow  prisoners sucoumbs
to mistreatment. After the death of his
close friend, Garwood ia portrayed as
even more determined to survive his
captivity. More Americans POW's have
joined Garwood by this time. Garwood
is segregated from and treated dif-
ferently than hie fellow POW’s. Accord-
ing to the script, this nnonsual arrange-
‘ment exista because the enemy fears
that Garwood'a facility with their lan-
guage would enable him to translate
ifor his fellow POW's their guards’ pri-
vate discussions.

Qarwood {s then shown interviewing
his fellow POW’s, not to extract infor-
mation from them or to propagandize,
but to advise them not to trust their
captora and on other matters related to
their survival. Garwood is shown steal-
ing food and taking other risks on be-

half of his comrades. The fact that he

has been observed carrying a rifle s
casually dismissed in the film by the
assortion that the weapon was un-
loaded.

The film places the blame for the
death of anothar prisoner on all the
other POW's except Garwood. Enraged
by their carelesanesa, Garwood heaps
abuse on the other POW's, strikes one
of them, and promises t0 hold him re-
sponsible for the death of his friend.

In response, the POW’s Inform the
Vietnamese that Garwood has been
stealing food. For this crime, Garwood
18 marked for execution. He is spared
only because a bombing raid on the
camp killed the other priscners, and

Garwood 1a moved to a prison in Nerth

Vietnam.

In 1973, after the United States has
withdrawn from Vietnam and the
American POW's have been released,
Garwood is shown being told that he
will not be releassd until relations be-
tween the United Statos l.nd Vietnam

- l.ranorma.uud.

-aaidng to gu homs W
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soadss his n.u'dl to
Hanoi, aliow him to ente
pled by Europeans to
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plained.

The Vietnamese are then forced to
release Garwond to the Red Cross, and
‘he returns home only to- be oourt

martialed and cenvicted unfairly for
collabarating with the enemy and as-
saulting a fellow FOW.

The film ends with Garwood address-
ing a mlly of POW-MIA activists,
claiming that other Americans remain
imprisoned in Vietnam, and he will not
rest until they too come home.

Mpr. Preatdent, to say that I was out-
raged by this film is a gross under-
statement. 1 hardly know where to
begin in identifying the lies and distor-
tions which comprise the sntire sub-
stance of this movie, Garwood's story
has already been so thoroughly discred-
ited by his fellow PFOW’s, that I nor-
mally wouldn't bother to respond to
absurd Hollywood fantasizing about
the life of—and there is no other word
for him—a traitor.

Two things compel me, however, to
address this outrage today. First, the
film's portrayal of Garwood’'s fellow
POW’s as fools, liars, unwitting killers,
and informants is one of the most des-
plicable calumnies I have ever had the
misfortune to obeerve. Those POW's
kept faith with one another and with
their country. Garwood did not. They
did not betray Garwood. Garwood be-
trayed them. This disgusting outrage
cannot atand unchalienged.

The producers, director, writers, and
actors, Indeed, everyone associated

with this movle, including Garwood -

who served as a consultant, should be
eternally ashamed of themselves for
knowingly participating in this lowly
attack on the character of the brave
men who eerved their country faith-
fully under difficult circumstances,
and who had the misfortune of suffer-
ing for their country in the presence of
Robert Garwood. That they should
have to endure this new indigmity ie
unconscionable.

Becond, it hes come to my attention
that Garwood intends to return to
Vietnam next week where, no doubt, he
will again allege that he had seen other
Amertcans in captivity in Vietnam
after the war'a end. Reportedly, an-
other ABC production, '*'20-20,”' intends
to- film his gallant return to Vietnam.

It is important to note, Mr. Presi-
dent, that Garwood never offered this
information to the U.8. Government or

to his own attorneys until 6 years after:

he returned home. Nevertheless, sev-
aral investigations of Garwood’s allega-

.tlons were undertaken by U.8. intel-

-Hgenoe services. None of themr found
any ovldsqm to subsutantiate his

) cm ‘of Robert Garwood's long
Tresidence in Vistnam? For that we

must rely on the testimony pwovidsd

“by real ‘herces; ths American POW's

whcwitna-edmdmﬂm'odﬂ'um

_Garwood’s

betrayal.

. 7Phis f5'what we know damood‘s 14

‘véars in Vietnam. On or near Septem-
ber 28, 1985, Pvt. Robert Garwood dis-
appearsd -from Da Nang, Bouth Viet-
about- how or when he disappeared. He
was reported to have been captured in
firefight with Viet Cong forces; kid-
napped from a brothel; ambushed on &
road outaide of the Da Nang Air Force
Base; gotlost on & road off base and
surrendered to the enemy; voluntarily
joined enemy forces. We do not know,
and may never know which, if any of
these reports is accurate.
. What we do know from the sworn tes-
timony of returning POW's is the fol-
lowing: Garwood never appeared in a
POW camp until several montha after
his disappearance; Garwood made writ-
ten propaganda letters for the enemy
just 3 wesks after arriving in the camp;
Garwood enjoyed unexplained absences
from the camp for days, weeks, and
even months; he wore the uniformm of
the North Vietnamese Army; he ac-
cepted a leutenant’s commission in
the North Vietnamsese Army; he took
up arms against American forces; he
refused repatriation to  the United
States; he carried a large hunting
knife; he used a bull horn to encourage
Amaerican soldiers on the battlefleld to
surrendsr; and he made radio broad-
casts for the enemy which were heard
by my fellow POW's held in Hanoi.

We received all of this information
from returning POW's who knew
Garwood, including. flve who were re-
turned early in 1968 and 1868, and from
South Vietnamese POW's who were re-
leased from camps where Garwood was
seen. The Vietnamese have corroho-
rated thelr testimony, and have stead-

‘fastly maintained that Garwood was

never & POW, but a willing volunteer in
their cause.

Qarwood and the Vietnamese admii-
ted that he was involved in the black
market and that he was able to pur-
chase goods at the hotel frequently be-
cause he had freedom of movement.
These are unlikely circumstances for a
POW.

The United States received many live
eighting reports about Garwood during
his postwar 7years in Vietnam, over 3G0
of them. Not a one deploted him in
anything approaching a captive envi-
ronment. '

Even giving Garwood the benefit of
every doubt, showing him extraor-
dinary charity. would leave us with a
portrayal’ of Garwood that stands in
sharp contrast to the fairy tale broad-
oast on ABC last night. At best,
Garwood, through his own carelessness,
was captured by enemy forces; ha was



sion his fellow POW'S; ke re-
fused ly release fram capidvity in
1987, valuntesred to remain in
Vet after the United States with-
drow ' that couatry. He than served
as e ¢ for Vistnamese foroes in
the th, until becamse of personal

disappgintments with his life in Viet-
nam, those to make his Dresence
.]l:%wn.wmw-kmmmm
This most charitable appreciation of
Gmoqd 18 atill less than flatteriny,
aud, one would think, describes actions
for which Garwood should be deeply
sshamed. Having said this, 1 know how
awful {mprisonment in Vietnam was.
Al of us reached our breaking point at
one tinje or another. To my knowledge,
no one ever broke so completely as
Hobert ‘Garwood. But even though the
court martisl, conviction, and dishon-
orable discharge of Garwood wers more -
than justified, had Garwood admitted
his badifaith, had he ceased to peddie a
shameleas, fictitions alibl for his dis-
honorable conduct, in time we could
laarn tio forgive the man if not his
crimes./But such 18 not tha case.
Some: say Garwood is today mentally
handicapped and easily manipulated by
- POW/MIA activists who wish to pub-
stantiate his claims about remaining
POW’s despite all evidence to the con-
trary. I would not know. What I do
know 18 that he continues to dishonor
the service of American POW's by lying
about their and his behavior in prison.
He confinues to contribute to the an-
guieh of POW/MIA families by contin-
nally lying about having seen other
Americans. These efforts and othere
constitite an enduring betrayal of his
country. And anyone who may be ma-
nipulating Garwood for their own ends
is a coconspirator in this betrayal.
Now, Garwood 18 returning to Viet-
nam in an effort to prove his comten-
tion thzr', other Americans remain pris-

oners there. It should be noted, Mr.
President, that within 10 days of his re-
turn  fiom Vietnam,  Garwood was
interviewed on two separate occasions
by Congressman BEN GILMAN and
former : Congressman WolfT. He was
asked 11} those interviews 1f he had ever
seen other American POW's after the
war. Hd responded that he had never
seen an American nor spoken English
for 2 years.

1 coull care less if Garwood wants to
return to Vietnam or that the Viet-
namese 'are willing to allow him to re-
tarn. What I do.care about is that any
taxpayera’ dollars may be used to sup-
port him in any way at all during this
visit, He will, no doubt, use the occa-
sion to reissue his Yes and calumnies
that have dome so much harm to Bo
many Americans. And “20-20" will be
there td broadonet it.

und: 3
u{mu.lhnpet;hay wenld
occasion to speak out agninst
who would give Garwood a forum to
continue his deceptions, or who would
find his enduring betrayal to ba appro-
nrlm:nnmnalfnrentert.dmnt
The - PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CAMPHELL). The Senator’s time has ex-

pired.
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr.  Presidant, a
parlimentary tnquiry.

ator will state ft.

Mr. MCCAIN, I belleve t.ha.t I asked
unanimous consent to addreas the Se.n
ate as if in morning businesa.

The FRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator 18 correct.

(The remarks of Mr. MCCAIN pertain-
ing to the Introduction of S. 1172 are
located In" today's RECORD under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.’)

The PRESIDING OPFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina is recognized.

CHARLESTON, SC

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, as
the eatire Nation knows, last Friday,
June 25, was a dark day for Charleston,
SC. Within just a few hours, Churieston
loat not only a navy shipyard which is
& major employer in the area, but a
navy base which has been in operation
for over 200 yoars. Even in our worst
imaginings, no opne from South Caro-
lina truly believed that this proud
Navy town would be dealt such a blow.

Sunday, however, brought some good
naws to a community still reeling with
shock. The Commisstion, showing a
strong independent streak, voted to re-
align the Naval Electromics Command
to Charleston. I have been advocating
such a move for some time, In the firm
belief that this command and ita high-
technology jobs offer the best potential
for continued growth. Thia move will
help to mitigate the fob losses and as-
sociated economic impact of the base
and shipyard closure, and I know the
Commiesion will not regret its deci-
gion.

‘The Navy's recommendation to close
all the Charleston facilities would have
decimated the city. However, the Base
Closure Commission - demonstrated
common sense and compaeseior which
the Navy apparently doeg not possess.

Mr. Presaident, as we say after Hurri-
cane Hugo, disaster often brings ocut
the best i{n peopls. In this instance,

that is especially trus. Faced with the

threat of losing & major component of
the Charleston economy and entting
proud historical ties with the Navy,
the people of Charleston put forth a he-
rolc effort to defend their naval facili-
ties and prove the Navy wrong.
Hundreds of volunteers worked day
and night to compile the facts and fig-
ures which show that Charleston has

m-ib!e to ald In the sffort.

It i» my firm belief that.these heroic
measures saved the Navy Hoapital and
ulted tn the Navalex consciidsrtion,
that the lion's share of the credit

to the people of Charieston and
many volantears who selilesaly
s thelr tims and money to defend
bh!l freat city. Their commitment to
the cause was nothing less than abeo-
late, and their efforts were not lost on
the members of the Bass Closure Com-
mission. Al who took part in this cro-
sade are deserving of the highest

x—% —_ Eluu.andlmmthem.
- would especially lke to recognize

my good friend, Charieston trident
Chamber of Commerce prealdent Sis
Inabinet. Her energy, creativity, and
commitment were a major factor in or-
ganizing the campaign and galvantzing
the wvolunteers. The efforte of the
Charleston community were an {nepira-
tion %o the entire Naticn, and they
have set a new standard by which other
campaigns of this. rpature will %e
Judged.

Mr. Preaident, South Carolinlans are
strong, proud people, and I have no
doubt that ail those who worked so
hard to save our navy facilities will
now turn their efforte to responding to
this tremendous loss. Just as they re-
buillt after Bugo, they will work to pro-
mote touriam, retrain those who are
losing jobs, and bring new enterprises
into Charleston to replace that which
was lost. As a matter of fact, I reg
with a group of workers from the snip-
yard fust this morning. They are al-
ready making planes and looking to the
future.

I have every confidence that Charles-
ton will recover frem this shock, and I
pledge to do everything in my power to
help overcome this blow and pave the
way toward a bright future for Charles-
ton,

I ¥ield the floor. .

The PRESIDING CFFICER. 'I'he Sen-
ator pahire.

. SMITH.) Mr. President, I ask
upanimous consent to speak In morn-
ing business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without

- pbjection, it 18 go ordered.

BOBBY GARWOOD
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise
today at this time to respond te the
comments of my colleagne, the Sen-



I have spant ﬂuh.-tﬂm otw

may not have as much knowledgs on it
as they might like to have, Bobby
Garwood was & POW who wes captured
doring the war, did pot return in 1873
in epite of the fact the Vistnamess said
all had retarned. Mr. Gnrwwd returnsd
in 1979,

During the period of time prior to
1973, there were some charges made by
somes of his colleagues in the prison
camps that he had collaborated with
the enemy. I do not know what he did
or did not do in that regard becauss I
was not there. I am not here to defend
or attack that.

What I am here to defend is the. fact
that this man, Bobby Garwood, is the
only man in the whole Vietnam war to
be charged with collaborating with the
snemy and to ba convicted. There were

charges prepared against 10 POW’'as who -

returned, at least that I am aware of,
of collaborating with the enemy. Those
charges were dropped in nine cases
after one charge had been brought, and
that individual, unfortunsiely, cem-
mitted suicide. It was, therefore, the
position of some in the Government
that it may not be & wise course to pur-
sue collaborating with the enemy. Let
us move on and get the war behind ua.

Robtert Garwood is the one human
being, American, who spent time in
Vietnam from 1973 to 15979, that we
kaow of. He knows the prison system
very well. Obviously, becausa he was in
it. He gave a deposition to the Senate
Seiect Committee onn POW's and MIA's.
It 18 & long deposicion- I have it in my
offlce if anyone would like to read it It
iz & matter of public record

In that deposition he indicated a lot
of things, most dramatically that he
saw live Americans after the war Lhad
concluded, sometims during the period
cf time 1973-7T9—approximately 1977 to
be exact. Whether ke did or whether he
did not, anyons can form thelir conclu-
sions after reviewing the information,
a8 I have. T happen to believe Garwood,
but that is a personal opinion,

He told me he saw POW'a, and, after
having researched this as much as I
could over the past 9 years, I have con-
cluaded that Garwood 1= telling ths
truth. It does not mean he 18 telling
the truth because I say that he 15. But
what I am interested in is—and, Mr.
Preeldent, I want tc say the word; giv-
ing Garwood a forum was mentioned in
aome terms of outrage—that Garwood
would have a forum. Let me say I in-
tend to be with Rchert Garwood next
week in Vietnam, by his side as we go
through Vietnam in dearch of answers
about our missing POW's. Frankly,
what Mr. Garwood did or did not do
prior to 1973 i3 lrrelevant to me =3 far
a8 what he may or may not know about
living American POW’s.

That is the issue. Robert Garwood of-
fered hia services to go to Vietnam at
no expenss to the Governmemt. The

that is a coneclusion that come will
have to draw on their own

Robert Garwood was never convicted of
desertion. He was charged with deser-
tion but never convicted of desertion
because he was captured, shot, and
wounded in Lthe capture.

Did he collaborate with the enamy?
That is the question. The court sald he
did and he paid the price for it. He
spent 14 years in Vietnam, ionger than
anyone sise that we know of who sur-
vived. He ate rats, snakes, caterpiliars,
and anything eise he could to survive,
and he loat 14 years of back pay was
was thrown out of the service with a
dishonorable: diacharge. So I think Mr.
Garwood paid for whatever he was con-
victed of.

But Mr. Garwood waa a very coopera-
tive witness with our committes. He
spent hours in dstailed deposition
under oath in which he stated that he
saw live Americans on & number of oc-
caalona, cnce zlong the rallroad tracka
in Yen Bai; another an island on Thac
Ba Lake in Vietnam, northwest of
Hanoi; and also & couple of other loca-
tiona.

I think that it is the responsibility cf
our Covernment to check that out. It
i8 a detail that has not been completed,
as far a3 I am concerned If Mr,
Garwood volunteers to go and it does
not cost the taxpayers a nickel for him
to go, if he is willing to go and show
me or anyone elae in the U.S. Govern-
ment where {hiese people wore that he
sald he saw, if he 18 willing to face his
accusers, tha Vietnamese, and look
them in the eys and say, ‘I saw Amer-
ican POW's here,"” and to see their re-
gponse, I think that is a risk well
worth taking.

I might also point out that it was the
recommendaticn at the highest eche-
lons of tha DIA a few years ego that
Robert Garwood be hired as a consult-
ant to the U.S. Government because of
his direct knowledge of not only the
prison sysiem, but his knowiedge of
Vietnam after 1973, that period 197 to
1978,

So I think to some extent the com-
ments made by the Senator from Arl-
zona wers an attack on the process of
the Senate select committee. It 18 a de~
tall that we could not complete. There
are atrong feelings and atrong emotions
on this issue, which I understand and
respect. But not to fully investigate a

“live sighting report, and that !5 one of

the baat live sighting reports we have—

Wh -nd m ﬂum
and by was retainsd from 1975 to TR,
It is interesting when you look at
some of tha thiings that have been dons
by the investigating authorities, the
joint task force. I remember first com-
ing to the .8, Congress In 1885 and
talking to the Defenss Intelligence
Agency sbout Garwood. They never
really . were. debriesfed by _Garwood.
When BRobert Garwood came home in
1979, he was immediately, eamsontially,
put undar house arrest snd charged
with desertion snd collaboration No-
body from the U.8, Government made a
conscientious, detalled, strong affort to
debrief him on what he might or might
not know about American POW's or
about prison aystems of Vietnam.

That was very interesting about the
priorities that were here with Mr.
Garwood. The priority was to charge
him with desertion and ¢ollaboration,
The priority was not to go aftor the in-
formation regarding the live sightings
that Mr. Garwood ultimately indicated
that he had made.

I think it certainly does not serve
the families very well to not want to

- pursue the information, We cannot let
the emotion and the snger of the war
be so strong and rue us sc well that we
cannot see 1t to investigate every sin-
gle detail. To form a conclasion that
Mr. Gerwood is a llar without inves-
tigating is simply irresponsible. I thirk
we have had many witneases come be-
fore our committes, some with. prepos-
teroua stories—some checked out, some
did not--but our job was to check them
out.

Ths bottom line is, when the Viet-
namees Iinvited Mr. Garwecod, Mr.
Garwood aald, “I will go, I will go at
nontaxpayer expense. I am willing to
meet you or anyone elss over there,

“Senator, to ahow you where I saw thesa
people.” He is willing to take me there,
And so I think that is a very admirable
goal to do, and I think it is & trip that
is well worth taking.

I am just very concerned that, al-

though the fllm last night offered an
opinlon, the siatement that 20720 was
somehow invalved in an invitation to
Garwood 15 simply rot accurate. If “20v
29 choosee to g0, that 1s their preroga-
tive aa & media outlet, as far as I am
concerned. But the invitation cames
from the Vietnamese.
- Garwood willingly accepted the invi-
tation and has offered, again, to try to
help us. So I do not think we ought to
be discrediting that trip. The state-
ment wes made that we Are going to
give him a forum. The only forum that
Robert Garwood askad for waa to go to
Vietnam to show us what he saw and
where he saw what he saw. He nevar
asked for any media attention whatso-
ever. To the contrary, he ssked that
there ba wvery little, \f any, media at-
tention. He has tried to stay out of the
press a8 much as possible.

So speaking for myself, I am the Sen-
ator on that trip. I suppose I could be
accused of, or congratulated for, de-
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perding on what your position is, the
Senator who 18 responsible for partict-
pating in that trip. I am proud of it. I
am proud to stand here on the floor of
the U.S. Senate and say that I have a
man who says he saw live Americans,
who 18 willing to taks me where ha saw
them, who gave several hours of deposi-~
tions before thia committee under oath
1n which he said he saw live Americans,
in great d=tail. I am proud te accom-
pany that individual on behalf of the
families to Vietnam.

Whether Garwood was a war heroc or
whether he, in fact, collaborated with
the enemy, is a very important iasue in
some definitions, in some areas of what
we ar¢ talking about, but not when it
comead to finding the truth about live
Americana. e ia a resource. He has in-
l‘orm.a.pon that he i8 willing to share.
We should checx It out.

I mighi zay that I have eeveral pages
of the entire transcript of Garwood's
court-martial. I will defend ABC's “20/
20" for a minute. Many of the thirgs in
that story were portrayed accurately,
according to the testimony of the trial.
I thinlj: there may he some views—obvi-
ouely,. Mr. Garwood had a different
view than some others. But I think, by
and large, it was an accurata reflection
of what Mr. Garwood went through in
Vietnam. It did not even touck on the
Hve POW issue, really, cther than to
say he was not the last man to luave
Vieinam.

50, Mr. President, I am looking for-
ward te the trip. Botby Garwood, a8 I
said bafore. was mcguitted of desertion;
Le was found guilty of collatoration.
He has i{ndicated ha has geen live
FOW's, He 1a willing to go toa Vietnam
to show us where they are. I think it ia
an honorable. thing to do. If it turns
out that hz is wrong, that he is some-
how npt teiling the truth, cr he is
using this to aqdvance himself—for the
life of e I cannot figure out how Mr.
Garwodd advances himself {f he was =
" convicted coliaborator who goes to
Vietnam and then we find ort every-
thing he teid ua about live Americans
was & iie. What does he galn by that
other viian more dizgrace?

Cn the contrary, I think when a per-
«3n who (s wiiling to put kimself oa the
line, a8 Mr. Garwood has done, that we
cught to follow up on it, and trat {s all
I am doing. I am very proud to fcllcw
:cp on jt. I want to repeat that. I am
kenored to follow up on it, to be even
more descriptive abcut ft, and I think
it should have been done a long, long
time ago.

The DIA has not done a geod job in
investigating this. They have not done
a good job of researching Garwood. Had
it been done when it waa fresh in hia
mind—almost - 20 years ago Mr.
Garwood came out, Basically, the war
ended in 1973, he came out in 1979 and
here we are in 1993 ard now Mr.
Garwood {s going. And I might also add
that the Goavernment dented Carwaood
the opportunity to go at taxpayers' ex-
pense. )
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S0 it 18 about time we thoroughly in-

veatigate this Information; that we.

stop with the emotion and the
innuendoes and the untruths and the
half truths and thoroughly tnvestigate
thia thing. That is what we started
with the seleot committee. We ran out
of time, The Senate sunsetted the com-
mittee, which is understandable. We
understood that when we atarted that
we had a time limit, but we did not get:
through the rest of the investigation.

So I understand aleo, and have talked
to many about it, there 1s a lot of
anger out.there because of a lot of in-
formation about Mr. Garwood, and I
also know there is some riak for myself
to be associated with that. But I do not
care about the risk becauss the most
important thing here 18 that we inves-
tigate, thoroughly Investigate every
singls bit of information that Mr.
Garwood told us.

I wish to recount just a couple of
brief things about this because I was
directly involved. I was personally in-
volved in the DIA debrieflng of Mr.
Garwood several years ago and peraon-
ally involved In setting those
debriefings up. It was interesting be-
cause I carried his phone number
around i{n my wallet for a couple years
when the DIA did not know how to
reach him, even though I ¢ffered them
& phone number, which is very inter-
esting. They could not seem to find
him, and they did not waat to find him
becauss of the fact there was this stig-
ma out thera about what ke did or did
rot do during the war.

That 18 not what the focus of this
trip is, and it ie not what the focue of
Garwood ehould ha. The focue of
Garwood should be what did he see? Is
what he saw accurate? Ard we have an
obligation to investigate it.

Having eald that, let me cited cne
specific, Thac Ba Lake. Thac Ba Lake
s a manmade lake made by a Soviet
dam in North Vietnam. I was told per-
zonally by the DIA that, first of all,
there was no lake. We then established
that thers waa a lake, Then I was told
that there were no islande in the lake.
Weo now flnd out there ars dozens of is-
lands in the lake. Then I wes told there
was 0o prieon compound on the lake.
Then we find out there wsas & prieon
compound on the lake. Then I vasg told
Garwocd wag never there, Thea T find
out Garwood was there, and he was
thers repairing generators. Senater
KEARY and 1 were told thie point blank
by the Vietnamese {n a meeting last
December in Vietnarm, in Hanoi. .

The response from the Vietramezee
was that Mr. Garwood wes In fict
where he sald he was in Thac Ba Lake,
that he saw—he was repairing genera-
tore at a facility on an island in Thac
Ea Lake. Now, did he see American
POW'e? The Vietnamese sald no, he did
not. He says Le did. Were thsre pris-
oners there? Yea, South Vietnamese
prisoners.

Amazingly, the joint task force over
there doing the investigating could not
find the ialand and could nat find the
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prison camp, and yet when we, Senator
KERRY and I, talked to the Vietnamese,
one of the Vietnamese officials there
sald point blank, yes, there was & pris-
on; yes, Garwood was thare; yes, ha waa
repairing generators. .

I would urge anyone who really
wants to know the truth to read the
documents that we have now gotten fi-
nally declassified, the documents, the
internal documents, the secret docu-
menta of the DIA, CIA, and everyhody
elss involved in these investigations.
They will show you conclusively that
they felt Garwood was lylng because
Garwood was not where he said he was,
there was no such location, et cetera,
et cetera, et cetera.

The faot 18 all those things are true.
The only thing that is left in the puzile
and the most important thing is
whether or not he saw live American
POW’s. It is the number one thing, and
the most important, obviously..

The question is why should we stop
and refuse to allow him to go when. in
fact, he can shed light on that?

Our committee concluded, all Sen-
ators present, when we wrote our final
report, that the Garwood information
needed to be pursued. That was in the
final report. It was tbe conclueion of
all Senators. There were no disaenta in
terms of that heing pursued.

I have a responsibility as one mom-
ber ¢f that committee—I happened to
be the vice chalrman—to pursue it, end
I intend to do it. I will do it in epite of
the attacks. I will do it with attasks,
because that kind of criticiem 1a nct
even relevant as far as I am concerned.

The issua here ia what did Mr.
Garwood se¢e or not see, and I intend to
investigate it. I look forward to the
trip. I look forward to golng witk Mr.
Garwood. I look forward to seeing him
facing the Vietnamese, looking the Vi-
etnamese in the eye and sayize, *1 eaw
American POW's, Now, are you telling
me that you didn’'t keep any POWe?' I
wish to see the faces, I wish to look
into the eye of that Vietnamese when
he lccks back at Mr. Garwoed and aays
“No, Mr. Garwood, you are a Har." And
then I want to look at Mr. Garwood,
and I want to see him when he says,
YNp, you are a Har.”

And then I am goipg to draw my coh-
cluelona, Gacause I am going to he
thers when that little rieating takes
place, and | am proud to be there, A3 I
gald before and I will eay 1t again, what
Mr. Garwood did or did not dg i3 not
relevant to the familiss of those men.
If I have a brother, a dad, or a zon
miseing, and I know somebody out
thers in America, whoever he or she iz,
has information about that person, this
country has & moral! responsibility, a
moral responeibility to check it cut. I
do not care where the source is, Mr.
President.

It shouid have been done years ago.
And to trash it now when we finally ar=
ready to do it, to trash the opportunity
naw to do that after we finally bavs
done it and get the opportunity todc : -
ia an outrage. It {8 an outrage. [ am
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very sorry that it happened on the
floor of the Senate.

I look forward to spsaking out when
I zet back after the July 4 recees, and
T will tave a full report to the Secate
cn what I found or did not find wken I
got to Vietnam, and tke Senate will
hear exactly whab that confrontation
between Mr. Garwood and the Viet-
namese was like and who said what and
what we found out.

I thank the Cheir and ylield the floor.

e

ENERGY TAX POLICY

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr., President, in an-
ticipation of the upcoming House-San-
ate con’erence on the budget reconcili-
ation ©ill, I rise to address & critical
element of any compromize; that is,
the energy tax. When President Clinton ,
originally prorosed an energy tax as?
part of hia deficit reducticn package,
he outlinzd a broad-based energy tax
kncwn as the Btu tax.

Tris tax had a cumber of competitive
flaws. It would be very difficult to im-
plement. For those ressons, it was

dropped in the Sanate. But the But tax .

has somse real virtues, especlally when
compared to the trhnsportation tax
contained 1o the legislation we passed
Friday morning.

The transportatich tax 18 nothing
more than a glorified gas tax. Accord-
ing to the Energy Information Admiu-
{stration, with ths exemption of avia-
tion fuel, approximately 90 percent of
the total tax will be shouldared by the
users of automoeblles and tricks.

First, with the proper reflnements,
the Btu tax would be fair and balanced
compared with the gas tax. Some of my
colleagues point out that the Btu tax
affactively includes & gas tax, and they
are right. But the difference la a Btu
tax woulg¢ be pald by all energy users,
from the iargest cosporations to the or-
dinary working Americans. It would be
pald by drivers in the rural Waest,
homeowners in the urban Northeaat. It
would alao be pald by transportation
industrias, such as airlines and truck-
{ng companies, and service industries,
l{ke restaurants and auto shops. De-
epite ita flaws, the 3tu tax and other
broad-bassd energy taxes do have the
virtue of fairnees.

Unfortunataly, an isolatsd boost in
the gas tax 18 both unfalr and regres-
glve. As data provided by the Depsart-
ment of Transportation demonstrates,
the zas tax falis most heavily upon
raral States llke Montana, Arkansas,
North Dakota, and Wyorning.

I ask unanimous consent that a copy
of the chart illustrating this point be

» printed in the RECORD.

There heing no otjection, the mate-
rial was ordered tc be printed in the
RECGHRD, as follows:

Conswnption ranked by State

Gallens

State: per capita
WYOIINE 1ovviirrearsiersmnaissrorsorsssssieanass 987
North Dakota " ™
ACKARBAN ...ooiicicienccsssisssnsssusssssssssraes - 8T
MOBLADA .ooviviverrarmsonnirarssarnnnnnson iz

................

U.S. average ..

Louisiana ......
Wisconain ...
Michigan ..........
New Hampahire

New Jersey ...

Oregon
Alasks ...
California ..
Tlinols .
Connecticut ...
Pennsylvania __.
Maassachusetts .
Rhode Islacd ...
Hawail ..........
Msw York ..

\usslssippl o

South Carclina
Kentucky .........
Georgla .........
West Virgtnla
Idaho .. -
Mlssourl

‘iort.h Camllna.
TOXAB .vovvvvrrrsens

Nebraska .
Vermont ...

Wisconsin ..

Virginia ...

Florida ......

Cregon ... ase

Ohlo ....eeene .

Minneaota .....

Washington ..

U.B, average ..

Mictiigan
. Delaware ........

Colorado
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CallfOTDAA cooeeimensemsvessevmeassssssrmarmnnnse 164
Pennsylvanis ......ccoovveee . 134
Alaska ......... retetamsansnntnessssanas rranrenres 183
New Hampshire ......coeeeirmmeeneniinnns 151
MArylAnd ........;cccoconmnnen 134
TIHDOE couesrievevsrnsrsaseresnsrarrsssuenssssanes 154
Rhode Island ..........cceeeimcmmnnsnnirsrnens REH
NOWw Jerd8Y ..cocccornesienrmnionsressrarsrnnnnan 135
MASBACKUBELLE ...cvvvereirssrsssisssassrarenes 1%
Hawall . mevisisssseorann AX
Connecticut bt
Neow York .....ccooiivimminiimnnnnvsariennenenns ]
&/ o R 18

1 Percent of personal lnwml

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I helieve
that every American, regardisss of
their State, 18 willing to contribute to
reduce the deficit. Americans will do
their fair share, but we shculd be vary
careful when drafting tax proposals tu
ensure that no one is asked to do mors
than their fair share.

In coming to an agreement on the en-
ergy tax in the conference commitlee,
it 18 my hope that & fairer and more
balanced formula than the gas tax can
be found. Second, the Btu tax and
other broad-based energy taxca have
the added beneflt of poeitively impact-
ing the environment. A broad-based en-
ergy tax wlill encourage conservatiorn,
and if properly structuzed. can encour-
age the use of clearer burning fuela
that result in the reduction of environ-

mental degradaticn.
Such promipent environmental
groups a3 Friends of the Earth, Amer-

ican Rivere, the National Wi{ldlife Fead-
eration, Sierra Club, and National Re-
sources Defense Council, were solid
backsers of the Btu tax, and expressed
support for a broad-based erargy tax. A
leader of a majcr envirormental crga-
nization went 80 far as to say that the
Btu tax wouid have done more to pro-
mots environmental protection ‘“‘than
any other single piece of environ-
mental protection legislation.”

For example, the House passed ver-
sion of the Btu tax would encourage an
annual reduction in greenhouss gza
emissions of 25 million metric tons by
the year 2000. That 18 the equivalent of
about 20 percent of the reductions re-
quired to implement the President's
commitment to return greenhouse gas
emissions to 1990 lavels by the end of
the decade.

The gasoline tax, however, sacrifices
virtuelly all of thoae environmentazi
benefits according to the Natural Re-
sources Defense Council. The was tax
does little to encourage conservation
or fuel shifting because it has no im-
pact on many of the largest users of en-
ergy—commercial business establish-
ments, public institutions, and energy
used for electricity generation.

Further, alternate fuels are, by and
large, not available to the average
driver, and the average driver gen-
erally has no other means of transpor-
tation, he or she must simply pay tke
tax. Again, the conservation impact is

- minimal.

The President originally proposed a
broad-based energy tax. The House bill
contains that broad-based energy tax.
In conference, it 18 my hope that the

-



