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termined definitively in the course of future
political developments.

In each case both Governments will solve
the question by amicable agreement.

3. As regards southeastern Europe, Soviet
{nterest in Bessarabia is underscored. The
German side declares its complete lack of
interest in these areas.

tmIspmwcolwiubetregtedutop
seeret by both sides.

For the Government of the Gennan
Reich.

’ On the authority of the Govemment
of the USSR

von Ribbentrop

RS v Mowmv"
~Asﬂrasleanreaﬂthetouovmgtook
place:

Indewnmngmutua.lspheresoﬂntemm
Eastern Europe when Southeast Europe was
mentioned, the Soviet side emphasized its
interest tn Bessarabia. On this occasion I ex-
pressed verbally our lack of intevest in the

* question of Bessarabia. However; because of

the possibility of committing an indiscre-
tion, which had to be taken into account
considering that at that time the nature of
German-Russian - relations was still com-
pletely unknown, I elected a formulation of
a general sort for the Protocol in order not
to tix our expressed recognition of the Rus-
sian claim to Bessarabis in writing. This was
done in such a way that in discussing South-

Europe. I did, however, explicitly point out
Germany’'s economic interest in these
southeastern territories. This was done in
socordance with the general phraseology
recommended by the Fahrer for Southeast
Burope, as well as, as far as [ remember, &
particuiar directive from the Fahrer, which
I received before I left for Moscow and in
which the Ptohrer empowered me to express
QGermany's lack of interest in the territories

of Southeast Europe and, if I had to, even

as far as Constantinople and . the Straits,
The latter was, however, not mentioned,

(signed) R.
Bamscnm.x. June 24, 1940.
(Transiated by David Skelly CRS—Lan-
guage Services. February 24, 1989.) :

German Embassy. Ag/15/41
Moscow, January 14, 1941,
SECRET!

Contents: Secret protocot connerumg the
borders of Lithuania.

I have the honor of sendlng as an enclo-
sure in both German and Russian the secret
protocol signed by myself and the Chairman
of the Council of the People’s Commizsars
of the USSR, Mr. Moioctov, on January 10,
1941 concerning the cession of the bordeu
of Lithuania.

RIEBENTROP.

'l‘o the Foreign Omee, Berin.

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT" FOR
THE ARTS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from New York.

MrDAMA!l‘O.Thankyon.Mr-

President.
Mr. President, seveml weeks ago, I

began to receive a number of letters,

phone calls, and postcards from con-
stituents throughout the State con-
cerning art work by Andres Sarrano.

exmusatecllnga!abock.ot.
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3 - out objection, it Is so ordered..

CONGRES_SION AL RECORD — SENATE
this state would be delimited can only be de- )

They said, “How dare you spend our
taxpayers’ money on this trash.” They
all objected to taxpayers’ money being
used for a piece of so-called art work
which, to be quite candid, I am some-
what reluctant to utter its title, This
so-called piece of art is a deplorable,
despicable display of wvulgarity. The
art work in question is a photograph
of the -crucifix submerged in the a.rt
ist’s urine.

This artist reeelved $15,000 for his
work from the National Endowment
for the Arts, through the Southeast-
ern Center for Contemporary Art. )

Well, if this is what contemporary
art has sunk to, this level, this out-
rage, this indignity--some may want to
sanction that, and that is fine. But not
with the use of taxpayers’ money.
This is not a question of free speech.
This is a question of abuse of taxpay-
ers’ money. If we allow this group of
so-called art experts 1o get away with
this, to defame us and to use our
money, well.t.henwedonotdeserveto
be in office.

‘That is why, Mr President I am
proud of the Members, who in literally
a matter of minntes—over 20, about
25—jolned me In signing a strong
letter of protest to the Endowment.
Here is a picture, andt.hetitleis“?jss
Christ.” Incredihle..

To add insult to lnjury after thls
group of so-called art’ experts picked
this artist for this $15,000 prize—of
taxpayers’ money; we paid for this,
our taxpayers—I do not blame people
for being outraged and angered, and
they should be angered at us, unless
we do something to change this. If this
continues and if this goes unrectified,
where will it end? They will say, “This

is free speech.” Well, if you want free:

speech, you want to draw dirty pic-
tures, you want to do anything you
want, that is your business, but not
with taxpayers’ money. This is an out-
rage, and our people’s tax dollars
should not support this trash, and we
should not be giving it the dignity.
And after this piece of trash and this
artist received this award, to make
matters worse, the Awards in Visual
Arts, this wonderful publication was
put together; and who was it financed
by, partially? By none other, than the
National Endowment for the Arts.

-.Whatad!smee

They not only see tMs gaﬂmge, they
can say we did not know he engaged in

- this kind of filth, but then they see fit-

to distribute it through. the Nation

. and brag. about it.and allow their

names to be used, instead of calling
andmmg.ngetom'mmeoutot

mt. PRASTIN O LA £

Mr. Presidgnt,webetterseetolt

- that—

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The
Senator’s time has expired. . :
Mr. DAMATO. Mr. President. I ask

_unanimous- consent that I might . bev
‘permitted 2 more minutes. - s :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-

[PV DAL VS VENETS FSIV) I S h..l. i

May 18, 1989

Mr. D’AMATO. The purpose for
which the Endowment was estab-
lished, and I quote, “to support the
survival of the best of all forms that
reflect the American heritage in its
full range of cultural and ethnic diver-
sity and to provide national leadership
on behalf of the arts.””

Mr. President, I submit this is a dis-
tortion of those purposes. It does not
reflect on the full range of cultural
and ethnic diversity; rather, it is a per-
version of those principles. If people
want to be perverse, in terms of what
they recongize as art or culture, so be
it, but not with my mopey, not with
the taxpayers’ dollars, and certainly
not under the mantle of his great
Nation. This is a disagrace.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent. that the letter .to. the National
Endowment for theAerepﬂnmd in

-the RECORD. : LR

‘There being no objeetion. the letter
was ordered:to be prlnt.ed in the
Rncmm. as follows: e

: U.s.&nn.
WWMDGWI&I”’.

otmemmtsmmm:m-eaued
“work of art” by Andress:Serrano entitled
“Pisg Christ.” We write to express our out-
rage and to suggest in the strongest terms
that the procedures used by the Endowment
to award and support artists be reformed.
“The piece in question is a iarge and vivid
photograph of Christ on- 8’ erucifix sub-
merged In the artist’s uripe This work is
shocking, abhorrent and -completely unde-

that their hard-earned dollars were used to
honor and support Serrano’s work.

There i3 a clear flaw in the procedures
used to select art and artists deserving of
taxpayers support. That fact Is evidenced by
the Serrano work itself. Moreover, after the
artist was selected and honored for his ‘‘con-
tributions” to the field of art, his work was
exhibited at government expense and with
the imprimatur of the Endowment.

This matter does not invoive freedom of
artistie expression—it does invoive the ques-
Umwhethermwsahmndbe

fact that both the Endowment a.nd the
SECCA with taxpayer dollars promoted this
work as part of the Awards:in Visual Arts
exhibition, is- reasons emu:h to be out-
raged.

Weurgethel!!ndowmenttoeommhen—
sively review its procedures and determine
whntsbemwinbetnkentomntsuch

: - ilyases from recurring in the future, -

We await your mponse.

" ‘Sincerely,
Alphonse D’Amato, Bob Kerrey Wa.rren
B. Rudman, Rudy Boschwitz, Dennis
Decondnl. Pete Wilson, Bob Dole,
‘ Chuck Grassiey,-James A. McClure,
"John Heinz, Wendell Ford, Howell
< "Heflin, Hm Re!d. ‘Richard Shelby.
Sy ‘Yarry prasm.
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May 18, 1989

. Lott, Jesse Helms, John McCain. Arlen
. Specter, Steve Symms.
, Mr; HELMS, Mr. President, the Sen—
ator from New York is absolutely cor-
rect in his indignation and in.his de-

‘- called artwork:: I»do:not know: Mr.
Andres Seranno, and- I hope I never
meet him. Because he is not. an:artis
he s a jerk. ..

& table and took a picture of it.
“For that, the:National Endowment

»honorhimasanartist

Lo By
American people. Hé was seeking

to-be a jerk:but let -him be a jerk:

urces: Do-no ‘dishonor our Lord. I
ent it and T think the vast majority
f-the- American:people do. And-I also
resent  the National Endowment for
the- Arts spending the taxpayers'
-money to honor this guy.
.. This program, ‘supported by the Na—
- tional Endowment, is administered by
-the Southeastern Center for Contem-
.porary. Art. They call it SECCA. I am
sorry to say it is in my home State.

w in this country as to tolerate and
done this sort’ of thjng, then we
become a part of it. -

:The question is: obvious On wha.t
eonceivable basis: does.anybody who-
ould engage in such:blasphemy and
insensitivity toward the religious com-
munity deserve to be honored? The
answer to_that he is does not. He de-
ed to be rebuked and ignored be-
cause he is not an artist. Anybody who
uld do such a despicable thing—and
get $15,000 in tax money for it—well,
tells you something about the state
this Government and the way it

- scription of the: blasphemy. of the so-

: dolng "

for the Arts gave him. -$15,000, to. -

the... Senator from Ohio is’ recognized.“ i
-eteate Indignation. That is all right for

his own-timeé and with his own re-

=After Mr. -Serrano’s: selection, this

s the moneyitaken:from the tax- .

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

“artistic expression.” It certainly :does .
‘not require the American-taxpayers or
the Federal Government to fund, pro-
mote, . honor, approve, or condone -it;

-Nene of the above.

Mr, President, the National Endow-
ment’s: procedures for. selecting artists
and works of art deserving of taxpayer

support are badly, badly flawed if this
{s-an-example of the kind of.progmms,
- they.fund with taxpayers’ money. - -

+F-have sent-word to the Endowment

. that I want them to review their fund-
| ning criteria to ensure abuses such-as
.- this:never happen again. The prelimi--

1l -nary: réport we.got-from one person
withi:-whom -we’ talked ~was- sort of "~

“Down, - boy, -we - know: what e are

“Well, they do fot know what. they

" are doing. They are msulting the very
.- fundamental basis: ~of: this country I

say again I resent it. =~ it
'Mr. COATS addressed the Chalr.

Mr., COATS. I think the Chair. . .

¢The-remarks-of MY, COATS pertain:
lng to’the introduction of S:: ‘1057 are -
located’’ in- today's RECORD - under

“Statements on Introduced Bills and

TIONS IN THE OCCUPIED ‘I‘ER-
~ RITORIES- | . :

M ML'I‘ZENBAUM Mr. President
the State of Israel has been the focus
of abundant study, commentary and

criticism over the past 1% years. Israe-.
- lis. have been told in every manner

imaginable that they bear responsibil-
ity for the violence in the occupied
territories. Israell security forces have
been compared to everyone from the

Nazis to the Khmer Rouge in their at-

tempts to restore order in- the th
Bank and' Gaza Strip. ~ -~
What the world continues to ignore

1s the fact that Israel is at war. The.
- State of Israel is faced with almost im-
- possible alternatives regarding its rela-

tions with the Palestinians.  Too many
of -Israel’s neighbors, with the excep-
tion of Egypt, continue in'their deter-

- mination- that there: should be no

State of Israel. I will not take up my
colleagues’ time with reviewing the
strategic picture Israel has faced over

the years. One only has to look at a.

map to understand this situation.
Most Senators are already well aware
of ' the criticals geographic problems
that limit Israel’s diplomatlc and secu
rity options. = <=

- Mr. President, even with the ma.jori-
ty ‘of its population ~and industry
crammed into a narrow' corridor 9

miles . wide :and''25" miles-long; Israel '~
has:offered. a - major concession :to.:
- West- Bank and-Gaza residents. Israel:
}ms Just ta.ken a blg rlsk ln the sea.rch .

e T‘_"vlable*xeaﬂsticplm wmcn

‘tic, creating a divided govemmgn

. .»'The PRESIDING - OFFICER. The-
Senator from Indiana is recognized. . .

& ever be expected to ‘put: itselfinwsui? o
-~ eidal strategic -position”to satisfy the
fickle whims ofworld ‘opinion.  The:

- credibility to speak for their people,

85595
‘includes Palestinian self-rule and a ves " -

‘hicle for negotiations on a permanent

solution. The Shamir plan represents
an accommodation of widely divergent
priorities on both sides of the- issue.
The plan is not what either side would
love to see, but this is the essence of
compromise. While not . perfect,. the
Shamir plan is workable, it is a. sub- :
stantive offer, and it should be taken
serlously by all parties to the conflict.
M. President, it”is significant. that -

the Israeli cabinet hag’ given. a.pprova.l

‘to_the Shamir. plan, Israeli democracy..

has, at times, been almost too pluralis-

‘But the Shamir plan is not the:

_uct of division. It is & plan tl‘iim.t,he.'

éntire’ ‘Government. has . endorsed: be
cause the voters.of Israel ‘want-peace.
.For so many. months; the plain.fact
thatlaraelisa.rereadyandwmlngto’
make peace has been:callously:-over:
looked. No one has suffered:more: from

- the ravages of violence than ordinary

Israelis. Many who have:been:calling

.on:Israel to lay down its arms and give -
in:to. the rioters fail. to see two:essen- = -

tial: truths about -the:cenflict. ‘The .

.ﬁmt,aslhavemmttoned,lsthath—‘ .
- raelis have. endured ‘a:vastly: greater -
;level of war, strtfe_a.mrt ar ‘tiime

PLO’s so-called peace proposals are in-
herently insincere and cynica.l Because.
they would ultimately f:
Israel: - ' s -
One need only look a.t the PLO se:
to see that it views all of Isrdel as part
of its self-declared State of Palestine.
This is not the emblemof an. organiza.- .
tion committed to any peace process.
‘The Shamir plan, on the other hand.
gives something of ‘substance to both
sides in a realistic framework. - y
‘The Shamir plan will help bring’a
measure of stability to &’ turbulent
area. ~Arafat’s - various- ideas - h'a :
simply served to stir up the plot -
‘Mr. President, ~-Prime~ Minist r'
Shamir has laid out: a 5-year road map
toward a permanent solution of the
Palestinian-Israeli conflict. The plan is -
an attempt to identify responsibile ne--
gotiating partners within'the Pa.lestin—
ian’ community, and td.give them

The plan is intended to be a flexibile
vehicle . for dialog—n _
straightjacket. - -
~ Upon implementation of the Shamir
plan, free democratic elections will be
held ln ‘the territories by secret ha.llot. _

thetica.lly that ifthlsn!an is Dut -in
eIfect flt wnl represent one of the ﬁ:st.
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