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and the politicians of that era from
George Wallace to Lester Maddox, to
Jimmy Carter, to Carl Sanders.

He wrote about the transition of the
old South to the new South. And in
Washington, he covered the Civil
Rights Act in the middle and late sev-
enties. He was a writer whose percep-
tion was keen, whose wit was sharp,
and whose pen was even sharper.

For 32 of his 50 years I was in elected
office in Georgia. I can make a true
confession: When he wrote a column,
you went to the paper and you read
Bill Shipp first. There was a reason for
that. If you were going to be the victim
of the day, you might as well go out
and find out what he was going to say
about you. But if you were not the vic-
tim of the day, you could relish in see-
ing some other politician being skew-
ered by that pen.

Bill Shipp had a profound effect on
journalism in our State. For years he
reported for the Atlanta Journal and
Constitution, but after a number of
years he started his only publication
whose title was: ‘“‘Bill Shipp’s Geor-
gia.”” Never has there been a more ap-
propriate name for a newsletter, be-
cause, in many ways, Georgia’s politics
was Bill Shipp’s possession.

Bill Shipp wrote about politics in
such a way that he changed politics in
the South. While I would never accuse
Bill of having editorialized in a news
article, the tone and tenor of the direc-
tion of Bill Shipp’s perception of what
was right and wrong could help to lead
debates to a positive conclusion in an
otherwise period of discourse and trou-
ble.

I love Bill Shipp for many reasons—
one, because he and I have had the
pleasure of living in the same county
for the last 40 years. The other is, I
have learned a lot from him. I always
appreciated him. In politics, Bill Shipp
is the equivalent of Helen Thomas at a
Presidential press conference. When a
Georgia politician has a press con-
ference, Bill Shipp is there. When it is
time for questions, he always has one.
And when it comes time to roll the gre-
nade in the middle of the room, Bill
Shipp will do it. He did it to me and to
others.

Bill Shipp is a gifted friend, a man
for whom I wish the best in his retire-
ment. I think, finally, of those days on
Ivy Grove and Cherokee Road in Mari-
etta where he and Tom Watson Brown
and George Berry would sit at 5 in the
afternoon, have a libation, and discuss
the next day’s column that Bill would
write. Bill Shipp is a treasured asset of
our State, a man who has contributed
greatly to the growth of the new South
and the new Georgia, a man whose con-
tributions to journalism are pre-
eminent in our State, and a friend to
whom I wish the very best in his retire-
ment.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

(The remarks of Mr. BROWN per-
taining to the submission of S. Res. 156
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are located in today’s RECORD under
“Submitted Resolutions.”’)

The Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. WICKER. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak as in morning business
for up to 4 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SAMUEL L. GRAVELY, JR., FIRST AFRICAN-

AMERICAN U.S. NAVY FLAG OFFICER

Mr. WICKER. Madam President, this
past weekend, at the Northrop-Grum-
man shipbuilding facility in
Pascagoula, MS, the USS Gravely, the
b7th Arleigh Burke class Aegis Guided
Missile Destroyer, was christened in
honor of the late VADM Samuel L.
Gravely, Jr.

Vice Admiral Gravely was born in
1922, in Richmond, VA. In 1942, Gravely
interrupted his education at Virginia
Union University and enlisted in the
U.S. Naval Reserve. He attended officer
training camp at the University of
California in Los Angeles after boot
camp at the Great Lakes Naval Train-
ing Station in Illinois, and then mid-
shipman school at Columbia Univer-
sity. When he boarded his first ship in
May of 1945, he became its first Afri-
can-American officer.

Gravely was the first African-Amer-
ican to command a fighting ship, the
USS Falgout, and to command a major
warship, the USS Jouett. As a full com-
mander, he made naval history in 1966
as the first African-American com-
mander to lead a ship, the USS Taussig,
into direct offensive action. He was the
first African-American to achieve flag
rank and eventually vice admiral. In
1976, Gravely became the commander of
the entire Third Fleet, commanding
over 100 ships, 60,000 sailors, and over-
seeing more than 50 million square
miles of ocean.

Gravely’s tenure in the naval service
was challenged with the difficulties of
racial discrimination. As a new recruit,
he was trained in a segregated unit; as
an officer, he was barred from living in
the bachelor’s officers’ quarters. In
1945, when his first ship reached its
berth in Key West, FL, he was specifi-
cally forbidden entry into the officers
club on the base. Gravely survived the
indignities of racial prejudice and dis-
played unquestionable competence as a
naval officer.

Gravely exemplified the highest
standards and demanded very high
standards from his crew. Throughout
his career, he stressed the rudiments of
professionalism—intelligence, appear-
ance, seamanship and, most impor-
tantly, pride.

Vice Admiral Gravely was a trail-
blazer for African-Americans in the
military arena. He fought for equal
rights quietly but effectively, letting
his actions and his military record
speak for him. Gravely died on October
22, 2004, at the naval hospital in Be-
thesda, MD. In a fitting tribute, the
obituary on the U.S. Department of De-
fense Web site quoted Gravely’s for-
mula for success: “My formula is sim-
ply education plus motivation plus per-
severance.’’
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Samuel L. Gravely, Jr.’s performance
and leadership as an African-American
naval officer demonstrated to America
the value and strength of diversity. He
was a true professional with superb
skills as a seaman and admirable lead-
ership attributes.

The USS Gravely, christened in
Pascagoula, will reflect his character,
his forthrightness, and his steadfast-
ness and will stand for and deliver his
legacy wherever it serves. His spirit
aboard the USS Gravely will be an in-
spiration to its crew, the U.S. Navy,
and Americans for generations to
come.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WAR-
NER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I under-
stand there is a previous—let me ask
unanimous consent that I be allowed to
speak for up to 40 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
the standing order.

Mr. CORNYN. I appreciate it. Thank
you very much, Mr. President.

AMENDMENT NO. 1139

Mr. President, I want to address the
Senate on two subjects this after-
noon—first of all, on the subject of var-
ious memos and interrogation tech-
niques, notably enhanced interrogation
techniques, that were carried out in re-
sponse to Office of Legal Counsel
memos that were written by lawyers
there, designed to provide guidance to
our CIA interrogators after 9/11 to help
them protect the country against fu-
ture terrorist attacks.

I have an amendment that, because
of technical reasons, we will not be
able to vote on this week. But I want
to assure my colleagues this issue is
not going away, and we will be back to
talk about it more later. But I think it
is of sufficient gravity and importance
that I want to highlight it here for the
next few minutes.

First of all, this amendment I am re-
ferring to is a sense-of-the-Senate
amendment. Let me summarize what it
does because I think it is important to
put it in context.

The sense-of-the-Senate amendment
reads as follows. It says:

In the aftermath of the September 11, 2001
attacks, there was bipartisan consensus that
preventing further terrorist attacks
[against] the United States was the most ur-
gent responsibility of the United States Gov-
ernment.

A bipartisan joint investigation by the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Senate
and the Permanent Select Committee on In-
telligence of the House of Representatives
concluded that the September 11, 2001 at-
tacks demonstrated that the intelligence
community had not shown ‘‘sufficient initia-
tive in coming to grips with the new
transnational threats’.



