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of the Israel Defense Forces, a support
group for the Israeli counterpart to the
USO. You can find the spirited red-
head giving her time to the Jewish na-
tional fund as a hostess and fundraiser;
the Jewish institute for National Secu-
rity Affairs as a member and a partici-
pant in its national meetings; she is a
member of the national executive com-
mittee, the Capitol Club and a local of-
ficer of the American Israel Public Af-
fairs Committee [AIPAC], a pro-Israel
lobby here in our Nation’s Capitol.
Orna is also a volunteer fundraiser, as
well as, the chairwoman of government
relations for Yad B’Yad, which means
hand in hand, a human life saving fund
that takes sick people from Israel to
wherever in the world they can get the
life saving medical attention they
need. At a recent Yad B’Yad fundrais-
ing dinner for which Orna was the pri-
mary organizer, an eleven year old boy
made a speech. He told how a bone
marrow transplant paid for by Yad
B’Yad had cured his leukemia—he told
how this transplant has saved his life.

Mr. Speaker, all to often I hear peo-
ple say that they wish that they could
live a normal life. I have never heard
those words uttered by Orna Siegel. Be-
cause I think more than anyone Orna
knows that in this life there is no nor-
mal or abnormal, there is only life, and
that we must live our lives to the full-
est. More than anyone that I have had
the opportunity to meet in recent
years, Orna Siegel knows that we must
seize each day and cherish the mo-
ments that life has to offer us. That we
must wake up every morning and face
each day unafraid, with a new faith—
and the hope that somehow we can
positively affect the lives of those we
meet from one day to the next. For life
has no meaning except for its impact
on others. For all of the lives that she
has touched, it would be hard to imag-
ine a world without the one that so
many affectionately call the ‘‘red
hair.’’

Mr. Speaker, to talk about Orna
Siegel is to speak in superlatives. She
is a woman who has given her heart
and soul to the support of her home-
land and to affecting positive change in
the lives of those that she meets. Her
unwavering leadership and commit-
ment goes well beyond the funds that
she has raised for the numerous organi-
zations to which she belongs. It goes to
the very fiber of who she is, what she
stands for, and the type of leadership
she believes is important to dem-
onstrate every day, no matter her
physical state.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to know
Orna Siegel, she is a leader, a heroine,
a wife, a mother, and friend. She is my
friend and I am honored to pay tribute
to her.

TRIBUTE TO GREGORY CHIEDOZIE ACHOLONU

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay trib-
ute to a man each and every one of us
can look to as an example of discipline,
of strength, of courage, of compassion
and most importantly as an example of
humility.

Mr. Speaker, I speak of Mr. Gregory
Chiedozie Acholonu a native of Wash-
ington, DC.

In the world of chess Mr. Speaker,
there are few peers to Mr. Acholonu. As
a young child Greg was introduced to
the world of chess by a family friend.

By 1972 Greg was reading Horowitz’s
chess theory and practice and Reti’s
modern ideas in chess.

By 1981 with the help of experts like
Emory Tate and Stan Fink, Greg had
achieved the rank of master.

In December 1992, Greg won the
Maryland closed. In early 1993, at the
age of 33, Greg achieved a rating over
2,400 and became a senior master.

In 1988, Greg was hired part-time by
the U.S. Chess Center to, among other
duties, teach, ‘‘the little players pro-
gram.’’

With enthusiasm and love for the
game Mr. Acholonu’s instruction has
inspired countless numbers of local
kids and adults to strive for the top.

In the month of February, when the
achievements and contributions of
Americans of African decent are being
highlighted to the world, I take pleas-
ure in highlighting Mr. Acholonu’s
achievements and offer to our children
and ourselves, a man worthy of emulat-
ing.
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H.R. 7, THE NATIONAL SECURITY
REVITALIZATION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ZELIFF). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from California
[Mr. KIM] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KIM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today,
as a new member of the International
Relations Committee, in support of
H.R. 7, the National Security Revital-
ization Act.

Our committee has passed this legis-
lation and it will be on the floor next
week.

For too long the United States has
been paying too large a share of the
military tab for United Nations peace-
keeping missions. This, at a time when
this Nation faces its own peacekeeping
concerns on our neighborhood streets
with the continued increase in violent
crime.

I believe it is time that we control in
the wild spending of taxpayer dollars
on questionable peacekeeping missions
abroad.

It is unacceptable to ask the Amer-
ican people to settle for less—through
cuts in Federal programs—while at the
same time giving disproportionate
huge handouts to the United Nations.

Many Americans are being laid off by
budget cuts and downsizing in both the
public and private sectors while bil-
lions of dollars go to the U.N. bureauc-
racy.

They must stop.
That is why I am in full support of

H.R. 7 which will bring an honest pub-
lic accounting of actual U.S. contribu-
tions to U.N. peacekeeping activities.

Today the United Nations does not
make a fair and full accounting of our
inkind contributions.

These millions of dollars of in-kind
contributions that we have made are
not credited against U.S. assessments.

Some 90 countries around the world
pay less than one-tenth of 1 percent of
U.N. peacekeeping costs while only 10
countries pay more than 1 percent of
these costs.

The United States pays 32 percent of
those peacekeeping costs—32 percent.

That is 21⁄2 times more than the next
largest contributor to the United Na-
tions, which is Japan, second highest
at 12.5 percent. Out of 186 nations, 160
of them pay less than a fraction of 1
percent. The United States pays 32 per-
cent. And that’s just what the United
Nations gives us credit for.

In addition, the United States is also
paying added Department of Defense
in-kind costs of more than $1.5 billion a
year for related peacekeeping activi-
ties such as foreign troop transpor-
tation.

We get no credit for these extra ex-
penditures.

H.R. 7 will require that the United
States be credited for our own military
expenditures as they relate to such
peacekeeping operations. Every day
the U.S. military is being called upon
to support U.N. military operations.

Most recently, the United States has
been called on in Somalia, Rwanda,
Iraq, Cambodia, Haiti, and the former
Yugoslavia.

Requests for U.N. involvement
throughout the world continue to in-
crease.

For example, just in the past couple
of days the United States military has
been sent again into Somalia to help
protect and withdraw other U.N. peace-
keepers.

Once again, Uncle Sam to the rescue.
But, if we were not there, most of

these U.N. operations would collapse.
H.R. 7 will accomplish two important

goals:
First, it will allow the U.S. Congress

and the American people to understand
how much the United States is actu-
ally contributing to support U.N.
peacekeeping missions around the
world.

Second, it will provide for a more eq-
uitable cost sharing of the real cost for
such actions which is something that I
believe the American people expect and
deserve.

I would like to emphasize that this
bill is not, an anti-United Nations,
anti-peacekeeping measure.

It does not tie the hands of the Presi-
dent in pursuing multilateral U.N. so-
lutions, nor end the United Nation’s
ability to conduct peace activities.

It does not cut off U.S. support for
the United Nations.

All that H.R. 7 does is simply allow
Congress to be involved in a com-
prehensive, rational, decisionmaking
process related to the resources ex-
pended in the U.N. peacekeeping mis-
sion of the United Nations.
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Let us see all the costs and deter-

mine what we can and cannot afford.
Congress has the constitutional power to

control these costs and it should do so when
it relates to using taxpayer dollars to finance
foreign operations which have limited impor-
tance in relation to our own national security.

H.R. 7 does not preclude other members of
the United Nations from paying their fair share
of United Nations operations that they deem to
be important.

What it does do is close the open-ended
bank account the United Nations has at the
U.S. Treasury.

U.N. peacekeeping has overdrawn.
The United States is the only superpower

left, but it is not a nation with an unlimited
budget.

There are other wealthy nations that also
have direct national interests in global peace
and stability.

Japan and Germany are two such nations.
We ought to be encouraging them—strongly

encouraging them—to become permanent
members of the U.N. Security Council.

That way, these two wealthy countries can
justify carrying more of the U.N.’s financial
burden.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

UPDATE ON REPUBLICANS’
CONTRACT WITH AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. SMITH] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, in the first week of January the
U.S. House of Representatives got rid
of 3 standing committees, 25 sub-
committees; we fired 682 congressional
bureaucrats, and we totally reformed
the procedures of the House of Rep-
resentatives in addition to passing a
bill that would make the Members of
Congress live under the same laws and
rules that we make everybody else in
our society live under.

A couple of weeks ago we passed a
balanced budget amendment. Week be-
fore last we passed legislation to keep
the Federal Government from imposing
unfunded mandates on the States.

Last Monday, on Ronald Reagan’s
birthday, we passed the line-item veto.

For conservatives across America, it
is beginning to sink in: We won the
election last November 8.

I think Republicans now have a great
opportunity, but make no mistake, the
responsibilities that come with victory
are much greater than the responsibil-
ities that come with defeat.

It seems to me we are now at a cross-
roads where we can change from being
a nation at risk to being a nation with
a hopeful future. I do hope all Ameri-
cans realize they are part of a historic
group, they are in a historic time as we

try to revolutionize the Federal Gov-
ernment’s role in our lives.

Thirty-three years ago, when I got
out of the Air Force and I bought my
farm and I joined the local Hillsdale
County Republican Party in Michigan,
I was concerned because I was faced
with a Federal Government that was
telling me how many acres of different
crops that I had to plant on my farm.
It seemed important that I try to tell
the Federal Government that if they
want efficient farming, they cannot
pass those kinds of mandates, not only
on farmers but on all businesses of this
country.

I think we all should be energized
and excited to have this historic oppor-
tunity to bring about what many of us
have been fighting for for many years,
that is a leaner, more efficient Govern-
ment, lower taxes, and stronger family
values with more control and respon-
sibility over our own lives.

But we can assume it is automati-
cally going to happen. The forces of big
government liberalism are stunned and
in retreat, but they are not defeated.
To make the spending cuts necessary
to stop mortgaging our children’s fu-
ture will be very difficult. We are going
to have to say ‘‘no’’ to the special in-
terest groups and the lobbyists who
fight for their pet projects.

It would seem to me that if we really
wanted to look out for the future of
this country and for future genera-
tions, we Republicans and Democrats
and the President’s people would get in
a room and we would kick out the poll-
sters and the specialists of the special-
interest lobbying groups and we would
make the kind of tough decisions that
we know must be made if we are going
to cut down the overspending and over-
regulation of this Government.

By cutting some of the programs we
can no longer afford, even some of the
good ones, Americans will have to
make tough sacrifices.
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But one lesson we have learned over
the last 40 years is that, if we do not
have the energy, and ability and will-
ingness to do it today, it is not going
to be done. I, for one, am willing to say
no to that additional spending.

The time for talking is over. I think
the American people will no longer tol-
erate excuses from Government, and I
am giving this speech today because I
am already seeing some traditionally
conservative Members of this Chamber,
even some Republicans, that are talk-
ing about backing away from the tough
spending cuts. For this Chamber, for
this Congress, to be successful, people
all over America are going to have to
do two things, I think. They are going
to have to be willing for Government
to do less for them, and they are going
to have to be active in helping explain
how serious this problem really is.

In conclusion let me challenge you,
Mr. Speaker, and the Members of this
body with a few statistics:

The interest on the Federal debt this
year will be $339 billion. That is more
money than we take in, as my col-
leagues know, in total—one quarter, 25
percent of all the total revenues com-
ing into this national Federal Govern-
ment will be used, utilized, in paying
the interest on the Federal debt. We
are mortgaging our children’s future,
and I hope we will all be industrious
and energetic in trying to make the
tough spending cuts that we are going
to be faced with.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ZELIFF). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from New York
[Mr. OWENS] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

[Mr. OWENS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

DISCUSSION OF WELFARE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. BAESLER] is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. BAESLER. Mr. Speaker, today
what I would like to take the oppor-
tunity to discuss is the proposed wel-
fare programs that we have been talk-
ing about here in the Capitol and
throughout the country over the last
several months. The question, I think,
is why are we discussing welfare reform
today in the Capitol and throughout
the country? I think there are four
basic reasons.

Everybody in the country, from
whatever community you might live
in, has seen abuses. They follow people
through the food lines and see food
stamps being used for things they did
not think they ought to be used for.
They know circumstances where food
stamps have been sold for cash, traf-
ficking in different stores throughout
the community. They know people who
live in section 8 housing who are not
supposed to have other people live with
them, but they know they are there.
They report them, and nothing has
happened. They know there are folks
who could work that are not working
who could do something constructive
and are not doing something construc-
tive. They know there are folks that
all their life in all the generations have
been on food stamps, poverty, other
type of welfare programs, and they are
frustrated. The public generally is frus-
trated and angry.

The second reason we are discussing
welfare is because most of us under-
stand that a welfare system itself
breeds a great deal of crime, a dis-
proportionate amount of crime. People
who commit crime are those who are
on welfare, more than those who are
not.

A third reason that we are discussing
welfare today is because we know we
have to stop this cycle of poverty, we
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