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international commitments and inter-
national standards of human rights
that it has agreed to in the U.N. Char-
ter.

We normally think of human rights
violations as the violent denial of basic
freedoms in many parts of the world.
There is the denial of free expression
and the incarceration of dissident
voices. This is the violent abuse of
human rights.

But there are other forms. In much
the same way that the neglect of chil-
dren is also a form of child abuse as is
violent behavior, ignoring the political
desires of a people for whom you have
a responsibility qualifies as an abuse of
human rights. The people of Guam
have spoken through local referenda
and they deserve serious and sustained
attention to their political aspirations.
To ignore these political aspirations is
an abuse of human rights by neglect.

The Congress and the President as
the representatives of the American
people have consistently delivered the
message throughout the world that
good government can only begin when
there is true consent of the governed.
This is the core American creed. In the
American territory of Guam, the vast
majority of laws, the very political
structure that the people live under are
determined not by the people, but by a
Congress in which they have no voting
representation and by a President they
have not elected.

Government through the consent of
the governed is the most basic of all
political rights and should remain the
cornerstone of the structure of human
rights. We should challenge ourselves
to make sure that human rights are de-
fended not just under the American
flag when our troops are deployed in
foreign lands, but that these human
rights are also defended under the
American flag when it flies over the
non self-governing U.S. territories.

CELEBRATING COMMUNITY: THE
OPENING OF THE NEW MARTIN
LUTHER KING CENTER IN FREE-
PORT, IL

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

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, as we
debate reaching the balanced budget by
the year 2002 and what role the Federal
Government should play in restoring
hope to our children’s future, one of
the misguided arguments that some of
my colleagues continue to banter in
Congress and in the media is that the
American people cannot trust anyone
but the Federal Government to provide
assistance and/or programs in the areas
of need.

By what arrogance can this argu-
ment be made? To suggest that left to
their own devices, the American people
cannot provide for their families and
neighbors? The notion that local com-
munities and local governments cannot
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be trusted? Please. This country was
built through the goodness of people
helping people. From the earliest days
of the original colonies, the people of
this Nation have thrived off the com-
mon goodness of its neighbors, its com-
munities.

If we are to believe that there is
nothing trustworthy outside of the
Federal behemoth bureaucracy, whom
are we accusing of being
untrustworthy? Which Governor?
Which State legislature? Which coun-
ty? Which city or school district?
Which community can we not trust?

I believe men and women, parents,
elected officials, churches and other
community leaders are best able to
achieve the longest lasting and most
effective changes we need in our soci-
ety. Day by day, neighborhood by
neighborhood, child by child, family by
family, America gets stronger.

President Coolidge once said: ‘““No
person was ever honored for what he
received. Honor has been the reward for
what he gave.”

Let me tell you about what one com-
munity has done. On November 18 of
this year, the city of Freeport in the
16th District of Illinois celebrated the
achievements of hard effort and leader-
ship when it opened the new Martin
Luther King Jr. Community Campus,
and this is a picture of that beautiful
campus. This beautiful $3 million facil-
ity was built and paid for without any
tax dollars or Federal grants. The facil-
ity was built with the commitment and
dedication of the local community.

It started with a vision by the late
Rev. Robert Huff to create a commu-
nity center where area children and
families could get whatever assistance
they needed. Unfortunately, he passed
away before he could witness the re-
ality of his vision.

This beautiful new facility was made
possible by the hard efforts and dedica-
tion of people like Jack Meyers, who
led the fundraising campaign, and Ray
Alvarez of Honeywell’s Microswitch,
who was instrumental in rallying com-
munity support for this construction.

The new MLK Campus in Freeport
has not been erected only of mortar
and bricks. It stands firmly on the con-
victions and hopes and dreams of the
people dedicated to making Freeport a
city committed to the future of their
community, a future that is unified be-
hind helping their neighbors locally.

The community campus has already
provided many tangible results. It
helped Wendy Mader realize her dream
of becoming a licensed day care pro-
vider; Tameka Carter, who is reaching
her dream of becoming a lawyer. And
the Martin Luther King Campus helped
Sharon Serna work through the single
parent program to get off public aid,
get an education, and become a reg-
istered nurse. Her dream was made pos-
sible by the local people who make the
MLK Community Campus not only the
envy but a model of what other com-
munities in this country are accom-
plishing.
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Again, the facility was built without
one Federal dollar, built by the dedica-
tion and hard effort of the people of a
small city in rural Illinois. Have any of
their programs used Federal dollars?
Yes, but the programs are designed and
tailored by the local people for the
local people.

Currently, Congress is working on
major changes on how social services
in this country are funded. The idea is
that after 30 years of spending 40 cents
out of every dollar on a huge Federal
bureaucracy, we can be more efficient
with our programs if we get the money
back to the local people in the best
manner possible.

If centers like the King Campus
choose to apply for tax dollars, they
should be able to get the most out of
every tax dollar, not just 60 cents but
90 or 95 cents. That kind of efficiency
cannot be accomplished through a huge
Federal bureaucracy.

The campus is the perfect example of
local control and local success.

| salute the efforts of everyone at the
MLK Campus. | salute the people who
have found a second chance or the spe-
cial assistance they need through the
center. And | want to salute the people
of Freeport, who in their own way have
proven that we do not need the Federal
Government dictating policy to provide
for their community.

What we need is the commitment and
dedication of the people of the commu-
nity who are willing to face a challenge
and willing to meet the needs of the
people they love so dearly and the peo-
ple they serve so well.

KEEPING THE DISTRICT IN
BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
[Ms. NORTON] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, this is
day one of the countdown to shutdown.
I have been on the floor virtually every
day since the last shutdown. But |
speak not of the shutdown of the Fed-
eral Government. There was an unin-
tended consequence. The city | rep-
resent was also shut down.

A shutdown of a complicated big city
is nothing short of a catastrophe. If
there is a continuing resolution, it will
be marginally better, but imagine put-
ting handcuffs and a straitjacket on a
city at the same time and then saying,
“Run your city well on a weekend CR
or a weeklong CR, and keep from over-
obligating, and make sure you spend
enough money.”’

I am here this afternoon to express
my gratitude to the Committee on
Government Reform and Oversight and
to the DC Subcommittee.

Mr. Speaker, these two committees
unanimously passed a bill to allow the
District of Columbia to spend its own
revenue instead of being shut down. |
express my gratitude to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLINGER], the
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