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director should be recognized as an expert in
the area of religious persecution and is barred
specifically by the language of the bill, from
holding any other federal position while serv-
ing in this capacity. More importantly though,
this office is empowered by the bill to make
findings of fact on any potential violations as
discovered by the State Department and sub-
mit these findings to the Secretary (of State)
and President with recommendations for ac-
tion. Additionally, the office will create and
issue an ‘‘Annual Report on Religions Perse-
cution’’ that can be used by this Congress and
other policy-makers to ensure that no oppres-
sion go un-noticed. This bill, in sum, is a pow-
erful statement to nations of the world, that we
will not countenance the rampant disregard of
our fellow man’s unalienable rights.

As for the bill’s remaining provisions, in re-
gard to the sanctions against aid given to
countries that violate the religious freedom of
their citizens; we should not, we must not, and
we can not sit back and enrich governments
that either conduct or condone the persecution
of citizens on the basis of their religious be-
liefs. In all of our policy decisions, we need to
show our displeasure with this kind of heinous
conduct. This bill mandates that the President
of the United States take action against all
countries that engage in violations of religious
freedom. It offers the President a list of op-
tions from which to choose an appropriate re-
sponse, ranging from diplomatic protest to
economic sanctions. That flexibility is impor-
tant because it allows us to tailor our action so
that more innocents are not hurt because of
our mandated retaliation. Finally and impor-
tantly, this bill causes the creation of a struc-
tured asylum program for religious refugees a
noble objective which is long overdue.

Millions of persecuted people around the
world are waiting for this bill. I hope that we
can send it to them unanimously.
f
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Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
today to congratulate the Fresno Business
Council on the occasion of its fifth Anniver-
sary. This dedicated group of community lead-
ers plays an important role in the community.

The Fresno Business Council began with
just seven members, pulled together by presi-
dent Bob Carter, who set out to discuss the
problems facing the community and what they
could do to help. They began to organize and
focus their efforts to assist the public sector in
addressing the challenges faced by Fresno
County. The Council currently has 125 mem-
bers, each of whom is selected from the high-
est level of local executives in business or
major institutions in the public sector.

The Council operates four standing commit-
tees: Crime, Jobs and Economic Develop-
ment, Education and Public Policy and Gov-
ernment Relations.

As part of their work, Crime Committee
members have assisted the Fresno Police De-
partment in getting past political barriers to im-
plement policies involving real property and

burglar alarms. Through analysis and advo-
cacy the Council provided merit-based argu-
ments convincing the Fresno Bee not to pan-
der to the public. In the coming year the focus
of the council will be on consolidation of polic-
ing services whenever an improvement in effi-
ciency or effectiveness can be demonstrated.

The Jobs and Economic Development Com-
mittee has a number of leaders, each putting
their own mark on the agenda. Under its first
chairman, Roger Flynn, the committee helped
to create the one stop permitting center and
began an incubator project. With Rich Olsson
as chairman, the committee began exploration
of permitting issues and training dollars. Cur-
rent chairman Claude Laval has recently taken
over the committee and they are now focused
on regional strategic planning and collabora-
tion among organizations.

The Education Committee has approached
education in both comprehensive and specific
ways. Committee members helped pass the
Fresno Unified and Clovis Unified school bond
measures, and sponsors Commission on the
Future of Education in Fresno County with the
County Office of Education. The Commission
is studying all the aspects of how education is
delivered in Fresno County.

The fourth standing committee is the Public
Policy and Governmental Relations committee.
It is through public and private partnerships
that the Council implements its Agenda. The
committee has hosted numerous meetings
with elected officials to increase communica-
tion and build relationships.

Mr. Speaker I rise today to pay tribute to the
Fresno Business Council in celebration of its
fifth Anniversary. This group of leaders has
done great things for the community. I urge all
my colleagues to join me in wishing the Fres-
no Business Council many years of continued
success.
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Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the op-

portunity to express my thoughts on the edu-
cation debate that has consumed much of this
Congress in recent days. For all the sound
and fury generated by the argument over edu-
cation, the truth is that the difference between
the congressional leadership and the adminis-
tration are not that significant; both wish to
strengthen the unconstitutional system of cen-
tralized education. I trust I need not go into
the flaws with President Clinton’s command-
and-control approach to education. However,
this Congress has failed to present a true,
constitutional alternative to President Clinton’s
proposals to further nationalize education.

It is becoming increasingly clear that the ex-
periment in centralized control of education
has failed. Even data from the National As-
sessment of Education Progress [NAEP]
shows that students in States where control
over education is decentralized score approxi-
mately 10 percentage points higher on
NAEP’s tests in math and reading than stu-
dents from States with highly-centralized edu-
cation systems. Clearly, the drafters of the
Constitution knew what they were doing when
they forbade the Federal Government from
meddling in education.

American children deserve nothing less than
the best educational opportunities, not
warmed-over versions of the disastrous edu-
cational policies of the past. That is why I in-
troduced H.R. 1816, the Family Education
Freedom Act. This bill would give parents an
inflation-adjusted $3,000 per annum tax credit,
per child for educational expenses. The credit
applies to those in public, private, parochial, or
home schooling.

This bill is the largest tax credit for edu-
cation in the history of our great Republic and
it returns the fundamental principal of a truly
free economy to America’s education system:
what the great economist Ludwig von Mises
called ‘‘consumer sovereignty.’’ Consumer
sovereignty simply means consumers decide
who succeeds or fails in the market. Busi-
nesses that best satisfy consumer demand will
be the most successful. Consumer sovereignty
is the means by which the free market maxi-
mizes human happiness.

Currently, consumers are less than sov-
ereign in the education ‘‘market.’’ Funding de-
cisions are increasingly controlled by the Fed-
eral Government. Because ‘‘he who pays the
piper calls the tune,’’ public, and even private
schools, are paying greater attention to the
dictates of Federal ‘‘educrats’’ while ignoring
the wishes of the parents to an ever-greater
degree. As such, the lack of consumer sov-
ereignty in education is destroying parental
control of education and replacing it with State
control. Restoring parental control is the key to
improving education.

Of course I applaud all efforts which move
in this direction. the Gingrich/Coverdell edu-
cation tax cut, The Granger/Dunn bill, and,
yes, President Clinton’s college tax credits are
good first steps in the direction I advocate.
However, Congress must act boldly, we can ill
afford to waste another year without a revolu-
tionary change in our policy. I believe my bill
sparks this revolution and I am disappointed
that the leadership of this Congress chose to
ignore this fundamental reform and instead fo-
cused on reauthorizing great society pro-
grams, creating new Federal education pro-
grams (such as those contained in the Read-
ing Excellence Act and the four new Federal
programs created by the Higher Education
Act), and promoting the pseudo-federalism of
block grants.

One area where this Congress was suc-
cessful in fighting for a constitutional education
policy was in resisting President Clinton’s
drive for national testing. I do wish to express
my support for the provisions banning the de-
velopment of national testing and thank Mr.
GOODLING for his leadership in this struggle.
However, I wish this provision did no come at
the price of $1.1 billion in new Federal spend-
ing. In addition, I note that this Congress is
taking several steps toward creating a national
curriculum, particularly through the Reading
Excellence Act, which dictates teaching meth-
odologies to every classroom in the Nation
and creates a Federal definition of reading,
thus making compliance with Federal stand-
ards the goal of education.

So, even when Congress resists one pro-
posal to further nationalize education, it sup-
ports another form of nationalization. Some
Members will claim they are resisting national-
ization and even standing up for the 10th
amendment by fighting to spend billions of tax-
payer dollars on block grants. These Members
say that the expenditure levels do not matter,
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it is the way the money that is spent which is
important. Contrary to the view of these well-
meaning but misguided members, the amount
of taxpayer dollars spent on Federal education
programs do matter.

First of all, the Federal Government lacks
constitutional authority to redistribute monies
between States and taxpayers for the purpose
of education, regardless of whether the mon-
ies are redistributed through Federal programs
or through grants. There is no ‘‘block grant ex-
ception’’ to the principles of federalism em-
bodied in the U.S. Constitution.

Furthermore, the Federal Government’s
power to treat State governments as their ad-
ministrative subordinates stems from an abuse
of Congress’ taxing-and-spending power. Sub-
mitting to Federal control is the only way State
and local officials can recapture any part of
the monies of the Federal Government has il-
legitimately taken from a State’s citizens. Of
course, this is also the only way State officials
can tax citizens of other States to support their
education programs. It is the rare official who
can afford not to bow to Federal dictates in
exchange for Federal funding!

As long as the Federal Government controls
education dollars, States and local schools will
obey Federal mandates; the core problem is
not that Federal monies are given with the in-
evitable strings attached, the real problem is
the existence of Federal taxation and funding.

Since Federal spending is the root of Fed-
eral control, by increasing Federal spending
this Congress is laying the groundwork for fu-
ture Congresses to fasten more and more
mandates on the States. Because State and
even local officials, not Federal bureaucrats,
will be carrying out these mandates, this sys-
tem could complete the transformation of the
State governments into mere agents of the
Federal Government.

Congress has used block grants to avoid
addressing philosophical and constitutional
questions of the role of the Federal and State
governments by means of adjustments in
management in the name of devolution. Devo-
lution is said to return to State’s rights by de-
centralizing the management of Federal pro-
grams. This is a new 1990’s definition of the
original concept of federalism and is a poor
substitute for the original, constitutional defini-
tion of federalism.

While it is true that lower levels of interven-
tion are not as bad as micro-management at
the Federal level, Congress’ constitutional and
moral responsibility is not to make the Federal
education bureaucracy ‘‘less bad.’’ Rather, we
must act now to put parents back in charge of
education and thus make American education
once again the envy of the world.

Hopefully the next Congress will be more
reverent toward their duty to the U.S. Constitu-
tion and America’s children. The price of Con-
gress’ failure to return to the Constitution in
the area of education will be paid by the next
generation of American children. In short, we
cannot afford to continue on the policy road
we have been going down. The cost of inac-
tion to our future generations is simply too
great.
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Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
celebrate the 100th anniversary of the Pioneer
Abstinence Association of the Sacred Heart.
Pioneers promote a pure and Christian way of
life through temperance and virtue.

Founded in 1898 in Dublin, Ireland, the Pio-
neer Total Abstinence Association of the Sa-
cred Heart was created to encourage a pris-
tine lifestyle among its members, while striving
to preserve tradition and uphold membership
obligations. Each member of the PTAA be-
longs to one of the four membership cat-
egories, each with their own distinct emblem
pin and membership certificate.

Much of the membership in the PTAA is
centered around the youth of the world. Each
phase of the youth membership, which is di-
vided into three categories, is designed to
teach young members how to live a pure and
Christian life. The Juvenile Pioneer (age 9–12
years), Junior Pioneer (age 12–15 years) and
the Young Pioneer (Age 15 and upwards)
pledge never to abuse drugs and prepare
themselves to become permanent Pioneers.
Permanent Pioneers act as mentors to the
youth, pledge to abstain from alcohol for life,
and must complete one year of total absti-
nence. In addition to their membership obliga-
tions, permanent Pioneers dedicate them-
selves to enhancing and strengthening the
youth of the world as well as supporting vic-
tims of drug and alcohol abuse.

Today, the PTAA has over 500,000 Pio-
neers in the United States and around the
world. Structured on spirituality, leisure, edu-
cation and training, youth, centenary and fi-
nance, the Pioneers have managed to main-
tain a strong tradition throughout history and
they continue to spread their membership
around the globe.

My fellow colleagues, join me in honoring
the Pioneer Total Abstinence Association of
the Sacred Heart of Jesus, an organization
that has lifted spirits, restored faith and puri-
fied lives all over the world.
f
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Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize the achievements of a gentleman
who embodies the virtue of service above self.
He is a role model and example to his friends
and peers throughout his community of Grand
Junction, Colorado.

Roger Hagerty, a long-time resident of
Grand Junction, received the Volunteer of the
Year Award for 1997 by the Colorado Division
of the American Cancer Society. This honor
was given in recognition of his extraordinary
efforts in the fight against cancer. He exempli-
fies the word volunteer. Roger Hagerty fre-
quently visits with patients and inspires them
with his own personal battle with cancer. He

labors as a Resource Information and Guid-
ance Counselor at the local American Cancer
Society office three afternoons per week. Mr.
Hagerty also serves as Chairman of the Leg-
acy and Planned Giving Program, conducting
several seminars each year. Furthermore, he
has been chosen to lead still other endeavors
such as the jail and Bail program and the or-
ganization’s annual Golf Tournament Fund
Raiser in Grand Junction. Finally, Mr. Hagerty
serves as an advocate and speaker on tele-
vision and radio promoting the American Can-
cer Society’s programs.

Roger Hagerty is the embodiment of Amer-
ican patriotism. He is responsible for the local
Veteran’s Day parades and remarkably, Mr.
Hagerty still fits into his 35 year-old military
uniform. He is also politically active in and
around the community. Besides serving as
Treasurer for the local Sheriff’s campaign, he
also regularly participates in raising money for
various local organizations. Friends and family
claim that the Hagerty’s home telephone never
stops ringing as they work to help others.

In addition to his volunteer activities with the
American Cancer Society and other organiza-
tions, Roger Hagerty assists his wife Eva, also
a cancer survivor, who is the honored coordi-
nator for the Reach To Recovery program.
This effort specifically targets breast cancer
patients by advocating for regular health
checkups. Mrs. Hagerty also works tirelessly
on behalf of others, and is often found actively
participating in community health fairs and
screenings.

I ask my colleagues today to join me in
commending Roger Hagerty for his integrity
and dedication in the service of others. His
selfless acts have indeed made a difference to
many, and serve as an excellent example of
what is best in our society. His work has been
invaluable to the Grand Junction community. I
wish him and his family continued health and
success in the future.
f
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Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
express my strong support for H.R. 3972, a
bill to amend the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act to prohibit the Interior Secretary
from charging state and local government
agencies for certain uses of the sand, gravel,
and shell resources of the outer continental
shelf.

For too long, Congress has treated outer
continental sand resources differently than
other minerals under federal control. While
land-based oil and gas royalties are shared
with states and off-shore oil and gas royalties
are shared with state critical habitat land ac-
quisition programs, royalties from off-shore
sand resources are not shared with the states.
In fact, coastal states are taxed for using
these resources, which adds to the already
expensive task of beach restoration. This bill
is a compromise. It does not ask the federal
government to share royalties from the sale of
sand and gravel. Instead, it treats state and
local governments the same as the federal
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