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Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, promoting
awareness of black history throughout
the month of February allowed all of
us an opportunity to not only learn
from the past, but also remind our-
selves and others about the importance
of practicing acceptance and inclusion.
However, while black history is recog-
nized in February, it does not stop
today, on March 1. If it truly is history
in February, it is also history in March
through January. That is why I decided
to make these remarks today, rather
than in February.

I am pleased that our Nation has cho-
sen to recognize and celebrate the his-
tory of the African American culture.
History teaches us that every culture
and every society endures good and
bad, and it is essential that we con-
tinue to learn from our past.

From the days of early American
statehood, when African Americans
like Harriet Tubman and many others
fought to gain freedom from slavery, to
the inspiring civil rights movement
fostered by the determination of indi-
viduals such as Rosa Parks, Daisy
Bates, and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.,
to our current times today, African
Americans have played a vital role in
America’s history.

Last month, as we celebrated Black
History Month, I was reminded of how
the contributions of African Americans
have had a particular influence on my
life. Growing up during the 1960s and
1970s in south Arkansas in small towns
like Emmet, Hope, and Prescott, I was
fortunate to be among the first genera-
tion to attend integrated public
schools.

Those were difficult times for our Na-
tion, but as the son of public school
educators, I was taught early on that
blacks and whites could live and work
together and value each other’s dif-
ferences.

As many small schools did at that
time, our elementary school in Emmet
combined two grades in each class-
room. The teachers had close relation-
ships with the students, and had a pro-
found influence on our young lives.

I remember that two particular
teachers played a special role in my up-
bringing as a young student, perhaps
because they were both African Amer-
ican, or perhaps because they were sim-
ply warm, caring individuals. Their
names were Velma Rowe and Corrine
Gilbert.

Ms. Rowe and Ms. Gilbert always
went the extra mile to make a dif-
ference in our lives as students, wheth-
er it was providing encouragement
when we were having trouble keeping
up, guidance and discipline when we
stepped out of line, or congratulations
for a job well done.

I may have been too young at that
time to fully understand the history of
racial inequality in our country, but
looking back, they gave me a special
insight into the important role of Afri-
can Americans in our community and
in our society. The impact of their ex-
ample as teachers and as leaders in the
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African American community helped
to shape my view, as I grew older, that
we must all work together to accept
each other and respect our differences.

In class, Ms. Rowe and Ms. Gilbert
taught all of us that we were each im-
portant as individuals, no matter what
our race or background, no matter
whether we were rich or poor, and that
we must show respect for all those
around us. They instilled in us the
value of a good education, and that,
with hard work, determination, and a
good heart, we could build a better
world.

On Sunday, February 18, my wife,
Holly, and our two children, Sydney
Beth and Alex, joined me in attending
the black history program at Greater
Pleasant Hill Baptist Church in
Arkadelphia, Arkansas. I had the privi-
lege of participating with African
Americans, young and old, in the pro-
gram, which highlighted historical ac-
complishments of African Americans,
named by using each letter of the al-
phabet from A to Z.

The service was a great opportunity
for my family and me to reflect on how
far we have come in the last 150 years
towards the goal of racial harmony in
this country, and yet, how far we still
have to go in the continued battle for
civil justice.

As I told Pastor Lewis Shepherd’s
congregation following the program,
we must continue to reflect on black
history throughout the year as we
work together to foster greater under-
standing so that we can bridge the ra-
cial gaps that still exist in today’s
world.

I can only imagine what it was like
for Ms. Rowe and Ms. Gilbert when
they were growing up in the segregated
South, and what challenges and ob-
structions they had to face each and
every day.

As adults, they used their lives and
experiences to bring people together
and to serve as role models for me and
so many students. Our challenge is to
be the Ms. Rowes and Ms. Gilberts of
today.

———
THE SITUATION IN UKRAINE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) is recognized for 56 minutes.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to continue the efforts
started by my colleagues here this
afternoon regarding the situation in
Ukraine.

I just had the pleasure of leading a
delegation to Russia, Ukraine, and
Moldova, where our primary purpose
was to reestablish strong ties with the
people of those three countries; to an-
nounce, specifically in Ukraine, the es-
tablishment of a new interparliamen-
tary dialogue between the Rada and
the American Congress.

While meeting in Ukraine, we were
scheduled to have a 30-minute meeting
with the President of that country,
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President Kuchma. The meeting lasted
for 2 hours and 15 minutes because of
the current turmoil in Ukraine relative
to the murder and the atrocities com-
mitted against a reporter, and the evi-
dence that some have put forth indi-
cating a tape with supposedly or alleg-
edly President Kuchma’s voice order-
ing the assassination of the reporter.

In our meeting with President
Kuchma, we pleaded with him that
Ukraine had to abide by the rule of law
and had to maintain the freedom of the
press in this investigative process. We
offered the support of our Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation to the Ukrainian
government to fully investigate this
incident, so that everyone in the world
would know the facts about this par-
ticular incident.

President Kuchma accepted that
offer of the cooperation of our FBI.
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We stressed with President Kuchma
the need to maintain the rule of law, as
well as protect the freedom of those to
speak out who were in disagreement
with his government.

He reaffirmed the commitment to
those principles with the seven-mem-
ber delegation that was a part of this
trip. Today we find out, Mr. Speaker,
that the Ukrainian government has
shut down the basic first amendment
rights of the people of that country to
speak out. There had been a peaceful
protest set up in downtown Kiev, where
people from all walks of life in Ukraine
were protesting what they felt was in-
adequate response by the government
to this incident.

While we reaffirmed to President
Kuchma that we were not there to try
to impose our will on the people of
Ukraine, it was absolutely essential
that the rights guaranteed by any de-
mocracy under a Constitution such as
that which Ukraine is now under be
held up and be maintained.

It is absolutely devastating that
today we hear that Ukraine has taken
a step in the wrong direction. Mr.
Speaker, this is not good news for
America. It is not good news for
Ukraine, nor the Ukrainian people.

I call upon President Kuchma and
the Ukrainian government as friends of
Ukraine wanting to support more en-
hanced cooperation to reestablish the
basic principles of a free democracy, to
reestablish the principles of freedom of
speech and freedom of assembly, to re-
establish the principle of the rule of
law, to have a full and complete inves-
tigation of the murder of Mr. Gongadze
wherever it might lead.

Unfortunately, if these steps are not
taken, my prediction is that this Con-
gress will act to send a signal to
Ukraine that we are not happy with
the steps that are being taken to re-
verse the progress that Ukraine has
achieved over the past several years.

Mr. Speaker, as a friend of Ukraine
and a friend of the Ukrainian people, I
plead with President Kuchma to live up
to the standards that he affirmed to
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the seven-member congressional dele-
gation for his country, because the
word received today does not coincide
with what President Kuchma told us he
would do as the leader of that great
Nation.

———————

PROBLEMS WITH ILLEGAL
NARCOTICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2001, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, this
afternoon and this evening I would like
to talk about our problems with illegal
narcotics. We have a new President. We
have a new Congress.

I have recently, as of 2 weeks ago,
been named chairman of the Sub-
committee on Criminal Justice, Drug
Policy, and Human Resources that
deals with both the authorizing and the
oversight on the narcotics question.
Today I would kind of like to lay out
where we are likely to head this year
and some of the fundamental issues
that we will be addressing.

This subcommittee has been headed
by former Congressman Bill Zeliff, by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HASTERT), the Speaker of the House, by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MICA),
and we have been working together
since the Republicans took over Con-
gress to put an aggressive plan to-
gether with how to deal with drug
abuse in America.

What we saw in 1992 to 1994 was such
a dramatic rise in drug abuse in Amer-
ica that since 1994 we would have to
have a reduction of 50 percent among
young people to get back to where we
were in 1992. We had been making
steady progress for over a decade, but
two events, in my opinion, set the
whole chart in the wrong direction.

One was we cut our interdiction
budget and let the drugs pour into our
country, which gave a cheaper supply
on the street in more purity and po-
tency to the illegal narcotics.

Secondly, the messages were sent in
our culture, including at the top of our
political structure, that hey, I did not
inhale, kind of joked around about
drug abuse. We saw such a dramatic
rise.

Let me repeat that, in 2 years drug
abuse in America soared so much in
1992-1994 that among young people it
would take a 50 percent reduction to
get back to where it was the first 2
years of the Clinton administration.

Let me explain a couple of things, be-
cause I am going to talk more in detail
tonight about interdiction. We just had
a delegation, a congressional delega-
tion, that went to an antinarcotics
conference in Bolivia. We were there
for several days, as well as in South
America and the former landing oper-
ations that we have now to replace
Panama. And I am going to get into
that in more detail as we get into this
discussion of the issue.
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Because of Plan Colombia, we had, I
believe, 5 congressional delegations,
most from the Senate in Colombia, in-
cluding ours, in the last district work
period, because we have had a lot more
focus in the United States on what is
happening down in Colombia, not only
in Congress, but the movie Traffic that
is currently a nominated movie for the
Oscars.

West Wing, the TV show, in the last
couple of weeks featured a question of
lost Americans in Colombia and the at-
tention to the subject has soared. Be-
fore I get into the details of Plan Co-
lombia, it is important to lay out a
more comprehensive approach.

Mr. Speaker, we have to eradicate
the drugs at the source. We have to
work to interdict it. We need to work
to arrest and prosecute those who are
dealing and using it. We need to work
with prevention. We need to work with
treatment.

That is, in fact, what we do in the
budget. Frequently, those who would
attract those who are trying to fight il-
legal narcotics say all we are con-
cerned about is Plan Colombia. The ef-
forts in interdiction total $2.2 billion,
or 17 percent of the Federal budget, and
interdiction cannot be done by State
and local governments.

We do not want the State of Indiana
that I represent going and sending P-3
customs planes to get intelligence in
the air. We do not want the State of
Mississippi sending out boats to inter-
dict in international waters. That is a
Federal role.

International aid is $.9 billion, or an-
other 5 percent. So total, the inter-
national aid interdiction totals 17 per-
cent.

Domestic law enforcement from the
Federal level aid is 51 percent of our
budget, $9.8 billion. What we are doing
in domestic law enforcement is almost
three times as much as what we do in
the international arena. That is only
the Federal Government.

The State and local government also
have even larger expenditures in law
enforcement, the result of drug abuse
in America.

In demand reduction, because some-
times we would think when we hear de-
bates on the House floor that Plan Co-
lombia, which is $1.2 billion, just
dwarfs that. Why do we not spend it in
treatment? Why do we not spend it in
prevention.

We spend $3.8 billion Federal dollars
in treatment and $2.5 billion in preven-
tion, or $6.3 billion, or over twice as
much as we spend in interdiction. The
reason that is important to note here
is only the Federal Government can do
international interdiction. State and
local governments and the private sec-
tor do most prevention and treatment
programs.

The amount of dollars that we spend
in prevention and treatment far dwarfs
anything we spend in interdiction. It is
just that only Congress can do inter-
national interdiction, whereas we have
many, many State and local govern-
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ment and private sector programs in
addition to this category at the Fed-
eral level being over twice the amount
as interdiction international.

Let me give my colleagues some
more examples, because every once in a
while somebody will say to me, wheth-
er we are down in Central and South
America or here, why are we so focused
on interdiction and why are we not
more focused on prevention and treat-
ment?

Mr. Speaker, I also serve on the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force, and I have worked with the drug
free and safe schools program. I also
have an amendment currently, argu-
ably the most unpopular amendment in
the college campuses in America,
where I said if you were convicted of ei-
ther dealing or using illegal narcotics
when you had a student loan, you
would lose your loan for one year un-
less you go through a treatment pro-
gram and tested clean twice.

If you are caught a second time, you
lose your loan for 2 years, unless you
go through a treatment program and
tested clean twice. The third time, you
cannot get a loan, which is pretty gen-
erous.

The goal here is to get people into
treatment and to prevent people from
getting onto drugs in the first place. If
you are a dealer, by the way, that is
not quite as generous a policy, it is two
times.

The reason that is important is be-
cause those who say they really want
prevention and treatment often criti-
cize that amount as well. It seems like
they want to criticize interdiction, but
they also do not want actual account-
ability to people who abuse drugs, even
if it means they will be led into a
treatment program.

Rolling Stone magazine, I guess the
current issue, attacks me again. They
attacked me in the fall for this amend-
ment saying somehow this is depriving,
I guess, drug abusers and drug users of
a tax-subsidized college education.

Thirdly, we have sponsored legisla-
tion which I carried through com-
mittee, and the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. PORTMAN) drafted, on community
prevention grants. We have several of
these in my district. This sometimes
can be used for groups like Pride in
Noble County, which is in my district.
It can be used for other community
drug prevention programs.

We also passed legislation to help
businesses assist in how to work with
drug testing and drug treatment pro-
grams that are within the civil lib-
erties demands of any program.

We cannot just randomly test people.
We have to have an equal, fair process,
multiple tests so you do not get sued.
Your goal here is not to play gotcha.
Your goal is to help the individuals, be-
cause as businesses invest in people
and develop them, they need to figure
out how to help them be productive
and not mess up their lives.
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