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areas such as California work together
with the Indian officials to create ap-
propriate public-warning procedures,
routine earthquake drills, civilian pro-
tection mechanisms, and earthquake-
safe foundation structures. We must
share the lessons we learned from the
devastating Northridge earthquake in
California in 1992 to help Gujarat re-
build itself, as well as prepare for such
future disasters.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, we must focus
on creation of a better U.S. rescue re-
sponse system around the world. The
current system, while successful in re-
building procedures, needs revamping
of its international rescue response
procedures in the immediate hours
after an emergency. Switzerland, the
UK, and Israel were on the ground in
India within 48 hours to start rescue
operations while it took the U.S. Gov-
ernment more than 72 hours to get our
first official relief efforts there.

USAID is considering prepositioning
resources by setting up ground offices
in disaster-prone regions of the world
to expedite aid disbursement during ca-
lamities. I support setting up such an
office in India.
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An important thing for us to under-
stand is how vital a strong India is for
U.S. interests. With India increasingly
showing signs of political strength and
stability, and stronger restraint in the
resolution of the Kashmir dispute, we
must demonstrate that we stand by our
friend in their hour of need. Indians are
not looking for handouts. They are
very strong, resilient people who can
and will rebuild Gujarat back. How-
ever, we must not leave them alone in
coping with this devastating earth-
quake.

Mr. Speaker, I therefore ask my fel-
low colleagues to stand strong with me
in pushing these recommendations im-
mediately for long-lasting support to
India.

————
MASSIVE IMMIGRATION INTO
UNITED STATES MUST BE
STOPPED

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CANTOR). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. TANCREDO) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) was up here a moment ago, and
while I was waiting to speak to the
House tonight, I listened to his con-
cerns with regard to the black beret
issue, and I want to add my voice to his
in expressing that concern; and to add
one other point that I do not believe he
made, and I just recalled it as I was sit-
ting here.

To add insult to injury, the berets
are being purchased, being made in
China, being purchased from the com-
munist regime in China, and being im-
posed as the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. JONES) said, for political
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correctness. I want to add my voice to
his in expressing deep concern about
this particular proposal.

Mr. Speaker, I rise this evening to
bring to the attention of the House a
tragic accident that occurred in Colo-
rado just yesterday. It took the lives of
6 Mexican nationals and injured 13 oth-
ers.

All of these people were in a van. The
van was hit by a truck on the highway
which hit a patch of ice. The van was
transporting these people, Mexican na-
tionals, to jobs in the United States
and they were crossing Colorado. This
has become an all too common event.
We have had 8 or more people killed in
Colorado, I know the numbers are ex-
panded by events in other States. Al-
ways the same thing. People being
transported, people being exploited by
others, having money taken from them
for the purpose of bringing them to
jobs in the United States, transporting
them illegally into this country. They
are abused many times. They are cer-
tainly exploited, and oftentimes they
are exploited when they get here,
working under conditions that we
would not tolerate in any other situa-
tion, oftentimes at lower pay. All of
this because, of course, some employ-
ers, unscrupulous employers, Kknow
that they can do that because the em-
ployee, being here illegally, is afraid to
go and report it for fear of what would
happen to them.

The problem that this raises is not
just the problem of the tragic toll of
human life that occurred in Colorado
yesterday, and that is our primary con-
cern this evening. But I think it is im-
portant for us to understand that this
underscores a much more significant
problem that we face as a Nation.

Mr. Speaker, this Nation cannot ab-
sorb the number of people that are
coming across our borders, both legally
and illegally. The immigration into
this country over the last 10 years has
been extraordinary. Now we are, of
course, a Nation of immigrants. I un-
derstand that very well. My own grand-
parents, like everyone else’s here in
this room, with the exception of Native
Americans who might have claim to
some other way of being here, the fact
is that most of us are here as a result
of our grandparents coming in the re-
cent past.

I do not blame for a moment the peo-
ple who are seeking a better life, the
people trying to come here for the pur-
pose of getting a better life for them-
selves and their families. I do not
blame them; I blame the system.

We must begin the debate, although
it is a difficult one, we must begin the
debate on exactly what this country
will look like. How many people are we
going to let in here, both legally and il-
legally. The fact is we are letting them
in and I say that, letting them in be-
cause essentially there is no border. It
is a porous border. People come across
almost at will, millions annually. Sev-
eral million, it is estimated between 1
and 4 million people, no one knows ex-
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actly how many end up here, we have a
net increase every year of immigration
through illegal immigrants of that
number.

Mr. Speaker, massive immigration
into the United States must be
stopped. We must begin at least to de-
bate the costs of this immigration.
There are extraordinary financial
costs, both for infrastructure develop-
ment, for schooling, housing, social
services, for the incarceration of aliens
here who have violated State or local
laws. We have to look and see exactly
what American businesses may need in
terms of both skilled and unskilled
workers, and then come up with a plan
to deal with it. We must begin the de-
bate.

———

EDUCATION POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. OWENS) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to use most of my time to talk
about education, but I think it is im-
portant to begin by setting the discus-
sion on education in the proper con-
text, within the proper context of what
is developing here in Washington and
in the House of Representatives.

Last week we voted, the majority
voted, to begin the massive tax cut
proposed by the President. This is a
massive amount of money to be spent
on tax refunds. A tax cut is a kind of
expenditure. That is an important item
to understand, put in place, because it
is part of setting the parameters for
any kind of action on education or any
other program of the government. All
other programs will have to respond to
the fact that there is less money avail-
able if we have a huge tax cut.

We have tried to set different param-
eters. Instead of a huge tax cut, the
Congressional Black Caucus and the
progressive caucus have proposed that
at least 10 percent of the surplus be
used for education. If we used 10 per-
cent of the surplus for education, we
would still have 90 percent left to use
for other programs. So we propose that
we use another 10 percent for housing,
for social programs, for other kinds of
programs that are important for
human resource development. In other
words, invest at least 20 percent in edu-
cation and human resource develop-
ment. There would still be 80 percent
left of the surplus after that invest-
ment was made. So that additional 80
percent, we propose, should be used to
pay down the debt and to give a tax
cut.

Tax cuts make a lot of sense. I am in
favor of a tax cut, but the tax cut
should be targeted, the tax cut should
not be extravagant, and the tax cut
should not jeopardize our budgeting
process for the next 10 years. It should
not throw us into a deficit. It should
not throw us into a situation where, in
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