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federal sources, and now the airport can ac-
commodate larger aircraft for a local firm that 
overhauls jet engines. 

The road leading to the airport was relo-
cated as part of the improvements. It will be 
named for Neosho Police Officer Terry John-
son who was killed earlier this year in a flying 
accident at the airport. 

The celebration in Neosho will be marked 
by hot air balloons, a Civil War living history 
display, an air show, ground displays of the 
Confederate Air Force and military aircraft, 
and, naturally, fireworks. Music, crafts and lots 
of friendly Ozarks people should make this a 
wonderful weekend to visit Neosho and to 
honor the work of Hugh Robinson. (1882– 
1963) 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JOSEPH M. HOEFFEL 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 1, 1999 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall vote 
No. 259, H. Con. Res. 94, I erroneously voted 
‘‘aye.’’ My vote should have been in the nega-
tive. 

f 

COMMEMORATION OF THE VIC-
TORY OF FREEDOM IN THE COLD 
WAR ACT 

HON. RICK LAZIO 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 1, 1999 

Mr. LAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I come to the floor 
of the House today to introduce the Com-
memoration of the Victory of Freedom in the 
Cold War Act, a bill to recognize the accom-
plishments of the American people in winning 
the Cold War. 

On September 26th, 1996, this House de-
bated and approved without dissent, House 
Concurrent Resolution 181, which I offered to 
begin the process of national recognition for 
the tens of millions of citizen-patriots, who had 
participated in our 46 year Cold War struggle. 

In 1997, both Houses of Congress amended 
the President’s proposed fiscal year 1998 Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act to authorize a 
Cold War Certificate of Recognition to honor 
the more than 22 million veterans of the Cold 
War. In that act, we established the date for 
the start of the Cold War as September 2d 
1945, to coincide with the signing of the 
Peace Treaty with Japan, thus ending World 
War II and our alliance with the Soviet Union. 
In that act, we also established the date for 
the end of the Cold War as December 26th, 
1991, to coincide with the end of the Union of 
Soviet Socialists Republics and the birth of the 
Commonwealth of Independent States. 

The people of the United States of America 
should recognize and celebrate the grandeur 
of this historic accomplishment: 

Four hundred million people in Europe and 
Asia were liberated from Soviet communism; 
Germany was united peacefully; the states of 
western Europe buried their historic animos-

ities and started creating a peaceful European 
Union; struggles, which boiled over into con-
flicts all around the world, from Korea and 
Vietnam to Afghanistan and El Salvador, and 
threatened the nuclear annihilation of the en-
tire human race ended without that horrible 
outcome; the potential for a truly global econ-
omy where the potential of the entire human 
race is available for the first time in the history 
of mankind was opened; and the American 
people and economy, long tied to the costs 
and commitments of defending the Free 
World, were unleashed resulting in the second 
longest period of uninterrupted growth in U.S. 
history. 

During the Cold War, there were moments 
of great fear. We all remember the sealing of 
the western sector of Berlin and the threat of 
starving an entire city; the launching of Sput-
nik with the realization that the Soviet Union 
was a determined, resourceful foe; and the 
Cuban Missile Crisis which led us to the brink 
of war. 

There were also moments of great stress 
and despair in our own nation. We went to 
battle for our beliefs. In the war in Korea, we 
lost more than 50,000 Americans. The war in 
Vietnam tested America’s resolve. Our nation 
was torn apart so badly that some scars have 
yet to heal. 

But there were also moments of pure mag-
nificence. The Berlin Airlift and Inchon were 
great military successes and added to the 
honors of Armed Forces. Americans landing 
on the moon, the first safe return of the Space 
Shuttle, and the creation of the Internet are 
symbolic of an explosion in the development 
of useful technology. 

Now, it is time to demonstrate our great re-
spect for men and women who actually carried 
the burden of the policy of the United States 
during this Cold War. This bill, which would 
authorize the creation of a Department of De-
fense Cold War Victory Medal and create a 
Commission to plan for our celebration, is de-
signed to do just that. 

This recognition is long overdue. Last week, 
in Hauppauge, New York, at the annual cere-
mony which commemorates the beginning of 
the Korean War, Korean Americans and rep-
resentatives of the Korean government spent 
90 minutes thanking Americans for what they 
sacrificed for their people and their nation. 
While some Americans may not realize the 
significance of their accomplishments, the 
people of Korea do. So have the people of 
Berlin and the people of the Federal Republic 
of Germany who thanked America for saving 
Berlin just a few months ago at a ceremony at 
Ronald Reagan Airport. 

As the tenth anniversary of the fall of the 
Berlin Wall approaches, and as we begin a 
series of tenth anniversaries of critical events 
which led to the final end of the Cold War, it 
is appropriate that we act now to thank those 
generations of Americans who gave the world 
peace. And there is an urgency! Many who 
served during the last days of World War II 
have already departed for a better place. We 
need to move on this quickly to ensure that 
this nation extends its thanks to as many patri-
ots as possible. 

A TRIBUTE TO KIRK THOMAS 
BUECHNER; FOR HIS PROMOTION 
TO THE RANK OF EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. CHARLES A. GONZALEZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 1, 1999 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to offer my sincerest congratulations to Kirk 
Thomas Buechner, Boy Scout, from San Anto-
nio, TX, upon the notification of his advance-
ment to the rank of Eagle Scout. 

Boy Scouts are awarded the prestigious 
rank of Eagle Scout based on their faith and 
obedience to the Scout Oath. The Scout Oath 
requires members to live with honor, loyalty, 
courage, cheerfulness, and an obligation to 
service. 

In addition the rank of Eagle Scout is only 
bestowed once a Boy Scout satisfies duties in-
cluding, the completion of 21 merit badges, 
performing a service project of significant 
value to the community, and additional re-
quirements listed in the Scout Handbook. 

In receiving this special recognition, I be-
lieve that Eagle Scout Kirk Thomas Buechner 
will guide and inspire his peers, toward the be-
liefs of the Scout Oath. I am proud to offer my 
congratulations to Kirk on this respected ac-
complishment. 

f 

EDEN UNITED CHURCH OF CHRIST 

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 1, 1999 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take this time to commend the Eden United 
Church of Christ in Edwardsville, IL for their 
unparalleled contributions to the community. 
The church has joined hands with Habitat For 
Humanity to form the Vacation Bible school 
who’s mission is to build a better foundation 
for life by learning the lessons of the Bible. 
Children join together to build toolboxes, picnic 
tables and other odds and ends to grace 
homes built by Habitat For Humanity. 

Cory Luttrell, a 7-year-old participant in the 
school, is having a great time. ‘‘It gives people 
a place to put their tools after they build 
houses. They worked hard, so we should be 
helping them,’’ Cory said. There are currently 
1,700 Habitat For Humanity affiliates in 62 
countries and they are responsible for the con-
struction of more than 100,000 homes. The 
cooperation of Eden United Church of Christ 
and Habitat For Humanity is a great example 
of how organizations can come together so 
that they can better serve the community. 

f 

REPEALING THE ANTI-CALIFORNIA 
PROVISION OF THE CLEAN AIR 
ACT 

HON. CHRISTOPHER COX 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 1, 1999 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, currently, California 
is arbitrarily limited to no more than 10% of 
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the funds under the Clean Air Act’s section 
105 grant program. (Nationally, that program 
will provide $115 million in state and local 
clean air grants in 1999.) Yet our state rep-
resents more than 12% of the nation’s popu-
lation and pays more than 12% of total federal 
taxes. What’s more, our state is home to the 
only ‘‘extreme’’ clean air designation in the 
country—the Los Angeles basin. 

Today, I am introducing legislation to end 
this inequity, under which California generally, 
and Los Angeles specifically, are significantly 
underfunded by Clean Air Act air pollution 
planning formulas. The bill eliminates the 10% 
maximum level of funding for any one state 
under the section 105 state and local clean air 
grant program. 

The bill does not authorize or compel more 
funds to be appropriated under the section 
105 grant program. It simply states that Cali-
fornia should be able to receive its fair share 
of those funds that Congress does choose to 
appropriate. 

This legislation is supported by the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District, who 
recently came to Washington to speak to 
members of our state’s delegation about the 
need to end this arbitrary statutory limit, which 
directly injures California. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO KELLY 
PHIPPS 

HON. RALPH REGULA 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 1, 1999 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, the United 
States Institute of Peace held its twelfth an-
nual National Peace Essay Contest and I am 
proud to announce that Ms. Kelly Phipps of 
my district won first place in Ohio. Ms. Phipps 
is a student at Jackson High School in 
Massillon, Ohio. Students are asked to write 
about the different measures that can be 
taken to prevent international conflicts. 

The Peace Essay Contest is designed to 
encourage young people to think about inter-
national conflict management and resolution. 
Ms. Phipps wrote her essay on ‘‘Economics in 
Preventive Diplomacy: The Treaty of 
Versailles vs. The Marshall Plan.’’ 

I include a copy of her essay for my col-
leagues to review: 

ECONOMICS IN PREVENTATIVE DIPLOMACY: THE 
TREATY OF VERSAILLES VS. THE MARSHALL 
PLAN 
When desire for revenge clouds rational 

policy making, the results are disastrous. A 
comparison between the Treaty of Versailles 
and the Marshall Plan demonstrates effects 
of vengeance in foreign affairs and the need 
for nurturing economic policies to prevent 
conflict. After World War I, the harsh meas-
ures imposed upon Germany through the 
Treaty of Versailles not only failed to pre-
vent future conflicts, but fueled the rise of 
the Third Reich. Under similar cir-
cumstances, the Marshall Plan created after 
World War II successfully rebuilt Western 
Europe, deterring threats on two fronts and 
proving that measures to strengthen econo-
mies are crucial to prevent hostility. 

After an armistice was reached on Novem-
ber 11, 1918, Lloyd George of Great Britain, 

Georges Clemenceau of France, and Woodrow 
Wilson of the United States led the Peace 
Conference in Paris ending World WAr I 
(A.A.I.R. 3, Goodspeed 269). Because of Ger-
many’s 1914 declarations of war on Russia 
and France, fear of further German aggres-
sion guided the conference (A.A.I.R. 3, 
Goodspeed 270). To prevent another wide-
spread conflict, the conference produced the 
punitive Treaty of Versailles and created the 
League of Nations for enforcement. 

The treaty signed on June 28, 1919, dev-
astated the German Empire. Articles 118 and 
119 stripped Germany of all overseas posses-
sions, turning them over to the Allied and 
Associated Powers (A.A.I.R 84). Based on 
declarations of war on France and Russia in 
1914, Articles 231 and 232 held Germany inde-
pendently accountable for the war and forced 
compensation for all damages in foreign ter-
ritories (A.A.I.R. 123). The Treaty required 
Germany to pay 20 billion gold marks as an 
initial installment (Goodspeed 273). The 
total cost of reparations was 132 billion 
marks, to be paid over 35 years (Watt 503). 

‘‘It does much to intensify and nothing to 
heal the old and ugly dissensions between po-
litical nationalism and social democracy,’’ 
warned the editors of the New Republic, 
claiming the Treaty was ‘‘bound to provoke 
the ultimate explosion of irreconcilable war-
fare (‘‘Peace at Any Price’’ 184). As the value 
of the mark plummeted under austere eco-
nomic penalties, desperation and resentment 
spread among the German people, setting the 
stage for the conflict between 
ultranationalists and democratic Western 
Europe. By 1923, the mark devalued to 5 mil-
lion for every American dollar (Goodspeed 
278–79). Devastating inflation consumed the 
saving of the German workers, creating dis-
illusionment in Weimar Germany and a base 
of support for Nazism within the middle 
class (Pennock and Smith 562). A few months 
before the Treaty of Versailles was adopted, 
nationalistic parties accounted for a mere 
15% of the German vote. By 1924, inflation 
had skyrocketed and nearly 39% of Germans 
were voting Nationalist (Pennock and Smith 
567). 

In 1924, the United States funded the 
Dawes Plan, offering limited loans to Ger-
many (Goodspeed 286). The Dawes Plan both 
reduced the harshness of the Treaty of 
Versailles and eased Germany’s nationalistic 
tendencies. After 1924, support for these par-
ties decreased from 39% to 30%, illustrating 
the ties between economics and militant na-
tionalism (Pennock and Smith 567). However, 
the withdrawal of German nationalism was 
only temporary; at the onslaught of the 
great Depression, the festering humiliation 
from the early 1920’s resurged without re-
straint (Goodspeed 287). 

The German elections of 1930 revealed in-
creasing Nazi support. Party membership 
grew from 400,000 to 900,000, and Nazis 
claimed over a third of the seats in the 
Reichstag (Goodspeed 295). Nazi leaders such 
as Hitler used the humiliation and hardship 
caused by the Treaty of Versailles as a flash 
point for inciting German supremacy and de-
sire for revenge among the German people 
(Goodspeed 273). The Nazi Secret Service of-
fered employment to the nearly 6 million un-
employed Germans who were turning to Na-
zism as a more secure alternative to the sta-
tus quo (Goodspeed 295). Finally, the Ena-
bling Act of 1933 passed in the Reichstag, 
giving Hitler absolute power for four years. 
With the entire nation under his whim, the 
Fuhrer could enact his dreams of a master 
race and German expansionism (Goodspeed 
297). 

While vengeance motivated the Treaty, 
moral concerns prevented the absolute de-
struction of Germany. Incidentally, it may 
have been this compromise that allowed Ger-
many to reemerge as a global threat. As 
Machiavelli explains to Lorenzo De’ Medici 
in The Prince, ‘‘Whoever becomes the master 
of a city accustomed to freedom and does not 
destroy it may expect to be destroyed him-
self . . . In republics there is more life, more 
hatred, a greater desire for revenge; the 
memory of their ancient liberty does not and 
cannot let them rest . . .’’ (48–49; ch. VI). The 
Treaty was enough to spark indignation in 
Germany, but not strong enough to prevent 
revenge. While annihilation of an enemy 
may be key to retaining power, reducing the 
humiliation of the enemy through recon-
struction is morally superior and can ensure 
lasting peace. 

After World War II, the Third Reich was 
disbanded, leaving the German in the hands 
of the Allies for the remainder of the year 
(Shirer 1139–40). The situation resembled the 
period following WWI, with the addition of 
threats of Communist aggression from the 
newly empowered Soviet Union. Reconstruc-
tion was necessary, but U.S. funds were scat-
tered among the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF), the Export-Import Bank and the 
United Nations. Two years and $9 billion 
later, exports were still down 41 percent from 
1938 levels (Hogan 29–30). 

In 1947, Secretary of State George C. Mar-
shall introduced a plan ‘‘directed not against 
any country or doctrine, but against hunger, 
poverty, desperation and chaos . . .’’ (Mar-
shall 23). In his speech, Marshall explained 
that lasting peace required a cohesive aid 
program to solve the economic roots of con-
flict (Marshall 23–24). The Marshall Plan was 
intended to avoid another German nation-
alist backlash and to create a stable demo-
cratic Europe to deter Soviet expansion 
(Hogan 27). Both objectives were well-found-
ed in history. First, as a proven by the reduc-
tion of militarism in Germany after the 
Dawes Plan, economic stability checks the 
threat of militant nationalism. Also, just as 
German aggression in WWII occurred while 
Europe suffered from depression, economi-
cally weak nations are more likely to be at-
tacked. Finally, Marshall aid would create 
confidence in capitalism, countering Soviet 
influence (Mee 248). With the intentions of 
Marshall Plan logically devised, economic 
success was all that was needed for the pre-
vention of conflict. 

The Foreign Assistance Act of 1948 began 
U.S. action on Marshall’s recommendations 
(Hogan 89). The Economic Endorsement Act 
made an international economic infrastruc-
ture a prerequisite for American aid; so the 
Committee for European Economic Coopera-
tion was formed to develop a plan for Euro-
pean self-sufficiency (Hogan 124). Discussion 
in the 16-nation panel included the agri-
culture, mining, energy and transportation 
sectors of the economy, as well as rec-
ommendations for a more permenant regu-
latory body (Hogan 60–61). The resulting Or-
ganization for European Economic Coopera-
tion (OEEC) included all Western European 
nations except Germany and directed the use 
of U.S. aid (Hogan 125–126). 

Under OEEC, the United States poured aid 
dollars into Europe while increasing inter-
national trade through most-favored-nation 
agreements. The U.S. spent over $13 billion 
on aid—1.2 percent of the U.S. GNP (Mee 258, 
Wexler 249). Efficient use of funds made eco-
nomic improvements drastic and swift. Be-
tween 1947 and 1951, Western Europe’s GNP 
increased by nearly $40 billion, a 32 percent 
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