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Whereas international humanitarian orga-

nizations such as the International Com-
mittee of the Red Cross and the United Na-
tions High Commissioner for Refugees pro-
vide a vital role in assessing and responding 
to the humanitarian needs of refugees 
around the world and, most recently, of the 
hundreds of thousands who have fled Kosovo; 

Whereas, according to unconfirmed re-
ports, hundreds of thousands of internally 
displaced persons remain in Kosovo at risk 
for their lives and requiring immediate food, 
shelter, and medicine; 

Whereas it is the belief of the House of 
Representatives that the safety and lives of 
these undetermined legions of internally dis-
placed persons within Kosovo are equal to 
the safety and lives of the many refugees 
who have fled the region; 

Whereas the international community is 
committed to providing humanitarian assist-
ance to current and future Kosovo refugees, 
while uncertain of how vast that need may 
be; 

Whereas during an April 19, 1999, interview 
in Belgrade with Dr. Ron Hatchett of the 
University of St. Thomas, Serbian President 
Slobodan Milosevic agreed to and subse-
quently permitted representatives of the 
International Committee of the Red Cross to 
meet with and examine the condition of the 
three captured American prisoners of war; 

Whereas in the same interview, President 
Milosevic agreed to permit representatives 
of the International Committee of the Red 
Cross and the United Nations High Commis-
sioner for Refugees into Kosovo to provide 
aid and assess the humanitarian needs of in-
ternally displaced persons within Kosovo and 
the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia; 

Whereas on May 4, 1999, with the assent of 
the United Nations Security Council, of 
which the United States is a member, United 
Nations Secretary General Kofi Annan initi-
ated a United Nations interagency assess-
ment mission to the Federal Republic of 
Yugoslavia to assess emergency relief and re-
habilitation needs within the Federal Repub-
lic of Yugoslavia and to identify the means 
for providing such critical relief and reha-
bilitation assistance; 

Whereas this humanitarian mission seeks 
to objectively assess critical needs in the 
areas of human rights protection, food, secu-
rity, nutrition, health, water and sanitation, 
and condition of the civilian population, and 
also seeks to accurately determine the num-
ber, location, and requirements of the people 
in Kosovo and the Federal Republic of Yugo-
slavia needing immediate and future human-
itarian aid; 

Whereas on May 14, 1999, the United Na-
tions Security Council adopted Security 
Council Resolution 1239 by a vote of 13–0, in-
viting the United Nations High Commission 
for Refugees and other international human-
itarian relief organizations to extend relief 
assistance to the internally displaced per-
sons in Kosovo, the Republic of Montenegro, 
and other parts of the Federal Republic of 
Yugoslavia; and 

Whereas the brief United Nations humani-
tarian mission that was initiated on May 4, 
1999, subsequently departed for Kosovo and 
other sectors of the Federal Republic of 
Yugoslavia on May 15, 1999: Now, therefore, 
be it

Mr. BRADY of Texas (during the 
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment to the 
preamble be considered as read and 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the amendment to the 
preamble offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BRADY). 

The amendment to the preamble was 
agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE HISTORICAL 
SIGNIFICANCE OF THE SUPREME 
COURT’S UNANIMOUS DECISION 
IN BROWN V. BOARD OF EDU-
CATION 

Mr. PEASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of the resolution (H. 
Res. 176) recognizing the historical sig-
nificance of the Supreme Court’s unan-
imous decision in Brown v. Board of 
Education, repudiating segregation, 
and reaffirming the fundamental belief 
that we are all ‘‘one Nation under God, 
indivisible,’’ and ask for its immediate 
consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana? 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
and I will not object, Mr. Speaker, 
House Resolution 176 simply recognizes 
the historical significance of the Su-
preme Court unanimous decision in 
Brown vs. Board of Education repudi-
ating segregation and reaffirming the 
fundamental belief that we are all one 
Nation, under God, indivisible. 

One such person was Linda Brown. In 
1951, this little girl was in the third 
grade. Although there was an elemen-
tary school seven blocks from her 
house, young Linda was forced to walk 
over 1 mile to another elementary 
school. The reason to make a little girl 
walk through a railroad switchyard on 
her way to school? She was black, and 
the school located 7 blocks from her 
house was for white students only.

b 2045 

Many years ago, George Santayana 
wrote, ‘‘Those who cannot remember 
the past are condemned to repeat it.’’ 
Because I revere the warning contained 
in these precedent words today, 45 
years later, I am introducing a resolu-
tion to recognize the historical signifi-
cance of the Supreme Court’s decision 
in Brown v. Board of Education. 

In 1954, the United States Supreme 
Court in a unanimous decision voted to 
strike down segregation laws in public 
schools and upheld the equal protec-
tion laws guaranteed to all Americans 
by the Fourteenth Amendment of the 
United States Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, further reserving my 
right to object, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES). 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to thank the gentleman 
from Mississippi (Mr. THOMPSON) for 
this opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
resolution with regard to Brown v. 
Board of Education. In 1954, I was 5 
years old, attending the Cleveland pub-
lic schools. Forty-five years later, I 
stand here blessed to be able to speak 
in favor of Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation. 

The desegregation order provided 
many opportunities for African-Amer-
ican people in this country, even 
though as we stand today in many cit-
ies across this country desegregation 
and busing orders destroyed many of 
the neighborhood school systems. 

I had a chance to attend Cleveland 
public schools and was prepared for 
what I do now, law school and public 
office. 

I celebrate people like Thurgood 
Marshall, late Justice Thurgood Mar-
shall. I celebrate Dean Charles Houston 
of the Howard University Law School 
wherein he taught young African-
American lawyers that it was impor-
tant not to be a parasite on the com-
munity but to be a spokesman for jus-
tice. 

I celebrate Nathaniel Jones, retired 
Sixth Circuit judge who worked on 
these cases, and James Hardiman, an 
attorney who represented young people 
in the Cleveland Board of Education 
desegregation. 

As we stand here today, it is impor-
tant to remember history, as the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMP-
SON) had previously said, and we need 
to stand here and celebrate the impor-
tance of equal rights for all. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, further reserving the right to 
object, I yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. HILLIARD). 

Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Speaker, I am in-
deed privileged to be here to discuss 
and to support this resolution. The Su-
preme Court, when it struck down 
Plessy v. Ferguson, a decision that was 
made by a constitutional court in 1896 
as being unconstitutional, it was a le-
thal blow for Jim Crow, for segrega-
tion, as well as for discrimination. 

But it also was a blow for democracy 
because it started the snowball that 
has gathered strength and force as it 
has continued to roll over the forces, 
the dark forces of evil, the dark forces 
of segregation, and the dark forces of 
discrimination. 

Even though we have come a long 
ways from the decision in Plessy v. 
Ferguson as announced in the decision 
of Brown v. The Board of Education, we 
still have many more miles to go. 

Unless all of us realize that in Amer-
ica no one is free until all of us are 
free, until we all realize that we still 
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have people that do not believe in free-
dom for everyone, that we still have 
people gunning down people because of 
the color of their skin or because of 
their race, we still have ethnic cleans-
ing in places all over the world just be-
cause someone is different. 

So this resolution comes at a very 
important time, not only in the history 
of America but in the history of this 
world. So I am indeed happy that the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
THOMPSON) brought forth this resolu-
tion, and I support it, and I support 
him in what he is doing. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, further reserving my right to 
object, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. RUSH). 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
begin by commending the gentleman 
from Mississippi (Mr. THOMPSON) for 
his outstanding work on behalf of this 
particular resolution but also on the 
outstanding work that he has per-
formed on behalf of the citizens of this 
Nation throughout his tenure here in 
the Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, 45 years ago, the U.S. 
Supreme Court issued a ruling in the 
Brown v. Board of Education case that 
literally changed the course of Amer-
ican history. They ruled that separate 
is inherently unequal. 

Today, 45 years later, separate is still 
unequal, and it is our responsibility as 
this Nation’s lawmakers to make sure 
that we never ever allow laws or poli-
cies to exist that will threaten to take 
us back to those dark days of Ameri-
cans and American history. 

So today, as we commemorate the 
Brown v. Board of Education decisions, 
let us as Members of this body recom-
mit ourselves to keeping alive the spir-
it of the historic ruling. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to com-
mend the maker of this particular reso-
lution for his outstanding work on be-
half of this resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, further reserving my right to 
object, it is my pleasure to yield to the 
gentleman from the State of Maryland 
(Mr. HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished gentleman from Mis-
sissippi and great leader of this House 
for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I was 15 years of age 
when I attended high school at 
Suitland High School, just about 15 
minutes from where we stand. That 
school was a segregated school and as 
we all know, the entire county was seg-
regated. 

For my generation, the Vietnam War 
was a central compelling fact in our 
lives. For me, it was the civil rights 
movement of the 1950s. Rosa Parks 
showed so much courage. Martin Lu-
ther King had a dream and he conveyed 
that dream to all of us. 

But I rise not only as a member of 
that generation but also as a citizen of 

the State of Maryland. The reason a 
Marylander rises is because Thurgood 
Marshall is one of Maryland’s most 
honored sons. 

Thurgood Marshall, as all of my col-
leagues know, was a member of the Su-
preme Court of the United States. 
There is a statue now between the Cap-
itol and the Governor’s mansion in An-
napolis of Thurgood Marshall in testi-
mony to, not only his service to the 
United States as a Justice on the Su-
preme Court, but also the role, the 
very central role that he played as 
counsel in Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation. 

For those seeking justice in America, 
for those seeking an open door to op-
portunity, it is ironic that we just read 
in the papers about Thomas Jefferson’s 
family and who is a part of that family. 
It is really a metaphor for America, be-
cause all of those individuals are mem-
bers of the family. 

Jefferson said in the Declaration of 
Independence that this Nation was 
founded on the premise that all men, 
and indeed he would have added today 
women, are created equal. 

Maryland is also home to Roger 
Brook Taney. His statue stands right 
outside the Supreme Court. He was the 
author of, of course, the Dred Scott de-
cision. Thurgood Marshall and Roger 
Brook Taney, two Marylanders, two 
different conclusions; one in my opin-
ion wrong, one right. 

It is appropriate that we honor this 
historic case. I thank my colleagues for 
allowing me to join in saying that 
Brown v. Board of Education was nine 
justices saying that America, as Mar-
tin Luther King had said in 1963, needs 
to live out the realities of that which it 
claims to be its creed, equal justice 
under law for all its citizens, in their 
diversity and in their ability to add so 
substantively to the quality of this 
country. 

I am pleased on behalf of all of us 
who loved Thurgood Marshall, who be-
lieved that Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation led us to a new and better day 
and who recognized that the central 
premise of Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation is still at question today. 

It is important that we stand and 
speak out for an America that believes 
that every one of us is due respect 
which God endowed in us, not the 
state, not our fellow citizens, but en-
dowed by their creator with certain in-
alienable rights; and among these are 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness. 

I thank the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. THOMPSON) for giving me 
this opportunity to join him in noting 
the historic contribution made by 
Brown v. Board of Education and the 
courageous and able people who 
brought it to the Supreme Court 
through some very difficult times and 
to whom this country owes us a great 
debt.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, further reserving the right to 
object, there are some other individ-
uals who would like to speak on this; 
however, in the interest of time, let me 
indicate that they are in full support of 
the resolution: the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS), the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. CLYBURN), and the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CUMMINGS) also. 

But what I would like to say in con-
clusion, Mr. Speaker, is that in submit-
ting this legislation is to remind all of 
us that we have a moral obligation to 
purge the diverse evils of racism out of 
the fabric of harmony, justice, and 
equality that is our share of the Amer-
ican legacy. We have a responsibility 
to not only remember the past, but to 
learn from it. 

I also would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PEASE) for 
allowing me to come and present this 
resolution at this time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the resolution to commemorate the 
45th anniversary of Brown versus Board of 
Education. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe century that is now 
ending began with a proclamation by W.E.B. 
Du Bois ‘‘The problem of the twentieth century 
is the problem of the color line.’’ I believe 
many people would not dispute this. 

As I stand before this body in honor of the 
45th anniversary of Brown versus Board of 
Education, I have been constantly reminded of 
what Mr. Dubois meant. The haunting acts of 
church burnings, police brutality, and the 
grave disparities in criminal executions have 
made it hard to forget. 

As a result, some people feel the policies 
that were put into place to solve the race 
problem have failed. I believe they have failed 
not as a result of flawed policies, rather it is 
the individuals who implement them that are 
flawed. 

For instance, common sense dictates that 
when one third of young African American 
males are either in prison, on parole or under 
correctional supervision, liberty’s blind justice 
has been distributed with one open eye. We 
must remind ourselves that America will not 
prosper if a large segment of population sees 
that they have no stake in it. In 1954, the Su-
preme Court understood this and corrected 
the horrid decisions of 1896 when Plessy 
versus Fergusion was written. 

However, in the aftermath of that decision, 
the progress of America has slowed largely 
because some individuals feel we no longer 
need to provide resources and support to help 
people help themselves. This is nothing new. 
Frederick Douglass, years ago warned Con-
gress of the potential for what he called the 
‘‘de facto re-enslavement of African Ameri-
cans.’’ He, said, ‘‘Should the South’s ante-
bellum political system remain intact America 
will indirectly renslave African Americans. Rec-
ognizing this injustice, Douglass further urged 
Congress to pass a civil-rights amendment af-
firming the equality of blacks and whites in the 
United States. Douglass recognized then, 
what as we recognize today that this country 
must bear the responsibility to actively change 
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the structures that constrain Aftican Ameri-
cans. 

Mr. Speaker, I and the other members here 
today understand, like Douglass, the necessity 
of government backed decisions to help en-
courage the will of America to respond posi-
tively to the structures that constrain African 
American. This resolution does just that. I 
agree Congress must recognize the historical 
significance of the Supreme Court’s unani-
mous decision in Brown versus Board of Edu-
cation. This is why I have joined In signing this 
important resolution and urge all members to 
do the same.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, today I rise in 
support of this resolution to commemorate the 
historic decision of Brown versus the Board of 
Education. This landmark court decision 
ended years of the separate but unequal edu-
cation of African American students in the 
United States. It also played a role in insti-
gating the larger Civil Rights Movement. This 
decision is a prime example of how one per-
son who sees an injustice can use our legal 
system to make that situation more tolerable. 

Oliver Brown was distressed that his young 
daughter had to walk across town and over 
dangerous railroad tracks to attend school 
when a perfectly adequate school sat just 
blocks from their home. Rather than accepting 
the status quo Oliver Brown took matters in 
his own hands and sued the school system 
that refused to let his daughter attend the 
neighborhood school because she was black. 

Mr. Brown is an example to all parents and 
citizens in the United States. When injustices 
occur it often is our response to accept it and 
move on. Progress has never occurred using 
that philosophy. I ask our parents to become 
involved in their children’s education. If you 
see problems with your schools or problems 
with the police in your town or neighborhood—
speak out against these injustices. 

While the laws that created segregation and 
discrimination have been lifted, these terrible 
acts still occur. We must make our voices be 
heard and let the United States government 
know that we will not tolerate de facto seg-
regation and discrimination anywhere in this 
nation, not in our schools, not in our govern-
ment, not in our workplace and not on our 
highways or in our police stations. 

We must take the commemoration of this 
landmark legal decision which sparked the be-
ginning of the end of legal separate but equal 
laws and use it to end the segregation and 
discrimination that still exists in our country 
today. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-

lows:
H. RES. 176

Whereas in 1951 Linda Brown was a third-
grader and an African-American who was 
forced to endure hardships such as walking a 
mile through a railroad switchyard to get to 
her black elementary school, even though a 
white elementary school was only 7 blocks 
away; 

Whereas the Reverend Oliver Brown, Linda 
Brown’s father, was turned away when he 

tried to register his daughter at the nearby 
white school, simply because the little girl 
was black; 

Whereas Thurgood Marshall, special coun-
sel for the NAACP Legal Defense Fund and a 
protégé of Howard University Law Professor 
Charles Houston, successfully argued that 
the ‘‘separate but equal’’ doctrine, estab-
lished by the Supreme Court in its Plessy v. 
Ferguson decision in 1896, was unconstitu-
tional; 

Whereas Chief Justice Earl Warren read 
aloud, from the Court’s unanimous decision: 
‘‘We come then to the question presented: 
Does segregation of children in public 
schools solely on the basis of race, even 
though the physical facilities and other ‘tan-
gible’ factors may be equal, deprive the chil-
dren of the minority group of equal edu-
cational opportunities? We believe that it 
does. . . . We conclude that in the field of 
public education the doctrine of ‘separate 
but equal’ has no place. Separate educational 
facilities are inherently unequal. Therefore, 
we hold that the plaintiffs and others simi-
larly situated for whom the actions have 
been brought are, by reason of the segrega-
tion complained of, deprived of the equal 
protection of the laws guaranteed by the 
Fourteenth Amendment’’; 

Whereas the Brown v. Board of Education 
decision struck a pivotal blow against Jim 
Crow laws, as well as the dark forces of rac-
ism and segregation; and 

Whereas the interaction of students of all 
races promotes better understanding and the 
acceptance of racial differences: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the historical significance of 
the Supreme Court’s unanimous decision in 
Brown v. Board of Education; 

(2) heralds this watershed in our shared 
history as a significant advancement of the 
most basic American principles of freedom, 
justice, and equality under the law; and 

(3) repudiates racial segregation as anti-
thetical to the noble ideals upon which this 
great Nation was founded, and reaffirms the 
fundamental belief that we are all ‘‘one Na-
tion under God, indivisible.’’

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PEASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
House Resolution 176 and House Reso-
lution 161. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 987

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have my name removed from H.R. 987 
as an original cosponsor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

b 2100 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, and 
under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

AVIATION BILATERAL 
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to introduce a piece of legisla-
tion entitled the Aviation Bilateral Ac-
countability Act. 

The Aviation Bilateral Account-
ability Act is a bill that will require 
congressional review of all U.S. bilat-
eral aviation agreements. Inter-
national aviation is governed by a se-
ries of bilateral civil aviation agree-
ments between nations. This means 
that if an air carrier from the United 
States wants to fly into or out of an-
other country, the United States Gov-
ernment must first negotiate with the 
government of that foreign country to 
determine the terms under which the 
carriers from both countries will oper-
ate. 

U.S. bilateral aviation agreements 
are executive agreements. They are ne-
gotiated and signed by representatives 
from the Department of State and from 
the Department of Transportation. In 
fact, Secretary of State Madeleine 
Albright and Transportation Secretary 
Rodney Slater recently joined rep-
resentatives from the People’s Repub-
lic of China in signing a new U.S.-
China civil aviation agreement. 

The new agreement will govern avia-
tion policy between the United States 
and China for the next 3 years. Unfor-
tunately, like all bilateral aviation 
agreements, Congress did not play any 
official role in the review or the ap-
proval of this new agreement. 

As ranking member of the House 
Subcommittee on Aviation, I strongly 
believe that Congress deserves to play 
a role in reviewing and approving bilat-
eral aviation agreements. As Members 
of Congress, we represent the business 
person, the leisure traveler, the con-
sumer, and the flying public in general. 
We should have the right to make sure 
that bilateral aviation agreements are 
negotiated to give U.S. consumers the 
most access to international aviation 
markets at the best prices possible. 

For example, the new U.S.-China 
civil aviation agreement increases U.S. 
access to China by doubling the num-
ber of scheduled flights and designating 
one additional U.S. carrier. However, 
many industry observers believe that 
U.S. negotiators should not have set-
tled for anything less than access for 
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