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We are certainly witnessing a situa-

tion where the Internet and other re-
cent technological innovations are pro-
viding solutions for real life problems. 
For example, Microsoft, Hewlett-Pack-
ard, Compaq and Securit have devel-
oped and provided systems that allow 
refugees to be registered, added to an 
international database, and to obtain 
identification cards—all within min-
utes. Further, the Red Cross is working 
with Compaq and Ericsson to launch 
the Family News Network, which is the 
first Internet-based refugee tracing 
system. 

These companies are to be com-
mended for their contributions to help 
restore the Kosovar community. It is 
my hope that in the future more mem-
bers of the business community will 
enter into such beneficial partnerships 
to help address problems facing our 
country and our world.∑ 
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TRIBUTE TO BEDFORD MEMORIAL 
SCHOOL 

∑ Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr. 
President I rise today to honor the 
Bedford Memorial School for being se-
lected as the 1999 Top Elementary 
School of the Year by the Excellence in 
Education Committee. The ‘‘Excellence 
in Education’’ award is an annual pro-
gram designed to identify one elemen-
tary, middle, and secondary school 
that is representative of the many out-
standing schools in New Hampshire. 

The Bedford Memorial School was 
chosen for this honor because of the 
dedication and commitment to edu-
cation by its teachers, parents, and 
students. Its exemplary partnership 
with home and community and out-
standing mentoring program for all 
staff has created an environment con-
ductive to the development of young 
minds. 

I admire this school’s commitment to 
excellence. Over the last five years 
they have taken on challenging initia-
tives, participated in goals setting, cre-
ated a community school council, and 
forged school-business partnerships. 
Student focus is also one of Bedford 
Memorial’s strengths. The many co- 
curricular programs, an excellent spe-
cial education department, and a gifted 
program are able to serve the students’ 
individual needs. The school’s success 
is epitomized in the school’s motto 
‘‘The partnership of home, school, and 
community is essential to achieve our 
goal of academic excellence.’’ 

The teahers, parents, and students of 
this school hold a special place in my 
heart. Over the years, Mary Jo and I 
have visited the Bedford Memorial 
School many times, had the chance to 
meet both students and faculty, and 
have had the honor of teaching several 
classes there. This close involvement 
with the school has allowed me to wit-
ness, first-hand, the quality of edu-
cation that is provided at this school. 

The honor of being named Top Ele-
mentary School of the Year is a fitting 
end to an era for Bedford Memorial 
School. I am confident that as they 
take on additional grades and students, 
their school spirit will only continue to 
grow. 

As a former teacher and school board 
member, I understand the tremendous 
impact teachers have on a child’s life. 
The Bedford Memorial School is a tes-
tament to the tradition of molding stu-
dents into successful adults. I wish to 
offer my most sincere congratulations 
and best wishes to the Bedford Memo-
rial School. The school’s achievements 
are truly remarkable. I feel honored to 
have had such a close relationship with 
the Bedford Memorial School and rep-
resent them in the United States Sen-
ate. ∑ 
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ORDER OF PROCEDURE 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
to speak in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is in order. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. If there is a time 
limit, I would like to speak for about 12 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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RURAL METHAMPHETAMINE USE 
RESPONSE ACT OF 1999 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
introducing legislation on behalf of 
myself, Senators KYL, DEWINE, HAGEL, 
and KOHL, a bill referred to as the 
Rural Methamphetamine Use Response 
Act of 1999. 

I do this in my capacity not only as 
a Senator from Iowa but as chairman 
of the International Narcotics Control 
Caucus of the Senate—a caucus that 
has had a tradition of working in a 
very bipartisan way on legislation and 
oversight hearings. 

Methamphetamine is emerging as a 
new major drug problem across the en-
tire country. It is one of the most dan-
gerous drugs currently available. Its 
use destroys individuals and its produc-
tion harms the environment. It is a 
problem that disproportionately af-
fects rural America, even in our most 
urban States. 

Methamphetamine is not a new drug 
in this country, but its growing use is 
very much a new problem. As the chart 
shows, meth has been around our coun-
try since the early 1980s, but its use 
then was largely confined to biker 
gangs and with a very limited market. 
Even then, much of the meth was pro-
duced in homemade labs in this coun-
try. Very little of it came out of Mex-
ico and not so much in rural America. 

The chart shows the city of Philadel-
phia with lots of examples of use of 
meth and meth laboratories. The num-
bers were few then and medical cases of 
meth-related problems were limited. 

In San Francisco, for example, there 
were only 65 medical cases of meth-re-
lated problems, even in the year 1984. 
Let me assure Members that very low 
level activity situation for meth-
amphetamine was not going to last 
very long because it began to change in 
the late 1980s and early 1990s. 

During that period of time, Mexican 
criminal gangs began to become more 
involved, taking over production and 
marketing from the biker gangs in 
America. In doing so, they began to 
rapidly expand the availability of drugs 
and at the same time lowering the 
costs. Use began to grow, as it will, 
when drugs became widely available at 
affordable prices. It will also grow if 
there is a perception of low risk with 
that drug. 

Somehow—and wrongly so—meth got 
a reputation for being harmless. It is 
simple. Most new drugs start that way. 
They are pushed on particularly young 
people as safe and OK. Of course, it is 
a lie. But it is common enough. Thus, 
it should come as no surprise that as 
meth use increased and spread beyond 
the Western States, along with this, so 
did reports of meth-related medical 
problems. 

In 1989, medical cases in San Fran-
cisco reached 1,125, or 17 times the 1984 
level of 65 which I already mentioned. 
The number of lab seizures increased, 
as well. 

Remember, on this chart, the pre-
vious chart, and the next chart I will 
show, the red lines show an expanding 
importation of methamphetamine into 
our country with some from outside of 
Mexico, but most of the lines coming 
from Mexico and spreading all across 
our country—it is now beginning to 
reach the West and the Midwest—not 
so much in the East where it was when 
it started with biker gangs, but all 
over the United States. 

While most of the drug is produced in 
Mexico by Mexican criminal gangs, 
there is a growing domestic produc-
tion, much of this in rural areas. It is 
devastating. 

Looking again at the chart pre-
viously shown, from 1982 to 1985, we 
had very little meth coming from Mex-
ico into the United States. Most of 
what we had was domestic production. 
The numbers here in green illustrate 
the dimension of medical-related meth 
problems that are reported in the 
media. It also relates, to some extent, 
to the lab busts in that particular case. 
But from 1982 to 1985, it was very much 
limited to biker gangs being involved 
in that, very little out of Mexico. 

Then you go to the period of the late 
1980s, early 1990s. You see more red 
lines, meaning quantity and diverse 
distribution coming out of Mexico, 
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some from Korea, probably some from 
other countries we will not show on 
this particular map but still, relatively 
little. Then after 1994, you see a very 
dramatic acceptance of meth use, but 
also most of it coming from Mexico 
and most of it from that source just 
finding itself spread all across the 
United States, so very much a growing 
problem, very much a problem of Mexi-
can sources and cartels being the 
source of our problem in this country. 

In 1998 we had 321 methamphetamine 
labs found in my State of Iowa. This 
was more than double the year before. 
As of the first quarter this year, over 
170 labs have been found in my State. If 
you multiply that by 4, you are going 
to see Iowa doubling the trouble of 
meth again in local production. That is 
what we know about. It does not ac-
count for the flow of meth from Mex-
ico. 

I know many other States in the 
West and the Midwest can tell a very 
similar story. We know this is a prob-
lem that is moving eastward. We are 
becoming a producing country for this 
dangerous drug. You can get the for-
mula for producing meth off the Inter-
net, and many of the chemicals to 
produce it can be found in local hard-
ware stores and pharmacies. One of the 
common chemicals used in production 
is increasingly being stolen from 
farms. 

The problem of production and use is 
growing worse. As it does so, it leaves 
in its wake broken homes and ruined 
lives. It is known on the street as 
crank, ice, speed, or meth. However it 
is named, the drug hooks users from all 
socioeconomic backgrounds. What is 
worse, medical experts and law en-
forcement officials point to younger 
and younger users. This is one of the 
most dangerous drugs we have ever 
seen. It is highly addictive, and it is a 
brain toxin. It attacks important func-
tions of the brain, and, over time, pro-
longed use poisons these functions, in 
some cases permanently. The word on 
the street is that meth is a safe drug, 
but in fact it is a very vicious drug. 

The physiological side effects of 
meth include brain damage, heart at-
tacks, and seizures. It can cause insom-
nia and lead to paranoia as well as vio-
lent, erratic behavior. It has made rou-
tine police encounters with motorists 
more dangerous, and it has made inves-
tigating lab sites a risky undertaking. 
This highly dangerous, addictive stim-
ulant disrupts homes, schools, work-
places, hospital emergency rooms, and 
even our courts. Worse yet, the produc-
tion creates toxic waste dumps that en-
danger the environment and public 
safety. 

Much of this problem disproportion-
ately affects rural communities. Even 
in our most urban States, the threat is 
just overwhelming to local resources 
that have to bear the brunt of fighting 
the methamphetamine problem, be-

cause few small communities such as 
we have in rural America can cope with 
the explosion of users, pushers, and 
labs. 

So those of us introducing this legis-
lation—as I said, Senators KYL, 
DEWINE, HAGEL, and KOHL, and I—are 
then introducing this Rural Meth-
amphetamine Use Response Act of 1999 
today because we cannot turn a blind 
eye to this threat anymore. Passage of 
this legislation will move us forward in 
our efforts to protect our children and 
our future from the ravages of meth. 

There are several key areas where 
this legislation will improve our abil-
ity to respond to the threat. 

First, we need to get a handle on 
what the problem is. This legislation 
requires that the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services report to Congress 
on how drug use, and particularly 
methamphetamine use, is different in 
rural versus urban settings. Today we 
can break drug use down into patterns 
by sex, by age, region of the country, 
education, and the type of drug use. We 
have some idea when kids—and they 
are kids—first try drugs. I believe 
there is a more serious problem in 
rural America today than there has 
ever been. Meth production and use dis-
proportionately affect rural areas, even 
in large urban States such as Cali-
fornia. 

Meth is often called the poor man’s 
cocaine, because it is most widely used 
in blue-collar communities, rural 
areas, and small to mid-sized cities. 
Yet our resources and focus tend to go 
to large urban areas, because that is 
where we can more easily document 
the problem. 

After getting a better handle on the 
problem with better statistics on a na-
tional basis from our Secretary of 
HHS, we, second, suggest the Attorney 
General, through this legislation, pro-
vide the Congress with an annual strat-
egy on how to deal with the problem 
systematically and coherently. This 
will establish a benchmark to guide fu-
ture research and action. As part of 
this problem, this strategy is meant as 
a mechanism for tracking both use and 
the proliferation of meth labs. We do 
establish, then, this mechanism to do 
it. This will require the administration 
to relate resources to action. We do not 
see that connection today in a coher-
ent way. 

In addition, the legislation will sup-
port the creation of rapid response 
teams at the Federal level to provide 
language and intelligence-collection 
expertise to communities that must 
deal with foreign-based meth gangs. 

Next, the legislation will increase re-
sources to provide training in meth lab 
cleanup as well as increased funding to 
the Drug Enforcement Agency so it can 
improve assistance for lab cleanup and 
disposal. That is not something a lot of 
States are waiting for the Federal Gov-
ernment to do, but it is being done on 

an ad hoc basis, State by State. In my 
particular case, the State of Iowa has 
set up two teams with the resources to 
help in this cleanup, because it is such 
a dangerous environment. 

One of the problems with meth is we 
have this proliferation of home meth 
labs, large and small. They are toxic 
waste dumps filled with dangerous 
chemicals. Handling these labs requires 
special training and equipment. My 
legislation will create a number of re-
gional training centers to help strug-
gling communities deal with the explo-
sion in meth production. 

The legislation would enhance the 
ability to provide training to local po-
lice and sheriffs to meet this challenge. 

Finally, this legislation will increase 
penalties for trafficking anhydrous am-
monia, one of the major components in 
one method of producing meth, across 
State lines and would provide assist-
ance for research methods for making 
anhydrous ammonia useless in meth 
production. 

The intent of this legislation is to ad-
dress a problem that is growing and 
spreading across the country, one that 
disproportionately affects small and 
mid-sized cities and rural areas. 

I urge my colleagues in this body to 
join in supporting the Methamphet-
amine Use Response Act of 1999 and re-
spond now to this challenge before it 
grows worse and before it spreads any 
further if, in fact, it can spread much 
further. 

I yield the floor. 
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SOCIAL SECURITY AND MEDICARE 
SAFE DEPOSIT BOX ACT OF 1999 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate now 
turn to Calendar No. 152, H.R. 1259, re-
garding the Social Security lockbox 
issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 1259) to amend the Congres-

sional Budget Act of 1974 to protect Social 
Security surpluses through strengthened 
budgetary enforcement mechanisms. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk to the pend-
ing bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on H.R. 1259, 
the Social Security and Medicare Safe De-
posit Box Act of 1999. 

Trent Lott, Spencer Abraham, Rick 
Santorum, Gordon Smith of Oregon, 
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