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they are making the election between 
three basics, shelter, food and prescrip-
tion. 

Yet, we here in the Congress have an 
opportunity to do something about it, 
and we are resisting that. We are re-
sisting that. We say because we want 
safe drugs we want to make sure that 
the pharmaceutical companies can in-
deed afford to provide that. Well, I sup-
port my pharmaceuticals. I am not 
against them, but I am also thinking 
that corporate America can do good 
and do well, not at the expense of sen-
ior citizens. 

The bill that the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) has intro-
duced, that has passed the House, has 
been improved in the Senate, so there 
is no reason to even fear the safety of 
those drugs. 

Mr. Speaker, I just saw a magazine 
article, already the pharmaceutical 
companies are attacking the possi-
bility that these drugs will be unsafe, 
that is a bogus, bogus, bogus claim. No 
one wants to have unsafe medicine. I 
urge this House to do the right thing, 
pass this bill so our seniors indeed can 
have affordable drugs. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN). 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. CROWLEY), for his incredible 
leadership on the issue of reimporta-
tion and getting a fair price for our 
seniors for prescription drugs; all peo-
ple frankly. I wanted to come down to 
the floor today on behalf of my con-
stituents, my constituents in Portage, 
Monroe, and Stoughton, Wisconsin and, 
all the other cities and towns and rural 
areas in my district who demand and 
need affordable, comprehensive pre-
scription drug coverage. 

Mr. Speaker, we are playing election- 
year politics with the health of our 
grandparents, our parents, aunts and 
uncles. We are ignoring the voice of the 
many constituents who have written 
us, me and all of my colleagues show-
ing us in vivid detail their out-
rageously high prescription drug bills. 

Our seniors need prescription drug 
coverage now. They need the passage of 
the bill of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. CROWLEY). They need afford-
able drug coverage now. So no matter 
who you are, where you are or how sick 
you are, you will have the health care 
you need. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) 
for the remarks. I appreciate that very, 
very much. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing I want to 
thank you for the patience and your 
steadfastness, and I appreciate all of 
the speakers who gave their time this 
afternoon on the issue of prescription 
drugs. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to mention 
that this is not only on one side, there 

are Members on the other side who I 
am working with, the gentlewoman 
from Missouri (Mrs. EMERSON), the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN), 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
GUTKNECHT), as well as members in the 
other House. We are all working to-
gether to try to get this amendment 
that has passed here in the House 
passed in the Senate. It was improved 
in the Senate, approved in the con-
ference committees, we have to do it 
now, we do not have much time left. 

We are told we will be out of here in 
a couple of weeks. We need to pass this 
amendment so that seniors can get the 
prescription drugs that they need at a 
rate of 30 percent to 50 percent less 
than they are paying right now. We 
need to pass a patients’ bill of rights, 
and we need to improve upon the Medi-
care coverage that this country pro-
vides to seniors throughout this land. 

f 

REFLECTING ON EXPERIENCES IN 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CANNON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MCCOL-
LUM) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
tened intently to what was just being 
debated, and I have an 85-year-old fa-
ther, I have my in-laws in their 80s. 
And I am very much dedicated and un-
derstand very much the importance of 
providing Medicare coverage and pre-
scription drugs. I certainly favor a pa-
tients’ bill of rights. 

Mr. Speaker, rather than talking 
about those issues today, I have taken 
my 60 minutes of time, which I do not 
get an opportunity to do very often, 
and I will not probably have another 
opportunity ever in this House of Rep-
resentatives, to reflect for a few min-
utes on this institution and on the ex-
periences that I have had here over the 
years that I have had the privilege to 
serve, because I am leaving this body 
at the end of this session of Congress 
after 20 years in the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

This is my last chance to reflect for 
a few minutes to my colleagues. I am 
very much aware of the great impor-
tance of the House of Representatives, 
the People’s body. 

I read a book recently on the life of 
John Quincy Adams, and I know that 
having been the President of the 
United States, having been a United 
States Senator, John Quincy Adams, 
who finished his life in this body as a 
House Member, always thought of the 
House of Representatives as his great-
est experience, most rewarding experi-
ence. 

I can assure anybody that this has 
been a very rewarding experience for 
me in many ways, satisfying prin-
cipally because I have been given an 
opportunity very few people have to 

serve in public office in the highest po-
sitions in this Nation, to make laws, to 
make life better for our children and 
our grandchildren, and to do things 
that many people would like an oppor-
tunity to do but very few people have 
the privilege. 

I thank the voters of Central Florida 
who have given me that opportunity in 
election after election over the last 
several years. It has been something to 
reflect upon the young people that I 
have come in contact with in those 
years. It is my observation that while 
we often talk about our troubled youth 
that most of America’s youth are 
bright and wanting to learn and very 
capable and that, contrary to a lot of 
opinions, the future is bright for this 
country, because we are the greatest 
free Nation in the history of the world. 
Because despite our weaknesses hither 
and yon, we have the greatest institu-
tions of education and family that 
exist anywhere. 

We need to make them better, but we 
need to recognize that our children not 
only are our hope for the future, but we 
have many who are doing very well, 
who are even living with single parents 
at some point, either a mother or a fa-
ther, and despite all of the difficulties 
that there may be in that setting, even 
in the urban areas, in some of the 
worst living conditions in the country, 
young people are succeeding. They are 
learning. They are passing their 
courses. They are getting into posi-
tions of authority later in life. They 
are making their parents very proud, 
and I think they should be. 

But I have seen quite a number of 
young people who have come here in 
this Congress to visit, either working 
in my office as a staff member, work-
ing in the office as a volunteer, as an 
intern, coming in on a high school in-
tern program, making it to Washington 
because they have done an artwork for 
which they are being given some deco-
ration, and in those faces, I have taken 
the most satisfaction, of knowing we 
are transferring to each generation a 
better knowledge of democracy and 
how it works and handing over to them 
a lot more of the keys to keeping this 
country the great free Nation that it 
is. 
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We often do not reflect on how much 
Congressmen do to further that cause 
and our staffs do to further that cause. 
Every year, since I have come to Con-
gress, I have, with one exception, I 
think, the first year perhaps, I have 
had a high school intern program 
where one high school junior from 
every high school in my congressional 
district has come to Washington and 
has spent a week here, has spent a 
week meeting with my colleagues, 
meeting with various executive branch 
officials, having an opportunity to 
really learn what the United States 
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House of Representatives and Senate 
and our government is all about. 

I look back on many of those, and I 
occasionally run into them and know 
each one of them not only learned a 
great deal here but went back to their 
high school and shared that with their 
friends, shared it with their family, 
have actually shared much of what 
they learned here with them in many 
ways and will forever carry with them 
what they learned here in that brief 
week. I also have sponsored a couple of 
pages here on the floor of the House. 
They have been here, some of them for 
the summer, a couple of them for an 
entire academic year. 

I know from observing those young 
people and what they have learned how 
valuable it will be going back into 
whatever walk of life in the future they 
are involved with, in school, in college, 
and in business or whatever, and serve 
their communities better because of 
what they have learned here. 

We also have had a congressional art 
program for many years that Congress 
has sponsored; and in my congressional 
district we have selected, through a 
judging process, the art work of many 
of the high schools. That art work is 
something to behold. I encourage any-
one to go to any congressional district 
art competition when it is held annu-
ally, as it is in most congressional dis-
tricts, and look at what the young peo-
ple are producing, what wonderful tal-
ent they possess. 

The only thing we are able to do with 
our congressional effort is to encourage 
that. Encourage it we do, legislatively 
in certain ways; but we particularly 
encourage it with our competition, 
where we take one high school art 
work out of each congressional district 
where this competition is held, and 
bring it to Washington every year as 
the outstanding work and put it on dis-
play in this Capitol so that the entire 
Nation can see it for a whole year. 

There are many of those works today 
on display in this Capitol by young 
people from the last competition last 
summer, this past summer. 

Each one of those students who has 
gone through the experience not only 
of winning and coming here but par-
ticipating in one of those competitions 
is encouraged in terms of their artistic 
endeavors and encouraged to succeed in 
life and encouraged, in my judgment, 
with those things that are most valu-
able for a young person to have, and 
those are the tools of discipline, self- 
discipline, and confidence that they 
can succeed in whatever they try and 
they work at and really try hard 
enough to do. 

That brings me to the basic point of 
my thoughts today, and that is we are 
a land of opportunity. We are a land of 
opportunity because our Founding Fa-
thers gave us a great Constitution and 
a Bill of Rights and the checks and bal-
ances that go with it; and part of that 

checks and balance system is this elec-
tive body, the 435 Members of the U.S. 
House of Representatives. 

In the process of being this great Na-
tion and land of opportunity, our role 
as legislators is to further the work of 
our Founding Fathers and those who 
came before us, in making sure that we 
properly oversee our government in its 
many facets; that the laws that are 
passed in this Nation ever increase op-
portunities for everybody, equal oppor-
tunities for everybody of all races, reli-
gions, colors, national origins, to be 
able to succeed if they have the kind of 
self-discipline to go forward, give them 
the opportunity, give them the chance, 
encourage them, provide the right en-
vironment for it. 

Now, that may sound broad and we 
deal with specifics out here every day; 
but that is what we are about, making 
life better for the future, providing an 
opportunity for other people to suc-
ceed. 

I have had a lot of experiences here 
with legislation. I have been involved 
with issues concerning the immigra-
tion questions that were greatly trou-
bling our Nation, particularly in the 
mid-1980s. I participated in those de-
bates thoroughly. I am a very big be-
liever, having served on the Sub-
committee on Immigration and Claims, 
in legal immigration. I think that the 
foundation of this Nation is our immi-
grants. We all, in the broadest sense, 
came from somewhere, our ancestors 
did, to this country; and we are truly a 
melting pot, and we need to always re-
member that. 

We need to encourage legal immi-
grants to come here, to contribute, to 
participate, and do it in an orderly 
fashion. 

I am also a big opponent of illegal 
immigration. I think that undermines 
a lot of the values of this Nation and 
potentially undermines, of course, 
what we strive to do for those who 
come here legally to have a better life 
to contribute to our society. 

I did participate in some very tough 
debates over the years, and I am sure 
those debates will continue to go on be-
cause immigration is the heart of this 
Nation. It is a critical centerpiece of 
what has made this Nation great and 
will always make this Nation great. We 
must keep our doors open. We must 
never close those doors. We must al-
ways encourage those who come here 
and give them an opportunity to con-
tribute, and many, many do every day, 
to making this a greater country. 

At the same time, we have to have 
the restrictions on those who would 
come here because the world is not al-
ways the nice place that we like it to 
be, because the economies of the rest of 
the world are not as great as ours and 
to take advantage of it in numbers 
that we could not absorb and assimi-
late properly. It is a balance question; 
it is a question of fairness. 

There are many, many things that I 
have participated in debate over the 
years. I have also had a lot to do with 
issues involving the drug wars that 
have gone on. A lot of people have put 
that issue aside, though I know a num-
ber of our colleagues have discussed 
that from time to time here on the 
floor. I do not think for one minute 
that things are satisfactory the way 
they are. Too many young people are 
using drugs today in alarming num-
bers, cocaine, heroin, ecstasy, a drug 
that is so common in Central Florida 
today on the rave scene that is im-
ported and fabricated. I believe in a 
balanced approach to the efforts to 
stop and discourage the use of drugs. I 
believe deeply that we have to have 
education of our young people; that we 
have to have drug treatment for those 
who get involved to get them away 
from their addiction. But we also have 
to give encouragement to our local 
communities and local law enforce-
ment and what they do; and not the 
least, we must be prepared to put a 
blockade up to stop drugs from coming 
in here from foreign countries that 
come in by the tons every year and in-
vade our Nation. 

Now, there are those who will say 
that indeed, in fact, we can never stop 
the flow of drugs into this country and 
that we should legalize drugs. I will 
say, from having been chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Crime and been in-
volved with this issue a number of 
years, that it is not in the best interest 
of our young people to have that hap-
pen. The youth of this Nation would be 
ill served because the studies show in 
those countries where that has been 
tried the number of young people who 
are and do become addicted to drugs 
has roughly doubled, maybe even tri-
pled. I find that totally unacceptable. 
So while we may pay a price and may 
have to continue to work at it and may 
not always be successful, it is impor-
tant that we continue that work and 
that we do everything we can to do 
things like the Western Hemisphere 
Drug Elimination Act that I was proud 
to have authored in the House a couple 
of years ago to provide the resources to 
discourage the drugs from coming in 
here and to try to do what that bill did 
and set a goal of reducing dramatically 
by 80 percent or more the drugs that 
come here from Latin America, in par-
ticular, but from anywhere in the 
world, because we are flooded with too 
much of that today. 

So I am not leaving this body un-
aware that there are still many prob-
lems unresolved. The juvenile crime 
bill that I worked on a long time, it 
does not appear as though it will come 
out of this Congress in a fashion that 
gets enacted into law this time. I am 
sorry for that. It is caught up with 
other issues that it really unfortu-
nately should not be, but it is. It was a 
bipartisan product, took many years of 
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work; but the problem that underlies 
that bill is still here with us today. 

Despite all the good things I have 
said about young people today, I know 
there are many troubled youth out 
there and we need to do something 
about that. Juvenile crime is a problem 
for a lot of reasons; but it is a bigger 
problem than it needs to be because 
today our juvenile court systems are 
not working as well as they should be, 
and we need to come to grips with that 
fact around the Nation in the State 
legislatures, as well as here in Wash-
ington. 

The legislation that I have worked 
on, and hope that in the next Congress 
successors will succeed in putting 
through, would be something that pro-
vides a grant program to the States so 
that they can provide additional assist-
ance to get more judges into the juve-
nile court system, to have more proba-
tion officers, to have more diversion 
programs, to do the things that are 
necessary to remedy our overworked 
juvenile court system. 

Why is that so important? Well, we 
find in the juvenile crime area that 
many young people who commit these 
crimes do it because they really do not 
think they are going to get punished. A 
lot of that goes back to abasic system, 
a lack of discipline at home or at 
school or wherever else for a number of 
these young people. They do not see 
that if they do something wrong that 
they are going to receive something in 
return that is not very nice. 

Now, much of the time in juvenile 
law, the punishment is nothing more 
than probation with a requirement 
that they do community service; but 
whenever somebody as a juvenile and 
they commit a misdemeanor crime, I 
am absolutely convinced that every ju-
venile who commits that crime should 
receive some form of punishment, some 
form of knowledge that they are going 
to suffer a consequence for doing it. 
That means when this bill is finally 
passed and becomes law, that it must 
contain, for the grant money to be ef-
fective, a provision that says that 
every State who receives the money 
will at the very least require every ju-
venile that is guilty of a misdemeanor 
crime to receive some punishment in 
the juvenile system. 

I think that is very important, and it 
was a bipartisan product when it came 
out of this body this last time; and I 
think that it should be a bipartisan 
product when it finally becomes law. 

One other subject in that realm that 
is unfinished, that troubles me, is in 
the area of our prisons and prison in-
dustries. I have worked on this subject 
for a number of years. I remember 
when I first came to Washington, being 
invited by the late Chief Justice War-
ren Berger to serve on a commission 
that was looking into factories behind 
fences, an effort to try to bring our 
businesses into the prisons of this 

country, State and Federal; to employ 
more prisoners, to gainfully employ 
them in a way that they could learn 
the skills that so when they ultimately 
left jail, ultimately left prison, that 
they would have something they could 
go out into the workplace with and do 
a job and earn a living and not come 
back into the prison system again with 
a high rate of return, which today un-
fortunately exists for virtually the 
vast majority of prisoners who leave 
prison in our Federal and State sys-
tems if they have not gone through 
some kind of prison industry work. 

The sad story is that only about 20 
percent of all Federal prisoners and 
about 7 percent or so of State prisoners 
are engaged in prison industries today. 
We have a huge debate going on in this 
body, and we will continue to have over 
the next few months, in all probability, 
over the question of what they call 
mandatory source preferences given to 
prison-made goods at the Federal level 
where the Federal Government agen-
cies have to give some preference or 
priority to the prison goods that are 
made in the Federal prison system in 
terms of purchase. Now, I personally 
think we ought to phase that out. That 
should not be. On the other hand, there 
is a law that exists that says that no 
goods made in our prison systems in 
this country can be sold across State 
lines. That law has been around since 
the 1930s or so. 

What I envision some day seeing is 
for businesses to come into the prisons, 
not having the prisoners under the 
prison system make goods and compete 
with the private marketplace, but 
rather have the private marketplace 
come into the prison, utilize the prison 
labor, paying a prevailing wage, paying 
a reasonable wage, providing that a 
good portion of that wage goes to pay 
the room and the board to save the tax-
payers money and at the same time 
training the worker, the prisoner in 
this case, with real job skills that they 
can go out in the real world when they 
get out of prison and utilize and allow, 
of course, the business that comes into 
the prison to be able to market the 
goods that they make or the services 
they provide just as they would if they 
were using any other labor. 

We need to get away from the view 
that some seem to hold that somehow 
a prisoner should not work, is not an 
employee, is not a part of the labor 
force. In my judgment, we should re-
turn all prisoners, even while they are 
in prison, to the degree practical, to 
the workforce and it is one of the great 
weaknesses of our society that we fail 
to do that. In the process of failing to 
do that, we have also contributed to a 
lot more crime because people who get 
out of prison without those skills, 
without ever having learned the dis-
cipline of a real job, do not go out and 
find a job and keep it. They wind up, 
instead, coming back to prison. 

In fact, most of the prisoners today 
in our prison system have never held a 
real job. They are young people who 
have been committing lives of crime 
from the very beginning, and we need 
to deal with that. 

So that is one of the areas that over 
the years I have been concerned that 
has not been resolved, and I know that 
as I leave this body I wish my col-
leagues well in being able to complete 
that action in a fair and reasonable 
manner. 

I want to reflect for a moment on a 
couple of things that have been well re-
solved, things that I have had great ex-
periences with in my tenure here, and 
comment as well on what I think 
young people should take away from 
their observations and their studies 
about this body. For one thing, not ev-
erything here is highly partisan. The 
bill I just talked about, the juvenile 
crime bill, although some amendments 
made it into a controversy, was a to-
tally bipartisan bill, as I mentioned. It 
came out of my Subcommittee on 
Crime with every Republican and every 
Democrat voting for it, and it would 
have gone through both bodies had 
there not been some unforeseen cir-
cumstances at a place out in Colorado 
with a shooting that got it caught up 
with a gun issue. 

b 1715 

The reality is that we have lots of 
other bills that are not at all even this 
size where we work together and we do 
not debate much out here on the floor 
of the House because we come to reso-
lutions on them in our own way and 
they come here and they get voted on 
as suspension bills or they are voted on 
with limited debate. Those are bills 
that are often very important. 

One bill that is on its way to becom-
ing law now that affects just my dis-
trict and, in some ways, affects the 
whole State of Florida, the bill that 
makes the Wakulla River in Florida a 
wild and scenic river under our na-
tional system, only the second river in 
our State. In the Florida delegation, 
we often work together, Democrat and 
Republican alike, on bills and legisla-
tion and over the years I have been 
here that are important to our State, 
and those pieces of legislation very fre-
quently are enacted and are enacted 
without, again, controversy and cer-
tainly not partisanship and get a lot 
less notice than they probably should. 
It is day in and day out that those 
things are done. 

For example, every member of my 
delegation from Florida has been 
united over the years in wanting to re-
store the Everglades; fighting right 
now together for the resources to share 
a partnership, the State and Federal 
Government, to restore the Florida Ev-
erglades to its natural beauty and to 
protect our environment. Every Mem-
ber since I have been in this Congress 
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in these years of both Democrat and 
Republican from my State have op-
posed offshore oil drilling off our coast 
because we collectively know the value 
of that pristine beach we have and that 
wonderful water that we have and we 
do not want to destroy the ecosystems 
or to put them at risk. 

Mr. Speaker, I could go on and on 
with lists peculiar to Florida, but I 
could also go on with lists of those 
pieces of legislation where we have 
worked together jointly to accomplish 
good that was not partisan. 

I can remember a bill, one that bore 
my name, back in 1986 that I managed 
to get a challenge from my then chair-
man, Ron Mazzoli, to be able to 
produce in the waning days of the Con-
gress on marriage fraud and immigra-
tion in a way that would not require 
any vote, because it was too late in the 
session. It looked to him, I suspect, as 
though it would be very controversial. 
I was a Republican; he was a Democrat. 
We were the minority in those days. He 
was the chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Immigration, and I knew he favored 
what I wanted to do, but he did not be-
lieve probably that we could accom-
plish the refinement of a fairly com-
prehensive piece of legislation. 

It dealt with the fact that we had a 
lot of people coming to this country 
under false pretenses, coming and 
marrying an American citizen just to 
get here; not because they were really 
in love with them, though obviously 
the American citizen thought other-
wise. As soon as they came here and 
had been married, they became a cit-
izen because of that marriage, and then 
they immediately separated, and the 
person who had been defrauded never 
saw them again, and the person, of 
course, who came here under those 
false pretenses, once they became a cit-
izen, could stay. It was very difficult to 
ever remove them. 

We did work out some provisions in 
the law that provided some remedies 
for this, to give a time delay, a period 
of time where the couple had to stay 
together after they were married and 
demonstrate that their marriage was 
viable; a lot of technical details. But 
that was worked out in a very accom-
modating fashion. I remember working 
with members of the other body of both 
parties; I remember working with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) to make sure that this was 
worked right and the language was 
done. 

Then, disbelieving to many, we 
brought that through the committee 
process by a voice vote; we brought it 
to the floor of the House and we passed 
it without a single dissent. We got it 
passed in the other body, and we man-
aged to get it to the President’s desk 
and get it signed into law in the last 
few days of the Congress, even though 
it was potentially a very controversial 
bill. It was very bipartisan and done in 

a very accommodating fashion, got no 
real headlines. They later made a 
movie about some of the problems that 
one could see from that bill if one did 
not agree with it completely, and I cer-
tainly did for reasons of policy I stated, 
called Green Card. 

I am proud of that bill, not just be-
cause it was a bill that I passed with 
my name on it, but because it rep-
resents the kind of bipartisan work 
that goes on every day here in this 
House of Representatives that many in 
the public never see, because they are 
focused on the big debates about the 
budget, about health care, about things 
that we do have partisan differences 
on, because some of us in each of our 
parties come from a different perspec-
tive on the role of government. I will 
address that in a moment as well. 

Having said that, I want young peo-
ple to look at this body and look at the 
tenure of service and hopefully be en-
couraged to participate. They need to 
study history, they need to learn their 
courses in school, and then as many as 
we can possibly get to be involved, we 
need to get them involved; not just to 
run for public office, not just to be a 
Congressman, though I hope many of 
them would do that some day, or try to 
do that, but because we need them in-
volved in the communities, in the 
clubs, in the churches, in the commu-
nity organizations, in helping other 
people who might run for the school 
board or other offices, and just by 
being a good citizen in whatever busi-
ness or whatever they do in life by pay-
ing attention to the debates that go on 
and in making educated value judg-
ments about those things that are im-
portant to making this Nation the 
great Nation it is today and keeping it 
that way. 

It is, I am convinced, the word of 
mouth of those who really do pay at-
tention that makes a difference in the 
elections and in the process of free gov-
ernment we have every year. All too 
few actually become educated in that 
sense. We need to encourage a whole 
lot more. And, in that process, I am re-
minded of having seen an editorial re-
cently in the Tampa Tribune news-
paper about a test that was given a few 
years ago in Salina, Kansas, 1995, if my 
recollection is correct, to eighth grad-
ers. They had to pass 44 questions in 
order to go from the eighth grade to 
the ninth grade. There were only 20 of 
them reproduced in the paper. I am not 
going to recite all of them today, but 
several of those questions dealt with 
specific dates in American history, 
dealt with being able to identify what 
happened on that date that was impor-
tant, dealt with things in history, dealt 
with things in the English language 
which today, seemingly, is lost in 
many of our schools and among many 
of our children and young people that I 
come in contact with. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to revisit that. 
We need not only to have the sciences 

do well and all of our schools be im-
proved around this country for pur-
poses of continuing the great revolu-
tion in industry and high technology 
we have, but we need young people to 
also study the arts and literature and 
know the language and know history 
and know it well, because history does, 
as many have said, repeat itself. If one 
does not know the pitfalls of history, 
one will make those mistakes over 
again in the next generation or the 
generation after that. 

History is not something well known. 
There are many other examples of that 
in current media reports about history 
tests that college students do not pass 
or could not pass on very simple, basic 
knowledge of American history, let 
alone world history. 

Mr. Speaker, when I think about 
young people, I do not just think about 
the need for more history, I also think 
about the fact that when I have seen 
them come here to work, all too fre-
quently for many years, they have not 
had the skills in the English language 
that we need, or that they really need. 
And as we live in a computer age, it is 
all too easy to use ‘‘spell check’’ and 
not actually know how to spell the 
word, or to leave it to somebody else 
while you are doing creative writing 
and not know punctuation. It is impor-
tant when one comes to be a legislative 
aide and in many other endeavors in 
life to be able to write a letter, to be 
able to write a paragraph, to have the 
analytical skills to be able to under-
stand what you are reading, and to 
then interpret it and put it on paper in 
some simplified form. That is very im-
portant in our government, and it is 
certainly important still today in 
many businesses. 

That is not a skill that many young 
people are learning today, unfortu-
nately. I would suggest that the best 
education that any young person can 
have for coming to work in a congres-
sional office today is an English lit-
erature degree or a degree in jour-
nalism; in those subject matters where 
they have an intense exposure to learn-
ing writing skills, verbal skills, and the 
ability to communicate, and analytical 
skills that go with that. One does not 
have to be a lawyer to be a Congress-
man, one can certainly be a doctor, and 
we have several who are. One can be 
anything in the walk of life, which is 
the beauty of our Nation. So I am not 
suggesting that everybody have an 
English degree or everybody have a 
journalism degree that comes to Con-
gress or works here, but I am sug-
gesting that whether one gets a degree 
in it or not that you learn it as young 
people, that you really work at it, that 
you do not take it for granted that we 
do not pass by it because your teachers 
may not have emphasized it the same 
way they would have years ago, espe-
cially grammar and how you write 
paragraphs and you analyze and write 
whole compositions. 
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It is far more important than many 

seem to think it is today. As a skill, if 
we have lost it, and we need it every 
day, it seems to me that we can never 
fully make up, and it is affecting us in 
ways that are harder to describe or to 
discern than sometimes measuring the 
lack of a particular skill for doing a 
scientific job or a particular work 
place skill. 

So that is an observation that I 
would like to leave with my colleagues 
as they encourage young people in the 
future, and as I am doing and have 
done in the years that I have been here 
in their interest in government to be 
involved. Be involved with history, be 
involved in studying, learning about 
everything you can. One of the greatest 
attributes for anybody serving here is a 
general knowledge and an interest in 
everything. I know I have that. I am 
curious. I am always curious about 
something. I want to know the answer 
to this or the answer to that. I cannot 
know everything; I am very dependent 
on my staff. I do not know always the 
answers to everything, but I learn, and 
I work very hard at it. But I need those 
skills and I need my staff to have the 
skills to be able to discern these things 
and to discern the answers as best as 
we possibly can quickly, accurately, 
and to be able to communicate them. 

When it comes to the matters of pub-
lic life too, I know that a lot of people 
think people around here make deals 
all the time, and I suppose there are 
some. But the other part of govern-
ment that is so impressive to me at the 
House of Representatives is how many 
honorable people serve here, how many 
very dedicated people there are here. 
We always hear about the exceptions, 
and I guess that gets publicized, and 
occasionally someone writes an article 
about just that, that there are very few 
of those in comparison to the 435 House 
Members and 100 of the other body, but 
I can say that it is a high degree of 
competence that is here and some very 
fine people that are the rule and that 
are the norm. 

In that process, we have worked to-
gether on the legislative side of this, 
but it also makes for a body that we 
call collegial, and that simply means 
that we get along really better than 
people imagine. We have had great de-
bates, like over the impeachment of 
the President of the United States. 

People often wonder, are you really 
angry at the other fellow? You are hav-
ing a big argument over it. The answer 
is no. After the debate is finished, I 
know of rare instances, extraordinarily 
rare instances where that anger carries 
over. Individuals get along amongst 
themselves in professional ways, and 
we learn to disagree agreeably, and we 
do have to do that. That is an impor-
tant skill to have in life, to be able to 
make the argument, to be able to make 
the case. Above all else, you do not 
compromise principle, integrity, char-

acter; principle, must be there. It is 
important that our leaders possess 
those qualities and that our young peo-
ple carry that forward. 

Those were the qualities of our 
Founding Fathers. Those are the quali-
ties necessary for a republic to succeed. 
A representative government is very 
dependent on those qualities. As we 
look at all of those things that we ad-
mire in people, I would suggest one of 
those that we admire the most is peo-
ple who are of independent judgment; 
who, while we might not always agree 
with them, we do know where they 
stand, and we know that they mean 
what they say and they say what they 
mean. I think those are qualities that 
those who possess them serve the pub-
lic better than otherwise would be, and 
you would find it remarkable how 
many people actually possess those 
qualities that serve here, but often are 
not recognized for one reason or an-
other. 

In speaking of this body too, I cannot 
help but reflect on ways other than leg-
islative that this body can accomplish 
many good things. I know that all of us 
in our districts are involved with help-
ing people every day through our case-
work staff, helping them to resolve 
matters of great concern with the Fed-
eral Government. I mentioned on the 
floor of this body a few days ago my 
personal staff, and I pay tribute to 
them who served with me and have 
been employees over the years, because 
so many of them have helped people 
with immigration matters, with prob-
lems with the Veterans Administra-
tion, with problems relative to things 
like the tax laws or Social Security or 
Medicare, and because government is 
complicated and the forms are com-
plicated, and I personally would like to 
see them a lot simpler, but because 
they are, there is a need for that serv-
ice. So we do a lot more than legislate 
in that sense, and we do it through our 
staffs and individually every day. 

We also get involved in helping re-
solve issues and matters that are 
greatly important to our districts in 
terms of those things that may not be 
legislative, but are important in public 
policy and in our communities. We are 
looked to to do that as leaders. 

We also have a role in our commit-
tees in particular to oversee the Fed-
eral agencies and the arms of the Fed-
eral Government on the executive 
branch. As we know, our government is 
divided into the legislative, executive 
and judicial branches. We actually 
have some role in the judicial, al-
though they are an independent group 
and they ought to be. But we oversee 
and we have a duty to question and to 
interrogate, to make sure that the laws 
are being carried out the way Congress 
intended, and that we do not have 
fraud and abuse, and that we have peo-
ple who are held accountable. 

b 1730 
I mentioned earlier juveniles in the 

juvenile court system. It is account-
ability that is important there, as it is 
here. It is accountability that is impor-
tant in every agency. Everybody who is 
involved needs to understand there is 
going to be accountability. We cannot 
be the policeman every time, but we 
certainly have a public obligation to do 
that job. 

Then there is one other aspect that 
has been especially appealing to me as 
I have served in this body. I have been 
able, from time to time, to do some-
thing that made this a very rewarding 
place, that went far down a different 
trail than legislative or committee 
oversight or helping my constituents 
on a daily basis. I got involved in this 
endeavor that I think of as the most 
rewarding of my entire tenure here be-
cause I served on the immigration sub-
committee in 1984. I went to Latin 
America, to Central America, when we 
were having a lot of civil disturbances 
there. We had the Contras in Nica-
ragua; we had a Civil War going on in 
El Salvador. 

We think about that as many years 
ago, and it was quite a while ago; but 
the Cold War was still on, the former 
Soviet Union was engaged in trying to 
make the countries south of us become 
Communists in their doctrine and the 
controlling powers in some of those 
governments, and we were very dis-
turbed as a Nation about a lot of those 
things that were happening. I went 
down in part because of the refugee 
problems flowing into Florida and the 
rest of this country as those disturb-
ances occurred. We had a flow of people 
coming here. 

While I was in El Salvador, a little 
tiny country in Latin America and 
Central America, I had an occasion to 
observe what they call the desplazados. 
Those are the displaced people, in 
Spanish, who were displaced off the 
farms. They were not technically refu-
gees because they had not gone to an-
other country; and, therefore, they 
were not treated by the United Nations 
as refugees and there was no aid or as-
sistance coming to them in the inter-
national world. 

So I saw these camps with hundreds 
of thousands of Salvadorans in them, 
and children that had distended bellies 
and diseases and things that we would 
not expect in a modern world, espe-
cially not so close to the United 
States. And I asked the folks at our 
embassy in El Salvador what was the 
problem here. One of the principal 
problems was there were no antibiotics 
in the country and no way to distribute 
them. In fact, they even had a shortage 
of antibiotics in the embassy for our 
own personnel. 

So I came home, not having a lot of 
knowledge about how to do anything 
on that subject, but I remembered that 
during the Vietnam War there had been 
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an effort to get drugs, donated by phar-
maceutical companies, over to Viet-
nam and to the surrounding area. I 
called and inquired of a friend with one 
of those companies and asked if it 
would be possible for the pharma-
ceutical industry to donate free medi-
cines for this purpose into this small 
country. 

I was told that that was something 
that would be very difficult to do. Of 
course, it was possible; but it would re-
quire first and foremost that there be a 
security of the pharmaceuticals, the 
drugs, when they got in-country. And 
in a war zone, which El Salvador was 
considered, that was difficult to 
achieve; and he said, I do not know how 
you would do that, but you would have 
to do that. Second, there would have to 
be a distribution system that would en-
sure that these drugs were going to get 
to these kids and not be put on the 
black market or sent off somewhere 
else, and I do not know how you would 
do that. And, third, as a practical mat-
ter, these pharmaceutical companies, 
like any business, will want tax write- 
offs. They will have to have a 501(c)(3) 
or some other organization that will be 
tax deductible for them to make a con-
tribution, and I do not know how you 
would do that, he said. 

Well, I did not know either, but I re-
membered there was a Kissinger Com-
mission going on at the time and Dr. 
Walsh, who was the head of Project 
Hope, was the head of that. The Kis-
singer Commission was involved in 
Latin America trying to resolve some 
of these differences and had been at 
work for some time. I did not know Dr. 
Walsh, but I called him and asked him 
if maybe Project Hope could do this. He 
was very famous for that. And he said, 
well, I wish I could, but we are spread 
too thin now and I really cannot do 
that. But if you come up with some 
ideas about how you can accomplish 
the goals and meet the criteria that 
the pharmaceutical companies have 
suggested, then I would be willing to 
allow you to have a facility here at 
Project Hope so they could get the tax- 
free benefit of their donations and 
maybe assist you in other ways. 

Well, I did not know what I was going 
to do then; but I thought this was 
something of a light, a little hope, and 
I called a fellow who had given me a 
card in El Salvador who I had met at 
an embassy function while I was there 
for a day or two. He was a businessman 
there whohad migrated to El Salvador 
many years before. I called and asked 
him, because I had his card, and I said 
what thoughts do you have about this? 
And he said well, Congressman MCCOL-
LUM, I was the International Harvester 
distributor in El Salvador. But with 
this civil war going on, there are not 
any needs for my business, I am not 
selling anything, and I have a ware-
house at the military airport and that 
warehouse would be something under 

lock and key that would be absolutely 
secure. So if you bring some drugs 
down here for these kids, we could 
store them there. 

Then he told me that he was a Knight 
of Malta. Well, I did not know what a 
Knight of Malta was. I am not Catho-
lic, and I did not know what it was; but 
he quickly told me that they are one of 
the most famous charitable arms of the 
Catholic Church, and they are busi-
nessmen particularly all over the world 
who get involved in charitable causes. 
He said in many Latin American coun-
tries, and in El Salvador, there are 
clinics with nurses, not doctors, all 
over the countryside that the Knights 
of Malta and the Catholic Church oper-
ate; and if you could get us some as-
sistance and get those drugs here, we 
could get them distributed and we 
could assure that those drugs would be 
brought to those children to use them. 

Well, I thought, wow, this might 
really be doable. So I called Dr. Walsh 
back on the phone, said I am excited 
about this. I am not sure what the 
drugs ought to be, but we can do this. 
He said, if you are going to pursue this, 
I will send a doctor over from Hon-
duras. He will analyze what is needed, 
and we will get that to you right away. 
Not only that, but here is how you go 
about this. Ask the pharmaceutical 
companies if they will donate the drugs 
to a central location, perhaps to your 
city of Orlando; I will donate the boxes 
and how to package it; I will even send 
my son down to help you package it if 
you find the transportation system. 

Well, one thing led to another and, 
by golly, we did that. We actually 
within 4 days, which does not seem pos-
sible, had gone out with a letter to the 
pharmaceutical companies all over the 
country asking for them to make this 
donation, explaining the program that 
we had put in place, got some local 
business people to donate the cost of an 
old DC–3 aircraft we had to charter; 
and within a week, or 10 days at the 
latest, of the time I had been in El Sal-
vador, we had a plane flying to El Sal-
vador loaded with medicines and med-
ical supplies donated free of charge to 
those children in El Salvador, those 
desplazados. 

That actually grew into about a $4 
million program over several years. I 
got an award from the Catholic 
Church, that I believe is the highest 
honor they can give to a non-Catholic 
for humanitarian service, that I am 
very proud of. But even more than 
that, it led to what was later known as 
the McCollum airlift, when we got in-
volved in the Afghanistan period, when 
they had a civil war. And somebody 
said, well, you did that in El Salvador 
and the State Department knew about 
it. Can you do that over here for the 
refugees from Afghanistan who are now 
in Pakistan? I said, well, I do not think 
I can do that. That is a huge number 
over there, and you have a long way to 
go. 

But working together, Democrat and 
Republican, I offered an amendment, 
adopted here one day on the floor of 
the House, to a defense bill that pro-
vided $10 million to provide airlifts all 
over the world to military bases to ac-
quire nonlethal excess military sup-
plies and fly to Pakistan for the benefit 
of the Afghan refugees. There were 
over 100 of those McCollum airlift 
flights over a period of the years from 
about 1986 to 1990, and many of those 
flights had returns to the United 
States with young children on those 
flights who had been injured in land 
mines inside Afghanistan, who had 
come out. We had doctors who donated 
all over this country their time, plastic 
surgeons in particular, to repair many 
of these wounds to make them 
cosmetically presentable again to give 
new life and new hope to those chil-
dren. 

Now, that went on and it is past his-
tory, it is not today; but it is some-
thing that I am prouder of than any-
thing else that I have done as an indi-
vidual Congressman since I have been 
here in this body. And I will never for-
get the opportunity that being a Con-
gressman gave me to do that, to be in-
volved in El Salvador and Afghanistan 
and in other ways. Those are things 
that Congressmen can do, that Mem-
bers of this House can make a dif-
ference with. 

I know others who are here who have 
done that as well. I will not start nam-
ing them, but I know there are many 
who have great humanitarian spirits 
who are in this body and when given 
the opportunity, whether in the minor-
ity or in the majority, makes no dif-
ference, you have the opportunity to do 
things with your public office that you 
just simply would not have if you did 
not take advantage of it and you were 
not in this position. 

So I leave those thoughts with my 
colleagues about the office itself, of 
being a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives. It is an awesome respon-
sibility you are delegated. You are 
elected to represent the people, prob-
ably 600,000 or so people in the United 
States, to come here and devote, but to 
do so many other things. And in that 
process, one who is a House Member 
has an obligation, not a privilege but 
an obligation to the public and to fu-
ture generations not only to conduct 
him or herself honorably, and to vote 
on legislation wisely and in the best in-
terests that you can possibly think of 
for the public as a whole, not some spe-
cial interest group, to vote even on the 
tough votes when you know you are 
right but they may not be popular; but 
you also have an obligation, it seems 
to me, to use the office to further good 
causes. And opportunities do come 
along to do that, both at home in your 
district and in many ways it could even 
be abroad. 

These opportunities I challenge each 
of my colleagues to do who will succeed 
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me. And those who serve now, I know 
many of them are doing things like 
that. And I ask young people who study 
history, who study this body, to reflect 
on the potential that is here for good 
public service of any persuasion you 
might be. 

Now, I want to close by commenting 
a little bit about the present. I know 
that we are in the waning days of this 
session of Congress; that when we have 
an election in a presidential year that 
we have difficulties passing good legis-
lation at the end; mostly getting a 
spending bill or two out and negoti-
ating a big end-of-the-year spending 
bill; but I am still hopeful that in this 
Congress we will produce some of the 
substantive legislation that is long 
overdue. 

We have the opportunity still, if we 
get together and work hard, to produce 
a bankruptcy bill. It is in conference. 
There are some disagreements, but we 
should produce one and we should 
produce the right one and have the 
President given it to sign. 

We have a chance to produce hate 
crimes legislation. I know that some 
on my side of the aisle do not agree 
with me on this, but I strongly believe 
that anybody who commits a crime, a 
crime based solely or principally upon 
the race or the religion or the sexual 
orientation of another person, should 
receive an extra enhanced sentence, 
just like somebody who commits a 
crime with a gun should receive extra 
punishment simply because of that 
crime on top of and in addition to the 
punishment they are going to receive 
for the underlying crime. Obviously, if 
somebody gets the death penalty for 
murdering somebody, that will be the 
ultimate punishment regardless of 
whether it is committed with a gun or 
knife or hate crime or otherwise. 

I find hate crimes particularly egre-
gious because they are crimes not com-
mitted just against an individual; they 
are committed against a class of peo-
ple. They are committed against those 
who are of a certain status. And they 
are done in a way that tears at the fab-
ric of America, that tears at the very 
basic principles of our Nation. 

And I do not think the issue, as some 
have framed it, is an issue about gay 
rights or racial rights or religious 
rights. It is about our responsibility to 
discourage and deter crimes that are 
crimes of violence based on bigotry. 
That is what it is about. And whatever 
your views on other issues related to 
the hard and volatile subjects that are 
conducted to this, it seems to me to be 
a common bond that we should all have 
that we pledge ourselves and find a way 
in these waning days to pass that legis-
lation and put into enactment a Fed-
eral provision in law that enables every 
offense of that nature throughout this 
Nation to be prosecuted and punish-
ment to be meted out in an extra fash-
ion that those proposals would allow. 

I also would like to believe somehow 
that the juvenile crime bill that I men-
tioned earlier could be resolved. I am 
one of those who believe in closing the 
gun show loophole. I have always be-
lieved in that. I brought a bill out here 
on the floor of the House to do that 
once connected with the juvenile crime 
bill, unfortunately. I say that, because 
I know were it not for that issue, we 
would have had that bill passed long 
ago. 

That bill that I proposed was a very 
simple thing that said, look, in the 25 
States or so that have a provision in 
law that provides for the accounting of 
the results of somebody who has been 
convicted of a felony, in those cases, 
whether they were convicted or they 
were acquitted, if their name pops up 
on a computer check, which should be 
done anytime anybody goes to buy a 
gun because I do not think anybody 
who is a convicted felon should be al-
lowed to buy a gun, then in those 
States an instant check could be done 
at a gun show, just like at a gun dealer 
and resolve the question right there. 

In the other 25 States or so that do 
not have those results, they simply 
have a name pop up, you have the 
record and the FBI files in the com-
puter that the person was indeed ar-
rested for a felony, you have to wait 
till the courthouse opens on Monday 
morning, or Tuesday morning after a 3- 
day weekend, and then you call the 
courthouse and find out was it plea 
bargained, were the charges dropped, 
was he convicted, and you will know. 

b 1745 
So I proposed a 72-hour waiting pe-

riod. Three business days is fine with 
me. We did not resolve it that way. We 
had a big battle on the floor over two 
different amendments that had dif-
ferent viewpoints to them completely. 
One of them prevailed and they are 
still fighting in the conference com-
mittee over that. I wish somebody 
would get together and just do the 
common sense thing and let us have 
that bill. 

There are others like that that are 
out here facing us, the Medicare pre-
scription drug issue that is so volatile 
right now and people are debating it, 
and the issue over the patients’ bill of 
rights. We should have legislation on 
those before we go home. 

Those who are our senior citizens, 
and I mentioned earlier at the begin-
ning, I have an 85-year-old dad, I have 
my in-laws that are in their 80s, I know 
the importance of making sure that 
Medicare and Social Security are pre-
served and protected for everybody who 
is retired or approaching retirement 
just as it is today. And for those in-
volved with retirement who cannot af-
ford, which no one who is retired really 
can afford today, prescription drugs we 
need to provide a subsidy through 
Medicare. I do favor Medicare prescrip-
tion drug coverage. 

There is huge debate over the details 
of how we do it. There are several op-
tions on the table about it. I voted for 
one out here a few weeks ago. I think 
that is a good proposal. There may be 
other alternatives that may be good, 
too. We need to resolve that. We need 
to provide that coverage. We need to do 
that in this Congress. We need to do it 
now. And then we need to come back 
after this election after the politics 
wanes and the rhetoric dies down. And 
we need to remember that money alone 
will not solve all the problems, that 
bigger government is not the answer, 
better government is the answer, that 
we can do better with this huge his-
toric surplus that we have with Medi-
care and Social Security and other 
things that we have. 

If we have a $4.5 trillion or so surplus 
over the next 10 years, as many are 
projecting, we should take two-thirds 
of that, use it to pay down the debt of 
this Nation so our children and grand-
children will not have the high interest 
payments that they have to pay. We 
should at the same time preserve and 
protect Social Security and Medicare 
and reform them in the sense of mak-
ing them viable for future generations. 

We should take the other third of 
that huge sum of money, it is hard to 
believe we will have that large a sur-
plus but that is what is projected, take 
that other third, take a substantial 
part of it, not half of it, not a third of 
it, but a substantial part of it and use 
it to rebuild our military that has been 
built down way too far. And the bal-
ance of it we should use to give back to 
the taxpayers who paid it in in the 
form of across-the-board cuts and mar-
ginal tax rates and in the form of mak-
ing a change to completely reform our 
Tax Code to make a real difference. 

I am convinced that we can have a 
simpler, fairer Tax Code and that some 
day, whether it is a flat rate income 
tax or national sales tax, keeping the 
home mortgage deduction, the chari-
table deduction or some variation of it, 
we can actually have a code where we 
can fill out our taxes every year as 
citizens on a single sheet of paper and 
send it in and do away with the Inter-
nal Revenue Service as we know it 
today altogether. 

We have that historic opportunity 
now and particularly after this election 
to do that. It is important for this body 
to consider the ways of doing it. 

If it comes to the debt, we have about 
a $5.5 billion total debt. There is a divi-
sion between public and private debt 
and so on. But the interest on all of 
this, however it is defined, is enormous 
for our children and our grandchildren. 

So while we have the opportunity to 
pay down that debt with no magic and 
a particular date to pay it down, we 
need to pay it down so they will not 
have to pay that interest. And we 
should let them keep the savings from 
that interest. There are those that 
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would propose using that savings to 
put it into some other Government 
program. 

Let me tell my colleagues, that is tax 
dollars for our children. That is inter-
est they should not have to pay. That 
is why we want the debt paid down. So 
we should make sure that when we pay 
the debt down that the interest that 
the children of this country will not 
have to pay in the future goes back to 
them so they can use it as they want 
and not as the Government decides. 

When it comes to Social Security, I 
have said I have had my dad who is up 
in years and my in-laws and I want to 
preserve it today for anybody who is 
retired or approaching retirement, but 
I have a 19-year-old, a 25-year-old, a 28- 
year-old son and I want to see the day 
when they have a better retirement 
system, when they have one where 
they do not have the small amount 
that many have to live on or almost 
have to live on, and in bothcases, those 
who are fortunate enough to have sup-
plemental other income retirement, it 
is great, but I want my young sons to 
be able some day and my colleagues’ 
too to have a system where they have 
savings accounts where they can take 2 
percent or 4 percent of the payroll 
taxes, set it aside, let it be invested in 
a conservative investment and grow for 
30, 40 or 50 years so they will have a 
larger retirement to retire on and have 
a better Social Security. I do not know 
any grandparent who does not want 
that for their grandchild. 

The same is true with all of health 
care. We need choices. Every patient 
should have a choice of a doctor, every 
doctor a choice of the treatment for 
their patient; and everybody in this 
country should have a choice of health 
care plans, whether it is under Medi-
care or whether it is out in the rest of 
the world. We have an enormous task 
to undertake in the next Congress to 
assure that is so. And money pumped 
into ever bigger government programs 
is not the answer. We have got to find 
a way to bring competition into the 
system and choices above all for all 
Americans. 

When it comes to defense, I served 4 
years on active duty, 20 more years in 
the Reserves in the Navy as a judge ad-
vocate general, a JAG officer. I then 
have spent the last 6 years on the 
House Committee on Intelligence. And 
at no time since I first went on active 
duty in 1969 have I seen the morale 
among active duty personnel as low as 
it is today. We need to do something 
about that. There are those that think 
it is not so, but it is. 

We have built down our military too 
far in the last 8 years. We have gone 
from a Navy that had about 540 ships to 
320. We have gone from 18 Army divi-
sions to 10. We have fewer men and 
women in uniform today than we did at 
the time of Pearl Harbor, and we 
spread them all over the world in more 

operational events in the last 8 years 
than at any comparable 8-year period 
in history. 

Is it any wonder morale is low? And 
we are not paying them enough. 

We should never again have a family 
in the military on food stamps. We 
should pay them well. We should put 
the resources we need to rebuild prop-
erly and modernize not all the way 
back up to the Cold War level strength, 
we do not need do that, but we need to 
make it better. We need to improve and 
modernize our service. 

I would challenge anybody to ask 
anybody today they know who is on ac-
tive duty or has a child or relative on 
active duty or any retiree or veteran 
who follows these issues if I am not 
wrong. This is an all-time low in mod-
ern time since the Vietnam War of mo-
rale in our services, and we need to ad-
dress that problem. And we need to 
have a missile defense system. 

And then, with the rest of the ques-
tions on tax law I mentioned earlier, 
there is no reason we cannot have the 
tax laws of this Nation reformed in a 
way that is much simpler than we have 
today and still provide the revenues. 

It strikes me that the first place to 
start is to remember that a few years 
ago, under Ronald Reagan, we had mar-
ginal tax rates that everybody who 
pays taxes paid that were much lower 
than they are today, and that if we 
adopted a cut in all the marginal rates 
across the board and lowered 
everybody’s income tax rates, then we 
would be benefiting mostly those who 
are lower and middle income. They get 
the biggest benefit, not the wealthy 
people, under that proposal but the 
lower-income people who pay the bulk 
of the taxes. That is the first step. 

The second step, then, is to do the 
things we need to do like repeal the es-
tate and death tax once and for all that 
is unfair to small businesses or to 
those who want to carry on and let the 
children inherit the property that they 
worked so hard in their life to do. It is 
almost un-American to have this tax 
the way it is today. And to end the 
marriage penalty. 

Those are things that are simple, we 
all ought to be able to agree on it, end 
the tax on Social Security earnings 
that makes no sense. And I think ulti-
mately to encourage savings and in-
vestment, we should end the tax on 
capital gains and the tax on earned in-
terest and the double taxation on divi-
dends. And the easiest way to do that 
when we have this huge surplus, and we 
have plenty to do what we need to do, 
is to be reforming the whole code and 
go to that simpler code, a flat rate or 
a sales tax or something simple by 
sunsetting the code, getting a commis-
sion, coming to some common under-
standing. That is a challenge for the 
next Congress. 

I would like to close by saying a cou-
ple of things about the overall picture. 

We are a Nation of laws. Big govern-
ment is not what it is all about. We are 
a Nation of better government, and we 
should be. 

I have a friend who used to talk 
about less taxes, less spending, less 
government, and more freedom. Our 
Nation was founded on the principle 
that government’s best is closest to the 
people. The school board is where edu-
cational decisions should be made. We 
have a role to play. But categorical and 
targeted grants are not a good idea in 
many of these cases because they are 
toorestrictive whether it is in edu-
cation or other areas. 

We should look forward to days when 
laws are in place where money that 
comes from the Federal Government 
like the 6 or 7 percent of education dol-
lars are given back in accountability 
grants where improvement of our 
schools and education academic per-
formance is required, but where those 
local school boards and the parents and 
the teachers make the decisions about 
what they do with the money and not 
have to apply for a grant for more 
teachers or a grant for school construc-
tion or whatever and have to follow all 
the rules and the regs. 

We need to simplify Government. We 
need to come down with those rules. 
And we need to get back to basics and 
let local government do most of this, 
county commissioners make decisions, 
school board members make the deci-
sions they can, city commissioners 
they can, State governments where 
they have to, and go back to the prin-
ciples that were so important to our 
Founding Fathers that leave only to 
Congress and the Federal Government 
those things that the States and the 
local governments truly cannot do. 

And that plate is big enough. We do 
not need to add to it. Government is 
big enough. We do not need bigger gov-
ernment. We need better government. 
That is the message I would like to 
leave with this body. 

My tenure here has been a wonderful 
experience. I have had the great pleas-
ure of knowing many of my colleagues 
and others who preceded us very well. I 
have enjoyed my companionship, the 
relationships, the camaraderie, the 
many events I got to attend, the expe-
riences, the things I have learned, the 
chance to learn so much about so many 
things. But most of all, I have enjoyed 
being able to be part of a body that has 
given me the opportunity to really and 
truly contribute to making the life in 
this country and this great Nation bet-
ter for our children and our grand-
children. 

This is the greatest free nation in the 
history of the world. If we keep it 
there, and we certainly can, it will be 
because people like those who served 
with me in this body today continue to 
be vigilant and because the children 
and the grandchildren who do study 
will learn history, do learn English, do 
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their homework in all other areas, and 
continue what they are doing today, 
and that is being the wonderful kids 
that we all know that they are and the 
inheritors of this great Constitution, 
Bill of Rights, and greatest free nation 
in the history of the world. 

I thank my colleagues so much for 
letting me serve. 

f 

QUALITY OF LIFE IN OUR 
ENVIRONMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CANNON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER) is recognized for 60 min-
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
certainly join my colleagues in wishing 
our friend the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. MCCOLLUM) well. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to spend a 
few moments this evening discussing 
elements that deal with our quality of 
life in our environment. 

After a seemingly interminable and 
preliminary process which has been 
seemingly going on since the last elec-
tions 2 years ago, we are now entering 
into the political home stretch. 

As the candidates move past the de-
bate on debate and the skirmishing 
that occurs here on Capitol Hill about 
budgets and health care, there is an 
overarching theme that is yet to be 
comprehensively addressed, the liv-
ability of our communities and the role 
the Federal Government can play in 
making our families safe, healthy, and 
economically secure. 

The long-term implications for the 
environment have raised many areas of 
concern for citizens across the country. 
I find that it is interesting that it is 
not just a concern for college towns or 
for traditional urban centers. We find 
that these are very significant issues in 
areas like the mountain States of Colo-
rado and Arizona and Utah. 

People have been facing development 
and fear the situation is going to dete-
riorate overtime. I would like to take 
this opportunity this evening to dis-
cuss some of those items in greater de-
tail. 

But I would like to begin, if I may, 
by yielding to the gentlewoman from 
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON), 
the delegate from the District of Co-
lumbia. She, I think, has perhaps one 
of the most difficult challenges that 
any of us face, representing the Dis-
trict without a vote, without Senate 
colleagues, and facing some of the very 
difficult environmental and develop-
ment issues. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) to elaborate on some of 
her concerns. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER) for yielding to me. 

That is a most generous gesture and 
in keeping with the special attention 
he has devoted to the capital of the 
United States. He joins us in so many 
activities that we share in common 
with his own constituents. 

I want to particularly thank him for 
joining our bike ride just the other day 
where we are trying to work with his 
livability caucus to make the Nation’s 
capital more livable for people who 
walk and ride and run. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I cannot let the oc-
casion pass without congratulating the 
gentlewoman on leading the pack of 
some 3,500 cyclists just 2 weekends ago 
and a marvelous experience for so 
many people from the Metropolitan 
area, not just from the District of Co-
lumbia. 

I did want to point out that tomor-
row morning, again with the coopera-
tion of the office of the gentlewoman, 
the bicycle caucus is going to have a 
tour of the south waterfront redevelop-
ment and we will be leaving at 7:30 
from the Rayburn horseshoe to be able 
to combine some bicycle work with un-
derstanding some of the development 
challenges that are being faced by the 
District. 

b 1800 

Ms. NORTON. Indeed so. We invite 
Members to join us. I will be riding in 
my skirt because I have a hearing right 
afterwards. I thank the gentleman for 
helping us show off our waterfront 
which we are trying to get in better 
shape. 

I thought I would come to the floor, 
and I appreciate the opportunity that 
the gentleman from Oregon has given 
me, to give a status report to Members 
on important developments in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. I try to give a status 
report every so often. This is an impor-
tant time to do so because it is the ap-
propriation period. 

There are new Members here who 
perhaps think they have been having 
an out-of-body experience because they 
have had to vote on the floor on a local 
city’s budget, on a budget raised in the 
District of Columbia. No, that is the 
way they do it here. They should not 
do it anywhere. Some of you have been 
local legislators. You would never 
abide that in your district. If I could 
get out of it, I would. I think that 
there is going to come a time very soon 
when there will be ways to modify the 
present system. 

I wanted, though, to begin by thank-
ing the chairman of the District sub-
committee, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. DAVIS), and the vice chair, 
the gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs. 
MORELLA), for going with me to the 
Committee on Rules last week to ask 
for the return of the vote to the Dis-
trict of Columbia that was retracted 
along with the votes of the other dele-
gates when the Republicans took the 

majority. As a constitutional lawyer, I 
had written a memorandum that 
showed that even as I had the full vote 
in committees, I could have it in the 
Committee of the Whole, the creation 
of the rules of the House, the Demo-
crats were in power then, by a vote I 
had won it. The Republicans sued us 
and both the District Court and the 
Court of Appeals indicated that this 
was constitutional. 

When the vote was retracted through 
the rules, there were a considerable 
number of Republicans who came up to 
me and said that at least for the Dis-
trict of Columbia, which is third per 
capita in Federal income taxes, if we 
had been severed, they would have 
voted to retain the vote of the District. 
The fact that Chairman DAVIS and Vice 
Chair MORELLA went with me to plead 
for the return of the vote for the Dis-
trict I think indicates that we are deal-
ing here with a matter above political 
considerations, not bipartisan but non-
partisan; but because we are talking 
about the vote, my single vote cannot 
make a difference, particularly since 
the rules require a revote if the dele-
gate’s vote makes the difference. Of 
course no one vote makes the dif-
ference very often. There cannot be 
half a dozen times in the session when 
that occurs. Nothing is lost by the Re-
publican majority should they retain 
the majority. Everything is gained for 
my residents who still are smarting 
under the notion that anybody would 
take the vote while accepting their 
Federal income taxes. 

There are other reasons as well. 
Uniquely, this body assumes the privi-
lege of voting on my local budget; yet 
I have to stand there with no vote on 
the amendments as I had when I had 
the vote in the Committee of the 
Whole, and of course there is the 
unique requirement that every law 
passed by the local city council come 
here to lay over and perhaps to be over-
turned. So in the name of the half mil-
lion tax-paying Americans I represent, 
I ask that my vote be retained, and I 
appreciate the bipartisan support I 
have for that proposition. 

Let me say just a word about the Dis-
trict itself. Its basic health needs to be 
reported to this body because this body 
saw the District go down in 1995. Since 
then, there have been 4 years of bal-
anced budgets plus surpluses. The Dis-
trict came into balance 2 years ahead 
of the congressional mandate. The con-
trol board is sunsetting. Next year’s 
CAFR will report a balanced budget. 
That signals the end of the control 
board. At the same time the city coun-
cil has revived its oversight functions 
so that it is now a full functioning city 
council with all of the vigilance that 
this body, for example, has over Fed-
eral agencies, keeping the new reform 
mayor on the reform path. 

Finally, the school board, which is 
perhaps where the Congress has had its 
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