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being, George Manzanares. George was a re-
cent recipient of the Daily Point of Light 
Award. This award is given to individuals and 
groups that ‘‘make a positive and lasting dif-
ference in the lives of others’’. The Daily Point 
of Light Foundation presents one award each 
day of the year and George is one of only four 
Coloradans to receive this prestigious and well 
deserved award. 

George is being honored with this award for 
his work with George’s Independent Boxing 
Club, which he has run off and on for almost 
two decades. He founded the organization in 
Durango, his hometown, as a way to provide 
children with an alternative way to focus their 
extracurricular activities. The original club was 
shut down in 1981, but because of George’s 
tremendous efforts, he was able to open an-
other club in Ignacio, Colorado in 1994, where 
it now has 17 active members. 

George has always focused his energies in 
bettering his community. His work as the Ex-
ecutive Director of the Southern Ute Commu-
nity Action Program is just one of the many or-
ganizations he has been a part of. Through 
George’s hard work and determination he has 
helped the lives of hundreds of children by 
teaching them healthy lifestyle alternatives. 

George Manzanares’ work, through his box-
ing club and other activities in the community, 
have ensured that Southern Colorado’s youth 
will have an active and successful future. Mr. 
Speaker, on behalf of the State of Colorado 
and the US Congress I would like to congratu-
late Mr. Manzanares on this outstanding ac-
complishment as well as thank him for his 
commitment to America’s youth.
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, today I ac-
knowledge an outstanding educator in the 
Central Kentucky community. Mr. Hobert Hurt 
has dedicated twenty-six years to teaching 
technology at Leestown Math, Science, and 
Technology Middle School. Known as one of 
the founders of the math, science, and tech-
nology magnet program, Mr. Hurt has touched 
and improved the lives of so many throughout 
his years of dedicated service to our commu-
nity. 

Recently, Mr. Hurt was honored as Middle 
School Teacher of the Year for Fayette Coun-
ty. It is obvious that Mr. Hurt has worked hard 
to produce a positive change. His goal to en-
sure that middle school students have the op-
portunity to develop and hone their techno-
logical skills has been realized, as countless 
students are equipped to handle our increas-
ingly technological society by attending the 
school he helped to develop. 

It is a pleasure to recognize Hobert Hurt on 
the House floor today for his superior work in 
the field of education. As Middle School 
Teacher of the Year, our community salutes 
Mr. Hurt for his many years of dedicated 
teaching.
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Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today I express my 
profound disappointment with the Clinton Ad-
ministration’s policies toward Sudan. To be 
sure, there are many good people who have 
tried to implement worthy and thoughtful poli-
cies regarding Sudan during the tenure of this 
Administration. The problem with this Adminis-
tration’s Sudan policy, is that more often than 
not, the voices that should have been heard, 
have not carried the day. 

I have been to Sudan three times since 
1989 and have seen the conditions on the 
ground first-hand. 

Since 1983, the government of Sudan has 
been waging a brutal war against factions in 
the south who are fighting for self-determina-
tion and religious freedom. Most people have 
died in Sudan than in Kosovo, Bosnia, Soma-
lia and Rwanda combined with the civil war re-
sulting in over 2 million deaths. Most of the 
dead are civilians—women and children—who 
died from starvation and disease that has re-
sulted from the dislocation caused by war. 

The government of Sudan routinely attacks 
civilian targets—such as hospitals, churches 
and feeding centers—and uses aerial bomb-
ings to intimidate and kill the southern popu-
lation. In the past few months, several hos-
pitals and schools in the south have been 
bombed by the government, killing numerous 
innocent men, women, and children. 

I wrote Secretary of State Madeleine 
Albright and National Security Adviser Samuel 
Berger on March 22, 2000, about the Govern-
ment of Sudan’s intentional bombings of a 
hospital in the south, enclosing an op-ed piece 
from the Wall Street Journal by Franklin 
Graham. Franklin Graham is the head of a 
non-governmental organization called Samari-
tan’s Purse that operates a hospital in South-
ern Sudan that has been repeatedly bombed 
by the Government of Sudan. Mr. Graham 
wrote: 

‘‘The governments of the world could help 
the southern Sudanese through international 
trade sanctions, military action, and public 
condemnation. Despite empty, halfhearted re-
bukes, the international community has taken 
no meaningful action to condemn the Suda-
nese government. . . .’’

But that wasn’t the first time I’ve written this 
Administration about Sudan. Because of the 
millions of deaths and because of the atroc-
ities that have been committed by the govern-
ment of Sudan, soon after this Administration 
took office in 1993, I wrote to President Clin-
ton asking him to appoint a special envoy to 
Sudan, explaining that: 

‘‘The appointment of a special envoy is es-
pecially timely since the State Department has 
recently declassified powerful new information 
detailing widespread human rights atrocities 
being committed by the military of Sudan. 
Most appalling among these abuses is the Su-
danese government’s practice of kidnapping 
and slavery of women and children from 
southern Sudan.’’

The Administration did appoint a special 
envoy in May 1994, but Melissa Wells held the 

position for only a short time. After some time 
had elapsed without a special envoy for 
Sudan, I wrote the Administration at least 
seven more times about the importance of fill-
ing 

To date, though, their efforts have not led to 
a peace. To bring about peace, the situation 
in Sudan needs the attention of and invest-
ment of time from the President, comparable 
to the efforts President Clinton has made in 
Northern Ireland and in the Middle East. While 
President Clinton has remained silent, hun-
dreds of thousands of people have died. 

This Administration knows that slavery, the 
selling of its own people, is in the government 
of Sudan’s portfolio. The Sudanese govern-
ment has done nothing to stop the slavery. 
Slave traders from the north sweep down into 
southern villages recently destabilized by fight-
ing, and kidnap women and children who are 
then sold for use as domestic servants, con-
cubines or other purposes. This is real-life 
chattel slavery. It exists today—at the thresh-
old of the 21st century. 

A de-classified U.S. State Department cable 
describes this administration’s knowledge of 
this slavery since at least 1993. This cable, 
dated April 1993, which I include for the 
RECORD, states: 

‘‘Credible sources say GOS [Government of 
Sudan] forces, especially in the PDF, routinely 
steal women and children in the Bahr El Gha-
zal. Some women and girls are kept as wives; 
the others are shipped north where they per-
form forced labor on Kordofan farms or are 
exported, notably to Libya. Many Dinka are re-
ported to be performing forced labor in the 
areas of Meiram and Abyei. Others are said to 
be on farms throughout Kordofan. 

‘‘There are also credible reports of 
kidnappings in Kordofan. In March 1993 hun-
dreds of Nuer displaced reached northern 
Kordofan, saying that Arab militias between 
Abyei and Muglad had taken children by force, 
killing the adults who resisted. The town of 
Hamarat el Sheikh, northwest of Sodiri in 
north Kordofan, is reported to be a transit 
point for Dinka and Nuba children who are 
then trucked to Libya.’’

I wrote President Clinton about slavery in 
Sudan on September 9, 1997, saying, ‘‘Mr. 
President, women and children are being sold 
into slavery—real life slavery in Sudan . . . 
And the United States response? Talk tough 
but take no action.’’

On December 3, 1997, I again wrote Presi-
dent Clinton about this atrocity, saying that 
America has to stand up to the government in 
Khartoum. 

The government of Sudan has been on the 
U.S. State Department’s list of countries that 
sponsor terrorism since 1993. One can fly into 
Khartoum and find terrorist groups fully func-
tioning there. The government of Sudan was 
implicated in the assassination attempt on 
Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak. 

On September 9, 1997, after hearing that 
the Administration was considering re-staffing 
the U.S. Embassy in Sudan, I wrote to Presi-
dent Clinton, reminding him that, 

‘‘there has been absolutely no progress on 
terrorism, human rights or religious persecu-
tion . . . The government [of Sudan] is har-
boring terrorists and has done nothing to deal 
with this issue. You say you are tough on ter-
rorism. What kind of signal does this send. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 11:22 Dec 21, 2004 Jkt 079102 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR00\E02OC0.000 E02OC0



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS20374 October 2, 2000
. . . Actions like these further erode my con-
fidence in the administration’s true willingness 
to stand up for human rights and against ter-
rorism. It’s time to do more than talk.’’ 

It has been widely reported from numerous 
sources that the war is estimated to cost the 
government of Sudan $1 million a day. This 
Administration’s failure to prevent the listing of 
PetroChina on the New York Stock Exchange 
(NYSE)—a subsidiary of the Chinese National 
Petroleum Company (CNPC)—will allow the 
Sudanese government unprecedented rev-
enue to conduct its war with the south be-
cause of Sudan’s Greater Nile Project. It is es-
timated that CNPC has invested at least $1–
2 billion in this project, and the Chinese gov-
ernment has also committed to invest some 
$15 billion in other infrastructure projects in 
Sudan, ensuring a long-term relationship be-
tween the countries. 

On September 30, 1999, I wrote Arthur 
Levitt, chairman of the Securities and Ex-
change Commission, that: 

‘‘Oil revenue will . . . allow the government 
of Sudan to buy still more weapons. The gov-
ernment of Sudan has announced publicly that 
it will use the oil revenue to increase the mo-
mentum and lethality of the war . . . Allowing 
the CNPC to raise capital in the U.S. would 
exacerbate the already tragic situation in 
Sudan. It would also make it easier for Ameri-
cans to invest, perhaps unknowingly, in a 
company that is propping up a regime en-
gaged in slavery, genocide and terrorism 
. . . .’’

On November 4, 1999, I voiced similar con-
cern about the proposed listing of CNPC/
PetroChina to Secretary of the Treasury Law-
rence Summers and Secretary of State Mad-
eleine Albright urging her to do what she could 
to prevent the listing of CNPC/PetroChina on 
the NYSE. This Administration, though refused 
to prevent PetroChina’s listing on the NYSE. 

Just recently, the government of Sudan’s re-
peated bombings of international relief agen-
cies operating under the umbrella of the 
United Nations forced the shut down of most 
food aid delivery in Southern Sudan. These 
bombings have been reported in numerous 
press accounts. 

On this Administration’s watch, particularly 
President Clinton’s silence and refusal to 
speak out and to take the initiative in pro-
moting a just peace in the Sudan, there have 
been more killings and more deaths in south-
ern Sudan. 

This Administration’s record on preventing 
the importation of gum arabic from Sudan has 
been spotty. I wrote twelve letters to the Ad-
ministration in which I asked the Administra-
tion to maintain the gum arabic sanctions 
against Sudan. 

While an embargo on gum arabic has been 
in effect by Executive Order since November 
1997, just this year the Administration allowed 
an exemption of a shipment of gum arabic 
from Sudan. Now, the Administration seems to 
be giving Lukewarm opposition to lifting this 
embargo in response to a technical correc-
tions trade bill that included a section that 
would lift the embargo on gum arabic from 
Sudan. This language was buried in H.R. 
4868 (the ‘‘Miscellaneous Trade and Technical 
Corrections Act 2000’’) and very few Members 
of Congress were aware of its presence in the 

bill. I think the verdict is still out on whether 
this Administration will uphold the embargo on 
gum arabic from Sudan, but I received a re-
sponse to my August 4, 2000 letter from Am-
bassador Holbrooke, in which Ambassador 
Holbrooke wrote: 

‘‘The Administration agrees with you that the 
sanctions on the government of Sudan has 
not made progress in rectifying the human 
rights abuses for which those sanctions were 
imposed, and we should not consider perma-
nently lifting sanctions until satisfactory 
progress has been made.’’

Recently I have seen a glimmer of hope in 
what appears to be an effort by the Adminis-
tration to prevent Sudan from becoming a 
member of the Security Council at the United 
Nations. Only time will tell if the Administration 
will be vigorous on this issue and ultimately 
successful in keeping Sudan off of the U.N. 
Security Council. 

Now there are troubling reports of a Chi-
nese military presence bolstering the govern-
ment of Sudan’s grip on the oil fields, yet the 
Clinton Administration has done nothing to 
slow or prevent China’s large role in the coun-
try of Sudan. An article from United Press 
International dated August 30 describes the 
varied reports on Chinese troop levels in 
Sudan and outlines the likely Chinese military 
presence in Sudan: 

‘‘. . . [a State Department] official conceded 
that China has a substantial economic interest 
and a large military sales program in Sudan 
and that Chinese troops have been deployed 
in the north African country . . . an intel-
ligence official following the issue said classi-
fied reports gathered from spies indicate 
China may indeed be planning to deploy large 
numbers of troops to Sudan . . .’’

I wrote President Clinton on February 15, 
2000, about how I think history will judge his 
record particularly on Sudan, unless he shows 
significantly more interest in his remaining 
months in office, saying, 

‘‘Many people have contacted you over the 
years as President about the long ongoing 
tragedy in Sudan. You have done little or 
nothing in response to the killing and slavery 
that has ended or devastated millions of lives, 
women and children included . . . I implore 
you to use some of your remaining time and 
energy on the critical plight of the people of 
Sudan and especially those in the south who 
are daily subject to bombing, starvation, sick-
ness, relocation, slavery, and death. History 
will not judge you well on this because you 
have not even personally shown any interest 
in this.’’

The legacy of this Administration will not be 
that it took decisive and bold action to stop 
atrocities in Africa and in other parts of the 
world. When history is written about this Ad-
ministration, I think historians will say that they 
failed to act when action would have made a 
difference and saved hundreds of thousands 
of lives. Even for something as benign and 
universal as promoting religious freedom, this 
Administration did little, to nothing, to outright 
opposition to the International Religious Free-
dom Act of 1998. 

President Clinton has traveled more than al-
most any other President. He has had first 
hand experiences throughout Africa, more ex-
perience and actual time in Africa than any 

other President. But all of his time only 
amounted to photo opportunities and hand-
shakes, amounting to substance-free public 
relations. 

Because of his time in Africa, he should 
have and could have done so much more. 
The death, suffering, and destruction that has 
occurred over the past eight years needed 
more than a touch down by Air Force One.
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Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I cannot sup-
port the Energy and Water Appropriations con-
ference report. 

As Ranking Member of the Commerce 
Committee and its former Chairman, I have 
generally opposed attempts to legislate on 
these bills, regardless of the substance of the 
matter or the party affiliation of the Member 
proposing such provisions. However, the con-
tinued failure of this Congress to reauthorize 
the President’s authority to operate the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve prompted me to re-
luctantly support the efforts of House Appro-
priations Democrats to attach a simple reau-
thorization of the Reserve to the Energy and 
Water Appropriations bill. I also did not object 
to bipartisan efforts to attach legislative lan-
guage providing the President the means to 
establish and operate a northeast heating oil 
reserve. Both these legislative priorities, which 
had passed the House overwhelmingly with 
the support of the Commerce Committee had 
been and continue to be held up in the Sen-
ate, so we attached these provisions to the 
appropriations bill as a last attempt to ensure 
their enactment into law. 

But the Republican conferees dropped 
these provisions that were strongly supported 
by the American people and, so it seemed, by 
not only Democrats, but also Republicans in 
the House of Representatives. 

Nonetheless, these same conferees found a 
way to retain a legislative provision in the bill 
that benefitted a few companies in the nuclear 
industry. Chairman BLILEY and I along with 
Representative TAUZIN, BILIRAKIS, and OXLEY 
sent a letter to the Speaker objecting to the in-
clusion of this and other provisions relating to 
reauthorization of the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) in the conference report. 
Currently, there are not one, but two bills 
pending before the House that would address 
this issue, and our letter indicated our support 
for having the House consider immediately 
NRC reauthorization under regular order. 
There was no reason to avoid regular order 
and there is no excuse for retaining a provi-
sion that benefits one special interest while 
dropping provisions like the petroleum reserve 
authorization which benefits the whole nation. 

Finally, I would like to point to three provi-
sions in this bill that amend the Department of 
Energy Organization Act, a statute primarily 
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