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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

October 30, 2000

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, October 30, 2000

The House met at 9 a.m.

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 19, 1999,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning hour
debates. The Chair will alternate rec-
ognition between the parties, with each
party limited to not to exceed 256 min-
utes, and each Member, except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or
the minority whip, limited to not to
exceed 5 minutes, but in no event shall
debate extend beyond 9:50 a.m.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) for 1 minute.

——————

PROVIDE FULL FUNDING FOR CON-
GRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS
HIV/AIDS MINORITY AIDS INITIA-
TIVE

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
come to the floor this morning as the
final funding for health care is being
negotiated, to make a final plea for full
funding for the Congressional Black
Caucus HIV/AIDS Minority Aids Initia-
tive, and the increase we are seeking
for Medicaid for the territories.

Mr. Speaker, as HIV infections and
cases of AIDS come under control in
other communities, in African Ameri-
cans and Hispanics or Latinos it re-
mains a major Killer. Eighty-one per-
cent of all new HIV infections are
among African American and Latino
women. Even in minority communities
that have not seen the same numbers,
their fragile health care infrastructure
places them at an extreme risk.

We must fund the CBC request at the
full $5639 million, provide Medicaid for
early treatment, and make a signifi-
cant investment for Medicaid for citi-
zens in my district and the other terri-
tories by funding the request of the

gentleman from Guam (Mr. UNDER-
WOOD) and me.
Mr. Speaker, health care, quality

health care, is a right that we in this
body and the White House must extend
to all.

——
TRIBUTE TO ANDREA AULBERT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
COBURN) is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. COBURN. Madam Speaker, I rise
this morning to remember Andrea
Aulbert, a woman whose life, though
brief, was one of impressive accom-
plishment. Andrea served as the Direc-
tor of Legislative and Legal Affairs for
Concerned Women of America until her
death on July 2 at the age of just 33.

Andrea spent her life in service to
others, from her student days as a
camp counselor in her native State of
Michigan, to her advocacy on behalf of
persecuted Christians in China and
other countries, to her tireless efforts
in her professional career in support of
moral renewal and the sanctity of
human life.

After completing her studies at the
University of Michigan and Valparaiso
Law School, Andrea spent some time in
my home state, Oklahoma, on the fac-
ulty of Bartlesville Wesleyan College.
But shortly after taking a position in
Washington with the Concerned
Women of America, Andrea learned
that she was suffering from a rare form
of lung cancer.

In 1998 she under went a difficult and
risky lung transplant at the University
of Alabama in Birmingham, and within
a few months she was back at work.
This spring, however, her cancer re-
turned, and, again, the wait began for
another transplant operation.

Her last night in Washington was,
ironically, spent at an event given in
my honor. She was excited and hopeful
that evening. She had received word
that she had qualified for an additional
lung transplant.

That surgery was performed a week
later, but, sadly, she did not survive
the surgery. However, her memory
lives on with her family, her friends
and her colleagues, and those of us in
Washington that knew her. The good
that she did in her short life will be felt
for years to come by thousands of peo-
ple who never knew her at all.

That is the definition of a true Amer-
ican hero, Andrea Aulbert.

————

A MORE DANGEROUS WORLD
TODAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. GoOSS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOSS. Madam Speaker, as we
begin this week, we obviously have
many important domestic issues before
this body, and that is entirely very ap-
propriate. The question is being asked,
are we better off in terms of where we

are today than we were 8 years ago,
and I want to focus on a very impor-
tant part of that question that has
been ignored in the debate that is
going across our land, and it is the
question, are we better off in terms of
national security than we were when
the wall came down about 12 years ago?

I think it is very arguable that the
world is a much more dangerous place
than it was at that time, and I think it
is arguable that we are much more vul-
nerable, and, tragically, Americans
have been lost at home and abroad re-
cently, as we know with the Cole, to
underscore that situation.

I know that some of the candidates
have talked about their foreign policy
experience, and I know that Vice Presi-
dent GORE, who has been on watch for
the past 8 years with President Clin-
ton, claims that our foreign policy has
accomplished some good things.

I would take strong issue with that. I
do not think our foreign policy has
been much of a success at all. It has
been characterized by unevenness, but,
most importantly, by missed oppor-
tunity.

Most of our friends think that the
United States of America as the
world’s most important power, most
free country, most successful economy,
is adrift. They are puzzled by what we
are doing and what we are not doing.
Our enemies are certainly taking op-
portunity to score points where we are
missing our opportunities.

I think that when you take a look at
the problems with our national secu-
rity policy, you can fit them very neat-
ly into some categories.

First of all, just starting with our
concern about security at home. The
Clinton-Gore policy record on pro-
tecting our national secrets and deal-
ing with national security has been
nothing short of abysmal, whether it is
the State Department missing laptops,
whether it is the former Director of the
Central Intelligence Agency Kknowing
he should not take home, but taking
home classified information, and mak-
ing it vulnerable for being picked up by
hackers. Things like that are just inex-
cusable.

But we have not vetted all of the peo-
ple who need security clearances, by
any means, and we have put them into
sensitive jobs. We have a long waiting
list, and we are falling down on that
type of thing, whether it the White
House or the Defense Department or
the State Department. Certainly we
have underscored the problem dramati-
cally with the loss of the weapons se-
crets from the Los Alamos labs.
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We have in the Clinton-Gore adminis-
tration seen a cultural disdain for secu-
rity, an arrogance, that we know better
somehow, so we do not have to play by
the rules.

Combat readiness is another area
where we want to take a look at our
national security. Vice President GORE
has made a great deal about rein-
venting government and saving 330,000
jobs. If 300,000 of those jobs have come
out of our defense forces, what does
that say about our readiness? We un-
derstand we have ships going to sea
undermanned. We are cannibalizing
equipment in order to get spare parts.
We are bypassing rotations so our
troops are not getting the necessary
R&R, an opportunity to see their loved
ones. We are cutting corners. We are
cutting corners on training, and sooner
or later, it catches up with us, and,
tragically, it has.

Right now I do not believe that there
is much vision about readiness, and I
think that has been underlined in the
types of readiness that we need to
have. It is no longer navies against na-
vies, dreadnoughts against dread-
noughts at Midway, or carriers and
carriers fleets against carrier. It is now
dealing with things like terrorists and
narcotics cartels, things that affect our
American citizens in deadly and dread-
ful ways.

We have also had some extraor-
dinarily bad judgment in our policies,
whether you start with the tragedy of
Somalia, whether you go on to Haiti,
where we have now seen a grotesque
tragic and expensive failed foreign pol-
icy result. The Balkans are still very
much at unrest. We have much work to
do there, and many troops committed
there, and we have not resolved the un-
derlying problems.

Saddam, if you wonder why the price
of heating oil and price of gasoline at
the pumps is being debated in this
chamber and elsewhere, it is largely be-
cause we have messed up in the Mid-
east so badly and been asleep at the
switch so long under the Clinton-Gore
administration that our policies on en-
ergy have gone adrift and we have been
victimized by others as a result.

Africa, a whole continent that we
have pulled back our capabilities on by
direct order of the Clinton-Gore admin-
istration, is a continent that is torn by
all kinds of carnage and brutality, un-
settled conditions, a breakdown of law
and order, misery and suffering across
the board, and tragically, again, loss of
American life because we were unpre-
pared with the blowing up of those em-
bassies.

These are the kinds of things that I
think we need to think about when we
talk about what we need for the vision
of the future; the right kind of readi-
ness, the right kind of preparedness. I
think that is an important part of this
debate, and I know we are going to be
talking more about it in this week as
we are here.
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REGARDING THE ARMENIAN
GENOCIDE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALONE) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to express my deep dis-
appointment regarding the withdrawal
of H. Res. 596, the Armenian genocide
resolution from the House floor.

As it has been said on many occa-
sions, H. Res. 596 is not about the Re-
public of Turkey. In fact, an amend-
ment was adopted in the Committee on
International Relations which made it
perfectly clear that this resolution was
not about modern day Turkey.

Unfortunately, the Republic of Tur-
key decided to make a sense of the
House resolution about the extensive
U.S. record on the Armenian genocide
a litmus test of its relationship with
the United States. I deeply regret that
Turkish officials have opted to use co-
ercion and threats too make their case.

A recent report by the Anatolia news
agency that a Turkish human rights
activist, Akin Birdal, faces charges for
acknowledging what happened to the
Armenian people as genocide, dem-
onstrates the lengths Turkey will take
to deny the truth. Birdal reportedly
made the comment during a recent
conference in Germany, and now faces
the possibility of a 3 year sentence in
Turkey.

In addition to prosecuting this
human rights activist, Turkey also co-
erced a statement from the head of the
Armenian Church in Turkey,
distancing his church and the remnant
35,000 Armenians who still live in Tur-
key from H. Res. 596 and its meaning.

Setting aside for the moment how a
population of some 2 million Arme-
nians has been reduced so catastroph-
ically, is there any doubt in the minds
of any Member that virtually every liv-
ing Armenian in Turkey is anxiously
waiting for the world to acknowledge
the truth about their near total de-
struction or the near total destruction
of their community?

Madam Speaker, is there any doubt
that the statements made by the Ar-
menian Patriarch were made under du-
ress? There is only one place in the
world where an Armenian Church lead-
er cannot tell the truth. There is only
one place in the world where nobody
answers Hitler’s chilling question,
“Who, after all, speaks today of the an-
nihilation of the Armenians?”’ And
that place is modern, secular and
democratic Turkey.

Madam Speaker, I ask what kind of
message we are sending to the Patri-
arch of the Armenian Church in Tur-
key and all others in that country who
are prevented from speaking their con-
science.

I call upon our Ambassador to Tur-
key, who has so forcefully advocated
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against H.R. 596, to immediately visit
the Armenian Patriarch as a show of
solidarity with His Eminence and with
his dwindling Armenian flock.

Madam Speaker, we must remain
vigilant in the face of threats and
those who continue to deny the Arme-
nian genocide. As Van Krikorian, the
Chairman of the Board of Directors of
the Armenian Assembly noted in re-
marks given over 10 years ago to the
Capitol Legal Council of B’nai B’rith,
‘““Make no mistake, those who are de-
nying the Armenian genocide today are
paving the way for those who deny
other genocides and for those who will
undoubtedly plan future episodes of
race extermination.” I will introduce
the remarks of Mr. Krikorian for the
record.

Madam Speaker, I just want to say
that these remarks are as valid today
as they were 10 years ago. I urge all of
my colleagues to reject the ongoing
campaign of denial regarding the Ar-
menian genocide.

[Remarks to the Capitol Legal Council of

B’nai B’rith—Dec. 21, 1989]
FIGHTING DENIAL OF THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

(By Van Z. Krikorian, Director, Government
and Legal Affairs, the Armenian Assembly
of America)

In the spring, you heard a speech from a
Turkish Embassy official contending that
the Armenians did not suffer a genocide be-
tween 1915 and 1923. That contention is pat-
ently false. But, Turkey’s and its agents’ in-
sistence on vigorously pursuing it poses a
frightening threat to all people who believe
in democracy and human rights. Make no
mistake, those who are denying the Arme-
nian genocide today are paving the way for
those who deny other genocides and for those
who will undoubtedly plan future episodes of
race extermination. I am sure you are aware
that Hitler publicly laid the foundation for
the Holocaust by referring to ‘‘the extermi-
nation of the Armenians’ starting, at least,
in 1931 and most forcefully in 1939 when he
commanded his military to show no mercy
by asking: ‘“Who, after all, speaks today of
the annihilation of the Armenians?”’

Those who deny the Armenian genocide are
removing the underpinnings of all human
progress by pretending that nothing exists
which, for whatever reason, they do not want
to exist. This approach is often viewed as po-
litically expedient. But, in the end, it only
aborts the cause of civilization.

This is why I am especially glad to address
you this afternoon and to publicly challenge
the arguments of the deniers. I am also glad
to know that the Holocaust Memorial Coun-
cil has publicly and unequivocally com-
mitted to include the Armenian genocide in
the United States Holocaust Memorial Mu-
seum, a decision which rebukes the deniers
and promotes historical integrity.

Today, I plan to discuss some of the rea-
sons why the Armenian genocide is properly
classified as a genocide and then refute some
of the more popular arguments offered by
the Turkish government and other deniers.

First of all, what does the term genocide
mean? Literally, it means the killing of a
race. An attorney and Holocaust survivor,
Rafael Lemkin, coined the term in 1944 and
then dedicated himself to creating and pro-
moting the United Nations Genocide Conven-
tion. Before, during, and after coining the
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