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trying to do to us what Hitler and the 
Japanese could not do to us with their 
bombs and their armaments in World 
War II, could not do to us what the 
former Soviet Union threatened to do 
with us with their intercontinental 
ballistic missiles in the Cold War, 
could not do to us what foreign powers 
have tried to do to us throughout our 
history. That is to undermine and de-
stroy the sovereignty and sanctity of 
our country. The way they are trying 
to do it is pernicious, it is lethal, but it 
is very quiet. 

I pray that the night will never come 
when we wake up and hear that mil-
lions of our fellow citizens have been 
poisoned by their drinking water be-
cause the software that is supposed to 
detect poison was hacked into. 

I pray that we never wake up and 
hear that thousands of people crashed 
to their death above airports because 
of an intentional violation of our air 
traffic control system. 

I pray that we never wake up and 
find financial chaos, and people with-
drawing their money from our banking 
system because the money they 
thought was safe and the records they 
thought were accurate proved to be 
neither. 

I pray that we never wake up to a 
country where, when we try to call our 
police and fire and emergency manage-
ment personnel by dialing 911, we can-
not get through because someone has 
deliberately interfered with that sys-
tem. 

This is a reality. Now, thankfully, it 
is a reality that our military and our 
intelligence community are preparing 
vigilantly to protect us against. It is 
our job to give them the tools. But 
there is immense preparation that still 
must be done on this floor in legisla-
tion with our resources to both require 
and incentivize our civilian sector to 
meet the same standards of protection 
as our military has met, and then to 
give our military and law enforcement 
the tools to apprehend those who do us 
harm. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my prayer that 
this issue will become irrelevant be-
cause we will be so well prepared, but I 
do not assume that that is the case. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HAYES). The Chair would remind all 
Members to address their remarks to 
the Chair and not the television audi-
ence. 

f 

ILLEGAL NARCOTICS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MICA) is recognized for half the 
remaining time until midnight, ap-
proximately 30 minutes. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I come to 
the floor of the House again at this late 
hour to talk about an issue that I al-
ways try to address the House on Tues-
day nights on, and that is the question 
or problem relating to illegal 
narcotics. 

It has been several weeks. We have 
had some intervening business and 
time away from the House of Rep-
resentatives, but some things have 
happened, and I wanted to report on 
my activities as chair of the Sub-
committee on Criminal Justice, Drug 
Policy and Human Resources. 
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I also wanted to highlight some of 
the reports that have filtered through 
the media on this subject and bring my 
colleagues up to date on where we are 
and where we are going. 

Since I last addressed the House, 
there have been some serious incidents 
in our Nation. One that has sort of riv-
eted and focused the attention of the 
Congress and the American people was 
a situation with a 6 year old killing a 
6 year old. The method was by a gun, 
and all the attention has focused on 
the gun. But like many of the other 
stories about tragedy in our society 
today, they fail to focus on the real 
problem, the situation that led to that 
tragedy. 

In this instance, we had a 6 year old 
who, unfortunately, came from a crack 
house setting. The belief is that the fa-
ther was in jail, a family without any 
normal nuclear bounds, and a situation 
where you had, I believe, a stolen weap-
on. No one focused that the root of the 
problem was, indeed, illegal narcotics, 
drug trafficking, drug addiction, 
crimes related to illegal narcotics. 

I had an opportunity to conduct, at 
the request of Members, a hearing this 
past week when the Congress was in re-
cess, traveled to Sacramento, the cap-
ital of California, and also down to San 
Diego to visit our joint agency task 
force operations in Alameda, California 
to see how our war on drugs and our 
problems with illegal narcotics in that 
area of the country are progressing. 

The story I heard in hearings in Cali-
fornia was as horrible as the death of 
this 6 year old, but magnified many, 
many times in stories of deaths of 
young people that I had never heard of 
and I am sure the American people had 
not heard of. 

We had testimony by a lady by the 
name of Susan Webber Brown on one of 
the occasions of hearing, and I believe 
this was the one in Sacramento. Susan 
Webber Brown, who is involved with a 
program out there to help drug-ad-
dicted families, gave us some incred-
ible and powerful testimony. 

She talked about a 15 month old who 
overdosed on methamphetamine in 
Rancho Cordova. That is a 15 month 
old. A 5 month old tested positive for 
methamphetamine and succumbs to 

death with 12 rib fractures, a burned 
leg, and scarred feet by a methamphet-
amine addict in Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia. Not killed with a gun, but mur-
dered by illegal narcotics. 

She testified to a 13 month old who 
died of heart trauma, broken spine, and 
broken neck by a methamphetamine 
addict. She was also raped and sod-
omized. This was in the California high 
desert. 

Susan Webber Brown testified about 
a 25-month-old Oregon toddler who 
overdosed on methamphetamine. She 
testified to us about a 2 month old who 
dies on methamphetamine, who had 
methamphetamine in her system in 
San Jose, California. 

Another death that we did not read 
about or was not publicized was the 2 
year old who ate methamphetamine 
from a baby food jar in Twentynine 
Palms, California; a 14 month old who 
drinks lye and water from a parent’s 
methamphetamine laboratory, hos-
pitalized permanently with severe 
organ damage in Fairfield, California; 
a new baby who died from mother’s 
breast milk laced with methamphet-
amine in Orange County. 

An 8-week-old, 11-pound boy dies 
from methamphetamine poisoning 
found inside a baby bottle in Orange 
County. An 8 year old watches and 
hears mom die in a methamphetamine 
laboratory in Oroville, California. A 6 
month old overdoses, semicomatose, 
seizing, and hospitalized who drank 
methamphetamine from a bottle. A 4 
year old who tested positive for meth-
amphetamine, beaten and hair pulled 
out by the mom’s boyfriend in Chico, 
California. 

One of the worst stories that was told 
and video pictures presented at our 
hearing was of a young child, a young 
girl who was beaten and tortured by 
her parents who were both on meth-
amphetamine. When they finished 
beating and torturing this child, Susan 
Webber Brown told a stunned audience 
that they basically scalded their 
daughter to death, high on meth-
amphetamine. 

Now, we have heard about a 6 year 
old killing a 6 year old with a gun, but 
we have not heard these stories of ba-
bies even younger being victimized. 
Hidden behind the other stories are the 
facts that this 6 year old, again, came 
from a home setting, if one could call 
it a home, of illegal narcotics. 

I was absolutely shocked by the 
methamphetamine epidemic in Cali-
fornia and the Midwest. I have held 
hearings in Washington, and we have 
talked about it. We have heard testi-
mony here about it. But until one 
hears individuals, visits the locale, and 
sees firsthand the damage that has 
been done by methamphetamines, one 
cannot imagine the damage that has 
been done. 

It is amazing that the President of 
the United States, it is amazing that 
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the leadership of this country, it is 
amazing that the media of this country 
can focus on a tragedy like a 6 year old 
shooting a 6 year old, not focus on the 
root causes of that death and the 
deaths I have cited here. 

In fact, we are now up to 15,973 drug- 
related deaths in this country. That is 
the 1998 count, and the count continues 
to skyrocket. Many of these are silent 
deaths, not making the front page, not 
being discussed in the talk shows or 
the subject of the root causes of the 
death and the tragedy, not coming for-
ward or part of the discussion. But I in-
tend to make it part of the discussion. 

Methamphetamine production, traf-
ficking, and use has increased in our 
rural communities and midsize cities, 
according to a published paper that 
came out January 26 this year. The re-
port stated that lab seizures, the drug 
labs that were seized by the Drug En-
forcement Administration, have in-
creased sixfold in the past 5 years, from 
263 seizures in 1994 to 1,627 labs in 1998. 

We heard testimony, not only in Sac-
ramento, but also down in San Diego 
about methamphetamine. We had law 
enforcement officials who brought 
methamphetamine to Sacramento and 
showed us that methamphetamine. 
They know where most of it is coming 
from or at least part of the main ingre-
dients of methamphetamine, and that 
is Mexico. We know that the largest 
amount of methamphetamine reaching 
our country is coming through Mexico. 

Unfortunately, we have not had a na-
tional strategy in place to deal with 
the problem of methamphetamine or 
other narcotics now coming through 
Mexico. In fact, in the last several 
weeks, this administration has, again, 
certified Mexico. Mexico is now the 
source of nearly 70 percent of the ille-
gal narcotics entering the United 
States. 
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Now, it is a fact that 70 to 75 percent 
of the heroin and cocaine is produced 
now in Colombia, but some 70 percent- 
plus of the hard narcotics coming into 
the United States, the vast majority of 
illegal marijuana, is coming through 
Mexico. 

The United States Government and 
the administration is required under 
our Federal law to certify whether or 
not a country is participating and co-
operating with doing two things: stop-
ping the production and also stopping 
the traffic of illegal narcotics. This ad-
ministration says that Mexico is co-
operating on both accounts. I tend to 
believe that that is not the case. I be-
lieve the administration acted in both 
conflict with the facts and also con-
trary to the intent of the law that was 
passed that requires an assessment of 
cooperation and then gives the coun-
tries who do cooperate trade, finance, 
and other aid benefits from the United 
States. 

So I think, in fact, this administra-
tion has misused the certification proc-
ess, particularly with a country like 
Mexico that is failing to even meet 
minimal requests of the United States 
for cooperation in combating the pro-
duction and trafficking of illegal nar-
cotics. 

In last week’s Washington Times 
there is an article: ‘‘Mexican Ruling 
Party Soft on Drugs, Foe Said.’’ There 
are two major candidates for the Presi-
dency of Mexico and one is a gentleman 
by the name of Vincente Fox. He is a 
Conservative National Action Party 
member. He said that, in fact, the cur-
rent administration in Mexico is in 
league with the drug bosses, to use his 
quote. They have been part of the prob-
lem. They have negotiated with the 
narcos. And many PRI members have 
been jailed for being narcos. 

He went on to say that, in fact, Mex-
ico and this ruling party have made a 
joke out of the certification law. He 
said that this entire process has been 
made a charade by Mexican officials. 
Let me quote him. He said, ‘‘The gov-
ernment’s attitude was making a 
mockery of the annual assessment by 
Washington of efforts by Mexico and 
other countries to combat drug traf-
ficking, a ritual known as certifi-
cation, which is widely resented in 
Mexico. This is just making a fool of 
the United States, and this certifi-
cation business is no use at all.’’ 

He went on to say, ‘‘Each time cer-
tification comes around, the Mexican 
government arrests two or three drug 
bosses, puts them in jail, and acts as if 
it is getting very serious with drug 
trafficking,’’ he said. ‘‘Then certifi-
cation is awarded and the Mexican gov-
ernment forgets about the whole busi-
ness and does not think about it again 
until the following year.’’ 

This is the comment of a gentleman 
who may very well become the next 
president of Mexico and one of the 
leading officials there, attesting pub-
licly as to how Mexico and the current 
government makes it a joke and makes 
a fool of the United States in this proc-
ess. 

I was so pleased, in fact I sent a per-
sonal note to our United States ambas-
sador, Jeffrey Davidow, who just pre-
vious to Mr. Fox’s pronouncement, the 
candidate for the Mexican presidency, 
had the courage to finally be one of the 
first few Clinton administration offi-
cials to tell it like it is. He said, ‘‘The 
fact is that the headquarters of drug 
trafficking is in Mexico, just like the 
headquarters of the mafia is in Sicily.’’ 
Ambassador Davidow was speaking in 
Spanish before a group of alumni of 
Southern California in Mexico City. He 
was very frank. This made all the pa-
pers down in Mexico. 

But even the Mexicans are shocked 
by recent events, which we also looked 
at in our hearing in San Diego, where 
just across the border, in Tijuana, just 

a few days before we arrived there, the 
chief of police, and this was actually 
the second chief of police, was slaugh-
tered in an assassination. A brutal as-
sassination. And again, the second po-
lice chief so assassinated by drug lords 
and drug gangs in that city. 

In fact, Tijuana, which is located in 
the Baja Peninsula, has been the scene 
of not only corruption but now extreme 
violence, with hundreds and hundreds 
of drug-related murders. And Tijuana 
has one of the highest murder rates of 
any city in the Western Hemisphere. 
And almost all of these slaughters are 
done by drug traffickers. Yet this ad-
ministration has certified Mexico as 
fully cooperating. 

I have been a critic and, based on the 
hearings that we have conducted, have 
said that in Mexico, I believe from the 
office of the president, the current 
president, there is no doubt about the 
past president, in fact the past presi-
dent’s family, Salinas, was involved in 
narcotics trafficking and profits from 
narcotics up to their eyeballs and 
packed away hundreds of millions of 
dollars in accounts around the world; 
but even within the current president’s 
office we have had evidence, both pub-
lic accusations and also behind closed 
doors, and information about the level 
of corruption all the way to that office. 

I had said also to the attorney gen-
eral’s office, and I am not saying that 
the attorney general or the President 
of Mexico personally are now involved, 
but within those offices, the highest of-
fices of Mexico have in fact been cor-
rupted. I had repeated that not know-
ing that in fact the headlines would be 
just a few days ago that in a box rented 
to a senior official at the Federal at-
torney general’s office a public servant 
with a modest salary had sitting 
$700,000 in cash. That official com-
mitted suicide some few days ago. Yet 
another example of tremendous 
amounts of money involved in corrup-
tion at the highest level of Mexican of-
ficials’ offices. 

I just read in the last 2 days that a 
legal adviser to the Mexico City attor-
ney general’s office had been found 
strangled in his home, along with his 
two elderly sisters. They said that Sal-
vador Cordero, 64, had apparently been 
tortured before he was killed in his 
home some 30 miles west of the Mexi-
can capital. Again, the rampant vio-
lence in Mexico, that corruption is now 
leading to incredible acts of violence, 
this has raised the concern of both of 
the Mexican candidates for president. 
And we heard the comments of one 
Mexican high official, again a leading 
candidate, and the joke they have 
made out of the process of certification 
that the United States relies on to try 
to enlist cooperation from Mexico. 
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Now, we have not asked a lot from 
Mexico. We have asked that our DEA 
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agents be armed and adequately pro-
tect themselves, the limited number 
that Mexico allows. That still has not 
been granted. We have asked for a sign 
and an executed maritime agreement. 
That still has not been granted. We 
have asked for the extradition of one 
major drug lord from Mexico. To date 
there has not been one Mexican na-
tional drug kingpin extradited to the 
United States. 

So the corruption, the killing goes 
on. The amounts of money in this cor-
rupt process are absolutely astounding. 
Again, we held a hearing that docu-
mented from a former United States 
Customs official that one Mexican gen-
eral had attempted in a sting operation 
to place $1.1 billion in drug profits in 
American financial institutions. 

So the corruption is in the military, 
it is in the President’s office, the At-
torney General and cabinet members’ 
office, in the police, in the States. 

We saw in the Yucatan Peninsula, 
Quintana Roo, which is the Yucatan 
Province, we saw the governor there 
who we knew was involved heavily in 
drug trafficking and immune from 
prosecution because of his status that 
he holds in Mexico. They do not go 
after sitting officials. And a few days 
before he was to leave office, he fled 
the country and has not been located. 
But we know that the entire Yucatan 
Peninsula and the government there is 
run and directed by narco-traffickers; 
and again this all has implications in 
the United States, the methamphet-
amine coming in in unbelievable quan-
tity. 

We had testimony from officials in 
Wisconsin and Iowa, in addition to the 
hearing that I held in California, talk-
ing about Mexican drug cartels oper-
ating in the Midwest bringing this 
death and deadly destruction. 

The effects of methamphetamine I 
had no idea could destroy people in 
such a fashion or cause such incredibly 
savage behavior as we have heard in 
these hearings. 

Now, this is not rocket science. We 
know where illegal narcotics are com-
ing from. As I said, we have Colombia, 
which is the source now of over 70 per-
cent of the heroin and 70 percent of the 
cocaine. It is interesting to note that 
Colombia did not produce at the begin-
ning of the Clinton administration al-
most any heroin. There was none pro-
duced in Colombia. There was almost 
no coca produced in Colombia at the 
beginning of the Clinton administra-
tion. 

But I will be darned if this adminis-
tration, through one bungling act after 
another, could not make Colombia into 
the largest source of illegal narcotics. 
Now, we are talking about producing. 
We know that a hundred percent of all 
the cocaine in the world comes from 
Peru, Bolivia and Colombia. 

Through a program instituted by the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT), 

Mr. Zeliff, some of the others here who 
worked on it in reinstituting source 
country programs, we have been able 
to cut production of cocaine and coca 
in both Peru and Bolivia by some 60 
percent. 

In Colombia, this administration has 
done everything possible to bungle and 
thwart and stop assistance for inter-
national programs to aid Colombia in 
dealing with illegal narcotics produc-
tion and trafficking. They have done 
everything imaginable. And I will de-
tail those in just a minute. But those 
illegal narcotics are coming up in traf-
ficking and now they form cartels with 
Mexican traffickers and they are com-
ing up through the United States. 

We know how this traffic pattern has 
emerged. We also know what works and 
what does not work. I cannot believe 
the media and the garbage that they 
continue to publish and the 
misstatement that the war on drugs 
has been a failure. And it is repeated 
over and over. 

The war on drugs existed in the 
Reagan and the Bush administration. 
The war on drugs was closed down by 
the Clinton administration in some 
very specific acts. 

This chart, let us take just a minute 
and look at the war on drugs. This was 
the trend with Ronald Reagan and 
George Bush, and we saw the long-term 
trend in lifetime prevalence of drugs. 

This is the percentage of 12th grad-
ers, a pretty good indication of where 
we are going on the narcotics issue and 
use of illegal narcotics, going down, 
down, down. This is the beginning of 
the Andean strategy. This is the begin-
ning of the war on drugs bringing the 
military in, the Vice President’s task 
force. And look at what happened to 
the use of illegal narcotics. 

Then we have the election of Mr. 
Clinton. Let me, if I can, quote some 
facts on what took place with the elec-
tion of Mr. Clinton. 

First of all, we have a question of 
international programs to stop illegal 
drugs at their source. That would be 
source country programs. Look at this 
here. Source country programs, inter-
national programs under Mr. Bush and 
previously Mr. Reagan. We had in-
creases in 1993, 1994, 1995. And it does 
take a little while to get a budget in 
place for a new administration and a 
new Congress. We are a little bit ahead 
of the curve. But Federal drug spending 
on international programs was cut 50 
percent during the Democrat con-
trolled Congress from 1992 to 1994. Fifty 
percent of that means to stop drugs at 
their source. What we had been suc-
cessful in stopping drugs at their 
source, they cut 50 percent. 

On interdiction, which is the next 
most cost-effective way to stop illegal 
narcotics is to get the drugs not only 
where they are produced at their 
source, because that farmer is getting 
a few dollars or a few pesos, and the 

most effective thing is to stop the ille-
gal narcotics at the next level and that 
is to interdict them. 

You can interdict them through in-
telligence and provide that intelligence 
to another country, which was part of 
the strategy that we had with the Bush 
and Reagan administrations, very cost 
effective. And then that country goes 
after the plane or the trafficker, what-
ever, and stops it. 

Federal drug spending on interdic-
tion was cut 33 percent during the 
Democrat controlled Congress from 
1992 to 1994. Again, part of the strategy 
to close down the war on drugs. And 
when you close down the war on drugs, 
and you see the chart here, let us look 
at this chart here for a moment, be-
cause you see us getting back up to in 
1999, basically, if you look at dollars 
and use 1991 or 1992 dollars to 1999, we 
are back where we were at the end of 
the Bush and Reagan administrations 
and their anti-narcotics programs. 
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So basically some of the comments 
and one of them that really irritated 
me is a column by Marjorie Williams. I 
do not know who she is but she put it 
in the Washington Post Friday, March 
10, and she said, despite two decades of 
proof that interdiction and tough law 
enforcement will do nothing to stop 
the sale or use of drugs, this is the type 
of trash that the media puts out and 
convinces people that the war on drugs 
is a failure. In fact, the war on drugs 
was specifically closed down. 

Let us go back up to this chart here. 
Go back to this chart here. The Clinton 
administration, go back to 1992, 1993, 
they slashed, first of all, the drug 
czar’s staff from 112 to 27. They cut the 
source country programs, which I just 
cited. If you put another one of these 
dots where they appointed Jocelyn El-
ders as Surgeon General you can see 
another little surge in use. 

In 1994 and 1995, they stopped U.S. in-
telligence information-sharing with 
Colombia and Peru and slashed the 
U.S. military and Coast Guard anti- 
narcotics program. 

Is this showing that that is a war on 
drugs? In fact, they dismantled the war 
on drugs. In 1996 and 1997, they blocked 
the antidrug assistance to Colombia. 
They also distorted the program that 
we have to certify countries as cooper-
ating, decertified Colombia without a 
national interest waiver and blocked 
and stopped the equipment getting to 
Colombia. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HAYES). There being no other Member 
claiming time, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) is recognized for the 
remainder of the hour. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I will try not 
to take that but as one can tell, I am 
just getting warmed up tonight. I do 
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get excited about this issue, Mr. Speak-
er, because it has some incredible im-
pact, not only six year olds killing six 
year olds but thousands and thousands 
of lives lost across this country and 
families destroyed by illegal narcotics. 

We know what works in this effort. 
We know what does not work. We know 
that, again, the Clinton administration 
blocked aid to Colombia and that is 
why we are here in the next few weeks 
and about to pass $1.7 billion, $1.5 bil-
lion, whatever we end up with, in aid to 
Colombia, because the situation this 
administration created by these spe-
cific actions has created such a dis-
aster. This is not something that just 
jumped up on us. This is something 
that was predicted in hearings, and I 
participated in some of those hearings. 

I took out a quote not from me but a 
quote from the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HORN) and he says, ‘‘As you 
recall, as of May 1, 1994, the Depart-
ment of Defense decided unilaterally to 
stop sharing realtime intelligence re-
garding aerial traffic in drugs with Co-
lombia and Peru. Now, as I understand 
it, that decision, which has not been 
completely resolved, has thrown diplo-
matic relations with the host countries 
into chaos.’’ The gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HORN) said this August 2, 
1994, the beginning of the end of the 
situation in Colombia, the beginning of 
presenting this Congress and the Amer-
ican people with a bill for $1.7 billion, 
a direct action of this administration 
to close down sharing that informa-
tion. Not only did they do this in 1994, 
they turned around and did it again, 
according to a GAO report that I asked 
be conducted of the current operations 
the last couple of years in that region. 
I received a report in December, just a 
few months ago, that the administra-
tion, despite the requests of their ap-
pointed ambassador in Peru to in-
crease, again, the surveillance, who 
said that if you do not do this you will 
get more cocaine produced, even 
though the Congress and the Repub-
lican Congress put into effect a very ef-
fective eradication and crop substi-
tution program, in spite of what we 
had done their own ambassador said, 
hey, do not do this again, or do not do 
this in fact; you will have problems. 

In fact, we have seen an increase in 
production because, again, they made 
the same mistake just in the last 24 
months that they made in 1994. We saw 
this coming. We asked them not to do 
it. 

Let me also bring up another head-
line, 1994. How do we get ourselves into 
these incredible situations? This is 
Thursday, August 4, Washington Post, 
U.S. Refusal to Share Intelligence in 
Drug War Is Called Absurd. 

We did it in 1994, we cut off aid and 
assistance. Was this a partisan attack, 
something the Republicans did? I cited 
my colleague, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HORN), a fellow Repub-

lican. These are the comments of ROB-
ERT TORRICELLI who at that time was 
chairman of the Subcommittee on For-
eign Affairs on the Western Hemi-
sphere and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), chairman of the 
Subcommittee on International Secu-
rity, denounced as absurd the adminis-
tration’s argument that current law 
might expose U.S. officials to prosecu-
tion. They distorted the law with some 
liberal interpretations to close down 
information-sharing to stop going after 
drug traffickers, basically sharing in-
formation allowing the other countries 
to, if necessary, shoot down these 
planes. 

There is nothing more effective than 
shooting down drug traffickers to stop 
illegal narcotics. These are direct ac-
tions that got us into this situation 
today. These are the actions that re-
quire a 1.6, 1.7, who knows how many 
billion dollars, to get us out of this pre-
dicament. Colombia produces and that 
area around Colombia produces 20 per-
cent of our oil supply, and if you have 
paid for gasoline lately you can see 
why the source of oil production is a 
strategic value to the United States. 

What is interesting is that, back to 
Mexico for a minute, I received these 
reports from DEA on heroin production 
and they can tell us where heroin is 
coming from on what is called a signa-
ture program. It is almost sort of like 
reading DNA from a blood test, and 
they can tell me almost the country 
and the field that heroin is grown from. 
You have to remember again that the 
policy of this administration allowed 
in 6 or 7 years a country which pro-
duced no heroin, they did not produce 
any heroin, any poppies at the begin-
ning of the Clinton administration in 
Colombia, and this shows now South 
American production, by 1997 they got 
it up to 75 percent of the heroin seized 
in the United States came from Colom-
bia. That is where it is coming from. 
Fourteen percent came from Mexico. 

This administration just certified in 
the last few weeks Mexico fully cooper-
ating. That means they are helping re-
duce production and reduce trafficking. 
Two criteria, reduce production, reduce 
trafficking. I got the report from 1998. 
You have not read about this. No one 
will talk about this. Mexico is up to 17 
percent. Now, simple mathematics will 
say that is a 20 percent increase in pro-
duction. It shows a slight decrease in 
America but we are getting more from 
the country that the administration 
just certified, Mexico; in fact, a 20 per-
cent increase in heroin production in 
one year. 

This, again, does not require a rocket 
scientist to know where the heroin is 
coming from. We know that it is com-
ing from Colombia. We know it is com-
ing from Mexico. We heard it in the 
hearings this past week in California, 
which is also seeing a recurrence and 
proliferation of extremely deadly and 

high purity heroin in addition to in-
credible volumes of methamphetamine. 
This is from the country the adminis-
tration just certified, where corruption 
is so rampant, where the leading can-
didate says, ha, ha, we made a fool out 
of the United States in its own process 
that grants trade, finance, benefits to 
Mexico. 

These are the headlines that we see 
now with a country that the adminis-
tration just certified: Drugs Flood in 
From Mexico. This is not necessarily a 
conservative publication the last time 
I checked, the Washington Post. ‘‘In-
crease in traffic on land and sea alarms 
U.S. officials,’’ and it should alarm 
U.S. officials because the U.S. officials 
are the ones that allowed it to get into 
that situation. 

Let me show this chart. 

b 2340 

This is part of a chart from a report 
that I also requested from GAO. This 
report, given to me just a few weeks 
ago, shows me that assets DOD contrib-
utes to reducing illegal drug supply 
have declined. 

If you look at the red here, these are 
provided by DOD, and these are re-
quested by SOUTHCOM. SOUTHCOM is 
our Southern Command, which is ask-
ing for surveillance assistance, or to 
conduct surveillance, and equipment 
and resources to conduct surveillance. 
Requested by SOUTHCOM, requested 
by SOUTHCOM, 1997, 1998, 1999, re-
quested by SOUTHCOM. This is what 
they got. 

This is a war on drugs by destroying 
any effort to have combat, and to have 
combat the first basic thing you need 
to do is stop the activity at its source. 
Then the next thing you would do is 
get surveillance and information. This 
report told me that the surveillance 
flights declined 68 percent from 1992 to 
1999, 68 percent in surveillance, and 
this shows even less attention by this 
administration to stop drugs at their 
source or do anything about it, and a 62 
percent reduction in maritime activ-
ity, anti-narcotic activity by the ad-
ministration. 

So what you have had is a closing 
down of any semblance of a war on 
drugs, and this is in spite of the fact 
that this Republican Congress, which 
took over in 1995, has done some very 
positive things in trying to restart the 
war on drugs. In fact, we have been 
successful in that effort, which Mr. 
Zeliff and now the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Speaker HASTERT) went down per-
sonally and began the efforts to start 
the eradication of cocaine in Peru and 
Bolivia, and that program has shown 
some 60 to 65 percent reduction in just 
several years. Speaker HASTERT and 
the Republican Congress led an effort 
for a supplemental appropriation that 
put $800 million into the anti-narcotics 
effort. That is where you saw that 
bump up. But even with the money 
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there, the funds are diverted, the re-
ported by DOD tells us, from the war 
on drugs. Even our vice president has 
taken some of the assets I have found 
for surveillance, our AWACS, and di-
verted them to check oil spills in Alas-
ka. 

So the resources that the Congress 
appropriates and tries to get to Colom-
bia, including $300 million of assistance 
which we appropriated a year before 
last October, those assets still have not 
gotten there. 

Most of the money was for 
Blackhawk helicopters which can be 
used for eradication or going after drug 
traffickers in the high altitudes. We 
know where the stuff is grown; we 
know who is trafficking. If you have 
the capability, and the Colombians 
have the capability, just like President 
Fujimora had the capability and went 
after drug traffickers, wiped them out, 
stopped the destabilization, the terror 
in that country, which was also fi-
nanced and run by drug traffickers, the 
same thing can be done in Colombia, 
but we cannot get even the basic equip-
ment we funded over a year ago there. 

Most of that, as I said, was in several 
of these helicopters we have tried to 
get to the national police force there, 
and this administration, in fact, is the 
gang that can’t shoot straight. They 
cannot even get the helicopters there. 
In fact, the helicopters that were sent 
there sat on the tarmac and did not 
have the armoring that could be used. 
In one of the greatest fiascoes of this 
entire effort by this administration, 
they delivered the ammunition that 
should have gone 2 or 3 years ago to 
Colombia to the back door of the State 
Department loading dock during the 
holidays. This in fact is an effort that 
has been a disaster by this administra-
tion. 

Every time I think the administra-
tion cannot bungle anything else, I am 
shocked. I was shocked to have people 
come in from my locale today and show 
me their pre-census mailing that was 
sent out. This administration that runs 
our census, that is a scary thought 
right there, sent out 120 million mail-
ings, and sent out the wrong Zip Code 
on all 120 million of them. One of my 
cities they sent out the wrong name to 
the entire city in Florida. When I think 
that they cannot possibly bungle it any 
further, I am always amazed. 

This is, again, a very sad story for 
the United States, because we have a 
good friend and a good neighbor in 
Mexico, wonderful people. They are 
tremendously gifted. They are hard- 
working, dedicated people, and their 
country has been taken over by drug 
traffickers, and those drug traffickers 
are so emboldened that now they are 
offering rewards and bounties on 
United States agents, $200,000 reward as 
reported by drug traffickers. This is 
how emboldened they have gotten. This 
is from the country that has been cer-

tified as cooperating in this war on 
drugs. 

Again we find this administration, 
the gang that can’t shoot straight or 
get a war on drugs together, in The 
Washington Post, March 13, just a few 
days ago, U.S. officials cite trend in 
Colombia. Lack of air support hin-
dering drug war. 

Well, my friends, there has been no 
drug war, as you can see, since 1993, 
with the exception of what the Repub-
lican majority has been able to get in 
dribbles and drabs and in spite of the 
bureaucrats who have fought us every 
inch of the way, in spite of the admin-
istration who has blocked aid, assist-
ance, ammunition, anything that you 
could possibly use in a war on drugs 
from getting to the source. 

Finally, now the situation has dete-
riorated so that even this administra-
tion is coming forth with a very expen-
sive plan, and it is an expensive plan 
because they made very costly mis-
takes. This is also a repetitive mis-
take, because of lack of air support and 
the surveillance that is so incredible 
for any type of mission, military or 
anti-narcotics mission. And our mili-
tary does not fire or fight in this war 
on drugs or arrest people. They merely 
provide surveillance and information. 
In this case we are not asking for 
United States troops or anyone to go in 
there. We are only asking to get that 
information to countries that are be-
seeched by drug traffickers like Colom-
bia, like Peru, and like Bolivia. 

It is a very difficult situation we 
have been put in. I know there are 
some Members who are concerned 
about expending those dollars in this 
effort. Some are concerned on the Re-
publican side of the aisle because we 
have attempted to spend money on a 
real war on drugs, and every dollar we 
have spent has either been diverted or 
not gotten to the source, or handled in 
such an incompetent manner that 
nothing is accomplished. That does 
bring some criticism from the Repub-
lican side of the aisle. 

The other side of the aisle, we hear 
the human rights concerns. I share 
human rights concerns. Anyone who 
commits human rights abuses should 
be held accountable, and whether it is 
from paramilitary right-wing extrem-
ists, or from left-wing terrorists on the 
communist-socialist side, the murder 
they commit is not justified and should 
not be tolerated. But both of these ac-
tivities I am told are financed in Co-
lombia by narco-terrorists, people who 
are living and also promoting their 
criminal, murderous behavior with the 
proceeds and supported by the profits 
from illegal narcotics. 
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That has destabilized Colombia. 
There have been 35,000 people killed in 
that war; there have been over 800,000 
in just 2 years, displaced as many as 

Kosovo; and Kosovo I do not know has 
imported any drugs or produced any 
drugs that is killing 15,700 Americans 
in 1998 and destroying thousands and 
thousands of lives, so certainly this is 
in our national interest to proceed. 

So I appeal to my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle. I am sorry that it is 
so difficult for this administration to 
learn lessons of what it takes. I am so 
sorry that they have also convinced 
the media that the war on drugs is a 
failure. We, in fact, have doubled the 
amount of money for treatment. We 
need even more treatment. But those 
liberal, the liberal programs, in fact, 
do not work. We know that tough en-
forcement programs, the Rudy Guiliani 
programs. Rudy Guiliani, just stop and 
think about this, took office and over 
2,200 people died in murders in the 
years in which he assumed office. That 
figure was down in the 600 range. 
Tough enforcement works. 

Take another example, the liberal 
Mayor Schmoke who turned his back, 
instituted a needle exchange program, 
had liberal narcotics policies in Balti-
more. Baltimore had 312 deaths, mur-
ders in Baltimore in 1997; they had 312 
in 1998; and they had 60,000 heroin and 
drug addicts in Baltimore; 60,000, one 
in eight a city council member told the 
press, one in eight. Imagine, taking 
that model and imposing it on the rest 
of the United States. Think of one in 
eight Americans under a liberal policy 
for narcotics. We could do that and we 
would have one incredible society. We 
think it is expensive to support 2 mil-
lion people in our prisons; imagine sup-
porting somewhere in the neighborhood 
of 40 million Americans as drug ad-
dicts. It is not a pleasant thought. 

So we know it works. We know we 
can stop drugs at their source. Richard 
Nixon did it; the Chinese have done it. 
We have done it in Peru and Bolivia; 
we can do it in Colombia. We can also 
cooperate with others, even the United 
Nations; and Pino Arlacchi who heads 
the United Nations Office of Drug Con-
trol Policy, the former Italian pros-
ecutor who helped rub out organized 
crime, and who we have worked so ef-
fectively with the last couple of years 
since he took office in stopping the rest 
of the drugs at their source in Afghani-
stan and Burma, in Colombia and other 
countries where we do not have the 
best relations. But a simple plan; not a 
great deal of money needs to be ex-
pended. Because we could put 100,000 a 
year; we could put 500,000 more police 
on the streets, and we will not get it 
all, but we know we can stop it cost ef-
fectively at its source. 

If we do not have tough enforcement, 
it does not work. If we do not have 
tough prosecution, it does not work. It 
is unfortunate that we do have so many 
Americans hooked on illegal narcotics 
and so many have succumbed to the 
philosophy that if it feels good, do it; 
and they have become addicted and 
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victims in this whole disaster that has 
rained terror on the United States and 
so many of our families. 

Mr. Speaker, the hour is late. I hope 
to come back and finish and also up-
date the House on additional informa-
tion we have received, our sub-
committee has received. We look for-
ward to working with Members on both 
sides of the aisle, both in passage of 
this Colombian effort, plan Colombia 
in our efforts to rid our Nation of ille-
gal narcotics and also assist other 
countries in stopping the production 
and trafficking of hard drugs. 

We also look forward to enhancing 
our treatment programs and rewarding 
programs that do a good job and en-
couraging our young people not to take 
the path of illegal narcotics and the 
path of death and destruction of their 
lives. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BOSWELL (at the request of Mr. 
GEPHARDT) for today on account of a 
death in the family. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas (at the re-
quest of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today on 

account of official business in the dis-
trict. 

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today on account of official 
business in the district. 

Mr. REYES (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today on account of official 
business in the district. 

Mr. GONZALEZ (at the request of Mr. 
GEPHARDT) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POMEROY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. POMEROY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. CLAYTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina) 

to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. SCHAFFER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WELDON of Florida, for 5 minutes, 

March 16. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, today and March 15. 
Mr. HUNTER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

March 15. 
Mrs. BIGGERT, for 5 minutes, March 

15. 
Mr. METCALF, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. RAMSTAD, for 5 minutes, March 

15. 
(The following Members (at their own 

request) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, for 5 
minutes, today. 

Mr. SHERMAN, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 56 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, March 15, 2000, at 10 a.m. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports and amended reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for official foreign travel dur-
ing the first, second, third, and fourth quarters of 1998 and 1999, by Committees of the U.S. House of Representatives, and 
for miscellaneous groups in connection with official foreign travel during the calendar year 2000 are as follows: 

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 1 AND 
MAR. 31, 1998 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Caleb McCarry ......................................................... 1 /21 1 /30 Cuba ..................................................... .................... 729.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 729.00 
............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 969.00 .................... .................... .................... 969.00 

Grover Joseph Rees ................................................. 1 /18 1 /25 Peru ...................................................... .................... 1,414.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,414.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,846.00 .................... .................... .................... 2,846.00 

Hon. Alcee Hastings ................................................ 2 /18 2 /21 Austria .................................................. .................... 528.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 528.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,911.69 .................... .................... .................... 3,911.69 

Hon. Doug Bereuter ................................................. 2 /17 2 /21 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,154.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,154.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,110.11 .................... .................... .................... 2,110.11 

Hon. Howard Berman .............................................. 2 /15 2 /21 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,684.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,684.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,265.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,265.00 

Richard Kessler ....................................................... 2 /15 2 /21 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,684.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,684.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,993.00 .................... .................... .................... 4,993.00 

Hon. Bob Clement ................................................... 1 /4 1 /6 Italy ....................................................... .................... 796.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 796.00 
1 /6 1 /8 Macedonia ............................................ .................... 372.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 372.00 
1 /8 1 /9 Azerbaijan ............................................. .................... 346.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 346.00 
1 /9 1 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 170.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 170.00 

Richard Garon ......................................................... 1 /12 1 /15 Syria ...................................................... .................... 751.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 751.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,329.22 .................... .................... .................... 3,329.22 

Michael Van Dusen ................................................. 1 /12 1 /15 Syria ...................................................... .................... 801.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 801.00 
1 /15 1 /16 Cyprus ................................................... .................... 146.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 146.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,789.17 .................... .................... .................... 4,789.17 
Hon. Doug Bereuter ................................................. 1 /7 1 /11 South Korea .......................................... .................... 912.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 912.00 

1 /12 1 /18 Australia ............................................... .................... 1,655.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,655.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,434.00 .................... .................... .................... 2,434.00 

1 /23 1 /25 England ................................................ .................... 300.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 300.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 583.44 .................... .................... .................... 583.44 

Mark Gage ............................................................... 1 /3 1 /7 Kazakhstan ........................................... .................... 944.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 944.00 
............. ................. Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 702.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 702.00 
............. ................. Turkmenistan ........................................ .................... 944.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 944.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,319.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,319.00 
Hon. Amo Houghton ................................................. 1 /2 1 /10 South Korea .......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Eni F.H. Faleomavaega ................................... 1 /6 1 /10 South Korea .......................................... .................... 912.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 912.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,269.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,269.00 
Carol Reynolds ......................................................... 1 /5 1 /11 South Korea .......................................... .................... 1,153.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,153.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,825.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,825.00 
Cliff Kupchan .......................................................... 1 /4 1 /7 Kazakhstan ........................................... .................... 1,014.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,014.00 

1 /7 1 /10 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 772.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 772.00 
1 /10 1 /13 Turkmenistan ........................................ .................... 1,014.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,014.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,319.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,319.00 
Grover Joseph Rees ................................................. 2 /17 2 /20 Marshall Islands ................................... .................... 740.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 740.00 
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