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Christi Independent School District, the posi-
tion she will soon leave to enjoy retirement. 
During the course of her work here, she has 
supervised some of the most important pro-
grams available at CCISD, those programs 
that work with those who need special training 
because of their age or special circumstances. 

Anita currently oversees the following pro-
grams: Adult Basic Education; Alternative High 
School Center; Summer Training and Edu-
cation Program (STEP); Pregnancy, Edu-
cation, and Parenting; Guidance and Coun-
seling; Instructional Technology; and several 
at-risk programs. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending a special patriot, one who spent 
a lifetime in pursuit of education and teaching, 
Anita Hinojosa.
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Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, public service, 
when performed wisely and well, is the most 
noble of callings. Today I honor a man who 
has been in public service and who performed 
in just those ways. Edward Weiss is retiring 
from the United States Department of Justice, 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, after 
30 years of service. 

In his many capacities with the Department, 
Ed has received outstanding performance rat-
ings from every United States Attorney Gen-
eral under whom he has served since 1981. 
He is well known for his ability to prepare and 
litigate cases. He also coordinated the Crimi-
nal Alien Program for the New Jersey District. 

Ed received his BA degree from Syracuse 
University and graduated from Brooklyn Law 
School. He and his wife Susan have two 
daughters; Robyn, in a pre-doctorate program 
in Religion at Hebrew University, and Karen, 
studying law at George Washington University. 

Ed is retiring to follow his other passions, 
hiking and traveling. He is a dedicated profes-
sional of who we can all be proud. I join his 
many friends in wishing him and his family 
many happy years in his retirement.

f 

HONORING JUSTIN ‘‘JAY’’ 
CAUFIELD 

HON. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ McKEON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 9, 2000

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, today I pay trib-
ute to a very special man. He is a friend, a 
community leader, and an exceptional educa-
tor. His dedication, competence and respon-
sible attitude exemplify all that is right with 
America’s public school system. 

For more than twenty-five years, Justin 
‘‘Jay’’ Caufield has served as a Principal in the 
Saugus Union School District. He has been a 
very active member in the community and in 
the school district. 

Prior to entering the field of education, Mr. 
Caufield served four years in the U.S. Army in 

Special Forces. Mr. Caufield is highly re-
spected by his peers, teaching staff and par-
ents. As a teacher and principal in the Saugus 
School District, Jay Caufield has touched the 
lives and made a difference for thousands of 
students. 

For the past 17 years, Mr. Caufield has 
served as the Principal at Emblem Elementary 
School. As a result of his fine leadership and 
commitment to excellence, Emblem has 
earned both State and National recognition. In 
1995, Emblem achieved the status as a Cali-
fornia Distinguished School. In 1996, the 
school received recognition from the California 
School Board Association by earning the 
Golden Bell award for its highly regarded 
TEAMS program. In 1997, Emblem Elemen-
tary School received the highest possible rec-
ognition by being named a National Blue Rib-
bon School. Under Mr. Caufield’s direction, 
Emblem has continued to excel and uphold its 
high academic standards. 

I want to commend Mr. Jay Caufield for his 
selfless commitment to the students and to the 
entire educational community. His distin-
guished career has been a shining example 
for all.
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The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4205) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2001 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for fiscal year 
2001, and for other purposes.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the Defense Appropria-
tions bill for fiscal 2001. I believe that a strong 
and effective defense system is vital to the fu-
ture of this country. I believe that we must do 
all we can to identify potential threats in this 
new post-Cold War environment and to pre-
pare for the possibility that these threats might 
require a military response. But I question the 
price that this bill is asking us to pay to 
achieve these goals. 

My concerns about this bill have to do with 
priorities. By that, I mean I think the priorities 
among the programs funded in the bill are 
wrong. But, even more importantly, I think the 
sheer size of the bill reflects an imbalance be-
tween military spending and other important 
priorities. 

First, the big picture: At $15.8 billion over 
FY2000 appropriated levels, the President’s 
budget request for defense programs in 
FY2001 indicates the importance of defense 
spending for this Administration. But—not con-
tent with a bill to meet the President’s request 
for $60 billion in weapons procurement as well 
as to fully fund missile defense and other 
major weapons systems—the Republicans 
want more. 

The bill we will vote on today appropriates 
$4 billion more than the budget request, and 
$22.4 billion more than last year’s appro-
priated levels. Along with defense funds pro-
vided in the recently passed Military Construc-
tion Appropriations bill and funds expected to 
be provided in the FY2001 Energy and Water 
Appropriations bill, total defense appropria-
tions this year come to about $310 billion—
more than $4.5 billion over this year’s budget 
request. 

With this defense bill alone appropriating 
more than half of the discretionary funds avail-
able to Congress, it is clear to me that some-
thing is wrong with our priorities. The Presi-
dent’s budget balanced increases in defense 
with increases in funding for education, health 
care, national parks, science, environmental 
protection, and other non-defense programs. 
What the Republicans have done is to in-
crease defense spending even more, all at the 
expense of domestic programs that are so im-
portant to the citizen of this country. 

Second, there are the bill’s own priorities: 
Not only would this bill provide too much, but 
it also would provide too much of the wrong 
thing. 

I can’t support funding F–22 production 
when the Appropriations Committee’s own 
Survey and Investigations staff reported that a 
December 2000 date for beginning production 
is premature, and when the GAO rec-
ommended that six, not ten, planes be built, 
which could save as much as $828 million. 

Nor can I support funding for national mis-
sile defense procurement until the technology 
has been proven and until we’ve come to 
some agreement with our allies as to how to 
proceed. We must not view national missile 
defense as a substitute for arms control ef-
forts. I believe Congress should primarily be 
encouraging further reductions in global nu-
clear weapons, while examining the need for, 
timing of, and feasibility of national missile de-
fense within a global arms-control context. I 
don’t believe that we should be doing anything 
more than examining these questions at this 
time. 

There are some good things about the bill. 
For example, I’m pleased that the measure 
provides a 3.7 percent pay increase for mili-
tary personnel, and that the bill includes im-
portant provisions to revamp the military 
health care system, including restoring access 
for all Medicare-eligible military retirees and 
creating a plan to implement a permanent 
health care program for military retirees over 
65. 

But Mr. Speaker, this bill does not provide 
a balance between our domestic and inter-
national responsibilities. We may be more se-
cure than ever before, but I question whether 
the country wouldn’t be better off if we were 
to invest more in education, health care, and 
the needs of our children. We must remember 
that this nation’s strength comes not just from 
military preparedness, but also from its citi-
zens. Adequate investments in them are just 
as important as protection for them.
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