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It has not worked. It does not work. 

And this is the path that we have been 
headed on, as far as Federal policy. 
This is an interesting chart that we 
had the staff make up, and we wanted 
to put altogether in one chart what we 
are doing with treatment. 

People say we are not spending 
enough money again in treatment. 
This line here, this blue line shows 
treatment. It shows that on a steady 
increase we see what has happened in 
interdiction, dramatic decreases. They 
start in the period of the Clinton ad-
ministration, where a Democrat-con-
trolled House and Senate, the White 
House making a policy to cut interdic-
tion. 

These are international programs, 
that would be stopping drugs at their 
source; that is also cut. If we look at 
where we are heading, we are trying to 
get back to the 1992–1993 levels in 
terms of those dollars of that time in 
spending in international programs, 
again, stopping drugs at their source 
and also in the interdiction, getting 
the intelligence information.

If we have intelligence on people who 
are trafficking in narcotics, and it is 
real information, it is accurate infor-
mation, we can go after those who are 
dealing in that death and destruction. 
When we cut that out, we have an in-
credible volume of illegal narcotics 
coming into the United States, and 
that is exactly what has happened now. 

To compound the problem, what has 
happened is our major operations cen-
ter for our illegal narcotics advance 
work for surveillance, going after drug 
traffickers was basically closed down 
last May 1 when the administration 
failed to negotiate with Panama for 
not keeping our military base open, 
but keeping our forward drug surveil-
lance operations operating in Panama. 

General Wilhelm who is in charge of 
our Southern Command. The Southern 
Command overlooks the drug produc-
tion and trafficking zone. General Wil-
helm provided our subcommittee a let-
ter last week and said we are down to 
about a third of our former capability 
prior to the time that we had Panama 
open and the main center of operations 
for forward-operating locations. 

This chart does again debunk that we 
are not concentrating on treatment. 
Certainly, we have put a ton of money 
in treatment. It is doubled as we saw 
from the other one. Where we have lost 
the momentum is going after these 
huge supplies of illegal narcotics, both 
at their source and on the way to our 
shores.
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Now, one of the things that we know 
is where these narcotics are coming 
from. This is not rocket science, it does 
not require a Ph.D. or a lot of study. 
We knew that in 1993, when this admin-
istration took over, that we had 90 per-
cent of the cocaine coming from Bo-

livia, Peru, a tiny bit from Colombia. 
This chart shows Colombia and Andean 
cocaine production. This shows Colom-
bia here, and you see very little pro-
duced, 1991–1992. These figures have not 
been doctored in any way. This is just 
graphing cocaine production in that 
era. Almost none in Colombia, most of 
it was coming from Peru, up here, and 
from Bolivia, about 90 percent of it. 

The former chairman of the com-
mittee, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. HASTERT), the Speaker of the 
House, and Mr. Zeliff, who came in im-
mediately before him and had assumed 
the responsibility for helping develop a 
drug strategy under the new majority, 
said we know where these narcotics are 
coming from. Let us take a few dollars 
and put it in going after the drugs at 
their source. That is what was done in 
1995 by the new majority. 

We targeted three areas, Peru, Co-
lombia and Bolivia. That is because 
those are the only places where they 
produce cocaine. We were able to estab-
lish programs in Peru and Bolivia with 
the cooperation of President Fujimori, 
which this administration has trashed 
recently and who won a legitimate re-
election, and still this administration 
trashed. I can tell you, having gone to 
Lima, Peru, and visited Peru before 
President Fujimori took over, there 
was absolute chaos in the country. The 
production of narcotics was running 
rampant, terrorists were killing and 
maiming in the villages, the City of 
Lima was understood under siege, and 
President Fujimori went after the drug 
traffickers, shot down those that deal 
with death and destruction and drugs, 
and brought that country to the order 
and the prosperity it is now seeing. He, 
in fact, with a little tiny bit of our aid, 
just several millions of dollars, took 
Peru from a major producer down by 
some 50 percent reduction, in fact a 65 
percent reduction is our latest figure, 
in cocaine production in Peru. 

Bolivia, with the help of President 
Banzer, who took over, and we went 
down and discussed these programs, a 
little bit of assistance, some crop alter-
natives so the peasants would be grow-
ing something other than coca, and 
those programs work. There has been 
more than a 50 percent reduction in Bo-
livia of cocaine. 

We pleaded with this administration 
to get aid and assistance to Colombia, 
the other producing area, and on every 
occasion the President blocked aid to 
Colombia; on every occasion the State 
Department thwarted our efforts to get 
even a few helicopters up into the An-
dean region to go after the coca that 
was being produced, and, if you want to 
get into heroin, there was no heroin 
produced to speak of in 1992–1993, the 
beginning of this administration. 

So the direct policy of this adminis-
tration and the liberals in the Congress 
helped make Colombia the producer of 
80 to 90 percent of the cocaine in 6 

years, and probably 75 percent of the 
heroin in 6 years. Until early this 
spring, the President and this adminis-
tration never brought before the Con-
gress any type of cooperative plan to 
deal with the situation in Colombia. 
Unfortunately, now it has caught up in 
the legislative process. 

I call on my colleagues, Republicans 
and Democrats, to bring this forth. 
This plan works. This is not, again, 
rocket science. We can stop hard drugs 
from coming into our borders. We are 
not going to stop all of them, but this 
shows exactly what has taken place, 
and I think one of the most graphic 
portrayals that has been produced from 
our subcommittee.

Again, this should be the ‘‘chart of 
shame’’ for this administration and the 
policies of the other side. This shows in 
1993 the production of cocaine and her-
oine produced in Colombia. 1993, almost 
nothing for cocaine. For heroin, in 1993, 
almost none produced in Colombia. 
Now it produces 75 percent. 

Congratulations to the Clinton Ad-
ministration. This is a great legacy, 
that you have managed to concentrate 
the drug production of two of the most 
deadly drugs in nearly 7 years here in 
one country in which you have blocked 
any assistance. It is an incredible leg-
acy, and, unfortunately, it has resulted 
in a rash of epidemics of the use of 
these, particularly, as I just cited, ac-
cording to the CDC report we got last 
week, among our young people, an in-
credible volume being produced in 
those countries. 

Again, this is not rocket science. We 
know where it is coming from. We 
know heroin is coming out of Colom-
bia, 75 percent being used in the United 
States. We know that by any seizure 
that is done around the United States. 

Madam Speaker, to wind this up, we 
do need a bipartisan and cooperative 
effort. We must learn by the mistakes 
that have been made. We must learn by 
putting together a plan that does work 
and move forward with it. Next week, 
hopefully, we will have an hour to tell 
the rest of the story, as Paul Harvey 
says. 

f 

MOVING THE ACCESSION OF THE 
REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA TO THE 
WTO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, on 
the eve of last year’s meeting of the 
World Trade Organization in Seattle, I 
was joined by 11 of my colleagues in 
this House on a bipartisan basis in call-
ing on U.S. Trade Representative 
Charlene Barshefsky to help move the 
accession of the Republic of Armenia 
to the WTO. Recently the Trade Rep-
resentative’s office provided me with 
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an update on the administration’s ne-
gotiations with Armenia for its acces-
sion to the WTO. In his letter, Trade 
Representative official Richard W. 
Fisher indicates that the United States 
strongly supports Armenia’s WTO 
membership and its integration into 
the world economy. 

Quoting from Mr. Fisher’s letter, 
‘‘Armenia has made impressive 
progress on economic reform and tran-
sition to a market economy under very 
difficult economic circumstances. We 
believe that Armenia’s implementation 
of WTO provisions will facilitate fur-
ther progress towards increased invest-
ment and economic growth and that its 
acceptance of WTO market access com-
mitments will foster Armenia’s further 
integration into the global trading sys-
tem.’’
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Madam Speaker, the letter goes on to 

state that, ‘‘In the last year, Armenia 
has made substantial progress in its 
negotiations to complete the accession 
process, both with the United States 
and with other WTO members. Market 
access negotiations on tariffs, services, 
and agricultural supports are very 
close to completion, and Armenia has 
reported that its efforts to enact legis-
lation to implement WTO provisions 
are also in the last stages.’’ 

Mr. Fisher notes that WTO delega-
tions will meet in July to further as-
sess Armenia’s progress, and that the 
administration shares the goal of many 
of us in Congress that these negotia-
tions be completed as soon as possible. 

Madam Speaker, this is certainly 
very encouraging news. Since achiev-
ing its independence about a decade 
ago, Armenia has sought to integrate 
its economy with its immediate neigh-
bors, as well as with the larger world. 

While Armenia has achieved strong 
bilateral ties with the United States, 
Europe, and other regions of the world, 
unfortunately achieving economic in-
tegration in its immediate neighbor-
hood has proven more difficult, 
through no fault of Armenia’s, I should 
add. 

Armenia’s neighbors to the west, 
Turkey, and to the east, Azerbaijan, 
continue to maintain devastating eco-
nomic blockades. Armenia has sought 
to normalize relations with its neigh-
bors, but has been snubbed. 

Still, despite the isolation imposed 
on this small landlocked Nation by 
hostile neighbors, Armenia endeavors 
to become an integral part of the world 
community through a range of inter-
national organizations, including 
NATO’s Partnership for Peace program 
and the Organization for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe, the OSCE, 
among others. 

What Armenia needs most is eco-
nomic development. Membership in the 
WTO will help Armenia attract invest-
ment and reach new markets under a 
predictable international framework. 

Madam Speaker, economic develop-
ment for Armenia over the longer term 
will be based on that Nation’s ability 
to establish trading networks, attract 
investment, and enact the kinds of free 
market economic policies that foster 
sustained prosperity. 

Armenia’s elected leaders know this, 
but in the shorter term, Armenia still 
needs the kind of assistance that a 
great Nation like the United States 
can provide. In the immediate years 
after independence, as Armenia coped 
with the effects of blockades and the 
destruction wrought by a devastating 
earthquake, there was a crying need 
for direct humanitarian assistance. In 
the years since, the thrust of assist-
ance has shifted to development aid. 

In order to help Armenia achieve 
self-sufficiency, the United States 
must continue to provide develop-
mental and humanitarian assistance. 
We must also use our influence to bring 
about regional integration and con-
fidence-building measures that will 
help Armenia and its neighbors achieve 
stability and become full-fledged mem-
bers of the emerging global economy. 

We must also do more to resolve the 
Nagorno-Karabagh conflict, recog-
nizing the legitimate security and self-
determination needs of the Karabagh 
people. This will create the kind of sta-
bility that lends itself to economic de-
velopment. 

Madam Speaker, I just wanted to say 
lastly this evening that I am encour-
aged by the support that the adminis-
tration has demonstrated in helping 
Armenia’s accession to the WTO. I will 
keep the pressure on the administra-
tion to help in the other areas through 
direct assistance and in fostering re-
gional stability. That will make this 
anticipated accession to the WTO 
meaningful in the lives of the people of 
Armenia. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). Pursuant to clause 12 of rule 
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 32 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

f 

AFTER RECESS 
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The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DREIER) at 12 o’clock and 
10 minutes a.m. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4690, DEPARTMENTS OF 
COMMERCE, JUSTICE, AND 
STATE, THE JUDICIARY AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2001 
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106–684) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 529) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4690) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Commerce, Justice, and 
State, the Judiciary, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2001, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4516, LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2001 
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106–685) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 530) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4516) 
making appropriations for the Legisla-
tive Branch for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2001, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

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. MOLLOHAN) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. ALLEN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. KNOLLENBERG) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Mr. BRADY OF TEXAS, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. BURTON OF INDIANA, for 5 min-
utes, June 27. 

Mr. ADERHOLT, for 5 minutes, June 
21.

f 

JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED 
TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported 
that that committee did on this day 
present to the President, for his ap-
proval, a joint resolution of the House 
of the following title:

H.J. Res. 101. Recognizing the 225th birth-
day of the United States Army. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
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