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to me foreshadows a pattern of con-
scious avoidance or, at best, benign ne-
glect of me and my colleagues in the 
House. 

First, in terms of civil rights, I am 
troubled by the fact that notwith-
standing Senator Ashcroft’s general 
statements about support for civil 
rights enforcement, he declined to 
state specific agreement with the De-
partment’s position in a host of civil 
rights cases, including its support of 
the University of Michigan’s affirma-
tive action program. 

I am also dismayed that the Senator 
has taken public positions opposing 
voluntary school desegregation, and 
that he wrongly asserted that the 
State had done nothing wrong, and was 
quote, found guilty of no wrong, end 
quote, in the Missouri desegregation 
cases. 

As we all know, there are two sepa-
rate Federal Court of Appeals decisions 
and numerous district court decisions 
holding the State expressly responsible 
for the unconstitutional discrimination 
that occurred. I am also profoundly 
disappointed in the manner by which 
the Senator thwarted Judge Ronnie 
White’s nomination to be Federal dis-
trict court judge, the first African 
American justice ever to serve on the 
Missouri Supreme Court. Senator 
Ashcroft’s unwillingness at his con-
firmation to acknowledge or to express 
a scintilla of regret for the disingen-
uous manner in which he distorted 
Judge White’s record can hardly be 
seen as a promising omen to those of us 
in the African American community 
who have worked so hard to integrate 
the Federal judiciary. 

Second, given Senator Ashcroft’s 
past record and statements at the hear-
ings, I do not find his acknowledgment 
of a woman’s constitutional right to an 
abortion as settled law under Roe and 
Casey as being at all credible. I say 
this because in 42 out of 43 Senate 
votes concerning reproductive rights, 
he cast a vote aimed at overturning 
Roe versus Wade. 

Third, with regard to Senator 
Ashcroft’s record of opposition to gun 
control legislation, I remain uncon-
vinced that he is the appropriate per-
son to uphold and enforce our Nation’s 
firearms law. To me, Senator 
Ashcroft’s past wholehearted embrace 
of an extreme view of the second 
amendment is active support for legis-
lation in Missouri that would allow in-
dividuals to carry concealed weapons 
and his unwillingness to commit to re-
linquish his membership in the Na-
tional Rifle Association, disqualify him 
as the person best charged with enforc-
ing our gun laws. In sum, I have come 
to the reluctant conclusion that the 
Senator is the wrong man for the 
wrong job at the wrong time. 

When our Nation urgently needs an 
Attorney General who can bring us all 
together, we have been offered a person 

known for extreme right-wing posi-
tions and divisiveness. I have spent my 
entire career fighting for the cause of 
civil rights, reproductive choice and 
common sense crime and gun safety 
laws. In my view, Senator Ashcroft’s 
record is simply too inconsistent with 
these goals to justify our support for 
him. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to and commend 
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs. 
JONES) for calling this Special Order 
and bringing us all together this 
evening. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
would just state to the gentleman that 
I thank him for his leadership on the 
Committee on the Judiciary and trust 
that our work together will not allow 
this confirmation to proceed. 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi-
tion to the nomination of John Ashcroft of Mis-
souri to the crucial position of United States 
Attorney General. Mr. Ashcroft has a long and 
consistent record of conservative extremism, 
opposing civil rights as well as qualified Fed-
eral nominees, abortion rights, gay rights and 
environmental protection. 

In his confirmation hearings last week, we 
saw a nominee on his best behavior, and yet, 
he could not acknowledge the possibility that 
he was wrong about the impeccable qualifica-
tions of federal judge nominee Ronnie White. 
We have a nominee who denies that sexual 
preference was an issue when he questioned 
James Hormel’s ‘‘life-style’’ before rejecting his 
nomination. We have a nominee who claims 
that as Attorney General of Missouri he al-
ways upheld the law and did not try and im-
pose his own personal beliefs while the record 
shows that just the opposite is true. In fact, 
there is nothing in the record to indicate that 
Mr. Ashcroft has ever exhibited any flexibility 
in his ideology. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask you should we support 
giving him the keys to our nation’s laws with 
our eyes opened and our fingers crossed. 

I cannot remain silent when the person who 
is nominated to be the chief law enforcement 
officer of this country and who will be respon-
sible for defending the civil rights of all Ameri-
cans has repeatedly demonstrated his per-
sonal animosity for those fundamental rights. I 
urge the Administration to live up to its prom-
ises to unite this country and withdraw this ill- 
conceived nominee from consideration. At the 
very least, I urge my friends in the other 
Chamber to do the right thing and reject this 
nominee. 

f 

THE WAR AGAINST DRUGS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I will not take the entire 
hour, but I did want to rise and sum-
marize a trip that I took last week to 
Colombia and Ecuador to inform our 
colleagues and our constituents about 
the progress being made in the war 
against drugs. 

To be honest, Mr. Speaker, last year 
I was concerned when the President 
and the administration requested $1.3 
billion to be used in the war against 
drugs in Colombia and South America. 
I was concerned because I was not sure 
that it was the right approach for us to 
be taking; that perhaps it would send 
the wrong signals, and that perhaps 
this should not be an issue in which the 
American military is involved. 

Mr. Speaker, I went to Ecuador and 
Colombia to see firsthand what is hap-
pening with those dollars, what is hap-
pening with our effort to interact with 
the leadership of Ecuador and Colom-
bia to see what role we are playing and 
what role they are playing in solving 
this problem. I came back, Mr. Speak-
er, convinced that we made the right 
decision. 

I come to the floor this afternoon to 
encourage our colleagues to get more 
information about what is happening 
in Latin America, to better understand 
the type of threat that exists there, to 
understand the importance of what we 
are doing in Latin America in the war 
against drugs, and to understand that 
there will be additional requests for 
dollars this year in the President’s 
budget and the requests coming to this 
Congress to continue this fight for at 
least a 5-year period. 

b 1545 
Mr. Speaker, I started my trip in Ec-

uador in Quito, the capital, where I 
met with and had a briefing with our 
Ambassador, Ambassador Gwen Clare, 
and with her in-country team, includ-
ing the military. I had a full briefing 
on the impact in Ecuador of the activi-
ties involved with Plan Colombia. I 
heard from the Ecuadoran leadership 
that while Ecuador did receive some 
support from this program, approxi-
mately $20 million, there is simply a 
greater need, both in terms of sup-
porting their military efforts and the 
economic efforts, particularly along 
the northern rim of Ecuador, in dealing 
with the overflow of the drug cartels in 
Colombia. 

I also discussed with the Ecuadoran 
leaders, the issue of the Galapagos and 
the Environmental Damage being 
caused by the ship, that just a few days 
earlier, had crashed off of the coast of 
the Galapagos, and what we in America 
could do to assist Ecuador. 

In fact, in coming away from that 
trip, I was convinced that Ecuador, 
being the key ally that it has been 
with America is, in fact, a country that 
we should renew our focus on. In meet-
ings both before my trip and today, I 
met with the Ecuadoran ambassador to 
the United States, and I can tell you 
that she appreciates the effort that 
America has put forward and is willing 
to work with us on additional initia-
tives to cause further integration with 
the efforts of Ecuador in solving the 
drug problem and America in solving 
the drug problem. 
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In Colombia, Mr. Speaker, I met 

again where our in-country team, in-
cluding our Ambassador, Ann Patter-
son, a very capable lady under very dif-
ficult circumstances. I met with our 
leadership, military leadership. I met 
with our CINC, our commanding officer 
for that region. I met with our military 
leaders from all the services. 

I spent an hour meeting with the De-
fense Minister from Colombia, the 
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
and the senior leaders of their mili-
tary. 

I also met with the general in charge 
of their police force that comes under 
the military, and then they flew me 
out to one of the base camps about an 
hour from Bogota near the FARC de-
militarized zone, and I spent a half a 
day observing the training being pro-
vided by our troops to the Colombian 
military. 

Let me give you some impressions, 
Mr. Speaker, for our colleagues. First 
of all, American troops are not being 
used in any combat mission whatso-
ever. As you know, Mr. Speaker, we 
imposed a limitation of 500 American 
troops in Latin America, in Colombia 
for the specifics of carrying out this 
plan, not one of our military is in-
volved in any type of hostile action. 

They are not involved in any kind of 
overt action against Colombia. They 
are simply there providing training. 
They are doing training for the Colom-
bian military in terms of going out and 
running exploratory patrols of how to 
take apart these precursor labs. They 
are running training in how to guard 
the helicopters and the planes that are 
spraying the coca fields. 

I can tell my colleagues, I was over-
whelmingly impressed with our mili-
tary. They are doing, as they always 
do, an outstanding job. All of our spe-
cial forces and our military personnel 
there speak fluent Spanish. And I can 
tell my colleagues the relationship 
they have established at the one base I 
visited in Larandia was absolutely ex-
emplary. 

The training that was going on was a 
reality training and the kinds of suc-
cesses that the Colombian military is 
having, I think, is directly responsive 
to the efforts of the American military 
officers and enlisted personnel who are 
on the scene throughout Colombia. 

We have a dangerous situation, Mr. 
Speaker, in that part of the world. Our 
focus in Washington from an national 
security standpoint has traditionally 
been on the former Soviet Union and 
the 15 republics of that nation, China, 
the Middle East, and the threats posed 
by countries like Iran, Iraq, Syria, 
Libya and North Korea. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I came away from my trip and 
my meetings convinced that one of the 
most troublesome threats that we 
faced right now in America is the huge 
amount of cocaine coming into our 
country, primarily from Colombia. 

It is estimated that between 60 per-
cent and 80 percent of all the cocaine 
used in America is produced in Colom-
bia. On hundreds of thousands of acres 
of farmland that used to grow crops, 
used to grow coffee, used to grow the 
kinds of fruits and vegetables that Co-
lombia and Latin America are famous 
for. When the FARC began its oper-
ations and the terrorist revolutionaries 
began their operations, they began to 
acquire a large area in Colombia, spe-
cifically, to grow initially marijuana, 
and then poppies, and now they are 
into coca, which is converted in local 
labs into cocaine, which is then sent 
back here to the States. 

Mr. Speaker, it is now a multibillion 
dollar industry in Colombia. In fact, 
the estimates are the FARC is receiv-
ing perhaps as much as $6 billion to $7 
billion a year in income, which has al-
lowed the FARC, which has its own 
zone inside of Colombia that is abso-
lutely isolated from the rest of the 
country. It has allowed the FARC to 
produce a military that has in excess of 
20,000 armed troops. 

This military is well-trained. They 
have the latest in terms of communica-
tion systems, and they have an elabo-
rate network in place to send that co-
caine through whatever means possible 
to America, and they are doing that. 

In fact, just a few weeks before I ar-
rived in Colombia, we were able to con-
fiscate, or the Colombians were able to 
confiscate a submarine that had been 
built with the assistance of Russian 
scientists that the FARC was going to 
use to move cocaine from Colombia to 
America. 

Mr. Speaker, the FARC has become a 
major force that provides a threat to 
America’s homeland defense. Now, I 
have worked for the 14 years I have 
been in Congress on issues involving 
the security threats coming from Rus-
sia. I was a member of the Cox com-
mittee that investigated the transfer of 
technology to China. 

I was on the speaker’s advisory group 
on North Korea. I have spent hours and 
hours focusing on the threats coming 
from those nations providing tech-
nology to unstable nations and to un-
stable groups. But I can tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, I am now convinced that one 
of the greatest threats that we face in 
the 21st century is the threat to our so-
ciety from the continued growth of the 
cocaine industry in America, especially 
when this cocaine industry is sup-
porting a major military establishment 
in Latin America, a destabilizing mili-
tary establishment. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the FARC and 
the revolutionary groups are creating 
serious instability in the areas in Co-
lombia where they, in fact, are secure. 
And they are now spilling over into 
north Ecuador, as well as having an 
impact in other Latin American coun-
tries. 

The day before I arrived at the base 
camp at Larandia, there was intel-

ligence that a FARC exploratory group 
was going to move into a small town, 
which is a typical operation for them. 
When they moved into that small 
town, they would burn the local police 
station, and they would hunt out the 
police officers and either intimidate 
them until they complied with the 
FARC or until they killed them. 

Mr. Speaker, 3,000 individuals per 
year on average are kidnapped in Co-
lombia. Many of them are police offi-
cers at the local level trying to provide 
protection for the people of the towns. 
The FARC and the revolutionaries 
have been going into small towns and 
villages wreaking havoc on the quality 
of life in those communities. 

They have been taking peaceful 
farmers and forcing them to stop grow-
ing legitimate crops and instead 
produce the coca that the FARC then 
buys and uses at their precursor labs to 
produce cocaine, which is then shipped 
to America. And if the local farmers do 
not cooperate, they, too, are harassed. 

Their buildings are burned. Their ve-
hicles are trashed and burned, and in 
the end, the people themselves are tor-
tured. But the FARC is doing far worse 
than that, Mr. Speaker, and so is the 
result of the narcotrafficking trade in 
Colombia. 

The day before I arrived at Larandia, 
there was a confrontation. The mili-
tary units of the Colombian base where 
I lived, Larandia, were sent out, be-
cause they had intelligence that indi-
cated the FARC was going to raid a 
local community and take over its po-
lice department. 

The Colombian military met the 
FARC unit on a small road outside the 
village. A firefight ensued. The FARC 
was equipped with AK47s, the latest 
weapons available for a military any-
place in the world today, bought with 
those billions of dollars of money, most 
of it coming from wealthy Americans 
wanting to have their coke, at the 
same time they are proclaiming that 
somehow they are concerned about the 
drug problem in America. 

Mr. Speaker, the confrontation that 
ensued resulted in the death of 3 FARC 
uniform personnel. One of the uniform 
personnel, Mr. Speaker, was a 12-year- 
old girl. The second FARC soldier that 
was killed was a 14-year-old boy, and 
the third FARC military person that 
was killed was a 17-year-old boy. And 
the mode of operation was the same as 
it always is with the FARC. 

When they get into a confrontation 
with the Colombian military, which 
may occur, 100 yards or 200 yards away 
so the soldiers cannot see who they are 
up against, the FARC pushes young 
kids in uniform out in the front so they 
are the first to be killed. They are the 
first to die. 

Mr. Speaker, this has happened time 
and time again throughout Colombia. 
In fact, with all of our concerns about 
the crimes of Saddam Hussein and 
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Slobodan Milosevic, it is amazing to 
me that there is not an outcry in this 
country for a war crimes tribunal 
against the gross human atrocities 
being caused by the FARC and the rev-
olutionary groups in Colombia and 
Latin America. 

Because what is occurring there? The 
hundreds of deaths, the slaughtering of 
young children, the slaughtering of 
families, the forcing of farmers to grow 
these illegal crops and the devastation 
of local villages, is a gross kind of 
human rights abuse that I do not think 
we have seen the likes of since Saddam 
Hussein was in his prime back in Iraq 
before the invasion. 

Mr. Speaker, we have no choice but 
to support the Colombians in this 
struggle and they are winning. They 
are making progress. The training is 
working. 

Mr. Speaker, I insert for the RECORD 
a summary of counternarcotics oper-
ations in Putumayo, which is the hot 
bed of this activity in Colombia. This 
was prepared at my request by our Am-
bassador. I submit this for the RECORD 
for all of our colleagues to review and 
for all Americans to understand the 
success that is occurring in Colombia 
as we begin to eradicate hopefully 100 
percent of the coca production in that 
country which has led to the huge pro-
liferation of cocaine into America. 
SUMMARY OF COUNTERNARCOTICS OPERATIONS 

IN PUTUMAYO, DECEMBER 19, 2000–JANUARY 
28, 2001 
(Prepared for Representative Curt Weldon) 

I. INTRODUCTION 
The first six weeks of counternarcotics op-

erations in Putumayo Department in south-
ern Colombia (the initial geographical focus 
under Plan Colombia) have seen many posi-
tive results. Two social pacts supported by 
the U.S. Agency for International Develop-
ment, which provide for voluntary manual 
eradication and alternative crop develop-
ment, have been signed by over 1400 families 
in Puerto Asis municipality, and six more 
are expected to be signed before the end of 
March. Aerial coca eradication and ground 
interdiction activities have taken place in 
south-central and southwestern Putumayo. 
As of January 28, 2001, over 24,000 hectares 
have been sprayed in Putumayo, the most 
densely cultivated area in the world. There 
has been an unprecedented level of coopera-
tion between the Colombian Army 
Counterdrug Brigade and the Antinarcotics 
Directorate of the Colombian National Po-
lice. The operations have proceeded with rel-
atively few incidents of armed clashes or 
ground fire directed at spray aircraft. 

II. AERIAL ERADICATION 
Although estimates vary, coca cultivation 

in Putumayo could be as high as 90,000 hec-
tares (about 225,000 acres). The most dense 
areas of cultivation are located in south-
western Putumayo. Aerial eradication in 
Putumayo began in that area on December 
22, 2000. As of January 28, 2001, a total of 
24,123 hectares has been sprayed—22,332 hec-
tares in southwestern Putumayo (mostly in 
paramilitary-dominated zones) and 1,791 hec-
tares in south-central Putumayo. Spraying 
is currently taking place in southwestern 
Putumayo. There have been eight spray 
planes and/or escort helicopters hit by hos-

tile ground fire (in six incidents) since com-
mencement of spraying in Putumayo—fewer 
than expected, given the high presence of il-
legal armed groups operating in Putumayo. 
None resulted in any injury or serious dam-
age to aircraft. 

III. COLOMBIAN MILITARY OPERATIONS 
As of January 28, 2001 there are approxi-

mately 3,000 Colombian Army troops de-
ployed in Putumayo, including troops from 
the First and Second Counterdrug Battalions 
of the Counterdrug Brigade. The ground 
troops support aerial eradication activities 
and conduct lab interdictions. Since the 
start of operations in mid-December 2000, Co-
lombian military forces have attacked 40 
targets in Putumayo, including coca base 
labs, cocaine hydrochloride labs, and weap-
ons storage facilities. 

There have been five incidents of armed 
clashes between Colombian military forces 
and illegal groups since the start of 
Putumayo operations, one involving 
paramiltaries and three involving FARC. 
These clashes resulted in the deaths of two 
12th Brigade soldiers, 11 FARC, and one para-
military. The fifth incident was the firing 
(by unknown persons) of a rocket-propelled 
grenade at an embassy-contracted fuel plane 
(carrying Colombian National Police offi-
cers) departing Tres Esquinas. 

The level of cooperation between Colom-
bian military forces and antinarcotics police 
during the Putumayo operation has been un-
precedented, given the historic rivalries be-
tween the various armed forces and police. 
The forces have shared USG-supplied heli-
copters to move troops and police in and out 
of the spray/interdiction areas. The Deputy 
Commander of the Counterdrug Brigade now 
attends the daily briefings for the spray pi-
lots, hence is better able to deploy his troops 
into the most effective areas and to alert the 
pilots to suspected locations of hostile ele-
ments. 

IV. U.S.-SUPPORTED ALTERNATIVE 
DEVELOPMENT/MANUAL ERADICATION 

A key aspect of the multifaceted Plan Co-
lombia projects targeted for Putumayo (and, 
later, other parts of the country) is to en-
courage small coca growers to sign agree-
ments to voluntarily eliminate their illicit 
crops in exchange for government assistance 
with alternative crop development The U.S. 
Agency for International Development is 
working closely with the Government of Co-
lombia’s National Plan for Alternative De-
velopment (PLANTE), to put such agree-
ments into place. Two agreements have been 
signed to date by a total of 1453 families in 
Puerto Asis municipality, providing for the 
voluntary elimination of nearly 3000 hectares 
of coca. Six more agreements are expected to 
be signed before the end of March 2001. The 
target is to enter agreements with a total of 
5500 families for the elimination of approxi-
mately 10,500 hectares of coca. The signing of 
even two elimination agreements has had a 
positive effect, in that many more families 
are interested in signing them now that they 
are perceived as a reality. The signings ap-
pear to have lessened some local officials’ 
opposition to aerial eradication as well. 
While in the past they often complained that 
government efforts were focused on the 
‘‘stick’’ of spraying but not the ‘‘carrot’’ of 
alternative development, at least one 
Putumayo mayor has stated that the govern-
ment now apparently intends to keep its 
word to combine the two efforts. 

V. HUMAN RIGHTS 
Since the first Counterdrug Battalion was 

formed in April 1999, we have had no human 

rights complaints against the Counterdrug 
Brigade, nor have we received any since joint 
operations were launched in December 2000. 
There has been minimal displacement, with 
some 20–30 people displaced since spray oper-
ations began in mid-December. In contrast, 
thousands of people were displaced in the 
area between September-December 2000 as a 
result of the FARC’s armed seige of 
Putumayo. 

As required under the Leahy amendment, 
the Embassy vets all military and police 
units which receive USG assistance by re-
viewing the unit’s human rights record and 
regular reports from the Colombian Ministry 
of Defense on any units or members of units 
which are undergoing formal investigation 
for human rights violations. The 24th Bri-
gade, a member of the Joint Task Force- 
South under General Mario Montoya’s com-
mand, is currently the only element of the 
Joint Task Force-South which is not ap-
proved to receive USG assistance. 

VI. CONCLUSION 
While the government of Colombia has 

achieved significant success in the first 
phase of U.S.-supported counternarcotics op-
erations in Putumayo, much more remains 
to be done. Embassy is encouraging the Co-
lombian Army and Antinarcotics Police to 
pursue more joint operations, and is encour-
aging the Colombian Presidency to explain 
Plan Colombia more clearly to its citizens. 
The Government of Colombia has shown the 
political will to maintain its commitment to 
the aerial eradication and interdiction as-
pects of Plan Colombia, even if violence es-
calates (as is likely to be the case). Public 
support for antinarcotics aid is strong, but 
continued close engagement at all levels will 
be required to maintain the GOC’s resolve. 

Mr. Speaker, in this two-page sum-
mary, our colleagues will find a de-
tailed assessment of the successes that 
we are achieving, of the cooperation of 
the Colombian military, of the brave 
efforts being put forth by military 
leaders and police leaders who every-
day are being intimidated and whose 
families are being threatened by the 
FARC and the terrorist groups 
throughout Colombia. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to also assure 
my colleagues one of the major con-
cerns we have in any country is that 
there not be human rights abuses by 
the military or the police of that coun-
try. In the training that I witnessed at 
the Larandia operation, a major part of 
our training program for the Colom-
bian military deals with human rights, 
showing the soldiers on the ground in 
Colombia that while they are there, to 
weed out the corrupt narcoterrorists 
activity. 

They must adhere to strict human 
rights concerns that we have. They 
must comply with international norms. 
They must not abuse innocent people. 
And while there are still incidents as 
there are even in our own military, 
from time to time, of concerns relative 
to human rights. I can assure our col-
leagues that the Colombian military, 
the Colombian police department have 
made overwhelming positive strides in 
stopping human rights abuses from 
those who are enforcing the laws and 
from those who are going after the nar-
cotics traffickers. 
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Mr. Speaker, our military again is 

rising to the occasion and doing an 
outstanding job. The Colombian soldier 
on the ground understands the impor-
tance of maintaining human rights and 
dignity, even when they are dealing 
with thugs involved, with growing and 
selling off cocaine eventually for 
America’s soil. 

This summary gives a glimpse of the 
kind of successes that we are having in 
each of these areas; the efforts at 
cleaning up the drug labs, the efforts at 
spraying the crops, the efforts at pro-
tecting the human rights, the efforts at 
helping to rebuild the economy of these 
areas that have been devastated by 
drug trafficking. 

b 1600 
The role of America is not just train-

ing. We are also providing resources. Of 
the $1.3 million that we are placing 
into Plan Colombia, only a small por-
tion is actually going to our military. 
Significant parts of the money are 
going into nonmilitary activities, such 
as the Department of State. Other 
parts are going into activities involv-
ing economic readjustment. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, I have a series 
of charts that I will be providing for 
every Member of the House that give 
an assessment as to where the $1.3 mil-
lion is going, the kinds of equipment 
that we are buying, helicopters to do 
spraying, and helicopters to accom-
pany the helicopters and the planes 
that are doing the spraying of the 
crops. 

So the effort in Plan Colombia is not 
just about helping the military. It is 
about providing a broad strategy. It is 
about building democratic institutions. 
It is about helping local mayors and 
local councils have better control over 
their communities. It is involving our-
selves through Colombia in creating 
additional economic activities for 
farmers who no longer are going to 
produce these drugs. 

Mr. Speaker, I am convinced that we 
must stay the course in Latin America. 
One of the concerns that I had when I 
traveled to Ecuador and Colombia was 
that we in America do not know 
enough about our southern partners. I 
am very pleased that our new Presi-
dent has made statements that he 
wants to reach south. He has already 
reached out to Mexico. I know that he 
wants to reach out to Central and 
South America. 

I am convinced, Mr. Speaker, that 
many of us, including myself, have not 
paid attention to our closest neighbors. 
We have not taken the opportunity to 
reach out to them as equal partners in 
terms of economic development, envi-
ronmental cooperation, cooperation in 
health and human services, and also 
dealing with problems like the oil spill 
off the Galapagos or the drug problem 
in Colombia. 

That is why, Mr. Speaker, I had dis-
cussions in both countries and I am 

now suggesting to my colleagues, espe-
cially those on the Committee on 
International Relations chaired by the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), 
that we look at the putting together an 
initiative, kind of a mini-Marshall 
Plan that would bring a special focus 
on the seven contiguous countries 
around Colombia, to let these countries 
know that Americans up north are not 
just in Colombia, Ecuador, Bolivia, 
Peru and Panama, that we are not just 
there because of the drug problem, that 
we want to establish a new relation-
ship, one that encourages more eco-
nomic investment and encourages real 
environmental cooperation, one that 
shows that we will assist them in im-
proving their quality of life in health 
care and education; and in the end, a 
strong component that will support the 
rule of law and support the continued 
effort to help the Colombian people and 
the other nations rid themselves of this 
terrible narcotrafficking and produc-
tion that has been occurring there over 
the past several years. 

I would hope that one of our objec-
tives in this session of Congress would 
be to establish this mini-Marshall Plan 
to show our friends in South America 
that America wants to be true and 
close partners of theirs. Ecuador has 
been one of the closest allies to our 
country for years. It is time to let the 
people of Ecuador know that we appre-
ciate that support and that we want to 
engage with Ecuador in a more aggres-
sive way. 

I would hope that our colleagues on 
the Committee of International Rela-
tions led by such great people as the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
BALLENGER), who has traveled to that 
part of the world more than any of our 
colleagues, who along with his wife has 
a better grasp of the situation in Cen-
tral and South America than many of 
our people who serve in State Depart-
ment positions, that we reach out and 
work with the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER) and his sub-
committee and work to shape a new 
policy, a proactive policy that has a 
military component but also shows the 
people of South America that we want 
to be their true friends and trading 
partners. 

I came away also, Mr. Speaker, from 
my trip with one additional piece of in-
formation dealing with a very con-
troversial subject that will again be 
taken up by this Congress this year, 
and that is the School of the Americas. 
Every year, Mr. Speaker, when we 
bring up the defense authorization bill 
on the floor, there are several Members 
of Congress who offer an amendment to 
basically do away with the School of 
the Americas at Fort Benning, Geor-
gia; and they use the argument that 
some of the graduates of that school 
have committed atrocities and have 
been involved in gross human rights 
abuses, particularly in Central and 
South America. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not challenging 
the fact that out of the thousands of 
people that have gone through the 
School of the Americas there have been 
some bad apples, just as I would ac-
knowledge that you can take Harvard 
University or Yale or Princeton and 
find one or two graduates who have 
ended up in jail because of white collar 
crimes or because of things that they 
have done that are against our society. 

But I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, when 
I ask the question of the Colombians 
and the Ecuadorians and our leaders 
and our two ambassadors in those 
countries how important is the School 
of the Americas to your success, the 
answer was unanimous. The answer 
was unanimous from everyone I talked 
to, that the School of the Americas 
played an absolutely essential role in 
teaching South and Central American 
leaders that the military responds to 
the civilian part of society, that 
human rights is a part of what a mili-
tary leader must consider every day he 
or she is doing their job, that the 
School of the Americas has trained 
young military leaders to understand 
the same types of leadership skills that 
our military has that are so frequently 
brought to their attention in serving in 
our services. 

So an additional point that our col-
leagues need to ask as they travel and 
deal with the situation in Latin Amer-
ica is how important is this institution 
to the continued success that we are 
having in cooperating with the mili-
taries of the South American coun-
tries. Are they perfect? The answer is, 
no. Is our military perfect? The answer 
is, no. But we are both moving in the 
same direction, addressing the con-
cerns of human rights and dignity as 
we enforce laws and as we deal with ty-
rants and dictators and thugs such as 
those involved with the FARC and the 
revolutionary groups that currently 
are running rampant in Colombia and 
other parts of South America. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, the news is 
good. The success is documented, and I 
rise as someone who was not a big fan 
of this initiative 6 months ago. 

I was a skeptic. I am now convinced 
we are doing the right thing. Our col-
leagues, Mr. Speaker, are going to be 
asked this year to provide a second 
sum of money to continue this oper-
ation. Our colleagues need to get the 
facts. Our colleagues need to travel to 
Latin America. 

To this end, Mr. Speaker, I will again 
be organizing a delegation sometime in 
the mid to latter part of 2001. I have al-
ready received a commitment that 
Members of Congress will be able to 
stay overnight in a base camp so they 
can see firsthand and observe them-
selves the kind of training, the kind of 
interaction, can talk to the villagers, 
and can talk to people who are in the 
Colombian military to see the success 
firsthand that we are having. 
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In Ecuador, we will meet with the 

leadership. We will also talk about en-
vironmental cooperation with pristine 
areas like the Galapagos. In Colombia 
and the other countries we visit, we 
will begin to focus on the success that 
we are having. 

I encourage our colleagues, Mr. 
Speaker, prior to the vote on these ad-
ditional funds, to travel to that part of 
the world. The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Chairman BALLENGER) takes 
trips to Central and South America on 
a regular basis. If our colleagues can-
not join the delegation that I organize, 
they can contact the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Chairman BALLENGER), 
and I am sure he will organize an ap-
propriate visit as well this year. 

I think in the year 2001, under the 
leadership of our new President, 
George Bush, Latin America is the key 
area of focus; that we must renew old 
friendships. We must show these people 
in Central and South America that we 
are not the ugly gringos of the north, 
that we want to be their friends. We 
want to be their trading partners. We 
want to help them solve their environ-
mental problems. We want to help 
them in their effort to weed out cor-
ruption, to deal with human rights 
abuses, and to help them provide a 
solid well-trained military and police 
force to maintain the basic elements of 
democracy. 

In doing all of that, Mr. Speaker, I 
am convinced America will be better, 
our homeland defense will be more se-
cure, and we will have a better rela-
tionship with those people who inhabit 
both Central and South America. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remain-
ing time and thank the Speaker and 
the staff for sticking through this Spe-
cial Order. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. 

Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed 
without amendment a concurrent reso-
lution of the House of the following 
title: 

H. Con. Res. 18. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for an adjournment of the House of 
Representatives. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to the provisions of Senate 
Resolution 105 (adopted April 13, 1989), 
as amended by Senate Resolution 149 
(adopted October 5, 1993), as amended 
by Public Law 105–275, further amended 
by Senate Resolution 75 (adopted 
March 25, 1999), and Senate Resolution 
383 (adopted October 27, 2000), the 
Chair, on behalf of the Democratic 
Leader, announces the appointment of 
the following Senators to serve as 
members of the Senate National Secu-
rity Working Group for the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress— 

The Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
BYRD) (Democratic Administrative Co- 
Chairman); 

The Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
LEVIN) (Democratic Co-Chairman); 

The Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
BIDEN) (Democratic Co-Chairman); 

The Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KENNEDY); 

The Senator from Maryland (Mr. 
SARBANES); 

The Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KERRY); 

The Senator from North Dakota (Mr. 
DORGAN); 

The Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-
BIN); and 

The Senator from Florida (Mr. NEL-
SON). 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 94–304, as 
amended by Public Law 99–7, the Chair, 
on behalf of the Vice President, ap-
points the following Senators to the 
Commission on Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe— 

The Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
DODD); 

The Senator from Florida (Mr. 
GRAHAM); 

The Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. 
FEINGOLD); and 

The Senator from New York (Mrs. 
CLINTON). 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 94–304, as 
amended by Public Law 99–7, the Chair, 
on behalf of the Vice President, ap-
points the Senator from Colorado (Mr. 
CAMPBELL) as Chairman of the Com-
mission on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe (Helsinki) during the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 2761 of title 22, 
United States Code, as amended, the 
Chair, on behalf of the President pro 
tempore, and upon the recommenda-
tion of the Majority Leader, appoints 
the Senator from Alaska (Mr. STEVENS) 
as Chairman of the Senate Delegation 
to the British-American Inter-
parliamentary Group conference during 
the One Hundred Seventh Congress. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to sections 276h–276k of title 
22, United States Code, as amended, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President, 
appoints the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) as Chairman of the Sen-
ate Delegation to the Mexico-United 
States Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the One Hundred Sev-
enth Congress. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to sections 276h–276k of title 
22, United States Code, as amended, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President, 
appoints the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) as Co-Chairman of the Sen-
ate Delegation to the Mexico-United 
States Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the One Hundred Sev-
enth Congress. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to sections 276d–276g of title 
22, United States Code, as amended, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President, 

appoints the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
MURKOWSKI) as Chairman of the Senate 
Delegation to the Canada-United 
States Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the One Hundred Sev-
enth Congress. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to sections 276d–276g of title 
22, United States Code, as amended, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President, 
appoints the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) as Co-Chair of the Sen-
ate Delegation to the Canada-United 
States Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the One Hundred Sev-
enth Congress. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to the provisions of sections 
42 and 43 of title 20, United States 
Code, the Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, reappoints the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. FRIST) as a member of 
the Board of Regents of the Smithso-
nian Institution. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 96–388, as 
amended by Public Law 97–84 and Pub-
lic Law 106–292, the Chair, on behalf of 
the President pro tempore, appoints 
the following Senators to the United 
States Holocaust Memorial Council— 

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID); 
and 

The Senator from California (Mrs. 
BOXER) (re-appointment). 

The message also announced that in 
accordance with sections 1928a–1928d of 
title 22, United States Code, as amend-
ed, the Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, appoints the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. BIDEN) as Co-Chairman 
of the Senate Delegation to the North 
Atlantic Assembly during the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON. 
RAY LAHOOD, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COOKSEY) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from the Honor-
able RAY LAHOOD, Member of Congress: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 29, 2001. 

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Office of the Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House, that I have received a subpoena 
for testimony issued by the Superior Court 
for the District of Columbia. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that the sub-
poena is not material and relevant and is not 
consistent with the privileges and rights of 
the House. 

Sincerely, 
RAY LAHOOD. 
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