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of the Confederacy and lament its defeat, 
which spelled slavery’s extinction. As Mis-
souri’s attorney general, Ashcroft fought de-
segregation orders in that state. He was a 
vigorous opponent of affirmative action. As 
senator, he single handedly scuttled the 
nomination of a black Missouri judge to the 
federal bench—an act which President Clin-
ton properly denounced as ‘‘disgraceful,’’ il-
lustrating the unequal treatment of minor-
ity and women nominees. 

As senator, Ashcroft decried the cherished 
American principle of separation of church 
and state, railed against common-sense gun 
control legislation and, like Bork, denounced 
Roe vs. Wade. Thus, like Bork, the question 
is whether he can faithfully enforce and pro-
mote laws to which is so deeply opposed. 

All of this is in sharp contrast to the three 
of us Clinton nominees whose sin was fidel-
ity to existing law. In 1993, today’s sup-
porters of Ashcroft derailed the nomination 
of those of us who supported the law. Now 
they support those who would radically 
transform it. 

Some deference to a new president’s nomi-
nation is appropriate. This was not followed 
in the Clinton era. As a result, the president 
was obliged to nominate middle-of-the-road 
and sometimes downright innocuous judicial 
candidates and to accept Republican selec-
tions for his own administrative agencies. 

No one’s interests are served if the Demo-
crats now wreak havoc for Bush in response 
to the Borking visited upon Clinton. But 
elected representatives have the right and 
duty to both scrutinize and reject nominees 
who are out of the mainstream and who 
would disturb precedent in the absence of a 
mandate. A half-million Gore plurality in 
the voting and the murkiness of the Florida 
ballot hardly supply a mandate for George 
W. Bush. 
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Wednesday, February 7, 2001 

Mr. DUNCAN Mr. Speaker, I believe that 
one of the most serious problems facing our 
country today is wasteful government spend-
ing. Each year our government spends billions 
of taxpayer dollars on things that are ineffec-
tive and simply unnecessary. 

I have heard many stories from federal em-
ployees about the pressure to spend all of the 
money they have been appropriated for a 
given fiscal year. Agency administrators know 
that if they have a surplus at the end of the 
fiscal year, it is likely that their budgets will be 
cut the following year. 

That is why I have decided to introduce leg-
islation to address this problem. This bill will 
allow government agencies to keep half of any 
unspent administrative funds. This money can 
then be used to pay for employee bonuses. 
The remaining half would be returned to the 
Treasury for the purpose of reducing the na-
tional debt. 

My bill rewards fiscal responsibility by giving 
employees a direct benefit for saving taxpayer 
dollars. At the same time, it will address one 
of the biggest problems facing our Country— 

the national debt. I think this is an important 
step toward restoring the financial security of 
our Nation. 
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Wednesday, February 7, 2001 

Mr. GALLEGLY. Mr. Speaker, today I am in-
troducing two bills aimed at improving the 
quality of education in areas that need imme-
diate attention. One would provide incentives 
for prospective teachers to train in math and 
the sciences; the other would increase oppor-
tunities for gifted students from all back-
grounds to succeed. 

The Math and Science Teacher Recruitment 
Act would allow forgiveness of up to $10,000 
in federal student loans for math and science 
majors who teach in a middle or secondary 
school for up to six years. Beginning with the 
successful completion of the third year of 
teaching, educators could have $2,500 in 
loans forgiven each year, up to a total of 
$10,000. This bill will provide an incentive for 
students majoring in math, the sciences, engi-
neering, and technology to choose education 
as a career. Students are failing to grasp 
basic math and science concepts because 
they are being taught by teachers who are not 
grounded in the field. Last year, only 41 per-
cent of our students learned math from teach-
ers who majored the subject in college. This 
bill helps to ensure that our children will be 
taught by teachers who have extensive knowl-
edge of mathematics and the sciences. 

I am also reintroducing the Gifted and Tal-
ented Students Education Act, with my col-
leagues, Representatives ETHERIDGE, 
MORELLA, BALDACCI, BURR, MOORE, ALLEN, 
MINK, Mr. DAVIS of Florida, FILNER, ENGLISH, 
BOUCHER, BONO, BERKLEY, Mr. LEWIS of Ken-
tucky, STARK, and Mr. WHITFIELD. The meas-
ure provides grants to State educational agen-
cies to identify gifted and talented students 
from all economic, ethnic and racial back-
grounds—including students with limited 
English proficiency, those who live in low-in-
come areas and students with disabilities. The 
measure authorizes State educational agen-
cies to distribute competitive grants to local 
educational agencies, which will allow them to 
develop and expand gifted and talented edu-
cation programs. This bill will ensure that all 
gifted children will have access to challenging 
programs designed to develop and enhance 
their gifts and reach their full potential. 

Mr. Speaker, we must ensure our children 
are ready and able to take on the challenges 
of the new economy. I strongly encourage my 
colleagues to cosponsor these important 
pieces of legislation and work toward their 
passage. 

RECOGNIZING RABBI DAVID WHITE 
FOR ACHIEVING A DOCTOR OF 
DIVINITY 

HON. MIKE THOMPSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2001 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I wish today to recognize an outstanding 
member of our Napa community, Rabbi David 
White, for his 25 years of service as a rabbi 
and for achieving a Doctor of Divinity degree. 

Rabbi White was raised in San Francisco, 
the only son of Rabbi Saul E. White, who 
served as Rabbi of Congregation Beth Sholom 
for 48 years. After his Bar Mitzvah at Beth 
Sholom, Rabbi David White began his journey 
by attending Camp Tel Yehuda in New York at 
the age of 17. The camp was a Young Judaea 
academic summer program providing leader-
ship in Israel, Zionism and youth program-
ming. 

Entering the Jewish Theological Seminary in 
1970, David was ordained a Conservative 
Rabbi five years later. In 1977, Rabbi White 
obtained his first pulpit, Congregation Kol Sho-
far in Tiburon consisting of 45 families. Rabbi 
White left in 1991 after the Congregation had 
grown to 200 families. 

After 14 dedicated years of service to the 
synagogue, Rabbi White entered the business 
world, creating Relationship Resources Unlim-
ited, establishing awareness of partnership 
and collaboration. Since 1993, he has been 
working at both Congregation Beth Sholom as 
a rabbi and at Relationship Resources Unlim-
ited. 

Rabbi White was recently elected to the 
Board of Directors of the Community Founda-
tion of the Napa Valley, a program of philan-
thropy dedicated to meeting the needs of 
many worthy groups and causes. In addition, 
Rabbi White is the Executive Director of the 
Wine Spirit, exploring the relationship between 
the wine industry and spirituality, and an ac-
tive member of the Napa Interfaith Council. 

On March 14, 2001, Rabbi White will be 
honored by the Jewish Theological Seminary 
in New York with an honorary Doctor of Divin-
ity degree. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Rabbi 
David White for his enthusiastic participation in 
and generous contributions to the Nap com-
munity, his 25 years of dedicated service to 
the Rabbinate and for the monumental goal of 
attaining the Doctor of Divinity degree. 
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TO BILL AND MARY KOCH, 
CUSTOMERS WERE FAMILY 

HON. PAUL E. KANJORSKI 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2001 

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Bill and Mary Koch of Bear 
Creek Township, Pennsylvania, who recently 
closed their beloved Koch’s Deli in Wilkes- 
Barre after 20 years of excellent service. 

For more than 10 years, my district office 
was located next door to Koch’s Deli, and al-
most every day that I was working from 
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Wilkes-Barre, I stopped into the deli for a cup 
of coffee or a cheeseburger. Like everyone 
else who frequented the deli, I could always 
count on welcoming smiles and excellent serv-
ice. 

To the Koches, people in their deli were not 
just customers—they were friends and family. 
Their business is housed in the Ten East 
South building, which is home to dozens of 
senior citizens, and near Washington Square, 
another residence for the elderly. Bill and 
Mary delivered meals to many of them and 
even ran errands for them, such as banking, 
picking up their mail and getting their prescrip-
tions filled. And even regular customers who 
did not need these favors often found their or-
ders waiting for them on the table when they 
came in. Basically, Koch’s Deli became for 
many residents of Wilkes-Barre a home away 
from home. 

Before starting the deli, Bill already had a 
long career in the restaurant business, having 
risen to district manager for a chain, but found 
that it took too many hours away from his fam-
ily. So Bill and Mary went into business for 
themselves, and eventually involved their 
three daughters. Becky, Christine and Lisa, 
who are all grown now, learned valuable skills 
at the deli, like handling money and interacting 
with people. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to call Bill and 
Mary personal friends, as well as constituents. 
I am pleased to call the Koch family’s long 
service and many kindnesses to the attention 
of the House of Representatives, and I wish 
them all the best in their retirement. 
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RUSSIA’S UNFREE PRESS 

HON. BARNEY FRANK 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2001 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, while there are 
many aspects of recent developments in Rus-
sia which are encouraging, especially in the 
economic area, there are also some very dis-
turbing trends from the standpoint of human 
rights and democracy. Recently, in the Boston 
Globe, one of the leading American scholars 
focused on Russia, Marshall Goldman, wrote 
about the disturbing aspects of President 
Putin’s apparent opposition to freedom of the 
press. As a professor of economics at Welles-
ley College, who is also the Associate Director 
of the Center for Russian Studies at Harvard 
University, Mr. Goldman is one of the most 
acute observers of what is happening in Rus-
sia and I think his very thoughtful analysis 
ought to be widely read by those of us who 
have policy making responsibilities. I submit it 
for the RECORD. 

RUSSIA’S UNFREE PRESS 

(By Marshall I. Goldman) 

As the Bush administration debates its 
policy toward Russia, freedom of the press 
should be one of its major concerns. Under 
President Vladimir Putin the press is free 
only as long as it does not criticize Putin or 
his policies. When NTV, the television net-
work of the media giant Media Most, refused 
to pull its punches, Media Most’s owner, 
Vladimir Gusinsky, found himself in jail, and 

Gazprom, a company dominated by the state, 
began to call in loans to Media Most. 

Unfortunately, Putin’s actions are ap-
plauded by more than 70 percent of the Rus-
sian people. They crave a strong and forceful 
leader; his KGB past and conditioned KGB 
responses are just what they seem to want 
after what many regard as the social, polit-
ical, and economic chaos of the last decade. 

But what to the Russians is law and order 
(the ‘‘dictatorship of the law,’’ as Putin has 
so accurately put it) looks more and more 
like an old Soviet clampdown to many West-
ern observers. 

There is no complaint about Putin’s prom-
ises. He tells everyone he wants freedom of 
the press. But in the context of his KGB her-
itage, his notion of freedom of the press is 
something very different. In an interview 
with the Toronto Globe and Mail, he said 
that that press freedom excludes the 
‘‘hooliganism’’ or ‘‘uncivilized’’ reporting he 
has to deal with in Moscow. By that he 
means criticism, especially of his conduct of 
the war in Chechnya, his belated response to 
the sinking of the Kursk, and the heavy- 
handed way in which he has pushed aside 
candidates for governor in regional elections 
if they are not to Putin’s liking. 

He does not take well to criticism. When 
asked by the relatives of those lost in the 
Kursk why he seemed so unresponsive, Putin 
tried to shift the blame for the disaster onto 
the media barons, or at least those who had 
criticized him. They were the ones, he in-
sisted, who had pressed for reduced funding 
for the Navy while they were building villas 
in Spain and France. As for their criticism of 
his behavior, They lie! They lie! They lie! 

Our Western press has provided good cov-
erage of the dogged way Putin and his aides 
have tried to muscle Gusinsky out of the 
Media Most press conglomerate he created. 
But those on the Putin enemies list now in-
clude even Boris Berezovsky, originally one 
of Putin’s most enthusiastic promoters who 
after the sinking of the Kursk also became a 
critic and thus an opponent. 

Gusinsky would have a hard time winning 
a merit badge for trustworthiness 
(Berezovsky shouldn’t even apply), but in the 
late Yeltsin and Putin years, Gusinsky has 
earned enormous credit for his consistently 
objective news coverage, including a spot-
light on malfeasance at the very top. More 
than that, he has supported his programmers 
when they have subjected Yeltsin and now 
Putin to bitter satire on Kukly, his Sunday 
evening prime-time puppet show. 

What we hear less of, though, is what is 
happening to individual reporters, especially 
those engaged in investigative work. Almost 
monthly now there are cases of violence and 
intimidation. Among those brutalized since 
Putin assumed power are a reporter for 
Radio Liberty who dared to write negative 
reports about the Russian Army’s role in 
Chechnia and four reporters for Novaya 
Gazeta. Two of them were investigating mis-
deeds by the FSB (today’s equivalent of the 
KGB), including the possibility that it rather 
than Chechins had blown up a series of 
apartment buildings. Another was pursuing 
reports of money-laundering by Yeltsin fam-
ily members and senior staff in Switzerland. 
Although these journalists were very much 
in the public eye, they were all physically 
assaulted. 

Those working for provincial papers labor 
under even more pressure with less visi-
bility. There are numerous instances where 
regional bosses such as the governor of Vlad-
ivostok operate as little dictators, and as a 
growing number of journalists have discov-

ered, challenges are met with threats, phys-
ical intimidation, and, if need be, murder. 

True, freedom of the press in Russia is still 
less than 15 years old, and not all the coun-
try’s journalists or their bosses have always 
used that freedom responsibly. During the 
1996 election campaign, for example, the 
media owners, including Gusinsky conspired 
to denigrate or ignore every viable candidate 
other than Yeltsin. But attempts to muffle if 
not silence criticism have multiplied since 
Putin and his fellow KGB veterans have 
come to power. Criticism from any source, be 
it an individual journalist or a corporate en-
tity, invites retaliation. 

When Media Most persisted in its criti-
cism, Putin sat by approvingly as his subor-
dinates sent in masked and armed tax police 
and prosecutors. When that didn’t work, 
they jailed Gusinsky on charges that were 
later dropped, although they are seeking to 
extradite and jail him again, along with his 
treasurer, on a new set of charges. Yesterday 
the prosecutor general summoned Tatyana 
Mitkova, the anchor of NTV’s evening news 
program, for questioning. Putin’s aides are 
also doing all they can to prevent Gusinsky 
from refinancing his debt-ridden operation 
with Ted Turner or anyone else in or outside 
of the country. 

According to one report, Putin told one of-
ficial, you deal with the shares, debts, and 
management and I will deal with the jour-
nalists. His goal simply is to end inde-
pendent TV coverage in Russia. 

An uninhibited press in itself is no guar-
antee that a society will remain a democ-
racy, but when it becomes inhibited, the 
chances that there will be such freedom all 
but disappear. 

When Western leaders meet Putin, they 
must insist that a warm handshake and skill 
at karate are not enough for Russia and 
Putin to qualify as a democratic member of 
the Big 8. To do that, Russia must have free-
dom of the press—a freedom determined by 
deeds, not mere declarations. 
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TRIBUTE TO KENNETH W. 
MONFORT 

HON. BOB SCHAFFER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2001 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to recognize and honor the life of a great 
American, Mr. Kenneth W. Monfort of Greeley, 
Colorado. A cattleman, philanthropist, commu-
nity leader, humanitarian, devoted father and 
husband, Mr. Monfort exemplified the Amer-
ican dream and the great western spirit. Sadly, 
Kenny Monfort passed away on Friday, Feb-
ruary 2, 2001. 

Mr. Monfort had a long and distinguished 
career in the cattle industry in which he pio-
neered many new processes and innovations. 
His first measure of success came at the age 
of 12, winning the prize of Grand Champion 
Steer at the National Western Stock Show. 
From there he used hard work, intelligence 
and perseverance to turn the family’s 18 head 
of cattle into the largest stockyard operation in 
the world. 

From the prosperity in his business, Mr. 
Monfort used his wealth to enrich the lives of 
all around him. During his childhood in the 
Great Depression, Kenny Monfort learned the 
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