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one of the major Buddhist centers from
the second century up to the time that
Islam entered the Valley in the ninth
century.

There these two giant Buddhas, one
of them the largest standing image of
Buddha in the world, more than 120
feet high, stood, until this week. These
symbols of their ancient faith were cut
out of the rock sometime between the
third and fifth centuries A.D. The
smaller statue of Buddha was carved
during Kanishka the Great’s reign. It
was estimated that two centuries later
the large Buddha statue was carved.

I have to tell you, it is striking to me
as an archaeology buff that both of
these statues were dressed in togas of
the Greek style imported into India by
the soldiers of Alexander the Great
when he invaded the region between 334
and 327 B.C.

The features of these statues of Bud-
dha had disappeared. During the cen-
turies, undoubtedly, there had been
earlier bouts of iconoclasm. The idea
behind the destruction was to take
away the soul of the hated image by
obliterating, or at least deforming, the
head and hands.

The intolerance of the Taliban in
leading to this destruction needs to
have a strong international response.
The Taliban has clearly failed to recog-
nize the value of any art that does not
conform precisely to their religious
purposes. The Taliban are only the
temporary holders. Their government
is only a custodian of this area. We
cannot tolerate their willful destruc-
tion of international treasures that are
really holdings of the entire world. We
cannot allow them to get away with
this action.

The action of the Taliban regime rep-
resents the worst case of vandalism in
recent history of our ancient past.
Today, more and more people are
awakening to their heritage and the
importance of preserving these sorts of
relics. We have in Christian countries
many examples of Islamic art that are
protected, like the Alhambra in Spain.
We know that in Egypt, now an Islamic
country, there are relics, there are
statues, there are temples that are of
enormous significance to the culture of
the world.

We need in Congress to send a clear
message to the Taliban that this is un-
acceptable, and we need to bring to-
gether all of the nations of the world to
express our outrage and take firm ac-
tion against this cultural imperialism.

———
ELECTION REFORM

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

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to be here today to talk on a
special order on election reform.

Today I am proud to introduce my
first piece of legislation in the United
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States House of Representatives, a res-
olution calling on Congress to take
swift and meaningful action on elec-
tion reform so we can implement sig-
nificant improvements before 2002. I
am committed to making election re-
form a top priority and ensuring that
America’s faith in democracy is not di-
minished by pervasive problems in our
voting system. We must enter the next
Federal election cycle with full con-
fidence in our Nation’s voting tech-
nology. That is why I urge my col-
leagues on both side of the aisle to
work together to ensure that in 2002
each and every vote counts.

Exactly 1 month ago, I addressed this
House on this very same issue. At that
time I spoke of my work as Rhode Is-
land’s Secretary of State in modern-
izing our State’s antiquated voting
equipment. During my tenure, Rhode
Island upgraded its voting machines
from the worst in the Nation to among
the best. We improved our technology,
we improved accessibility, we improved
accuracy in our elections and achieved
a significant increase in voter partici-
pation. Furthermore, all of these re-
forms were cost effective.

Models exist for accurate and cost-ef-
fective election reform that States can
replicate to assure true democracy. In
fact, my former staff has been working
with election officials in Florida and
New York as well as researchers at
MIT to discuss how they can emulate
our success.

Many of our Nation’s election admin-
istrators right now are working tire-
lessly to improve their voting systems,
and I applaud their efforts to ensure
that no voter is disenfranchised and
that all ballots are counted accurately.
However, I know from personal experi-
ence that upgrading an entire State’s
election system is no small feat. It re-
quires a great deal of planning, invest-
ment of time and resources, and the co-
ordination of efforts with different lev-
els of government.

Fortunately, 21 Members of this
House have introduced legislation to
help improve our Nation’s overall vot-
ing system. The sponsors of these bills
hold a variety of ideological views.
However, we all share one common
goal, to ensure that our Nation’s elec-
tion system does not undermine citi-
zens’ confidence in the democratic
process and that every vote counts.

For this reason, Mr. Speaker, I am
introducing this sense of the Congress
resolution encouraging Congress to
make this vision a reality by the 2002
election. Though we may disagree
about some of the details, my col-
leagues and I are willing to put aside
our differences and work for the better-
ment of our Nation. We must act now
to ensure that the United States has an
accurate and open election system, we
must act now to ensure that our elder-
ly and disabled voters can cast their
votes independently, and we must act
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now to ensure that every one of our Na-
tion’s military voters counts.

We can attain all of these goals, but
we must begin our efforts immediately
to reach them by 2002. One person, one
vote is the fundamental principle upon
which American democracy stands.
Please join me in cosponsoring this res-
olution and in learning about the var-
ious voting technologies at the secre-
taries of state demonstration I am
sponsoring next week which will give
us an up-close look at the various
types of voting technology available
and in taking an open-minded, bipar-
tisan approach to resolving this na-
tional problem. Nothing can be more
important to Congress than guaran-
teeing every American free and fair ac-
cess to our democratic process.
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FOCUS ON SPECIAL EDUCATION
FUNDING

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

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, as a member
of the Committee on Education and the
Workforce, I was delighted to see in
last year’s campaign all the attention
that candidates, whether it was for
Congressional or Senate offices, but es-
pecially at the Presidential level, de-
vote so much time and attention and
substance to education policy. In fact,
this is a reflection of the concerns that
the American people have genuinely,
certainly the constituents who I rep-
resent in western Wisconsin. I am con-
tinuously reminded by them of the im-
portance of education. They recognize,
as I think we all do in this Chamber,
that education must be a local respon-
sibility, that there is a strong State in-
terest, but it should be a national pri-
ority.

That is why I am hopeful that as we
are beginning work on the Committee
on Education and the Workforce in this
session of Congress, especially trying
to reauthorize the elementary and sec-
ondary education bill, that there can
be a lot of ground for bipartisan agree-
ment, providing needed resources back
to the local school districts with flexi-
bility on how best to use those re-
sources, but along with some account-
ability, so we see the desired results in
student achievement in the classroom.

However, one area of education pol-
icy that previous Congresses have woe-
fully fell short on has been our respon-
sibility to fully fund our share, our ob-
ligation, to special education needs
throughout the country. In the last
couple of sessions of Congress, there
was a recognition that we were under-
funding the IDEA, Individuals With
Disabilities Education Act, and we
were not living up to the promises that
we made to so many children across
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the country. In the last session of Con-
gress, we, in fact, increased the appro-
priation level by 27 percent for special
education needs. But nevertheless, we
have a responsibility to fund that at 40
percent of the per pupil expenditure
throughout the country. Even with
that 27 percent increase last year, we
are still only funding our share at
slightly less than 15 percent of the 40
percent that we should be doing for
local school districts.

This is the number one issue I hear
about back home from teachers and ad-
ministrators and parents, that if we
can do one thing right in this session of
Congress, that is to live up to our re-
sponsibility and fully fund IDEA. But
the fact that we are not funding it at
the appropriate level has a dramatic
impact on countless students across
the country.

Just some quick numbers. Roughly
6.4 million disabled children in Amer-
ica receive special education services.
There are 116,000 of these students in
my home State of Wisconsin alone
identified as needing special education
services. By 2010, it is expected that
there will be an additional half a mil-
lion students served by special edu-
cation nationwide.

With the advancement of medical
technology and medical breakthroughs,
school funding is on a collision course
with modern medicine. Children who
normally would not have survived to
school age are now entering the public
school system, increasing the responsi-
bility of providing a quality education
for these kids, along with the incum-
bent expense that comes along with it.
I believe that this is more than just an
education issue, it is a civil rights
issue, that we make good by these stu-
dents who, through particular needs,
require more attention and more re-
sources to meet their educational po-
tential.

As elected officials here in Congress,
I believe it is our obligation to ensure
that funding for programs assisting
students with special needs meets the
needs of the schools struggling to be
fair and inclusive for these students in
the school system. In fact, it is one of
the fastest growing areas of virtually
every school district budget through-
out the country, and will continue to
be so. Special education services will
require a greater responsibility for us
here in Washington and to live up to
the commitment and the promises that
we have made in the past. First, with
the passage of the Education for All
Handicapped Children Act of 1975, and
then with the act which was renamed
the Individuals With Disabilities Act
back in 1990.

Now, recently, 40 of my new Demo-
cratic colleagues here in Congress
wrote to President Bush calling for the
administration to commit greater re-
sources to the IDEA mission. We are
striving to see that that 40 percent
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Federal responsibility in special edu-
cation funding as required by law is, in
fact, honored. We believe it is a matter
of budgetary priorities, and we hope
that the administration, when they fi-
nally submit a detailed budget plan,
will show that commitment to IDEA
funding. But, at the very least, we hope
it will show the continued commitment
that we have established now over the
last couple of years in Congress for in-
creasing Federal appropriations so we
can finally achieve full funding at 40
percent.

We also advocate increasing the Fed-
eral appropriations for part D of IDEA,
which is used to provide professional
development opportunities to special
education instructors and staff. Again,
it is a constant refrain that we hear
from the school officials back in our
school districts.

It is imperative, however, that we do
not embrace full funding of IDEA in ex-
change for reduced Federal funding for
other ESEA-related programs. In this
era of unprecedented budget surpluses,
we have a unique opportunity to pro-
vide effective government support that
is most sought after by American fami-
lies and we should not squander this
opportunity by shortchanging any of
our children’s educational potential.

——
FULL FUNDING FOR IDEA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY of Or-
egon) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to speak briefly about an
issue that has become very near and
dear to my heart. I spent the last sev-
eral months speaking to superintend-
ents, teachers, parents, and community
leaders across my district, and one of
the issues they say is the most impor-
tant to them is full funding. When I
talk about full funding, this is for the
Individuals With Disabilities Edu-
cation Act, full funding which, in this
case, means going up to 40 percent of
the excess cost.

Mr. Speaker, we began this discus-
sion 26 years ago when we agreed with
States and local education agencies
that we should provide a free and ap-
propriate education to every child who
has a disability. We knew this was
going to require a large investment,
not only by the States and local school
districts, but by the Federal Govern-
ment as well. The Federal Government
made a promise. They said, we are
going to pay up to 40 percent of the ex-
cess costs for every student. However,
we have not done that. In fact, this
year we are doing the most we have
ever done, and we are up to less than 15
percent.

I participated in a lot of conversa-
tions regarding full funding of IDEA in
the past couple of months with my col-
leagues, committee staff and leader-
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ship. Full funding is a large invest-
ment, I understand that, and it raises
some concerns. One of the concerns I
have heard is that if we increase the
amount of money going to the States
to educate children with disabilities,
that the school districts will over-iden-
tify these children to get more money.
Well, I want to tell my colleagues that
that is simply not true. Let us talk
about the real situation that is hap-
pening in our schools.

Again, the Federal Government right
now is giving a little over one-third of
the money that they promised 26 years
ago; and as a result of this under-
funding, what has happened is schools
have had to pull money out of other
programs to make up for it. They have
had to pull money out of textbooks and
after-school programs and additional
teachers. As a consequence, what we
are seeing is an under-identification of
children with disabilities. School dis-
tricts hesitate to label a child with
learning disabilities or behavioral
problems or mental disorders because
they cannot afford to provide them the
services they need. Fully funding IDEA
will not result in a mass frenzy of
school districts to label as many chil-
dren as they can with disabilities. In
fact, just the opposite will happen. If
we can get young children the services
they need early on, we may prevent a
need for more drastic intervention
later on.

Mr. Speaker, I have introduced bipar-
tisan legislation with the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) and
many of my colleagues here today. Our
bill would authorize funding to bring
the Federal Government’s share of edu-
cating children with disabilities up to
the 40 percent mark by 2006, so we are
trying to do it over a period of time. It
is expensive. This increase will cost
about $3 billion a year. It is a large in-
vestment, but we must remember, if we
do not pay our fair share of the cost,
our share does not just go away; some-
one else is covering for us.

Mr. Speaker, it is time we kept the
promise that we made to our children
26 years ago and invest in the edu-
cation of every child.

————

REINTRODUCTION OF SPOUSAL
REUNIFICATION ACT

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. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to ask that my colleagues join
me in supporting legislation that I re-
introduced today that would permit
the admission into the United States of
nonimmigrant visitors who are the
spouses and children of permanent resi-
dent aliens residing and working in
this country.

This legislation is intended to fill a
void in our current immigration policy
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