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world solution that will help our parents.
Those are all parts of the comprehensive vision for improving education. I
believe this plan will help prepare
America for the next century. It is
based on what we know works and has
real money to back it up.
All too often, the debates on education begin with talk about how bad
our public schools are. Everyone will
hear that our schools are in shambles.
I believe our schools are not failing,
but if we let this Congress cut education funding, we will be failing our
public schools.
Most of our public schools are doing
a good job. Some are not, but they are
all facing more and more challenges
with fewer resources than ever before.
We have to recognize those challenges
and prepare our schools and our children for the future.
Today, I hear a lot of talk about bureaucracy. I hear our schools are
trapped by red tape. I was a school
board member, and I know what it is
like to fill out forms and, yes, we
should reduce paperwork. That is why
the class size reduction application is
only one page, is available online, and
takes just a few minutes to fill out.
Less paperwork is good. But somehow
some people have convinced themselves
that if there are fewer forms, our kids
will magically get the resources they
need. Fewer forms will not buy a textbook or build a classroom. It takes resources and support, and it takes real
dollars. Reducing bureaucracy sounds
good, but it means nothing if it is only
as good as the paper on which it is
written.
I hear a lot of talk about flexibility.
That sounds great. I support flexibility
because I know that principals and
local school boards understand their
own needs best. But we cannot forget
right now that the Federal Government sets money aside for specific programs, like for homeless children or
gifted children, money to help our
schools become safe and drug free.
That money is targeted for special
needs which we as a country believe
are important, and those Federal funds
do a lot of good because they are seven
times more targeted than other education funds. That money ensures that
every American child gets a good education.
But the plans I hear about tell
schools, ‘‘Do whatever you want with
the money.’’ At the same time, those
plans start cutting the amount of
money available to schools, and then
our kids are the losers. When that dollar is no longer attached to a specific
need, like making our schools safe
after Columbine, or meeting the needs
of a child who is behind or a child who
is gifted, it is a lot easier to cut that
money.
Now schools think they have a
choice, but they really have fewer options because there is less money available than there was the day before.
When schools have choice with less

money, national priorities and protections lose out.
Suddenly that choice does not sound
so good. Suddenly that choice is not
liberating; it is limiting, and that is
wrong because some of our kids are
going to be left behind when a bill
promising some version of flexibility
makes schools choose between children. Let’s not forget that we have already passed a better version of school
flexibility called Ed-Flex earlier this
year. Let’s see how that serves our
children before we try more risky approaches.
We cannot forget why the Federal
Government got involved in education.
Thirty years ago, when education was
left to States and localities alone,
some kids got left behind. So the Federal Government set a basic safety net
for all children. These are the targeted
funds that some plans would put into a
block grant and then cut.
The Federal Government does two
other vital things: It helps us meet national priorities, such as teaching technology or reducing class size, and it
also helps students meet their potential and achieve at their highest levels.
When this Congress ignores the reasons
why we have a Federal partner in education, we are left with false choices
that fail our children.
Our country deserves a real choice.
We must offer real plans, real money to
improve our schools, not false choices
and not funding cuts. I urge my colleagues to listen to the American people. We should treat education like a
priority and do right by all of our children.
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ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
S. 1235

At the request of Mr. ROBB, his name
was added as a cosponsor of S. 1235, a
bill to amend part G of title I of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 to allow railroad police officers to attend the Federal Bureau of Investigation National Academy for law enforcement training.
S. 1510

At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. BURNS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1510, a bill to revise the laws of
the United States appertaining to
United States cruise vessels, and for
other purposes.
S. 1626

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. GRAMS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1626, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to improve the
process by which the Secretary of
Health and Human Services makes coverage determinations for items and
services furnished under the medicare
program, and for other purposes.
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 59

At the request of Mr. SMITH, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mr. ASHCROFT) was added as a cospon-
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sor of Senate Concurrent Resolution 59,
a concurrent resolution urging the
President to negotiate a new base
rights agreement with the Government
of Panama in order for United States
Armed Forces to be stationed in Panama after December 31, 1999.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 118

At the request of Mr. REID, the
names of the Senator from Kentucky
(Mr. BUNNING), the Senator from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS), and the Senator
from Alaska (Mr. MURKOWSKI) were
added as cosponsors of Senate Resolution 118, a resolution designating December 12, 1999, as ‘‘National Children’s
Memorial Day.’’
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED
THE AFRICAN GROWTH AND
OPPORTUNITY ACT
ROTH (AND MOYNIHAN)
AMENDMENT NO. 2325
(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. ROTH (for himself and Mr. MOYNIHAN) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by them to the
bill (H.R. 434) to authorize a new trade
and investment policy for sub-Sahara
Africa; as follows:
Strike all after the enacting clause and insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Trade and Development Act of 1999’’.
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
TITLE I—EXTENSION OF CERTAIN TRADE
BENEFITS TO SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA
Subtitle A—Trade Policy for Sub-Saharan
Africa
Sec. 101. Short title.
Sec. 102. Findings.
Sec. 103. Statement of policy.
Sec. 104. Sub-Saharan Africa defined.
Subtitle B—Extension of Certain Trade
Benefits to Sub-Saharan Africa
Sec. 111. Eligibility for certain benefits.
Sec. 112. Treatment of certain textiles and
apparel.
Sec. 113. United States-sub-Saharan African
trade and economic cooperation
forum.
Sec. 114. United States-sub-Saharan Africa
free trade area.
Sec. 115. Reporting requirement.
TITLE II—TRADE BENEFITS FOR
CARIBBEAN BASIN
Subtitle A—Trade Policy for Caribbean
Basin Countries
Sec. 201. Short title.
Sec. 202. Findings and policy.
Sec. 203. Definitions.
Subtitle B—Trade Benefits for Caribbean
Basin Countries
Sec. 211. Temporary provisions to provide
additional trade benefits to certain beneficiary countries.
Sec. 212. Adequate and effective protection
for intellectual property rights.
Subtitle C—Cover Over of Tax on Distilled
Spirits
Sec. 221. Suspension of limitation on cover
over of tax on distilled spirits.

