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PERMISSION FOR SUNDRY COM-

MITTEES AND THEIR SUB-
COMMITTEES TO SIT TOMORROW,
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1995,
DURING THE 5-MINUTE RULE

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the following
committees and their subcommittees
be permitted to sit tomorrow while the
House is meeting in the Committee of
the Whole House under the 5-minute
rule: Committee on Agriculture; Com-
mittee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices; Committee on Commerce, Com-
mittee on Economic and Educational
Opportunities; Committee on Govern-
ment Reform and Oversight; Commit-
tee on House Oversight; Committee on
International Relations; Committee on
the Judiciary; Committee on Re-
sources; Committee on Science; Com-
mittee on Small Business; and Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

It is my understanding that the mi-
nority has been consulted and that
there is no objection to these requests.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 1617, CAREERS ACT

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 1617) to
consolidate and reform workforce de-
velopment and literacy programs, and
for other purposes, with a Senate
amendment thereto, disagree to the
Senate amendment, and agree to the
conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

The Chair hears none and, without
objection, appoints the following con-
ferees: Messrs. GOODLING, GUNDERSON,
CUNNINGHAM, MCKEON, RIGGS, GRAHAM,
SOUDER, CLAY, WILLIAMS, KILDEE, SAW-
YER, and GENE GREEN of Texas.

There was no objection.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENT TO
OFFER ON TOMORROW, WEDNES-
DAY, OCTOBER 25, 1995, MOTION
TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES ON S.
4, THE SEPARATE ENROLLMENT
AND LINE-ITEM VETO ACT OF
1995

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to rule XXVIII, I hereby announce
my intention to offer a motion to in-
struct conferees on S. 4 tomorrow.

The form of the motion is as follows:
Mr. DEUTSCH moves that the managers on

the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the House amendments to the bill S. 4 be in-
structed, within the scope of the conference,
to insist upon the inclusion of provisions to
require that the bill apply to the targeted
tax benefit provisions of any revenue or rec-
onciliation bill enacted into law during or
after fiscal year 1995.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, October 24, 1995.

Hon. NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 5 of Rule III of the
Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives, I
have the honor to transmit a sealed envelope
received from the White House on Monday,
October 23, 1995 at 10:55 a.m. and said to con-
tain a message from the President whereby
he transmits notification that he has de-
clared a national emergency regarding for-
eign narcotics traffickers centered in Colum-
bia.

With warm regards,
ROBIN H. CARLE,

Clerk, House of Representatives.

f

DECLARATION OF NATIONAL
EMERGENCY REGARDING FOR-
EIGN NARCOTICS TRAFFICKERS
CENTERED IN COLOMBIA—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 104–129)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered
to be printed.

To the Congress of the United States:
Pursuant to section 204(b) of the

International Emergency Economic
Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(b) and sec-
tion 301 of the National Emergencies
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1631, I hereby report that
I have exercised my statutory author-
ity to declare a national emergency in
response to the unusual and extraor-
dinary threat posed to the national se-
curity, foreign policy, and economy of
the United States by the actions of sig-
nificant foreign narcotics traffickers
centered in Colombia and to issue an
Executive order that:

—blocks all property and interests in
property in the United States or
within the possession or control of
United States persons of significant
foreign narcotics traffickers cen-
tered in Colombia designated in the
Executive order or other persons
designated pursuant thereto; and

—prohibits any transaction or deal-
ing by United States persons or
within the United States in prop-
erty of the persons designated in
the Executive order or other per-
sons designated pursuant thereto.

In the Executive order (copy at-
tached) I have designated four signifi-
cant foreign narcotics traffickers who
are principals in the so-called Cali car-
tel in Colombia. I have also authorized
the Secretary of the Treasury, in con-
sultation with the Attorney General

and the Secretary of State, to des-
ignate additional foreign persons who
play a significant role in international
narcotics trafficking centered in Co-
lombia or who materially support such
trafficking, and other persons deter-
mined to be owned or controlled by or
to act for or on behalf of designated
persons, whose property or trans-
actions or dealings in property in the
United States or with United States
persons shall be subject to the prohibi-
tions contained in the order.

I have authorized these measures in
response to the relentless threat posed
by significant foreign narcotics traf-
fickers centered in Colombia to the na-
tional security, foreign policy, and
economy of the United States.

Narcotics production has grown sub-
stantially in recent years. Potential
cocaine production—a majority of
which is bound for the United States—
is approximately 850 metric tons per
year. Narcotics traffickers centered in
Colombia have exercised control over
more than 80 percent of the cocaine en-
tering the United States.

Narcotics trafficking centered in Co-
lombia undermines dramatically the
health and well-being of United States
citizens as well as the domestic econ-
omy. Such trafficking also harms trade
and commercial relations between our
countries. The penetration of legiti-
mate sectors of the Colombian econ-
omy by the so-called Cali cartel has
frequently permitted it to corrupt var-
ious institutions of Colombian govern-
ment and society and to disrupt Colom-
bian commerce and economic develop-
ment.

The economic impact and corrupting
financial influence of such narcotics
trafficking is not limited to Colombia
but affects commerce and finance in
the United States and beyond. United
States law enforcement authorities es-
timate that the traffickers are respon-
sible for the repatriation of $4.7 to $7
billion in illicit drug profits from the
United States to Colombia annually,
some of which is invested in ostensibly
legitimate businesses. Financial re-
sources of that magnitude, which have
been illicitly generated and injected
into the legitimate channels of inter-
national commerce, threaten the integ-
rity of the domestic and international
financial systems on which the econo-
mies of many nations now rely.

For all of these reasons, I have deter-
mined that the actions of significant
narcotics traffickers centered in Co-
lombia, and the unparalleled violence,
corruption, and harm that they cause
in the United States and abroad, con-
stitute an unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security, foreign
policy, and economy of the United
States. I have, accordingly, declared a
national emergency in response to this
threat.

The measures I am taking are de-
signed to deny these traffickers the
benefit of any assets subject to the ju-
risdiction of the United States and to



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH 10694 October 24, 1995
prevent United States persons from en-
gaging in any commercial dealings
with them, their front companies, and
their agents. These measures dem-
onstrate firmly and decisively the com-
mitment of the United States to end
the scourge that such traffickers have
wrought upon society in the United
States and beyond. The magnitude and
dimension of the current problem war-
rant utilizing all available tools to
wrest the destructive hold that these
traffickers have on society and govern-
ments.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, October 21, 1995.

f
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REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 390

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that my name
be removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 390.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BLUTE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Hawaii?

There was no objection.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, and under a previous order of
the House, the following Members are
recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

THE BUDGET DEBATE: REMEMBER
THE ELDERLY, POOR, AND DIS-
ABLED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida [Mrs. THURMAN] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. THURMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my outrage at the Re-
publican tactics in this so-called budg-
et debate. This week we will vote on
the Republican proposal to cut Medic-
aid funds by $182 billion and block
grant the Program.

The elderly, the disabled, and the
poor children of America have had no
voice in this debate. They have been
lost in the rhetoric of the majority
party.

The Republicans talk about choice
and freedom for the States. However,
the only choice the States will have is
either to raise State taxes to remedy
the cuts or kick people off Medicaid.

The Republicans do not want to talk
about the people who need Medicaid.

They do not want to talk about the
grandmother in a nursing home, or the
disabled child in your neighborhood, or
the pregnant woman in need of pre-
natal care.

The Republicans do not want you to
know that they are removing Federal
standards for nursing homes or that
they are not requiring States to cover
Medicare premiums for the poorest
seniors.

The truth is, when we move from a
shared system based on individual

needs to a capped system that shifts
the problem to the States, States will
have to deny maternity services, early
childhood care, assisted living benefits,
and long-term care to some of our most
vulnerable citizens. More than 21⁄2 mil-
lion people in Florida depend on Medic-
aid for basic health care, and because
our population is growing so quickly,
this number is increasing every day. In
Florida, over 110,000 seniors rely on the
Medicaid payments for their Medicare
premiums repealed by the Republican
plan. Almost 400,000 children depend on
Medicaid coverage for check-ups, im-
munizations, and emergencies. By the
year 2000, Florida is expected to pro-
vide long-term care to as many as
380,000 seniors.

Yet one-half of the total Medicaid
cut of $182 billion will come from my
State of Florida and seven other
States.

Under the Republican capped block
grant, the reality is that Florida will
have to either kick people off Medic-
aid, or make up the shortfall with
State tax money.

Basing the 1996 Medicaid funding for-
mula on 1994 statistics ignores the
growth in Florida during the last year.
It puts us in a huge financial hole from
the start by simply ignoring our $2 bil-
lion in new expenses this year. As a re-
sult, Florida will lose more than $10.5
billion in Medicaid funds over the next
7 years, a 26-percent reduction. Quite
frankly, it is not fair.

The inequality of the funding for-
mula is blatantly apparent. If you
abused the system in the past, you get
rewarded under the Republican for-
mula. The more money a State was
able to pilfer from the system under
the current rules, the higher the base-
line for its block grant. How can you
possibly call that reform?

Of course, there are penalties in the
plan. The penalties are for playing fair,
working hard to contain costs, and
obeying the rules. The poor, the elder-
ly, and the disabled will be the ones
paying these penalties.

We have tried to reason with our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle,
especially those from Florida who
know our situation. We have tried to
appeal to their sense of compassion and
encouraged them to consider what will
happen to Florida under this formula.

In 2 days, when I come to this House
to vote against these cuts, I will re-
member the faces of those elderly,
poor, and disabled in my district who
will be denied health services and long-
term care under this plan. Since my
Republican colleagues are so anxious
to secure tax cuts for the wealthy, I
wonder whom they will be thinking of.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr.
SCARBOROUGH] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

[Mr. SCARBOROUGH addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina [Mrs.
CLAYTON] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. CLAYTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

A SALUTE TO GREECE: OXI DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. BILIRAKIS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, Octo-
ber 28, 1995, marks the 55th anniversary
of a very historic day in Greek history,
and for that matter world history.

On October 28, 1940, the Italian Min-
ister in Athens presented an ulti-
matum to the Prime Minister of
Greece, demanding the unconditional
surrender of Greece. His answer: ‘‘Oxi,’’
which means ‘‘no’’ in Greek.

Military success for the Italians
would have sealed off the Balkans from
the south and helped Hitler’s plan to
invade Russia. Indeed, with an army
that was fully equipped, well supplied,
and backed by superior air and naval
power, the Italians were expected to
overrun Greece within a short time.

However, despite their lack of equip-
ment, the Greek Army proved to be
well trained and resourceful. Within a
week after the Italians first attacked,
it was clear that their forces had suf-
fered a serious setback in spite of hav-
ing control of the air and fielding ar-
mored vehicles.

On November 14th, the Greek Army
launched a counteroffensive and quick-
ly drove Italian forces back well into
Albania. On December 6th, the Greeks
captured Porto Edda and continued
their advance along the seacoast to-
ward Valona. By February 1, 1941, the
Italians had launched strong counter-
attacks, however the determination of
the Greek Army coupled with the se-
verity of the winter weather, nullified
the Italians’ efforts.

The Italians, in an effort to bring the
war to a close before they would need
the help of German intervention,
launched another offensive on March
12, 1941. However, after 6 days of fight-
ing, the Italians made only insignifi-
cant gains and it became clear that
German intervention was necessary.

On March 26th, Hitler shouted ‘‘I will
make a clean sweep of the Balkans.’’ It
took him 5 weeks, until the end of
April, to subdue Greece. It turned out
to be an important 5 weeks for the
world. As a result of this campaign,
Hitler’s plan to invade Russia had to be
delayed. Instead of launching the Rus-
sia invasion on May 15, 1941, as
planned, Hitler had to set a new date of
June 22, 1941.

This delay proved catastrophic for
the Germans and contributed to the
failure of their Russian campaign.

The victory of the Greek Army
against the Italians and the repudi-
ation of Mussolini astonished the
world. Greece was attacked after the
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