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Since his return, President Aristide

has facilitated this change by preach-
ing a message of reconciliation and
peace. The Haitian people are respond-
ing. They are rebuilding their lives—
not resorting to revenge against their
former oppressors. Unlike Somalia, our
soldiers are greeted with hugs—not
rock throwing mobs.

Our mission to Haiti is one of the
great military success stories of our
time. Our troops have done a miracu-
lous job. As our troops liberated Da-
chau and Auschwitz some fifty years
ago, tho not as horrific the men and
women of our armed forces liberated an
island concentration camp in the
Carribean.

We have done the right thing in
Haiti. You can see it in the neighbor-
hoods, in the schools, you can see it in
the churches and most of all you can
see it on the smiling faces of the people
of Haiti, for they are no longer afraid.

f

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

[Mr. MFUME addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

EFFECTS OF THE RESCISSION
BILLS

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

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I am here
today to protest the mean-spirited and
draconian rescissions that have been
reported out of the Labor, Health and
Human Services, and Education and
the VA/HUD and Independent Agencies
Appropriations Subcommittees.

An excellent statement released yes-
terday by ACT–UP expresses quite di-
rectly the severity of these cuts.

Two House Subcommittees voted to re-
scind funding for AIDS programs that is al-
ready in the pipeline. The VA/HUD Appro-
priations Subcommittee voted to eliminate
all $188 million allocated for HOPWA, the
Housing Opportunities for People with AIDS
Program, eliminate all 3,000 Section 8 rental
assistance vouchers set-aside for HIV-posi-
tive people, and cut $2.7 billion in general
Section 8 vouchers. The Labor/HHS Appro-
priations Subcommittee cut $13 million from
the Ryan White CARE Act, which pays for
medical care and services for people with
HIV, and cut $23 million from the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention’s HIV pre-
vention program.

The HUD funding cuts alone mean that
New York City will lose $41.7 million, Up-
state New York $2.2 million and Long Island
$1.2 million. In New York City, 700 units now
housing over 1,000 people with AIDS and HIV
disease and their family members will be
lost.

Mr. Speaker, these severe slashes in
housing funding will touch a wide
range of American people—families,
children, and seniors—but perhaps the
most striking examples of heartless-
ness is putting sick and dying people

out on the streets. It is, Mr. Speaker,
nothing but immoral. I am absolutely
appalled at the insensitivity to human
life that I have seen over the past 50 or
so days here in the Congress. We must
put an end to this slashing and burning
of America’s middle and low-income
people and families, and of the most
needy members of our society.

For more than a decade, the devasta-
tion of the AIDS pandemic has affected
every American community and has
touched most Americans in some way
personally. AIDS cuts across gender,
ethnic, racial, and socio-economic
lines. The rate of increased infection is
alarming. Ryan White CARE funding is
essential for AIDS service providers to
keep pace with the pandemic to con-
tinue and provide effective and cost-ef-
ficient HIV-related medical and social
services.

Mr. Speaker, according to a recent
and very disturbing, New York Times
article,

AIDS has become the leading cause of
death among all Americans aged 25 to 44 . . .
this number has surpassed unintentional in-
jury, which dropped to second place in this
age group.

Since AIDS was first identified in the
early 1980’s, more than 440,000 cases
have been documented and more than
250,000 AIDS-related deaths have re-
sulted in the United States. More than
1 million people in the United States
are believed to be HIV-positive, but
have not yet contracted AIDS.

The Congressional district I rep-
resent in New York City is among the
hardest hit by AIDS. With over 65,000
cases of AIDS—the highest number of
any city in the country—in fact, more
than 40,000 more cases than the next
highest city, New York City has been
the city most affected. Additionally,
New York State, has approximately 20
percent of the Nation’s AIDS cases,
81,386 cases. Ryan White funding is ab-
solutely vital to many New Yorkers
living with HIV/AIDS.

But the AIDS crisis goes far beyond
New York—Americans in communities
across the Nation have felt the effects
of AIDS in some way.

Mr. Speaker, the impact of the AIDS
epidemic is felt by everyone, from all
walks of life. As the number of people
living with HIV and AIDS continues to
rise and access to private health care
remains an obstacle to treatment,
Ryan White Comprehensive AIDS Re-
sources Act and Housing Opportunities
for People with AIDS funds are more
critical than ever. Slashing these pro-
grams will interrupt early intervention
and health care to thousands of Ameri-
cans living with AIDS and will merely
escalate the pain and suffering that
millions of people with AIDS experi-
ence.

I call on my good colleagues in Con-
gress to unite against these immoral
attacks by the big bad wolf. If we are
not careful they will come and huff and
puff and blow our houses down. We can
not allow our Nation’s seniors, chil-

dren, families and people with AIDS to
be put out in the streets.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
take a leadership role and join me in
speaking out and working to oppose
these Draconian, and mean-spirited
cuts.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Indi-
ana [Mr. BURTON] is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

[Mr. BURTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
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THE MORAL IMPLICATIONS OF AS-
SAULT ON AFFIRMATIVE ACTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from New
York [Mr. OWENS] is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, all of the
members of the Congressional Black
Caucus are very concerned about the
latest development with respect to an
announcement that affirmative action
and the elimination of all aspects of af-
firmative action has been placed on the
agenda of the Republican Party.

That concern is expressed in many
different ways. Several of my col-
leagues were here yesterday, and they
talked about the details of affirmative
action from a very legalistic perspec-
tive. Several of them are lawyers and
they understand the legal wranglings
related to affirmative action, some are
very familiar with the history of af-
firmative action laws, and they gave an
interesting and useful background on
affirmative action.

They make their contribution in
their way, and I am, on the other hand,
concerned about affirmative action
from another point of view, the moral
implications of the assault on affirma-
tive action that is being projected by
the Republican Party, by their leader-
ship.

I am concerned about the fact that
when you couple an assault on affirma-
tive action with the nastier parts of
the Contract With America, and the
Contract With America is just begin-
ning to manifest itself in all of its bar-
barity, and I use that word delib-
erately, because the aspects of the Con-
tract With America which are going
forward now have to do with taking
school lunch programs away, limiting
school lunch programs, and denying
the entitlement to a free lunch to chil-
dren in need.
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It has to do with rescissions which
are taking place to wipe out the sum-
mer youth program, one of the most
practical, successful and much needed
programs that we have, employing
teenagers, young people during the
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summer. There are all too few jobs al-
ready, but in the rescission process the
committees have begun to eliminate,
first they want to water down this
year’s program and cut that drastically
and then they want to eliminate it
completely and on it goes. There are
education programs, child nutrition
programs, programs that are very vital
to poor people and certainly vital to
the people in my district that are being
cut.

And this is just the beginning. It is
the beginning of a process of finding in
the budget the money needed to give a
tax cut which would go mostly to peo-
ple who are very well off. It is a revi-
sion of a process of finding money in a
budget in order to increase the defense
budget, and if there is any part of the
budget that does not need to be in-
creased, certainly it is the defense
budget. I think a recent poll shows
that the American people in their great
wisdom, the common sense of the
American people is astonishing, they
have in a poll indicated, a large per-
centage, I think about 60 percent indi-
cated that things should stay the way
they are. I do not want to quote the
numbers but the overwhelming per-
centage of people who responded to the
poll felt that things should at least
stay the way they are or there should
be a cut in defense.

The smallest group of people who re-
sponded, the smallest category of peo-
ple who responded were people who
wanted the defense budget increased.
So the leadership of the majority party
here is out of step with the common
sense and the wisdom of the American
people. But their being out of step and
having the power, of course, they have
the votes, does not mean they are
going to cease the folly of increasing
the defense budget at the expense of
much needed programs like school
lunch programs and summer youth em-
ployment programs.

So, I am very troubled by those cuts,
and those cuts are not a game of Re-
publican versus Democrats. The Repub-
licans make one move, Democrats
make another. These are cuts which go
to the heart of what the Federal Gov-
ernment is all about in terms of provid-
ing a safety net for people who are
most in need.

We are going to snatch away this
safety net, we are going to kick people
out into the streets. We are going to do
some horrendous things in an attempt
to balance the budget and in an at-
tempt to find money for greater de-
fense expenditures and for a tax cut for
people who need a tax cut least of all.

Those are terrible prospects. But
when you add to that an announcement
that we are going to have an assault on
affirmative action, we are going to
make affirmative action a major issue
in the coming 1996 election campaign,
it means that the Contract With Amer-
ica authors and the people who signed
the contract, the leadership promoting
the contract, the people who are push-
ing these tremendous domestic cuts

and the defense increase, they are not
willing to take their package and go to
the American people and say well, this
is the way we see it, we agree, we dis-
agree with the Democrats, we are in
charge now, we are able to push our
program through and, therefore, you
pass judgment on it. I think it would
be fair, although I profoundly disagree
with the tremendous budget cuts and I
disagree with the thrust and essence of
the Contract With America, I still
think it is a legitimate opposition pro-
gram, and the opposition, I call them
the elite, oppressive minority. The
elite oppressive minority, should take
their program to the people and have
them pass judgment on it at the ballot
box.

But when the elite oppressive minor-
ity decides that it wants an insurance
marker, it wants to guarantee victory
by moving into another arena, by at-
tacking affirmative action, already we
have an attack on immigrants, now we
are going to add an attack on affirma-
tive action, we are adding something to
the brew, we are pouring poison into
the situation, and saying that we are
going to resort to exacerbating racial
tensions and playing on racial fears in
order to win the 1996 election. It is
race-baiting, it is the oldest trick in
the world. It is scapegoating and it is
going to be, you know, Willy Horton to
the maximum degree.

We are going to have a situation
where people do not think about the
budget cuts. They will not think about
the merits of the Contract With Amer-
ica. It will just be gut reactions to a
racist appeal. That is the way I see the
announcement that affirmative action
is now going to be a major target be-
tween now and 1996.

I hope we do not go that way. I hope
that the leadership of the majority
party here in the Congress will recon-
sider. I hope that we will go forward
and have a contest in 1996 which will be
on the merits of the programs offered
by the Contract With America, authors
and signers versus the Democratic
Party, its President, the opposition
here in Congress, and that we will have
a decent election based on what is best
for America and having people make
that choice.

I do not think we will have a decent
election. I think we will go down the
road toward disaster if we wage a full-
scale attack on affirmative action and
we make the next election a racial ref-
erendum.

It is something that is very tempt-
ing. The easy road to power or the easy
road to a consolidation of power is very
tempting. The people who are the cause
of the problems in Yugoslavia, the Ser-
bians, the Serbians who put in motion
ethnic cleansing, they wanted an easy
road to power, the easiest road to
power to exacerbate and excite people’s
racial fears and to pray on racial ten-
sions.

The people in Rwanda, the Hutus, the
Hutus sought an easy road to power by
exacerbating the differences between

the two tribes and the Tutsis. All that
started as a matter of political expedi-
ency and they were using it to consoli-
date power. It got out of hand and it
became such a frenzy until it spilled
over into the streets and people went
out and massacred people. It is esti-
mated that 500,000 people were mas-
sacred. The Hutus massacred 500,000
Tutsis. It all started with some ego-
maniac in power, politicians in power
who wanted to consolidate their power
and made an appeal to the worst in
people in order to do that.

You might say well, your exaggerat-
ing, that could never happen here. No,
it could not happen here, overnight
certainly, and it will not happen here
between now and 1996. But whenever
the easy route to power is taken, when-
ever you choose to play on racial fears,
there is no way you can guarantee you
are going to be able to turn it off when
the time comes to turn it off.

The appeal to racial fears at this
point in our history I think would be a
disaster, and I want to take the time to
make my appeal. You know, 100 seems
to be a magic number, so if I have to
come here to the floor 100 times to
make 100 appeals for justice and 100 ap-
peals for us to turn aside from this
course of action, then I will do that be-
cause I think it is just that important,
I think it is just that dangerous that
the movement toward racism in our
next election will set in motion some-
thing that would be disastrous for our
country.

At a time of maximum prosperity in
the richest nation that has ever existed
in the history of the world, as we move
into the 21st Century Americans must
not yield to destruction of our society
through the use of a barbaric political
process. If we cannot do it any other
way we certainly should not resort to
playing on racial fears.

When you combine an assault on af-
firmative action with a Republican
Contract With America, you create a
kind of scorched Earth approach to the
reordering of our society. Government
by an elite minority, for the benefit of
the elite minority, becomes the driving
philosophy. We would have to call it
the way we see it. I do not think it is
exaggerating to say that we have a
high-technology, a group that has a
great knowledge of high-technology,
and they will use electronic witchcraft
to promote this oppressive elite minor-
ity. And now they want to spread, use
that power to spread a racist, anti-im-
migrant brew throughout the minds of
America, to poison the minds of the
American voters.

The goal of this oppressive minority
is to turn democracy on its head by
stampeding the majority into voting
against its own interests. Assaults on
affirmative action, attacks on immi-
grants, these are actions which are the
key elements of a stampeding kind of
approach to politics. You do not want
people to think, you would want them
to feel a gut reaction and act as a re-
sult.
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I think all poor and disadvantaged

people whose needs inconvenience the
needs, and the programs which serve
poor and disadvantaged people incon-
venience this oppressive elite minority,
I think they become targets as a rule
of wanting to get them out of the way,
they become the targets of a rather
ruthless set of actions.

The rescissions that have been an-
nounced, the bills that are moving
through committees that block grant
school lunch programs, and block grant
child care programs, and block grant
child nutrition programs, and WIC Pro-
grams—block grants become a kind of
a swindle. We know from experience
that when the Federal Government
moves from entitlements at the Fed-
eral level to block grants at the local
level it means that you are setting up
a situation where the responsibility to
provide for all of those in need will be
taken away. You do not have to have
an entitlement. If you have a block
grant, the State will spend as much
money as it has and when the money
runs out, no matter how great the need
is, it will not spend any more, and the
people will have to do without, whether
it is hungry children or people in need
of child care or any other block-grant-
ed function.

So the block grant is not just an ad-
ministrative move, it is not an admin-
istrative convenience. The block grant
is a swindle that is perpetrated. You
start the block grant with an amount
of money at one level and you stop.
And as the years go by, the block grant
is cut. It automatically is cut because
no money is added to it to keep up with
inflation, and then, of course, some-
times the Committee on Appropria-
tions actively begins a process of cut-
ting. This is the history of block
grants, so we have no reason to believe
that block grants are not just another
way to swindle people out of their enti-
tlements. People who are in great need
will be forced to go without as a result
of the block grants being instituted.

The most specific and the most in-
tensely pursued target of the oppres-
sive elite minority are not just the
poor and the disadvantaged. That in
general is the way this is being ap-
proached, is that all poor and disadvan-
taged people become obstacles in the
way. Their needs inconvenience this
oppressive elite minority that is in
charge. But among the poor and the
disadvantaged, the minority that be-
comes the group that becomes the big-
gest target and the most intensely pur-
sued target becomes the American of
African descent. The Americans of Af-
rican descent, the people who are the
descendants of slaves, are in a very spe-
cial category. It is not that we are the
only beneficiaries of affirmative ac-
tion; affirmative action, of course, ben-
efits a lot of other people other than
African-Americans. You know, women
are the beneficiaries of affirmative ac-
tion, Asians, Hispanics, a number of
people benefit from affirmative action.
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And they will be hurt in the process.
But I think the drive and the focus and
the intensity of the move is focused on
African-Americans, and that is the way
we see it, and that is why we are re-
sponding with such intensity.

It was the African-American popu-
lation, the descendants of slaves, who
fought the battles during the civil
rights era during the fifties and sixties,
and we fought for the Civil Rights Act,
the Voting Rights Act. We fought for
set-asides. We have pressured and
pushed and gotten Presidents to issue
Executive orders on affirmative action.
We have been on the cutting edge, and
we are the driving force, so any at-
tempt to wage an assault on affirma-
tive action is an assault on African-
Americans, people of African descent.
That is the primary thrust of what is
happening here.

The Contract on America, which
started by focusing on the destruction
of all poor and working families, has
now added an assault on affirmative
action to its blitzkrieg. This new ag-
gression makes it crystal clear the pri-
mary objective, the No. 1 target, of the
oppressive elite minority are African-
Americans, the descendants of slaves.

If you crush the African-Americans,
if you crush the core of the resistance
to the planned tyranny of the oppres-
sive minority, this is the merciless
logic, crush them first, this is the mer-
ciless logic of the opposition, and when
the blacks are silenced, the other com-
ponents will fall in line.

Some people will acquiesce after the
blacks are silenced. They will acqui-
esce with a guilty conscience, but they
will acquiesce. Many others will find it
convenient and comfortable to be
bought off or sell out. This is a sce-
nario we see.

In the 1996 election, they will turn
the election into a racist election. You
stampede people into a situation where
you consolidate power not on the basis
of the programs that you have come
forward with or your ideology or your
achievements, but on the basis of deep-
seated primitive racial fears.

While others stumble about in confu-
sion, I think African-Americans clearly
see what is happening. We see the
enemy converging down upon us. Our
intense reaction is based on the fact
that we understand. We are not going
to wait until it unfolds, and, you know,
the details are in place. The very fact
that at this particular moment you get
an attack on affirmative action, a con-
certed assault, tells us a great deal,
and we understand the implications.

The Contract With America is a con-
tract against us to begin with, and
then the assault on affirmative action
continues that attack. The combina-
tion of budget cuts and assaults on af-
firmative action are definitely de-
signed to bombard the African-Amer-
ican community until it becomes a
kind of political Hiroshima, beat it to
death. The goals of this oppressive mi-
nority, the goal of the oppressive elite

minority which is in charge now, is to
paralyze us and incapacitate us. They
want to bring African-Americans to
the point where they are incapable of
ever counterattacking.

We cannot finish the fight that we
have begun for full rights, and we can-
not pursue the fight that we started for
equal justice if we are the subject of
this kind of ruthless attack in 1996.
The goal of the ruthless elite, this op-
pressive minority, is to terminate our
vanguard role, to destroy our leader-
ship position in the struggle for justice
and opportunity, which African-Ameri-
cans have traditionally occupied.

The situation is that serious, and I
would like to plead to the leadership of
the Republican Party, the leadership in
control of this House, to drop their
agenda for the assault on affirmative
action. I would like to plead for a dif-
ferent approach to winning the 1996
election in line with the merits of your
case and not igniting a racial war that
none of us will be able to control.

I would like to also, if you are deter-
mined to pursue affirmative action and
the assault on affirmative action, I
would like to also make an appeal for
you to take a close look at why we
need affirmative action. Affirmative
action is a set of activities and pro-
grams which are designed to, in the
present again, compensate for past
wrongs. Affirmative actions are put
forth by nations and groups and not be
individuals.

Individuals who are living now may
not have been guilty of the wrongs that
led to the implementation of affirma-
tive-action policies, just as the average
German alive today is not in any way
guilty for what Hitler did in World War
II. Nevertheless, his nation is respon-
sible, and his nation pays reparations
to those people who were victims. The
Nation is a continuing entity in the
same way America, the United States
of America, is a continuing entity, and
we are responsible for the wrongs that
were done to a group of people, the Af-
rican-Americans who were brought
here against their will and thrown into
slavery.

I appeal to all concerned to take a
hard look at slavery and not make us
force the issue of an examination of
slavery and what the implications are.
We ought to be concerned about what
we did to African-Americans. We ought
to be concerned about the descendants
of the victims of those crimes. We
ought to be concerned about the fact
that certain people are the descendants
of the beneficiaries of the slave indus-
try.

Slavery was an industry, and it went
on for 200 years in America. And, there-
fore, I think, you know, great masses
of people were wittingly and unwit-
tingly beneficiaries of the economy
that was generated by slavery. It made
America richer faster. It built a lot of
the institutions that we have, not just
in the South. They hang slavery
around the neck of the South and leave
it there, but in New York City we had
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one of the largest slave ports in the
country, I think the third largest place
where you had slaves brought in in the
early days of America, which was New
York City. It was a port where slaves
came in in large numbers, and New
York City was built by slave labor.

Large numbers of slaves were im-
ported into that area. So it is not just
one area of the country. It is the whole
country benefited from the slave indus-
try.

I think it is fitting and proper to dis-
cuss slavery and the crimes involved in
slavery as we look at affirmative ac-
tion. Affirmative action is designed to
correct past wrongs. Past wrongs, the
most immediate past wrongs were 100
years after the Emancipation Procla-
mation and after the 13th amendment
when we had a long history of discrimi-
nation, oppression, Klu Klux Klan,
lynchings and all kind of things hap-
pened for a whole 100 years after slav-
ery was ended.

But before that, you had 200 years of
slavery.

When you put it all together, there is
a need to do something, to atone for
those sins and to compensate for those
crimes.

Slavery in America lasted for more
than 200 years. The slave industry, as I
said before, encompassed more than
half the world. It was not just America.
It permeated the lives of the citizens of
all of the nations of Europe, Africa,
South America, North America. Slav-
ery was a dominant driving force at the
heart of the economy of the Western
World for more than 100 years.

At that period of history the slave
trade and slave labor was far more val-
uable than gold, diamonds, oil. Slave
labor was a primary means for the ac-
cumulation of vast amounts of capital.
Slavery was a monstrous, enduring,
all-encompassing, overwhelming crime,
and it occupies a unique place in
human history. In duration, no other
crime of that kind against a group has
lasted for so long, more than 200 years,
that America’s slavery lasted.

In volume, the number of people in-
volved and the amount of human mis-
ery generated and the amount of mur-
der and other phenomena, torture, not
other phenomenon matches this global
crime.

Now, as I spoke here last week, I
mentioned in the process that merely
crossing the Atlantic, large numbers of
slaves perished, and I started that as
an introduction to my discussion of
slavery as a background for justifying
affirmative action.

Large numbers of people perished
crossing the Atlantic. It was just a fig-
ure that I thought was interesting. I
mentioned that 200 million people per-
ished in the Atlantic slave crossings,
because that is a figure I have heard re-
peatedly, given by certain historians
and lecturers, and this aroused a lot of
interest.

So I want to just take a moment be-
fore I continue to mention the fact
that I had gotten a large amount of in-

quiries and a large amount of com-
ments about the statement about the
large number of people who had per-
ished in the crossing, just crossing the
Atlantic, a large amount of slaves.

There were people who called who
merely wanted to use racial epithets
and let off steam, and I want to tell
them I do not appreciate that. I prefer
for you to keep your dirt at home. We
are not interested in your racial epi-
thets.

You know, other people who called
seriously wanted to know, you know,
how such a large figure was generated.
On some well-known TV show, they
ridiculed the number and talked about
it and generated a lot of interest, and
I am glad that we started a dialog
about slavery.
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I am glad that the process has begun.
The figure of 200 million certainly was
questioned. I got serious people, some
historians and experts who were upset
about the fact that that figure was
being used. But they also, some of
those same experts who called and dis-
cussed it, said that they understood
where I got the figure from, that there
are a set of people, historians and ex-
perts on the subject, supposed to be ex-
perts, who take the position that the
number was that high. In fact I really
read it as recently as last June in a
New York Times column, if you want
to know where the figure came from.

It is not just from the column that I
referred to, I had heard it many times
from various people whom I heard talk-
ing. I did not know there was so much
controversy. I did not even think about
the fact that the figure seems to be a
little large due to the fact that the ca-
pacity of the slave ships was limited
and all the other things. I just have
heard it mentioned so many times I re-
cited it as a fact.

In this New York Times column that
appeared on June 19, 1994, just this past
summer, there was a statement which
explains some of what has been happen-
ing. It let me know that among the
people who are supposed to know the
subject very well, there is a lot of dis-
agreement.

I will read one quote from the article.
It says,

Estimates of how many blacks were lost at
sea in roughly 400 years of the slave trade in
the Americas vary widely. Some place the
figure between 100 and 200 million; others say
perhaps as many as 14 million. Whichever is
true, many historians note that the number
of enslaved Africans who died at sea was so
great that sharks learned to follow the slave
routes because they fed on the bodies thrown
overboard.

That is an article in the New York
Times, June 19, 1994, page 25, column 1.
It is a longer article about the whole
matter of slaves who perished at sea.

But among the historians, there is a
great deal of controversy. I do not
want to get into the middle of that.
Some say one of reasons you have such
wild estimates, differences are so
great, is that some historians and ex-

perts are estimating the number of
people who were lost due to slavery
over a period of 400 years, not just the
200 years that the North American
slave trade existed, but the period of
slavery extended over 400 years. They
are not looking at just slavery as it af-
fected North America but also the
slave ships that went to South Amer-
ica, the Caribbean, and all over. That is
how they get some of the divergence in
their totals, the differences in their to-
tals.

They also say many experts refused
to accept the records that are available
and that the citations of some histo-
rians who have looked at the record
that are available from the British and
the French, Portuguese and the Span-
ish, that these records are a joke, that
they are not reliable, that slavery has
always been a kind of a bandit
unground operation. Even during the
period when it was regulated—most of
the time it was not regulated—but dur-
ing the period when nations attempted
to regulate slavery, the records were
ridiculous because they made rules and
nobody checked or tried to enforce
them.

The British, for instance, had a rule
that any slave ship could only carry
slaves in relation to their tonnage. It
could only carry a certain number of
slaves.

The size of ships determined the
number of slaves it would carry. There-
fore, the number of slave berths on the
ship had to be in accordance with the
tonnage of the ship. Immediately, it
was noted that most of those same
ships, they doubled the number of
slaves that they carried regardless of
the berths.They crowded, put two peo-
ple into every berth for one. That kind
of practice was a regular practice.
They noted that when they recorded
their cargoes, they just told the lies
and they did not record their cargoes.
Sometimes when they arrived in parts,
what they recorded as the number of
slaves on board had nothing to do with
the real number, and some ships off
loaded slaves before they got into ports
where they kept records. Pirates took
ships, in many cases, and did not obey
any regulations, and they landed car-
goes in various places. On and on it
goes.

There were so many holes in the rec-
ordkeeping until these people have es-
timates that are far greater than most
conservative estimates say, the records
were ridiculous and could not be relied
upon. That was the matter of legal
slavery, there was illegal slavery.

After the practice was outlawed,
there was no attempt to regulate it, it
was just outlawed, it went on for many,
many years, decades after it was out-
lawed. There were no regulations, and
nobody attempted to abide by regula-
tions. So you have wildly gyrating
numbers.

I would say this is a debate that I
will leave to the historians and experts
on slavery. I did not mean to get off on
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that tangent. I think I will stop count-
ing at 10 million or 20 million. You
know, when you are dealing with
human beings, human suffering, human
murder, 10 million, 20 million, that is
enough for me. I will not argue about
the rest.

My example was that here was such a
horrendous crime, starting with the
slave trade and the delivery of the
cargo from one continent to another,
that we ought to take a close look at it
as we deliberate about affirmative ac-
tion.

It was one of the most cruel and in-
human tortures ever inflicted on man-
kind, this transport from Africa to New
World in packed slave ships. It was
only the beginning of the kind of tor-
ture and pain and suffering that the
slaves endured. When they arrived at
the markets in America, of course they
were sold at auction, they were de-
clared property of the slave owner, and
once that happened, the daily lives of
the slaves in America was as bad as
any torture that the devil in hell could
heap upon the backs of the worst sin-
ners.

In their daily routine, slaves were
forced to endure hunger, filth, rape,
torture, murder. The life of a slave was
often treated with less sanctity than
the life of a horse. Day after day, week
after week, month after month, year
after year, more than 200 years in
America, the crimes against slaves
went on and on. It was a unique kind of
human destruction. The object of the
slave industry was not to incinerate or
destroy the body of the slave, the ob-
ject of America’s slavery was to oblit-
erate the soul of the slave. They want-
ed to keep the body, make it a more ef-
ficient beast of burden, but they want-
ed to destroy the human soul. Slave
owners were seeking to breed, to condi-
tion, to train the world’s most efficient
beast of burden, enhance and build up
the slave body but destroy and oblit-
erate the slave’s soul. This was the
monstrous mission of the slave econ-
omy. It was illegal to teach a slave to
read. Strict punishment was inflicted
upon anyone who tried to teach a slave
to read.

No sense of family was permitted to
slaves. Slave children were regularly
sold away from their mothers. Most
slaves were never allowed to know who
their fathers were. And on and on it
goes.

I am not interested in giving a lec-
ture on slavery. What my concern is is
that as we look at affirmative action,
the set-asides, all the kinds of things
that we have done in the very recent
past, in the last three decades, in the
last three decades we have taken some
steps to begin to deal with the impact,
the fallout, the results; some of the re-
sults, that is, of what was done during
that period.
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This is only in the last three decades.
So after three decades of taking steps
which were positive steps, removing
the barriers of segregation, establish-

ing set-aside programs, establishing af-
firmative action programs, promoting
diversity in the marketplace, we have
done some wonderful things in the last
three decades. But we had two cen-
turies of the institution of slavery.
After that 100 years, another century of
oppression.

My point is, we as Americans, black
and white, should take a closer look at
the origin of the wrongs, the nature of
the wrongs, the nature of the crime,
the nature of the since that affirmative
action is seeking to overcome. We
should take a closer look and we
should perhaps establish a commission
to look at slavery and is implications,
to look at maybe the need to go beyond
affirmative action, do something dif-
ferent from affirmative action, maybe
reparations. There is a bill that is in-
troduced every year by my colleague,
JOHN CONYERS, which deals with set-
ting up a commission to study repara-
tions, just to study the possibility of
reparations for the descendants of
slaves because the descendants of
slaves are descendants of victims.
Maybe we should take a close look at
that. Maybe we should do that in some
kind of reasonable way and not shout
at each other about it. If we have an
assault on affirmative action on the
one hand and demagogues in the
streets trying to arouse people’s racial
fears, then we will have to answer with
other shouts and screams about the
victimization and the cruelty, and I do
not think it is the best way to ap-
proach this. Let us look at it in a rea-
sonable atmosphere. Let us look at it
with a commission. Let us take a look
at whether affirmative action meets
the need.

The President has said he wants to
review affirmative action programs.
My answer to that is, good, my re-
sponse to that is, good, Mr. President.
Review affirmative action programs,
and you may find there is a need to
strengthen many of them or you may
find that many of them are not ade-
quate to accomplish the purpose we
want to accomplish and we want to do
something stronger, something beyond
the affirmative action.

I hope that we could enter that kind
of dialog and could have a look at af-
firmative action in a positive way in-
stead of the use of affirmative action
as a weapon, the use of affirmative ac-
tion as a short cut to power, the use of
affirmative action to poison the atmos-
phere, the use of the assault on affirm-
ative to whip people into a frenzy and
to have American voters stampede on
election day against their own inter-
ests.

Let me just take one more step that
I am sure will not be a pleasant one for
most of you. In examining slavery, you
are going to find many, many very in-
teresting things. Maybe we ought to
have parents teach their kids about
slavery and not have them learn about
it in the streets because there are hor-
rors that need to certainly be discussed
in gentle tones. We are very concerned

at this point, some people have made
us very concerned about teenage preg-
nancy. Teenage pregnancy is always an
evil in my opinion. It is a double evil
because you destroy the life of a child
who is the mother, not prepared for
that kind of responsibility, and you
certainly destroy the life or run the
risk of destroying the life of the child
who has to be raised by a child. No one
would like to see teenage pregnancies
reduced as much as I would or people
who have large numbers of pregnant
teenagers in their districts. No one
would like to see welfare not be used as
a tool to perpetuate teenage preg-
nancies. I think that there have been
some abuses in this area. There is a
need to take a hard look at it and to
approach it in a reasonable manner and
try to do the things that are positive to
end large numbers of teenage preg-
nancies.

I think that the wrong way to ap-
proach it is to demonize teenage moth-
ers and make them all monsters, teen-
age mothers suddenly become monsters
and some people sort of imply that it is
a threat to the moral fabric of Amer-
ica, these teenage pregnancies. I think
that there was a time when teenage
pregnancies were a threat to the moral
fabric of America.

I am just going to close with an ex-
ample of the kind of way in which teen-
age pregnancies were once a threat to
the moral fabric of America. During
slavery, teenage pregnancies were pro-
moted by slave owners. During slavery,
it benefited the industry to have teen-
agers become pregnant as fast as pos-
sible. During slavery, every girl who
was a slave was expected to become a
mother as fast as possible.

The horrors of this need to be consid-
ered. We had a threat to the moral fab-
ric of the Nation. We should be thank-
ful that we ended slavery. We should be
thankful that there was an Abraham
Lincoln. We should be thankful that
there was a 13th amendment, the
Emancipation Proclamation. We
should be thankful that we, in 1995, are
out of all of that grotesque, those gro-
tesque practices, because they were
horrendous and unbearable and it was a
threat to the Nation.

But the people who are in control of
the present society and who determine
what happens to teenage mothers in
many cases need to hear that they are
in control. If teenagers had some hope,
if teenage males as well as teenage fe-
males could look forward to a future
where a job was possible, if they could
look forward to going to college, those
who have what it takes and those who
qualify, that they are going to be able
to get into college without having to
have that determined about whether or
not their parents have money, if they
are going to be able to enjoy the bene-
fits of the Pell grants which are being
threatened, enjoy the benefits of cer-
tain other higher education programs
that we have right now which are being
threatened by the budget cuts, if they
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are going to be able to look forward to
getting jobs when they come out of col-
lege because we have an economy
which is doing the things necessary to
keep the quality of life at a certain
level and, therefore, you need people
for that purpose, then we would have a
different story in terms of teenage
pregnancies, if young people could look
forward to a better life.

There is a great concentration of
teenage pregnancy among black youth,
black teenagers. But I assure you, just
like every other social ill in America,
if we do not attend to it, if we do not
provide some hope for black teenagers,
the same kind of problem will drift
into the white community and the
other ethnic groups. It will result in
the same, it will have the same result.
No hope, an economy which offers no
hope, a world which does not care
about allowing people to develop to
their fullest capacity, that will produce
the same results in any ethnic group
eventually.

But the present situation that we
control, we are not providing any jobs.
We have just taken steps to cut off
teenager summer jobs. The Department
of Labor has just transferred from the
category of jobs for urban youth, they
have transferred that money, large
amounts, into a category for displaced
workers. Displaced workers need it. We
ought to have the guts to go at the ap-
propriate amount for displaced workers
and not take the money away from
teenage youth in the cities to go to dis-
placed workers or anybody else. All of
these policies add up to a control of the
economy, a control of the society
which determines the lives of these
teenages.

In a less direct way, slave owners de-
termined the lives of teenagers. Slave
owners had direct control of the life of
their slaves. They had direct control of
the lives of the teenage girls. And here
is how they behaved. And here is some-
thing we still, a crime we still have to
atone for.

‘‘When a girl became a woman’’—I
am reading from a book called Bull-
whip Days, ‘‘Bullwhip Days, the Slaves
Remember.’’ It is an oral history and
Bullwhip Days was compiled by the
Federal Writers Project. During the de-
pression, the WPA funded writers to do
projects so the Federal Writers Project
went out and they interviewed slaves.
They determined that there were a lim-
ited number of slaves who still were
alive. People who had been born slaves,
lived as slaves. They went out and they
interviewed them. They recorded the
interviews. And then the results of
those interviews, some of those, these
are excerpts that were taken from
those interviews of actual slaves. So I
am going to read in the next few weeks
from Bullwhip Days.

I am just going to read a small sec-
tion of it today dealing with teenage
pregnancy. ‘‘When a girl became a
woman,’’ this is the voice of a slave
talking, ‘‘when a girl became a woman,
she was required to go to a man and be-

come a mother. The master would
sometimes go and get a large hale,
hardy Negro man from some other
plantation to go to his Negro woman.
He would ask the other master to let
this man come over to his place to go
to his slave girls. A slave girl was ex-
pected to have children as soon as she
became a woman. Some of them had
children at the age of 12 and 13 years
old. Negro men six feet tall went to
some of these children.’’

Slave masters were in control of the
lives of the teenagers. Part of the in-
dustry was to make the teenagers preg-
nant.
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That was from a slave named Hilliard
Yellerday.

From the voice of Hannah Jones,
Hannah Jones talks in very crude
terms:

Ben Oil had a hundred niggers. He just
raised niggers, on his plantation. His broth-
er-in-law, John Cross, raised niggers, too. He
had a hundred and twenty-five niggers. He
had a nigger farm. His older brother-in-law,
old man English, had a hundred niggers. Dey
all hes’ had nothin’ else but niggers.

That was what their business was,
raising niggers. Hannah Jones.

Lewis Jones, the voice of Lewis
Jones:

My mammy am owned by Massa Fred Tate
and so am my pappy and all my brudders and
sisters. How many brudders and sisters?
Lawd A’mighty! I’ll tell you, ‘cause you
asks, and dis nigger gives de facts as ‘tis.
Let’s see; I can’t lect de number. My pappy
have twelve chillun by my mammy and
twelve by anudder nigger, name’ Mary. You
keep de cout. Den, dere am Lisa. Him have
ten by her. And dere am Mandy. Him have
eight by her. And dere am Betty. Him have
six by her. Now, let me ‘lect some more. I
can’t bring de names to mind, but dere am
two or three others what have jus’ one or
two chillun by my pappy. Dat am right—
close to fifty chillun, ‘cause my mammny
done told me.

‘‘You’ve got to understand, the mas-
ter told my pappy that he is the breed-
ing nigger.’’ He is the breeding nigger.
Lewis Jones.

Finally, I close with John Smith, an-
other slave. The voice of John Smith:

My marster owned three plantations and
three hundred slaves. He started out wid two
‘oman slaves and raised three hundred
slaves. One wuz called ‘‘Short Peggy,’’ and
the udder wuz called ‘‘Long Peggy.’’ Long
Peggy had twenty-five chilluns. Long Peggy,
a black ‘oman, wuz boss ob de plantation.
Marster freed her after she had twenty-five
chilluns. Just think o’dat—raising three
hundred slaves wid two ‘omans. It sho’ is de
trufe, do.’

And that was the voice of John
Smith.

Every time a teen-aged daughter or
granddaughter or great granddaughter
of these two women became of age,
they had to become pregnant and have
children as part of the slave industry.

I think pregnancy, teenage preg-
nancy under those conditions, was a
threat to the moral fiber of America. If
it had continued, of course, this Nation
would have gone down, down, down,

and not been able to supply the moral
leadership for the free world.

We ended that kind of condition, but
the results of it en masse, it was not
just done in this one plantation. It was
all across the South, breeding farms,
and nobody ever talks about this.

It is just one aspect of the crime of
slavery, one aspect that needs to be
brought to light, and you can take a
look at it. We may take a look at rape,
we may take a look at torture, we may
take a look at murder, we may take a
look at all the efforts made to deny the
slaves the right to learn to read and
write even after they were freed. We
may take a look at the Ku Klux Klan.
I hope we do not have to take a look at
all these things in defense of affirma-
tive action, to prove how great the
wrong was.

But if affirmative action and pro-
grams like affirmative action exist to
correct past wrongs, then people need
to understand how deep and how broad
and how ugly those wrongs were as
part of the discussion.

If we are going to have a discussion
to eliminate and erase, if we are going
to denigrate and castigate people who
are the beneficiaries of affirmative ac-
tion today, then take a look at their
ancestors and what they had to go
through. They are descendants of the
victims, and there are other people who
are descendants of the beneficiaries.
People benefited. They got rich from
slavery. The economy boomed in many
places. The descendants of the bene-
ficiaries now want to further punish
and persecute the descendants of the
victims.

This is an odd way, perhaps you
think, to approach the discussion of af-
firmative action. But I think that it
has to be done if we are not to commit
a sin, an error, a set of crimes greater
than even slavery was.

If we set off racial wars, if we play on
racial fears, if we heighten the race
fears in the country just to win the
next election, we may set in motion
something we can never stop.

In one election we had Willie Horton,
now we are going to have an assault on
affirmative action. If they keep work-
ing these appeals to race, where do we
go from there?

We have seen what happened in Ser-
bia when people played the race card.
We have seen what happened in Rwan-
da when people, leaders, demagog
played the race card. We have seen
what happened in Germany when
demagogues played the race card, the
religion card, sent one group off after
another in a scapegoating process.

That is the direction we are headed
in, and some of us are alarmed, so
alarmed that we come to you with
these very unpleasant discussions. We
need to take a look at what wrongs
were committed and be chastened by
that as we go forward.

Let’s stop the people who want to de-
stroy America with race-baiting. Let’s
stop the assault on affirmative action
now.
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