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Presidential Commission found in 1980 that
teenage employment fell one to three per-
cent for every ten percent hike in the mini-
mum wage. The difference between Penn-
sylvania and New Jersey was exactly within
that range.

The Card and Krueger study has collapsed.
The foundation of the Administration’s argu-
ment for higher wages has fallen apart. Rais-
ing the minimum wage destroys jobs. Only
by doing sloppy research can economists ar-
rive at another answer. The Card and
Krueger fiasco is an example when inad-
equate research is used to buttress unwise
policy.

The minimum wage is an example of mis-
guided compassion. It is a policy that hurts
those it is intended to help. We have too
many policies from Washington that are det-
rimental to America’s citizens. Effective
compassion requires a government that as-
sists its citizens in acquiring the skills nec-
essary to provide for themselves and their
families. It requires a government that al-
lows workers to keep more of their income
through lower taxes. It requires a govern-
ment that encourages economic growth
through less government spending and less
regulation. It is time to measure compassion
by our efforts to minimize the number of
Americans receiving federal aid—not by the
amount of government largesse. Raising the
minimum wage fails to live up to its promise
of assisting the poor.

f

TRIBUTE TO KEYSTONE FUTURE
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HON. PAUL E. GILLMOR
OF OHIO
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Thursday, May 23, 1996
Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to

recognize an outstanding student organization
within my congressional district. Members of
the Keystone Future Farmers of America cap-
tured fifth place in both the national poultry
contest and national nursery-landscape con-
test held in Kansas City during the National
FAA Convention last November. A total of 44
nursery-landscape State championship teams
and 33 poultry State championship teams en-
tered the competition.

In nursery-landscape the team posted 2,264
points and was edged out of the national title
by Bear Creek, NC, who posted a winning
score of 2,558. Individually 2 members were in
the top 20 with Matt Kappan placing 18th with
779 points and Keith Diedrick scoring 771
points for 20th place. Brad Smith scored 713
points to round out the team scoring.

Members of the poultry team placed 3 mem-
bers in the top 20 posting a team score of
2,409 and was edged out the by national
champion Latrina, TX, who scored 2,570
points. Individually, team member Julie Aldrich
scored 805 points good for 15th place, Anna
Pickworth scored 803 to place 16th. Any Hol-
comb scored 771 points and placed 36th in
overall competition. A total of 176 individuals
entered nursery-landscape while 132 took part
in the poultry contest.

For teams to qualify for national FFA com-
petition they must win the State contest. In the
past 4 years, six teams from Keystone FFA
have qualified for the national competition.

I ask my colleagues to join me in honoring
the talent and hard work of these students,
who under the able direction of Larry Lokai,
have set the standard for FFA excellence in
Ohio.
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Wednesday, May 22, 1996

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I have been
a supporter of small business but I rise in op-
position to H.R. 3448, the Small Business Job
Protection Act. While I support the small busi-
ness provisions of the bill, I strongly object to
the Ways and Means Committee not holding
hearings on this bill.

I was an original cosponsor of the targeted
jobs credit extension bill, which has been in-
cluded in H.R. 3448, but I was disappointed
when the Republican leadership chose to not
accept a majority of the Ways and Means
Committee’s vote to strike from the bill a re-
quirement that employer-paid education bene-
fits be limited to undergraduate schooling.
H.R. 127, a bill I sponsored, would have ex-
tended employer-provided educational assist-
ance for graduate as well as undergraduate
tuition.

These provisions of the bill will hurt busi-
nesses and workers. Thousands of workers
will not be able to benefit from employer-pro-
vided educational assistance since the Repub-
lican leadership chose not to extend tax-free-
employer-provided tuition assistance for grad-
uate level education.

Most of the tax cuts in this bill result from
the elimination of section 936 of the Internal
Revenue Code. The procedure leading to the
elimination of this section is highly suspect.
This is a major change in the Tax Code that
will have an overwhelming effect on Puerto
Rico.

The Commonwealth of Puerto Rico has not
been consulted regarding the elimination of
section 936. Members have not been given an
opportunity to hear about the consequences of
this on the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. It
is unfair to place the burden of the tax cuts
this bill provides on the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, which has no vote in Congress,
and to eliminate section 936 without holding
hearings on its impact. I do not agree with the
precedent that has been set.

Members may not realize the adverse con-
sequences of eliminating section 936 without
providing a substitute program to stimulate job
creation. Eliminating section 936 without any
effective substitute will lead to job loss first in
Puerto Rico, then in the United States and will
finally hurt businesses in America. Without
section 936, unemployment and poverty would
increase dramatically in Puerto Rico. Where
will workers in Puerto Rico look for jobs?

Job loss in Puerto Rico means that resi-
dents of Puerto Rico may migrate to areas like
my congressional district, where the unem-
ployment rate is already above the national
average. People of Hispanic descent have
strong family ties and in times of adversity
their families will reach out to help them. With
unemployment rates in my district over 10 per-
cent, a major influx of unemployed workers
will exacerbate a problem which is already in-
tolerable. So you can see the unintended con-
sequences of this legislation not only on Puer-
to Rico but also in New Jersey, New York,
and other areas where Puerto Ricans have
settled in the United States. Many Puerto

Ricans living in the States are economically
disadvantaged but their generous nature com-
pels them to try to help those who are at even
greater economic peril. This doubly disadvan-
tages the disadvantaged.

Finally, it is just bad policy for the Repub-
lican leadership to not provide an opportunity
to learn about the impact of eliminating section
936 without providing any alternatives. This
further disenfranchises the people of the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico while imposing an
unfair financial burden on them. Whether in-
tentional or not it is invidious that this legisla-
tion singles out an individual ethnic group.
f
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, the United
States has the best intentions in Haiti but right
now it is engaged in an obstruction of justice
of the most egregious kind. When a multi-
national force restored democracy to Haiti the
United States Military seized thousands of
documents from the Haitian Military head-
quarters and from the headquarters of
FRAPH, a violent paramilitary organization.
Over a year and a half after they were taken,
the Department of Defense still has not re-
turned them, and the State Department is still
supposedly negotiating their return. The
seized documents are desperately needed
today to collect information about human
rights violations that took place while the elect-
ed president, Jean-Bertrand Aristide was in
forced exile.

On December 1, 40 Members of Congress
wrote the following letter to President Clinton,
calling for the release of the documents:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, December 1, 1995.
President WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON,
The White House.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Just over a year ago,
we celebrated the restoration of democracy
to Haiti with the return of its duly elected
President, Jean-Bertrand Aristide. Your role
as president was crucial to this occurring.
The re-establishment of the legitimate gov-
ernment of Haiti followed three years of a
murderous military regime. Recent press ac-
counts have discussed how the Pentagon is
now holding tens of thousands of pages of
documents taken during the restoration of
government, and has yet to return them. We
seek a complete account of all documents
and their immediate return to the Haitian
government. This is not only normal and ap-
propriate, but expected in the relations be-
tween the two friendly nations. The docu-
ments should include any and all that may
pertain to the Central Intelligence Agency,
the Defense Intelligence Agency, or any
other part of the United States Government.

There is absolutely no justification why
these materials should be in the hands of our
government now that the legitimate govern-
ment of Haiti has been restored. The fact
that these documents have been withheld ob-
viously raises questions about the level of
collaboration between elements of the Amer-
ican government and the former military re-
gime.

These documents are necessary to the gov-
ernment of Haiti if it is to make sense of



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE920 May 24, 1996

1 I commissioned a Congressional Research Service
study by the American Law Division which deter-
mined that according to the Foreign Relations Law
of the United States and international law as inter-
preted by the United States, the seized documents
clearly belong to the legitimate government of
Haiti. The opinion also noted that their seizure and
retention is a departure from these norms.

what happened during the three years of
President Aristide’s forced exile. We should
be comforted by President Aristide’s enlight-
ened policy of reconciliation that has been
the hallmark of his new government. Never-
theless, Haitian investigators must have full
knowledge about the sources and causes of
the pain and bloodshed during the rule of the
military junta if Haiti is to be reconciled
and to move forward.

The United States must satisfy its respon-
sibility to meet the Haitian government’s
right to the ownership of these documents.
To deny President Aristide the official docu-
ments of his insubordinate military is an in-
sult to this new democratic nation. Any-
thing short of a complete return of all docu-
ments also undermines our policy’s goals of
supporting a thriving, stable, and peaceful
democracy in Haiti. It would also undermine
the integrity of open democracy in our na-
tion. We might add that history has taught
us repeatedly that democracy is not
strengthened by concealing what may be em-
barrassing or what may be inconvenient.

We expect that you will facilitate the im-
mediate return of all the aforementioned
documents.

Sincerely,
John Conyers, Jr., Carrie Meek, Julian

Dixon, Alan Mollohan, Jim Traficant,
Marcy Kaptur, Nancy Pelosi, Eva Clay-
ton, Kweisi Mfume, Barney Frank, Ron
Dellums, Joe Moakley, Paul
Kanjoriski, Cardiss Collins, Dave
Bonior, Sheila Jackson-Lee, George
Brown, John Lewis, Louis Stokes,
George Miller, Maurice Hinchey,
Bennie Thompson, Martin Sabo, Peter
DeFazio, Joe Kennedy, Henry Gonzalez,
Victor Frazer, Neil Abercrombie,
Bobby Rush, Eliot Engel, Major Owens,
Eddie Bernice Johnson, Earl Hilliard,
Ed Towns, Donald Payne, Sam Gib-
bons, Chaka Fattah, Bernard Sanders,
Vic Fazio, Nita Lowey.

A few days later, Members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus had a meeting with the
Haitian Ambassador Jean Casimir. Then we
met with the State Department Haiti Coordina-
tor, Ambassador James Dobbins, who has
since moved on to the National Security Coun-
cil. At both briefings, we learned that the ad-
ministration intended to return the documents
and materials. Soon thereafter, the U.S. gov-
ernment offered the Haitian Government in-
credibly onerous terms for return which the
Haitian Government rejected.

On January 30, two dozen members of
Congress joined me in writing to President
Clinton again and demanding the release of
these documents. That letter follows:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, January 30, 1996.
The PRESIDENT,
The White House.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: We are writing to
you regarding the Haitian documents and
materials still in possession of the United
States Government. The restoration of de-
mocracy in Haiti has been a hallmark of
your foreign policy success and we are en-
thusiastic supporters of this policy and your
ongoing attention towards Haiti. We applaud
the release of some of the documents, but
the continued retention of those remaining
troubles us because it is frustrating the judi-
cial process in Haiti. Therefore, we urgently
request a meeting with you as soon as pos-
sible.

Many of us first wrote to you about this
matter on December 1, 1995, and were encour-
aged by your administration’s announce-
ment that the documents would be released.

Nearly two months later, they still have not
been returned. Surely this is far longer than
is required to resolve any logistical require-
ments necessary for the secure transfer of
such materials. The Government of Haiti
needs these documents if it is to understand
what happened during the years of President
Aristide’s forced exile, to continue the proc-
ess of disarmament, and to fully investigate
the crimes of paramilitary groups such as
FRAPH. Return of the documents is espe-
cially urgent in light of the pending extra-
dition of FRAPH’s leader, Emmanuel Con-
stant.

In your eloquently delivered State of the
Union address, you pointed out that ‘‘in
Haiti the dictators are gone, democracy has
a new day.’’ The inauguration of a new presi-
dent in Haiti on February 7 promises a new
era of peaceful transition of power. However,
the challenges of disarmament and judicial
inquiry remain. An important way of assur-
ing that these processes continue is to re-
turn the Haitian documents and materials.
There is no excuse for the intransigence of
elements of the United States Government
who are obstructing the rule of law the Unit-
ed States and the Multinational Force
helped restore to Haiti. Doing so interferes
with the young spirit of democracy and rec-
onciliation in Haiti and contradicts the old
tradition of democracy and openness in
America. We look forward to meet with you
to discuss these matters in full detail.

Sincerely,
John Conyers, Major Owens, Cynthia

McKinney, Harold Ford, Barbara-Rose
Collins, Bennie Thompson, Ronald Del-
lums, Louis Stokes, Carrie Meek, Elea-
nor Holmes Norton, Donald Payne,
Alcee Hastings, Sheila Jackson-Lee,
Earl Hillard, Sanford Bishop, Albert
Wynn, Corrine Brown, Bernie Sanders,
Victor Frazer, Jim Clyburn, George
Miller, Xavier Becerra, Peter DeFazio,
George Brown, Barney Frank, Luis
Gutierrez.

But the seizure of the documents took on a
whole new meaning when the New York
Times reported on February 6 that during the
invasion American troops were told by superi-
ors that FRAPH was a legitimate opposition
group. They were told this despite the fact that
Pentagon and State Department officials knew
that FRAPH was a group of bloodthirsty thugs,
and that it had been linked to thousands of
murders.

This raised a number of troubling questions.
For example, why were US troops deliberately
misinformed? Why was there such a stark
contrast between stated policy and action?
Why were the documents taken in the first
place? If the documents were taken to protect
our troops, why haven’t they been returned
since, and why weren’t they shared with other
troops? I decided to put some of these ques-
tions to my good friend, the Honorable Togo
West, the Secretary of the Army. I am submit-
ting my letter to Secretary West for the
RECORD.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, April 12, 1996.
Hon. TOGO D. WEST, Jr.,
Secretary of the U.S. Army, The Pentagon,

Washington, DC.
DEAR TOGO: I know you are aware that our

relations with haiti are of great concern to
me. I have traveled there many times over
the years, most recently with Ambassador
Madeleine Albright to witness that nation’s
first peaceful transfer of power as the demo-
cratically elected Rene Preval was sworn in
as president. While this was cause for cele-

bration, difficult challenges for Haiti re-
main.

One of the most pressing issues facing
Haiti is to establish security among the peo-
ple and confidence in the new justice system
by investigating human rights crimes and
continuing the disarmament process. I am
concerned that the United States is not
doing everything it could to advance these
goals. While the Republican Congress is pre-
occupied with a few select murder cases, new
gangs and paramilitary organizations threat-
en a new surge of vigilante violence because
their weapons have not been taken away.
News reports from Haiti indicate as many as
ten armed anti-democratic gangs are cur-
rently operating.

During the restoration of democracy to
Haiti in the fall of 1994, the U.S. military
seized photographs, thousands of pages of
documents, and other materials from the
Haitian Army (the FAH’d), the headquarters
of the Front for Advancement and Progress
of Haiti (FRAPH) and other locations. I am
well aware of the ongoing discussions be-
tween the United States Government and the
Government of Haiti to arrange for the re-
turn of the Haitian documents.1 I have writ-
ten two letters to President Clinton about
this matter, signed by a cumulative total of
50 members of Congress. I believe that a re-
turn of these materials could make an im-
portant contribution to the establishment of
peace and justice in Haiti.

This letter, however, is a request for infor-
mation about the directives that were given
prior to the seizure of the documents and
materials and what happened in the period
after they were taken. Since the U.S. Army
constituted a large proportion of American
involvement in the multinational operation
in Haiti, I thought you would be able to pro-
vide me with some details about the actual
seizure of the documents and the decisions
leading up to that action. Specifically, I
would like to know (1) generally what troops
were told to look for by commanding officers
before the searches; (2) which locations were
searched and if a complete list of these sites
is available; (3) if SALUTE forms or other in-
ventories are available describing everything
that was found; and most importantly, (4)
what the established priority intelligence re-
quirements and information requirements
were.

I understand that captured enemy material
is an important element of intelligence, and
that seizure of CEM is vital to gaining infor-
mation about the adversary. In meeting that
requirement, it seems to me that the armed
forces involved in the seizures did an admira-
ble job. The seizures in Haiti are a special
case because they occurred during a multi-
national operation. The ‘‘Joint Doctrine for
Intelligence Support to Operations’’ (Joint
Pub. 2–0) notes in its chapter on multilateral
operations that ‘‘. . . nations should share
all relevant and pertinent intelligence about
the situation and the adversary to attain the
best possible common understanding of the
threatened interests, determine relevant and
attainable objectives, and achieve unified ef-
forts against the adversary.’’ I am a strong
supporter of the United Nations and the UN
is of course facing increased skepticism in
the United States. Therefore my fifth and
final request is to hear—from the Army’s
perspective—how information contained in
the seized materials was shared with other
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members of the multilateral forces and how
that contributed to the successful prosection
of the overall mission.

The restoration of Haiti’s legitimate gov-
ernment was a great success for the cause of
democracy in general and the foreign policy
of President Clinton in particular. UN Sec-
retary General Boutros Boutros-Ghali, who I
met with yesterday, agrees with me and I
know you do too. For that reason, I hope you
will assist me in my effort to learn more
about our operation in Haiti. I look forward
to hearing from you, and I hope you will per-
sonally contact me if you have any ques-
tions.

Sincerely,
JOHN CONYERS, Jr.,

Member of Congress.

I will have a copy of today’s CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD for May 24, 1996, delivered to his of-
fice in case my letter was lost before. I look
forward to my good friend’s response.

[From the New York Times, Feb. 6, 1996]
CABLES SHOW U.S. DECEPTION ON HAITIAN

VIOLENCE

(By Larry Rohter)
PORT-AU-PRINCE, HAITI, February 5.—In the

months after the United States invasion of
Haiti, American officers repeatedly told
their troops that the country’s most dreaded
paramilitary group was actually a legiti-
mate opposition political party. ‘‘They’re no
different from Democrats or Republicans,’’
soldiers in Haiti dutifully echoed when asked
about their instructions.

But a review of classified cables sent by
the American Embassy in Haiti to the De-
fense and State Departments shows that for
a year before the invasion in September 1994
the Pentagon knew that the official version
was not true.

Within weeks of the founding of the Front
for the Advancement and Progress of Haiti,
the papers indicate, American intelligence
agencies had concluded the group was a gang
of ‘‘gun-carrying crazies’’ eager to ‘‘use vio-
lence against all who oppose it.’’

‘‘All over the country, Fraph is evolving
into a sort of Mafia,’’ a cable from the office
of the American military attaché in Port-au-
Prince warned in the spring of 1994, using the
group’s acronym. ‘‘Its use of force to intimi-
date and coerce is sanctioned by the local
military, which derives both political and es-
pecially material benefits from their rela-
tionship.’’

With United States troops now in Bosnia
pursuing some of the same objectives as in
Haiti, the documents raise questions about
the soliders’ mission, the information they
are given by superiors and the action they
take in the field.

Human rights observers and others who
have seen the papers say they also raise the
question whether the military ordered Amer-
ican troops to ignore human rights abuses
committed before they arrived.

What remains uncertain is why the Penta-
gon took a public stance clearly at odds with
the classified information it had collected in
Haiti.

A Pentagon official denied today that
there was any conflict between the official
position and the inside information: ‘‘If day-
light is perceived between our public and pri-
vate perceptions, that’s wrong. We agreed on
what Fraph was. Fraph was a political move-
ment, but clearly a political movement with
a substantial thug element to it. It was clear
to us that Fraph represented a potential
threat. That didn’t change. There were ef-
forts, clearly, in the initial weeks of the
intervention to calm the rhetoric and reduce
the likelihood that there would be violent
confrontations—and that was relatively suc-
cessful.’’

Ira Kurzban, an American lawyer who has
reviewed the cables on behalf of the Haitian
Government, said, ‘‘There is absolutely no
ambiguity in these documents with respect
to the fact that Fraph was an instrument of
repression under the control of the Haitian
military.’’

In a telephone interview from the Mary-
land jail where he is being held for
deporatation, Emmanuel Constant, the
founder of Fraph, said that from the moment
American troops landed he was under pres-
sure from the United States military to help
it maintain ‘‘a form of balance in Haiti’’ be-
tween groups supporting President Jean-
Bertrand Aristide and those opposing him.

Mr. Constant said he was told by the Amer-
ican military early in October 1994 that ‘‘I
should ease up the tension and avoid con-
frontation’’ by ‘‘giving a speech in which I
promised to be a constructive opposition to
Aristide.’’ That speech was delivered soon
afterward, and Mr. Constant maintained it
‘‘was approved by the U.S. Government, by
the embassy people’’ in advance.

In the interview, Mr. Constant acknowl-
edged that he had been an informant of the
Central Intelligence Agency before the
American invasion but said he now feels be-
trayed ‘‘They have the wrong man in jail,’’
he said.

Haitian Government officials and foreign
diplomats here said it appeared the Defense
Department and American intelligence agen-
cies were acting to weaken Mr. Aristide,
whom they had long distrusted. These offi-
cials suggested that United States Govern-
ment agencies may also have been trying to
protect Haitian informants who might be
useful in the future but had been discredited
by the collapse of the military dictatorship
that overthrew Mr. Aristide.

In separate raids on the headquarters of
Fraph and the Haitian armed forces after the
invasion, American troops seized more than
150,000 pages of official documents, which
were taken to the United States. Haiti has
demanded their return.

Several hundred pages of United States
documents relating to Fraph were obtained
last year by the Center for Constitutional
Rights for a suit filed in Federal Court in
Brooklyn by Alerte Belance, an Aristide sup-
porter now living in New Jersey. She says
the group abducted her in Haiti in 1993 and
attacked her with a machete, cutting off one
of her arms, an ear, and parts of her nose and
tongue before leaving her for dead.

Human rights groups say such brutality
was typical of Fraph, which they hold re-
sponsible for many of the more than 3,000
deaths during Mr. Aristide’s exile, from 1991
to 1994.

The Center for Constitutional Rights has
filed a motion for a default judgment against
Fraph, which has failed to respond to the
suit. But Ms. Belance’s lawyers have asked
the presiding judge to delay any award of
damages until their client obtains additional
documents, including tens of thousands of
the pages seized by American troops from
Fraph’s headquarters.

‘‘These documents are relevant to estab-
lish that Fraph was acting under color of of-
ficial authority when it carried out the tor-
ture of Alerte Belance, and therefore vio-
lated international law,’’ the Center for Con-
stitutional Rights contended in court papers
filed last month.

Cables that have already been declassified
by the Defense Intelligence Agency as part of
the suit indicate that American intelligence
agencies had a broad network of informants
both within the Haitian armed forces and
Fraph. In public, however, all parties denied
that they were connected.

Soon after Fraph was formed, a State De-
partment cable on Oct. 28, 1993, concluded,

‘‘Their effectiveness is a function of the will-
ingness of their patrons’’ in the Haitian
Armed Forces ‘‘to use intimidation and vio-
lence (carried out by armed civilian
attachés) to ‘enforce’ their political initia-
tives.’’

By December, the military attaché in
Port-au-Prince was warning the Pentagon
that repression by Fraph in Haiti’s southern
peninsula ‘‘has increased considerably.’’

When in the spring of 1994 American offi-
cials began interviewing refugees who had
fled by sea, they obtained an even clearer
picture of Fraph’s violent methods. Some
testimony came from Fraph members who
said they had fled in disgust.

‘‘When they kill and rape people, we (new
members) are forced to sit and watch,’’ a
cable quoted a former Fraph operative as
saying, adding, ‘‘He also related that later in
the initiation process you are forced to par-
ticipate in the killings and rapes.’’

But that information was apparently with-
held from American troops after they inter-
vened on Sept. 19, 1994, to restore President
Aristide and his Lavalas movement. Radio
broadcasts to Special Forces units in the
Haitian countryside, for example, described
Lavalas and Fraph as competing political
parties equally dedicated to the country’s
well-being.

The documents suggests that the American
military’s willingness to work with Fraph
began to diminish only after a radio con-
versation between Mr. Constant and other
leaders of the group was intercepted. Accord-
ing to a cable sent on Oct. 3, 1994, they were
‘‘threatening to break out weapons and begin
an all-out war against the foreigners’’ and
‘‘named an American official as their first
target.’’

By January 1995, the State Department
was denying that the United States had ever
treated Fraph as anything but thugs. The
Secretary of State’s office said of Fraph in a
cable to the American Embassy in Haiti,
‘‘We viewed it as basically a rent-a-mob
group financed by the military for recruiting
purposes and dependent upon the military
leaders’ ability to punish/reward.’’ In addi-
tion, the unclassified cable said, ‘‘we appre-
ciate the embassy’s consistent hard line on
Fraph and strongly endorse the embassy’s
latest clarification of our position.’’
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TRIBUTE TO NELSON ‘‘NELLIE’’
HAGNAUER

HON. JERRY F. COSTELLO
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 23, 1996

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
pay tribute to a great American, a dedicated
public servant, a devoted family man, and a
good friend, Nelson ‘‘Nellie’’ Hagnauer of
Madison County, Illinois.

Nellie passed away last Saturday, May 18,
at his home in Granite City. In the days
ahead, the thoughts and prayers of Nellie’s
friends are with his family—Bernie, Nip and
Mary, Susy and Ron, Jamie, Molly, Ched and
Janet, Ruth, and other relatives who loved and
will always love Nellie Hagnauer.

Nellie was an outstanding public servant. He
served on the Madison County Board for 41
years, 24 as its chairman. He was also the
Granite City Township Supervisor, serving in
that position since 1961, and was elected
chairman of the Madison County Transit Dis-
trict, serving in that position since 1988.

He was always humble about his accom-
plishments and service, but his legacy to the
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