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historic. Never before has an American
President so boldly stood up to Big To-
bacco and not backed down.

Mr. Speaker, to say that tobacco
companies, like Brown & Williamson,
have a contentious relationship with
the Clinton administration would be a
gross understatement. Never before has
the tobacco industry faced so many
challenges in its dealings with the Fed-
eral Government. Let me just add, as
an aside, that problems for the tobacco
industry are victories for America’s
children.

The Castano suit is the largest class
action suit in history. It has been filed
on behalf of all addicted smokers in the
United States against the tobacco in-
dustry. If successful, the Castano suit
will cost Big Tobacco millions and mil-
lions of dollars.

I could not believe that the politi-
cally savvy Mr. Starr—a former Solici-
tor General in the Bush administra-
tion—would be so naive as to not see a
serious problem in his dual role as lead
attorney for Brown & Williamson and
the Whitewater investigator.

I was unnerved, to say the least, Mr.
Speaker, when I turned on my tele-
vision set several weeks ago and saw
Mr. Starr—not in Little Rock, AR,
working on Whitewater—but in New
Orleans. He was there acting as the
Counsel of Record, in other words, the
lead attorney, for the entire tobacco
industry in the Castano class action
suit.

For several years now, I have worked
to hold Brown & Williamson, along
with the rest of the tobacco industry,
accountable for manipulating the level
of nicotine in cigarettes, for targeting
America’s children in advertising, and
for misleading the Congress, Federal
agencies, and the American people
when it comes to the dangers of to-
bacco products.

Unfortunately, here is what they are
getting:

Mr. Starr, while purporting to over-
see and lead the Whitewater Investiga-
tion, remains actively involved in an
enormous private practice, over $1 mil-
lion per year. Moreover, much of his
private practice is dominated by ideo-
logical foes of the President.

For example, Mr. Starr is employed
by Brown & Williamson—one of this
Nation’s largest tobacco companies. In
fact, my interest in Mr. Starr’s con-
flicts of interest stems from his work
for Brown & Williamson.

Mr. Speaker, when the sitting Presi-
dent of the United States is under in-
vestigation, the public demands a fair
and impartial investigator. I do not be-
lieve that is too much to ask. Cur-
rently, though, we have an Independent
Counsel who seems to be the servant of
several masters.

Mr. Speaker, the American people de-
serve better than this, the Congress de-
serves better than this, and the Presi-
dent deserves better than this.

Mr. Starr fails to recognize the polit-
ical context of this Whitewater inves-
tigation. If he is to serve effectively as

the Independent Counsel, it is impera-
tive that he resolve problems his large,
lucrative private practice creates. His
unwillingness to address these ques-
tions will ultimately taint any resolu-
tion in this case.

Mr. Speaker, when a sitting Presi-
dent is the subject of any kind of inves-
tigation, the public demands a fair and
impartial investigator. I do not believe
that is too much to ask. Currently
though we have an independent counsel
who seems to serve several masters.

Mr. Speaker, the American people de-
serve better. The President deserves
better. This Congress deserves better.
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Mr. Speaker, Mr. Starr needs to clear
up this conflict of interest. You cannot
serve two masters. He made a million
dollars last year in private clients.
Somebody who can conduct a politi-
cally charged investigation that in-
volves potentially the President ought
to be really independent. It is time, Mr.
Starr. Answer these questions.
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NATIONAL PEACE OFFICERS
MEMORIAL DAY

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

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today on National Peace Officers Me-
morial day to pay tribute to the 14,064
peace officers who have given their
lives to protect our communities. The
names of these 14,064 brave men and
women are permanently etched on the
walls of the National Law Enforcement
Officers Memorial, located just a few
blocks from here.

This year, Mr. Speaker, 161 new
names were added in a candlelight vigil
representing police offices who were
killed during 1995, and anyone who at-
tended the ceremony today saw the
families of these 161 police officers had
to be profoundly moved, just as they
were by the President’s heartfelt re-
marks and by the beautiful singing of
Mariah Carey.

Mr. Speaker, my home State of Min-
nesota has suffered the loss of three po-
lice officers who have died on duty
since July of 1995:

Paul Moen, a Minneapolis police offi-
cer died during a struggle; Brian
Klinefelter, a St. Joseph, Minnesota
police officer was killed just 3 months
ago by a liquor store robber; and less
than 2 weeks ago we lost Rice County
Deputy John Liebenstein when his car
was rammed by the teenaged driver of
a stolen car.

Tragedies like these, Mr. Speaker, re-
mind me of cop friends I have lost over
the years: Sergeant J.W. Anderson of
the Wayzata Police Department; Offi-
cer Jerry Haaf of the Minneapolis Po-
lice Department. Just yesterday I met
with St. Paul police officers Mike and
Frank O’Brien, whose brother, John,
was killed in the line of duty 15 years
ago.

In spite of these and many other
tragic killings repeated far too often in
far too many communities, we must
never lose hope in the war against
crime, and with the selfless dedication
of law enforcement professionals like
John O’Brien, like Sergeant J.W. An-
derson, like Jerry Haaf, like Paul
Moen, like Brian Klinefelter, like John
Liebenstein, we will prevail in the war
against crime, selfless, dedicated law
enforcement professionals like these
brave men and women honored today
at the steps of the Capitol.

Mr. Speaker, there truly is no great-
er love than the love shown by those
who lay down their lives for their
friends and their fellow citizens. We
must never forget the ultimate sac-
rifice of police officers who have laid
down their lives for people they do not
even know. Every single visitor to our
Nation’s capital should pay a visit to
the Law enforcement Officers Memo-
rial located at the Judiciary Square
Metro stop. The names carved in the
wall of the memorial are a powerful,
powerful testament to the thousands of
officers who have sacrificed their lives
and the hundreds of thousands more
who risk their lives every day protect-
ing our communities.

Mr. Speaker, we honor the dead by
respecting the living, and today we
honor law enforcement officials and
their families for their sacrifices.
Every single time a police officer puts
that uniform on, he or she puts their
life on the line.

I also hope, Mr. Speaker, we will con-
tinue to honor the memory of our fall-
en heroes through our actions in this
Chamber, promoting policies which
prevent crime and violence and sup-
porting our brave men and women in
law enforcement.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NEY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Hawaii
[Mrs. MINK] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. MINK of Hawaii addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

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

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

f

DEBATE ON THE 1997 BUDGET
PROPOSAL

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. Mr. Speaker, this
morning a hearing was held before the
House Small Business Committee. The
topic of the hearing was the current de-
bate over increasing the minimum
wage.
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During the hearing, I was struck by

the testimony of Ms. Audrey Haynes,
Executive Director of the Business and
Professional Women/USA, an organiza-
tion that represents some 70,000 work-
ing women with more than 2,000 local
groups, one-third of whom are small
business owners, at least one in every
congressional district.

Ms. Haynes pointed out that at $8,500
a year, the ‘‘minimum wage worker’’ is
more appropriately referred to as the
‘‘miracle worker’’.

The typical ‘‘miracle worker’’ is a
single parent, with Children.

At the ‘‘miracle wage’’ of $4.25 per
hour, each week, she brings home $182
after taxes.

She uses her ‘‘miracle wage’’ for
child care at $50 a week; for minimal
food at $65 a week; for essentials such
as clothing, personal and health care
products and doctor bills at $50 a week;
for rent in basic housing at $85 a week;
and for public transportation at $20 a
week. She spends nothing on recreation
or personal pleasure. And, at the end of
the week, she still has a growing defi-
cit of $88 each week.

With a modest increase in the mini-
mum wage of ninety cents, and with
the earned income tax credit, which is
in some doubt because it too is under
attack, the ‘‘miracle worker’’ can cut
her deficit in half.

Mr. Speaker, I am at a loss as to how
some of my colleagues can push for def-
icit reduction and a balanced budget,
while refusing to pass a minimum wage
increase that would be used by twelve
million working Americans for that
very same purpose.

The Small Business Administration’s
Office of Advocacy has assured us that
the impact of a minimum wage in-
crease would not be dramatic.

Fewer than ten percent of the Na-
tion’s small businesses would be af-
fected.

That is because, contrary to popular
belief, most minimum wage workers
are employed by big business, not
small business. Only 2.5 million mini-
mum wage workers are employed by
businesses with fewer than ten employ-
ees.

In addition, most small business own-
ers already pay above the minimum
wage. That is the only way to attract
and keep good workers.

Moreover, businesses with receipts of
less than $500,000 are exempt from min-
imum wage laws, unless involved in
interstate commerce.

Mr. Speaker, a miracle is a mystery,
a wonder, an enigma, a conundrum, a
puzzle. How do these miracle workers
survive at the wages they are paid?
Perhaps the answer is that many do
not.

Perhaps that is why drug-driven vio-
lence, teen pregnancy, homelessness
and hopelessness so permeate our com-
munities.

Ms. Haynes shared with us that twen-
ty years ago her mother was a mini-
mum wage worker, and today, in Co-
lumbia, KY, she still earns just above
the minimum wage.

The minimum wage for many is not a
training wage. It is not a temporary
wage. It is not a teenage wage; it is a
miracle wage.

I ask my colleagues to imagine feed-
ing yourself and two children on $65 a
week. Imagine clothing yourself, pay-
ing for personal and health care prod-
ucts and doctor bills on $50 a week.

You do not go to the dentist on that
budget.

Perhaps if you can for one moment
imagine the life of a miracle wage
worker, the mystery may clear up and
reality may set in.

Pass the minimum wage increase.
It does not take a miracle.
f

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

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

COULD PRESIDENT CLINTON HAVE
WON IN 1992 IF HE RAN ON WHAT
HE DELIVERED?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. LINDER] is recognized for 25 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, on the
Sunday after BOB DOLE’s famous
‘‘enough is enough’’ speech on the floor
of the Senate in December, a com-
mentator said, ‘‘At least there is one
adult among them.’’

The media enjoyed portraying the
conflict on the budget as adolescent be-
havior when even they must know that
we are engaged in the most profound
political debate since 1932. It can be de-
fined in a few words: ‘‘Who decides—
Washington or you?’’

Do we continue 64 years of increasing
the role of the Federal Government in
making decisions on your behalf, or do
we return to freedom and opportunity
which made this the wealthiest, most
generous nation in the history of the
planet? Do we trust the bureaucrats
and politicians, or do we trust you?

The Clinton victory in 1992 was the
culmination of the liberal dream. It is
true that he ran as a ‘‘New Democrat’’.
It is also true that he moved sharply to
the left even before he was sworn in. A
promise of a middle-class tax cut be-
came the largest tax increase in his-
tory. Ending welfare as we know it
turned out to be a Government job if
no other job could be found. And health
care reform ended up being the largest
attempted takeover of the private
economy in the history of the nation.
And, of course, he led off with gays in
the military. It is easy to see why that
was not mentioned in the campaign.
Does anyone believe that Clinton
would have won in 1992 if he had cam-
paigned on what he delivered?

The Clinton philosophy was outlined
best in a 1958 book entitled, ‘‘The Af-

fluent Society,’’ by John Kenneth Gal-
braith. It essentially said that Ameri-
cans do not make too little money,
they make too much, but they make
bad choices with their dollars. It is the
obligation of an educated government
to tax those dollars from them and
make better choices on their behalf.

If you look at the five major initia-
tives of the first two Clinton years—
the budget, crime, welfare, education,
and health care—all called for increas-
ing taxes and increasing the numbers
of decisions that would be made in
Washington.

It is important to point out here that
the Clintons are sincere. They truly do
want to shape a future for our children
and grandchildren that is warm and
safe and secure and fair. If you’re curi-
ous about what that future would look
like, read anything that has come out
of the Children’s Defense Fund over the
last 20 years.

Conservatives do not seek to shape
the future because we do not know
how. I could not satisfy 20 percent of
the people in any given crowd. Each
American looks to the future with dif-
ferent hopes and dreams and talents. I
do know this, I could build a future
that my daughter would love and my
son would hate. So we want to leave
your dollars in your pockets and you
and 260 million other Americans, decid-
ing on your own behalf hundreds of
times a week, will shape the future.
You will decide, not Washington. I do
not have any idea what that future will
look like but I will be right in there
with you making my personal choices.

Now you see how deep and fundamen-
tal are the differences. Who decides?

This difference became crystal clear
in the negotiations with the President
over the budget. Frankly, we were not
that far apart on the numbers. We want
to increase spending 3 percent; the
President wants to increase spending 4
percent. We want to assume a revenue
increase of 5 percent; the President
wants to assume a revenue increase of
51⁄2 percent. We want to increase Medi-
care 62 percent over 7 years. The Presi-
dent wants to increase it 64 percent.
Those are the differences on which the
President has built his case that Re-
publicans are proposing ‘‘extreme’’
cuts.

That is not where the discussions
broke down. They broke down because
Senator DOLE and Speaker GINGRICH
were not willing to compromise on our
values. We believe that giving seniors
more choices in Medicare will cause
them to shop their health care for the
best deal and that competition will
bring down costs.

Let me give you one example. One of
the many meetings on transforming
Medicare included Healthcare benefits
managers. The John Deere Co. has
formed its own health care company to
control its costs. I asked the president
of John Deere health care what it
would cost the Federal Government if
John Deere kept its retirees in their
own health care system. He said $4,000
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