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cost of living in Haiti is just about the same
as it is in the U.S. Imagine having to survive
on $3 a week, 44 cents a day. 44 cents cannot
buy a can of Campbell’s soup, it cannot buy
the $2 used pair of shoes that one of your
children is in desperate need of.

The Haitian workers are not being extrava-
gant in their requests, asking for a 30 cent
pay raise from 28 to 58 cents an hour. Right
now the workers are receiving less than one
half of one percent in the total cost of the
merchandise they make, earning 7 cents for
every $11.99 pair of Pocohontas pajamas they
sew. If granted their request they would be
earning 9 cents out of every $11.97 pair of pa-
jamas they sew; that is a two cent difference.
This would still leave Disney, the contrac-
tors and Walmart with over 99 percent of the
profit.

Disney can afford to give a pay rise for its
Haitian workers. It pays its CEO, Michael
Eisner over $10,000 an hour; $10,000 compared
to 28 cents. It would take a worker in Haiti
sewing Disney clothes 14 and a half years to
earn what Michael Eisner earns in one hour,
and 29,000 years to earn what he earns in one
year.

Finally, raising the wages of the Haitian
workers would not only be beneficial to the
workers themselves but to U.S. residents as
well. A person earning 28 cents an hour who
cannot even afford to feed her own family
cannot afford to buy products made in the
U.S.

I urge you, Congressman Sanders to look
into the dealings of Disney in Haiti; I urge
you to put pressure on companies such as
Disney to stop the use of sweatshops; I urge
you to get Disney to live up to its respon-
sibilities as an employer. The Haitian people
deserve better.

In the case of Disney I know that in Grand
Rapids there is a factory and Disney moved
its company overseas and a lot of people in
Grand Rapids lost their jobs. They had been
working there for 20 years, as much as 20
years, and now they are without jobs, work-
ing at McDonald’s or whatever they can find.

The problem is so immense and when I was
researching I found that our tax money is
going towards helping executives and busi-
ness people in Haiti continue these sweat-
shops and I think that needs to be stopped.
And I think that even though we have laws,
the corporate codes of conduct, et cetera,
they are not being followed, so we need peo-
ple to watch out over these companies be-
cause obviously these companies are not
doing it themselves.

Citizens, consumers can watch what they
are buying if they see something made from
Disney, look at where it is made, and if it is
made in Haiti you know these people are
working for so long and have such hard hours
and they are not earning anything. They do
not even have enough food to eat. You have
to consider that. The clock is really nice, but
do you really want to support a sweatshop in
Haiti?
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Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, Mr. I rise to rec-
ognize the outstanding achievements of Gesu
Catholic School in University Heights, OH, of
my congressional district. Richard Riley, Sec-
retary of the Department of Education has

named Gesu Catholic School a Blue Ribbon
School. This prestigious award is given to
schools in recognition of excellence in teach-
ing and learning. As one of only 263 public
and private elementary and middle schools
across the Nation to receive this honor, Gesu
Catholic School should be commended as
should its principal, Sister Mary Reiling, SND,
for her strong leadership to the Gesu aca-
demic community.

Gesu Catholic School has a strong reputa-
tion for excellence in teaching and learning,
family involvement, as well as a longstanding
commitment to social justice and community
outreach. In fact, every Gesu student partici-
pates in the gifted/enrichment program and is
expected to achieve their maximum potential.
Through a well rounded academic curriculum,
supportive learning environment, and class-
room experience that has been expanded be-
yond school walls, Gesu is helping its students
gain a clear understanding of academic sub-
jects and is teaching them to effectively and
appropriately apply their knowledge to real ex-
periences.

Secretary Riley honored Gesu Catholic
School because it provides students with a
safe, disciplined, and drug-free environment in
which to pursue a challenging and rigorous
academic experience. Gesu is a Blue Ribbon
School because of the hard work of its stu-
dents, the staunch commitment of its faculty
and staff, and the continued support of its par-
ents and graduates.

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to com-
mend the faculty, staff, students, and parents
of this fine academic institution. By joining
their efforts together, the Gesu academic com-
munity is providing a tremendous education
for many students in my district.
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Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, today I ask my
colleagues to join me in congratulating James
MacKillop as he steps down from his role of
president of the American Conference for Irish
Studies.

Professor MacKillop is in the English De-
partment of Onondaga Community College.
He has led with great energy and devotion a
cultural group which conducts six scholarly
meetings a year, awards three book prizes of
$500 each per year, and distributes publica-
tions on Irish civilization in all its aspects.

With more than 1,600 members in the Unit-
ed States, Canada, and Ireland and a dozen
other countries, the ACIS touches on a di-
verse range of instruction, from women’s stud-
ies to archeology to discussions of recent Irish
cinema.

Professor MacKillop is well known in my dis-
trict for his association with our shared Irish
heritage as well as for his excellence in aca-
demic pursuits at our prized community col-
lege. I want to wish him well in his further
studies of the Irish and their ancestry and cus-
toms which have contributed so much to the
evolution of our American culture.
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Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker,

in the June 23d issue of Fortune magazine,
Doug Bandow of the Cato Institute has a con-
cise coherent and persuasive statement of the
case for a substantial reduction in U.S. military
spending. At a time when we are facing dras-
tic measures in various places to meet the
widely shared goal of a balanced budget, we
can afford even less than before tens of bil-
lions of dollars in unnecessary military spend-
ing. As Mr. Bandow notes, ‘‘the bulk of the
Pentagon budget continues to fund Washing-
ton’s Cold War alliances. For example,
through the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
100,000 U.S. soldiers stand guard lest phan-
tom Soviet divisions invade Europe * * * the
final refuge of those who support big military
budgets is ‘leadership’. As Newt Gingrich puts
it, ‘you do not need today’s defense budget to
defend the United States. You need today’s
defense budget to lead the world’.’’

The notion that the United States must
spend tens of billions of dollars a year for no
valid military purpose but simply to enhance
our world leadership, as Mr. Bandow goes on
to point out, is simply wrong. Few dispute the
importance of the United States being by far
the strongest military power. What we are dis-
puting is the need for us to spend tens of bil-
lions per year beyond what it takes to maintain
that position for the nebulous privilege of lead-
ership which, according to some apparently,
we must purchase from our wealthy allies by
subsidizing them.

Indeed, in the New York Times for June 4,
an article noted that the Japanese plan to deal
with their budget deficit by, among other
things, further reducing their already very
small military budget—secure, no doubt, in the
knowledge that the United States taxpayers
will provide.

I ask that Mr. Bandow’s very thoughtful arti-
cle be printed for the edification of Members
as we debate the budget.

THE CASE FOR A MUCH SMALLER MILITARY

(By Doug Brandow)
How big a military does the U.S. need? The

Pentagon, which recently completed its
once-every-four-years review, thinks we need
pretty much everything we’ve got. It pro-
poses that we preserve the current force
structure, pare manpower levels slightly,
and allow inflation to slowly erode overall
expenditures—all as if the Cold War had
never ended. In reality, the nation’s defense
needs have changed very dramatically in re-
cent years. The President and Congress
should ignore the Pentagon’s wish list and
cut military spending much more deeply by
more than a third.

Military spending is the price of our for-
eign policy, and after world War II that pol-
icy was dictated by the threat of an aggres-
sive Soviet Union and its satellites. All told,
America spent more than $13 trillion (in to-
day’s dollars) to win the Cold War. But start-
ing in 1989, all the old assumptions collapsed.
The Central and Eastern European states
overthrew communism, the Berlin Wall fell,
and the Warsaw Pact dissolved. The Soviet
Union itself disappeared. A foreign policy
and force structure designed to deter Soviet
aggression suddenly became obsolete.
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But U.S. military spending did not change

accordingly. Outlays have fallen, but only
from the 1985 peak caused by the Reagan de-
fense buildup. Adjusted for inflation, expend-
itures today remain above those of 1980.
President Clinton is spending more now than
Richard Nixon did in 1975 and almost as
much as Lyndon Johnson did in 1965. The
U.S. spends more than three times as much
as Moscow, and nearly twice as much as
Britain, France, Germany, and Japan com-
bined.

Although the world remains a dangerous
place, it is not particularly dangerous for the
U.S. observed Colin Powell when he was
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. ‘‘I’m
running out of demons . . . I’m down to Cas-
tro and Kim Il Sung.’’

The bulk of the Pentagon budget continues
to fund Washington’s Cold War alliances. For
example, through the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO), 100,000 U.S. soldiers
stand guard lest phantom Soviet Divisions
invade Europe. It’s not as if the Western Eu-
ropeans, with a combined population of 414
million GDP of $7.4 trillion, couldn’t defend
themselves against Russia, with 149 million
people and a $1.1 trillion GDP, Britain,
France, and Germany together spend 25%
more on the military than Russia, which just
announced a further cut in defense outlays.
It is time for the Europeans to take over
NATO. There is certainly no need to expand
NATO into Central and Eastern Europe. The
old Eastern Bloc needs access to Western
markets, not Western soldiers. And America
has no vital interest that warrants guaran-
teeing the borders of Poland, say, or Hun-
gary.

The case for maintaining 100,000 soldiers in
East Asia is equally dubious. South Korea
has 20 times the GDP and twice the popu-
lation of North Korea, U.S. citizens spend
more than the South Koreans to defend
South Korea.

No new threats loom on the horizon. Ger-
many and Japan remain feared by some al-
leged friends, but neither is likely to declare
war on one of its powerful neighbors—many
of whom now possess nuclear weapons. China
is growing but seems assertive rather than
aggressive. Its military expansion has been
measured. Brazil, India, and other nations
may eventually evolve into regional military
powers, but the U.S. has no quarrels with
them and can adjust its policies over time if
necessary. Outlaw states like Iraq and North
Korea pose diminishing conventional threats
that should be contained by their neighbors,
not by America.

The final refuge of those who support big
military budgets is ‘‘leadership.’’ As Newt
Gingrich puts it, ‘‘You do not need today’s
defense budget to defend the United States.
You need today’s defense budget to lead the
world.’’

But do you, really? The U.S., after all, has
the largest and most productive economy. It
is the leading trading nation. Its constitu-
tional system has proved to be one of the
world’s most durable. Its culture permeates
the globe. Perhaps an outsized military isn’t
required for ‘‘leadership.’’ Indeed, even sig-
nificant budget cuts would still leave Wash-
ington with the world’s biggest and best
military.

No one wants America to be weak, which is
why spending on training and technology
should remain priorities. But we’re ready for
a radical restructuring—from, for instance,
1.5 million to 900,000 servicemen, 12 to six
aircraft-carrier battle groups, and 20 to ten
tactical Air Force wings. The military budg-
et could be cut to some $170 billion from to-
day’s nearly $270 billion.
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Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to celebrate
the 28th birthday of Robert Doyle, a loyal
member of my staff. As a lifelong, faithful
Democrat, Bob has served the party with tire-
less dedication.

Bob’s interest in politics began at a young
age. His 3-year service as his high school’s
class president began a noteworthy career in
politics. Bob has also worked on several politi-
cal campaigns including Leader GEPHARDT’s
Presidential campaign and the Maryland gu-
bernatorial election. In his most recent ven-
ture, Bob managed my own successful con-
gressional campaign this past November. He
has worked for the office of the majority leader
in the Florida State House of Representatives,
and as vice president of the Windsor Group,
a political consulting firm in Tallahassee.

Bob and I quickly became friends during my
time in the Florida Legislature and while work-
ing together on the campaign trail. He is like
family to me and I am proud to rise today to
wish him all the best on his 28th birthday.
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Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, for the benefit
of my colleagues I would like to have printed
in the RECORD this statement by high school
students from Enosburg High School in Ver-
mont, who were speaking at my recent town
meeting on issues facing young people.

Ms. LUDLUM: Good afternoon, Congressman
Sanders. It is generally acknowledge that an
educated citizenry is a desired thing for the
United States. It is needless to say that it is
imperative in this age of globalization.
Through it the skills, knowledge and value
of our democratic capitalistic system are im-
parted to the next generation, thus enabling
us to better compete globally. However,
many American public schools are not ade-
quately preparing their students. Too many
graduates of American high schools are ill
prepared to compete in the global market-
place. The question is how best to fix this?

Ms. STANLEY: There are many educational
models, theories and philosophies to make
public schools more effective. While edu-
cational theorists, politicians and practi-
tioners are locked into a constant tug of war
over the most effective practices to follow.
Students needs and wants are not being met.
Without a school choice most students are
simply along for the ride. Those who wish to
get a education which meets their needs and
wants must wait until they graduate from
high school. At that point they can, within
the limits of their financial needs, attend the
school of their choice. But why wait until
then? why not extend school choice to all
high school students or for that matter to all
students?

Mr. WHITEHEAD: To an extent we in Ver-
mont are afforded school choice. The current

practice of some communities of paying tui-
tion for their students to attend middle and
high schools elsewhere is defacto school
choice. Unfortunately, that is only available
for students who do not have a middle or
high school in their own communities.

We know that for many of these commu-
nities it was originally a decision driven by
economics. However, some of these commu-
nities have since grown, yet have chosen not
to build their own middle and high schools.
Why not? To do so would mean giving up
school choice. So now the question is how
could making school choice available to all
students help public schools better accom-
plish their missions? What else would be
needed to make it work?

Ms. REPSTEAD: Enosburg Junior and Senior
High School benefits from this kind of school
choice. Our high school is a small, rural mid-
dle and high school which serves 475 students
from six nearby communities. Approxi-
mately one-fourth of the student body is in
the middle school and the remainder of the
student body is almost evenly split between
resident and tuition students.

We recently conducted a random study on
the question of school choice. We asked 64
students in grade 6 through 12 to rank how
they felt about school choice and in what
grade or grades that should be an option and
what form it should take. The results were
overwhelmingly in favor of school choice by
a margin of 95 percent to 5 percent. When we
exclude the middle grades from the survey
the approval rate was even higher, 98 percent
to two percent. The few students who did not
favor school choice were from the commu-
nity of Enosburg. The most obvious expla-
nation is loyalty. Tuitioned students unani-
mously supported school choice. When con-
sidering responses concerning the grade level
in which school choice would be an option we
noted that most students felt it should be
available beginning the year they were in.

Ms. LUDLUM: We feel that a voucher pro-
gram is the only choice to makes school pos-
sible, affordable and effective. We should ex-
tend to all Vermont the option of school
choice. Families can make the types of edu-
cational choices they need and want. It
would force public schools to be more com-
petitive as well as stimulate the develop-
ment of magnet and charter schools. Each of
the latter two makes it possible through a
variety of educational models to be tested in
the marketplace. They would essentially
function as working models that public
schools could emulate.

The people that are supporting it would
have to say that the public schools would
have to get better, individual public schools
would have to get better because if they
didn’t nobody would attend the schools that
weren’t up to the higher standards. Some
people say that if public money is going to
private schools then the private schools
would lose control and the government
would be able to issue mandates on them.

In support of school choice people say the
competition will make public schools im-
prove because if they do not improve they
wouldn’t get any money from those students
who attend, but in opposition, some people
say that private schools receiving govern-
mental funds would not be a good thing be-
cause the government might then issue man-
dates and then would lose what makes them
private schools.

Mr. WHITEHEAD. A student who chooses not
to go to Enosburg whether they are from
Enosburg or not, if they are from a different
town from Enosburg their town would pay
for it and they would pay as much or roughly
as much as they would pay for a public edu-
cation to Enosburg.
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