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school boards. While I remain committed to
the larger issue of reauthorizing Superfund
laws, school boards simply cannot wait any
longer for a legislative remedy. Their litigation
costs continue to mount.

The second bill, which I sponsored in the
104th Congress and am reintroducing today,
would shift contract oversight of fund financed
remedial actions from the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to the Army Corps of Engi-
neers. Currently, the EPA has the option of
using the Army Corps for contract oversight
and does so in approximately 40 percent of its
cleanups. My bill would mandate that all con-
tract oversight be completed by the Army
Corps.

I propose this shift because I believe that
the Army Corps is better qualified for oversight
of technical cleanups and management of
contract oversight than is EPA. Furthermore,
let me clarify that this legislation would in no
way take any authority away from the EPA to
design the cleanup and remedy for Superfund
sites using the highest environmental stand-
ards.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of both these
important and commonsense bills.
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
COMMISSION FOR WOMEN

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 20, 1997

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, the important
work of the District of Columbia Commission
for Women is worthy of particular attention
during this month, Women’s History Month.
The District of Columbia Commission for
Women has ably served the people of the Dis-
trict for the past 30 years. The commission’s
mandate is to identify issues and problems
specifically affecting women in the Nation’s
Capital and to recommend solutions to the
Mayor. The commission achieved permanent
status in 1978 when it was adopted by the city
council.

As cochair of the Congressional Caucus for
Women’s Issues, I applaud the exceptional
work the District of Columbia Commission for
Women does on behalf of the women of the
District. The commission is a valuable re-
source and clearinghouse for women’s con-
cerns. Remarkably, the commission operates
solely on a volunteer basis, with a small staff
and no budget. Nonetheless, the commission
carries out the responsibilities of both city and
State as the District’s representative to the
National Association of Commissions for
Women.

Recent accomplishments credited to the
District of Columbia Commission for Women
include establishing the District of Columbia
Women’s Hall of Fame, creating the Sewall-
Belmont House exhibit on African-American
Suffragettes and publishing self-help guides
for District women. For these reasons and oth-
ers, I commend the District of Columbia Com-
mission for Women for its outstanding con-
tribution to the women of the District.

HAPPY 100TH BIRTHDAY SIMONE
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OF CALIFORNIA
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Thursday, March 20, 1997

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay
tribute to Simone M. Steinbroner of Manhattan
Beach, CA, who will be celebrating her 100th
birthday on April 1.

Simone was born in the tiny village of Co-
gnac, France, on April 1, 1897, the oldest of
five children of Paul Jean Mounier and Jeanne
Praud Mounier. She moved with her family
several times as a young girl, first to Paris and
then, with the outbreak of World War I to La
Rochelle where her father was employed as
an interpreter. At the age of 16, Simone be-
came the youngest entrant to teachers col-
lege, graduating in 1917.

It was on her summer vacation from teach-
ing on the small coastal island of St. Pierre
d’Oleron that her mother invited two American
soldiers to dinner. There Simone met her fu-
ture husband, Arthur Steinbroner, a sergeant
in the American Expeditionary Force, and fell
in love. Arthur and Simone set their wedding
for August 1, but on July 5 received the upset-
ting news that Arthur was to be sent back to
the United States the next day. It would be 18
months before enough money could be saved
for Simone’s passage to America.

Simone left France on January 9, 1921, ar-
riving in Los Angeles, then a sleepy town with
fewer than 200,000 residents, on January 24.
She and Arthur married on February 3, 1921,
and had seven children in 9 years. Arthur
passed away suddenly in 1948.

Simone has lived in Los Angeles County for
76 years and has a total of 78 living descend-
ants; 8 children, 28 grandchildren, 38 great-
grandchildren, and 4 great-great grand-
children, with 2 more expected this year. She
still maintains an active pace, teaching French
to private students, playing the piano, dancing,
reading, and corresponding to her numerous
friends and progeny. As a member of the Le-
gion of Mary, she regularly visits local nursing
homes to comfort the sick and elderly. She is
an inspiration to them all, all of whom are
younger than her, and, in hearing her story,
she is an inspiration to me as well.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleagues join
me in congratulating Simone and in wishing
her a happy 100th birthday.
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Mr. BORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
commend a good friend and servant to the city
of Philadelphia, David L. Cohen.

By now almost everyone across the county
knows the Philadelphia story and the accom-
plishments of the Rendell administration in
leading what the New York Times called ‘‘one
of the most stunning turnarounds in recent
urban history.’’ Today I want to recognize one

of the architects of Philadelphia’s remarkable
renaissance: David L. Cohen, chief of staff to
Philadelphia’s terrific mayor, Edward G.
Rendell.

While there is no doubt that Mayor Rendell
has provided the vision and enthusiastic lead-
ership that has brought the city back from the
brink of disaster, it is also unquestionably true
that without David Cohen’s incredible work
ethic, unparalleled judgment, and steady dedi-
cation to the mayor’s vision of reducing the
cost of government, the Philadelphia story
would be a far different tale. Certainly, it would
not be a story that includes four consecutive
balanced budgets, and four consecutive budg-
et surpluses, including a fiscal year 1996 sur-
plus of $118 million, the largest in the modern
history of the city.

David Cohen led Ed Rendell’s cost-cutting
revolution in city government. He was the
mayor’s primary liaison with city council, with-
out whose cooperation the city’s recovery
would not have been possible; he served as
the principal author of the nationally renowned
5-year financial plan, the city’s blueprint for re-
covery; he has led or facilitated labor settle-
ments with both public and private-sector
unions on a variety of issues of importance to
the city; he chaired the administration’s Initia-
tive Compliance Committee, which oversees
the spending habits of every city department
right down to the penny, to guard against a re-
turn to the free-spending days of Philadel-
phia’s past; and he has served as an articu-
late and passionate spokesman for the critical
problems that face America’s cities. Through it
all, David displayed a superior intelligence, a
steely determination to make tough decisions
in order to save money for city taxpayers, and
an abiding love for Philadelphia, and indeed,
for all cities.

Now, after more than 5 years of incredibly
effective government service, David Cohen is
returning to the private sector, where he will
realize a lifelong professional dream by be-
coming chairman of his law firm, Ballard Spahr
Andrews & Ingersoll.

Mr. Speaker, without question, Ed Rendell
deserves credit and praise for his efforts to re-
vitalize Philadelphia. But that success would
not have been possible without the tireless ef-
forts of David Cohen. This talented individual
exemplifies public service: working hard, long
hours with great sacrifice to himself and his
family. He could have chosen a more lucrative
private career path, but instead chose to dedi-
cate many years of his life to a partnership
with the mayor that led to the rebirth of a great
city. Every Philadelphian is better off today for
that choice.

On behalf of my fellow 1.6 million Philadel-
phians, I wish David Cohen and his family
great success and happiness in their future
endeavors. We are all deeply indebted for the
outstanding dedicated public service that
David provided to help restore a bright, hope-
ful future for the city that we all love.
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HON. MARCY KAPTUR
OF OHIO
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Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the passing of an outstanding citizen,
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optimist, business leader, and family man from
Toledo, OH. Virgil Gladieux died on February
27, 1997.

Beginning with a small business selling
boxed lunches out of the trunk of his car, Mr.
Gladieux developed a food service empire,
with operations in 35 States, in airports and on
airlines, in schools, colleges, factories, hotels,
and turnpike restaurants nationwide. He also
founded and developed the Toledo Sports
Arena and the Toledo Beach Marina and
North Cape Yacht Club. With a keen eye for
opportunity, Virgil Gladieux came to symbolize
a man of humble beginnings who rose to be-
come a civic-minded entrepreneur.

Ever mindful of his responsibilities to others,
Virgil Gladieux was very active in civic affairs
and philanthropic efforts. Throughout his life-
time, he served in various capacities on over
70 area boards, committees, and clubs. Exten-
sively honored for his service, his most recent
recognition came last fall, when he was given
the annual volunteer award from the Alexis de
Tocqueville Society, an organization he helped
to inspire in 1984 for those who have made
significant contributions to the United Way.

Virgil Gladieux, a devoted family man,
leaves behind a legacy of dynamism, unparal-
leled entrepreneurial spirit, and community
service. With gratitude and admiration for his
efforts, we extend our deepest sympathy to
his wife of 67 years, Beatrice, his children,
Therese and Timothy, his sister and sister-in-
law, his nieces, nephews, grandchildren, and
great-grandchildren. Our entire community
shall miss his effervescence and spirited pres-
ence that made us all better for knowing him.
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AMPHETAMINE ELIMINATION
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Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to introduce an important piece of legis-
lation, the Methamphetamine Elimination Act.
This bill will take great strides in ridding our
Nation of the dangerous drug, methamphet-
amine.

Methamphetamine, or ‘‘meth,’’ is truly a ter-
rifying drug. It is highly addictive and, with re-
peated use, can cause extreme nervousness,
paranoia, and dramatic mood swings. Unfortu-
nately, meth use goes hand in hand with bru-
tal child abuse and domestic violence. Often,
children, the innocent bystanders, are ne-
glected or abused by parents who are in-
volved with meth production or use.

Methamphetamine is fast becoming the
crack epidemic of the 1990’s. Meth production
and use is a nationwide problem, cutting
across all income and racial divisions; the im-
pact, however, is disproportionally felt in Cali-
fornia. The Drug Enforcement Agency [DEA]
has identified California as a ‘‘source country’’
of methamphetamine with literally hundreds of
clandestine laboratories, or ‘‘clan labs,’’ lo-
cated throughout the State.

Clan labs have proliferated at such a pace
that California officials now consider them
major threats to the public, law enforcement
and public communities, even the environ-
ment. In just 1996, the Bureau of Narcotics

Enforcement [BNE] raided 835 clan labs in
California, up from 465 in 1995. Just think of
that 835 labs seized in California in 1 year—
almost one every 10 hours. Clearly, California
is on the front line in the war on methamphet-
amine.

As a result, California is in desperate need
to help to fight this wicked drug. The Meth-
amphetamine Elimination Act would provide
$18 million to the Bureau of Narcotics En-
forcement to fight meth through a 5-point strat-
egy. Specifically, funds from this legislation will
be used to hire, train, and equip 126 sworn
and nonsworn law enforcement staff to do the
following:

First, establish enforcement teams to target
chemical sources and major traffickers/organi-
zations.

Second, establish an intelligence component
to provide strategic and tactical support to
meth enforcement teams.

Third, establish a forensics component with-
in the BNE to provide on-site laboratory serv-
ices. Lab site analysis—in addition to provid-
ing for the immediate safety of law enforce-
ment personnel—will allow BNE to bring to
bear law enforcement services not currently
available.

Fourth, develop clan lab training for law en-
forcement officers. Training involves basic
classes covering the danger of the labs and
chemical agents used in the manufacture of
meth.

Fifth, establish a community outreach pro-
gram to promote public awareness, the pri-
mary focus of which will be young people.

This strategy is designed to coincide with
the National Methamphetamine Strategy,
which was based upon work by Federal, State
and local law enforcement officials during the
National Methamphetamine Conference held
in Washington, DC last year. There is wide-
spread support for the implementation of this
strategy, including the support of the California
Sheriff’s Association, the California Chiefs of
Police Association and the District Attorneys
Association.

The time has come to devote significant
Federal resources to this nationwide problem.
In the last Congress, we passed comprehen-
sive legislation to address the meth problems.
Now, we need to assist States like California
that are on the front lines of this battle. There-
fore, I strongly urge support for the Meth-
amphetamine Elimination Act.
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STOP FORCE-FEEDING THE
PENTAGON

HON. ELIZABETH FURSE
OF OREGON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 20, 1997

Ms. FURSE. Mr. Speaker, it is a new era
and there is now wide agreement that we
must achieve a balanced budget. That means
that all spending must be scrutinized and we
must not be afraid to include military spending
in that scrutiny.

I commend to my colleagues the following
editorial from the March 24 issue of The Na-
tion. It refers to comments by my colleague,
Congressman FRANK, in which he points out
that any legislator who votes for the Penta-
gon’s budget is voting to cut domestic spend-
ing.

We are not in a zero-sum game. We no
longer have the luxury of simply adding fund-
ing. We must make choices. We should not
provide the Pentagon more than it asks for.

The editorial follows:
[From The Nation, Mar. 24, 1997]

PENTAGON OR BUST

There are many reasons to cut Pentagon
spending. The United States alone consumes
about one-third of the global military budg-
et, spending more than five times as much as
any other country. The Pentagon remains
the largest source of waste, fraud and abuse
in the federal government. While it issues
about two-thirds of all federal paychecks and
makes about two-thirds of all federal pur-
chases of goods and services, its accounting
is so haphazard it can’t be audited. The Gen-
eral Accounting Office just reported that the
Pentagon was storing $41 billion in excess in-
ventory. Billions more are lost in undocu-
mented payments, misplaced funds, mis-
managed programs. Yet the Pentagon re-
mains immune from both Republican efforts
to dismantle government and Democratic at-
tempts to reinvent it.

Not even our nation’s security is well
served by current policy. The Administra-
tion keeps extending military commitments
while closing embassies, slashing aid budg-
ets, stiffing international institutions, thus
crippling the U.S. ability to lead in address-
ing deteriorating environmental, economic
and social conditions. At home, the military
remains our primary industrial policy and
public works program, while investments
vital to our economy—in education and
training, infrastructure, nonmilitary re-
search and development—are starved.

The United States may be rich enough to
afford this folly; the military does consume
a smaller portion of our gross national prod-
uct than at any time since before World War
II. But as Representative Barney Frank ob-
serves on page 23, the bipartisan commit-
ment to balance the budget in five years
while cutting taxes and protecting Social Se-
curity and Medicare will force brutal cuts in
discretionary spending (everything other
than entitlements and interest on the na-
tional debt). Choices must therefore be
made.

The military, which already captures more
than half of all discretionary spending, has
exacted a pledge for a 40 percent increase in
procurement over the next five years. The
Pentagon’s Quadrennial Defense Review re-
port, due in May, is timed perfectly to rein-
force its claim to the money: The brass hope
to lock in their budgets and build walls
around them in the bipartisan budget agree-
ment widely expected this year.

But going soft on the military will require
drastic cuts of 25 to 30 percent or more from
domestic programs. The argument is no
longer about cutting the military to invest
at home but how much will be cut from poor
schools, toxic waste cleanup, Head Start,
roads and mass transit and how much from
the Pentagon.

The argument for new priorities must
begin with a renewed demand for invest-
ment—in children, cities, mass transit,
health care and education, in clean water
and clean air. As Republicans found in the
last election, Americans do not favor deep
cuts in education, environmental safeguards
or health care.

As we make the case for reinvestment, the
Pentagon can be brought back into the de-
bate, the military-based definition of U.S.
security challenged, the costs of its mis-
placed priorities detailed. Frank suggests a
practical way to start. He calls on every
group working to preserve a domestic pro-
gram to educate its members about the stark
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