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HONORING THE MINNESOTA RIVER

BASIN JOINT POWERS BOARD

HON. DAVID MINGE
OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 26, 2000

Mr. MINGE. Mr. Speaker, today I recognize
five years of outstanding work by the Min-
nesota River Basin Joint Powers Board to co-
ordinate the clean up of the thirty-seven coun-
ty Minnesota River Basin.

Since its inception in 1995, the Minnesota
River Basin Joint Powers Board has been able
to build progressive and trustworthy relation-
ships among agricultural production, conserva-
tion, sporting, and environmental interest
groups. They have also been instrumental in
building sustainable relationships with local,
state, and federal government agencies in
order to advance the cause of a restored, fish-
able, and swimmable Minnesota River.

The Minnesota River Basin Joint Powers
Board has also been extremely helpful in pro-
moting the Minnesota River Basin’s Conserva-
tion Reserve Enhancement Program. Min-
nesota River CREP hopes to retire and re-
store 100,000 acres of flood-prone farmland in
order to improve water attributes in the Basin
and the larger Mississippi River Basin as a
whole. Furthermore, their ability to thoughtfully
and even-handedly coordinate the needs of
thirty-seven counties regarding watershed
team tributary strategies has been important to
the success of this basin-wide initiative.

I would also like to recognize this group’s
Executive Director, Steve Hansen, as a tire-
less and articulate advocate of water quality
improvement and the State of Minnesota’s
continuing environmental commitment to its
rivers and natural resources.

In conclusion, I would like to stress the im-
portance of the integrative and comprehensive
watershed planning that the Minnesota River
Basin Joint Powers Board is engaged in to
promulgate and implement successful recov-
ery of this important natural resource—the
Minnesota River.
f

IN REMEMBRANCE OF AMBAS-
SADOR BIRABHONGSE KASEMSRI

HON. DANA ROHRABACHER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 26, 2000

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, this
week, a long-time friend of the United States,
Ambassador Birabhongse Kasemsri, known as
Bira to his friends, passed away in his home-
town of Bangkok, Thailand. I last saw Ambas-
sador Kasemsri, 65, in 1999 during a visit I
was honored to have with Thailand’s King
Bhumibol, whom Bira served as His Majesty’s
principal private secretary. In service to his
King and country, Bira, was granted three
decorations, including Knight Grand Cordon of
the Most Noble Order of the Crown of Thai-
land [Highest Class].

Too often, American policymakers under-
estimate the importance of our strategic alli-
ance with Thailand, which extends to our Civil
War when the King offered President Lincoln
a herd of fighting elephants from the Royal
Thai military. Ambassador Kasemsri reinforced

the strategic relationship during the height of
the post-Vietnam Cold War period, during his
exemplary service as Thailand’s ambassador
to the United States. In addition, during the
early 1980’s while he served as Thailand’s
ambassador to the United Nations, Bira was a
hero of the Reagan doctrine in Southeast Asia
by protecting Thailand from communist ag-
gression. During that time, Bira was instru-
mental in arranging for noted military historian
and journalist Al Santoli—who currently serves
as my foreign policy advisor—to visit areas of
Thailand that were under attack by the Soviet-
backed Vietnamese communist army and their
surrogates from Cambodia and Laos. Thanks
to the sponsorship of Ambassador Kasemsri,
the articles that Al wrote for the New Republic
and Parade magazines on the threat to Thai-
land directly contributed to the cessation of
chemical warfare in Indochina and the with-
drawal of the Vietnamese occupation forces in
Cambodia.

On behalf of my wife Rhonda and I, and my
colleagues who have had the pleasure of
working with Ambassador Kasemsri over
many years, I extend deepest sympathy to his
wife, Rampiarpha and their three children. I
believe that the seeds of solidarity that Bira
sowed during his many years of representing
The Royal Government of Thailand in America
will lead to further development of the friend-
ship between the governments and people of
Thailand and the United States.
f

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE
MACEDONIO A. PADILLA

HON. GRACE F. NAPOLITANO
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 26, 2000
Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, it is with

particular sadness that I offer this memorial
tribute to Mr. Macedonio A. Padilla of Pico Ri-
vera, California, a politically active citizen of
the 34th Congressional District. Mac Padilla
served his community with an inspired passion
for education, insisting on the importance of
broadening the horizons of young minds.

Born in Los Angeles, California, on Sep-
tember 12, 1929, Mr. Padilla grew up with his
family in the greater Los Angeles community.
Having not completed his high school edu-
cation, he enlisted in the United States Army
and served his country in World War II.

He had two daughters, Sylvia and Margaret,
with his first wife, Antolina Barba, whom he
married in 1950 and divorced some years
later. As a single man, he was employed at
the Los Angeles Times and later at Farmer
John’s Meat Distributors.

In 1997, Mr. Padilla finally met the love of
his life. He and his new wife, Lilian Aguilar,
were fortunate to have her daughter from a
previous marriage, Theresa, and were later
blessed with Rosalie, their only daughter to-
gether. Mr. Padilla raised his four daughters,
as well as his twelve grandchildren, teaching
them that academic excellence was most im-
portant. Putting in much of his personal time
and effort into his ideas, he was an assistant
at South El Ranchito Elementary School. He
loved to educate children. He was also a
prominent voice with the local city officials and
legislative members.

Even in his eventual health conditions, Mr.
Padilla spoke his mind when it mattered most.

He made it his life-long goal to help improve
his community to the best of his abilities.

Macedonio Padilla passed away on July 18,
2000. He is survived by his four children, their
spouses, and his twelve grandchildren: His
constant devotion to the members of his com-
munity, his family, and his country will forever
be remembered.

Mr. Speaker, I extend our sincere sympathy
to his family and ask God’s comforting graces
for them in their time of sorrow.
f

HONORING THE CLARK COUNTY,
ARKANSAS REUNION PICNIC

HON. DALE E. KILDEE
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 26, 2000

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, today I speak of
a group of people who share a common his-
tory and a rich heritage. On July 29, my
hometown of Flint, Michigan, will be the site of
the Clark County, Arkansas Reunion Picnic.

Following the Civil War, many former slaves
settled in an area of Clark County called
‘‘Okolona.’’ They had endured slavery by de-
veloping and strengthening their bond with
God, and with each other. Regularly, they
would gather at Rome Spring Hill where they
would sing, pray, and eat together as a com-
munity. They began to depend on each other
as a family.

This tradition continued until the end of
World War II, as many Americans moved from
southern agricultural communities to the more
industrialized cities of the North. Residents of
Clark County often moved together in groups,
allowing them to retain the bond they had es-
tablished for so many years. In 1974, the tra-
dition of the Clark County Reunion was re-
sumed in the Northern states. This picnic has
since become an annual event, held in five lo-
cations around the country, Clark County, AR,
Chicago, IL, Seattle, WA, Los Angeles, CA,
and Flint, MI. The last time the Reunion Picnic
was held in Flint was 1995, and the Flint dele-
gation was joined by over 500 members of
their extended family, and they anticipate re-
peating this accomplishment, if not surpassing
it.

Mr. Speaker, the Clark County Reunion Pic-
nic serves many purposes. It provides an op-
portunity for family to come together, intensify
old bonds, and forge new ones. It gives the
younger members a chance to learn of their
ancestry, and grow emotionally and spiritually.
I am proud to know that Flint is a central point
in their effort to maintain a strong sense of
unity. I am pleased to ask my colleagues in
the 106th Congress to join me in congratu-
lating all the Reunion participants.
f

AZERBAIJAN’S PARLIAMENTARY
ELECTIONS

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 26, 2000

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker,
today I introduce a resolution calling on the
Government of Azerbaijan to hold free and fair
parliamentary elections this November. After a

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 04:02 Jul 28, 2000 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A26JY8.034 pfrm04 PsN: E27PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E1343July 27, 2000
series of elections marred by irregularities, the
upcoming election will help define the coun-
try’s political orientation and its international
reputation. Is Azerbaijan developing towards
Western-style electoral democracy or mired in
the Soviet pattern of controlled voting results?
The answer to that question is important for
the United States, which has significant stra-
tegic and economic interests in Azerbaijan.

At age 77, Azerbaijani President Heydar
Aliev is the most experienced politician in the
former Soviet space. Since returning to power
in 1993, he has created a semi-authoritarian
political system that features highly central-
ized, hands-on presidential rule, with constant
positive coverage in the state-run media.
President Aliev controls all branches of gov-
ernment and the state’s instruments of coer-
cion. His implicit bargain with Azerbaijan’s citi-
zens offers stability in return for unquestioned
predominance. While Azerbaijan’s constitution
enshrines separation of powers, neither the
legislature, judiciary, press nor opposition par-
ties may challenge President Aliev’s hold on
power. Indeed, in an interview published in
last Sunday’s New York Times, he openly
said, ‘‘I will always be president here.’’

Opposition parties function, publish news-
papers and have some representation in par-
liament. But they have no access to state
media, which portray them negatively, and
their opportunities to influence the political
process—let alone actual decision-making—
are carefully restricted.

With respect to elections, Azerbaijan’s
record has been poor. The OSCE’s Office for
Democratic Institutions and Human Rights
(ODIHR) monitored the 1995 and 1998 par-
liamentary and presidential elections, and con-
cluded that they did not meet OSCE stand-
ards. Council of Europe observers harshly
criticized the first round of the local elections
in December 1999, though they noted some
improvements in the second round. These
flawed elections have exacerbated the deep
distrust between the government and opposi-
tion parties.

On May 25, the Helsinki Commission, which
I chair, held hearings on the upcoming elec-
tion, in which Azerbaijani Government rep-
resentatives and opposition leaders partici-
pated. At that time, the main bone of conten-
tion between them was the composition of the
Central Election Commission. During the hear-
ing, a government spokesman announced that
Baku was prepared to let government and op-
position members veto the other side’s nomi-
nees for the Commission posts set aside for
independents, a major step forward. In fact,
that assurance subsequently turned out to be
not entirely reliable when the hard bargaining
began in Baku, with the mediation of the
ODIHR. Nevertheless, the agreement eventu-
ally reached did give opposition parties an op-
portunity to block decisions taken by the pro-
presidential majority and was acclaimed by
ODIHR as a fair and necessary compromise.

Since then, unfortunately, the process has
collapsed. Azerbaijan’s parliament passed an
election law on July 5 that did not include
amendments recommended by the ODIHR to
bring the legislation into accord with OSCE
standards. The law excludes an opposition
party registered in February 2000 from fielding
a party list; other problematic aspects include
territorial and local election commissions
which are effectively under government con-
trol, the restriction of voters’ rights to sign peti-

tions nominating more than one candidate or
party, and the right of domestic observers to
monitor the election.

President Aliev claims that he proposed
modifications to the election law but par-
liament refused to accept them. This asser-
tion, considering his hold on the legislature—
where a loyal, pro-presidential party controls
over 80 percent of the seats—is simply not
plausible. In any case, if he did not approve of
the law, he could have vetoed it. Instead, he
signed it.

On July 7, the ODIHR issued a press re-
lease ‘‘deploring’’ shortcomings in the election
law. Opposition parties refused to participate
in the work of the Central Election Commis-
sion unless the law is changed. In response,
parliament amended the Central Election
Commission law, depriving the opposition of
the ability to block decisions. On July 20, 12
political parties, among them the leading op-
position parties, warned that if parliament re-
fuses to amend the election law, they will boy-
cott the November ballot. Most recently, the
State Department issued a statement on July
24, regretting the recent actions of Azer-
baijan’s parliament and urging the government
and parliament in Baku to work with ODIHR,
the opposition and non-governmental organi-
zations to amend the election law in accord-
ance with OSCE standards.

Mr. Speaker, this turn of events is extremely
disappointing. The last thing Azerbaijan needs
is another election boycott by opposition par-
ties. The consequences would include a par-
liament of dubious legitimacy, deepened dis-
trust and societal polarization, and a move-
ment away from electoral politics to street poli-
tics, which could threaten the country’s sta-
bility. November’s election offers a historic op-
portunity to consolidate Azerbaijani society. It
is essential for the future development of
Azerbaijan’s democracy and for the legitimacy
of its leadership that the election be free and
fair and the results be accepted by society as
a whole.

This resolution calls on the Administration to
remind President Aliev of the pledge he made
in August 1997 to hold free and fair elections,
and urges Azerbaijan’s Government and par-
liament to accept ODIHR’s recommendations
on the election law, so that it will meet inter-
national standards. I hope my colleagues will
join me, Mr. HOYER, Mr. PITTS and Mr. CARDIN
in this effort, and we welcome their support.
f

COMMUNITY RENEWAL AND NEW
MARKETS ACT OF 2000

SPEECH OF

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 25, 2000

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong and enthusiastic support of the
Community Renewal and New Markets Act of
2000.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank
Chairman ARCHER and Ranking Member RAN-
GEL of the Ways and Means Committee for
their support in this legislation being on the
floor today and I want to thank the Speaker for
scheduling. Secondly, I want to thank Presi-
dent Clinton and Speaker HASTERT for their
leadership to commitments to try and help the

most distressed, disadvantaged and poverty
stricken areas of the country, in both urban
and rural America. Thirdly, I want to commend
and congratulate my colleagues and principal
originators and cosponsors of this legislation,
Chairman JIM TALENT; chairman of the Small
Business Committee and Representative J.C.
WATTS for their relentless efforts to make this
legislation a reality. And Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank all of those who have indicated sup-
port for a small, but seriously important step
forward, in reality a giant step as we move to
uplift downtrodden communities and put hope
back into the hearts of our people.

This legislation is designed to do what none
of our efforts have effectively done, which is
seriously attract business and redevelopment
efforts to the poorest communities in our na-
tion. This legislation is no hollow sounding
rhetoric, it is no flash and dash, it is no pig in
a poke. It is economically sound, socially rel-
evant and based upon the principles of free
enterprise. It takes forty Renewal communities
and provides tax incentives, lifts restrictions
and barriers, provides for capital gains tax for
five years, investment programs, wage incen-
tives, environmental clean-ups, CRA credits,
Commercial Revitalization, Tax Credit Oppor-
tunities to rehabilitate dilapidated housing,
venture capital to start businesses and the
promotion of Faith-Based Drug Counseling ini-
tiatives.

I know that some of my colleagues have
concerns about this provision, suggest that it
infringes upon the separation of church and
State and even go so far as to suggest that
it is unconstitutional. This is absolutely untrue!

In the charitable choice arena, this bill
breaks no new ground! First of all, H.R. 4, the
current Welfare Law, allows States to contract
out their social services to both religious or
non-religious providers. In addition, H.R. 4271,
the Community Services Authorization Act of
1998, Senate Bill S. 2206 and H.R. 1776, the
American Home Ownership and Economic
Opportunity Act all have some charitable
choice provisions. Even under the establish-
ment of the Religion Clause of the First
Amendment, (1) Religious organizations are
generally eligible to participate as grantees or
contractors in such programs. But the clause
has generally been interpreted to bar govern-
ment from providing direct assistance to orga-
nizations that are pervasively sectarian.

As a consequence, government funding
agencies have often required social service
providers, as conditions of receiving public
funds, to be incorporated separately from their
sponsoring religious institutions. They are to
refrain from religious activities and proselyt-
izing in the publicly funded programs and to
remove any religious symbols from the prem-
ises in which the services are provided. The
establishment clause, in short, has been con-
strued to require religious organizations to
secularize their services as a condition of ob-
taining public funding. ACRA’s drug treatment
provision is the same. It voucherizes the Sub-
stance Abuse Block Grant and other treatment
Block Grants and allows the patient to decide
where to use the voucher.

The courts have found that our government
can provide assistance directly to enterprises
operated by religious concerns as long as it is
not pervasively sectarian and that grantees
devise ways of involving other organizations
including religious ones, in the delivery of such
services.
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