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and individual courses via cutting-edge
technologies to working professionals,
busy adults, and high school students.

Over the past 5 years, approximately
7,500 students have enrolled in the
Dominguez Hills distance learning pro-
gram. More than 3,000 of these students
come from outside of California, and
more than 400 of these students come
from outside the United States.

The university’s Young Scholars Pro-
gram enables high school students who
have limited access to advanced place-
ment courses to earn college and ad-
vanced placement credits through the
university.

In addition, Mr. Speaker, we have the
California Math and Science Academy,
a premier program where they take the
top 10 percent of the students in the
middle school and enroll them to com-
plete their secondary education with 90
percent of them going on to the top Ivy
League and other universities.

I, again, congratulate Cal State Uni-
versity Dominguez Hills on its 40th an-
niversary, the appointment of a new
impressive president, Dr. Lyons, and
the outstanding accomplishments of
the Distance Learning Program and
CAMS, California Academy of Math
and Science.

These milestones add significantly to
the university and the surrounding
communities as they forge ahead with
a mission to be a communiversity dedi-
cated to preparing students for the op-
portunities to be successful in a world
of unprecedented challenges and
change.
f

IN MEMORY OF RONALD SCOTT
OWENS

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

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, today I rise to salute Petty Officer
Third Class Ronald Scott Owens, one of
the 17 crewmen who gave his life last
week in the defense of our Nation.
Petty officer Owens’ life was lost when
terrorists attacked the U.S.S. Cole. On
August 8 of this year Petty Officer
Owens left for a 6-month tour of duty
aboard the U.S.S. Cole, serving on
board as an electronics warfare techni-
cian.

We as a Nation honor the life of this
young Vero Beach resident and all
those who were lost.

Scott was born on October 31, 1975,
and died serving and defending his fel-
low countrymen on October 11.

This tragic event makes this the
worst terrorist attack on the American
military since the terrorist attack on a
U.S. Air Force housing complex near
Dhahran, Saudi Arabia in 1996. That
event killed 19 troops, including sev-
eral airmen from Florida.

Scott is remembered by his crew
mates as an inspiration and one that
was always there to help support his
fellow crewmen.

He was known as a happy-go-lucky
guy who knew how to make everyone

feel special. He is also remembered for
his volunteer work with the fire and
rescue squad. He served his community
both in uniform and out of uniform.

I cannot begin to state how pro-
foundly saddened I was to learn of
Scott’s untimely death. My prayers
and condolences go out to his wife,
Jaime, his 4-year-old daughter, Isa-
bella, his entire family and the com-
munity of Vero Beach that is dealing
with the shock of this tragic news.
f

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 addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New Mexico (Mrs. WILSON)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. WILSON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Montana (Mr. HILL) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HILL of Montana addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

FUTURE JUSTICES OF THE
SUPREME COURT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. PELOSI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, in just a
few short weeks, we will be electing a
new President of the United States on
Tuesday, November 7. This is the cen-
terpiece of our democracy, the election
of a President.

The President has his own powers ac-
cording to the Constitution, but also
the power of appointment of the third
branch of government, the Supreme
Court. So a great deal is at stake in
this election: the presidency and the
President’s appointments to the court.

If the next President appoints just
one or two more justices to the court,
and they do not support some of our
basic fundamental rights, fundamental
rights could be abolished or curtailed.
The Supreme Court’s decisions affect
all aspect of our lives including basic
civil rights and day-to-day pursuit of
life, liberty, and happiness.

b 2045

It is significant to note, I think, that
no Supreme Court justice has retired in
6 years, the longest interval without a
new appointment in 177 years. In the
last 50 years, every President except
one has appointed at least one justice,
and 8 of the last 10 Presidents have ap-

pointed 2 justices. Court watchers ex-
pect several justices to retire soon,
and, thus, the next President is likely
to appoint several justices to fill these
vacancies.

I mention this, Mr. Speaker, because
many have asked, well, how do these
elections affect young people in our
country? Well, the election of the
President affects them very directly in
the decisions that that President will
make but also very directly in terms of
his power of appointment of the court,
the Supreme Court, and indeed many,
many scores of Federal Court justices.

As I have said, the Supreme Court
makes many decisions that fundamen-
tally affect and change our lives, and
so young people should be very inter-
ested in these judges, this President,
and the decisions that this court will
make because it will have an impact
for generations to come.

Soon the court will be deciding cases
governing civil rights, workers’ rights,
reproductive freedom, voting rights,
and campaign finance reform. The
court will decide Congress’ authority
to apply Federal laws protecting indi-
viduals and our environment to the
States, including the Americans with
Disabilities Act. The court will address
electoral redistricting and minority
voting rights, free speech, criminal
cases involving unreasonable search
and seizure, and the scope of Federal
regulations, really protections and
safeguards, for all Americans.

How do the courts’ decisions on these
issues affect our lives? For women, the
court has an impact on reproductive
freedom. For workers, the court affects
the ability to sue employers who vio-
late employees’ civil rights. Again, for
women, the court affects access to fam-
ily planning clinics and access to safe
and appropriate medical care. For gay
and lesbian Americans, the court af-
fects civil rights protections and equal
opportunity. For people with disabil-
ities, the court affects protections in
the Americans with Disabilities Act.

I asked one volunteer in a political
campaign why she was volunteering,
and she said I have looked around,
studied the issues, and I realize that
people in politics make decisions about
the air I breathe and the water I drink.
The same applies to the Supreme
Court, Mr. Speaker. The court affects
the air we breathe and the water we
drink by determining the legality of
the Clean Air and Clean Water Act.
This volunteer went on to say, so I
guess I should be interested in politics,
at least for as long as I drink water and
I breathe air.

Young people should be, and we
should all be interested in the court
and the person who will name justices
to that court for at least as long as we
breathe air and drink water.

The two issues that I would like to
just focus on, in the interest of time,
because I know the hour is late, are a
woman’s right to choose and the issue
of the protection of our environment
and how those issues will be affected by
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the court. The next President will like-
ly appoint two, perhaps three Supreme
Court justices, enough to overturn Roe
v. Wade and allow States to enact se-
vere and sweeping restrictions on wom-
en’s reproductive rights. If the anti-
choice majority maintains its control
over the Senate, the Supreme Court
nominations of an anti-choice Presi-
dent are likely to be quickly con-
firmed.

Governor George Bush is an anti-
choice governor with a record to prove
it. In 1999 alone, Governor Bush, along
with Michigan’s Governor Engler
signed more anti-choice provisions into
law than any other governor in the
U.S. Governor Bush has said he be-
lieves Roe v. Wade went too far and has
characterized the 1973 ruling as a
reach. Governor Bush has also said
that Justice Antonin Scalia, arguably
the most ardent opponent of abortion
on the Supreme Court, would be his
model justice.

Governor Bush wants to end legal re-
productive freedom in the U.S. AL
GORE would protect a woman’s right to
choose. The choice is clear: Pro-choice
Americans must understand that Gov-
ernor Bush will use the power of the
Presidency to end legal reproductive
choice and take away a woman’s right
to choose.

In terms of the environment, moving
on to that because I know that is an
issue that young people are interested
in as well, I mentioned that Governor
Bush has said that his model justice
was Justice Scalia. Sadly, Justice
Scalia’s environmental philosophy is
just as dismal as some of the other
issues that I mentioned here. Legal
scholars who have studied the Supreme
Court have found that Justice Scalia
sided against the environment more
than any other person in the history of
the court.

How bad is his record? Eighty-seven
percent of the time an environmental
case came before the Supreme Court
Justice Scalia decided against the en-
vironment. In Justice Scalia’s world,
citizens would not be allowed to stop
pollution just because a company is
poisoning their backyards. In a case de-
cided earlier this year, a factory had
dumped toxic mercury into a nearby
river 489 times. How would you like
that, Mr. Speaker, in your backyard?
But even though the factory poisoned
the river nearly 500 times, the Justice
felt that the court was making it far
too easy to halt an environmental
crime.

So when we come to issues that
young people are interested in, such as
protecting the environment, this envi-
ronment that we have only on loan be-
cause it belongs to them, it is their fu-
ture, we must protect it in every way
that we can. We can do that by our own
personal behavior; through conserva-
tion; by the people we elect to office to
make decisions about the environment;
by the President of the United States,
who leads the country in protecting
our environment and the justices that

he will appoint to the court who will
make decisions about the air we
breathe and the water we drink. For as
long as we breathe air and drink water,
Mr. Speaker, we should be very inter-
ested in those decisions.

Again, on the issue of a woman’s
right to choose, which I think is a mat-
ter that is at risk, we are at a cross-
roads and one that will be very much
affected by the outcome of the election
on November 7.

In the interest of time, I will not go
into all the other issues, Mr. Speaker,
except to say that November 7 is an
important day, a day when we will be
choosing not only a President but that
President’s appointees. There is a great
deal at stake for young people. I hope
they will pay attention to the election
and its ramifications.
f

SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, we are having an election, and the
election is important for many reasons.
Regarding the discussion of appointing
Supreme Court Justices, I would hope
that whatever President we elect does
not have a litmus test for those judges;
that they should be some of the smart-
est, some of the most well-read literary
law judges that we can find in the
country. We have tried to help assure
that by having the advice and consent
of the Senate. What they do is inter-
pret the Constitution, and I hope that
is the kind of judges that we will have.

I rise tonight, Mr. Speaker, to talk
about another issue that is sort of in
this campaign and is being talked
about by the Vice President and Gov-
ernor Bush, and that is Social Secu-
rity. Social Security is an issue that I
have been studying since I came to
Congress in 1993.

I introduced my first bill in 1993 on
Social Security and my second bill in
1995. It is a 2-year session, so every ses-
sion I have introduced a bill. The last
four bills have been scored by the So-
cial Security Administration to keep
Social Security solvent, and we have
done that without any tax increases,
without any reduction in benefits for
retirees or near-term retirees.

I was appointed chairman of a bipar-
tisan Social Security task force where
we studied for many months and had
witnesses, expert witnesses from all
around this country and, in fact, all
around the world, talking about this
situation with Social Security. I sus-
pect it is sort of like an automobile
mechanic. The more he understands
how an internal combustion engine
works, for example, the more he is con-
cerned about keeping it lubricated and
reducing the friction. So probably me-
chanics are pretty diligent in terms of
greasing and lubrication. So, too, I

have become sort of a mechanic with
Social Security, knowing its internal
operations, how it works, and some of
the friction points that can develop. So
I guess my colleagues can consider my
presentation tonight sort of like they
might consider the mechanic: they
should take out what they think is per-
tinent but get a second opinion.

Social Security is probably Amer-
ica’s most important program. We have
almost a third of our retirees that de-
pend on the Social Security check for
90 percent or more of their total retire-
ment income.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to intro-
duce Erika Ball. Erika is a page, and
she is from Arizona. Sarah, come up in
the limelight. You might as well, too,
as long as you ladies are helping me. A
little closer so we get you right in the
picture. How many pages do we have?

Sarah Schleck is from the great
State of Minnesota. Ladies, thank you
for helping me with the charts tonight.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will suspend.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is not
proper; is that right?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are to address their remarks to
the Chair and are reminded that only
Members are allowed to address the
Chamber.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I considered myself an interpreter. I
apologize for any infraction.

Let me start out with these charts.
Social Security Benefit Guaranty Act.
When Franklin Delano Roosevelt cre-
ated the Social Security program over
6 decades ago, he wanted it to feature
a personal investment component to
build retirement income. Social Secu-
rity was supposed to be one leg of a
three-legged stool to support retirees.
It was supposed to go hand-in-hand
with personal savings and private pen-
sion plans.

In fact, researching the archives, it is
interesting that in the debate in 1935 in
the Senate, the Senate on two occa-
sions voted to have it optional to have
a personal retirement savings account.
So individuals owned accounts. Even in
that case they could only be used for
retirement, but there would be some
individual ownership. When they went
to conference, the House and the Sen-
ate ended up having government do the
whole thing.

It was made from the very beginning
as a pay-as-you-go program, where ex-
isting workers paid in their Social Se-
curity tax and almost immediately
those dollars were sent out to bene-
ficiaries. So it was a pay-as-you-go pro-
gram with existing workers paying in
their taxes to pay for existing current
retirees.

The system is really stretched to its
limits, and the actuaries are con-
cerned. They say that Social Security
is insolvent. We just changed it in 1983,
reduced benefits and increased taxes.
Yet already they are predicting that it
is going to run out of money if we con-
tinue the same structure. So we have

VerDate 02-OCT-2000 07:37 Oct 20, 2000 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00176 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K19OC7.212 pfrm01 PsN: H19PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-20T22:39:33-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




