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same time refusing to honor commit-
ments made to that person.

It is time to stop honoring our vet-
erans with just words, ladies and gen-
tlemen, instead let us honor them with
action.

Retirees that entered the military
prior to 1956 were promised that if they
served 20 years, they would receive free
health care for life for both themselves
and their dependents. For those who
signed up after 1956, they were told
that they would receive free health
care at military facilities or supple-
mental health insurance.

Today both groups are pushed out of
the military health care system en-
tirely and enrolled in Medicare, the
same plan they would have received
had they never served a day.

On September 28, I introduced the
Keep Our Promises to America’s Mili-
tary Retirees Act, H.R. 3573, along with
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
SHOWS), as a nonpartisan restoration of
the health care benefit we owe our re-
tirees.

A companion bill, S. 2003 is being in-
troduced by the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. COVERDELL) and the Senator from
South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON).

The pre-1956 retirees would be en-
rolled in the Federal Employees Health
Benefit Plan at no cost, just like we
told them, no matching premiums, no
deductibles, no copays. The post-1956
retirees would be enrolled under the
same rules as civilian Federal retirees.

As we consider this legislation, we
need to be keenly aware that there is
more at stake than just these benefits.
Today’s young people take note of the
level of importance we place on mili-
tary service.

If we renege on our promises to vet-
erans, we have stated in a very loud
voice that we hold their sacrifices in
contempt.

Why should anyone sacrifice life,
limb, career or temporary personal
freedom, when their reward will be the
contempt of those that they defend?
They will not. And when the next chal-
lenge to national existence erupts,
there will be few or none willing to
carry America’s banner.

As of the State of the Union address,
there are 236 Members of the House
who have signed onto this legislation.
It is the fairest, most practical means
of any available to redeem the prom-
ises we made to our retired veterans.

We have a clear-cut majority, very
evenly split between our two parties,
ready to bring this bill forward.

There are certainly cost issues that
have to be addressed. I urge leaders on
both side of the aisle to move quickly
to bring this bill up before all appro-
priate committees of jurisdiction.

Madam Speaker, we have an unan-
ticipated budget surplus. If we cannot
restore the promises we made to these
men and women now, we never will.

Madam Speaker, let us pay off our
past due promises before we take on
any new spending. It is now our turn to
defend the lives of the men and women
who spent a lifetime defending ours.

CREATION OF A BICENTENNIAL
COMMISSION TO CELEBRATE
ABRAHAM LINCOLN’S BIRTH
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. OWENS) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. OWENS. Madam Speaker, today’s
agenda for the Congress was quite a
small one. I think it is one item that
we ought to pay close attention to,
that is the creation of a bicentennial
commission for Abraham Lincoln to
celebrate Abraham Lincoln’s birth.

Madam Speaker, I think it is very
important that we pass the bill today.
We are going to have a chance to take
a look at the age of Lincoln, the man
Lincoln and all the things surrounding
Abraham Lincoln.

Our country owes a great debt to the
wisdom and the courage of Abraham
Lincoln. There are people who try
ranking the greatest Presidents, al-
ways starting with Lincoln, then they
debate who the second, third and
fourth might be. But Lincoln and
Washington are clearly ranked first. I
think that the Lincoln discussion
would lead us into some very profound
considerations of issues that need to be
discussed that normally are not dis-
cussed.

The President had a commission on
race that was created for just one year,
a very limited budget; and they un-
earthed a few important items and just
got started and then they had to stop.
I think a discussion of Abraham Lin-
coln, the Civil War, the considerations
of what went into holding the Union
together and why it is considered such
a moral high point for America needs
to be thoroughly discussed.

There was a time when people stood
for great principles, and I often talk to
young people of African American de-
scent who are always looking for the
negative side of things who want to de-
clare that Abraham Lincoln did not
really care about black people, Abra-
ham Lincoln was not our friend, and
you would have a chance to show them
how ridiculous that was. The same peo-
ple say that white folks never are con-
cerned with the welfare of black folks
or white people in power are never con-
cerned with other people at all, that
principles of Judeo-Christian heritage
and all that is a big laugh.

We will have a chance to examine
that. We will see how white people on
one side had great principles and cared
a great deal about fighting slavery,
while others, of course, took advantage
of it and enjoyed it; but there were
some who had great principles and who
were not themselves affected.

White people, who were not slaves,
were the people who determined that
America should not have slavery. It is
important to understand that in the
battle of Gettysburg, the crucial battle
in the Civil War, almost no blacks par-
ticipated.

They were not allowed in the army of
either the Union or the Confederacy at

that time so it was not their fault; but
it was a battle that really decided the
war and it was white people fighting
white people on the basis of principle,
principle on the basis of understanding,
some understanding, that the Nation
would never be able to be a great Na-
tion if half are slave and half are free.

At one point there were States that
declared themselves slave States and
other States that were free States and
there were bloody clashes among the
border States, the free States versus
the slave States and all that history
has gotten lost and nobody needs to
hear and understand that history more
than young African Americans. All
Americans need to hear it and under-
stand it, but young African Americans
need to understand there are principles
that have been fought for and large
numbers of people died for them who
did not have a vested interest. They
could have all made a deal and if they
did not stand for principle, if the
Judeo-Christian ethic was not in place
in the hearts of so many, the status
quo would have prevailed.

So I think we cast a very important
vote today and I would just like to
note that in passing.

The real big issue of the day, how-
ever, is the budget. The budget was re-
leased by the President yesterday and
there was a big hearing in the Com-
mittee on the Budget today; and I
think that that is an item that not
only is the biggest item for this Con-
gress but also it may be the biggest
item for the next 10 years, for this dec-
ade. The way we handle this budget
this year may set the tone for the
whole century.

Consider the year 2000. We are about
to discuss a budget of the last and only
superpower in the world; and unques-
tionably, the United States of America
is a superpower, an economic super-
power, to begin with. We cannot debate
it. We are an economic superpower as a
result of an appreciation of science and
technology and genius and the art of
government. We have governed in a
way to maximize the advantages of
science and technology. Our systems
have allowed us to emerge at this par-
ticular time as the richest nation ever
in the history of the world, by any rel-
ative standards, any way we want to
try to create a scenario.

Rome, at the height of its greatness,
was just a village compared to the
wealth and might of the United States
of America at this point in history. So
our budget is a budget for a people, a
nation, that is at the very center of the
globe in terms of power and decision-
making. Our budget is a budget for peo-
ple who probably are at the center of
the universe.

I also happened to read today that
some of the leading scientists have
reached agreement and have concluded
that there is no other life anywhere in
the universe. There cannot be any life
similar to the life on Earth. They may
continue to debate that and theories of
physics and theories of the universe
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have changed over time but right now
all the evidence points to the fact that
in this whole universe, which is so
much larger than we ever imagined,
with all kinds of galaxies and black
holes and billions of stars, over-
whelming in this great thing that ex-
ists there are no other living creatures,
certainly nothing approaching man-
kind.

So we are not just at the heart of the
globe but this Nation, the United
States of America, at this point in his-
tory, is at the heart of a whole uni-
verse. The way we make decisions, and
what we do can greatly determine the
course of where mankind in the uni-
verse goes. That is an awesome, awe-
some thought, and I think that we
trivialize where we are. We play it
down.

In the State of the Union address, the
President certainly was broad and en-
compassing in terms of the agenda for
America; and also it addressed some
issues in terms of the entire globe but
it was really not looking at the fact
that we are at the center of the uni-
verse and this is the beginning of the
21st Century and that not only is this
Nation the last superpower, well gov-
erned with a tremendous economy but
also all of that put together has cre-
ated an enormous amount of wealth.

The amount of wealth that the gov-
ernment is able to make decisions
about is just a tiny part of the total
wealth of America.

b 1915

But that tiny portion of the wealth
that becomes revenue and comes under
the decision-making powers of the Con-
gress and the White House, that
amount itself is still an enormous
amount of money. We are talking
about a budget past a trillion dollars;
and more important than the budget
that has passed a trillion dollars, we
are talking about a budget surplus over
the next 10 years which will be, by very
conservative estimates, $1.9 trillion.

Over the next 10 years, the surplus,
after we factor out Social Security sur-
plus, the Social Security surplus will
be in a locked box. Put that aside. In
addition to the Social Security surplus,
we have a $1.9 trillion anticipated sur-
plus of revenue above expenditure.

That is an awesome position to be in,
to be able to look, as a Nation, at a sit-
uation where money is not the prob-
lem. The problem is our capacity to
make decisions about investments, our
capacity to act in the most humane
and compassionate way, at the same
time we act in a most practical way.

The Romans, at one point in history,
they did not earn it through science
and technology and good government;
they earned it through their savage
conquests. Their savage conquests pro-
duced a lot of wealth. They had so
much booty and treasure they brought
in from the rest of the world until the
Romans decided at one point that we
are all so rich until every man in Rome
shall not pay taxes, we shall give every

man in Rome a certain amount of
money every year. The government
will give them a big amount of money
because the treasury is so full.

That turned out to be an unwise way
to invest their wealth because all of
the surrounding countryside moved
into Rome; all of the people in the sur-
rounding countryside heard about the
goodies in Rome. They began to move
in, and of course the Romans were
overwhelmed by having to pay out
more and more money, and they had to
bring that to a stop.

The great Roman empire would do it
for a long, long time. They thought it
would go on forever. Maybe there is a
God, and he does look down on Earth.
There are periods where certain people,
he smiles upon and chooses them to try
to lead us and create the kind of Earth,
the kind of world below heaven that he
would like to have. The Romans might
have been selected for that purpose.
They failed.

Before the Romans, there were the
Greeks. Maybe God was smiling on
them and hoping that they would do it.
Maybe this God does not like to get in-
volved. The joy of God is to watch us
and see what mankind individually
does or mankind collectively does.
Maybe he smiled on Greece, the great
age of Greece being celebrated now on
public television.

The Greeks were great people in
every way: in science, in literature, in
architecture, militarily. They defeated
opponents who had many more soldiers
and far greater resources militarily.
The great Greeks, the people we know
so very well: Socrates, Plato, Aristotle,
all three came right together.
Aeschelus, Sophocles, Euripides, the
great dramatist, and on and on it goes
in medicine, architecture. There is a
Greek related to the beginnings of
western civilization, the great Greeks,
and do it for a long time.

Then they got fascinated with mili-
tary conquests under Alexander who
had studied under Aristotle and under-
stood some very important things that
Aristotle taught him. Alexander start-
ed his conquests. The great secret of
Alexander’s ability to keep conquering
was that the people that he conquered
he looked upon as human beings, he ab-
sorbed them into the Greek culture. He
tried to. He did not have to occupy the
places that he conquered because the
people became allies and friends.

But as his ego mounted, as his con-
quests increased and his ego rose, he
forgot the secret of his success and be-
came a cruel and inhuman tyrant, and
eventually he spread out the Greek re-
sources and Greek empire in such a
way that, upon his death, things began
to fall apart. So Greece failed.

Rome failed to live up to the possi-
bilities of mankind, to spread their
great civilization throughout the
world. Greece failed.

Before that was Egypt. Egypt, we are
still now digging up new tombs. Egypt,
Nubia, as you move toward black Afri-
ca, they are discovering more and more

pyramids, more and more tombs. They
are discovering that Egypt’s Egyptians
were as black as they were brown.

As they dig up these tombs, they find
new and more splendiferous treasures,
gold and jewels and all kinds of things
that evidently Egypt was, at that time,
a place of unparalleled wealth. They
had an organized society. Something
was wrong, though, because the society
chose to focus on death more than life.
One can imagine how many millions
died creating those pyramids and
tombs and creating the treasures that
went into those tombs.

They had an obsession with death.
They had an elitist culture. They had
people who, despite their great wealth,
had no vision. Egypt failed too.

So here we are, the United States of
America, unprecedented in terms of
wealth and power. The great advantage
we have perhaps over Egypt and Rome
and Greece is that we have a modern
democracy. Greece had a democracy.
They did not have television. They did
not have the Internet. One could not
click on and give one’s opinions. There
is a whole lot that we have now that
they did not have.

They did not have an ability to make
wealth multiply as rapidly as Bill
Gates is able to multiply his wealth or
Ted Turner is able to multiply his
wealth. They did not have this great
contradiction where there were people
in one part of the world who still do
not have running water and who live on
a dollar a day, and there are other peo-
ple in the Fortune 500 who have mil-
lions and millions of dollars, more
money than they will ever be able to
spend.

The United Nations has put out a re-
port and calculated that one could pro-
vide enough decent water, one could
provide vaccinations and medical care
for children, one could provide an ele-
mentary education, one could provide a
way for youngsters to get a start in life
with educational opportunity, one
could provide a package for the poor
and downtrodden of the world for $40
billion a year. All of the developing
countries, all of the dirt-poor countries
like Haiti, like the countries in Africa
whose life is bleeding away from dis-
ease. All of those things could be
brought under control with $40 billion
of expenditure per year.

We have just proposed a budget of
more than a trillion dollars just for the
United States of America. We antici-
pate a surplus of $1.9 trillion over a 10-
year period.

Bill Gates, according to estimates, is
worth at least $40 billion. That is sev-
eral months ago. They talked about $40
billion, one man whose net worth is $40
billion, and because it increases geo-
metrically, it is far beyond that prob-
ably now. That estimate was made a
few months ago.

So with all of that, we approach the
budget for the year 2001 that is going to
be debated and discussed here in the
Congress and here in Washington. We
are the dawn of a digital age. America
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is leading the world very rapidly at an
ever-escalating speed into what I call a
cyber-civilization.

What drives the wealth of Bill Gates
and new millionaires, the new billion-
aires is a cyber-civilization. It is the
age of the ‘‘e,’’ the age of the dot.

If one watched the Super Bowl, one
knows what I mean. Most of us
watched the Super Bowl. It is not
something which is elitist, esoteric.
The ‘‘dot’’ is here. The ‘‘dot’’ is here
because the great United States of
America invested in the kind of science
that produced the Internet.

It was the people of the United
States through their military that cre-
ated the Internet, just as the people of
the United States through the military
created radio, mass broadcasting, and
television. If one looks at the history
of all these great developments, they
belong to the people. They would not
exist if it had not been for a govern-
ment that chose to make investments.
Yes, they chose for military reasons.
The Navy wanted to develop radio. For
military reasons, we developed the
Internet. The defense system needed to
meet certain needs.

Whatever the reason, American tax-
payers’ dollars invested well, created
the possibilities for the great cyber-
civilization which we are contem-
plating now.

Now, what does all this have to do
with the figures and the numbers, the
priorities and the proposals released by
President Clinton today as we start the
budgeting process? The President re-
leased his budget. The President is a
Democrat, so the Republicans in Con-
gress in the majority received it with a
statement that it is dead on arrival.
That is the way the budget was treated
last year, the year before. When we had
the Republican Presidents, the Demo-
crats in the Congress used to say the
same thing.

We need to get away from that cli-
che, ‘‘dead on arrival.’’ Nevertheless,
that is the way we start, dead on ar-
rival. That means we are going to have
a great debate.

I am trying to take a few minutes to
appeal to my colleagues to get beyond
the trivial, to get beyond the imme-
diate and the myopic approach. We all
are held very closely to reality.

We all know as Congresspersons that,
when we go back to our districts, peo-
ple expect us to have our feet on the
ground. They do not want to know
about the possibilities of a cyber-civili-
zation. They do not want to know
about the fact that we are at a point
where the Romans first once stood and
the Greeks once stood and the Egyp-
tians. We are now the pivotal Nation,
what President Clinton called in his in-
auguration address a few years ago, we
are the indispensable Nation.

Once Rome was the indispensable na-
tion. Once Greece was the indispen-
sable nation. Once Egypt was the indis-
pensable nation. Now the United States
is the indispensable nation to deter-
mine the future of the world. Is that

too ambitious a vision to project? I do
not think so.

There was a time just a few years ago
when people were predicting that the
little island of Japan, because it was
moving so rapidly in technology and
overtaking the other industrial na-
tions, that we would all be trailing in
the wake of Japanese economic power.

There was a time when we looked at
Europe and the wonderful and very
much appreciated unifying factor
there, the uniting of Europe, where, in-
stead of wasting their resources and
their genius on war, now they are unit-
ing in economics and politics that they
would surely be leading the world, and
we would be following in their shadow.

But history has not developed that
way. The fact that we are at the point
that we are now is more than just luck.
Some great decisions have been made,
some immediate decisions in 1993 made
by the Democrats on the floor of this
House and in the Senate, and some
long-term decisions made in terms of
the investment in items which not only
include the Internet, radio, television,
but also the science that produced won-
der drugs. We keep people alive longer,
they are able to produce more sci-
entific miracles. Wisdom, the longer
one lives the greater the wisdom in
general, and one is able to take advan-
tage of that.

Just an item like that on the side,
wonder drugs and the things that have
helped people function throughout
their lives for longer periods, all of it
comes together, all of it is American,
all of is part of what we have created
by maximizing freedom and allowing
all flowers to bloom, allowing the inno-
vations and the ideas to come up from
the bottom. All of this has led us to the
point where we now have the prospects
of a $1.9 trillion surplus over a 10-year
period.

b 1930
And we have a President who has pro-

posed a budget of more than $1 trillion.
The Congressional Black Caucus has

asked me to serve on the committee to
develop an alternative budget, and I
welcome the opportunity. In previous
years I have helped to develop an alter-
native budget and found it to be an ex-
hilarating experience, to take the
President’s figures, to take the param-
eters that are set by the White House
and set by the majority party and to
try to operate within those param-
eters.

Last year the Republicans were so
parliamentary cruel that they banned
other budgets from being offered on the
floor. I hope that they will become
more civilized and that we will go back
to the tradition of the House of having
alternative budgets offered by various
groups. Let the Blue Dogs offer their
budget, let the conservative Repub-
licans offer their budget, let the mod-
erate Republicans offer their budget,
let the Congressional Black Caucus
offer its budget, and the Hispanic cau-
cus, and let us see what the alter-
natives are.

We would like to combine with peo-
ple who are not just African American
but people who care about others; what
I call the caring majority. There is in
America a caring majority. The caring
majority is made up partially of people
who are suffering from oppressive poli-
cies, who are suffering from the blind-
ness of leadership, who are suffering
from the blunders of leadership, from
people who are not necessarily cruel
but who do not understand what it
means to force a welfare mother to go
to work instead of taking care of a
young child.

We have a whole bureaucracy related
out there to putting that welfare moth-
er to work and complicating the life of
both the mother and the child because
they like the idea of people going to
work. In the process of creating the
order to go to work, they have to cre-
ate a decent day care center. And a day
care center will not exist unless we
have funding for that. But we do not
provide decent funding for the day care
centers, so we have inadequate salaries
and people in day care centers who are
going to be a negative influence on the
children because they do not know
what they are doing and they are bitter
about their low wages.

We create bureaucracies and take
away a child from the one most bene-
ficial thing that they have: a parent.
That is the kind of blunder that a lot
of decent people fall into. That is the
kind of reasoning that seems to be
straight and logical but which is very,
very crooked and harmful.

So we have the opportunity to seri-
ously debate these parts of the budget
and reach some conclusions that we
should spend money in a way which al-
lows what Thomas Jefferson stated in
the Declaration of Independence to be-
come a reality; that people really have
not just the right to pursue happiness
but the opportunity to pursue happi-
ness. The right to the pursuit of happi-
ness is important. Do not interfere
with that, but let us also in the great
America of the year 2000 create oppor-
tunities to pursue happiness.

We have had great debates over the
past few years about race-based legisla-
tion; race-based programs. Some people
have sweated, turned all kinds of colors
at the thought of doing anything that
is race based. I have said that if we are
talking about race-based programs in
the abstract, yes. But if we are talking
about programs to compensate for the
fact that for 232 years one group of peo-
ple were held in a cruel bondage, where
no wealth could be created, where laws
were made which made it illegal to
teach them to read, where all kinds of
cruel things were done and now the de-
scendants of those folks are behind the
mainstream, it is not really race based,
it is justice based to talk about schol-
arships just for African Americans, to
talk about policies which force the end
of gerrymandering which creates dis-
tricts that keep African Americans out
of power so they cannot help them-
selves, and on and on it goes. So the so-
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called race-based phenomenon is of-
fered as a first step towards some kind
of justice.

Reparations is something we do not
want to talk about in connection with
American slavery. The Abraham Lin-
coln Bicentennial Commission will
probably rule out any discussion of rep-
arations for the descendants of African
American slaves, rule it out of order.
Oh, yes, we can discuss reparations for
the Japanese who were interned during
World War II in America, and we did
discuss that and we did pass some leg-
islation. I certainly, along with other
members of the black caucus, wel-
comed that legislation and supported
that legislation. We supported recogni-
tion that a government has responsi-
bility, a present government has a re-
sponsibility for what past governments
have done.

The Japanese day in and day out are
fighting that notion. They refuse to
apologize for what they did to the Chi-
nese. They refuse to apologize for what
they did to the Koreans. But let us ap-
plaud the fact that the Swiss have fi-
nally owned up to the fact that they
swindled desperate people out of bil-
lions of dollars. The Swiss have finally
said that, yes, we did take the money
from the Jews fleeing the Germans, we
did put their money away and refuse to
allow anybody to claim it later, refused
to come forward, so we will pay. The
Germans are now creating a $5 billion
fund, reparations for all those people
they forced into slave labor in the in-
dustries. And maybe they have some
kind of compensation for all those who
died that they can pinpoint.

I do not want to get into details. I do
not know the details. I just know that
the concept of reparations, that a
present government has a responsi-
bility for what past governments did;
that the people of a present Nation
have a responsibility and should bear
some responsibility for what the people
did in the past. That has been estab-
lished everywhere.

What does this have to do with the
budget the President sent to Congress
today? Throughout this budget there
are opportunities to do things which
would greatly facilitate the correction
of some of the injustices that were
done to the forefathers of African
Americans. There are great opportuni-
ties in this budget to go forward and
create programs which not only help
the descendants of slaves but also help
all poor people.

Yes, we have had this great debate.
We have lost it. Those of us who want-
ed reparations, those of us who said we
needed to have affirmative action, we
basically lost ground. We have lost
ground in the Supreme Court. The Vot-
ing Rights Act is being diluted. We
have lost ground in the universities.
They have ruled out giving scholar-
ships on the basis of race. We have lost
ground. Let us switch the concepts. If
we have lost ground on the basis of rep-
arations and the need to correct past
injustices, let us talk about oppor-

tunity. Let us go for an opportunity
budget.

In the President’s budget we should
create maximum opportunities not
only for the descendants of slaves but
for all people who are disadvantaged;
for immigrants who came here from
dirt poor countries who have problems
assimilating, for other people who in
some way have been disadvantaged, for
the Native Americans who were driven
off their land and treated cruelly. They
fell for the trap of segregation and sep-
arated themselves out and have not
been able to get a foothold in the power
structure and, therefore, are suffering
more than any other group probably of
disadvantaged people in America.

Let us have an opportunity program
which looks upon every child that is
born. Let us not focus so much on what
happens in the womb, let us focus on
what happens after the child gets here.
Let us say we will guaranty an oppor-
tunity that every child born in Amer-
ica will have an opportunity to get an
education which maximizes their God-
given talents; that no child shall be
hungry from the time he is born until
the time he gets to be 18 years of age
or 21 years of age, finishing college;
that every child should have an oppor-
tunity to go to a school which is a
school that physically is better than
his home. It does not threaten his
health because at the school there is a
coal burning furnace spewing fumes
into the air which may ruin his lungs
and create a situation where asthmatic
conditions develop in that child.

Let us not send a kid to school which
is so crowded that it forces him to eat
lunch at 10 o’clock in the morning,
which ruins his digestive system and
his whole attitude toward eating be-
cause he just had breakfast. Because of
the bureaucracy of the school and the
fact they have so many kids to feed, in
a cafeteria that was built for one-third
of the number that they have to feed,
they have to have three lunch periods
and they have to start early. The chil-
dren who eat lunch early at 10 o’clock
are forced to eat lunch before their
breakfast is digested. The children who
eat lunch late are hungry, unusually
hungry, and their systems are dam-
aged. Let us not have an America that
allows that.

Let us have an America that with a
$1.9 trillion projection over a 10-year
period decides to invest heavily in op-
portunity in various ways. Opportunity
may involve health care or opportunity
may involve housing. There are very
few housing programs any more that
are being driven by Federal initiative.
We are barely hanging on to the pro-
grams that were created by the New
Deal and by the Great Society. So we
need to create decent housing for every
child born; an opportunity not to have
to live in a cold house that makes it
difficult to sleep at night for a child or
creates the possibility of many more
illnesses so they will miss many more
days of school and also develop many
kinds of childhood illnesses which cre-

ate difficulties later as an adult. On
and on it goes. An opportunity to be
free of that.

Why not look at the budget in the
year 2000 as being an opportunity to
get rid of all those impediments to
children; an opportunity budget as we
go into the great cyber civilization.

The cyber civilization needs brain-
power. Brainpower drives America
right now. Those nerds, those kids that
everybody made jokes about in high
school and in college, they now are in
command. They are in command. They
are the ones who drive the computers
and the Internet and the e-commerce.
It is not a passing phenomenon. We are
going to need more and more of them.
The projection is that right now we
have 300,000 vacancies that are going
unfilled in information technology?
These are cyber technicians, people
who can create the Internet; program-
mers, people who can merge a sense of
the culture with what is possible in the
digital world and come out with a prod-
uct that is very useful and also very
profitable. All of these developments
require brainpower. We know that.

If brainpower drives the future, then
let us invest in activities which create
more brainpower. So the opportunity
approach is not only the ethical ap-
proach, not only the moral approach,
the opportunity approach is the most
practical approach. If we want to keep
America great, if we want to keep this
economy going, if we want our military
to remain the greatest military, the
most effective military in the world,
we have to have recruits that go into
that military who are exposed to the
digital revolution, who have come in
understanding a great deal and can be
trained to use our high-tech weapons.

There is no sector in American public
life that is not affected by the digital
revolution.

Madam Speaker, I began by saying
that two great things happened today.
One was that we voted to create a bi-
centennial commission in honor of
Abraham Lincoln, and that commis-
sion and all the activity surrounding
that is very beneficial to the American
Nation as we examine where we are at
the beginning of the 21st century.

b 1945

I also said today we launched the
most important budget in the history
of the United States of America. I also
said I think it is most unfortunate that
we are casually launching this budget
and trivializing the significance of this
particular moment in history, that we
are downplaying the fact that we have
a $1.9 trillion budget surplus progres-
sion over a 10-year period.

We are trivializing the fact that this
budget will definitely not have a def-
icit if we are going to have a budget
that is certainly balanced, and we can
do that without having to cut large
numbers of programs.

The challenge before us is, when we
have this kind of opportunity, when
this kind of wealth exists unparalleled
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in the history of the world, when we
stand at the pinnacle of the rudder sys-
tem that guides the world, and maybe
we are the gyroscope that guides the
entire universe at this point, that
great responsibility will be taken seri-
ously enough to utilize this budget for
the sake of the entire world, starting
with our own people who need health
care, who need a greater investment in
education and opportunity.

Why be too cautious? Why be cava-
lier? Why be uncaring? If we are cau-
tious, cavalier, and uncaring at this
moment in history, we may lose our
opportunity, the way the Romans lost
theirs and the way the Greeks lost
theirs and the Egyptians and maybe
the way the British Empire lost its op-
portunity to provide leadership that
would create a heaven on Earth, a
place where all human beings have an
opportunity and a right to pursue hap-
piness. It is possible.

The United Nations has said, as I re-
peat, that, with $40 billion expenditure
per year, you could end most of the
greatest hardships of the world, you
could vaccinate children all over the
world, you could provide a primary
school of education, you could provide
decent water for everybody in the
world. It may be that they are off by a
few billion dollars, but the fact that
they have come up with a quantifica-
tion of what the world needs is a great
beginning.

I salute Ted Turner, the great Amer-
ican billionaire, when he decided that
he would devote a billion dollars to
helping people throughout the world.
That is the kind of action that indi-
vidual Americans with wealth can
take, and we are probably going to see
more of that. Let us applaud that.

I salute Bill Gates and his magnifi-
cent set of foundation projects, one of
which is a billion dollar grant to the
United Negro College Fund. The United
Negro College Fund has been given a
billion dollars to provide scholarships
for students over a 10-year period. For
college students, they are going to pay
the entire college expense for 4 years.
These students who are fortunate
enough to be chosen will have their
college expenses paid for 4 years. That
is Bill Gates, the billionaire. There are
other billionaires and other million-
aires who have various kinds of
projects of their own.

That is American. This is very Amer-
ican. Never in the history of the world
have we had this kind of foundation ap-
proach to the utilization of wealth by
individuals. I do not think the Greeks
had any foundations or the Egyptians
or the Romans. There is no evidence
that they had centers of philanthropic
operation run by ordinary citizens.

The governments did have certain
programs, but probably the Greeks
failed because they did not educate
enough Greeks. It was an elitist proc-
ess. The academy that was run by Aris-
totle probably only took the elite.
Probably the Egyptians failed because
the priest and the whole religious soci-

ety of an elitist ran the culture and
eventually ran the whole nation.

On and on it goes. Let us not make
that mistake. We have a great democ-
racy now. Let us invest in education so
that the maximum number of people
will be able to be fully developed and
make their contribution.

The greatest natural resource in the
universe is the human mind. That is
not just a flowery phrase. It is reality.
With the human mind, you open up
vast caverns of possibilities and sci-
entific miracles that have produced the
technology and the medicine and the
kinds of things that are happening in
today’s world. It all came out of human
minds.

If you put to work twice as many
human minds in 10 years as you have
working now in the area of science and
math and agriculture, producing
music, drama, the kinds of things that
create a culture, we take advantage of
the opportunities that are created by
technology and science. Because the
human being is molded a certain way.

One of the problems with the Romans
is that even while they were building
vast architectural empires, they in-
vented concrete, they were the
geniuses in military strategies, at the
same time the Romans had the coli-
seums. If you have ever been to Rome
and been to the Coliseum, a fascinating
thing to behold is that underneath the
main arena are all these pits where the
animals were kept, big animals, like
lions and tigers. They were kept there
because they are what they threw the
Christians to. And Christians were not
the only ones sent to the lions.

The Romans sat in these huge coli-
seums while watching animals eat peo-
ple and watching gladiators kill each
other. They were a culture out of sync
with compassion and humanity. Even
though they had the greatest military
inventions and strategies and created
Roman law and logic, the breadth of
the Roman empire was so impressive
they liked to watch people get eaten by
animals.

That lack of development, that cru-
elty streak, whatever you want to call
it, probably played a great role in the
fall of the Roman Empire, the lack of
compassion, the inability to make use
of all their great wealth for everybody.

So we would like not to be an Amer-
ican people who watch the Super Bowl
in millions. We would like not to be an
American people who find that phoney
wrestling on television is the most pop-
ular cable television programs, phony
wrestling, watching people do crazy
things to each other, knowing very
well it is all staged.

Our culture, our minds are being
shaped by that. Where might we be in
10 or 20 years if more of that keeps
going on? Our science, our genius, our
government all may not be able to save
us if our culture is watching phony
people throw each other around in the
ring. That is our entertainment. Our
minds may get affected and shrink as a
result. I am laughing, but I really do
not think it is funny.

If we enjoy that kind of cruelty, we
may institutionalize cruelty. And we
have to some degree institutionalized
cruelty. We have vast expenditures by
the Federal Government and by State
and local governments in a prison sys-
tem which now is the largest in the
world. No industrialized nation has
more people in prison than the United
States of America.

Is that where we want our wealth to
go, to build more prisons? We build a
prison and keep a person in prison for
no less than about $20,000 a year. The
price to keep a man in prison costs a
minimum of $20,000 per year.

In the New York City school system,
people complain about the fact that we
spend $8,000 a year per child for an edu-
cation. But yet, we are willing to send
that same child to prison and spend
$20,000 a year. That is the kind of
thinking that probably led to the
downfall of the Roman Empire.

I am talking about the President’s
budget today. You might wonder why I
am not reciting figures. You are going
to hear a lot of figures. You are going
to hear a lot of numbers.

Let us take time out to salute Presi-
dent Clinton for the fact that he has
placed a great deal of emphasis in his
budget on education, not enough, in
my opinion. But where else in Wash-
ington, where else in the world will you
find more emphasis being placed on
education? Where else in the context of
the American government systems, the
States, the cities.

There are cities like New York City
that have surpluses and had a surplus a
year ago of $2 billion. The amount of
revenue collected was $2 billion greater
than expenditures. And yet New York
City would not spend a single penny to
remove the coal burning furnaces in its
schools.

There are more than 200 schools in
New York City that have coal burning
furnaces. New York City spent several
million dollars on an asthma project to
educate school kids and their parents
about asthma to try to do something
about an asthma epidemic. Asthma is
growing as a problem in New York
City. And in the course of that asthma
project, which got high visibility for
city hall and the mayor, they did not
mention a single time that the city,
the Board of Education, was respon-
sible for 200 coal burning furnaces
spewing pollutants into the air very
close to where young children were
being educated.

If a child is sent to school from a
house that burns oil or gas and the
school is burning coal, that means that
at school he is placed in jeopardy in a
way that he is not placed in jeopardy
at home. Going to school becomes
harmful to children who at an early
age are put into a school that is burn-
ing coal.

When I bought my first house, it was
a coal burning furnace. We got a bar-
gain. I could not afford it otherwise.
And we tried very hard with filters and
we worked very hard to keep it clean.
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But no matter how hard you work,
those tiny particles of coal dust get
into the air and eventually in the lungs
of young children.

We were glad when we could convert
to gas, I assure you. Coal is used for
many purposes but it should not be in
a situation where children are being
exposed day in and day out to the
fumes and the dust that comes from
coal.

But in New York City, we had $2 bil-
lion and not a single penny was spent
to get rid of a single coal burning fur-
nace. In New York City, $2 billion and
not a single penny was spent to build a
new school.

The mayor squirreled all that away.
That is the kind of cruel and blind de-
cision-making that we do not want to
be guilty of in this budget.

The President has proposed, and I
want to salute him for this break-
through, the President has proposed in
the area of school construction we go
beyond what has been proposed in past
years. He has proposed for the past few
years that the only Federal involve-
ment in school construction would be
limited to a $25 billion program where
the Federal Government would partici-
pate in the program where localities
and States could borrow up to $25 bil-
lion across the country, the total
would come to that much, and the Fed-
eral Government would pay the inter-
est on the bonds.

And if that whole program went into
motion and the whole program was uti-
lized, the Federal Government would
be paying $3.7 billion in interest and,
therefore, its contribution to school
construction in the entire country
would be $3.7 billion.

Now, the General Accounting Office
has said that in 1995 we needed $110 bil-
lion to repair and build schools in order
to keep up with the population at that
time. Without projecting additional
children who would be going to school
and therefore needing more classrooms,
$110 billion was needed in 1995.

Bob Chase, who is the President of
the National Education Association,
made a speech at the Democratic Cau-
cus retreat this weekend where he said
that now we need $300 billion in order
to stay even, that in order to have a
decent school and classroom for every
child that is going to school, you need
to bring it up to $300 billion.

But the President is proposing, and
he is way out ahead of everybody else,
the Republicans propose zero, the
President is proposing $3.7 billion to
pay the interest. We need at least the
amount that the General Accounting
Office projected in 1995, more like $110
billion dollars.

I have a bill which, based on the Gen-
eral Accounting Office progression in
1995, proposes that we spend $110 billion
for school construction, repair and
modernization over the next 10 years.
The President has at least gone beyond
his $25 billion borrowing scheme and
made a breakthrough in thinking in
this administration and he has an-

nounced a new school construction ini-
tiative where $1.3 billion will be di-
rectly appropriated, directly appro-
priated, not borrowed, no interest, no
principal, the Government of the
United States will directly appropriate
$1.3 billion for emergency school
repairs.

b 2000
Mr. President, we thank you for that

great breakthrough in logic. We thank
you for joining the commonsense
Americans.

We have made a first step. In fact, I
sent out a ‘‘Dear Colleague’’ to all the
Members saying we are winning. We
are winning. This is a great step over
where we were 2 years ago. We are win-
ning because the commonsense logic of
the American people is beginning to
prevail.

The American people in survey after
survey have indicated education should
be the highest priority. When you ask
them in great detail to tell you what
items within the education budget need
the most help, they say fixing schools.
School repair, construction, renova-
tion, security, all of those items relate
to infrastructure, and rank highest in
the minds of the American people ac-
cording to several key polls.

Why do I single out school construc-
tion? Why do I walk around with this
hat as a symbol, a trademark, to keep
it in people’s minds when we are talk-
ing about it? Why do you care about
education and care about schools?

I have been on the Committee on
Education and the Workforce now for
my 18th year. I care about education. I
asked to be placed on the Committee
on Education and the Workforce when
I came here, Education and Labor it
was called then, because I saw edu-
cation and jobs, education and employ-
ment, as being inextricably inter-
woven. You cannot separate them. If I
was going to do anything about the
high unemployment in my district,
about the opportunity for the poor peo-
ple, I needed to be on the Committee
on Education and the Workforce. So
education has been the one thing that
I have considered most important in
my life for a long time.

Why do I single out school construc-
tion among all the other items that re-
late to improving education? Because
school construction, the physical infra-
structure, they are so dilapidated, so
rundown, such obvious symbols of a
lack of commitment in certain areas.
Not just the big cities, but even when
you get outside of the big cities, you
have schools in the suburbs with trail-
ers all over the place, indicating that
the commitment to build schools is not
there, that the trailers were put there
instead.

They are supposed to be temporary.
Some places have had trailers for 20
years now. The trailers do not have in-
door toilets. When the weather is bad
you, you have to go out to the real
building for that. Trailers are not sym-
bols of education commitment to chil-
dren.

So why do I see the physical infra-
structure as being so important? If I
am an intellectual, why do I not care
about the books, the curriculum, the
standards? Why do I not care about
testing? Why do I not care about whole
school reform?

I care about it all. It is all very im-
portant. I think it is dangerous to try
to separate out any one part and say
we do not need it all. We need it all.
But there is such a thing as a core
need, a kingpin need, a critical need,
which, if it is not addressed, all of the
attention to other needs is folly.

For example, let us consider school
reform and investment in education as
we would approach a patient that is
very ill in a hospital. The patient is de-
livered to the doctors in the hospital
and they are told that this man has
heart congestion. Because of the heart
condition, if something is not done
about the heart very rapidly, very
quickly, he is going to die. But he also
has infected feet. He also has strange
sores growing all over his skin. He also
has some damage to one of his internal
organs. Which shall the doctors address
first if they care about keeping the
man alive?

The school systems are no different.
In order to keep the patient alive, you
have to address the heart congestion
first. If the heart stops beating, none of
the other illnesses matter. If the heart
stops beating, trying to cure the in-
fected foot is a waste of time. If the
heart stops beating, trying to cure the
damaged organ internally is a waste of
time.

If you do not address the school
buildings, the infrastructure, which
provides the place for the library and
the laboratory, the physical symbol of
commitment, if you do not address
that, then the children will pass judg-
ment immediately. Walking into a di-
lapidated school with a sagging roof,
water dripping through the roof on the
top floors, window panes out, coal
burning furnaces. I went to one school,
I had a town meeting, 7 o’clock in the
evening, and under the chairs in the
auditorium where we were holding the
town meeting, mice were playing. No
extermination was taking place, no ef-
fective cleaning services were taking
place in that school.

What does that tell the children?
What does that tell the teachers? It
tells the children and teachers that
there is a lack of commitment by the
people that make decisions about the
budgets to provide a decent education
to those children.

We have gone from blaming the chil-
dren, change the curriculum standards,
test the children, blame the children,
now we have come down to blaming the
teachers. This is the year of blaming
the teachers. We have dealt with cur-
riculum standards out there. We tried
to institute national testing. Some of
us fought that. We said ‘‘do not test
the kids until you have more resources
so they have a chance to learn before
you test them.’’
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Now we have gone to focus on the

teachers. If only the teachers were bet-
ter prepared, if only more teachers
were certified, if only more teachers
understood what they are doing, then
we could reform the school system.

Not for one moment will I disagree
that we need quality teachers. We need
systems that provide certified teach-
ers, qualified teachers, right across the
board.

In my district, one-third of the
schools in my district, where the poor-
est children live, half the teachers are
not certified. Each school has at least
50 percent not certified teachers, 50
percent unqualified teachers, because
they have been given a chance, in some
cases, 9 or 10 years, to get certified,
and some have not wanted to care.

Recently the United Federation of
Teachers, the teachers union, said to
the uncertified teachers, if you want to
go back to school, we will pay your tui-
tion. We will make it possible for you
to get certified.

They were shocked to find that the
majority of the people they were ad-
dressing turned it down. When they
turned it down, they said to the union
people, ‘‘This school system needs our
bodies. We cannot be replaced. We are
not worried about losing our jobs. You
need our bodies.’’

Mr. Speaker, I want to end by saying
that at the heart of education reform,
education investment, which should be
the heart of this year’s budget, should
be $110 billion over a 10-year period for
construction, because that is the way
we show our commitment for education
as we go into the 21st century as the
leaders of the world and as the leaders
on this whole globe. We ought to take
this budget seriously. We ought to
make the decisions that will carry our
Nation forward, and not make the
error that the Romans, Greeks, and
Egyptians made when they were at the
pinnacle of power and had the world in
their hands.
f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 6, MARRIAGE TAX PENALTY
RELIEF ACT OF 2000

Mr. DREIER (during the special
order of Mr. OWENS), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106–495) on the
resolution (H. Res. 419) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 6) to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to eliminate the marriage penalty
by providing that the income tax rate
bracket amounts, and the amount of
the standard deduction, for joint re-
turns shall be twice the amounts appli-
cable to unmarried individuals, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.
f

DEALING WITH THE BUDGET SUR-
PLUS AND THE NATIONAL DEBT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GANSKE). Under a previous order of the

House, the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. GREEN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to bring to your atten-
tion a very important issue facing the
American public, something that we
dealt with today in the Committee on
the Budget and something I talked
about with the constituents I represent
in the First Congressional District of
Wisconsin throughout the past 2
months during the Christmas recess,
and that is this: What are we going to
do about our Social Security surplus,
what are we going to do about our non-
Social Security surplus, and what are
we going to do about our national
debt? These are the issues that are
driving our Federal budget process
now. In doing so, the President, as he is
required by the Constitution, sent the
budget that he is proposing to pass into
law to Congress yesterday.

This morning we had a hearing in the
Committee on the Budget where the
President’s budget director outlined
the budget. I would like to share a few
of those details with the viewing public
tonight and my colleagues.

First, we finally have agreement, we
have progress on the fact that all So-
cial Security money should go to So-
cial Security in paying off the debt we
owe to the program.

If you recall, Mr. Speaker, last year
in this well, before the Nation and be-
fore Congress, the President in his
State of the Union address said he
wanted to dedicate 62 percent of the
Social Security trust fund to Social
Security, thereby spending 38 percent
on other government programs.

Last year this Congress said no, that
is not enough. I actually authored the
Social Security lockbox bill with the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH)
which requires that from now on, if
you are going to pay Social Security
taxes, it goes to Social Security; that
100 percent of the Social Security taxes
we pay, 100 percent of the Social Secu-
rity surpluses actually go to the pro-
gram, go to the trust fund and go to
pay off our national debt so we can cre-
ate more solvency in the Social Secu-
rity trust fund.

So there was a difference last year.
Congress was for protecting 100 percent
of the Social Security trust fund last
year; the President was for protecting
62 percent of the Social Security trust
fund.

Now we have good news. The Presi-
dent has finally come around and
agreed that, finally, for the first time
in 30 years, we should pass legislation
to protect 100 percent of the Social Se-
curity trust fund. I am very encour-
aged by this news.

However, I am a little concerned at
what Jack Lew, the OMB Director, the
President’s chief budget writer, said
this morning, and that was this: They
support the idea of putting 100 percent
of the Social Security surpluses back
into Social Security and paying off our
debt, but they are not in support of leg-

islation to ensure that this happens.
That is a little odd, I think. So I would
like to see this administration walk
the walk and not just talk the talk.

But then what happens when we look
at the non-Social Security surpluses?
Today in America people are over-
paying their taxes. They are over-
paying their taxes in two very funda-
mental ways: They are overpaying
their taxes with Social Security taxes.
That spending of the surplus has oc-
curred for years. We have actually
raided that fund for 30 years, this gov-
ernment has, to spend on other govern-
ment programs.

For the first time in 30 years, last
year this Congress stopped the raid on
the Social Security trust fund. I am
seeking to pass our lockbox legislation
which will make sure we never go back
to the days of raiding the Social Secu-
rity trust fund.

But on the other side of the Federal
Government ledger book, the non-So-
cial Security part, millions of Amer-
ican taxpayers, hard-working families,
are overpaying their income taxes. So
we now have a non-Social Security sur-
plus approaching $2 trillion over the
next 10 years. That is astounding.

We were looking at deficits as far as
the eye could see just a few years ago.
Now we have the opportunity, now we
have the good fortune, based on good
discipline in spending and based on a
great economy, to have a $4 trillion
surplus; $2 trillion for Social Security,
$2 trillion from an overpayment of in-
come taxes.

Here is what the President is pro-
posing to do. He is finally agreeing
with Congress that we take the $2 tril-
lion from the Social Security surplus
and apply that back to Social Security,
towards shoring up the program and
paying off our National debt, which
consequently is some money we owe
back to Social Security.

But on this non-Social Security part,
the income tax overpayment, the
President in this budget is proposing to
spend $1.3 trillion of that surplus. He is
proposing to spend 70 percent of the
non-Social Security surplus on new
government programs in Washington.

Specifically, as we analyzed this
budget in the Committee on the Budget
as we did so this morning, the Presi-
dent is calling forth creation of 84 new
Federal spending programs to be
launched this year by the Federal Gov-
ernment, to be paid for by the income
tax overpayments of the American tax-
payer.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I held over 60
town hall meetings in the district I
serve in southern Wisconsin, the First
Congressional District, where I posed a
lot of questions to my constituents to
ask them about this. They said that if
they are given a choice between tax re-
duction and debt reduction with this
money, they were evenly split. But if
they were given a choice between
spending their income tax overpay-
ments on new spending in Washington
or reducing our national debt further
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