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might have for the future of the world.
In just a few years, that nuclear tech-
nology literally exploded. What was
the high and unusual science of 1939 be-
came the public policy issue of 1945 and
beyond.

We today are still wrestling with the
political, the international, and the
ethical issues of nuclear power and, of
course, nuclear weapons.

Would it not have been great if we
had gotten a bit more of a head start?
Would it not have been good for hu-
mankind if the scientists had come to
us 20 or 30 years before the nuclear
weapons were created and told the
world’s political leaders that the genie
will soon be leaving the bottle and it is
time to develop a code of ethics and
central understandings that will fit the
new technology?
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Now, some more than 50 years after
nuclear weapons, we are still strug-
gling with the ethical issues that they
create. Well, I do not know how many
years we have before what I refer to as
remembered intelligence poses even
more severe ethical issues for us than
nuclear weapons do.

Let me bring a few of them to our at-
tention. I know this may sound like
science fiction today, but I do not
think anyone familiar with science
would say that these are not real possi-
bilities. I am not saying this decade,
maybe not next decade, maybe not in
the lifetime of those of us who have
lost our hair, but certainly within the
lifetime of some of the younger folks in
the back of the room.

First, we will see genetic engineering
that will either create or offer to cre-
ate our slaves or our masters. Today
dogs are a man’s and woman’s best
friend. They are great pets, and a few
of them are engaged in work, shep-
herding sheep, for example. Today’s
dogs have been bred, not genetically
engineered, just bred to be friendly,
docile, and obedient.

There are a few who think it raises
ethical issues, but most of us view a
dog’s intelligence as below that of self-
awareness and consciousness and are
quite happy to have dogs that are obe-
dient, docile.

But what happens when the genetic
engineers start developing more intel-
ligent canines? What happens when we
start having dogs as intelligent or
more intelligence than apes? Fortu-
nately, I do not think we are going to
face this issue in the next decade. But
we are going to face it this century,
and we are probably going to face it be-
fore we figure out what to do with it.

At what point must we recognize
other life forms as being protected by
our Constitution? How intelligent must
a genetically engineered animal be to
be worthy of our protection and re-
spect? I do not know.

Likewise, we have seen many science
fiction shows where scientists start
with human DNA and deliberately try
to create a being that is less intelligent

or simply more docile than the average
human form, and we are told to imag-
ine a race invented for slavery. I think
all of us recoil at the ethics of that.

But will we recoil with the same
level of revulsion if the nearly as intel-
ligent as human or perhaps as intel-
ligent as human docile race is engi-
neered from canine DNA or simian
DNA, perhaps someday if we are not
careful, human DNA? But not only may
there be genetic engineering that in-
vents those entities which some would
wish to enslave, genetic engineering,
whether it starts with simian DNA or
human DNA, could very well invent a
level of intelligence well beyond that
of any of us here, perhaps even beyond
that of the Albert Einstein I quoted
earlier. Then how should human kind
react?

That which can be done with genetic
engineering may also be done with sil-
icon chip engineering. A book I have
not had a chance to read bears the in-
teresting title the Age of Spiritual Ma-
chines. How many decades is it before
the computer screen lights up with the
question, am I alive? Why am I here?
Should there be any ethical limitations
on creating computers with intel-
ligence, not just to balance our check-
books or to figure the trajectory of the
rocket, but computers intelligent
enough to ask the spiritual questions?
I do not know. I do know that it will
take a panel of Einsteins to give us
some guidance as to what our laws
should be. This is going to be a tough
issue.

I am going to propose probably next
Congress, if I am fortunate enough to
be here, if there is interest by some of
my colleagues, perhaps we could work
on it this month or next month, that
we create a national commission on
the ethics of engineered intelligence to
try to give some guidance to those law-
makers that will come after us in deal-
ing with the issues of silicon or carbon-
based intelligence that approach or ex-
ceed that of today’s human being.

I do not know how to deal with these
issues. It is a tradition in this town
that, when one does not know what to
do, one creates a commission. There is
also a tradition in this town to wait
till the last minute, to wait till some
development is going to impair jobs in
our own districts before we get serious
about the issue. I would say that these
are issues, and there are others as well
that we ought to try to tackle at least
at the thinking stage at the earliest
possible time.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4576, DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2001

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106–652) on the
resolution (H. Res. 514) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4576)
making appropriations for the Depart-

ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2001, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4577, DEPARTMENTS OF
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TION BILL, 2001

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106–653) on the
resolution (H. Res. 515) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4577)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human
Services, and Education, and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2001, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3605, SAN RAFAEL LEGACY
DISTRICT AND NATIONAL CON-
SERVATION ACT

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106–654) on the
resolution (H. Res. 516) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3605) to
establish the San Rafael Western Leg-
acy District in the State of Utah, and
for other purposes, which was referred
to the House Calendar and ordered to
be printed.

f

ILLEGAL NARCOTICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TANCREDO). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MICA) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor as we return from the Memo-
rial Day work recess and am again
pleased to appear before the House and
my colleagues to talk about what I
consider the most important subject
facing this country and this Congress
and that is the problem of illegal nar-
cotics.

During this recess, as chair of the
oversight and investigation Sub-
committee on Criminal, Justice, Drug
Policy and Human Resources of the
House of Representatives, I had the op-
portunity to continue our series of
hearings, both here in the Congress the
day before we left and adjourned and
then during this holiday recess to con-
duct three national field hearings.

One of those was in New Orleans at
the request of the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. VITTER), also a member of
the Subcommittee on Criminal, Jus-
tice, Drug Policy and Human Re-
sources, to look at a drug testing pro-
gram that had been instituted in some
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of the private schools and is being ex-
panded to the public schools in New Or-
leans. That hearing was conducted dur-
ing the recess.

Then we moved our field hearings to
Orlando, my own backyard, the area
immediately south of me where we con-
ducted a field hearing on the subject of
club drugs and designer drugs and their
impact now in central Florida, the
State of Florida, and across the Na-
tion.

Then we conducted a third hearing in
the Dallas/Fort Worth, Texas area, ac-
tually in the city of Mesquite outside
of Dallas at the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). We
looked at an area that had been hard
hit by narcotics, illegal narcotics, pri-
marily heroin, looked at the trend in
illegal narcotic trafficking, particu-
larly some of the designer drugs, meth-
amphetamine, and focused our atten-
tion on what that community had done
in successful treatment and prevention
education, community-based programs
to deal with the problem of illegal nar-
cotics and drug abuse.

So we have had a full schedule, and
tonight I want to update my colleagues
and the American people on where we
stand in our efforts to combat illegal
narcotics.

Now, today is the 6th of June, and we
come back from Memorial Day, a time
when we remembered those who fought
and died in service to this country to
our great Nation. We remember today
of course D-Day, such a memorable day
in the history of the country, the be-
ginning of the end of World War II
when thousands of Americans died on
the beaches of Normandy in attempt-
ing to bring the Second World War to
an end.

As we remember each of those fallen
heroes on Memorial Day and remember
this day, we must realize that these in-
dividuals gave up their lives for service
to this country and respect their great
sacrifice and always honor that great
sacrifice.

Tonight our country does not face
the threat of a Cold War, of nuclear
bombs possibly being rained from a So-
viet Union. We still have many exter-
nal threats. But today we face probably
the most serious domestic threat since
the very founding of this Nation. The
toll continues to mount.

I asked my staff to research the num-
ber of American dead in some of the
wars. In World War I, 117,000, nearly
117,000 Americans lost their lives. In
World War II, over 408,000 Americans
lost their lives. In the Korean War,
some 52,246 Americans died in service
of their country. The Vietnam War,
some 58,219. In the Persian Gulf con-
flict in the past decade, 363 Americans
gave their life in those battles.

It is incredible to note the loss of life
directly and indirectly to illegal nar-
cotics. Our Drug Czar, head of the Na-
tional Office of Drug Control Policy,
Barry McCaffrey, testified before our
Subcommittee on Criminal, Justice,
Drug Policy and Human Resources in

the neighborhood of 52,000 Americans
lost their lives the last year as a result
of direct and indirect deaths.

As a result of direct deaths, the last
statistic that we have is 1998, and that
figure was 15,973 Americans lost their
lives. It is only to be compared to the
external conflicts in which we have
lost so many Americans.

So it is fitting that in the light of
Memorial Day that we remember those
who lost their lives in service to this
great Nation, but it is sad to come
back and face the reality of tens of
thousands of Americans dying at the
hands and at the call and at the de-
struction of illegal narcotics across our
land.
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The toll in dead and destroyed fami-
lies goes on and on. We have conducted
field hearings across the Nation in the
past year and a half since I have as-
sumed the chairmanship and this re-
sponsibility. I am concerned that this
situation may be getting even worse,
rather than better.

Tonight I want to talk about where
we are, some of the things we learned
in our field hearings, where we can go
from here, what we have done in the
past that was correct, and what we
have done most recently that has been
incorrect, and what path we need to
follow to get this situation under con-
trol. But, again, we have a very, very
serious situation. It was brought to
light in the hearing that was conducted
in my own backyard in central Florida.

The last hearing we held focused on
the last year and a half. That hearing
focused on the number of deaths from
heroin overdoses, which unfortunately
continues to rise and even the number
of admissions from overdoses of heroin
continues to rise dramatically. The
only reason we have not had more
deaths, I am told by medical and law
enforcement experts, is that they have
developed better techniques to save our
young people. And those who suffer
from overdoses, they do not fall victim;
but, nonetheless, we have even greater
numbers of deaths from heroin.

We have taken a measure to create a
high intensity drug traffic area, which
is just getting underway the last year
and a half in central Florida, and that
may well be expanded up until Jack-
sonville and go through Orlando to
Tampa, combined with the Miami
HIDTA and Puerto Rican HIDTA, high
intensity drug traffic area, Federal des-
ignation by Federal law that allows
every possible Federal asset to be com-
bined with State, local, other law en-
forcement efforts, to go after traf-
fickers, certainly, a Federal responsi-
bility. But even with those efforts un-
derway, the incidents of death by her-
oin are still dramatically high.

Now we have learned about and we
focused our hearing on club drugs, de-
signer drugs and particularly Ecstasy.
The cover of this week’s Time maga-
zine features Ecstasy, and it was ironic
that we would have this national publi-

cation come out at the same time that
we had this hearing in Orlando.

We had planned the hearing in ad-
vance of this publication, but certainly
the problem that we heard in Orlando
with Ecstasy and designer drugs, unfor-
tunately, in this article, for those of us
who will read it, will disclose, in fact,
that Ecstasy and designer drugs are
now rampant across the United States.

Club drugs, those drugs that are in
dance and rave clubs in central Florida
and around the country now, where
sometimes parents think that their
children are going to a dance or a
music concert or activity where there
is security, where there is no alcohol,
these places that seem and sound se-
cure have now turned, according to tes-
timony we have had, into major
sources of illegal designer drugs for our
young people.

In Florida, the head of our State of-
fice of drug control policy, Jim
McDonough, testified that we lost 200
individuals in Florida in the last sev-
eral years to designer and club drugs
and overdoses of these new fancy nar-
cotics.

I do not think I have ever seen a
more insidious threat to this country
than what we face probably in the next
year, not only from external heroin
and cocaine coming in to the United
States in unprecedented quantities and
waves. And I will talk about how we
got ourselves into that situation. Now
we find the threat of these designer
drugs, Ecstasy, coming in also through
every conceivable means, huge quan-
tities coming in from the Netherlands,
which has had lax laws relating to nar-
cotics distribution and consumption;
huge quantities coming in from Mex-
ico, our neighbor to the south, which
we have given free and open trade ac-
cess to the United States and to our
markets.

Also the problem of methamphet-
amine, which really was not on the
charts some 6 years ago or 7 years ago,
and now we see an epidemic of meth-
amphetamine from the West Coast, to
the East Coast, from the North to the
South, methamphetamine with con-
sequences on individuals, that puts
crack to shame. The crack epidemic
that we had in the 1980s was brought
under control by the Reagan adminis-
tration. And this crack that caused
people to do such bizarre actions, com-
mit such bizarre crimes is nothing
compared to what we are seeing around
this country with methamphetamine.

It is hitting the rural areas. We are
going out to Iowa to conduct a hearing
at the request of the representative
from Iowa (Mr. Latham), the heartland
and core of America. Minnesota, an-
other area filled full of family and tra-
dition is now also ravaged by meth-
amphetamine.

We conducted a hearing several
weeks ago and had for the first time
the Federal Sentencing Commission in,
and the Sentencing Commission pro-
vided us with some charts, which I
would like to put up and have my col-
leagues and the speaker pay attention
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to for a minute, this problem has got-
ten entirely out of control since 1992.
We look at the crack problem that we
had, and I mentioned in the 1980s that
was brought under control and rather
limited.

If we look at this chart in two areas,
in 1992, at the end of the Bush adminis-
tration, Bush and Reagan had done an
incredible job in bringing that situa-
tion under control. Methamphetamine
in 1992, and again, I did not produce
this chart, this was given by the Fed-
eral Sentencing Commission to our
subcommittee, there is almost no meth
on the chart in 1992.

If we go to 1993, we see the spread of
crack, the appearance of methamphet-
amine. In 1994, you have to remember
some of the situations which we devel-
oped; this is the end of the Bush and
Reagan administration. This is the be-
ginning of the Clinton/Gore just say
maybe to drugs. Here is just say no era.
Here is the just say maybe. Here is the
appointment of a chief health officer of
the United States, Jocelyn Elders, who
said to our children, if it feels good, do
it, the just say maybe generation.

Here we see the beginning of the
meth epidemic, the cocaine, the crack
reappearance. Again, these charts are
just absolutely dramatic and revealing.
1994, in 1993, they began the closedown
of the war on drugs.

During the break, I was home and
heard one of our local councilmen, who
is also an active Democrat, say that
well, in fact, the problem is the war on
drugs is a failure, and we just have not
put enough money into treatment.

Let me just, if I may, show how much
money we have put in treatment. Here
is 1991, 1992, even in the Bush adminis-
tration in these eras, we had put
money into treatment. In almost every
succeeding year and from this point on
here, we have almost doubled the
amount of money in treatment.

At the same time, this administra-
tion began the employment of an un-
precedented number of people, and
even the White House Executive Office
of the President with such recent drug
use histories that they could not pass
security checks, the situation was so
bad that, in fact, the Secret Service re-
quired a drug testing program be insti-
tuted before they would grant addi-
tional clearances to these individuals.

We ended up with an administration
that began the dismantling of the war
on drugs, cutting, with a Democrat-
controlled House of Representatives,
the entire executive branch, the presi-
dency, the House and the Senate, the
other body, by huge majorities, from
1993 to 1995 controlled this whole proc-
ess. They began the dismantling of the
war on drugs.

The money that had previously been
used, the funds that had been pre-
viously used for stopping drugs at their
source called international programs
or funds were cut in half, gutted by,
again, a White House and a Democrat-
controlled Congress bent on just going
for treatment, ignoring a war on drugs,
closing down on a war on drugs.

The drug czar’s office was slashed
from 120 positions to some 30 positions
in 1993. The use of the military for
interdiction to stop drugs most cost ef-
fectively from their source before they
got into the country, and our military
people must understand, do not become
involved in drug enforcement, they
provide surveillance information; that
information is given to source coun-
tries, and the source countries go after
the drug traffickers. That is the pat-
tern, and that is what can work,
worked so effectively in the Bush and
Reagan administration, no question
about it.

They chose another path. This is,
again, the result, another chart show-
ing what took place from almost,
again, if we went back to 1992, we had
no methamphetamine on this chart and
two spots of crack showing up. 1996,
this is the result of that policy. 1997,
almost the entire country now en-
gulfed, finishing the job in 1998 and
1999.

These are some of the most dramatic
charts, again, ever supplied, I think, to
Congress showing the failure of a pol-
icy of this Congress, and the damage
that was done in a 2-year, 3-year period
by this administration.

I can only say to those that think the
war on drugs is a failure to, again,
please look at this chart.

And no matter how I stand, if I got
up on top of this and looked down, if I
look at it from the side, or if I get un-
derneath, these are the facts. The
source is the University of Michigan.
In the Reagan administration, we see
the long-term prevalence of drug use
taking a decline; in the Bush adminis-
tration, a dramatic decline.

I have not doctored these. I have not
touched these. These were presented to
our subcommittee. For any illicit drug,
this is probably the best barometer
that is produced on this. You look at
the Clinton administration, you look
at the emphasis of putting all of the
money into treatment, closing down
the enforcement or closing down the
interdiction, closing down the source
country, failing to stop drugs at their
source, closing down the drug czar’s op-
eration, as we knew it, and these are
the results.

So this, my friends, is not failure.
This is success. This is a reduction.
This is failure. It is incredible to see
that where the Republicans took over,
and even with the thwarting of this ad-
ministration blocking the new major-
ity’s efforts to stop drugs at their
source, to regain the cooperation and
use of the military for surveillance
purposes, and going after tough pros-
ecution on some of the things that we
have done, have we even begun to sta-
bilize this in the last several years.
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But now I submit that the situation
is again getting out of hand, and for
several specific reasons.

First, during the holidays, the head-
line is very telling in The Washington

Post. It says, ‘‘Antidrug Efforts Stalls
in Colombia.’’ And it is ironic that on
the same page they have ‘‘U.S. Calls
Peruvian Election Invalid.’’

This shows two great failures of this
administration. First, we begged, we
pleaded with this President since 1994,
when they started first of all closing
down the sharing of information with
Peru and Colombia and other countries
that were sources of hard narcotics, we
pleaded with them to continue allow-
ing that surveillance information to be
given.

Liberals from this administration
and others who went into these various
agencies, including the Department of
Defense, came up with a cockamamie,
and I am not sure, for the benefit of the
Speaker and the stenographer, how
‘‘cockamamie’’ is spelled, but a
cockamamie opinion was drafted by
these liberals that we could no longer
share that information and they closed
down the surveillance, they closed
down stopping us providing that infor-
mation and, basically, shut down the
shoot-down policies that these coun-
tries had adopted.

When we would provide these coun-
tries information on drugs leaving
their source, they would, in fact, send
their pilot out after warning and shoot
down drug traffickers. It worked. It
worked in the Bush administration. It
worked in the Reagan administration.
And we saw this decline.

I always ask, how many people have
HD TVs? Not many people have HD
TVs. That is because there is not a big
supply of HD TVs, there is a very small
supply available and the price is very
high.

With the policy of closing down the
war on drugs, you would not have your
planes shot down, if the surveillance is
prohibited, which it was by this admin-
istration, and that mistake was made
back in 1994 and 1995 and only cor-
rected after a bipartisan effort, every-
one in the House who dealt with this
issue knew the great mistake that was
made, the damage that was made, and
we changed the law and allowed that
information to be shared.

And then in the last 2 or 3 years, we
see the same pattern over and over
again. This administration has failed
to provide the interdiction effort. The
Department of Defense does not have
the will. And I just thought of this the
other day. Have my colleagues ever
heard the President of the United
States mention the war on drugs? Have
we ever heard Bill Clinton, the Chief
Executive Officer, from this podium, in
a joint session of Congress or in any
public forum? I cannot recall.

At one time I know that a search was
done on one of these Nexus searches to
see how many times he had mentioned
illegal narcotics or an effort to deal
with the drug problem; and, in fact, it
is almost the lowest recorded of any
President. That is why we see the lack
of leadership from the White House and
not only the lack of leadership and the
message that is sent to our young peo-
ple and our population, but also the
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policy and the policy is an antidrug ef-
fort stalled in Colombia.

Why did it stall? This administration
never brought up until the last minute,
almost to the week of the presentation
of the budget, their proposal for deal-
ing with this problem in Colombia.

Now, when the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HASTERT) chaired the sub-
committee responsible for trying to
deal with that narcotics problem, he
actually was the chair of the sub-
committee that had this responsibility
in the last Congress, he began restora-
tion in several countries and was able
to get in Peru and Bolivia efforts start-
ed. They have eliminated between 55
and 60 percent of the cocaine produc-
tion in both of those countries, suc-
cessful programs.

That is why I thought this was ironic
that the U.S. calls the Peruvian elec-
tion invalid. I think they backed off
today. But here, this administration,
instead of praising President Fujimori,
is condemning President Fujimori.
Why in the world would we take a
president who has stabilized the coun-
try, and I can tell my colleagues first-
hand because I flew into Lima, Peru in
1990, the end of 1993, with the airport
sandbagged, with people sleeping in the
streets, with chaos, with thousands of
displaced Indian population, hungry
people, I will never forget going to a
village outside of Lima and meeting a
peasant woman and she had five chil-
dren and the interpreter told me what
she was saying, and she said that her
difficulty, her problem, was she only
had enough food for four of those chil-
dren so she had to choose which child
not to feed that would die.

This is the situation that President
Fujimori inherited, complete chaos, 60,
70 percent of the cocaine coming into
the United States produced in that
country. Here is someone who brought
law and order, who calmed a country
that was in total disruption, and here
is this administration condemning him
for a candidate who called not to have
a runoff election and would not commit
to a date certain.

Could you imagine the Republicans
saying, we will not have a runoff elec-
tion or the Democrats in this country
saying we will not have a runoff elec-
tion or do not have a runoff election,
and we will figure out at some time
when the election will be? This is a
slap in the face to President Fujimori
who has done an incredible job of first
stabilizing that country.

I remember going down when I took
over chairmanship of this responsi-
bility on our drug policy and trying to
put these programs back together both
with the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HASTERT) and myself when I assumed
this chair and met with President
Fujimori, I was stunned at Lima, I was
stunned at the countryside, at the
order, the ability of people to conduct
their daily business, of glass every-
where, which everything had been
boarded, people sleeping in the alley-
ways, bombs going off at night, gun-

fire. And that was a situation he inher-
ited, brought the cocaine trafficking
under control, brought down the ter-
rorism that disrupted so many lives,
and stabilized the economy so a mother
would not have to make a decision
whether she fed four children and let
one die.

This is the type of foreign policy.
Even the President of the United
States’s representative in Peru wrote
this administration and said, your pol-
icy for, and this is the policy of a sec-
ond time, they made the mistake in
1994 and 1993 by stopping the surveil-
lance information, they stopped it
again, and the President’s representa-
tive, the ambassador of the United
States of America, appointed by the
President of the United States, said,
this is a mistake in a report that was
given to me in December by GAO, the
General Accounting Office. I asked for
a report from an impartial panel to see
what was going on.

So mistake after mistake, error after
error, has been made.

Now, again, in the 1980s, we had most
of the cocaine coming in from South
America and from Peru and Bolivia.
About 95 percent of it really was com-
ing in from those two countries. We
were able to stem that. We were able to
bring down the prevalence of drug use.
This is the new picture; and we have al-
most all of the cocaine, probably 80 to
90 percent of the cocaine, now being
produced in Colombia.

Now, in 6 or 7 years, we managed to
turn Colombia from a transit and traf-
ficking country into a producing coun-
try. Fortunately, the policies of the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT)
and the new Republican majority were
instituted at very low cost, $20 million,
$30 million, $40 million in those source
countries to stop incredible volumes of
cocaine coming into the United States.
But what happened is the Clinton ad-
ministration blocked aid, blocked heli-
copters, blocked equipment again be-
cause the liberals in the administra-
tion said, oh, we cannot harm the hair
on the back of any leftist, Marxist gue-
rilla. It does not matter if they, in fact,
were trafficking and supporting their
guerilla activities through the sale of
illegal narcotics that were coming into
the United States.

So now we have really, protected by
the Clinton-Gore administration, Co-
lombia with no resources. It is almost
farcical what has happened. And until
the first couple of months of this year
were we able to get to the National Po-
lice three Blackhawk helicopters,
which we have been pleading and beg-
ging for 4 or 5 years to get down to Co-
lombia.

We knew what was going to happen,
and it happened. This administration
ignored it. They sent the military as-
sets to Haiti. Ironically, Haiti is now
one of the biggest traffickers in the
Caribbean, lawless killing. We have one
corrupted administration replacing an-
other one. After billions of American
taxpayer dollars, this is now one of the

main routes. And Colombia is another
disaster. The two foreign policy disas-
ters unparalleled in the history of this
hemisphere. Billions spent there, noth-
ing spent there, creating a market, cre-
ating a source for drug trafficking.

There was almost no heroin produced
in 1993 in January when this President
took office, President Clinton; and this
is now the source of some 75 percent of
the heroin killing kids in Orlando and
Plano, Texas and California; Chicago;
and New York. And now it is transiting
through the country, where we spent $3
billion in nation building, in estab-
lishing a judicial system and electoral
processes that have been, in fact, a
farce.

It is the bad leading, the bad destroy-
ing American business activity there,
forcing the whole island, at least this
half, which is Haiti, of Dominica, the
island nation of Haiti into a welfare
state supported by U.S. taxpayers, one
of the saddest chapters in failed policy
of this administration.

And then what was not diverted here,
the Defense Department will tell you
was diverted to Kosovo, to Bosnia, to
the other many deployments of this ad-
ministration.

What are the results of these poli-
cies? For the first time again, we are
seeing with the blocking of aid to Co-
lombia, and I must say that at this
point the Republicans must take some
heat in the United States Senate, the
other body, and some blame and re-
sponsibility for blocking the aid. The
House did act and had a package ready
to go to aid Colombia to get additional
resources. The other body did not act
with the speed they should have. But
again, there is some justification be-
cause the President dragged his heels
in getting this request to the Congress.

b 2230

This is what is happening now. We
are seeing a resurgence of cocaine. The
chart that I showed just a few minutes
ago showed the crack coming in. Crack
is part of the cocaine trafficking. This
was presented to us by the Customs
Service. These are boats mostly com-
ing through Haiti with literally tons of
cocaine which is smuggled in through
the hulls of these vessels. This is 706
pounds of cocaine seized. This is just
what they are seizing, January 31, 2000.
This is another vessel, 1,083 pounds of
cocaine coming in at the beginning of
February. Another one, February 5, 539
pounds of cocaine. Another one, Feb-
ruary 10, 226 pounds of cocaine, most of
it coming into the United States
through Haiti, some of it being trans-
shipped through Puerto Rico, the Ba-
hamas and into Florida. We are seeing
an unprecedented amount of cocaine
again for the first time coming in.

We are seeing an unprecedented
amount of methamphetamine labs.
Most of the meth we hear about is tied
to Mexican gangs, Mexican drug deal-
ers and chemical dealers who are sell-
ing the precursors or organizing the lab
efforts. We have had testimony that
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their operations from Mexico extend,
of course, through Texas, through
Oklahoma. We heard testimony that
from 60 labs in the Oklahoma area that
the FBI controls Oklahoma and Texas,
there is now over 1,000 labs that have
been busted. In Iowa, the heartland
again of America. On the West Coast in
Sacramento, up in the north central
area, incredible amounts of meth-
amphetamine all the way down to the
base of California with methamphet-
amine. Methamphetamine we have
done hearings on.

I want to digress for a minute and
talk about methamphetamine. Because
I do not think we have ever seen a
more damaging substance than meth-
amphetamine. These are some charts
provided to us by the National Drug In-
stitute. Dr. Leschner presented these
before our subcommittee, showing the
normal brain with dopamine which
helps with the brain function which is
shown in the bright yellow. This is the
normal brain. The second is a brain
that has had a small amount of meth-
amphetamine. The third is someone ad-
dicted to methamphetamine. The last
one is someone who has Parkinson’s
Disease in a serious stage.

This drug, methamphetamine, does
incredible things to human beings. It
causes the most bizarre actions. This is
what chemically happens to the brain
and destroys the brain function. It is
not something that can be regenerated.
This is permanent damage. This is
damage so severe that mothers and fa-
thers abandon their children not to re-
claim them, as we found in testimony
in California, where in a small county
some 600 addicted to methamphet-
amine, only a handful were even capa-
ble or could take back or would take
back their children. This is what hap-
pens to the brain. Meth is absolutely a
destructive substance and again causes
people to commit the most bizarre ac-
tions. The worst case we heard was a
mother and father that tortured their
child and then boiled the child to fi-
nally kill the child. Again, just incred-
ibly bizarre acts that are committed on
this drug.

Mr. Speaker, we are facing a very,
very difficult situation. When you have
in one small locale 1,000 meth labs and
this methamphetamine being produced
by recipes provided over the Internet,
by people experimenting and getting
substances from their drug stores,
chemicals, and then the larger prob-
lem, the Mexican meth dealers and get-
ting the precursor chemicals from pre-
dominantly Mexico, China, and the
Netherlands according to testimony we
have had.

We are facing an incredible challenge
with these narcotics coming into the
United States. I am convinced, too,
given the ability to produce these
drugs domestically, such as meth-
amphetamine, and we can do our best,
we have a responsibility to do our best
to control the precursor chemicals and
find them before they come into the
country and then as they come into the

country and are used for these illicit
purposes; but we must do an even bet-
ter job of education and prevention.

Treatment is fine, but treatment as-
sumes that someone is already ad-
dicted and a victim. If we fought World
War II and we only treated victims, we
did not invent the equipment that we
did, the bomb that we did to go after
the source, we did not stop the produc-
tion of the German rockets, if we did
not stop their war machine, we never
would have brought the war under con-
trol. The war on drugs, it does not take
a rocket scientist to figure out, you
stop the drugs at their source. This
also, though, as I have said, is a much
more insidious threat than anything
we have seen, again with Ecstasy,
again with methamphetamine, again
with GHB, and I believe it is GHB, I
really do not know that much other
than what I have heard at the last
hearings about this new drug.

This is another drug that has an in-
credible consequence in its use. People
are using it, mixing it with alcohol and
dropping dead. The difference with
GHB is that there is almost no trace
left in the blood stream. There is al-
most no trace left in the body to de-
tect. So it is a much more insidious
drug; it is a deadly drug, and people are
dying from it; and we do not even know
they are dying. We had expert testi-
mony that tells us because it dissipates
from the body that what happens is the
only way that you can really detect it
is by doing a dissection of the brain
and an autopsy after death and finding
minute traces of this substance.

But we are facing with these designer
drugs an incredible challenge to this
Nation, to our young people, to par-
ents. Parents have no idea about these
drugs that are out there and again
available in these clubs that sound like
they would be something that you
could securely send your children to
with no alcohol, with security posted,
with other limits. Yet these clubs, and
we now have the term club drugs and
we have this wide variety of small tab-
lets and pills. Some of them we saw at
the hearing that were presented in the
Orlando hearing by this drug enforce-
ment and customs agency that had
been seized that are small pills with de-
signer emblems, designer emblems of
Nike, of other trademarks that are im-
posed, and the drugs have such an at-
tractive appearance and seem almost
harmless that now our young people
are being victimized by even the ap-
pearance of these drugs. Again, the
dramatic rise in death in Florida has
been recounted, and the deaths that we
cannot count because of, again, drugs
like GHB that are almost impossible to
detect.

Again, I think it is important that
we look at what is happening. Our
hearing focused on that in Orlando.

This chart talks about a comparison
of designer drugs and other drug
overdoses and shows in 1999, this would
be other drugs and this is designer
drugs in the year 2000 so far to date, we

see we are well on our way to breaking
the records of 1999, and we are only
partially through the year. What is in-
teresting is we conducted this hearing
in Orlando; we moved to New Orleans.
I heard the same scenario being laid
out by the district attorney there,
Harry Connick, and others who testi-
fied, local sheriffs, the same problem is
being repeated. Then we went on to
Dallas and we hear the Dallas-Fort
Worth area also being victimized by de-
signer drugs and incredible increases in
activity.

One of the problems that we have had
in this administration, not only a fail-
ure in closing down some of the war on
drugs, again, source country interdic-
tion, the drug czar’s office, getting
that back up and running full speed,
which I might say Barry McCaffrey is
doing his best. General McCaffrey in-
herited a disaster from Lee Brown who
should have been run out of office, who
dismantled the drug czar’s office, did
the most damage of any public official
probably in the history of the United
States, just an incredible disaster.
Barry McCaffrey and others like my-
self are now stuck with trying to bring
us out of this morass.

One of the additional policy failures
we have had, I talked about Haiti, the
nation-building effort and now a dis-
aster, one of the major sources of drug
transit operations. This administration
knew that Panama was going to cease
our military operations in Panama.
Panama was key to the war on drugs
because all of the forward operating lo-
cations were centered from Panama.
This little yellow dot here represents
and is right over Panama. We had How-
ard Air Force Base, part of the $10.5
billion in assets that we turned over to
the Panamanians last year. May 1 of
last year was an important date, about
a year ago. The U.S. knew this was
going to happen, but this administra-
tion failed to negotiate with Panama
not for continued military use but for
continued use of drug surveillance
flights, because this was such a key
area, and it covered this whole area
very cost effectively. We had also built
the infrastructure, billions of dollars
for those bases, and we could have in
fact even leased them for a small
amount of money. Instead, the talks
collapsed. Instead, the administration
was left in the cold and they quickly
scurried to the Department of Defense
and Department of State to find other
locations. Now, that is a responsible
thing to do. It was irresponsible in the
fashion it was done because it was de-
layed. We called them before our com-
mittee even before I was chair of this
subcommittee; said, are things getting
in place, are you ready, are you negoti-
ating with the Panamanians, could we
not just keep the drug operations out
of there, this forward operation going
and do it cost effectively with cutting
a deal with the Panamanians?

In fact, what happened is it all fell
apart. We were totally asked to leave,
kicked out of Panama. Even Barry
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McCaffrey told me that corrupt tenders
by the Panamanians allowed the Chi-
nese to take control of the two port ac-
tivities and the U.S. was excluded from
any flights as of May 1.

So as of May 1 last year, we have had
a wide-open field day for drug traf-
fickers because the United States, the
Department of Defense and the State
Department, have been handicapped in
getting these forward-operating loca-
tions, drug surveillance operations
back in place.

b 2245

When we do not have that informa-
tion, we have this huge supply. Re-
member what I said about HDTVs? Not
too many people have them because
there is not a big supply. Well, on
every street in this country we can find
cocaine in unprecedented quantities
today. On every street in this country
we can find heroin in unprecedented
quantities today, because we have an
incredible supply.

Just doing treatment, as this admin-
istration put its eggs all in the treat-
ment basket, it just does not cut it. We
have to stop some of this supply from
its source. We know it is coming from
Colombia.

The American taxpayers are now
stuck with the bill in trying to put to-
gether this operation in a piecemeal
fashion with a base in Ecuador, a base
in Curacao and Aruba, and possibly a
base in El Salvador. Unfortunately, the
price tag will probably be $100 million.

Ecuador, in a recent hearing we con-
ducted, and we will be talking about
this again in a hearing on Friday with
the Department of Defense and Depart-
ment of State, it will not be until 2002
that this runway, which is incapable of
supporting some of the aircraft that we
need to do this surveillance work, it
will not be until 2002 until that is in
place, so that is one reason we have
tons of this stuff coming in unchecked.

In Aruba, we do have some flights
going out of Aruba. Unfortunately,
they take off from a commercial field,
and our staff has said that sometimes
these flights are even delayed.

Now we have a problem with Ven-
ezuela, who has thumbed its nose at
the President of the United States, at
the United States’ efforts to conduct
surveillance flights in Venezuelan air-
space or pursue traffickers, even when
we provide them with information.

In the final area, we have two 10-year
contracts here. We will be investing
that money for 10 years, and again, not
up until 2002. The last location that
they have suggested and recently
signed an agreement, but I believe it
has not been approved by the El Sal-
vador parliament, is a location in El
Salvador. So we have three that will
not be in place for a long time. More
drugs will be coming into the country.
It is another disaster at our doorstep.

Let me again look at, if we can, the
money that was spent for interdiction
and also international programs, which
is source country programs. These are

the figures in 1991, 1992, and 1993. This
would be the end of the Bush adminis-
tration, the beginning of the Clinton
administration.

Members will see the dramatic drop,
the dramatic drop here. In fact, we are
barely at, and with the efforts of the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT),
who was able to fund additional money
when he had responsibility for chairing
drug policy, we are barely back at the
levels at the end of the Bush-Reagan
administration when these programs
were gutted.

As we gut these programs, it is inter-
esting, and we turn to treatment, and
we saw the graphs on treatment, we see
again in the Reagan-Bush era that this
is a lifetime annual and 30-day drug
use, and we see it declining in the Bush
and Reagan administration. We see it
on a steep incline, and again, this is
the policy of success of this adminis-
tration.

We only see here where we began,
again, the Republican and new major-
ity takeover, some slight change. But I
will tell the Members that this chart, if
we continue and not stop drugs coming
in from Colombia, not stop drugs com-
ing in from their source, not inter-
dicting drugs, not stopping the pre-
cursor chemicals that allow the pro-
duction of deeper drugs and meth-
amphetamine, Mr. Speaker, we are
about to have this again go off the
charts. The damage to our 12th graders
and others will be unbelievable.

This is long-term trend of prevalence
of heroin use, and also produced by the
University of Michigan. We see in the
Reagan administration pretty much a
flat line, some downturn, another
downturn in the Bush administration.
In the Clinton administration, it is off
the charts. I did not make these charts.
We enlarged them. This obviously is a
story of failure. This is success.

Now, any administration like the
Clinton administration that can get us
long-term trends on prevalence of her-
oin use going up like that, that is a
success. That means that the war on
drugs was a failure, but this is a suc-
cess. Again, we see the first bleep
there, again after some of the policies
of the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HASTERT), the new Republican adminis-
tration of the Congress took over, not
of the executive branch.

Again, we see in the Reagan era, this
is long-term prevalence use of cocaine,
and in the Bush era a dramatic success.
This is the beginning of the Andean
strategy, stopping the cocaine at its
source. This was the Vice President’s
task force that Vice President Bush
led. This is blue lightning and other
initiatives to go after this stuff.

This did not work, Mr. Speaker.
These are imaginary downturn lines,
but then we see the Clinton adminis-
tration, and I would be afraid to re-
chart this given what we now know
about the Clinton administration di-
verting assets, with Vice President
Gore sending AWACs to Alaska to look
for oil spills, the President of the

United States in his many deployments
in Haiti diverting resources from this
anti-narcotics effort to nationbuilding
while our people are falling like flies,
particularly our young people.

If Members do not believe those
charts, there is a 1999 GAO report that
I requested that shows in fact that in
1992–1993, the beginning of the Clinton
administration, dramatic drops oc-
curred in this.

First is the total use of DOD assets in
the war on drugs. This is, again, not
produced by me but the General Ac-
counting Office; overall assets down
dramatically.

This next line in red, the DOD, down
dramatically. The Coast Guard was up
slightly, but also leveled off here.

Mr. Speaker, I will continue next
week on more information relating to
our efforts to stem illegal narcotics
and drug abuse in this country.

f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. MCNULTY (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons.

Ms. SANCHEZ (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of offi-
cial business.

Mr. PASTOR (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of ill-
ness in the family.

Mr. VENTO (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today and the balance of
the month on account of illness.

Mr. JEFFERSON (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of offi-
cial business.

Mr. ENGLISH (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today on account of a death
in the family.

Mr. GREENWOOD (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today and June 7 on ac-
count of personal reasons.

Mr. HILLEARY (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (at the re-
quest of Mr. ARMEY) for today and the
balance of the week on account of
emergency eye surgery.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. LAMPSON) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, for 5
minutes, today.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. DEMINT) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. VITTER, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. DEMINT, for 5 minutes, today.
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