
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2462 April 10, 2000
with those who enable libraries to pro-
vide the unique and vital services
available to all Americans.∑

f

MR. DONALD T. STORCK HONORED
AS LUTHERAN LAYMAN OF THE
YEAR 2000

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. Madam President, I
rise today to recognize Mr. Donald T.
Storck, who on Tuesday, April 11, 2000,
will be honored by the Lutheran
Luncheon Club of Metropolitan Detroit
as its Lutheran Layman of the Year
2000. This is the 46th year the Lunch-
eon Club has named a Layman of the
Year, and I cannot imagine that any
have been more deserving than Mr.
Storck. For over thirty-five years, he
has displayed a dedication to both his
community and his church that are
representative of an incredible desire
to help others.

Mr. Storck was born in raised in
Saint Louis, Missouri. He began work-
ing for General Motors in their St.
Louis Chevrolet Plant in 1957. In 1964,
after graduating from Washington Uni-
versity, he was transferred to the G.M.
Building in Detroit, where he worked
as an engineer. He and his wife, Ethel
Steinmann, settled down in Royal Oak,
Michigan, and they have lived there,
and been members of the St. Paul Lu-
theran Church, ever since.

In his thirty-six years in Royal Oak,
Mr. Storck has contributed to the com-
munity in many ways. Before recycling
had become popular, he was part of a
paper drive activity that raised over
$60,000 for building projects. He has
been very active in supporting the Boy
Scouts of America, involving himself
in a program at the G.M. Willow Run
Transmission Plant. He sits on the
Board of Directors of the Royal Oak
Penguins, a youth swimming club. As a
volunteer for Focus: HOPE, he has
spent one Saturday per month deliv-
ering food to elderly and shut-in indi-
viduals. He has worked on many Habi-
tat for Humanity projects, is a teacher
of an after-school elementary wood-
working class for 1st and 2nd grade
youth at the Huntington Woods Com-
munity Center, and a regular donor of
blood and blood platelets.

His devotion to the religious commu-
nity has been equally impressive. He
currently serves on the Board of Elders
and the Board of Trustees of St. Paul
Lutheran Church, and sings in the
Men’s Chorus and Chancel Choir. This
is in addition to serving as chief chef of
the men’s breakfast, a tradition which
he founded. He is the current president
of the Lutheran Choralaires, a popular
male chorus which performs regularly
throughout the metropolitan Detroit
area. He has been a member of the Lu-
theran Laymen’s League Retreat Com-
mittee, and volunteers time at the
group’s annual retreat. He has also
been very active in the Lutheran
Luncheon Club, serving as its president
in 1984–85, its secretary from 1986–1995,
and has sat on the Board of Directors
for the last five years.

Recently, he has donated much of his
time to helping Grace Lutheran Church
in Durham, North Carolina. This min-
istry provides for the transport of chil-
dren to and from Belaruse and places
these children with host families while
they receive needed surgical and med-
ical care at the Duke University Hos-
pital. Mr. Storck discovered the min-
istry when he was at the Duke Univer-
sity Hospital visiting his youngest
grandchild, Mollie, who died at the age
of two after a battle with leukemia. At
a time when Mr. Storck’s faith was put
to the test, it never wavered; he re-
mained committed to the church and
to helping others in the name of God.

Madam President, I applaud Mr.
Storck on his many contributions to
both his church and his community. He
is truly a role model, and I applaud the
Lutheran Luncheon Club for taking the
opportunity to recognize him as such.
On behalf of the entire United States
Senate, I congratulate Mr. Donald R.
Storck on being named the 46th Lu-
theran Layman of the Year.∑
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EXPANDING ACCESS TO
COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTERS

∑ Mr. HOLLINGS. Madam President, it
has been over 30 years since I set off on
my hunger tour of South Carolina,
where I observed first-hand the shock-
ing condition of health care and nutri-
tional habits in rural parts of my state.
The good news is, we have come a long
way since then. The bad news is, there
is still much work to be done. Like the
‘‘hunger myopia’’ I described in my
book ‘‘The Case Against Hunger,’’ we
suffer today from a sort of ‘‘health care
myopia,’’ a condition in which a boom-
ing economy and low unemployment
rates mask a reality—that many Amer-
icans eke out a living in society’s mar-
gins, and most of them lack health in-
surance. Ironically, as the stock mar-
ket soars, so do the numbers of unin-
sured in our country, at a rate of more
than 100,000 each month; 53 million
Americans are expected to be unin-
sured by 2007.

The health care debate swirls around
us, reaching fever pitch in Congress,
where I have faith that we will soon
reach an agreement on expanding cov-
erage and other important issues. How-
ever, I see a need to immediately ad-
dress the health care concerns of these
left-behind and sometimes forgotten
citizens. They cannot and should not
have to wait for Congress to hammer
out health care reform in order to re-
ceive the medical care so many of us
take for granted. That’s why I spon-
sored, along with Senator BOND, a
sense-of-the-Senate amendment to dou-
ble the funding for health centers over
the next five years. The Bond-Hollings
Resolution to Expand Access to Com-
munity Health Centers (REACH) rec-
ommends that we start the process
with a $150 million increase in FY 2001.
Let me emphasize that this measure is
a cost-saving investment, not an in-
crease in spending.

While ideas about health care have
changed dramatically, community
health centers have remained steadfast
in their mission, quietly serving their
communities and doing a tremendous
job. Last year, community health cen-
ters served 11 million Americans in de-
crepit inner-city neighborhoods as well
as remote rural areas, 4.5 million of
which were uninsured. It’s no wonder
these centers have won across-the-
board, bipartisan support. They have a
proven track record of providing no-
nonsense, preventive and primary med-
ical services at rock-bottom costs.
They’re the value retailers of the
health care industry, if you will, treat-
ing a patient at a cost of less than $1.00
per day, or about $350 annually.

Not only are these centers providing
care at low costs, but they are saving
precious health care dollars. An in-
creased investment in health centers
will mean fewer uninsured patients are
forced to make costly emergency room
visits to receive basic care and fewer
will utilize hospitals’ specialty and in-
patient care resources. As a con-
sequence, a major financial burden is
lifted from traditional hospitals and
government and private health plans.
Every federal grant dollar invested in
health centers saves $7 for Medicare,
Medicaid and private insurance: $6
from lower use of specialty and inpa-
tient care and $1 from reduced emer-
gency room visits.

The value of community health cen-
ters can be measured in two other sig-
nificant ways. First of all, the centers’
focus on wellness and prevention, serv-
ices largely unavailable to uninsured
people, will lead to savings in treat-
ment down the road. And secondly,
health centers foster growth and devel-
opment in their communities, shoring
up the very people they serve. They
generate over $14 billion in annual eco-
nomic activity in some of the nation’s
most economically depressed areas,
employing 50,000 people and training
thousands of health professionals and
volunteers.

It should also be noted that commu-
nity health centers are just that—com-
munity-based. They are not cookie cut-
ter programs spun from the federal
government wheel, but area-specific,
locally-managed centers tailored to the
unique needs of a community. They are
governed by consumer boards composed
of patients who utilize the center’s
services, as well as local business, civic
and community leaders. In fact, it is
stipulated that center clients make up
at least 51 percent of board member-
ship. This set-up not only ensures ac-
countability to the local community
and taxpayers, but keeps a constant
check on each center’s effectiveness in
addressing community needs.

In South Carolina, community health
centers have a long history of meeting
the care requirements of the areas they
serve. The Beaufort-Jasper Comprehen-
sive Health Center in Ridgeland, the
Franklin C. Fetter Family Health Cen-
ter in Charleston, and Family Health
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Centers, Inc. in Orangeburg were
among the first community health cen-
ters established in the nation. The
Beaufort-Jasper Center was very inno-
vative for its day, in the late 1960s,
tackling not only health care needs,
but related needs for clean water, in-
door toilets and other sanitary serv-
ices. Today, the number of South Caro-
lina health centers has grown to 15.
They currently provide more than
167,000 people, 10 percent of which are
uninsured, with a wide range of pri-
mary car services. Yet despite the suc-
cess story, a need to throw a wider net
is obvious. Of the 3.8 million South
Carolinians, nearly 600,000 have no
form of health insurance. That means
roughly 15% of the state population is
uninsured. Another 600,000 residents
are ‘‘underinsured,’’ meaning that they
do not receive comprehensive health
care coverage from their insurance
plans and must pay out-of-pocket for a
number of specialty services, proce-
dures, tests and medications.

South Carolina’s statistics are mir-
rored nationwide. The swelling ranks
of the uninsured are outgrowing our
present network of community health
centers. Adopting this sense of the Sen-
ate amendment will ensure the reach of
community health centers expands to
meet increasing demand. It is our re-
sponsibility to continue providing our
neediest citizens with a basic health
care safety net. What better way to do
that than by building on a program
with a record of positive, fiscally re-
sponsible results? Everyone can benefit
and take pride in such a worthwhile in-
vestment.∑
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THE NEED TO SUPPORT THE
U.S.T.T.I.

∑ Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I
rise today to call attention to a recent
New York Times article, ‘‘India’s
Unwired Villages Mired in the Distant
Past.’’ It is because of the struggles de-
veloping nations face, as illustrated in
the article, that I support the United
States Telecommunications Training
Institute (USTTI) and their work to in-
crease access to telecommunications.

The USTTI is a nonprofit joint ven-
ture connecting the public and private
sectors, providing tuition-free commu-
nications and broadcast training to
professionals from around the world.
USTTI is geared toward meeting the
common training needs of the women
and men who are bringing modern com-
munications to the developing world.

The development of the tele-
communications industry may be seen
as a solution to economic troubles in
developing nations. The New York
Times article I referred to earlier
states, ‘‘. . . the wonders of tele-
communications technology—distance
learning, telemedicine, the Internet—
offer a way out of the ‘old India’,’’
where illiteracy, disease, and poverty
punctuate the countryside. This sce-
nario is not isolated to India, but may
be applied to many developing nations

throughout the world. In each in-
stance, a big part of the solution is the
deployment of modern telecommuni-
cations technology.

The USTTI has been working to
bring modern telecommunication serv-
ices to the developing world for 18
years. The USTTI has offered 935 tui-
tion-free courses and has graduated
5,574 men and women who are now
helping to make modern telecommuni-
cations a reality in their 161 respective
countries. The program participants
are government officials responsible
for developing and implementing tele-
communications policies in their coun-
tries.

By allowing developing countries to
capitalize fully on the increased edu-
cational opportunities provided
through the USTTI, countries prosper
economically and connect themselves
to the modern world.

Madam President, I ask that the full
text of the New York Times article be
printed in the RECORD.

The article follows:
[From the New York Times, Mar. 19, 2000]
INDIA’S UNWIRED VILLAGES MIRED IN THE

DISTANT PAST

(By Celia W. Dugger)
HYDERABAD, INDIA, MARCH 15.—Cyber Tow-

ers rises from the campus of a software tech-
nology park here, a sleek Internet-connected
symbol of the new India that is feverishly
courting foreign investment, selling its
wares in the global marketplace and cre-
ating wealth at an astonishing rate.

But less than 50 miles away, in the pov-
erty-stricken village of Sheri Ram Reddy
Guda, the old India is alive and unwell. Illit-
eracy, sickness and hunger are the villagers’
constant companions. Women and children
work in the fields for less than 50 cents a
day. The sole telephone—an antique contrap-
tion of batteries and antennae—almost never
works.

Like most of the villagers, Muhammad
Hussain, an unlettered field hand in a ragged
loin cloth, has never seen a computer, but of-
fered that he did once watch an office worker
at a typewriter. ‘‘I saw the fingers moving,
but I did not know what was being written,’’
he said.

The chasm between India’s educated elite
and its impoverished multitudes worries
economists, politicians and some software
entrepreneurs.

Because of the extraordinary success of In-
dian engineers in Silicon Valley and the In-
dian software industry’s sales to American
companies, India and the United States have
forged strong economic ties in high tech-
nology. President Clinton will acknowledge
those links next Friday with a visit to Hitec
City, where Microsoft, Oracle and Metamor
are ensconced in the air conditioned comfort
of Cyber Towers.

But during his five-day whirlwind tour of
five Indian cities, the president will spend
little time in the villages, where almost
three-quarters of this country’s billion peo-
ple still live and struggle for the basic neces-
sities.

At a time when India’s software industry is
creating a glamorous digerati and driving a
dizzying escalation in stock values on the
Bombay exchange, the boom has stirred a de-
bate about the country’s social and economic
priorities, as well as the potential of high
technology to transform the lives of the
poor.

Some, like Chandrababu Naidu, the chief
minister of the southern state of Andhra

Pradesh, whose capital is this bustling city,
have an almost messianic faith in tech-
nology. Though fewer than one-half of 1 per-
cent of Indian households now have Internet
access compared with more than a third in
America, the optimists believe that tech-
nology is coming that will make connecting
to the New cheap enough for a broader spec-
trum of Indians to afford.

‘‘If a television in a school is connected to
the Internet, you can hold literacy classes in
the evenings,’’ said Randeep Sudan, who
oversees information technology for Mr.
Naidu. ‘‘You can deliver the best of content
to the worst of schools. Imagine the poten-
tial to revolutionize the educational proc-
ess.’’

But others worry that the boom may be
distracting the country from its chronic
problems and fear that the last decade’s
more rapid economic growth—spawned by In-
dia’s loosening of restrictions on trade and
investment—is leaving the poor, and the
poorer states, further behind, even as the
size of India’s middle class has doubled.

This is still a country where half the
women and a quarter of the men cannot read
or write; where more than half the children
4 and under are stunted by malnutrition;
where one-third of the population, or more
than 300 million people, live in absolute pov-
erty, unable to afford enough to eat; where
more than 30 million children 6 to 10 are not
in school.

K.R. Narayanan, India’s first president
from an untouchable caste, sounded this
alarm in a recent speech.

‘‘We have one of the world’s largest res-
ervoirs of technical personnel, but also the
world’s largest number of illiterates,’’ he
said, ‘‘the world’s largest middle class, but
also the largest number of people below the
poverty line, and the largest number of chil-
dren suffering from malnutrition. Our giant
factories rise from out of squalor. Our sat-
ellites shoot up from the midst of hovels of
the poor.’’

Even those who believe that the impor-
tance of the $5 billion software industry is
overblown acknowledge its contributions. It
has generated 280,000 jobs for the educated
and highly skilled. Those workers, in turn,
are creating demand for housing, refrig-
erators and other goods that help the econ-
omy grow.

And there is potential for greater growth.
A study by McKinsey & Company, the man-
agement consulting firm, forecasts that In-
dia’s software industry could earn $87 billion
and employ 2.2 million people before the dec-
ade is done.

The success of the industry has also stirred
optimism about India’s ability to compete in
a global economy. It has offered capitalist,
free market models in a country where gov-
ernment still plays a central role and has
hastened the tendency of the country’s best
and brightest young people to choose careers
in business rather than the civil service.

‘‘Every country needs a major success
story to lift the psyche and to be seen as a
powerhouse in something,’’ said Krishna G.
Palepu, a Harvard Business School professor
who is bullish on the industry. ‘‘This is In-
dia’s chance. Suddenly, there’s a sense of
self-confidence and visibility internation-
ally.’’

But there are also limitations on what
high technology can do to increase the pro-
ductivity of the entire Indian economy, at
least for now. The industry itself still gen-
erates only about 1 percent of India’s gross
domestic product and about 1 percent of
worldwide software exports.

The country desperately needs to attend to
the fundamentals, most economists say, and
some state leaders like Mr. Naidu concur. It
must invest more in primary education and
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