September 6, 2001

RACISM IN SOUTH AFRICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, it is interesting as I had the
opportunity to share with the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) on a
very important legislative initiative,
this comes to mind that a key word
that everything we do in this country
and this Congress is engage, engage-
ment, to be engaged.

I would be remiss if I did not take
this time to join my colleagues, the
gentlewoman from California (Ms. LEE)
and as well the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WATSON), to speak to a
situation, a conference, a series of
events that are going on in South Afri-
ca that I think have been sorely mis-
represented and misinterpreted, that
is, the historic World Conference on
Racism, the first conference like this
in the past 18 years.

Of course, the first conference was in
1979. The second conference was in 1983
where the focus was on apartheid in
South Africa. Gratefully, that con-
ference was successful. Those who have
not yet visited South Africa can see a
country, with the opportunity to visit
it, that seeks reconciliation, a country
that is diverse, that struggles every
day to ensure that no matter what
one’s color is, there is a seat at the
table of empowerment.

I was very proud to be a member of
the United States delegation comprised
of Members of Congress, particularly
and, in addition, members of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
as well as members from the State De-
partment.

What I was most disappointed in is
that the country that is the greatest
democracy that the world knows, the
United States of America, founded in
the Declaration of Independence, that
declares that we all are created equal,
had the misguided interpretation that
the best role for them would be to dis-
engage and not to be engaged. That
meant that they did not send, did not
allow Secretary Colin Powell to be a
part of this world conference.

Mr. Speaker, I truly believe, having
been intimately involved in the proc-
esses of this conference for a good num-
ber of days at the heart of the con-
ference, that the leadership of the
United States, the leadership of Sec-
retary Powell, would have been im-
mensely important in steering this
conference to its rightful place in his-
tory. What is that place? The place of
reconciliation.

After I returned to the United States,
it pained me to see Catholic school
girls running the gauntlet of attempt-
ing to get to their schools as Protes-
tants stood by and chanted and jeered
and cast aspersions, but more impor-
tantly, perpetrated violent acts.

This world is riveted by ethnic, reli-
gious, and racial divide. The conference
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that we were at was not one to cast
doubt, to cast accusations, but frankly
it was to bring about resolution.

The bulk of the people there, unfor-
tunately, not brought to the attention
of the American people, but the bulk of
the people there were of goodwill and
good intentions. Clearly they wanted
to seek to clear the air. Gypsies were
there asking for the ability not to be
discriminated against. The untouch-
ables of India were there to ask not to
be discriminated against. The coun-
tries of Africa that suffered so brutally
in the trans-Atlantic slavery as well as
colonization were there asking, not to
accuse, but simply asking to create a
better world.

Those of us from the United States
who were descendants of slaves were
there asking that we provide a sense of
healing, how can we move our Nation
away from the divisiveness of race. Yet
there was another issue, the tragedy of
the Mideast, the PLO, and the Israelis.
But there was a misguide there, a mis-
direct, a misconnect, and there was an
attempt to write hateful language that
should not have been present.

On September 2, 2001, I stood in that
conference and denounced that kind of
language, that we should move away
from hateful language accusing one na-
tion of racism, Zionism is racism; and,
frankly, we should be engaged in the
Mideast process to bring about peace.

An issue separate and apart from the
racism conference, truly an issue for
the United Nations and the United
States, be engaged in peace, but do not
bring down a conference of reconcili-
ation, a conference that should be heal-
ing, a conference that should bring us
together around the question of race.

Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that the
media has not told the story, the sto-
ries of meeting with heads of states, di-
verse heads of states, the President of
Latvia, an Eastern European country,
who wanted to be part of solving the
question of race.

Those stories, the Mexican delega-
tion, the delegation from Israel, the
Arabs who were interested in ensuring
that the conference was successful.

I am here to tell the story and say
apologetically that the United States
missed its opportunity of leadership,
missed its opportunity to use the bully
pulpit to stand before the world, 169
countries, denounce Zionism as being
racist, and talk about peace and rec-
onciliation, talk about bringing us to-
gether and healing the racial divide
and making a difference.

Mr. Speaker, this conference will be
successful if the right people take
charge, and I will continue to work for
peace and reconciliation and ending
the racial divide.

———

D.C. APPROPRIATION PASSES
UNANIMOUSLY FROM COMMITTEE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is
recognized for 60 minutes.
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Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor not to take the whole hour,
but for a few minutes because the D.C.
appropriation today passed in full com-
mittee under the chair of the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KNOLLEN-
BERG) and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FATTAH). This was a noteworthy sub-
committee markup.

Mr. Speaker, the controversy often
associated with the D.C. appropriation
was not there today. The bill passed
unanimously. One important reason for
this, indeed the most important reason
for the smooth way in which the bill
transacted its way through the com-
mittee today was its chairman, the

gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
KNOLLENBERG). Like a laser beam, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.

KNOLLENBERG) has been focused on the
clear obligation of the chair of an ap-
propriation subcommittee, and that is
to get his bill to the floor as clean as
he can get it so that it can get the nec-
essary votes on the floor from both
sides of the aisle.

I appreciate the way this bill was
handled in subcommittee today, espe-
cially in contrast to when the District
of Columbia appropriation finally got
out of the House last year. It was in
December, remember. The appropria-
tion year ends September 30. My col-
leagues can imagine the hardship on
our local jurisdiction that does not get
its budget until almost Christmas. It
was so late even when we got the bill
itself out, that was sometime in No-
vember, it was held over in order to be
the vehicle to carry other appropria-
tions that had had difficulty getting
out of committee.

So here we had the spectre of a local
jurisdiction not being able to spend its
own money while the bill was held hos-
tage for Federal appropriations. It
seems to me there is something in re-
verse order about that, that the small-
est appropriation was being held to
carry gigantic appropriations like HHS
over.

I am deeply grateful that the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT)
helped me get this bill out. I went to
his office and described the hardship. I
asked Mayor Tony Williams to help me
describe it. With the help of the Speak-
er, we finally got our bill out in De-
cember.

What the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. KNOLLENBERG) has done is to take
a first step toward avoiding any kind of
train wreck of that kind for the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

O 1730

Perhaps it will not happen because, if
there are riders on our appropriation,
get yourself ready for a fight. But if
there are, they certainly will not be
there because the chairman has been
an enabler of such extraneous, irrele-
vant, undemocratic riders.

True to his word, the chairman him-
self respected local decision-making,
and the way he did so was by announc-
ing in advance shortly after he as-
sumed the chairmanship that he did
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not want any riders in his appropria-
tion. I do not think I have heard that
for a very long time; but when a chair-
man says that, I think you will get a
lot of respect from Members of the
House because he is announcing how he
wants his own appropriation to be han-
dled.

He went further. In the Sub-
committee on the District of Columbia,
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
KNOLLENBERG) looked at a project we
in the District and I here in the House
and with Members of the Senate for a
couple years now have been working
on.

Since home rule, there have been rid-
ers willy-nilly put on the District of
Columbia’s appropriation that went to
operations and went to finances. Many
of these are redundant of Federal law.
They are redundant of District law.
They are so out of date some of them
that if they were, in fact, to be acted
on they could cause a catastrophe.

What happens is they kind of stay on.
The White House, seeing them on, car-
ries them over from year to year; and
so there are attachments to the Dis-
trict’s appropriation that I think will
embarrass this House because they
have nothing to do with today. They
are ancient. It is as if they were writ-
ten in the last century.

We thought that such riders could do
real harm. Because they are there and
until they are gone, you are supposed
to do what they say.

The fact that they are redundant or
out of date does not mean that you are
not supposed to do what they say, and
they really cause great confusion in
the local community that tries to
abide by what indeed the Congress has
said.

We worked hard last year while Mr.
Clinton was in office and this year as
well to see whether we could get the
White House to agree with us that cer-
tain riders were operational and finan-
cial riders were no longer applicable
and then to work with the District to
see they were no longer applicable.

We did, and to his credit a great
many of these riders, 35 of them, have
been removed by Chairman KNOLLEN-
BERG.

I regret to say that there are con-
troversial riders that, of course, re-
main on our appropriation. They have
been there for eternity, through Demo-
cratic and Republican Houses and
Presidents. They are the kind of riders
that hundreds of jurisdictions in the
United States of America do not regard
as riders at all because they have de-
cided that those are the kinds of things
they do not want to do.

Then there are hundreds of jurisdic-
tions that have decided they want to
do precisely what the Congress has for-
bidden us to do, and the chairman of
the Subcommittee on the District of
Columbia, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KNOLLENBERG), could not do
anything about those; and we do not
hold him accountable to those.

Those, of course, are riders of the
most controversial kind in this House.
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Riders, for example, under domestic
partners that allow domestic partners
in the District no matter what their
sexual orientation. I guess most of
them in the District would not be gay,
but would allow a domestic partner to
pay for the health benefits of his part-
ner if the person worked for the Dis-
trict government with no cost to the
District government.

Hundreds of jurisdictions allow that
all across the United States. Many
more private corporations allow it. It
is a matter of when you consider the
cost of health care, seems to me that
anybody would want to help somebody
get health insurance who wanted to
pay for it and get on a group plan, par-
ticularly at a time when there are very
serious consequences to not doing so.

There is one that this House rebels
against that, again, all across the
United States can be found. Members, I
am sure, will vote against it. Live in
places where this is done and, that is,
riders allowing the local jurisdiction to
pay for abortions for poor women out
of its own funds.

Respecting the fact that this body
has said you cannot pay for abortions
out of Federal funds, you will not find
a big city in the United States and
many small towns which do not decide
to pay for abortions out of their own
local funds. Only with your Nation’s
capital does the Congress say no Fed-
eral and no local funds can be used, and
they say so for these two items; and
they have said so for other matters in
the past.

Everybody who votes for it knows it
is wrong. They know it flies in the face
of Federalism, not to mention devolu-
tion. We will continue to fight those.
We know that the chairman of the Sub-
committee on the District of Columbia,
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
KNOLLENBERG), was in no position to do
anything about them; and the burden is
on us to convince this body.

We accept that burden and we must
find a way out of that dilemma so that
we are treated in exactly the same way
as every other jurisdiction in the
United States.

I am a fourth generation Washing-
tonian. I can trace my American ances-
try back to virtually the beginning of
the 19th century. The fact that before
slavery some of them believed they
would find a better life in the District
of Columbia and walked off the planta-
tion should not mean that today the
District of Columbia has fewer rights
than any other local jurisdiction and
that nobody in my family for four gen-
erations has had the same rights as
every other Member of this body. I
take it personally. And, of course, I
take it as my obligation to do some-
thing about it for 600,000 people who
live in the District of Columbia.

I want to also pay tribute to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), the
chair of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. Every year the gentleman from
Florida tries to help the District of Co-
lumbia get its appropriation out. Again
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he is simply doing his duty as chair-
man. He wants to get his appropria-
tions through. He has a well-known de-
sire not to have riders cloud up his var-
ious subcommittee appropriations, and
he does whatever he can to ward them
off and to try to facilitate Members in
getting their bills through.

I appreciate that the gentleman from
Florida has met every year with our
new Mayor, actually he is in his third
year now, who has done so well in our
city, Tony Williams, and tried to help
us to design a way to get our appro-
priation in and out. It ought to be the
fastest and the easiest of all 13 appro-
priations. It is not your money; it is
ours. When it comes to the hard work
the Members do here, and they do work
very hard, you would think that com-
ing to the D.C. appropriation would be
a rest period for the Members of this
body. Instead, it has tended to be
among the most controversial when it
affects nobody in this body. I want to
say not only that Speaker HASTERT has
been very helpful to this city in trying
to move the appropriation but the gen-
tleman from Florida has been very
helpful as well.

Finally, I must say a word about the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FATTAH), who is the ranking member of
the Subcommittee on the District of
Columbia. This is the first time that
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has
been on the Committee on Appropria-
tions at all. He is so clever that he
managed to get himself a chairmanship
straight off because of the way the bid-
ding is done. But what marvelous good
fortune it is for the District of Colum-
bia because the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania comes from a jurisdiction
much like our own. He is the first big-
city Member to serve in such a position
on our committee since Julian Dixon,
the much revered chair of the Sub-
committee on the District of Columbia
for 14 years who died last year.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
not only comes from a similar jurisdic-
tion just a few hundred miles up the
East Coast, but he comes from a juris-
diction that has been through exactly
what the District of Columbia went
through about 5 years ago when it had
to get a control board. So what we
have is a ranking member who was the
prime mover in getting a control board
for the city of Philadelphia which
sprang back as a result of it. Now the
District of Columbia has sprung back
as a result of both the work of the con-
trol board and of our Mayor and city
council. We have a ranking member
who has a deep understanding of big
cities, their finances and their edu-
cational systems in particular.

What the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania brings to the Subcommittee on
the District of Columbia is almost in-
stinctive understanding of what should
pertain here for this city, an instinc-
tive empathy with residents who live
and have to watch as the Congress of
the United States doubles back over
what its own Mayor and city council



September 6, 2001

have approved in their budget and
sometimes in their laws.

And so, Mr. Speaker, thanks to the
chairman and the ranking member and
the cooperation of the full committee,
I might add, the D.C. bill is on its way
to full committee. I come to the floor
this evening to ask that the full com-
mittee show this kind of respect for the
independent jurisdiction that is your
Nation’s capital, the District of Colum-
bia, that the chairman has shown; that
we follow his lead and that out of com-
mittee come a bill that is at least as
clean as the bill was when it was
passed off today to the full committee.

Mr. Speaker, we have many miles to
go before this session is over. I hope
and pray we are not here as long as we
were last year. But if we spend a lot of
time ruminating about the District of
Columbia, we may well be here. You
have got yourself a Republican Presi-
dent now. I think he wants to sign bills
and not veto them, although I must say
unless you get this surplus matter fig-
ured out, you are likely to have a Re-
publican President vetoing bills that
came from a Republican House. In any
case, I want us all to focus on getting
out of here and getting these bills,
which are already very late, done.

I think that the last thing that
should make us tarry is a local juris-
diction unrelated to your own business
and your own district. I ask that you
respect the work of our chairman, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
KNOLLENBERG), allow a clean bill to
come out of the full committee and
then out of this House. And, of course,
I ask you to respect the 600,000 people
who live in the Nation’s capital, who
are second per capita in Federal in-
come taxes and ask of you only that
you let them spend their own money as
they see fit.

COMMUNICATION FROM STAFF
MEMBER OF THE HONORABLE
JENNIFER DUNN, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from Shannon
Flaherty, staff assistant to the Honor-
able JENNIFER DUNN, Member of Con-
gress:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
September 5, 2001.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, that I have
been served with a subpoena for testimony
issued by the Superior Court of the District
of Columbia.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with
the privileges and rights of the House.

Sincerely,
SHANNON FLAHERTY,
Staff Assistant.
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. RUSH (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today on account of a death
in the family.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (at the re-
quest of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today on
account of personal business.

Mr. OXLEY (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today on account of trav-
eling with the President.

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. EVANS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York, for 5
minutes, today.

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

Mr. WoOLF, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. THUNE, for 5 minutes, today.

The following Members (at their own
request) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:

Mr. BOSWELL, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WATSON of California, for 5 min-
utes, today.

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

———
ADJOURNMENT

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 42 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, Sep-
tember 10, 2001, at 12:30 p.m., for morn-
ing hour debates.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

3487. A letter from the Acting Executive
Director, Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Foreign Futures and Options
Transactions—received August 15, 2001, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

3488. A letter from the Acting Executive
Director, Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Treatment of Customer Funds—
received August 15, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

3489. A letter from the Acting Executive
Director, Commodity Futures Trading Com-
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mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Delegation of Authority to Dis-
close and Request Information—received Au-

gust 15, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

3490. A letter from the Acting Executive
Director, Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Fees for Reviews of the Rule En-
forcement Programs of Contract Markets
and Registered Futures Association—re-
ceived August 15, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

3491. A letter from the Acting Executive
Director, Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Recordkeeping Amendments to
the Daily Computation of the Amount of
Customer Funds Required To Be Segregated
(RIN: 3038-ABb52) received August 15, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

3492. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule— Fludioxonil; Pesticide Toler-
ances for Emergency Exemptions [OPP-
301161; FRL-6797-5] (RIN: 2070-AB78) received
August 29, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

3493. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Unregulated Contaminant
Monitoring Regulation for Public Water Sys-
tems; Amendment to the List 2 Rule and
Partial Delay of Reporting of Monitoring Re-
sults [FRL-7048-8] received August 29, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

3494. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting copies of international
agreements, other than treaties, entered into
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C.
112b(a); to the Committee on International
Relations.

3495. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting copies of international
agreements, other than treaties, entered into
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C.
112b(a); to the Committee on International
Relations.

3496. A letter from the Adviser, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Exchange Visitor Pro-
gram—received August 29, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
International Relations.

3497. A letter from the Acting Executive
Director, Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Privacy Act of 1974; Systems of
Records; Biennial Publication—received Au-
gust 15, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

3498. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Retirement Thrift Investment
Board, transmitting the Board’s final rule—
Methods of Withdrawing Funds from the
Thrift Savings Plan—received August 17,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Government Reform.

3499. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—2001-2002 Refuge-Specific
Hunting and Sport Fishing Regulations
(RIN: 1018-AGbH8) received August 30, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

3500. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, NMFS, National
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