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We have had multiple meetings, and
this hearing in Buffalo will include sev-
eral Canada parliamentarians, as did
the one in Seattle and British Colum-
bia, and the one in Quebec-New York
and the Vermont border.

We have huge problems on the north
border that are actually growing. On
the South border it has been open for a
long time, and we are actually making
that a little more secure. | am pleased
that the Canadians are working with
us, as well as, better than in the past,
the Mexican authorities, although that
is still problematic.

Let me talk a little bit about a few
other issues. | have spent most of the
time on our borders and on the transit
countries, but I want to conclude here
with a few minutes looking at the
ONDCP reauthorization, the Office of
Narcotics Drug Control Policy.

O 1715

We have to be aggressive on the do-
mestic side as well as the interdiction
side. And as we look at this reauthor-
ization, in addition to the Colombia
money we will see, in addition to the
Office of Drug Control Policy and the
State Department, in addition to the
multiple problems in the Justice De-
partment, drug czar John Walters over-
sees a broad range of programs. Several
are specific inside ONDCP. One is the
HIDTAS, the High Intensity Drug Traf-
ficking Areas. To some degree this pro-
gram has been diluted. While they are
meritorious programs, these were sup-
posed to provide our primary protec-
tion. And unless Members of Congress
and the American people understand
some of what we laid out tonight, they
will not understand what the purpose
of a HIDTA is.

Every area has a drug problem. Every
area drug tracks. If you are in the
southwest border, they will come
across. If you are in Dallas, they will
come through. If you are in the Mid-
west they are transiting through. Fur-
thermore, if you are in a city like Chi-
cago, you become a supplier not only
to Chicago but the Midwest. If you are
in a city like Fort Wayne, you become
a supplier not only to Fort Wayne, but
the mid-sized cities around it like
Muncie, Anderson, and Warsaw. If you
are in Muncie you become a supplier to
the mall. So every area is a drug traf-
ficking area.

But what was the point of this pro-
gram? It was for the high intensity
drug trafficking areas so we could, be-
fore it gets to the Midwest, seize the
stuff at the major ports and major
ports of entry. But this has become a
pork program where everybody wants a
HIDTA. Therefore, once everybody has
it, it is not that it is not doing good
work, but we are losing the point of the
program which was to seize it at the
highest intense area before it got to
those areas.

We are going to be looking at some of
those hard issues and lots of Congress-
men are going to receive local pressure
to say, oh, we have a drug problem. We
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know that. That is why we have com-
munity drug initiatives. That is why
we have all kinds of prevention pro-
grams. That is why we have drug free
workplace bills. That is why we have
drug free school bills. We have local
law enforcement, State police. This
was a program intended particularly
for the southwest border and the major
drug trafficking areas so that it did not
overwhelm us at the local level.

Next, the National Ad Campaign. The
National Ad Campaign has served a
valuable function to make Americans
more aware of the problems of drug
use. We are inundated, with all due re-
spect, by rock music, by much of what
we see in the movies. | saw an article,
I think it was yesterday, saying that
we thought that the heroin look was
out, but they are praising this new
group that is coming in that has this
emaciated death look that once again
promotes intense drug use in the
United States by promoting a look and
an action that you get from basically
destroying your body.

To combat that we have to have an
organized effort such as the anti-ter-
rorism campaign which was very suc-
cessful in making that link, the cur-
rent anti-marijuana campaign which is
one of the least understood issues in
America, the dangers of this particular
hydrochloride impact marijuana has on
America. We need to make sure that ad
campaign is functioning and targeted.
We also have a very important tech-
nology transfer program to make sure
that local law enforcement gets the
equipment that they need to be able to
battle in these HIDTA areas and also
at the local area.

I have many small towns ranging
from a couple thousand people up to
15,000 people that have been particu-
larly pleased with the technology
transfer program because they would
not, in their small budgets, have been
able to afford the type of equipment
that they need to match up with these
drug trafficking organizations that
have billions of dollars behind them.

So | want to conclude tonight by say-
ing that this problem is complex. Over
the next few weeks, we will be talking
about this more and more on the floor
as these pieces of legislation move. But
what | do hope that my colleagues will
not repeat on this floor is that we have
failed because we have not. We have
made steady progress, if you take a
line with ups and downs in it for nearly
20 years. We have made steady progress
in Colombia and the Andean region.
But the more we squeeze the narco-
traffickers, the more we squeeze the
drug traffickers, the more violence
there will be because we are actually
hurting business. They cannot just
write it off as a bad loss which they
kind of do now because they abandon
loads. But the more we squeeze them,
they will not be able to abandon loads.
The more we squeeze them the higher
the prices are in the streets. The more
we squeeze, the more the purity goes
down, the less harmed our kids and
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families and people are, the more Kkids
will have a dad or mom home that
night who is not whacked out on drugs,
the safer you will be as you drive down
the highway.

This is a very important effort that
we were undertaking in Congress.
Often it gets lost in all the others. But
I hope the Members of Congress will
focus on this because every dime we
spend is likely to save another life in
America.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. GREEN of Texas (at the request of
Ms. PELoOsSI) for today after 3:00 p.m. on
account of family business.

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Ms.
PELOsI) for today on account of official
business in the district.

Mr. SANDLIN (at the request of Ms.
PELOsI) for today on account of official
business in the district.

——————

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

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. ACEVEDO-VILA, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOoOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. ENGEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina)
to revise and extend their remarks and
include extraneous material:)

Mr. JoNEs of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, today.

Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GUTKNECHT, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. TIAHRT, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BoozmMAN, for 5 minutes, today.

——
SENATE BILL REFERRED

A bill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 196. An act to establish a digital and
wireless network technology program, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Science, in addition to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

——
ADJOURNMENT
Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 21 minutes
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p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, May 5,
2003, at 2 p.m.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

1976. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Tuberculosis in Cattle and Bison; State
Designations; California [Docket No. 03-005-1]
received April 29, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1977. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a request
for FY 2004 budget amendments for the De-
partment of Defense; (H. Doc. No. 108-67); to
the Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed.

1978. A letter from the Senior Legal Advi-
sor to the Chief, Media Bureau, Federal Com-
munications Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule—Amendment of Sec-
tion 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, FM
Broadcast Stations (Bishopville and Lamar,
South Carolina) [MB Docket No. 02-197; RM-
10509] received April 30, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

1979. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Releasing Part of a Power Reac-
tor Site or Facility for Unrestricted Use Be-
fore the NRC Approves the License Termi-
nation Plan (RIN: 3150-AG56) received April
28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1980. A letter from the Director, Office of
Surface Mining, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
West Virginia Regulatory Program [WV-092-
FOR] received May 1, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re-
sources.

1981. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Fisheries of the Northeastern United

States; Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and
Butterfish Fisheries; Closure of the Quarter |
Fishery for Loligo Squid [Docket No.

021017239-2322-02; 1.D. 032003B] received April
29, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Resources.

1982. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Operations, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Spiny Dogfish Fishery; 2003 Speci-
fications [Docket No. 030227050-3082-02; 1.D.
020603D] received April 28, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re-
sources.

1983. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area
620 of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No.
021122286-3036-02; 1.D. 040203B] received April
16, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Resources.

1984. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
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Zone Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel and Pacific
Cod with Trawl Gear in the Bering Sea and
Aleutian Islands [Docket No. 021212307-3037-
02; 1.D. 032803E] received April 16, 2003, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Resources.

1985. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation

Regulation; Illinois  Waterway, Ilinois
[CGD08-03-009] (RIN: 1625-AA09) received
April 30, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.

801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1986. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zones; Pas-
senger Vessels, Portland, Maine, Captain of
the Port Zone [CGDO01-03-001] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) (Formerly 2115-AA97) received April
28, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1987. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation
Regulations; Elizabeth River Southern
Branch, AICWW, Virginia [CGDO05-03-037]
(RIN: 1625-AA09) received April 28, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1988. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone;
Wiscasset, ME, Maine Yankee Reactor Pres-
sure Vessel Removal [CGDO01-03-019] (RIN:
1625-AA00) received April 21, 2003, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1989. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Special Local Regula-
tions; Miami Beach Super Boat Race, Miami
Beach, Florida [CGD07-03-041] (RIN: 1625-
AAO08) received April 21, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1990. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Regulated Navigation
Area; Olympic View Resource Area EPA
Superfund Cleanup Site, Commencement
Bay, Tacoma WA [CGD13-02-016] (RIN: 1625-
AAl1l [Formerly 2115-AA97]) received April
16, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1991. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Emmetsburg, 1A
[Docket No. FAA-2003-14595; Airspace Docket
No. 03-ACE-18] received April 28, 2003, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1992. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Hazen, ND
[Docket No. FAA-2003-14352; Airspace Docket
No. 00-AGL-25] received April 28, 2003, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1993. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Keokuk, IA
[Docket No. FAA-2003-14599; Airspace Docket
No. 03-ACE-22] received April 28, 2003, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.
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1994. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Fairmont, NE
[Docket No. FAA-2003-14195; Airspace Docket
No. 03-ACE-1] received April 28, 2003, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1995. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Prohi-
bition Against Certain Flights Within the
Territory and Airspace of Iraq [Docket No.
FAA-2003-14766; SFAR 77] received April 21,
2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1996. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Rulings and deter-
mination letters (Rev. Proc. 2003-33) received
April 22, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1997. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Active Conduct of a
Trade or Business (Rev. Rul. 2003-38) received
April 22, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1998. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Gross Income (Rev.
Rul. 2003-39) received April 22, 2003, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1999. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Changes in Account-
ing Periods and Methods of Accounting (Rev.
Proc. 2003-34) received April 22, 2003, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

2000. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Weighted Average
Interest Rate Update [Notice 2003-23] re-
ceived April 22, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

2001. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Last-in, First-out
Inventories (Rev. Rul. 2003-42) received April
22, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

2002. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Offshore Deferred
Compensation Arrangements [Notice 2003-22]
received April 22, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

2003. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Notice of Signifi-
cant Reduction in the Rate of Future Benefit
Accrual (RIN: 1545-BA08) received April 22,
2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

2004. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Coordinated Issue
All Industries Contingent Liabilities (UIL:
9300.17-00) received April 22, 2003, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

2005. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Determination of
Issue Price in the Case of Certain Debt In-
struments Issued for Property (Rev. Rul.
2003-45) received April 22, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

2006. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
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