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no longer have a surplus, we have a def-
icit, every tax cut we have passed since
that time has been funded with money
that we are borrowing from places like
China.

In 2000, we had borrowed a total of $62
billion from China. From 1976 up until
2000 we owed $62 billion to China, and
at the end of 2005 we owed $257 billion
to China. Japan, $668.3 billion. Our gov-
ernment, we are borrowing $1 billion a
day and spending half a billion a day
paying interest on the debt we have al-
ready got. That is half a billion that
can’t go to fund our agricultural re-
search centers or build I-49 or I-69 or
many other opportunities and prior-
ities and needs we have in Arkansas’
Fourth Congressional District, because
our Nation is in debt and running
record deficits and borrowing money
from all these foreign investors and
foreign central banks.

Put it this way: Foreign lenders cur-
rently hold a total $2.174 trillion of our
public debt. Compare that to only $23
billion in foreign holdings back in 1993.

Here is the top 10 list. Here is who is
funding your tax cuts. Here is who is
funding our government. We have bor-
rowed $668.3 billion from Japan; we owe
now $262.6 billion, and it goes up every
week, to China; the United Kingdom,
$244.8 billion, Caribbean banking cen-
ters, have you ever heard of that? I
never heard of a Caribbean banking
center before, but we have borrowed
$97.9 billion from them; Taiwan, $71.6
billion; OPEC, you wonder why gas is
$2.50 a gallon? We have now borrowed
$77.6 billion from OPEC; Korea, $68.3
billion; Germany, $65.2 billion; Canada,
$54.9 billion; and Hong Kong, $48.3 bil-
lion. Those are the top 10 countries
that we are borrowing money from to
help fund tax cuts in our country to
pay for tax cuts for those earning over
$400,000 a year.

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia.

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. And here is
the danger. Here is the danger when
you put your financial security in the
hands of foreign nations at the rate
that we are doing it. Now we have to
worry that some of these nations could
very well sell their U.S. dollars in their
reserves and then they could switch
their currency into other nations. They
could do a lot of things when they have
our debt.

What happens if they lose patience
here? By having so much of our debt in
the hands of foreign interests, we place
our whole financial security in great
peril.

China now has $250 billion of our
debt, Japan has $687 billion of our debt,
Taiwan has $117 billion of our debt and
Hong Kong has $67 billion of our debt.
I mention these because these are
countries in the Asian Basin. If collec-
tively they came together, for surely
geography puts their direct interests
more at stake than it does us over here
in the Western Hemisphere, if they
came together with a pact and just
made a decision on what to do with our
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debt or whether they are going to sell
U.S. dollars or reinvest in other coun-
tries or do things that will drive down
our financial security, look at the bad
position that places us in. And when
you combine that with the fact that
India and China have taken over our
manufacturing capabilities, it shows
the seriousness of the situation.

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming
my time, I thank the gentleman from
Georgia and the gentlewoman from II-
linois for joining me this evening.

At the beginning of this special
order, this was the national debt,
$8,378,143,406,405 and some change. Just
in the hour that we have spent here on
the floor in this special order dis-
cussing the Nation’s debt and the def-
icit, the debt has gone up approxi-
mately $41,666,000. So the new number
is $8,378,185,072,405 and some change.
Just in the hour we have been here, we
have seen the national debt go up that
much, $41,666,000, approximately.

So, until our government gets its fis-
cal house in order, as Members of the
fiscally conservative Blue Dog Coali-
tion, we are going to continue to come
this to this floor every Tuesday night
and talk about restoring some common
sense and fiscal discipline to our Na-
tion’s government. We will be talking
more about the Blue Dog 12 point plan
for curing our Nation’s addiction to
deficit spending and will be talking
about our plan, our vision for a better
America, a vision that includes a bal-
anced budget and so many other provi-
sions that just make good old-fash-
ioned sense.

———
THE FALL OF GREAT NATIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REICHERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
OSBORNE) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, in 2003,
I was privileged to hear British Prime
Minister Tony Blair speak in this
Chamber, and one comment he made
that particularly caught my attention
was this: He said, ‘“‘As Britain knows,
all predominant power seems for a time
invincible, but in fact it is transient.”

What he was referring to, I believe,
was that all great nations, when things
are going well, assume that they are
going to go on forever. But history
shows us with example after example
that this is really fallacious reasoning.
So we might examine three such in-
stances.

First of all, going clear back to
Rome, which ruled nearly the entire
civilized world 2,000 years ago, Rome
appeared to be invincible, but eventu-
ally it fell. The reasons given generally
by historians are these: There was a
general decline in morality; there was
an increasing corruption and insta-
bility in leadership; an increasing pub-
lic addiction to every more violent
public spectacles; an increase in crime
and prostitution; and a population that
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became more self-absorbed, apathetic
and unwilling to sacrifice for the com-
mon good.

Secondly, we might look at Great
Britain itself. Certainly Great Britain
has not fallen from preeminence, but it
certainly is not the power it once was
during the 1600s up through much of
the 1800s, when it really dominated the
entire world.
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That empire slowly crumbled, and
the reasons given again by historians
were these: It lost the national resolve
to maintain its territory, values that
led to its ascendency were eroded, and
spiritual underpinnings shifted dra-
matically.

Thirdly, we might just take a look
quickly at a more recent superpower,
Russia, which was one of two great su-
perpowers as recently as 20 years ago.
In a matter of months Russia disinte-
grated before our very eyes, and I
think I along with many other people
were amazed at how quickly this hap-
pened. Alexander Solzhenitzyn re-
flected on this fall when he observed
this. He said, ‘‘Over a half century ago
when I was still a child, I recall a num-
ber of older people offering the fol-
lowing explanation for the great disas-
ters that had befallen Russia,” and he
quotes. “Men have forgotten God. That
is why all of this has happened.” Marx
and Lenin had dismantled Russia’s reli-
gious heritage and values, and Russia’s
foundation was broken and it collapsed
like a house of cards with nothing to
sustain it.

There are some common themes in
all of these historic national collapses.
First of all, the citizens became less
willing to sacrifice for others and for
their country; citizens became more
self-absorbed, had a greater desire for
the state to provide instead of pro-
viding for themselves; a weakening of
commonly held values, and a decline of
spiritual commitment.

You may say, well, what does all of
this have to do with the United States,
and why are you talking about this
this evening? We obviously have the
most powerful military, the strongest
economy, the most stable government
of any nation in the world today.

It is very easy to think that we are
invincible and that this may last for-
ever. But as Tony Blair stated so clear-
ly, as Britain knows, all predominant
power for a time seems invincible, but
in fact it is truly transient.

This statement of Prime Minister
Blair’s rang a bell with me as I sat and
listened to him, because over 36 years
of coaching and working with young
people I witnessed some trends that
were concerning to me. The young men
that I worked with were more talented
physically and more gifted each year,
yet they showed more signs of stress,
more personal struggles, less moral
clarity as time passed.

This chart illustrates some of the dif-
ficulty that we are currently experi-
encing with some of our young people
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that shows the juvenile court delin-
quency caseload. It starts in 1960 with
really not very many cases, and it
more than quadrupled by 1995 and 2000,
and that trend has continued upward
even today.

Several factors I think have contrib-
uted to these changes. First of all, the
family structure has certainly eroded
in our country. In 1960, when I first
started coaching, the out-of-wedlock
birth rate was 5 percent. Today it is 34
percent; in parts of our country, the
out-of-wedlock birth rate is 60 and 70
percent. So we have at least one-third
of our young people entering the world
with two strikes against them. It does
not mean they cannot live a successful
life, but it is certainly going to be
much more difficult.

In 1960, the great majority of chil-
dren lived with both parents. Today,
nearly 40 percent of our young people
grow up without both biological par-
ents. Again, this makes life more dif-
ficult. Less than one quarter of fami-
lies with children under 6 have a parent
staying home with them full time. Of
course, that again is a tremendous
shift from the way it was 40, 50 years
ago. One-third of all school-aged kids
come home to an empty house for at
least part of the week, and the hours
between 3 and 6 p.m. are the largest at-
risk time for children in our culture at
the present time; it is those 3 hours
after school, before parents begin to
come home.

Twenty-four million children in our
culture live without their real father.
Fatherless children are two to three
times more likely to be abused, have
emotional and behavioral problems,
abuse drugs, alcohol, or to commit a
crime. There is a greeting card com-
pany that contacted the inmates in a
prison just before Mother’s Day, and on
a whim they decided that they would
provide Mother’s Day cards for any in-
mate that wanted to send a card to his
mother. The reception was very good.
Almost 100 percent of the inmates ac-
cepted cards, sent it to their mother.
So they decided that they would try
the same thing on Father’s Day, and
yet they had almost zero response.
Practically no inmate would write a
card to his father. I would assume the
reason is that so many of the people
there were people who had been aban-
doned by their fathers, did not have fa-
thers, and as a result you could see a
tremendous dichotomy between those
who were still attached in some way to
a mother as compared to those who
were attached to their father.

The foundation in our culture, the
family, is certainly under assault. It
does not mean that we do not have
good families, we have many good fam-
ilies; but there has been some sign of
erosion, some things that are certainly
very concerning. Of course, the family
unit is the basic element of our social
structure. When that begins to fall
apart, then things begin to get very
difficult indeed.

Also, we might mention that in addi-
tion to some of the difficulties that we
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are experiencing in our families, the
environment in which our young people
currently exist has certainly changed
as well. One thing I am going to talk
about here for the next 3 or 4 minutes
is underage drinking, alcohol abuse, be-
cause this has become a huge problem
in our culture. The National Academy
of Science study showed that alcohol
kills six and a half times more young
people than all other drugs combined.
So it kind of flies under the radar
screen, where we think about cocaine,
we think about heroin, we think about
methamphetamine, we think about
marijuana, and yet six and a half times
more young people are killed by alco-
hol than all of these other substances
combined. It costs the U.S. $53 billion
annually, alcohol abuse, underage
drinking. There are roughly 3 million
teenage alcoholics, which is by far the
largest number of those who are ad-
dicted to some kind of substance. The
average first drink in our country
today is at 12.8 years of age, and that
age is declining.

One of the problems we have with un-
derage drinking is that so often young
people binge drink. On average, they
will consume twice as much alcohol
per occasion of drinking than an adult
will. Of course, this leads to some very
difficult situations. Twenty percent of
eighth graders drink regularly. Chil-
dren who drink before age 15 are five
times more likely to become an alco-
holic than those who wait until they
are 21 years of age to start drinking.
Youth are 96 times more likely to see
an ad promoting alcohol than to see an
ad discouraging underage drinking. So,
obviously, in the advertising world,
you can see where the emphasis is. We
spend hundreds of millions of dollars to
fight drug production in Afghanistan,
Colombia, and around the world, and a
fraction of that money spent on curb-
ing underage drinking might be more
cost effective in our own country.

The National Advertising and Edu-
cation Campaign has been effective in
combating teen tobacco use, and the
same thing is needed to combat under-
age drinking and yet we seem to ignore
the problem.

Another substance abuse epidemic
that is sweeping the Nation and has
really gotten most of our attention is
the methamphetamine epidemic. In my
State of Nebraska, the problem has be-
come tremendously pernicious and has
been somewhat overwhelming. I would
like to illustrate this by showing a few
charts at this time.

This was the incidence of meth-
amphetamine labs in 1990. California
and Texas were the only two States
that reported more than 20 meth labs
out in the countryside; of course, that
changed rather rapidly. We see here in
2004, all but maybe seven or eight
States in the Northeast were reporting
large numbers of meth labs, and of
course in many cases they are report-
ing as many as 300 or 400 or 500 meth
labs that we know about in a given
yvear. So methamphetamine has swept
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from the west coast and the Southwest
all across the country, and the pre-
diction is that certainly those North-
eastern States will also be hit very
hard by methamphetamine within a
relatively short period of time.

Many people have seen the following
pictures, but I think it shows rather
graphically what methamphetamine
does. This was a young lady who was
arrested in November of 1979, and was
arrested each succeeding year for the
next 10 years for methamphetamine.
She was picked up by authorities, and
each year they took her picture, a mug
shot. You can see the first 5 years that
she certainly deteriorates somewhat,
and then in May of 1986 there is a more
dramatic change; in January of 1988, a
significant change, and this is where
some people begin to believe that she
started to inject methamphetamine,
and then you see further deterioration
in the bottom right picture was taken
in January of 1989, 10 years later, after
the first picture.
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This was taken in the morgue when
she had eventually succumbed to her
addiction, and so the interesting thing
is that she did survive for 10 years.
Many people on meth do not do this,
but you can see that the aging process
was tremendous and it probably took
the toll that normally a person would
age 50 years in that 10-year period of
time, and she did it in 10 with the as-
sistance of methamphetamine.

A report released by Voices For Chil-
dren found that meth is one of the rea-
sons for a 38 percent increase in child
abuse and neglect in the State of Ne-
braska. This is true all across the
country. As we see meth increase, we
see child abuse, child neglect goes up,
and we see many cases of serious injury
and death on the part of young people
simply because their parents no longer
are able to care for them or care about
them. The meth addiction has taken
over and occupies all of their time,
their attention and their devotion, and
children suffer greatly.

According to a recent report to the
legislature by the University of Ne-
braska at Omaha, an estimated 22,396
Nebraskans are methamphetamine de-
pendent or abusers. This is in a rel-
atively sparsely populated State with
1.7 million people. So it constitutes the
population of a pretty good-sized town
in the State of Nebraska.

A study done by the University of Ar-
kansas found that methamphetamine
users cost their employers about $47,500
annually due to increased absenteeism
and loss of productivity. If you took
$47,500 costs, and that is fairly conserv-
ative, times 22,000 individuals addicted,
you have got over $1 billion in costs in
the State of Nebraska. Of course, I am
extrapolating those figures from Ar-
kansas, but I believe that they are
probably fairly accurate.

Judge John Icenogle, a drug court
judge in Buffalo County, Nebraska, tes-
tified at a hearing here in Washington
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before the Education and Workforce
Committee, and I would like to read
you a little bit of what he said: “‘In
April of 2005, approximately 6,000 chil-
dren were living in out-of-home foster
care placements within the State of
Nebraska. More than half of the par-
ents from whom children are removed
have problems due to use of meth-
amphetamine.”

So we have 6,000 people in foster care
living in out-of-home placements.
Roughly 3,000 of those kids are there
because their parents are addicted to
methamphetamine.

During a recent 2-week period in
Lancaster County in Nebraska, the
county attorney filed juvenile petitions
on behalf of nine newborns because of
methamphetamine use by the mothers.
This is the interesting part: additional
birthing expenses for a meth mother
include as much as $1,500 to $25,000 per
day for the care of her child. Some
children require nearly a quarter of a
million dollars of care to ensure the
child attains the age of 1. This is sim-
ply because of reduced birthrate, dam-
age that methamphetamine causes; and
this does not say anything about the
horrible suffering that these children
go through.

The developmentally delayed chil-
dren can require up to three-quarters
of a million dollars in special care dur-
ing the child’s first 18 years of life. So
to get one of these meth babies from
birth to age 18 in some cases will cost
$700,000, $750,000, not in all cases.

Congress has taken some steps to ad-
dress meth production by making it
more difficult for meth cooks to be
able to obtain pseudoephedrine, which
is one of the primary ingredients, the
only ingredient which you absolutely
have to have. That regulation has been
helpful, along with some laws from var-
ious States.

One thing that I think we did in that
bill, which I think is very important
for us in Congress to realize, is that at
the present time, somewhere in the vi-
cinity of 70 to 80 percent of the meth-
amphetamine coming into the United
States today is not made in meth labs.
Those are Kkind of on the way down.
Meth is coming, in most cases, from
Mexico from superlabs; and in order to
have a superlab, you have to purchase
huge amounts of precursor chemicals,
and chief among these are the
pseudoephedrine. There are only six or
seven places in the world that manu-
facture large quantities of pseudo-
ephedrine, and so in the bill that we
did, we said we want the five leading
exporters of pseudoephedrine and the
five leading importing countries of
pseudoephedrine to report, to give
their invoices to the United States, to
report to us, and that way we would be
able to track where the pseudo-
ephedrine is going and where those
superlabs are.

We think much of it will be in Mex-
ico; and if they do not comply, we are
entitled to remove up to 50 percent of
their foreign aid, which is a significant
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penalty, which should get cooperation.
This is part of the bill that I think will
really help us get a handle on the crys-
tal meth that is currently coming in
from those superlabs.

It is critical that we have a balanced
approach to this problem of meth-
amphetamine. There is not just one
thing you have to do. You have to start
out first with education, and probably
start with young people in third,
fourth, fifth grade and their parents,
and of course, photos like I have just
shown are very graphic. Sometimes
they are rather disturbing, but it shows
people exactly what methamphetamine
does. We think education is critical be-
cause for every one dollar you spend on
education and prevention, you are usu-
ally going to get anywhere from $10 to
$15 from the back end in reduced crime
and not having to lock people up and
reduced assaults, foster care and so on.
So this is important.

The second thing that you have to do
is you have to have interdiction. You
have to have people on the ground who
are attacking the meth problem on a
daily basis, and in many parts of the
country, drug task forces are critical.
This is why the Byrne grants that Con-
gress provides, which fund these drug
task forces, is critical. Last year, we
were zeroed out in the President’s
budget on Byrne grants, and we re-
stored as much as we could, about two-
thirds of what we probably needed.
This year again we are zeroed out, and
again we will have to fight to get that
funding back; but this is critical to
have the Federal money to be able to
attack the meth problem in terms of
law enforcement.

Then, lastly, the third leg of the
stool is the issue of treatment. Right
now, we have a lot of people who do not
manufacture methamphetamine, peo-
ple who have not committed crimes on
methamphetamine; but these are sim-
ply people who are addicted to meth.
The question is what are you going to
do with them. So often what we are
doing is we are sending them to prison
for 12 months or 18 months. They get
no treatment. Their family usually
falls apart, and as a result, they come
out as bad off or worse off than when
they went in. On the other hand, if you
put them in a drug court, they get test-
ed twice a week. So you know that
they are clean. You know that they are
off the drug. They get treatment. They
get to go to group therapy. They can
usually hold down a job and pay taxes.
They can usually hold their family to-
gether. So this is critical, and it is the
most cost-effective, efficient way to
treat the problem. Again, we need to
have substantial amounts of money for
those drug courts.

So, anyway, we feel that the meth
issue is becoming huge, and it is really
impacting our culture.

The United States is also one of the
most violent nations in the world for
young people. We have the highest
youth homicide and assault rates in
the developed world, and suicide is cur-
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rently the third leading cause of death
for young people. The violence has cer-
tainly escalated.

Pornography has also exploded.
There are currently 260 million Inter-
net porn sites cataloged as recently as
2003. Let me repeat that number: 260
million Internet porn sites. Our Inter-
net is simply inundated with this type
of activity. Nine out of 10 children be-
tween the ages of 9 and 16 have viewed
porn on the Internet, mostly uninten-
tional. This was according to a study
done by the London School of Econom-
ics.

Many of us are dismayed by the way
the FCC is regulating obscenity on our
Nation’s airwaves. We do not feel they
are doing enough, and a poll in 2004
found that 82 percent of adult Ameri-
cans surveyed say that the Federal
laws against Internet obscenity should
be vigorously enforced, and most peo-
ple do not believe they are being en-
forced to the degree that they should
be.

Video games, something also impact-
ing our young people. More than 90 per-
cent of American children play video
games every day, and one-half of the
top sellers contain extreme violence.
Some teach stalking and Kkilling of vic-
tims, similar to military training and
video games; and pornography is some-
times a reward for hitting a target in
one of the video games.

The young man who was a school
shooter in Kentucky had never fired a
gun before the day that he went to the
school and started picking off his class-
mates, but he had been trained and
trained on video games, shooting life-
like people, and he became remarkably
accurate.
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So we think that some things should
be done in this regard as well. Much
music, some television, and many mov-
ies are very graphic, and that content
would have been impossible to present
for public consumption 30 years ago. I
have some grandchildren, ages 6
through 13, and I know many people in
Congress are concerned about grand-
children, children, and the effects that
some of the things we have just men-
tioned are having on those young peo-
ple.

Lastly, let me just mention that the
value system in our country has cer-
tainly shifted. We mentioned that the
family has been eroded to some degree,
the environment is more threatening,
and the value system that we have held
dear for so many years seems to be
changing to some degree also.

Many folks may have read a book by
Steven Covey called ‘“The Seven Habits
of Highly Successful People.” Covey
points out in his book that over the
first 150 years of our Nation’s history
success was defined primarily in terms
of character traits. And so a successful
person was honest, a successful person
was hard working, faithful, loyal, and
compassionate. And that was what suc-
cess was all about. Then he noticed
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that over the last 50, 60 years that the
definition of success has changed re-
markably. He said, success now is
viewed as acquiring material posses-
sions, acquiring power, and prestige.
And so success is no longer a link to
character traits, rather it is linked to
those things which are powerful, im-
pressive, and have to do with monetary
advantage.

So the value system, obviously, has
shifted significantly over the last 50, 60
years. We have seen certainly a dis-
couraging lack of integrity, sometimes
in government, sometimes in athletics,
sometimes in the business world. We
have seen extreme political partisan-
ship. Ofttimes on this floor you hear
one side attacking the other. I think
that has eroded public confidence to
some degree in the political sector.

Presently, Mr. Speaker, the predomi-
nant world view is something called
post-modernism. Post-modernism is
certainly very alive and well in our
culture, especially on our college cam-
puses. What post-modernism says, es-
sentially, is this: It says that there are
no such things as moral absolutes.
There is nothing absolutely right or
nothing that is absolutely wrong. Ev-
erything is relative. In the case of
theft, maybe even murder, maybe even
incest, adultery, or treason, it depends
on the circumstance. So as a result, we
have a whole generation of folks grow-
ing up with the idea that there really
is nothing that is truly wrong and that
everything can be explained away de-
pending upon the circumstance.

In view of all that I have been dis-
cussing, this is an extremely difficult
time for our children. We are asking
them to weave their way through a
mine field littered with alcohol, drug
abuse in some cases, harmful video
games, and sometimes music, tele-
vision, and movies that are not very
healthy. And we are asking them to
weave their way through with less pa-
rental guidance and an ever shifting
value system. So we have to be aware
of what is happening to the next gen-
eration. We need to pay close atten-
tion. There is no culture that is more
than one generation away from dissolu-
tion.

I am not one who is a doom and
gloom individual. Much of what I have
talked about this evening is certainly
not very cheery or terribly optimistic.
But I think unless we begin to look at
things in a realistic way we will not be
able to do much to correct the prob-
lem, maybe before it is too late.

A Frenchman by the name of de
Tocqueville made an astute observa-
tion early in our Nation’s history. He
said this about America. He said,
‘““America is great because America is
good.” And he was referring to the
large number of churches and civic
clubs and youth groups and individuals
who reach out to help those who are
less fortunate. To some degree, that is
still very true of our country. We are a
generous people. We are really basi-
cally at heart, I think, a very good peo-
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ple. So he was referring to the inherent
decency of the American people. He
was referring to the strong moral and
spiritual underpinning of the Nation,
and he was referring to the basic Amer-
ican ethic, which is essentially do unto
others as you would have them do unto
you.

Of course, de Tocqueville wrote 200
yvears ago. So the question is, are his
observations true today? Some are.
However, as we have pointed out, there
are some disturbing signs of change.
But what can be done about this? We
don’t want to leave the subject, Mr.
Speaker, without at least talking
about some possible solutions.

One thing that I have been very in-
terested in through the last 10 or 15
years and during my time here in Con-
gress has been the issue of mentoring.
Mentoring, of course, is providing an
adult in the life of a young person who
cares, number one. And it is amazing
how many young people really don’t
have an adult in their life that they
can absolutely count on; that they can
depend on; someone who cares about
them unconditionally.

So a mentor is someone who does
that. It is not a preacher, not a teach-
er, not a parent, and not a grandparent.
It is not somebody who has an obliga-
tion. It is somebody who simply cares
enough to show up. And that is very
powerful in the life of a young person.

Secondly, a mentor is someone who
affirms, who says, I believe in you.
Again, there are so many young people
today who don’t hear a positive mes-
sage. They do not hear a kind word;
that somebody believes that they can
be successful; that they can do what
they need to do; that they see some
strength.

Then the third thing a mentor does is
provide a vision of what is possible.
Again, so often young people are really
limited by their experience. Maybe
they have never seen a parent who has
completed high school. Maybe they
have never seen anyone in their imme-
diate family who has accomplished
anything or maybe even has held down
a steady job. So their idea of growing
up is to drop out of school at age 16 and
get a job in a fast food place and maybe
buy an old car, and the rest of the fu-
ture is maybe not very promising. So
providing a vision, again, is something
that certainly a mentor can do.

Mentoring programs have been prov-
en to reduce dropout rates, drug and al-
cohol abuse, teenage pregnancy, vio-
lence, they increase attendance, grad-
uation, grades, and even peer relation-
ships. So it is one of the best things we
have going. And in view of the fact so
many young people do not have tre-
mendous parental support, mentoring
is one thing that we can provide.

A few years ago, the President pro-
posed $150 million annually for men-
toring programs, and Congress has
come through pretty well, I think. We
provided $184 million over the last 5
years, and this really has reached hun-
dreds of thousands of young people who
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are now being mentored who would not
otherwise have had a chance to have a
mentor in their life.

Currently, the National Mentoring
Partnership estimates that there are
roughly 18 million young people in our
country today who badly need a men-
tor, and yet we are only mentoring
somewhere between 2 and 3 million of
those 18 million. So there is a lot of
work to be done. But if we could begin
to fill that gap and get somewhere
close to providing an adequate mentor
in the lives of those 18 million young
people, it would make a huge difference
in this country and make a huge dif-
ference in the future of this country.

Sometimes legislation can help, and
there have been a number of bills intro-
duced. I have introduced H.R. 1422, the
Student Athlete Protection Act, to
close a Nevada gambling loophole.
Some people say that is really not that
relevant, but it is interesting in that
the State of Nevada is the only State
that legalizes betting, gambling on
amateur sports. It seems that this is
something that we ought to think
about a little bit. Currently, thousands
of people go to Nevada during the
NCAA Dbasketball tournament, also
during the football bowl games, be-
cause they can bet on game after game
after game.

Having been a coach, and the reason
this is important, so often you had to
win twice. You had to win on the score-
board and you also were expected to
beat the point spread. And that puts a
lot of pressure on young people. It cer-
tainly puts pressure on coaches. But we
are older and we are expected to be
able to perform. But I think that that
influence has not been healthy on the
world of sports and certainly has been
difficult for young people.

The Software Accuracy and Fraud
Evaluation Rating Act, or SAFE Rat-
ing Act, sponsored by JOE BACA and
myself, is one that would require the
Federal Trade Commission to study the
voluntary rating system for video
games to determine if its practices are
unfair or deceptive.
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This is important because right now
in the video game industry, you cannot
really tell much about the content by
looking at the rating. It is not quite
like movies and some other rating
schemes we have. So the bill holds the
video game industry accountable for
their products and ensures that parents
have accurate information in making
purchasing decisions for their children.

I think there are an awful lot of par-
ents who have Kkids playing video
games every day who have no idea
what is going on in those games. They
simply are not aware of the content.

We certainly could use a fundamental
shift in some of the court decisions re-
garding the first amendment. Legisla-
tion passed by Congress will not help if
it is overturned by the courts on a reg-
ular basis. The court has ruled in some
cases to protect pornography. In 1996
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Congress passed the Communications
Decency Act, which made it illegal to
send indecent material to children via
the Internet. But in June of 1997, the
Supreme Court overturned portions of
the law stating ‘‘indecent material is
protected by the first amendment.” Of
course that ruling, that decision, set
the tone for many other decisions.

In 1996, the Child Pornography Pre-
vent Act outlawed child pornography.
In April 2002 the Supreme Court de-
clared the act unconstitutional. Again
a precedent was set.

In October 1998, the Children Online
Protection Act was signed into law to
prohibit the communication of harmful
material of children on publicly acces-
sible Web sites. The Supreme Court’s
refusal to rule on the 1998 law prevent
the law from being enacted.

There are many, many cases like
this. What we see is sometimes under
the guise of free speech, and certainly
everyone in Congress believes in the
principle of the first amendment. How-
ever, we find that some people’s rights
are being trampled because 80 to 90 per-
cent of rapists and pedophiles use por-
nography on a regular basis, often be-
fore or sometimes during the commis-
sion of their crimes. Therefore, we
think that it is time that we rethink
some of these rulings.

Some people say pornography is
harmless. However, what we read and
see and think about certainly affects
behavior. If this was not the case, I am
sure that people would not spend bil-
lions of dollars on advertising because
advertising does change behavior.
There is no question to that effect.

The court has often ruled against
school prayer, and I certainly would
not advocate that a teacher or super-
intendent or principle or somebody in
the school should be allowed to pros-
elytize or say a prayer in class that
would be offensive; but in 1962 the Su-
preme Court ruled the following prayer
unconstitutional: ‘“‘Almighty God, we
acknowledge our dependence on thee,
and we beg Thy blessings upon us, our
parents, our teachers, and our coun-
try.”

So it would appear that many court
rulings regarding separation of church
and State have ranged far afield from
the intent of the framers of the Con-
stitution. Benjamin Franklin said, “We
have been assured, sir, in the sacred
writings that except the Lord build the
house, they labor in vain that build it.
I firmly believe this. I also believe that
without His concurring aid, we shall
succeed in the political building no
better than builders of Babel; we shall
be divided by our little, partial local
interests; our projects will be con-
founded; and we ourselves will become
a reproach and a byword down to fu-
ture ages.”’

He continues, ‘I therefore beg leave
to move that, henceforth, prayers im-
ploring the assistance of Heaven and
its blessing on our deliberation be held
in this assembly every morning before
we proceed to business.”” On Franklin’s
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insistence and urging, the House of
Representatives and the Senate open
every day with prayer.

I am not suggesting that the same
thing needs to happen in our schools,
but it does appear that the intent of
the framers of the Constitution was
maybe a little different than what we
have seen played out in the courts.

George Washington said, ‘“The pro-
pitious smiles of Heaven can never be
expected on a Nation that disregards
the internal rules of order and right
which Heaven itself has ordained.”

We have seen that the warnings of
Franklin and Washington to some de-
gree have come full circle. As we have
moved further and further away from
our spiritual underpinnings, we begin
to see some of the fruits of that wan-
dering. So despite the fact that the
Constitution does not contain a separa-
tion of church and State clause, in 1992
the Supreme Court decision declared
an invocation and a benediction at a
graduation ceremony unconstitutional.
The court held a minute of silence in a
school was unconstitutional. So if you
started the school day with a minute of
silence in which students may pray si-
lently, they may think about their his-
tory test, that minute of silence was
held to be unconstitutional. That
seems a little bit strange.

The court ruled a student-led prayer
at a football game was unconstitu-
tional. And of course many of us know
the words ‘‘under God”’ was struck
from the Pledge of Allegiance by the
Ninth Circuit Court. The Supreme
Court restored the phrase, but it threw
the case out on a technicality. I am
sure that challenge will resurface
sometime soon.

So we have seen many examples of
different rulings that have certainly af-
fected our culture. A partial-birth
abortion ban was recently struck down
by the courts. And many in this body
who favor abortion voted for this ban.
More than 70 percent of the public now
oppose partial-birth abortion. I am not
going to go further into the abortion
issue, but it seems rather strange that
something that is disapproved of by so
many people in the United States
would be struck down.

The Constitution is increasingly in-
terpreted as a living document. So the
Constitution is often not interpreted as
it was written, but rather as justices
believe it should be or maybe how it
should have been written. Legal deci-
sions increasingly come down based
not upon what the law states, but rath-
er based upon the personal ideology of
the jurist.

The Constitution is not based upon
absolute principles, but rather the
shifting sands of relativism. The philo-
sophical bent of the Supreme Court
Justices and district court justices de-
termines the course of the Nation.

And so it will be interesting to see
now that we have had some change on
the court, and I do not mean to say
that the court over a number of years
has been totally errant, there are many
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great decisions they have made, but I
am saying that the general drift of the
court has been one which has led us
down a path that is certainly quite a
distance from where we started out in
the founding of our Nation.

So the makeup of the courts and the
will of Congress will greatly influence
whether we continue to drift further
from our spiritual heritage or draw
close to those values upon which our
Nation was founded, the willingness of
Congress to focus upon the pernicious
influences impacting our children. And
sometimes I am concerned because I
see people who are here in Congress
who fought the fight over the Internet
battles and pornography and some of
these things, and have simply started
to back off because they realize that
they have passed laws and they have
passed laws and because of various
court rulings they have not gotten
anywhere and so they have almost quit
trying. That is unfortunate.

And also the willingness of the Amer-
ican people to demand that those prof-
iteering at the expense of our culture
and our young people be reined in will
largely shape the future of our Nation.

Terrorism is an ever-present threat.
The economy is of great concern. How-
ever, terrorism and economic distress
will not prevail as long as our national
character is silent. So we are engaged
in a cultural and a spiritual struggle of
huge proportion, and I can only hope
that the principles upon which this Na-
tion was founded remain preeminent.
As Congress addresses important issues
such as national defense, the economy
and health care, it is critical that we
not lose sight of the fact that our Na-
tion’s survival is directly linked to the
character of our people.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate this oppor-
tunity to address the House this
evening.

——
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania). Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for half
the time remaining before midnight,
approximately 50 minutes.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it
is an honor once again to address the
House of Representatives, and we
would like to thank the Democratic
leadership for allowing us to have this
time, Democratic leader NANCY PELOSI,
Mr. STENY HOYER, and also our chair
and vice chair of our caucus.

I think it is important for us to come
to the floor once again in this 30-some-
thing Working Group to talk about the
issues that are facing America and how
the Republican majority is falling
short of its responsibility, Mr. Speaker,
to fulfill not only the hopes, but aspi-
rations of Americans as we come to
Washington, D.C. to represent them in
a way that we should, need it be edu-
cation, health care, what have you.
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