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working in the Santa Barbara school
district as a school nurse, I know our
children cannot learn in these environ-
ments.

Mr. Speaker, I have been working to
pass legislation to deal with these
pressing problems. One bill would cre-
ate State infrastructure banks to le-
verage private support for school con-
struction loans. Another bill would
provide tax credits for school construc-
tion bonds and direct them toward the
country’s highest growth areas.

Another bill would fund 100,000 new
teachers throughout our Nation. These
teachers are sorely needed in our ele-
mentary and high schools. Unfortu-
nately, as the House races to adjourn-
ment, these bills appear to have been
left behind.

Our children also need access to up-
to-date technology. According to a
study by the Educational Testing Serv-
ice, by the year 2005, our country will
require more than a million new com-
puter scientists, engineers, systems an-
alysts and computer programmers.
Where do you think we are going to
find these new employees?

Our children need strong computer
skills if they are to compete in the
technology-driven job market of to-
morrow. Why have we not passed the
Computers for the Children Act, which
would provide tax incentives to busi-
nesses who donate computers to class-
rooms?

Recently I introduced the Teacher
Training Technology Act. My bill pro-
vides competitive grants to local
school districts for computer training
for teachers. Having computers in
school is essential. But these comput-
ers are of no use to our students if we
do not have qualified teachers who are
trained sufficiently to effectively train
and educate the young people who use
them.

Mr. Speaker, our elementary and sec-
ondary schools provide children with
the basic tools they need for success
later in life; yes, for entrance into our
secondary and college level of edu-
cation. Our future health as a Nation
depends on the health of our schools.
To ignore such a basic national prior-
ity is to fail not only our children but
ourselves.

f

MORALITY
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I stand be-
fore you at a time when the Nation is
concerned about society’s morality or
lack of morality. The leaders and pub-
lic figures our children look to for
guidance and inspiration fail them too
many times. What will the future hold
for tomorrow’s leaders? How can we as
a Congress and as a community of
Americans make sure that our children
learn the fundamental values of re-
spect, honesty and integrity?

A supportive and loving family and a
strong faith in God are the single most

important tools we have to teach our
children values. Together they have
the greatest positive impact on today’s
youth. But any time and anywhere
these values can be encouraged and fos-
tered in the minds of our youth, we all
stand to benefit.

I came to the House floor last month
to congratulate the Greenville, North
Carolina All Star Little League team
from my district. They placed second
in the country and third in the world in
this year’s Little League World Series.

These young men know the impor-
tance of hard work, dedication and
teamwork. And they followed the Lit-
tle League pledge, and I quote: I trust
God, I love my country and I respect
its laws. I will play fair and strive to
win, but win or lose, I will always do
my best.

These are the messages that our chil-
dren should know and understand.
Trust in God, respect the laws of our
land, play fair, always do your best.
For men and women of any age these
are encouraging and motivating words.

Our society is fortunate to have a
number of other programs, organiza-
tions and clubs that together with a
strong and supportive family foster the
importance of values and leadership in
today’s children. These programs have
been helping our children for years
learn the value of honor, integrity and
character. They have helped me, and
they continue to help many of our Na-
tion’s children today.

The Boy Scouts of America is one of
the Nation’s largest organizations with
more than 5 million youth and adult
members. Boy Scouts provides edu-
cational programs to build character,
train in the responsibilities of active
citizenship, and develop personal fit-
ness. Not only do the Boy Scouts strive
to promote physical strength, but it
promotes strength of character and
leadership as well.

In addition, the Girl Scouts of the
United States of America is the largest
voluntary organization for girls and
provides programs to build self-con-
fidence and develop decisionmaking
and leadership skills. The Girl Scout
promise encourages girls to respect
themselves and authority, to be re-
sponsible for their actions and work to
make the world a better place.

Girl Scouts and Boy Scouts are two
well-known community organizations
that build confidence and community
participation, but there are other orga-
nizations that promote these same val-
ues through more individualized inter-
ests.

For example, the 4–H was established
to help young students learn more
about agriculture through nature. The
4–H has grown to become a popular or-
ganization for children in rural and
farming communities like those in my
district of eastern North Carolina and
across the Nation.

The four Hs stand for head, heart,
hands and health and indicate its mem-
bers’ dedication to community and
service. The 4–H members across this

country say, I pledge my head to clear
thinking, my heart to greater loyalty,
my hands to larger service and my
health to better living, for my club, my
community, my country and my world.

These organizations and the many I
do not have time to mention, whether
they are sports clubs, special interest
or leadership training organizations,
they all teach our children the impor-
tance of unity, trust and responsibil-
ity. Promoting the values of commu-
nity, character and honesty, each
works to lead our children by example.
Unfortunately, we cannot always
choose our children’s role models for
them. But we can be thankful for the
strong leaders within our own commu-
nities who give of themselves for our
children who are America’s future.

To the moms, the dads, the scout
leaders, Little League coaches and ev-
eryone who shows our children that
character and integrity do matter,
thank you very much. Together we can
build the leaders of tomorrow, leaders
we can all be proud of.
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FOUNDING FATHERS SAW BIG DIF-
FERENCE BETWEEN PUBLIC
SERVICE AND PRIVATE CONDUCT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, this
morning on National Public Radio, au-
thor and historian Richard Rosenfeld
made some comments which I would
now like to share with the Members of
the House. These are the words of Mr.
Rosenfeld:

The right of the people to elect their Presi-
dent, and the right of Congress to remove
him are competing rights. America’s found-
ing fathers knew this. They worried out loud
at the Constitutional Convention that if
they didn’t carefully limit the idea of an im-
peachable offense, Congress, not Presidential
elections, would be deciding who sits in the
White House. So on the day the founders de-
fined an impeachable offense, they declared
their unanimous intention to limit high
crimes and misdemeanors to be actions
against the United States. Not private mis-
conduct, unrelated to the operation of gov-
ernment, not sexual misconduct or even lies
to cover it up.

If there can be any doubt about the found-
ers’ intentions, they gave us plenty of proof
during George Washington’s first term as
President when Congress was investigating
the financial affairs of his Treasury Sec-
retary, Alexander Hamilton. Three Members
of Congress, including future President
James Monroe, confronted Hamilton about
payments he had been secretly making to
James Reynolds, a convicted securities swin-
dler. Hamilton was forced to admit the pay-
ments, but explained them as hush money to
avoid public disclosure of adultery he had
been committing with James Reynolds’ wife.
Hamilton had repeated sexual relations with
Mrs. Reynolds and the hush money was only
part of the coverup. Hamilton got Mrs. Rey-
nolds to burn some incriminating letters and
he offered to pay travel expenses if the Rey-
nolds would get out of town.

When Monroe and the others heard Hamil-
ton’s confession they decided the matter was
private, not public, and that no impeachable
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offense had occurred. They kept the adul-
tery, and the coverup, a secret among them-
selves, and Washington, John Adams, Thom-
as Jefferson, James Madison, and other
founding fathers apparently went along. Con-
gress held no hearings, Congress released
nothing to the public, and Hamilton’s mis-
conduct remained a secret for 5 long years,
until Hamilton was long out of office. Then
in 1797, a disgruntled former clerk of the
House of Representatives leaked Hamilton’s
secrets to a muckraking journalist and the
whole country learned of Hamilton’s adul-
tery and the bribe to cover it up. And what
happened?

The following year, in 1798, then President
John Adams and former President George
Washington nominated Alexander Hamilton
to be second in command of the new Federal
Army. Second in command to only Washing-
ton himself. With Monroe, Madison, Jeffer-
son and other founding fathers maintaining
their respectful silence, the United States
Senate quickly confirmed this confessed
adulterer and liar to occupy for a second
time one of the highest offices in the govern-
ment of the United States.

The founding fathers saw a big difference
between public service and private conduct,
and on the question of impeachment they
warned Congress to do the same. They
weren’t giving Congress a right to decide
who’s President, they gave us Presidential
elections for that.

These, then, are the words of author
and historian Richard Rosenfeld on
this morning, October 1st, 1998.
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PASS TAXPAYER RELIEF ACT FOR
NEW URBAN POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ENGLISH) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, in recent days, a lot of people
have heard about the Republican tax
plan that passed the House as part of a
90–10 plan, which sets aside 90 percent
of the existing surplus to save Social
Security and also sets aside 10 percent
of the surplus to provide needed tax re-
lief and tax reform.

People in the discussions on this tax
plan have focused on some of the more
prominent aspects of it. It provides
marriage penalty relief that would ben-
efit 40 percent of the couples in Amer-
ica; it provides full deductibility for
health insurance; it provides a deduc-
tion for small savers, up to $200, that
can be written off for individuals, or
$400 for couples, in interest income; it
expands access to prepaid tuition plans
so that private colleges can set up pre-
paid tuition plans and allow people
with a tax break to prepurchase tuition
and bank it for the future, making col-
lege much more affordable; the plan al-
lows small businesses an expensing pro-
vision, a greater ability to deduct
equipment that they purchase; and also
provides tax relief for farmers and
ranchers.

In my view, as a member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, these pro-
visions will go a long way to relieving
the tax burden on the middle class and
small business owners of this country.
However, we have not focused on an-

other aspect of this legislation which
will help thousands of people living in
the most distressed communities in our
Nation and give them hope.

With the 1996 welfare reform law, Re-
publicans began encouraging and em-
powering individuals, yet we are told
by leaders in some of our communities
that we need to go further in revitaliz-
ing lower-income communities. These
communities have been telling us that
to truly succeed, it is vital that the
government support market-based pri-
vate economic growth in these areas
that are economically depressed. And
for that reason the chairman of the
Committee on Ways and Means in-
cluded in his mark a provision relating
to the American Community Renewal
Project.

The Taxpayer Relief Act would allow
the designation of up to 20 renewal
communities so that we can offer tar-
geted, aggressive tax cuts and regu-
latory relief for those communities
that need them the most. What we are
trying to do is to green line depressed
communities for investment, empower
the poor, and, at the same time, not
create new layers of bureaucracy.

Under this provision, the Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development
will be able to designate renewal com-
munities, 20 percent of which must be
in rural areas. These designations
would be effective for 7 years. Areas
that have been nominated would have
to meet certain criteria to achieve
these breaks. One is it would have to
have an unemployment rate of at least
11⁄2 times that of the national rate; it
would have to have a poverty rate of at
least 20 percent; and, in urban areas, at
least 70 percent of the households in
the area would have to have incomes
below 80 percent of the median income
households in the metropolitan statis-
tical area.

In other words, these tax breaks are
not tax cuts for the rich, but they are
targeted for those who most need eco-
nomic growth. Areas would also have
to meet certain population criteria.

This may sound complicated, but it
is done to ensure that the areas nomi-
nated are truly economically depressed
urban areas where Federal dollars can
truly make a difference.

When I look around my district, Mr.
Speaker, I look at communities like we
have in Farrell, Pennsylvania, which is
clearly economically depressed, which
is financially distressed as far as the
municipal financial condition, it has a
high poverty rate, but, at the same
time, it has a good work ethic and a
marvelous sense of community and
neighborhood. With the assistance of
these targeted breaks, a community
like Farrell could definitely benefit,
attract jobs, attract investment and
empower people and allow them to
form capital.

Once designated, these renewal areas
are eligible for a variety of incentives,
including a 100 percent exclusion from
capital gains for certain qualified re-
newal community assets held more

than 5 years; an additional, additional
on top of what is already in the bill,
$35,000 of expensing for small busi-
nesses; a work opportunity tax credit
to offset the cost of hiring individuals,
and a variety of other incentives. It
also includes family development ac-
counts for the working poor.

We need to pass this for a new urban
policy.

f

PLIGHT FACING FARMERS ACROSS
THE COUNTRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Dakota (Mr. POM-
EROY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to address my colleagues this after-
noon on an issue that is absolutely
vital, not just vital to the State of
North Dakota, that I represent, but
vital to the rural dimension of this
country of ours, and that is the plight
facing farmers right across the country
due to the collapse of commodity
prices.

What has made the problem so par-
ticularly acute this year over preced-
ing years is that, as prices have fallen,
we have learned the failing of the last
farm bill all too clearly. There is no
longer a safety net when prices col-
lapse, and the farmers are hitting the
deck all across the country.

For years, farm policy in this coun-
try recognized that there were a couple
of areas of risk that a family farmer
could not individually deal with. One of
the risks was the loss of production due
to an act of God. A hail storm comes
along and wipes out the field. It does
not matter how good someone is at
farming, that is a risk they cannot
control.

The other type of risk was the risk of
price collapse; depending upon the par-
ticular vagaries of the world market in
a given period of time. An individual
could be the best farmer in the county,
but if prices plunged so that at the
county elevator they are not even get-
ting the cost of production, they are
going to have trouble feeding their
family in the winter ahead.

Well, we had a farm bill last time
that represented the most significant
change in agriculture policy in four
decades. I voted against it. I voted
against it because I believed it left
farmers with bare exposure to these
risks and was vitally unfair in that im-
portant respect. This afternoon I want
us to focus in particular on the aspect
of price protection, because this is the
single largest peril facing family farm-
ers this fall.

As many of us read about the grow-
ing financial difficulties in Asia, we did
not really understand what that would
mean to our economy. Well, let me tell
my colleagues, the first aspect of our
economy to get this square in the face
was agriculture, because 45 percent of
the agriculture exports in this country
went to Asia. They quit buying our Ag
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