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parks, knowing those who are resi-
dents, knowing the children, knowing
the merchants, and actually being ef-
fective in the fight against crime.

We have seen partnerships form, as
community and police forces work to-
gether to fight crime. In San Diego in
every major category of crime we have
seen a reduction of at least 10 percent
in the last year alone.

Community policing works. We
should not allow it to go as H.R. 728
provides. Let us make sure that our
comprehensive fight that we have man-
dated in the crime bill last year pro-
ceeds. Let us not move backward. Let
us oppose the cut to community polic-
ing.

Let us defeat H.R. 728.

WELCOME TO PARKER TRAVIS
GERRO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. BARTON] is recognized during
morning business for 3 minutes.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
last December my sister, the only sis-
ter that | have, had a bouncing baby
boy born on December 18, 1994. It is her
first child and just a delightful young
man.

I would like to read into the RECORD
an announcement of Parker Travis
Gerro’s birth. 1 want to point out to
my colleagues that the poet is not my-
self but my sister.

WELCOME TO PARKER TRAVIS GERRO
On December 18, "94
A precious life began;
A Texas-style Republican,
Was born to Mike and Jan.
The Gerro’s are ecstatic;
Uncle Joe Barton, too.
A new Conservative in Arlington
Is a baby dream come true.

Mr. Speaker, we are delighted to
have this young man in the world
today. We hope his life is happy,
healthy, and productive.

Mr. ROTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BARTON of Texas. | yield to the
gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. ROTH. Mr. Speaker, let me join
in welcoming a new conservative Re-
publican in Parker. We want to make
sure he grows up so he can have the
fruits of a great nation.

FOREIGN POLICY ESTABLISHMENT TRYING TO
DERAIL NEXT STEP OF CONTRACT WITH AMERICA

Mr. Speaker, the foreign policy es-
tablishment has gone into high gear
trying to derail the next step of the Re-
publican Contract With America, and
that is going to be debated this week.

We say that no U.S. troops will be
under foreign military command.

Our bill ends the Clinton policy of
sticking American soldiers into every
trouble spot around the world, and in
40 years of sticking the American tax-
payers with most of the costs of the
U.N. operations. Last November the
American people said they wanted a
change in foreign policy. We in the new
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Republican majority are listening to
the people, not the liberal foreign pol-
icy elite.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. | thank the
gentleman for his comments.

IN SUPPORT OF DR. FOSTER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentlewoman from

Colorado [Mrs. SCHROEDER] is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.
Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, |

take the floor today to proudly say |
support Dr. Foster, and | am anxiously
awaiting the first moderate Republican
who does not live in Tennessee to join
me.

I think what has happened to Dr.
Foster is absolutely scandalous. There
has been more distortion of the truth
and more churning around this than I
have seen in a very, very long time.

Let us talk about what is going on
today. Today we see Vice President
GORE going to Tennessee to visit Dr.
Foster’s program, the | Have a Future
Program. The | Have a Future Program
is targeted at teens, at teens who are
highly vulnerable, and the fact that
they might become pregnant. And
guess what, it has had a long, long
track record, and it is working and
working very well.

It has worked so well that George
Bush gave Dr. Foster one of his points
of light for this program. Not only
that, he was part of Lamar Alexander’s
advisory team. Now those are both Re-
publicans the last time | looked, and
they were both aware of this program
and thought it was a great program.

But when you look at America and
America’s problems, if we have a fu-
ture, we have to have a national pro-
gram dealing with teen pregnancy.
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We have thrown a lot of words at it.
We have done a lot of finger waiving at
it, we have done the Federal nanny
role. We have done all sorts of things,
but we have not had very many pro-
grams that work.

I think this administration is to be
complimented for finding a gentleman
who has bipartisan support, a gen-
tleman who has a program that works
and wants to put him in the national
level so we can learn from that and
tackle it.

If America has a future, babies hav-
ing babies is not the way to go. That is
the way to end up as a Third World, de-
veloping nation because many, many of
the boxes are already colored in when
babies have babies, and so many sad
cases.

I think we should salute him.

Let me talk of some of the things
that you have heard thrown around
that | think are on the verge of being
ridiculous. The latest has been that Dr.
Foster sterilized some very, very criti-
cally mentally retarded patients in the
1970’s and wrote about it. Well, first of
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all he wrote about it. He is not trying
to hide it.

And second, over 60,000 severely men-
tally ill people were sterilized from the
turn of the century into the late 1970’s
when we found new and better ways to
do this.

Why did the medical practice do it?
Why did they do it? It sounds so cruel
and so awful by 1995 standards. Well,
because at that time there was a sani-
tation reason, that young women who
were severely mentally handicapped
had no idea how to deal with their
monthly period, and it was a terrific
sanitation problem. Plus, the chances
of their becoming pregnant because
they had no idea what this was all
about was also a critical problem.

The entire medical community was
doing this as a means of handling it.
Thank goodness we now have medica-
tion; we have much better ways that
seem more humane to us.

But, yes, he did it, yes, he admits he
did it. The entire medical profession
was doing it at that time. And he wrote
about it. And | am sure he wished he
did not have to do it, and now he has
the tools to do it, so no one has to do
it.

Now we are going to hang a man on
this? For crying out loud, everything
in everyone’s profession changes from
time to time because of advances.

So | think that is the latest one that
comes forward that everybody gets
very upset about for no reason except
they just want to get rid of Dr. Foster.

The other issue we have heard about
is, when he was first asked about abor-
tion, he did not give the same number
he gave a little later. He said less than
a dozen, and it turned out to be 39.

This is a man in his sixties who has
been in practice for a very long time. If
he was making a living by doing abor-
tions, he would have starved to death
by now. No one could accuse him of
doing these lightly; 39 is not a large
number.

But the other thing, as a woman,
that troubles me is no one ever asked
what were these cases like? Was the
woman'’s life in danger? Had this been a
rape or incest case? Just as no one
asked about the cases of the severely
mentally retarded, what condition they
were in, why the medical profession
thought that was the only choice to go
forward? No, all we are hearing is that
this man cannot go forward, this is ter-
rible the administration has done it
again, on and on and on.

I hope that we say a woman does
have a right to choose, and that means
nothing if the doctor does not have to
listen, and that we as Americans are
mature enough to get on with their
nomination and get on with fighting
teen pregnancy.

IN OPPOSITION TO H.R. 728

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Oregon [Ms. FURSE] for 3 minutes.
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Ms. FURSE. Mr. Speaker, | am rising
today in strong opposition to H.R. 728.
The reason | am doing this is not just
because | have a personal dislike of
this bill but because ever since | was
elected | have met regularly with the
law enforcement community in my dis-
trict in Oregon, and they are opposed
to this bill.

Why are they opposed to this bill?
Why am | opposed? Well, it is a strange
bill; it promises a lot of things, it de-
livers absolutely nothing except tre-
mendous hardship for our police com-
munities who are trying to do commu-
nity policing, trying to do prevention.

H.R. 728 will mean less police on the
streets and less money to prevent Kkids
from committing crimes. It will cut a
program that works well, the GREAT
program. Why is it a good idea to put
some money into prevention? Because
it is a very, very much cheaper pro-
gram; you put a few dollars into pre-
vention and you keep a kid from crime.
You put that person in jail, and it is
going to cost us $24,000-plus per year.

But you do not need to take my ad-
vice on this matter. You really need to
take the advice of the law enforcement
community. | say to my colleagues,
you do not just have to just join me in
voting ‘‘no’’; let us, all of us, join the
National Association of Police Organi-
zations, Fraternal Order of Police, the
Brotherhood of Police, the major city
chiefs, the National Troopers Coali-
tion, the National Sheriffs Association,
the Police Foundation, the National
Black Police Foundation. And they
join with other organizations, like the
Child Welfare League of America, the
Children’s Defense Fund.

I want to say to my colleagues, we
are not all experts in every issue, but
we can go to the experts. We can ask
them what they think about each piece
of legislation. | do that. | ask you to
join with the law enforcement commu-
nity of this country and vote ‘““no’” on
H.R. 728. It will be bad for our commu-
nities, it will be bad for our Kkids, and
it will be horrible for our budget.

VOTE “*“NO”” ON H.R. 728

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. DURBIN] for 5 minutes.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, | would
like to join the effort of my colleagues
in discussing H.R. 728, which will be
considered by this House of Represent-
atives today and tomorrow.

There are three issues before us: po-
lice, prevention, and pork.

On the police side, we passed a crime
bill last year. President Clinton made
it clear that he wanted to put 100,000
new police on the streets of America to
make our neighborhoods and homes
safer.

I represent a congressional district in
downstate Illinois, small-town Amer-
ica. | can tell you from my town meet-
ings, my contacts with people | rep-
resent, that this is exactly what they
want to see. They want to make sure
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that there is a policeman in a car, pa-
trolling at night, on the weekends,
keeping a eye on their homes, watching
out for their families, looking for any-
thing that might be suspicious. That is
basically what they are looking for.

Last year’s crime bill would deliver
it. In fact, last week President Clinton
announced in my congressional dis-
trict, one of many, | might add, 54 new
police who will be working in those
towns, in those villages, in those cities
and counties because of the crime bill
we passed last year, 54. A downpayment
in my district on a national promise to
put 100,000 police on the street protect-
ing us.

The second thing that we were com-
mitted to in that crime bill is some-
thing that every law enforcement offi-
cial that | have spoken to supports.
They have all said, ‘““Congressman, give
us more cops. Build more prisons, but
don’t think that will solve the prob-
lem. You can’t build prisons big enough
or fast enough to stop crime in Amer-
ica. You have got to do something to
prevent crime.”

That is part of the program that we
passed last year in the crime bill.

Some of my colleagues on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle mock these crime
prevention programs. They like to tell
you stories about waste and how it is
not going to work. | wish some of them
would sit down and talk to the police-
men | have worked with. | wish some of
them would join these policemen as
they go into the classrooms under their
program, a program conceived under
President Reagan’s administration, to
alert our Kids to the dangers of narcot-
ics.

Prevention pays off. Kids learn the
dangers of narcotics, stay away from
them, do the right thing with the right
information. Good prevention, the kind
of prevention we want to encourage.

So, with the police and with the pre-
vention, why are we returning now to
the crime bill, for goodness sake? It
has to do with pork, the third P. Be-
cause, you see, the Republican ap-
proach in H.R. 728 wants to take all the
money that will be earmarked for new
policemen and hand it over to mayors
and local officials and let them in their
judgment decide how to spend that
money.

You might say what is wrong with
that? Surely they will do the right
thing? Part of maturity is learning
from past mistakes.

In the early 1970’s we tried exactly
what the Republicans want to try now.
We called it the Law Enforcement As-
sistance Administration; high-sound-
ing, money from Washington, down to
the local level, saying to local officials,
““Go fight crime.”

Do you know what happened? Do you
know what happened to those Federal
dollars when they got down to the local
level? One out of every three dollars
was spent on consultants—not on cops,
on consultants.

The Governor of one State decided he
would take his law enforcement money
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and buy a jet plane for his State, a jet
plane.

Another one bought a tank in a small
rural town. They kind of went crazy.
They bought equipment they did not
need. Instead of putting police on the
beat, they ended up a lot of buddies and
friends with consulting contracts, and
the net result of it, it did not work.

Now the Republicans want to return
to those thrilling days of yesteryear,
turn the money over to the local offi-
cials, and let them have it.

Well, let me tell you something: We
need cops, not consultants. A lot of
people say, if Congress passed the
crime bill, why are we considering a
new crime bill just a few months later?
The answer, my friends, will not be
found with police but with politics.

I think the people in this country are
sick and tired of folks who are trying
to dance around this law and order and
crime issue to get a vote, trying to find
a new partisan stand to say, ‘“We are
tougher on crime.”

The President came up with an idea
that was sound, was backed on a bipar-
tisan basis last year in the crime bill:
100,000 cops in America. It is going to
pay off in a lot of the small towns that
I represent, and | think it will pay off
nationwide.

But if it is going to work, we have to
stop this Republican effort with H.R.
728.

I am happy to join with my colleague
from Michigan, Congressman STUPAK,
who, before he came to Congress, was a
professional law enforcement officer.
He has been out there, wearing the
shield, putting his life on the line. His
judgment on these issues means a lot
more to me than the judgment of polit-
ical consultants who would have us
undo a crime bill which is moving in
the right direction, a bill dedicated to
more cops and prevention and one that
does not leave us wide open for pork.

COMMUNITY POLICING IS
SUCCESSFUL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. HoLDEN] for 3 min-
utes.

Mr. HOLDEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
toady in favor of the Conyers-Schumer
substitute that will be offered later on
this afternoon.

| say to my friends on the Republican
side of the aisle that | have voted for
many of the pieces of legislation that
they have brought forth in this this
session of Congress because | agreed
with them and | felt they were right.

But | urge my friends to reconsider
what they propose doing to the cops-
on-the-streets program. | have spent 14
years in law enforcement, 7 as a county
sheriff. And | believe in my heart that
if we are going to win the war against
crime, to make a significant contribu-
tion to reducing crime, we need more
police officers on the street.
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