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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore [Mr. LUCAS].

f

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 20, 1995.

I hereby designate the Honorable FRANK D.
LUCAS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f

MORNING BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of May 12,
1995, the Chair will now recognize
Members from lists submitted by the
majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 25 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority and minority lead-
er, limited to not to exceed 5 minutes
and not to exceed 9:50 a.m.

f

RETURN ON INVESTMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. GOSS] is recognized during morn-
ing business for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, good morn-
ing. It is appropriations season again
and the money is tight everywhere, as
we all know, as we discussed the budg-
et in this town. However, there is a $2
billion expenditure that I do not be-
lieve is receiving the scrutiny it de-
serves; the money we are spending on
continued United States operations in
Haiti.

During this very painful process
where even the good programs are like-
ly to be cut in Washington, I have been
particularly disheartened by the re-
ports I have been receiving from Haiti
and by how little return the American
taxpayer seems to be getting for the
precious tax dollars the Clinton admin-
istration is spending there.

We know that the total costs will run
well past the $2 billion, that is ‘‘B,’’
billion, mark or if our soldiers leave as
scheduled in February of next year,
1996. This is an extraordinary sum of
money. In fact, to put it in perspective,
we could have given every person in
Haiti $300; more than the average Hai-
tian makes in a year, incidentally.

What will we have to show for it
when it is all said and done? That is
the question. I sincerely hope that we
will have at least two free and fair
elections. In fact, I am going to travel
to Haiti later this week as the head of
an elections observation team for a
firsthand look at the electoral process
for the elections this Sunday.

From the briefings I have received,
though, I fear that this weekend’s par-
liamentary and local elections may be
dangerously close to falling below
internationally accepted standards for
good elections. And it is not for lack of
money.

In fact, it seems the Clinton adminis-
tration had to learn the hard way that
doing things in a country with a his-
tory of political turmoil and a near
vacuum in infrastructure and demo-
cratic government costs a lot more to
get done than it does to get things
done here in the United States.

While the FEC estimates that an
American election costs around $2 a
ballot, recent reports in the Arkansas
Democrat I saw indicate that it will
cost United States taxpayers between
$10 and $15 per ballot in Haiti. That
adds up to $30 million in administra-
tive costs alone just to hold elections
in Haiti.

Of course, this does not include the
Presidential elections expected for
sometime in December, if all goes well.
Still more disheartening is the fact
that once again, as in 1934, the United
States may depart Haiti leaving noth-
ing behind to help Haitians consolidate
the progress they have made.

There are very serious gaps in the
long-term picture. The constitu-
tionally required permanent electoral
council was never formed and the pro-
visional electoral council is just that,
it is provisional and it is struggling
and not working as well as it needs to
be.

Thus, we will leave behind no cadre
of trained individuals to carry forth
the democratic electoral process. We
will leave behind no institutionaliza-
tion of the justice system, the judicial
system, which is a prerequisite for any
democratic society.

A further concern is the police force.
The Aristide government is resisting
President Clinton and his team not to
build a large, well-trained, independent
police force. This is no doubt the leg-
acy of his bad experience with former
Haitian dictators’ military police
forces, but it nevertheless remains
deeply troubling.

At the time U.S. forces are scheduled
to leave, next February, barely 4,000
newly trained police will be in place. If
training continues as scheduled, the
program could produce a maximum of
maybe 6,000 police. Would this be
enough police, given the dissolution of
the Haitian military and the historical
propensity in Haiti for chaos? Will this
provide stability for a country with
nearly 7 million people, 4,000 police? I
do not think so.

If there is anything that Haiti needs
it is law and order, democratic law and
order. That means a set of laws that
apply equally and effectively to all
citizens, a judiciary and a police force
answerable to the democratically
elected government.
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I think every American, including

people like myself who opposed the
armed invasion of Haiti and entangling
military occupation, are hoping that
we will leave enough in Haiti for Hai-
tians to build on; that a few years down
the road we will not be faced with the
same crisis all over again, starting
with a great refugee crisis into Florida.

Frankly, I am not convinced that is
happening, though. I hope every Amer-
ican will write their Congressman or
Congresswoman and demand a full ac-
counting of spending on United States
and United Nations operations in Haiti
by this administration. We are asking
all Americans to tighten their belts
still another notch. They deserve to
know whether or not they are getting a
reasonable return on the $2 billion-plus
investment of their tax dollars that the
Clinton administration has spent in
that small Caribbean nation.

Mr. Speaker, where has all that
money gone? And what did the U.S.
taxpayer get for it? That is the ques-
tion that deserves an answer.

f

SO MUCH FOR OPEN RULES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado [Mrs. SCHROEDER] is recognized
during morning business for 5 minutes.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Well, well, well,
well, here we go again, Mr. Speaker.
The Rules Committee has really be-
come the first line of defense for sacred
cows. Today we are going to be taking
up another rule that once again shuts
out all sorts of amendments that would
knock out sacred cows around this
place.

Let us talk about that a little fur-
ther. When we bring up the legislative
branch appropriations bills, many of us
thought that it was very important to
have a ban on gifts to staff and Mem-
bers. Once and for all, get the lobby-
ists’ gifts out of here. It taints the
whole place. People are tired of that.
You know what? In this group that
pledged open rules, we are not allowed
to offer that amendment. That amend-
ment has been denied. Keep the gifts
coming. Boy, is that wrong.

We also have two major committees
that do nothing. They have no legisla-
tive jurisdiction. There were amend-
ments to try and go after these. One
has a staff of over $6 million a year; the
other is over $3 million a year. The one
that has the over $6 million, the last
thing it did was a 300-page report de-
fending the right of billionaires to be
able to give up their U.S. citizenship
and move offshore to avoid paying
taxes. Now, that is not something I feel
like funding, thank you.

Not only that, we have two tax com-
mittees that have legislative jurisdic-
tion. Why do we need this third one
that is really nothing but a select com-
mittee?

Why am I angry? Well, we did away
with all the other select committees,
ones that dealt with children and fami-

lies, the one that dealt with hunger,
and the one that dealt with the elderly.
Those are gone. Those were people
ones, but when you talk about taxes
you cannot have enough staff up here
protecting billionaires. No, no. no, we
have to preserve them. So we have the
Rules Committee denying any amend-
ments to take those out, because if
those amendments came to the floor,
they are afraid people might vote for
them. Well, so much for open rules.

I must say this saddens me very, very
much. People may remember at the
end of the 100 days I suppose I mis-
behaved. I climbed up on the top of this
dome and I hung out a sign that said
‘‘Sold,’’ because I feel I am watching
this place being sold right under my
eyes. It is like sold to the highest bid-
der; sold to the highest gift-giver. We
are becoming a major, major coin-oper-
ated legislative machine.

There are ways to prevent that.
There are ways to prevent that with
campaign finance reform, with the gift
ban, with doing away with committees
that are just defending the super-rich
who have their lobbyists up here pro-
tecting their special interest in the
Tax Code. There are ways we can do
that. But we cannot do that if we are
denied the right to even bring these up
as real amendments on the floor.

So far they have not denied my right
to come here and at least talk about it.
I suppose that is next. But we cannot
do anything meaningful about it be-
cause the process has been shut down.

Now, I think for Americans this is a
very serious issue, a very serious issue.
We know that lobbyists can come in
here and turn things around. We know
they have been here a long time. But
we now know we are seeing them in a
magnitude greater than we have ever
seen.

I was for the gift ban before they
moved in with this magnitude. But for
heaven’s sakes, I think before the cyni-
cism just gets so deep that we all
drown in it we need to get to these
basic House cleaning rules.

We really need to clean all this stuff
up. We need to make the Tax Code look
like it is working for the average per-
son rather than working on the aver-
age person. We should be focusing
much more on issues and how they af-
fect children and families. Instead, we
did away with the one committee that
monitored that type of thing.

We ought to be standing up against
hunger. That has been one of the great
things that this country has done tra-
ditionally, is fed the world with this
great breadbasket we have. No, we did
away with that committee.

But, by golly, today we will not even
have the chance to save $10 million and
do away with the one that is protecting
the billionaires over there on the Joint
Committee on Taxation and do away
with the Joint Economic Committee.

Have you ever seen an economist
that has come out with anything that
is on target yet? Why do we keep buy-
ing more and more and more of those,

especially when we do not look at these
other issues that are so critical?

So I rise with great sadness, and I
hope many people think, very, very
long and hard before they vote for this
rule, because when you vote for this
rule, remember, you have totally shut
out the ability of being able to bring up
these kind of amendments once more.

If you rememeber, last week when we
did the defense bill, we had a rule that
prevented us from bringing the defense
number down to what the Pentagon
wanted. This must stop. Think about
that when you vote for the rule and
vote ‘‘no.’’

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There
being no further requests for morning
business, pursuant to clause 12, rule I,
the House will stand in recess until 10
a.m.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 13 min-
utes a.m.) the House stood in recess
until 10 a.m.

f
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
10 a.m.

f

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Rev. James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

Remind us always, O God, that hon-
est communication between people de-
mands that we not only speak but we
also listen, that we not only express
our ideas and feelings but we also heed
the words and feelings of others, that
we not only hear the sounds of con-
versation but actually contemplate the
meaning intended by such words. May
we, gracious God, appreciate that be-
fore we can act faithfully, we must also
listen faithfully to that which others
say to us. So let us truly commit our-
selves to listen to others—in word and
thought and meaning and purpose. In
Your name, we pray. Amen.

f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. The Pledge of Alle-
giance will be led by the gentlewoman
from Texas [Ms. JACKSON-LEE].

Ms. JACKSON-LEE led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
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