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advocates from around the country spoke of
abuses and misconduct during the balloting
process. In California, witnesses testified
noncitizens regularly voted, as did a 5-year-old
child and a dog. In Alabama, witnesses re-
ported three briefcases containing 1,100 com-
pleted absentee ballots were hand carried to
an election board on election day. These and
similar incidents impugn the integrity of this
country’s election process.

This issue is particularly important to me in
light of allegations of electoral abuse and offi-
cial misconduct in Maryland during the last gu-
bernatorial election, which was decided by a
record slim margin of several thousand votes.
Concerned citizens from around the State
began to investigate widespread reported
irregularities the day following the election.

Besides problems with extremely lax voting
booth security, these investigations deter-
mined 34,000 voters were not purged in Balti-
more City in 1994 prior to the elections as re-
quired by law.

The Baltimore City election supervisor was
reminded by a deputy 7 months prior to the
election that the purge had not been con-
ducted. It was never done, and that fact ap-
pears to have been concealed from city and
State election officials. The enormous implica-
tions of this official malfeasance is apparent
from the following sample facts about the No-
vember election:

A computer analysis done of total vote
counts for each of the 408 precincts in Balti-
more City using the Baltimore City Election
Board electronic tape of registered voters and
the certified list of votes cast on election day
forwarded to the State board of elections re-
vealed 5,929 more votes were cast in the
election than individuals recorded as having
appeared to have voted at the polls or by ab-
sentee ballot.

Another analysis was done comparing the
same electronic tape of registered voters in
Baltimore City with records of abandoned
houses provided by the city housing commis-
sion. This revealed a total of 667 votes cast in
the election. Furthermore, 1,881 votes were
cast from houses owned by either the mayor
and city council of Baltimore or the city hous-
ing authority. There is compelling evidence
that a total of as many as 2,548 votes were
cast from abandoned or unoccupied buildings.
Where did these voters live?

Deceased voters still exercised their right to
vote. Analysis of voter authority cards, precinct
binder printouts, and requests for absentee
ballots revealed that a possible total of 42
votes were cast by people no longer living.

Was their a direct correlation between the
failure to purge and these terrible statistics? I
think there was. So did State election board
officials. After these facts were discovered, the
State election board made a bipartisan call for
the purge to be conducted after the fact to
correct the previous mistake.

Let me reiterate, the State board of elec-
tions consisting of three Democrats and three
Republicans wanted the purge done to pre-
vent similar problems in the future.

Instead, the State attorney general’s office
represented the city election board against the
State election board and convinced the court
to retroactively apply the motor voter law in
order to prevent any purges from being con-
ducted.

This is not the purpose for which the motor
voter law was designed. Clearly, we in Con-

gress are concerned that similar problems are
not repeated in any State or Federal elections.
Problems such as those encountered in Mary-
land should be corrected immediately. Vigor-
ous investigation must be conducted to deter-
mine if there was any fraud or official mis-
conduct. If there is evidence of such behavior,
it should be prosecuted to the fullest extent
possible. It should not and must not be con-
doned or ignored using the cloak of law ap-
plied retroactively.

Mr. Speaker, in an election there is no such
thing as a little fraud. Such behavior attacks
the very foundation of our society because it
destroys the fundamental trust between voters
and their elected government. To tolerate such
abuse or circumvent the laws designed to pro-
tect the sanctity of the citizens right to vote by
any means possible will only make Americans
more cynical and disinterested. In Maryland,
we must not let this situation happen again.
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Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, today I am
introducing legislation that will resolve an
issue of great concern to employees of our
Nation’s community colleges.

Under current Labor Department interpreta-
tion of the Fair Labor Standards Act, classified
employees of community colleges—instruc-
tional aides, bus drivers, groundskeepers, and
other school support personnel—are pre-
vented from pursuing an expanded role as in-
structors.

Many classified employees earn academic
certification in order to teach certain courses
at the community college where they are em-
ployed. Unfortunately, current law makes it
cost-prohibitive for community colleges to
allow these employees to each in addition to
their regular duties.

The legislation I am introducing today will
allow classified employees of community col-
leges to teach, in addition to their regular du-
ties, without violating the overtime provisions
of the Fair Labor Standards Act.

The Department of Labor’s requirement that
classified employees must be paid a blended
overtime rate that reflects both their com-
pensation for their full-time work in a classified
capacity and the higher rate as instructors
makes the use of these workers impractical.

If these employees were paid a time-and-a-
half overtime rate computed solely on their
classified wage, the costs would diminish sub-
stantially and community colleges would be
able to utilize these workers, who already
have a commitment to education and want to
pursue an expanded role as instructors.

My bill has been endorsed by the California
School Employees Association and the Amer-
ican Association of Classified School Employ-
ees.

I urge my colleagues to join me and the co-
sponsors of this bill in supporting this much
needed change in the law.
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Mr. PAYNE of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to ask my colleagues to join me in
acknowledging the many accomplishments of
the World League for Freedom and Democ-
racy [WLFD] in its 40 years of existence. The
World League for Freedom and Democracy is
an international organization comprised of
some 137 member nations whose primary
goal has been to promote the principles of
democratic forms of government, free enter-
prise, and human rights among all people of
the world. WLFD has long been an advocate
of worldwide democracy, monitoring various
parts of the world to ensure that human rights
are upheld.

WLFD should be commended for being a
strong voice for the principles of universal po-
litical freedom and the rights and responsibil-
ities of the democratic process for all citizens
of a country. WLFD, along with the United Na-
tions, was formed with the intent of maintain-
ing a peaceful dialog between nations and sta-
bilizing relations between sovereign govern-
ments.

This year, WLFD is holding its 27th annual
conference at the United Nations. I am hon-
ored to participate in WLFD’s dinner to wel-
come the over 250 delegates attending the
U.N. conference from over 50 countries, in-
cluding the Presidents of Costa Rica and Fiji.
It is also with great pride that I was chosen to
share my experiences and lend my support to
the continuing struggle to secure human rights
in all parts of the world.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to join
me in paying tribute to the WLFD as they con-
tinue their crucial mission, because the fight
for freeom and democracy serves in the inter-
ests of all humanity.
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Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, one of the
things that makes America great is the fact
that in towns and cities across the face of our
country there are citizens who are willing to
step forward and dedicate their talents and en-
ergies to make life better for their friends and
neighbors. Riverside County has been fortu-
nate to have many such citizens. Men and
women who have given freely of themselves
so that our beautiful area in southern Califor-
nia will continue to be a desirable place to live
for generations to come. Mrs. Eddie Dee
Smith is one of these exceptional citizens.

A ceremony is scheduled on August 5 to re-
dedicate the Rubidoux Senior Center as the
Eddie Dee Smith Senior Center.

The North Rubidoux Women’s Club, found-
ed in Smith’s home in 1954, was the driving
force in getting the center established. Eddie
Dee Smith was the club’s founding vice presi-
dent. She was also the senior center’s director
from 1977 to 1981.
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Eddie Dee Smith has always been at the

forefront of Rubidoux’s advancement. She was
a founder of the Mount Calvary Baptist
Church, the Mount Vernon Baptist Church, the
Rubidoux Senior Center, head of the Jurupa
Area Girl Scouts, member of the Avalon Park
Committee, regent of the Jensen-Alvarado
Ranch, president of the Jurupa Democrat
Club, and 1993 Jurupa Chamber of Com-
merce citizen of the year.

On behalf of the many people whose lives
this remarkable woman has touched, I would
like to add my personal congratulations, and
the thanks of the people of the 43d Congres-
sional District.
f
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Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, the long Unit-
ed States partnership with the Republic of
Korea spanning nearly five decades will be
celebrated this week in two major events. The
first is the visit of South Korea’s democratically
elected President, Kim Yong-sam, and his ad-
dress today to a joint session of Congress.
The second will be the dedication of the long-
awaited Korean War Memorial. It is a great
pleasure to have President Kim here with us,
and a source of immense satisfaction that
those who fought our most forgotten war are
finally being appropriately remembered and
honored. Meanwhile, South Korea has
emerged as a robust industrial power and a
fully functioning democracy, and a steadfast
United States friend.

CELEBRATING SOUTH KOREA’S DEMOCRACY

How South Korea moved with United States
encouragement into the family of democratic
nations, and the pivotal role played by Presi-
dent Kim, deserves reiteration.

In 1987, South Korea began a transition to
democracy after 26 years of military-domi-
nated governments. A new constitution was
adopted, and free elections for President and
a National Assembly subsequently were held.

President Kim Yong-sam had fought for a
democratic South Korea since the 1960’s. He
had endured constant harassments and peri-
ods of confinement from the military-domi-
nated regimes. Elected President in December
1992, Kim Yong-sam is the first South Korean
leader since 1961 from a purely civilian back-
ground.

STRENGTH OF UNITED STATES-REPUBLIC OF KOREA
SECURITY TIES

United States-Republic of Korea security re-
lations were forged in blood during the Korean
war and formally established in 1953. The
dedication of the Korean war memorial during
President Kim’s visit to Washington symbol-
izes the long, intimate United States-Republic
of Korea security relationship, including partici-
pation in the Korean and Vietnam wars.

The United States stations 37,000 troops in
South Korea as the embodiment of its defense
commitment to South Korea. These and other
United States forces stationed in the western
Pacific area are an essential element in main-
taining stability in the Asia-Pacific region and

in ensuring that North Korea will never dare to
attack the South.

THREAT POSED BY NORTH KOREA

At present, our security relationship faces its
strongest test in dealing with the nuclear
threat posed by North Korea. South Korea has
supported the United States-North Korean
agreed framework despite the mixed impact
the agreed framework has on North Korea-
South Korea relations and the security situa-
tion on the Korean peninsula. This commit-
ment includes up to $3 billion to finance the
light-water reactor project.

Analysts contend that North Korea views the
agreed framework as a window of opportunity
to isolate South Korea diplomatically, divide
South Korea and the United States, and draw
the United States into a bilateral peace agree-
ment. I am committed to seeing that this does
not happen. This issue has been addressed in
House Joint Resolution 83, the first legislation
reported out by the Subcommittee on Asia and
the Pacific since I became chairman in Janu-
ary. The resolution has been reported out fa-
vorably by the full House International Rela-
tions Committee.

I am confident that this statement of con-
gressional policy can materially assist the ad-
ministration in removing any illusions that
North Korea might entertain about American
determination to demand full adherence to the
essential provisions of the accord—if they
properly use this expression of congressional
views.

UNITED STATES-SOUTH KOREAN TRADE RELATIONS

South Korea has grown during the past dec-
ade as a market for United States exports. In
recent years trade has become increasingly
more balanced. Between 1985 and the end of
1994 United States exports tripled to $18 bil-
lion, while our imports of South Korean goods
doubled. The United States had a relatively
small $2 billion trade deficit with South Korea
in 1994 on total trade of $38 billion. Thus far
during 1995 the United States enjoys a sur-
plus.

South Korea has taken steps to remove
many barriers to imports and otherwise to im-
prove the environment for foreign trade and in-
vestment. During the past 5 years the Repub-
lic of Korea Government has significantly low-
ered import tariffs and has liberalized its im-
port licensing regime to permit a greater range
of products to enter the country unimpeded.

South Korea also has been one of the most
important countries supporting the 18-member
Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation [APEC] or-
ganization.

Problems remain in United States-South Ko-
rean economic relations, for instance in dis-
criminatory treatment of automobile imports,
and in the use of standards, certification, and
testing requirements to discriminate against
foreign goods, especially agricultural products.

Mr. Speaker, I remain persuaded that these
and other problems can be resolved and that
both our political, security, and economic ties
will continue to grow and flourish. It is a privi-
lege to play a role in welcoming President Kim
Yong-sam to Washington.

QUESTIONABLE NATIONAL FISH
AND WILDLIFE FOUNDATION
GRANTS AWARDED IN OREGON

HON. WES COOLEY
OF OREGON
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Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize the exhaustive and very profes-
sional research done by my constituents Bob
and Sharon Beck and the Oregon Cattlemen’s
Association regarding how environmental
groups receiving Federal funding engage in
political advocacy which threatens the survival
of ranchers and other public land users.

Oregon ranchers are painfully aware that
certain environmental groups have an agenda
which includes putting them out of business.
Unfortunately, Pacific Rivers Council and
Waterwatch of Oregon, Inc.—two of the more
radical and litigious of these groups—have re-
ceived substantial Federal grants from the Na-
tional Fish and Wildlife Foundation [NFWF].

Although NFWF maintains it places restric-
tions against grantees using Federal funds for
lobbying and litigation, at the very least these
Federal funds free up other resources for
these environmental groups to use for political
advocacy.

As my colleagues are well aware, this prob-
lem has extended far beyond the NFWF to
many other nonprofit groups that receive Fed-
eral funds. Representatives MCINTOSH,
ISTOOK, and EHRLICH have documented many
horror stories in this regard and intend to offer
an amendment to the Labor-HHS appropria-
tions bill to limit this abuse of taxpayers dol-
lars. I strongly support their efforts and hope
similar amendments are adopted to all appro-
priations bills.

Although I believe the NFWF should have
its Federal funding terminated, the Interior ap-
propriations bill—H.R. 1977—contained $4
million for the NFWF for fiscal year 1996.
However, I am encouraged that the committee
report—House Report 104–173—accompany-
ing this bill clearly states that fiscal year 1996
is the last year for Federal funding of NFWF.
It is imperative to ranchers like Bob and Shar-
on Beck that this Federal funding be termi-
nated as the committee report promises.

I would urge my colleagues to read the fol-
lowing articles from Beef Today, the Chicago
Tribune, and the Washington Times on how
Federal funds from the National Fish and
Wildlife Foundation are used for lobbying and
litigation by environmental groups.

[From Beef Today, June-July 1995]
WEST SIDE STORY

(By Patricia Peak Klintberg)
In the high country above Oregon’s Grande

Ronde Valley, an occasional spray of daf-
fodils or crocuses is all that remains of
homesteads now long gone. It is in the valley
below that one finds ranchers like Bob and
Sharon Beck, offspring of the hardiest pio-
neers.

Though they thrive in this emerald valley,
criss-crossed with creeks brim-full in spring,
the battle they fight today is just as dan-
gerous, and infinitely more complex, than
their ancestors’ struggles against the ele-
ments.

‘‘The agenda of some environmental groups
in this state is to put us out of business,’’
says a no-nonsense Sharon Beck.

The groups deny this charge. But the cu-
mulative effects of the litigation they
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