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TWENTY YEARS OF INVALUABLE

SERVICE—CONGRATULATIONS TO
SERRA CENTER

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 20, 1995

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate the Serra Center, a non-profit or-
ganization located in Fremont, in California’s
13th Congressional District. This month Serra
is celebrating its’ 20th anniversary of serving
adults with mental retardation.

The Serra Center was founded in 1975 by
a group of parents in the community, because
there were no programs available to provide
individualized care for their family members
with mental retardation.

The goals of Serra Center are to empower
individuals with mental retardation and give
them the opportunity for independence and
productivity; to help them achieve their maxi-
mum potential in the least restrictive environ-
ment consistent with their needs; and to inte-
grate each person into the community with a
sense of dignity and well-being. Services pro-
vided include training in household skills such
as cooking, cleaning and money management;
development of skills leading to employment;
training in community skills such as how to
use public transportation, libraries, and pay
phones; recreation programs, and in-home
support as needed.

Serra was dedicated on September 14,
1975, and began by serving 19 people in its
residential program. In 1976, the Serra Center
opened it doors with five on campus resi-
dences and an administration building. The or-
ganization has continued to grow, and now, in
its 20th year of operation, the Serra Center
has residential facilities for 57 people and pro-
vides services to 93 people living in their own
homes and apartments in the Fremont com-
munity.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to recognize the
Serra Center on its 20th anniversary. I hope
you and my colleagues will join me in con-
gratulating the members of this organization
who, 20 years ago, recognized a need in our
community and have been working tirelessly
to fill it ever since. I wish Serra the best and
look forward to working with this organization
for the next 20 years.
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IN HONOR OF CAPT. SHINTA
ASAMI

HON. STEPHEN HORN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 20, 1995

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, I join with the Long
Beach, CA, maritime community in conveying
the deepest respect and appreciation for Capt.
Shinta Asami’s many years of dedicated serv-
ice to the economic growth of California and
our Nation. As chairman and chairman emeri-
tus of the International Transportation Service,
Inc. [ITS], and as a good citizen of our com-
munity, he has been a most constructive
force.

Captain Asami has been a maritime industry
leader for over a half century and has spent
the last 25 years at the port of Long Beach in

the 38th Congressional District. During the last
decade and a half, he has expanded and im-
proved the terminal while adding facilities else-
where in California, Washington, and New Jer-
sey. Until recently, ITS was the only container
terminal on the west coast to offer on-dock rail
capability, with cargo boxes being loaded di-
rectly from ship to rail, thus improving the air
purity by eliminating much of the truck traffic
on the Los Angeles area’s highways. Captain
Asami worked diligently to establish this sys-
tem and is now affectionately known as the
‘‘Father of On-Dock Rail.’’

I salute Captain Asami for his many con-
tributions to our area and for his longstanding
leadership in the California maritime commu-
nity.
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STATEMENT OF CONGRESSWOMAN
SHEILA JACKSON-LEE REGARD-
ING THE PLANNED REPUBLICAN
CHANGES TO MEDICAID

HON. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 20, 1995

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Mr. Sepaker, the Re-
publican majority of this Congress has re-
vealed its plan to decimate Medicaid less than
24 hours before the start of markup and voting
activities were to begin in the House Com-
merce Committee. Without one single public
hearing, Republicans are attempting to cut
$182 billion from a program which millions of
low-income working people and poor people
depend upon for the most basic of medical
services.

Good public policy takes something there
is * * * Republican plan, I think my col-
leagues and I would be remiss if we did not
demand, for ourselves and those we rep-
resent, time to study the repercussions of
such a far reaching plan. Indeed, this plan
does more to Medicaid than their plan will to
Medicare, and they are proposing at least one
day of hearings for it.

I can not but but believe that my cohorts
across the aisle had nothing but good inten-
tions when they and the thirty Republican gov-
ernors crafted this plan. However, I must take
issue with many parts of it which leave vulner-
able many people who have no other means
of medical support. This plan attempts to pro-
vide states with flexibility in how they may use
their Medicaid funds. However, in attempting
to do so, they have stripped the Federal gov-
ernment of its ability to protect the poor and
the old, precisely those who need both protec-
tion and health care the most. Congress can
no longer specify minimum requirements of
health care. The states must do that. Con-
gress can no longer specify eligibility require-
ments. The states must do that. Congress can
no longer specify quality standards or guide-
lines. The states must do that. I believe that
this plan is asking too much of the states.

The first point I take issue with is that of eli-
gibility. Under the plan before the Commerce
Committee, individual entitlement to medical
assistance would be abolished for all popu-
lations. That spells disaster for healthcare for
the needy across the nation. Furthermore, the
plan earmarks a certain percentage of the
states’ plans for pregnant women and chil-
dren, disabled people under 65 and elderly

people, but the plan does not exactly define
the requirements of eligibility within these
groups.

Then there is the issue of access to
healthcare. Within the plan, the States’ ability
to require beneficiary cost-sharing is almost
unlimited—except for families below 100% of
poverty that include either a pregnant woman
or child—and elderly and disabled enrollees
could be required to pay large premiums,
deductibles and copayments. This version of
cost-sharing reduces necessary utilization of
services among low income populations. As a
result, these requirements would effectively re-
strict beneficiaries’ access to much needed
health services.

The Republican party shields itself behind
false and misleading statements regarding
Medicaid, always blaming the poor for Medic-
aid’s problems. Yet, current protections pre-
venting impoverishment of the spouses or
sons and daughters and their families to care
for those needing long term care are gone.
There would be no guarantee that spouses of
nursing home residents would be able to re-
tain enough monthly income to remain in the
community. The Republicans are allowing,
under their plan, families to go broke while try-
ing to care for their elderly members seems
slightly hypocritical.

The lack of specification of standards with
respect to delivery systems is in my opinion,
criminal in its neglect and thoughtlessness.
This plan does not include quality standards,
or general quality guidelines, for capitated
managed care plans. The Federal Govern-
ment is prevented from enforcing current ac-
cess standards, such as physician to patient
ratios as well as time and distance require-
ments. Finally, the ability of states to contract
with managed care plans for services, case
management, or coordination would be com-
pletely unfettered which could result in the re-
emergence of ‘‘Medicaid mills’’. This lack of
accountability concerns me a great deal. I
worry about all the unprotected older Ameri-
cans who will be left naked and defenseless
against the bean-counting efficiency experts of
state governments and healthcare providers.

Not only does this plan cheat the young, el-
derly and disabled, but it also finds a way to
inflict its suffering on the special populations of
this country. Regardless of one’s feelings to-
wards undocumented workers, can anyone
declare that those merely searching for a bet-
ter life should be denied emergency services
for the simple crime of not having been born
a United States citizen? I think not. With re-
gard to Native Americans, states would no
longer be required to pay for services in IHS
facilities. This country owes a certain debt to
the Native peoples of this land, and I believe
we should not forget or abrogate that respon-
sibility.

Program integrity is indeed addressed in the
GOP plan. Their version requires states to op-
erate fraud control units to investigate and
prosecute fraud, abuse and neglect of bene-
ficiaries, but it does not provide funding to do
so. If I am not mistaken, this is an unfunded
state mandate, is it not?

Amongst many other things, the public
needs to know that this revolutionary plan has
language which says that ‘‘No person’’–mean-
ing beneficiary, doctor, hospital or private
health plan—shall have a basis to sue a state
for failing to comply with Federal Medicaid
statues or the terms of the state’s Medicaid



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE 1818 September 20, 1995
program. Thus, this plan has stripped not only
the Federal government of its ability to protect
beneficiaries, but has also stripped the bene-
ficiaries any means of protecting themselves.
Once again, the questions about accountability
must be asked and answered.

Under the Republican plan, Texas will loose
over $11 billion during the next seven years
and I have been told by public healthcare pro-
viders in my district that these cuts will cause
great harm to the people they serve. These
providers are concerned about having to close
neighborhood clinics which administer preven-
tive and primary care. They are concerned
that the fiscal burden of caring for the poorer
people of my district will increasingly fall upon
the shoulders of the area taxpayers. They are
worried that they will have to turn away the
children they have sworn to help. And it is for
these reasons that I am worried.
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CELEBRATING THE CAREER OF
NORMAN MINETA

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR.
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 20, 1995

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor my good friend and distinguished col-
league, Congressman NORMAN MINETA of Cali-
fornia’s 15th Congressional District. I will re-
member his service to this body as thoughtful,
prolific, and endearing.

After operating an insurance business with
his father in the 1960’s, he became increas-
ingly active in the Japanese-American commu-
nity of San Jose, and the Japanese-American
Citizens League in particular. His passion for
public service took off from there. He served
as a member of San Jose’s Human Relations
Commission, then moved on to the city’s
housing organization. After some time with the
city council, he was elected mayor of San
Jose in 1971 at a time when the city’s popu-
lation was exploding. It was during these
years that MINETA’s command of substance
and service to the common good made his
destiny at the national level certain.

Representative MINETA has served in Con-
gress since 1974 and devoted himself to a
sound economy through Government and the
defense of the disadvantaged. There are sev-
eral elements of his career as a legislator that
I would like to highlight today, some of which
are particularly timely in this Congress.

In the 102d Congress, in the face of a hos-
tile president. Congressman MINETA led the
fight for the successful passage of the Inter-
modal Surface Transportation Infrastructure
Act of 1991, the single most important piece of
transportation legislation passed by Congress
in decades. This 6-year bill authorized $151

billion for the construction of highways, for
highway safety programs and for revitalizing
mass-transit throughout America. Committed
to both an active Government and a respon-
sible private sector, MINETA responded to pro-
posed cuts in Government departments by de-
claring: ‘‘What sense does it make to reduce
transportation investments that build our econ-
omy?’’

Congressman MINETA’s interests and con-
cerns were truly broad. In 1993, he authored
a bill that designated may 1993 and May 1994
as ‘‘National Trauma Awareness Month.’’ Two
other bills he wrote expanded the Air and
Space Museum and the Natural History Mu-
seum of the Smithsonian. All of these became
law. He also applied his energy and intellect to
minority health issues. As Chair of the Con-
gressional Asian-Pacific-American Caucus, he
spoke for the Disadvantaged Minority Health
Improvement Act Reauthorization last year.
During that debate, he noted ‘‘the problem of
discrimination in our Nation’s health care sys-
tem is a major one,’’ and outlined how the bill
would remedy this crisis, especially for geo-
graphically isolated minorities.

On matters related to the Judiciary Commit-
tee, we stood side-by-side often, supporting
the assault weapons ban, and protecting ac-
cess to abortion clinics last year. This spring,
following his introduction with myself and Con-
gressman MOORHEAD of a resolution urging
China to enforce its intellectual property laws,
NORMAN traveled through Asia with myself and
others on a Judiciary Committee trip inves-
tigating such concerns. His wife Danealia’s
charm and style proved an asset too on that
excursion.

Some might list his ascension to the chair-
manship of the Public Works Committee in the
103d Congress as the crowing achievement of
his career; in fact, he was the first Asian-
American to chair a major committee. But I
would list a different accomplishment that I
have a great admiration for, and that I think he
has a sound sense of pride: his legislation
providing reparations for Japanese-Americans
held in prisons during World War Two.

Rooted in his own traumatic experience as
a child in an ‘‘internment camp’’ in Wyoming
during the war, MINETA authored legislation
that the 100th Congress passed that provided
$20,000 each to the 60,000 surviving victims
of those concentration camps, and even more
importantly, a formal apology from the U.S.
Government.

I share his belief that institutional or govern-
mental memory consisting of documents, ar-
chives, and transcripts cannot be the sole
guardian of the past. I believe that history is
too important to leave to this kind of memory
because institutions can choose what they
want to forget, like the internment camps of
slavery of African-Americans. Institutions also
have weak mechanisms for providing an ele-

ment of moral reflection to history. Many peo-
ple do not know that the American Govern-
ment has never officially acknowledged slav-
ery. Together, we sponsored a bill for repara-
tions for African-Americans, H.R. 891, to have
the Government do just that. In a way, this bill
forces a moral judgment into an official history
of something that has been forgotten and de-
nied for centuries. Because of his work for
reparations for Japanese-Americans, he was
always enthusiastic about exploring the mean-
ing and broad implications of reparations.

I will miss his insight on reparations, intel-
lectual property, health care and many other
issues. I wish him the best of success in his
private endeavors, and I feel honored to have
served with him.
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SUPPORTING A DISPUTE
RESOLUTION IN CYPRUS

HON. DAVID E. BONIOR
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 20, 1995

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support
of House Concurrent Resolution 42, a resolu-
tion calling for the demilitarization of Cyprus.

On July 20, 1974, Turkish troops invaded
Cyprus and began a military occupation.
Today, 35,000 Turkish troops still remain on
Cyprus. They occupy one-third of the island.
In a chilling reminder of the Berlin Wall, a
barbed wire fence known as the Green Line
cuts across Cyprus, separating thousands of
Greek Cypriots from the towns and commu-
nities in which their families have lived for
generations.

As a result of the invasion 21 years ago,
thousands of people were killed, more than
200,000 people were expelled from their
homes, and today, more than 1,600 remain
missing—including 5 Americans.

Instead of helping us to locate the missing
and enter negotiations aimed toward unity and
freedom for Cypriots, Turkey today continues
to keep troops on the island.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution calls for the
troops to be withdrawn from Cyprus and urges
compliance with United Nations resolutions on
the issue, which Turkey has thus far refused
to do. I am proud to join many of my col-
leagues as a cosponsor of the resolution and
applaud its passage.

Over the past few years, we have witnessed
tremendous changes around the world—the
fall of the Berlin Wall, the beginning of rec-
onciliation in the Middle East, and the end of
apartheid. It is my sincere hope that soon we
will be able to add Cyprus to that list of places
where peace and freedom have triumphed.
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