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the July 1993 trial was that Cooper had
shot Sammy Weaver. The committee
has actually retained several experts to
study the matter further.

Mr. Speaker, at the same time there
is an ongoing investigation into their
sworn testimonies regarding their role
at Ruby Ridge, Roderick and Cooper
were among the five marshals honored
last week.

Mr. Speaker, in addition, several places in
the Justice Department report deal with the
possibility of a Government cover-up. After the
gunfight, the surviving marshals were taken
away to recuperate. The authors of the report
stated that:

We question the wisdom of keeping the
marshals together for several hours while
awaiting interviews with the FBI. Isolating
them in that manner created the appearance
and generated allegations that they were
fabricating stories and colluding to cover-up
the true circumstances of the shootings.

Those are the Justice Department's words,
not mine.

But the Marshals Service does not appear
concerned with answering the Justice Depart-
ment's concerns or learning from this tragedy.
Marshals Service Director Eduardo Gonzalez
said when asked why the service waited so
long after the siege to announce the awards
that he “didn’t think it was appropriate” to hold
such a ceremony while the Senate was hold-
ing formal hearings into the incident. This tells
me that the director blatantly overlooked the
fact the Senate, like the Justice Department,
found fault with the actions of at least two of
the marshals he honored.

The bottom line is, Randy Weaver faced his
accusers, stood trial, and answered for the
only crime he was convicted of: failure to ap-
pear in court. While the Justice Department
and Congress determined through extensive
investigations that all the agencies involved
were guilty of some level of wrong-doing at
Ruby Ridge, precious little has been done to
ensure such massive errors in judgment do
not occur again.

Mr. Speaker, how our Government has
acted with regard to the tragedy at Ruby
Ridge, and in other similar instances has had,
and will continually have significant ramifica-
tions on how our people view our Govern-
ment, and how Federal law enforcement will
respond to the constitutional rights of citizens
in the future.

Mr. Speaker, the issue of how our Govern-
ment is maltreating its citizens while ignoring
the effects of its own unjust actions is very
much on the minds of millions of Americans.
They are asking how can it be possible that
people such as John Poszgai, a Hungarian
freedom fighter who escaped with his life and
settled in Pennsylvania, can end up being
sentenced to serve 6 years in a Federal peni-
tentiary because his cleaning up of an old
dump was considered a crime because it filled
in a wetland. They are wondering just where
our Government is placing its values when it
gives the highest commendation possible to
an individual for shooting a child in the back
as he is running to the comforting arms of his
father.

CUTS IN EDUCATION PROGRAMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
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woman from North Carolina [Mrs.
CLAYTON] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, we
talk much about education, but we do
not do very much. Consider these facts.
In 1949, for every $10 the Federal Gov-
ernment spent, $1 was spent for edu-
cation. For every $10 in 1949 that we
spent for education, $1 was spent for
education. Now, today, for every $10
that the Federal Government spends, a
little more than 1 dime—from 1949,
from $1 we have moved to 1 dime—is
spent for education.

Where are our priorities in edu-
cation? In 1949 America led the world
in educational achievement. Today
America trails nations like Europe and
Asia. We are behind those nations now,
perhaps because we failed to heed the
words of T.S. Eliot then. Eliot said in
1935, “Time present and time past are
both perhaps present in time future,
and time future is contained in time
past.” Let me repeat those profound
words of Eliot’s. “Time present and
time past are both perhaps present in
time future, and time future is con-
tained in time past.”

What did Eliot mean by that state-
ment? Let us examine the statement in
the context of education. It is incon-
sistent to talk about building the fu-
ture while tearing down the present.
Yet, Members in this House seem ready
to abandon education by making the
largest cut in American history, cuts
amounting to one-third of education
spending, cuts that are three times as
much as other cuts in their discre-
tionary budget, cuts with overall fund-
ing for the Department of Education
likely to be reduced by 25 percent.

In essence, for time present, in this
blind march, blind march to a balanced
budget, we want us to ignore time past.
But they are ignoring, as Eliot points
out, both times, present time and past,
and also they are ignoring our future.
More importantly, they are ignoring
Eliot’s conclusion that time future is
certainly contained in time past.

If we truly want to preserve the fu-
ture, we must, we must, first, not for-
get the past; and second, take care of
the present. That is what Eliot meant.
But we forget the past when we dis-
regard how much of our budget we
spent to make us a world power in edu-
cation: 10 percent in 1949, and now only
1.4 percent today. And we do not take
care in the present when we are prepar-
ing to further slice education so deep-
ly. We will also interfere with the fu-
ture of this Nation’s prosperity.

Instead of cutting the education
budget with regard to the impact of
those cuts, | would urge my colleagues
to go out from the comfort of these
halls and visit American schools. Go
see how those schools are. Many of
them are in disrepair. | have students
visiting me who have just left out of
the gallery who are in private schools,
and many of them have found that our
public schools do not give them the op-
portunity. We are not investing in our
education. Visit any of those schools in
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your district and see if you do not see
a need that we are failing to assist our
communities in meeting.

What will be the impact of these
massive education cuts on the future of
education for our young people? More
importantly, what will be the future of
this country if we continue to not in-
vest in education? What will these
working families do if their children
are not educated?

We say we believe in families, yet we
do not give them the very tools they
need. How will these students learn
when even more teachers are termi-
nated under the pressures of these se-
vere cuts? Already schools are receiv-
ing pink slips because they do not
know what their budgets will be. How
can they plan under the circumstances
of this continued resolution?

We talk about restoring family val-
ues. We talk about helping young peo-
ple. Yet, our actions are inconsistent
with what our words are. Recent na-
tional polls show that Americans over-
whelmingly support education and be-
lieve it should be the top priority of
this country.

The American people agree with
Eliot. Instead of a big tax cut for the
wealthy, we should put more money in
education for our children and for this
Nation’s prosperity. We must heed the
words of Eliot, as true today as they
were in 1935, and understand that the
present and past shape the future.
There can be no bright future without
a brilliant past and a clear present.

Mr. Speaker, we must stop these edu-
cation cuts and make sure that we se-
cure America’s future and our chil-
dren’s prosperity.
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS IMPLE-
MENTING IMPARTIALITY IN RE-

VIEW OF COMPLAINTS AGAINST
JUDGES AND REASONABLE AT-
TORNEY’'S FEES IN CAPITAL
CASES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. BRYANT] is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. BRYANT of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today in order to ex-
plain two bills | introduced today and
ask my colleagues for their support of
this legislation.

Both bills relate to judicial proce-
dure and are intended to help restore
the public’s confidence in that branch
of our Federal Government. Today,
when citizens distrust their govern-
ment to the degree that we are seeing,
it is imperative that we take reason-
able steps to promote public confidence
in our form of Government that is set
forth in the Constitution.

We must always remember that we
do not legislate in a vacuum. The laws
we pass have consequences. Our Gov-
ernment processes have consequences.
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