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the time,’’ Mr. Nelson says. He believes the
answer is yes, but adds that when hurricane
season starts each June, ‘‘I become very reli-
gious.’’

f
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OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 16, 1996

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
take this opportunity to pay tribute to one of
Long Island’s great police chiefs. After 32
years of service to the Southold Police Depart-
ment, Police Chief Stanley Droskoski retired in
May. At the age of 63, Chief Droskoski has
spent the last three decades serving his
neighbors and his town with unwavering dedi-
cation and pride.

A graduate of Greenport High School, Chief
Droskoski grew up on his family’s farm in Ori-
ent. In 1964, he took the police examination
and became a patrolman on the town force.
Mr. Droskoski rose through the ranks from pa-
trolman, to detective, to sergeant, and then
lieutenant before taking over the department’s
top office in 1991.

I would like to extend my most heartfelt
thanks and appreciation to Chief Droskoski for
his dedication to public safety.
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Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, the much pub-
licized Clinton administration cancellation of
the U.S. entry visa for President Ernesto
Samper of Colombia, because of his cam-
paign’s link with drug trafficking moneys, is a
symbolic public gesture in the battle against il-
licit drugs.

However, while it is a welcome message
against those who deal with or are influenced
by the drug traffickers, the actions critically
needed from this administration in the war on
drugs, are much more important than merely
revoking one visa.

Meanwhile, in our fight against the drug traf-
fickers and their guerrilla allies in the most im-
portant drug producing nation in the world, Co-
lombia, and other producing or transit nations
around the globe, this administration has to do
much more.

Illicit drugs have cost our society billions of
dollars each and every year in crime, violence,
incarceration, health care, lost productivity,
and lost lives, especially our young people.

Revoking one visa in a nation like Colombia,
is tantamount to providing a cup of water to
fight a raging fire, when the local fire depart-
ment has no equipment.

We must also provide the dedicated and
courageous men and women of the Colom-
bian national police, who have suffered more
than 3,000 casualties in their real war, the
equipment and supplies they need. We must
aid them in waging the true battle against the
traffickers, and their guerrilla supporters on the
ground, who protect and support the cocaine
labs and the air strips for processing and mov-

ing this poison eventually north to our cities,
streets, and schools.

The differences between these guerrillas
and the drug traffickers they protect, is difficult
to distinguish. While the Colombian national
police have taken down the Cali cartel leader-
ship and killed many of its key figures, it has
not been cost free. They have lost many men,
planes, and helicopters shot down in the
deadly struggle, while our State Department
bureaucracy has acted like this was just an-
other foreign aid account service, if and when,
it suits them.

Only when we treat this struggle like the
real war that it is, and we provide those willing
to fight the battle with us, the tools to do the
job, can the United States be seen as serious
by taking the fight to the traffickers in this
deadly struggle. It is in our national interest to
fight this struggle abroad, before this corrosive
poison reaches our shores and costs much
more of our Nation’s treasure, and the lives of
so many of our people, especially our youth.

We in the Congress have had to push very
hard for many months in order to get six re-
placement helicopters for Colombia for those
shot down or crashed in battles with the traf-
fickers or the use of the highly professional
Colombian National Police.

These much needed excess U.S. Army Viet-
nam era helicopters, which our own military no
longer needs, and older than many of the Co-
lombia police pilots who fly them, are vital
tools in the struggle against the narco-guerril-
las.

While the six Hueys finally arrived in early
June, although late for the guerrillas’ annual
spring offensive, they were promptly, effec-
tively used in seizing large quantities of nar-
cotics, and medevacing out the wounded from
the battlefield in this deadly struggle being
waged in Colombia today.

The Clinton administration has rolled back
the source and transit resources efforts in
favor of attempting to win a war by treating the
wounded here at home. Supplying nearly $3
billion dollars annually for drug treatment pro-
grams in many cases, which at best produces
limited results, while neglecting the source and
transit nations, is a prescription for failure.

Just a little of that $3 billion from treatment
moneys properly placed in key nations like
Colombia, will help drive drug prices up and
purity levels down, as was the case in the
Reagan/Bush eras where waging a real—not
symbolic—war, reduced monthly cocaine use
by nearly 80 percent, from 5.5 million users
down to 1.3 million users each month. It is
doubtful that all those treatment moneys will
produce anywhere near that almost 80 percent
success rate.

With the soaring drug use we are once
again witnessing here at home, especially
among the young, and our newest drug czar,
having already abandoned the analogy of ‘‘a
drug war’’, focusing primarily instead on the
drug users and treating the wounded, we need
more effective action. A real war must be
waged against drugs, or we will face another
lost generation to the evils of illicit narcotics.
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Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to offer alternative legislation with the
ranking minority member of the Resources
Committee, Mr. GEORGE MILLER, and Mr. BILL
RICHARDSON of New Mexico, to the Indian
Child Welfare Act [ICWA]. In May of this year,
the House narrowly passed H.R. 3286, which
contained amendments to the ICWA. Tribal
representatives opposed title III of that bill and
have worked with Congresswoman PRYCE to
reach an agreement on alternative legislation
to ICWA. I want to thank Congresswoman
PRYCE for her efforts to reach a compromise
on ICWA. I want to also thank all the tribes for
their efforts and important input on legislation
which has an affect on Indian families and
Alaska Native and American Indian children.

After the May vote, tribal representatives
met in Tulsa, OK, to reach a consensus to ad-
dress the concerns expressed by the authors
of title III of H.R. 3286. This legislation pro-
vides for notice to tribes for voluntary adop-
tions, terminations of parental rights, and fos-
ter care proceedings. It provides for time lines
for tribal intervention in voluntary cases and
provides criminal sanctions to discourage
fraudulent practices in Indian adoptions. Addi-
tionally, it clarifies the limits on withdrawal of
parental consent to adoptions. The proposal
provides for open adoptions in States where
State law prohibits them and clarifies tribal
courts authority to declare children wards of
the tribal court. In addition, it states that attor-
neys and public and private agencies have a
duty to inform Indian parents of their rights
under ICWA, and provides for tribal member-
ship certification in adoptions. These reforms
resolve the ambiguities in current law which
resulted in needless litigation, and have dis-
rupted Indian adoption placements without re-
ducing this country’s commitment to protect
native American families and promote the best
interest of native children.

Mr. Speaker, all of the provisions contained
in this bill have been tentatively embraced by
the Department of Justice, the Department of
the Interior, Jane Gorman, the attorney for the
Rost family, and the American Academy of
Adoption Attorneys, the proponents of title III
of H.R. 3286. I know that they and others are
sincere in their concern about litigation which
has delayed a few adoptions. But ICWA is not
the problem. The Rost case is a sad and trag-
ic case. But it was caused by an attorney who
tried to cover up the natural parent’s tribal
membership and purposefully avoided check-
ing with the grandparents and extended family
of the children to see if the family was avail-
able to adopt these children. The sad part is
that this attorney did not violate the law, but
he inflicted untold sorrow on the Rosts, the
grandparents of the children, and ultimately on
the children themselves. This proposed legis-
lation will impose criminal sanctions on attor-
neys who violate ICWA requirements in the
adoption of a native child. In closing, I believe
we have acceptable legislation which will pro-
tect the interests of adoptive parents, native
extended families, and most importantly, Alas-
ka Native and American Indian children.


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-15T11:04:31-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




