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Members, the gentleman from Mont-
gomery County, PA, JON FOX, and oth-
ers who are joining with us in making
this statement.

Mr. Speaker, I would encourage our
colleagues to join with us tonight and
tomorrow in supporting House Concur-
rent Resolution 118, to send the right
message from this body as to where we
stand in terms of full support for a de-
cision that many of us oppose, but now
must show that the troops will not be
shortchanged when it comes to protect-
ing their lives and their well-being.
f
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FORT BRAGG ATTACKS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JONES). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from North
Carolina [Mrs. CLAYTON] is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, today I
wrote a letter to Attorney General
Janet Reno, and I would like to share
its contents with my colleagues. I
wrote:

I am certain you have heard about the
slaying of an African-American couple by
three Caucasian soldiers from Fort Bragg in
Fayetteville, North Carolina.

These senseless slayings were apparently
random, inasmuch as the slain couple was
merely walking along a Fayetteville street
and the three accused soldiers did not know
them. The incident, however, raises new
questions about the presence of radical and
extreme groups within the United States
military.

I must, therefore, urge that a thorough
Justice and Defense Department investiga-
tion be undertaken.

At least one of the three soldiers held
white supremacist views and was known to
display a Nazi flag over his barracks bed and
to keep a 9mm handgun in his locker. I un-
derstand that a bomb-making manual was
also found in his room. More disturbingly,
all of the suspects appear to be members of
a right-wing group called the ‘‘Special
Forces Underground,’’ which publishes a
magazine called the ‘‘Resister.’’

Members of this group have been seen
wearing black boots with white laces, red
suspenders flight jackets and chains, an un-
official uniform.

I also understand from news sources that
the accused soldiers engaged the
unsuspecting couple, harassed them and
when the couple responded, they were both
shot in the head, assassination style.

The brutal and random nature of the
slayings has sent a chill throughout Fayette-
ville and has left many residents puzzled, be-
wildered and greatly concerned.

Beyond concern, however, are the many
questions that are left in the wake of this
terrible incident, questions that can only be
answered through an official inquiry. We
must learn how widespread is the member-
ship of this group.

Is the group confined to Fort Bragg or is it
organized in other locations in the Army or
other branches of the military? Were superi-
ors at Fort Bragg aware of the activity of
this group?

Did these superiors have any advance
warning of this group’s violent tendencies
and could their response have been more
swift and effective enough to avoid these
killings? If they did not have advance warn-
ing or knowledge, why didn’t they?

And, are there legitimate policies and
practices missing that could discourage
these groups? Has the Army worked with
local law enforcement and local government
to gather intelligence on such groups?

Again, I urge you to take whatever steps
are necessary to insure that a Justice and
Defense Department investigation is under-
taken and that members of Congress are in-
formed of the results of that investigation.

I look forward to hearing from you soon.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to insert
the letter into the RECORD.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, December 12, 1995.
Hon. JANET RENO,
Attorney General of the United States,
U.S. Department of Justice, Washington, DC.

DEAR ATTORNEY GENERAL RENO: I am cer-
tain you have heard about the slaying of an
African-American couple by three Caucasian
soldiers from Fort Bragg in Fayetteville,
North Carolina. These senseless slayings
were apparently random, inasmuch as the
slain coupe was merely walking along a Fay-
etteville street and the three accused sol-
diers did not know them. The incident, how-
ever, raises new questions about the presence
of radical and extreme groups within the
United States military. I must, therefore,
urge that a thorough Justice and Defense
Department investigation be undertaken.

At least one of the three soldiers held
white supremacist views and was known to
display a Nazi flag over his barracks bed and
to keep a 9mm handgun in his locker. I un-
derstand that a bomb-making manual was
also found in his room. More disturbingly,
all of the suspects appear to be members of
a right-wing group called the ‘‘Special
Forces Underground,’’ which publishes a
magazine called the ‘‘Resister.’’ Members of
this group have been seen wearing black
boots with white laces, red suspenders, flight
jackets and chains, an unofficial uniform.

I also understand from news sources that
the accused soldiers engaged the
unsuspecting couple, harassed them and
when the couple responded, they were both
shot, in the head, assassination style. The
brutal and random nature of the slayings has
sent a chill throughout Fayetteville and has
left many residents puzzled, bewildered and
greatly concerned.

Beyond concern, however, are the many
questions that are left in the wake of this
terrible incident, questions that can only be
answered through an official inquiry. We
must learn how widespread is the member-
ship of this group. Is the group confined to
Fort Bragg or is it organized in other loca-
tions in the Army or other branches of the
military? Were superiors at Fort Bragg
aware of the activity of this group? Did these
superiors have any advance warning of this
group’s violent tendencies and could their re-
sponse have been more swift and effective
enough to avoid these killings? If they did
not have advance warning or knowledge, why
didn’t they? And, are there legitimate poli-
cies and practices missing that could dis-
courage these groups? Has the Army worked
with local law enforcement and local govern-
ment to gather intelligence on such groups?

Again, I urge you to take whatever steps
are necessary to insure that a Justice and
Defense Department investigation is under-
taken and that members of Congress are in-
formed of the results of that investigation. I
look forward to hearing from you soon.

Thank you for your consideration and co-
operation.

Sincerely,
EVA M. CLAYTON,

Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. RIGGS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. RIGGS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]
f

SALUTES TO KWEISI MFUME AND
SHIMON PERES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FOX] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to join my colleagues in
making a salute to Congressman
KWEISI MFUME, a man of great compas-
sion, a great colleague, a champion for
civil rights, a man of passion, integrity
and resolve who is accepting the new
position of head of the NAACP here in
the United States. As its new leader, he
will take the NAACP to new heights of
accomplishment because of his
strength of character, his compassion
for others, and his dedication to prin-
ciple. We all wish him well in his new
position.

I would also like to make a salute to
Shimon Peres who gave a very stirring
speech today before a joint session of
Congress. I had the opportunity to
meet with now the prime minister,
then the foreign minister of Israel this
summer in a special congressional dele-
gation visit, only to see his leadership,
his vision, his perseverance, his love of
Israel and his love of America.

As Prime Minister Shimon Peres said
today, he was speaking of his fallen
comrade Yitzhak Rabin, he said they
‘‘were always firm believers in the
greatness of America, in the ethnic
generosity inherent in our history and
our people. For us, the United States of
America is a commitment to values be-
fore an expression of might.’’

He continued by stating that Israel is
a small land, 47 years old, but 4000
years deep in history. Before coming
here to the United States, Prime Min-
ister Peres visited King Hussein. They
discussed the possibilities of trans-
forming the Jordan River Valley which
is, in fact, an elongated, extended
desert into a Tennessee Valley. He then
met with President Mubarak of Egypt
in a highly congenial atmosphere. They
agreed to put aside bitter memories
and to postpone certain disputed issues
for a future date.

He finally met with Chairman Arafat
of the PLO and his expression of condo-
lence had the ring of a sincere desire
for peace.

What is next for Israel? Peace with
Syria and Lebanon, the two remaining
adversaries on Israel’s borders. Peace
with these two countries may well
prove to be the greatest contribution
to the construction of a new Middle
East peace.

In Shimon Peres’ own words, he said
the following:

Nothing would capture the imagination of
young people everywhere than a gathering
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of, say, 20 Middle East leaders, all of us
standing together with you, our American
friends and others and declaring the end of
the war, the end of the conflict, thereby car-
rying the message to our forefathers and to
our grandchildren that we are again, all of
us, the sons and daughters of Abraham, liv-
ing in a tent of peace. We shall tell them to-
gether, as partners, we are going to build a
new Middle East, a modern economy, that we
are going to raise the standard of living, not
the standard of violence, that we are going
to introduce light and hope to our peoples
and their destinies.

Remember the peace rally at Tel
Aviv just weeks ago, where we had
Yitzhak Rabin die. The singer, not the
song was killed. Though Prime Min-
ister Yitzhak Rabin has died, the
dream lives on. For those who believe
in a lasting peace for the Middle East
and peace across this world, the people
of Israel, the people of the United
States and the people who believe in
Shimon Peres, that he, in fact, is the
one who can carry forward in Israel
and to work with world leaders like our
President and this Congress, we say
God bless him on this mission.
f

THE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. AN-
DREWS] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to begin tonight by adding my
voice to those who praised the col-
league who spoke here a few minutes
ago, Mr. MFUME. This institution will
be impoverished by his departure, but I
am certain that his country will be en-
riched by his continuing service at the
NAACP, a different kind of service, the
same ideals he has served us. Please let
my voice be added to the record to
those who say we will miss him.

Mr. Speaker, as the country watches
our continuing debate about the bal-
anced budget, I wanted to say a few
words tonight about why a balanced
budget is so important beyond Wash-
ington bookkeeping or Federal finan-
cial statistics. We spent most of our
time the last couple of weeks talking
about how best to balance the budget.
I would firmly stand with those who
believe that we can do so without forc-
ing a part B premium on our senior
citizens Medicare or by taking reading
teachers out of our public school and
private school classrooms or without
undercutting our ability to protect and
enforce our environmental laws. To-
night I would like to talk about why it
is so important to balance the budget
in terms of the workaday life and fam-
ily budgets of people all across our
country.

I represent an awful lot of people who
are struggling an awful lot in 1995, peo-
ple who are unemployed, people who
are barely employed, who are strug-
gling at or just above the minimum
wage to try to pay their bills with very
little help from the government that
assembles here. People who are woe-
fully underemployed, who are making

70 or 80 percent of what their family
budgets require. People who are em-
ployed but who feel that their employ-
ment is hanging by a very thin thread,
that they may be the next victim of a
corporate downsizing or a massive lay-
off. People who are retired, who
thought that they were going to be
able to get by on whatever they had in
the bank when they retired, plus their
Social Security and, if they had a pen-
sion, plus their pension, who have
found that those assumptions really do
not work for them anymore and they
are still in real trouble.

There are people who have never been
employed who went to college, went to
school, got their job training, got their
education and cannot find that first job
that puts them on the path to a suc-
cessful career. How does a balanced
budget affect each one of these people?

I would suggest that it affects us, Mr.
Speaker, in four ways: First, every dol-
lar that the Federal Government bor-
rows to run its operation from the sav-
ings pool of this country is $1 less that
an employer, an entrepreneur, a busi-
ness person has to start a new product,
expand his or her business, and hire
more people. Every dollar Uncle Sam
borrows to meet the payroll is a dollar
that cannot go to generating new pay-
roll in companies and employers across
this country. It is that simple.

Second, every time we pile up an-
other dollar of debt, we have to spend
more money to service that debt, just
like if, Mr. Speaker, we raised the
amount we owe on our credit cards in
our family budget, the amount we have
to pay toward that credit card each
month continues to rise and rise and
rise. This year it is in excess of $200 bil-
lion, almost $300 billion by some ac-
countings, just interest on the national
debt. What else could we buy with that
money if we did not have this huge
debt?

We could fully fund Head Start so
that every child in this country who is
eligible would be in a proper child care
program. We would not have to worry
about cutting back on Pell grants or
student loans because there would be
ample money for that. We could give a
significant income tax reduction to ev-
eryone across the country with that
money or perhaps, most importantly,
we could start paying down the na-
tional debt that has been accumulated
over here for such a long time.

Every time we send a dollar to pay,
or a bond for this borrowed money, it is
a dollar we are not spending on edu-
cation or the environment or our mili-
tary or health care or veterans pro-
grams or something for children. It is a
mistake.

Third, the Federal deficit as it grows,
continues to rise and put pressure up
on interest rates. That means that
every time someone buys a car or takes
out a mortgage or makes a purchase on
their credit card, it costs them more
than it otherwise would. As the supply
of money stays the same but the de-
mand for money goes up because of

Government borrowing, the price goes
up. It is the law of supply and demand.
Not even the House of Representatives
can repeal that law. It forces interest
rates up and forces the costs for family
budgets up. We would all be better off
if it did not happen.

Finally and perhaps most impor-
tantly, we have developed a psychology
of borrowing. In my opinion, it is an ir-
responsible and immoral psychology of
borrowing that says that we can give
out benefits today. We can spend
money today and pass the cost along to
future generations in the form of a
lower standard of living, higher taxes,
jeopardized Social Security benefits
and a lower level of Government serv-
ices.

That is not fair. It is disingenuous
and it is wrong.

In the days and weeks ahead, let us
work together. Let us find the common
ground, and let us finally balance the
Federal budget.
f

ON EDUCATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from California
[Mr. CUNNINGHAM] is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to go through this special
order tonight on education. I would
like to cover some of the myths, some
of the truths, some of the other, basi-
cally the good, bad, and the ugly of the
program.

First of all, I covered a little bit of it
the other night when we split up, with
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DORNAN], talking about Bosnia, but I
would like to reexamine some of the
figures. First of all, the Federal Gov-
ernment provides only 7 percent of the
funding for education. Let me repeat
that. The Federal Government provides
only 7 percent of the education. The
other 93 percent is paid for by State
revenues.

Now, of that 7 percent that goes
down, less than 25 cents on every dollar
that we send back here to Washington,
less than 25 cents on a dollar goes back
and down to the classroom. Why? Be-
cause of the bureaucracy that eats up
the dollars in between. So it is a very
inefficient system.

When people talk about Head Start
and Goals 2000 and some of the better
programs, it would be much better to
get a better return on the dollar at the
State level and provide those systems
without the Federal intrusion.
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Now, also that 7 percent that the
Federal Government sends down to the
States, that 7 percent takes over 50
percent of the rules and regulations to
the States and the schools. Only 7 per-
cent requires over 50 percent of all the
State rules and regulations. It requires
75 percent of all the paperwork that a
State has to do.
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