
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2762 May 5, 1998
In closing, I do want to point out to all Mem-

bers that this resolution is just that—a resolu-
tion. We as a Congress should be committing
ourselves to providing the assistance and di-
rective to providing the assistance and direc-
tion to solve the problems of illegal drug use.
I will vote to support this resolution and I urge
others to do so as well, but I would hope that
this Congress, and the Republican leadership
would begin to address the needs of our Na-
tion rather than grandstanding for the pur-
poses of election year politics. Mr. Speaker,
very simply, this Congress needs to act upon
solutions rather than resolutions.

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETER-
SON).

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAPPAS)
for bringing forth this resolution. I
strongly support it. It sends a clear,
unambiguous message about Congress’
commitment to removing drugs from
our schools. Never before has this mes-
sage been more urgently needed. And
that includes alcohol.

I believe drugs are the single greatest
threat facing our children. Drug usage
with the very young is exploding. More
kids are trying and using drugs than
ever before, and they are starting ear-
lier and earlier. Our schools, which
used to be a safe haven, are now becom-
ing a hostile territory because drugs
are available there.

I have a granddaughter in fourth
grade and granddaughter in eighth
grade. It is not a matter of are they
going to be exposed to drugs; it is how
often and by whom. Because they are
there, they have already been exposed.

Students in sixth and seventh grade
are deciding to smoke pot before they
drink beer. How did we get here? I be-
lieve throughout the 1990s, many lead-
ers and role models in the position to
set a good example have sent mixed
signals about whether drug use is
wrong.

Prominent national leaders have
trivialized their own drug use as if it
matters whether or not one inhales.
Hollywood celebrities have glorified
drugs, using them in the popular cul-
ture. And movies have been sending the
wrong message to our young people.
The behavior of many professional ath-
letes has suggested that it is okay as
long as they can get away with it.

This is why this resolution, and the
larger Republican agenda to make
America drug free, is so important.
With it, we draw a line in the sand.

A couple quick statistics. The pro-
portion of 12-year-olds who reported
having a peer on hard drugs increased
12 percent just last year alone. Na-
tional and State and local leaders must
send a strong, clear message to our
youth by an example.

Hollywood needs to divert from its
glorification of drugs to be against
drugs. Professional sport teams need to
put a line in the sand that says we are
going to make it clear that drug users
are not welcome on our teams. It is

time that American celebrities set the
example, and that includes all leaders,
local, State, and national.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as I said, in most of our
history, the control of drug abuse has
never been a Federal issue. This is only
very recent. This does not diminish
one’s concern. It is respecting the Con-
stitution. It is also emphasizing the
fact that the more we have centralized
our control and the more that we have
tried to enforce the thing at the na-
tional level, the worse the problem has
gotten.

I have many conservatives say we
have an educational problem, and all
they want to do is throw more money
at it. I cannot see how this is different.
Yes, we have a major problem. But it
gets worse, and all we do is throw more
money at it with exactly the same pro-
grams.

My goal today is just to suggest, just
to bring it to the Congress’ attention,
that possibly we are not doing the
right things. If we would ever come to
admitting that, then maybe we will not
have to suffer the abuse of how the war
on drugs goes awry.

For instance, we have had this war
on drugs, and there is no evidence even
that we have been able to keep drugs
out of our prisons. So maybe there is
something we are doing wrong. Maybe
we are treating a symptom rather than
the cause of the problem. Maybe the
cause is not legislatively correctable.
That is a possibility. Obviously there is
a problem there, but we need to think
about it. We need to take a consider-
ation, and not ever to write off those of
us who might say we do not endorse
the current approach as being one that
might not be concerned about the
issue.

Obviously I am concerned. I have five
children, and I have 13 grandchildren. I
am a physician. I have a great deal of
concern. But I have also been involved
and I have seen people who have suf-
fered, and, therefore, I have probably a
slightly different approach to the prob-
lem.

But I do think that we ought to look
for a minute at the harm done with the
war on drugs. So often there are vic-
tims from the war on drugs that go un-
noticed. How often have we seen on tel-
evision, how often have we read in our
newspaper of a drug bust with hooded
FBI agents and hooded DEA agents
barging into the wrong apartment and
really tearing the place up, confis-
cating property of people who have
never committed a crime?

Why are we at the point now that we
permit the war on drugs to be fought
without due process of law? All they
have to be is a suspect. All we have to
do is have cash these days, and the gov-
ernment will come and take it from us.
Then we have to prove our innocence.
That is not the Constitution. We have
gone a long way from the due process.

Our job here is to protect the civil
liberties of individuals. Yes, we ought

to try to influence behavior. Yes, we
ought to make laws against illegal be-
havior; national, when necessary, but
local when the Constitution dictates it.
At the rate we are going, we are mak-
ing very, very little progress.

I have a suspicion that there are mo-
tivations behind the invasion of pri-
vacy. Because government so often
likes to know what people are doing,
especially in the financial area, this
has been a tremendous excuse to ac-
cuse anybody who spends anything in
cash of being a drug dealer, because
they want to know where the cash is.
This is part of the IRS collection agen-
cy, because they are worried about col-
lecting enough revenues.

Yet we carelessly say, well, a little
violation of civil liberties is okay, be-
cause we are doing so much good for
the country and we are collecting reve-
nues for the government. But we can-
not casually dismiss these important
issues, especially, if anything I sug-
gest, that this war on drugs is, or the
problem of drugs in perspective is not
nearly what some people claim it to be,
and that many people are dying from
other problems rather than these.

I would like to suggest in closing
some of the things that we can con-
sider. First, let us consider the Con-
stitution, for instance. We have no au-
thority to create a Federal police
force. That is not in the Constitution.
So we ought to consider that. It is a
State problem. It is a State law en-
forcement problem. Most of our his-
tory, it was dealt that way.

I think education is very important;
people who know what is going on. We
should, if anything, be emphasizing the
educational process. Possibly my medi-
cal background influences me into
what I am going to say next; and that
is, could we conceive of looking at
some of this problem of addiction as a
disease rather than a criminal act? We
do this with alcohol. Maybe that would
help the problem.

1500
Is it conceivable that we are looking

at a symptom that the drug problem,
the drug craze, is a reflection of moral
values in the society?

We cannot get rid of teenage illegit-
imacy by writing a national law
against teenage pregnancy. We are not
likely, we have not been able to get rid
of drug usage, teenage drug usage, by
writing national laws and coming down
with the armed might of the Federal
Government. So I do not think the cur-
rent process is going to work.

Kids go on drugs because they are
seeking happiness, they are alone, they
are in broken families. This is a prob-
lem that will not be solved by more
laws and a greater war on drugs. We
have 80,000 Federal policemen now car-
rying drugs. Character is what is need-
ed. Laws do not create character. This
does not dismiss us from expressing
concern about this problem, but let us
not make the problem worse.

In 1974, Switzerland passed a law that
said that the doctor could prescribe
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medication for addicts. I, as a physi-
cian, if an addict comes into my office
and I agree to give him drugs which
would support his habit, because I fig-
ure for him to go out on the street and
shoot somebody for it is a little worse
than me trying to talk him into a pro-
gram by giving him drugs for a while,
I am a criminal. I am a criminal today
if I decide that somebody should use or
could use marijuana if they are dying
with cancer or AIDS and they are
dying of malnutrition because they
cannot eat. There should be a little bit
of compassion in this movement.

Again, we cannot distract from the
serious problem of the drug war, but I
do beg and plead for my colleagues to
just look at the truth. Let us read the
news carefully, let us look at the Con-
stitution, like we do when it is conven-
ient, and let us consider another op-
tion. It cannot be any worse than what
we are doing.

We have too many people on drugs,
and this resolution makes my point.
The war on drugs has failed. Let us do
something different. Let us not pursue
this any longer.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MILLER).

(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me this time.

There is no doubt that we should do
everything we can to discourage the
sale and use of drugs by our Nation’s
youth, but we do the youth of our Na-
tion a disservice by suggesting that
they alone are responsible for the Na-
tion’s drug problem. And we do them
an even greater disservice by coming to
the floor with an empty political ges-
ture that plays to the worst stereotype
of young people, while at the same
time the Republican leadership of this
Congress refuses to lift a finger on be-
half of this Nation’s youth.

Today, the Congress will make this
simplistic statement about a very com-
plex problem. It will scapegoat our Na-
tion’s young people for the problem for
which, in reality, we all should be tak-
ing responsibility for. It is not a ques-
tion of America’s public commitment
to the war against drugs, to the com-
mitment of the parents of our young
children to the war against drugs; it is
the problem of a very tired, outdated
and ineffective war on drugs.

Let me also point out what this reso-
lution and this Congress will fail to do.
It will fail to reward the vast majority
of youth who stay out of trouble, in
many cases overcoming great obsta-
cles, such as poverty or difficult family
circumstances; it will fail to promise
America’s youth improved conditions
in their schools, conditions which
adults would never tolerate in their
own workplaces; it will fail to tell
America’s youth that we want them to

share in the benefits of a boom econ-
omy and unprecedented prosperity by
expanding their educational and eco-
nomic opportunities; it will fail to
promise them the protection of being
victims of violence or abuse, either at
the hands of their peers, in their own
families or someone much older than
themselves; it will fail to provide for
after-school programs to make produc-
tive use of the time that young people
have in the late afternoons.

The number one complaint among
young people is there is nothing to do,
and yet we see music programs, arts
programs, and educational programs
all scaled back. No alternatives. No al-
ternatives to people just hanging out.

This Congress will fail to announce a
commitment of stopping tobacco com-
panies from targeting our young people
by aggressively marketing their prod-
uct that will ultimately kill more than
every illegal drug combined. Instead,
the most affluent generation of elders
in this Nation’s history will scold its
youth and tell them they are bad and
shirk its responsibility for making
things better.

It is easy to bash teens. And while we
should not minimize the very real
problem of drug use by America’s
young people, let us make sure the
record is straight about the entire drug
problem. Teenagers account for less
than 1 percent of illegal drug deaths.
The adult drug death rate is nearly 10
times higher than that of adolescents.

While the use of illegal drugs by
young people actually decreased be-
tween 1979 and 1994, for adults over the
age of 35 it increased by 28 percent. The
top three causes of death among youth
are automobile accidents, homicides,
and suicides. The drug that is the fac-
tor in most of those car crashes is alco-
hol, but it is not addressed by this reso-
lution.

In fact, just a few short weeks ago we
saw the leadership cave to the alcohol
lobby. We were not allowed to have an
amendment voted on by the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. LOWEY) to
toughen laws against drunk driving.

Mr. Speaker, I will vote for this
measure, as I expect all Members will,
because I agree with most of what it
says. But the things it does not say and
the things it fails to do to provide hope
and opportunity for this Nation’s
young people say more about where we
are as a Nation and falling short on our
responsibilities to our Nation’s youth.

Finally, I would like to say that the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) has
raised a whole series of questions this
Congress is afraid to debate. My col-
leagues should ask their constituents,
the next time they are in a town hall
meeting, if they believe the war on
drugs is working. Tell them we have
spent $200 billion.

It may be the least effective program
we have on the Nation’s books. There
is no other market in the world where
we would spend $200 billion interfering
with the market and the price of drugs
on the street would never change over

a two decade period of time. That is
the testimony. The market every day
turns in a report on the war on drugs,
and the market says the cost of doing
business has not gone up one scintilla.

We ought to start thinking about
new tools and a new approach and we
ought to stop pretending like this is
only a problem for young people in this
country.

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. HUTCHINSON), who has been a
leader in the antidrug effort.

I would like to note also, Mr. Speak-
er, that I appreciate the support of the
gentleman from California, the pre-
vious speaker, for this measure.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion, which simply expresses the sense
of Congress that we as Americans re-
main committed to the war on drugs.

Now, I want to commend my friend
from New Jersey (Mr. PAPPAS), who has
done an excellent job in leading this
fight, and also my friend from Texas
who has spoken against this resolution,
and I want to address a couple of con-
cerns that he has raised.

He says this resolution is an endorse-
ment of the status quo. It is just the
contrary. It is saying that the status
quo is unacceptable. The present situa-
tion, where we have teenage drug use
soaring, is not acceptable. We have to
get off the dime. We, as a country, have
to do something to remain committed.

The gentleman from California that
just spoke, he started pointing fingers
and being critical of this. Well, the sta-
tus quo is whenever we take $1 billion
away from our efforts for interdiction;
whenever Federal drug prosecutions
fall 12 percent since 1992; whenever the
DEA agents are cut.

How can we fight a war on drugs
when we are cutting those types of re-
sources? That is the status quo. We
need leadership and we need to go in a
different direction. This resolution
says we welcome new ideas. We want a
different approach. We want to do
more, and we, as a Nation, must be
committed, and that is the direction
that we need to go.

The argument is we do not want to
Federalize all law enforcement and
make this a Federal issue. Certainly we
need to fight this community to com-
munity. I have been in Gentry, a town
of a thousand in Arkansas; I am going
to Waldron, a town of 400 in Arkansas;
and we were talking about what we can
do as community, fighting this war
community by community.

But there is a Federal role. And the
argument is, well, the Constitution
does not allow this. But the Constitu-
tion says that the United States Gov-
ernment must protect itself, it is its
responsibility, from enemies, foreign
and domestic. And this is an enemy
that affects our national security, and
it is a very appropriate role for our
Federal Government to be involved in
this battle.

The Federal Government and the
communities have a job to do. We must




