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status quo is no virtue. And, sadly, 
that is all the liberal left has to offer 
these days. 
f 

WHAT APPROACH SHOULD WE 
TAKE TO THE TEACHING OF 
CURRENT EVENTS AND AMER-
ICAN HISTORY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of May 
12, 1995, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. OWENS] is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, today we 
passed the Church Arson Prevention 
Act, and I think practically every 
Member present voted for that act. It 
is to the credit of this Congress that 
this is a bipartisan effort to deal with 
a heinous set of crimes and to let the 
message go forth from the leadership of 
this Nation that we will not tolerate 
such acts. 

There is a disease out there that 
every now and then manifests itself, 
and the leadership of the Government 
has the duty and obligation to let it be 
known that we will not encourage it, 
we will not condone it, and we will do 
everything possible to make certain 
that those who are guilty are punished. 

I want to talk a little bit about the 
burning of black churches in the south, 
but I want to talk about four other 
things that also relate to it, although 
it is not obvious how closely related 
they are on the surface. 

I want to talk about the recent con-
troversy surrounding the standardiza-
tion of a national curriculum for his-
tory, especially for American history. 

I also want to talk about the con-
troversy surrounding the invitation to 
Supreme Court Justice Clarence Thom-
as to speak at a Prince George’s Coun-
ty school and what happened as a re-
sult of that controversy. 

I want to talk about a man named 
Kenneth Johnson, who objected to Jus-
tice Thomas speaking there. Mr. John-
son is a school board member, and he 
felt that there was some problems 
there, and I think Mr. Johnson’s alle-
gations and his concerns deserve to be 
looked at more closely. 

I also want to talk about the recent 
Supreme Court decision on the Voting 
Rights Act. 

And, finally, I want to talk about the 
extremist budget cuts of the Repub-
lican majority, and I want to insist 
that all of these things are related and 
show how they are related. 

I think the overall theme of what I 
am trying to say relates to a bigger 
issue of what approach should we take 
to the teaching of current events and 
of American history. What approach 
should we take to the teaching of cur-
rent events and American history? 

What was the controversy in Prince 
George’s County all about? Why did 
Kenneth Johnson object as a school 
board member to Justice Clarence 
Thomas speaking at the school in a 
ceremony where people would not have 

a chance to question Justice Thomas; 
in a situation where children would be 
left with the impression that Justice 
Thomas was being offered as a role 
model and that they should pattern 
their lives after him? 

Prince George’s County is predomi-
nantly a county made up, the schools 
are predominantly African-American 
children. The school where Justice 
Thomas was speaking was composed 
primarily of African-American chil-
dren. Kenneth Johnson, the school 
board member, was saying that Afri-
can-American children should not be 
led to believe that Justice Thomas was 
a role model; that that would be really 
a slap in the face, considering the 
kinds of rulings that Justice Thomas 
has made, the kind of record Justice 
Thomas made before he became a Su-
preme Court justice, and the con-
troversy which presently surrounds 
Justice Thomas and the decisions that 
he is making. 

What does this have to do with 
church burnings and what does it have 
to do with Supreme Court decisions? 
Well, Supreme Court decisions relating 
to the Voting Rights Act are probably 
Justice Thomas’s most controversial 
decisions. 

The Voting Rights Act is an act 
which probably makes more sense than 
any other effort ever undertaken to 
remedy the situation caused by 232 
years of American slavery. Two hun-
dred thirty-two years of American 
slavery was a most criminal enterprise. 
Probably nowhere in the history of the 
world have we had a situation like 
those 232 years of American slavery. 

We are very critical of Germany in 
that the current practices of Germany 
seek to minimize what happened in the 
Nazi era; that Germans do not rush to 
discuss what happened in the Nazi era. 
They do not rush to discuss the holo-
caust and what happened to 6 million 
Jews. They do not rush to discuss what 
happened to people with disabilities 
and what they did to gypsies and other 
people they labeled as political 
undesirables. They do not rush to talk 
about that and they do not rush to 
teach about that. 

They have been criticized, and yet 
American slavery is far more ancient 
than the recent history of the Nazi era. 
The Third Reich took place in the 
1930’s and 1940’s. 
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Hitler was defeated in 1945. But the 
Civil War ended in 1865, and the Civil 
War was a war to end slavery. A lot of 
people call it different things. One of 
the problems they are trying to teach 
history nowadays is the fact that peo-
ple do not want to face up to the fact 
that the Civil War was a war to end 
slavery. 

The Civil War ended a cruel and inhu-
man set of circumstances. It ended 235 
years of forced labor. It ended 235 years 
of the destruction of human beings. All 
of that is part of what we wrestle with 
when we try to set a new curriculum 

for the teaching of history. We had a 
lot of controversy in trying to estab-
lish a new curriculum for the teaching 
of history, especially American his-
tory. I sit on the Committee on Eco-
nomic and Education Opportunities. I 
know that for some time now that the 
effort has been going forward to de-
velop standardized curricula in various 
areas that were almost standardized so 
that you could compare the teaching 
from one State to another and then we 
could have a curriculum where we have 
a body of knowledge and we can expect 
all Americans to know. 

Immediately there was agreement on 
a curriculum, a national standardized 
curriculum for the teaching of science. 
Math also, there was no great con-
troversy over the teaching the math. I 
even think the arts came up with a 
curriculum that was pretty much ac-
cepted across the country, although it 
was not part of the official process. But 
when it came to the teaching of his-
tory, a great deal of controversy has 
resulted. 

One of the reasons is that history has 
to deal with what is right and what is 
wrong. History has to deal with tread-
ing on people’s holy ground in terms of 
what it is that they certify as being le-
gitimate actions taken by their ances-
tors. So American history with its con-
troversial problems with the Native 
Americans and what happened to them, 
American history with its very con-
troversial problems related to 235 years 
of slavery presents us with a problem. 

The problem manifests itself imme-
diately in a current event related to 
how shall you handle current events as 
related to decisions of the Supreme 
Court. How should you handle current 
events as related to a controversial Su-
preme Court Justice who is making de-
cisions which directly impact in a neg-
ative way on African American people. 
How should you handle the invitation 
to that Supreme Court Justice to come 
to speak to an African American school 
when he has made several decisions 
since he arrived on the court which di-
rectly move African American people 
in this country backwards from the 
forward progress that was being made 
over the last 10 years. How shall you 
handle a betrayal of Justice Thomas. 

What does it have to do with burning 
black churches? There is an atmos-
phere that has been established in the 
last 5 or 6 years, it has been growing, 
escalating, an atmosphere of hate, an 
atmosphere of racism, coming in many 
different forms and directions. Some of 
that racism has come directly from the 
Supreme Court. Nobody has stepped 
forward to point a finger at the Su-
preme Court and said that this is a rac-
ist majority, that these decisions are 
racist. It is difficult to say that, when 
a black man is sitting there, when 
Clarence Thomas is sitting there, it is 
difficult to call it the way it is, that 
these decisions are racist with respect 
to affirmative action, setasides, school 
integration, and with respect to the 
Voting Rights Act. 
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Nobody has challenged the fact that 

the Voting Rights Act decisions and 
the other decisions related to segrega-
tion and discrimination remedies, rem-
edies that are being attempted to take 
care of, to compensate for years of dis-
crimination and years of segregation. 
Nobody has challenged the court’s rea-
soning and the fact that the court 
seems to be hell bent on ignoring the 
intent of the law. The court has repeat-
edly used the 14th amendment as the 
justification for its decisions that 
nothing which is race based, nothing 
which takes race into consideration is 
acceptable or constitutional because 
the 14th amendment is an amendment 
which calls for equal protection under 
the law. Everybody should be treated 
equal. So the court has distorted that 
equal protection intent of the 14th 
amendment to mean that we should 
have a color-blind America, and the 
14th amendment’s purpose is to estab-
lish a color-blind America. 

I think any sophomore who studies 
American history, certainly any law 
school student can look at the 14th 
amendment in the Constitution and 
clearly state that the 14th amendment, 
the 14th amendment was all about cor-
recting the injustices caused by slav-
ery. The clear intent of the law, the 
time in which it was established, 
makes it certain that it was there to 
deal with slavery. So because you have 
Justice Thomas there, the Supreme 
Court’s logic, the Supreme Court’s ob-
vious refusal to interpret the Constitu-
tion in the context of what the framers 
intended, what the Congress intended 
at the time that it initiated the 14th 
amendment, what the States intended 
at the time they ratified the 14th 
amendment, the refusal to recognize 
that is a blatant omission that has to 
have a racist motivation. 

They are hell bent on destroying af-
firmative action programs, setaside 
programs, and they really want to 
strike down the entire Voting Rights 
Act. Recent decisions related to Texas, 
related to North Carolina are moving 
in that direction. Pretty soon you will 
have the Supreme Court probably say-
ing the whole Voting Rights Act must 
go because it militates against a color-
blind America, where race should not 
ever have been considered. The 14th 
amendment is used as the rationale for 
that, and the 14th amendment cer-
tainly does not do that. The 14th 
amendment is established, was created 
and conceived, executed within the 
context of trying to remedy the past 
wrongs of slavery. 

Mr. Speaker, there was a 13th amend-
ment which freed the slaves. There was 
a 14th amendment which gave them, 
the salves, equal rights. There was a 
15th amendment which gave the slaves 
the right to vote. If you want to look 
at the Constitution, you will see that 
the 14th amendment says much more 
than is usually quoted when the Su-
preme Court talks about equal protec-
tion. The 14th amendment really goes 
into other problems related to slavery. 

The 14th amendment talks about cer-
tain kinds of property arrangements 
and criticizes, and makes it clear that 
it is concerned with other aspects of 
correcting injustices done by slavery. 

So I want to come back to the Con-
stitution and the 13th, 14th, and 15th 
amendments. I also want to take a 
look at another reference to race with-
in the Constitution, which came ear-
lier. Article I of the Constitution refers 
to three-fifths of all of the persons, 
which everybody knows meant slaves, 
and that is still in our Constitution. 
Our Constitution is not without ref-
erence to slavery. Our Constitution 
clearly shows that we have a problem, 
America has a problem that should be 
remedied. Part of the remedy was un-
dertaken in the 13th, 14th, and 15th 
amendments to the Constitution after 
a terrible Civil War has been fought 
over the issue of slavery. 

The burnings of the black churches 
in the South relate to the fact that we 
still have this unfinished business that 
nobody wants to take care of. So from 
time to time we do things, we get into 
an era of 4 or 5 years where we are 
going backwards on race relations. We 
are saying and doing things at high 
levels of government that encourage 
the people at lower levels who have 
problems out on the fringes of society 
who believe in violence, who have deep-
seated hatreds and prejudices that they 
cannot control. They get out of hand 
because they hear a message coming 
from the top that we want to roll back 
the clock and deal with these people in 
a different manner. It happened in Hit-
ler Germany. It happens from time to 
time in this society. 

Mr. Speaker, the best remedy for it 
of course is what happened today. That 
all the leadership, Republican, Demo-
crats, the Speaker, the Democratic mi-
nority leader, everybody moved in im-
mediately to try to send another mes-
sage about the violence that is occur-
ring. 

Immediately we want to make cer-
tain that they understand that we are 
not in favor of those kinds of actions. 
On the other hand, we are undertaking 
from day-to-day activities which send a 
different message. When you have ex-
treme budget cuts and those budget 
cuts fall primarily on the poorest peo-
ple in our society and 60 to 70 percent 
of the poorest people in our society 
happen to be the descendants of slaves, 
they happen to be African Americans, I 
mean 60 to 70 percent of the descend-
ants of slaves happen to be poor. Afri-
can Americans are in that category, 
living in large cities. The hostility to-
ward large cities is clearly manifest by 
the kind of legislation that has been 
promulgated by the Congress over the 
past 10 years, hostility toward the 
cities where we are taking away re-
sources, destroying programs that help 
the populations in the city, the urban 
population from transportation pro-
grams to programs for housing, you 
name it. 

Clearly everything that benefits peo-
ple in the cities has been dealt with in 

a very negative way over the last 10 
years. So these kinds of policies eco-
nomic policies, budget policies, coupled 
with attacks on affirmative action, at-
tacks on the Voting Rights Act, at-
tacks on set-asides, when you couple 
them all together, it sends a message 
that we really do not want to deal with 
atoning for the terrible sins of slavery. 
We do not want to deal with trying to 
compensate for 235 years of forced 
labor, brutality, murder, rape. We do 
not want to deal with that. 

I do not want to be misunderstood 
that I do not appreciate and am not 
grateful for the action taken today. I 
certainly think we acted in the most 
noble way in dealing with the burning 
of black churches in a forceful piece of 
legislation today. I agree whole-
heartedly with the statement made by 
Democratic leader GEPHARDT last week 
when he called upon the Speaker to 
take immediate action to vote on a res-
olution condemning the burning of Af-
rican American churches throughout 
the South. 

Mr. GEPHARDT stated that we are 
here today, quoting from his statement 
of last Wednesday, June 12, we are here 
today for a very simple reason. There 
is no criminal act, no criminal act 
more cowardly, more outrageous, more 
offensive than the burning of places of 
worship. When these acts are moti-
vated by racial hatred, the offense is 
even greater. We believe that the U.S. 
Congress has an obligation to condemn 
the recent rash of church fires and then 
to impose tougher laws to crack down 
on the people who perpetuate these 
crimes. 

We are asking Speaker GINGRICH to 
schedule an immediate vote on a reso-
lution condemning the burnings of Af-
rican American churches throughout 
the South. The American people should 
know that their Representatives are 
united against such baseless acts and 
are willing to do everything in their 
power to prevent and punish them. The 
next step is passing the Church Arson 
Prevention Act of 1996, to make it 
much easier to prosecute and punish 
those who burn, desecrate or damage 
religious property. We believe this can 
be done on a bipartisan basis. When 
these kinds of crimes occur, it is not 
just the churchgoers who suffer; it is 
our conscience as a Nation. The right 
to worship in freedom and safety re-
gardless of race, religious faith or eth-
nic origin is the very foundation of our 
country. We pledge to do everything in 
our power to protect that right for all 
Americans at all times. 

I include Mr. GEPHARDT’s full state-
ment for the RECORD: 
STATEMENT BY HOUSE DEMOCRATIC LEADER 

RICHARD A. GEPHARDT URGING HOUSE RESO-
LUTION CONDEMNING CHURCH-BURNING 

‘‘We’re here today for a very simple reason: 
there is no criminal act more cowardly, more 
outrageous, more offensive than the burning 
of places of worship. When these acts are mo-
tivated by racial hated, the offense is even 
greater. 

‘‘We believe the United States Congress 
has an obligation to condemn the recent rash 
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of church fires, and then to impose tougher 
laws to crack down on the people who per-
petrate these crimes. 

‘‘We’re asking Speaker Gingrich to sched-
ule an immediate vote on a resolution con-
demning the burning of African-American 
churches throughout the South. The Amer-
ican people should know that their rep-
resentatives are united against such baseless 
acts, and are willing to do everything in 
their power to prevent and punish them. 

‘‘The next step is passing the Church Arson 
Prevention Act of 1996—to make it much 
easier to prosecute and punish those who 
burn, desecrate, or damage religious prop-
erty. We believe this can be done on a bipar-
tisan basis. 

‘‘When these kinds of crimes occur, it is 
not just the church-goers who suffer—it is 
our conscience as a nation. The right to wor-
ship in freedom and safety—regardless of 
race, religious faith, or ethnic origin—is the 
very foundation of our country. We pledge to 
do everything in our power to protect that 
right for all Americans, at all times.’’ 

I think that we did it today. We 
passed that piece of legislation, the 
Church Arson Prevention Act. It may 
be interesting to note a few facts about 
the church burnings. More than 30 
black churches in eight States from 
Louisiana to Virginia have been burned 
in the past 18 months. That is a very 
important fact. It has been escalating 
in the last 2 months, but now more 
than 30 black churches in eight south-
ern States have been burned. 

The largest percentage of those burn-
ings have taken place in South Caro-
lina. South Carolina, I will mention 
later, is a special State in terms of the 
kind of discussion that I am putting 
forth about American history and the 
need to confront the issue of slavery 
and what the impact of slavery has 
been on our Nation and what the con-
sequences of slavery have been on the 
African-American population. The 
State of South Carolina still flies the 
Confederate flag above its capitol. It 
has something to answer. It has some 
important questions to answer. What 
does it do to have the flag, the Confed-
erate flag flying over the capitol, 
which is the capitol of South Carolina 
for all the people of South Carolina, in-
cluding the descendants of slaves? 

Another fact that we ought to con-
sider is that almost all those arrested 
so far, there have been churches burned 
and there have been no people arrested. 
They have not caught any suspects or 
perpetrators, but those who have been 
arrested have been young white men. 
They have been typically members of 
hate groups, including the Ku Klux 
Klan, the Aryan nation and the 
skinheads. 
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These are facts that are very impor-

tant. There are people out there on the 
fringes of society who have these deep 
seated hatreds, prejudices, and who be-
lieve in violence, and they are acting 
out at this time, and I say the reason 
that they are acting out is something 
that we should look at very closely. We 
should not just be content to pass an 
act today which is going to deal with 
what is happening right now which will 

contain them. That is important, to 
send them a message we are not going 
to tolerate, they do not have any sym-
pathy in high places. We also ought to 
look behind the causes and understand 
what is going on in order to prevent a 
spread, an escalation, of these kinds of 
activities out there with respect to the 
acting out of race hatreds and preju-
dices. 

Another factor is that experts say 
that a volatile mix of polarizing social 
and economic events, pitting citizens 
against government and white against 
black, has exploded in a kind of domes-
tic terrorism that has left these 
churches burning across the South po-
larizing social and economic events 
and political events. The fact that 
South Carolina has had a great debate 
over the removal of a Confederate flag, 
the fact that there are economic ten-
sions in that part of the country as 
well as most of the country because of 
the fact that jobs are leaving and there 
are fears of losing jobs and all kinds of 
economic fears of this generation about 
what is going to happen to their chil-
dren; those are all parts of these events 
that end up pitting citizens against 
citizens and citizens against govern-
ment, and added to that is a message 
being sent that in particular there is 
an evil related to the Voting Rights 
Act, there is an evil related to the set-
aside programs to affirmative action. 
The messages are being sent that these 
things are part of a problem and cer-
tain people are being encouraged to 
focus on black churches as being the 
citadels of the movement or the insti-
tution which holds together black com-
munities. When you strike at black 
churches, you are striking at the heart 
of the black community. 

One other factor that ought to be 
pointed out is that since early 1995 the 
ATF has probed 25 suspicious fires at 
mostly white churches. In addition to 
predominantly black churches or all 
black churches, there have been 25 sus-
picious fires of mostly white churches. 

Now the word ‘‘mostly’’ is the one 
you look at closely. A mostly white 
church means that it is a white church 
that has black members also. It means 
that it is a white church that was pre-
dominantly white or almost all white 
before that has admitted black parish-
ioners or black members to the con-
gregation. Nothing is hated more in 
the South by the racists and by the 
people who are capable of this kind of 
activity than integration. So a mostly 
white church is a church that has ad-
mitted black members. That is defi-
nitely going to be a target; they are in 
the same category as the black church-
es as far as being targets of hatred. So 
it is the same phenomena. 

I think that if you are going to get to 
the heart of what is happening and not 
have it continue to escalate, you have 
to go back and take a look at the his-
tory of the South, the history of this 
Nation and what is going on with re-
spect to race relations. One of the irri-
tants that keeps occurring with respect 

to race relations in this country is fa-
vorable of the perception that favor-
able treatment of African-Americans, 
favorable treatment of the descendants 
of slaves, is wrong. This upsets people 
and angers them a great deal. It is 
wrong to have affirmative action, it is 
wrong to have set-asides, the rewarding 
of contracts, it is wrong to have a Vot-
ing Rights Act which, in my opinion, is 
a very conservative political remedy 
for a very clear problem that was iden-
tified for decades. 

The Voting Rights Act was fashioned 
as a result of trying to deal with the 
fact that for more than a hundred 
years people of African-American des-
cent, descendants of slaves, were not 
allowed to vote in the south. All kinds 
of tricks were used. We have to wage 
all kinds of legal battles in the courts, 
we have to have sit-ins and marches 
and demonstrations, and on and on it 
went for a long time before the simple 
matter of allowing a black person to go 
to a poll and vote could be accom-
plished, and the Voting Rights Act was 
an attempt to remedy the fact that as 
a result of that denial to vote, a right 
to vote, you had circumstances that 
generated a situation where there was 
no adequate representation by blacks 
in government at any level. At city 
levels and State levels and at the Fed-
eral level you had grossly inadequate 
representation as a result of all of 
these injustices related to voting 
rights that have been perpetrated for 
more than a hundred years. The Voting 
Rights Act was to correct that. 

So the Voting Rights Act is part of 
the remedies that are necessary to deal 
with what has happened in American 
history with respect to slavery. 

When we teach history to children in 
schools like the one that Clarence 
Thomas visited, the school that had an 
awards night and invited Justice 
Thomas; when you teach history to 
those children, how do you deal with 
the fact that most of the history books 
do not discuss this 235 years of slavery 
and the implications of having a popu-
lation enslaved for 235 years? Most of 
the history books do not talk about 
slave labor and the fact that slaves had 
to work for nothing. Most of the his-
tory books do not talk about the fact 
that for 235 years the slaves were pre-
vented from acquiring assets. 

They were prevented from acquiring 
property. For 235 years one generation 
had nothing to pass on to another gen-
eration. Most of the history books do 
not talk about that. Most of the his-
tory books do not want to deal with 
the economic consequences of 235 years 
of slavery. 

A youngster who is black in a school 
with whites, whites who have a history 
of having had assets, property handed 
down from one generation to another, 
most people in America who have as-
sets, overwhelming majority of people 
who have assets, have property in the 
form of homes or real estate that was 
handed down from one generation to 
another or was sponsored and financed 
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by the older generation. Couples have 
parents who either give or loan them 
the money for the mortgage. They have 
situations where furniture and prop-
erty, stocks and bonds, various assets 
are passed down from one generation to 
another. If you have 235 years where 
you have nothing, where you are not 
allowed to own anything, you do not 
have any property, you are forced to 
work for nothing, then you start 235 
years behind, and every black young-
ster in a school ought to know that 
your self-esteem and your sense of self-
worth should not be impacted, should 
not be affected without taking that 
into consideration. You cannot com-
pare yourself with your peers who have 
the benefits of all of this hand-down 
from one generation to another, who 
had the benefit of what goes along with 
assets and property and wealth. 

There is a correlation which is clear, 
and nobody questions it, between as-
sets, wealth, and education. The people 
who have more income get better edu-
cation. There are recent studies that 
confirm the relationship between in-
come and achievement regardless of 
race. A lot of statements have been 
made about the fact that middle class 
black youngsters do not achieve in the 
same way that middle class white 
youngsters achieve. Well, when you 
study middle class and you define it 
more closely in terms of real income, 
and when you make the comparisons 
by income and you compare the income 
on the basis of what was the income on 
a steady basis throughout the life of a 
child, was it there when they were 
young and most formative? Did they 
lose the income as they got older? 
There is a study which has been done 
which has been very useful in this re-
spect, and they give the big lie to the 
theory that income does not impact on 
all groups regardless of race, religion 
or color, including African American 
children. They are as susceptible to the 
impact of income. When they have the 
income in black families, they behave 
in just the same way as children in 
white families. 

There is a study that recently was 
concluded by Greg Duncan at North-
western University National Institute 
of Childhood Health and Human Devel-
opment which talked about, which is 
entitled, Family and Child Well-being 
Research Network, and it is part of the 
effort of family and child well-being re-
search network, and their conclusions 
are that when you compare the income 
and you study it closely and you see 
that in the most formative years of life 
children have a certain income, those 
white children and black children who 
have the same income in the formative 
years of life, early years of schooling, 
they preform in much the same way re-
gardless of race as they grow older. 
When you have youngsters who lose, 
who do not have the income that sup-
ports a certain level of family life at 
the early ages, and they later acquire 
it when they get into high school, then 
you do have a problem. The change is 

quite significant. Those whose families 
had inadequate income when they were 
in early education situations and later 
acquired it when they went to high 
school, they do not perform as well. 
The income is the variable. It is the 
same among whites who do not have 
the right income level that supports 
the right kind of nurturing environ-
ment at early ages. The same problem 
results in white families and with the 
white children as it does with the Afri-
can American children. 

Studies like these are sort of widely 
introduced into the academic stream, 
and there is not much said about it. 
There was a book put out called the 
Bell Curve, which was greatly cele-
brated, and the Bell Curve was out to 
demonstrate what scientists have gen-
erally disproven over the years, that 
there is definitely a correlation be-
tween IQ and achievement and race, 
and that black people, people of Afri-
can decent, are inferior with respect to 
achievement and with respect to IQ. 
These studies will show you differently 
and show you that there is a factor of 
income and a factor of nurturing that 
goes with income and a factor of edu-
cational level that goes with income 
that has a great impact on how chil-
dren achieve and on their IQ. 

So, if you have a situation where for 
232 years nothing was passed down, for 
232 years there was no property, in-
come was at a measly level, then the 
recent prosperity of African Americans 
in the middle class is not enough be-
cause they do not come from a tradi-
tion that was handed down that was 
nurtured where there was books, where 
there was wisdom passed all around the 
table by people who were already edu-
cated. There is a whole culture that 
comes with income at a certain level, 
and the culture was not there to nur-
ture educational achievement and to 
nurture IQ. 

So the youngster, the child, who is 
African American in a public school 
needs to know that there is a whole 
history back there you have no control 
over. There is a whole history where 
you were deprived of the opportunity 
to pass on assets and property, and for 
that reason, for that reason, it is not a 
great shame for the society to develop 
programs which are going to seek to 
compensate for those 232 years and the 
tradition that they failed to hand down 
for those 232 years and the property 
that they fail to hand down. Affirma-
tive action compensatory education 
programs become vital if you are going 
to try to remedy the evils of 232 years. 

Justice Clarence Thomas says no. All 
of a sudden, although he is the bene-
ficiary of compensatory programs, all 
of a sudden they are programs that 
might make people too reliant or too 
dependent. He has benefited in many 
ways, but now he joins with a group of 
racists on the Supreme Court to inter-
pret the 14th amendment to mean that 
you cannot take race into consider-
ation in trying to foster programs 
which are seeking to remedy and to 

compensate for and to counteract 232 
years of slavery, and 100 years after 
that, by the way, of very intensive 
pressure. 

There is an article that appeared in 
the Washington Post this past Sunday 
by Lynn Cooper, and that article 
talked about slavery that existed long 
after the Civil War, after the Emanci-
pation Proclamation and after the 
13th, 14th, and 15th amendments, slav-
ery that was permitted by governments 
in the South, slavery that never was 
sufficiently challenged by the National 
Government, the Federal Government. 
He talks in great detail. It is a long ar-
ticle this past Sunday, June 16, in the 
Washington Post Sunday Style section 
by Lynn Cooper. It gives concrete ex-
amples of what happened as the share 
cropper system and the peon system 
and various other systems developed, 
which endured for almost 100 years 
after the Emancipation Proclamation. 
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So all of these things become a part 

of what history should teach, and if it 
fails to teach, it denies a basic ingredi-
ent to the public discourse and the pub-
lic dialogue which one day might get it 
all straight and be able to deal in a 
more intelligent way and a more sym-
pathetic way and a way which is more 
in the national interest and than we 
are presently doing. 

If you do not look at history and ac-
knowledge the truths of history, you 
are going to make decisions which are 
going to be distorted and continue to 
warp the public discourse and the pub-
lic decision-making process. We are in 
that period now. We are right now in a 
period where the Voting Rights Act is 
about to be struck down, and yet that 
is probably the one piece of legislation 
which is most crucial to the correction 
of the 235 years of criminal slavery and 
the aftermath of that slavery. 

The Voting Rights Act does put, not 
only in the Congress but in the State 
legislatures and in the local councils 
and local governments, put in place 
people who represent the descendents 
of slaves and who will be able to take 
action on an ongoing basis to have a 
point of view which is going to help 
correct some of the numerous problems 
that still exist in our society as a re-
sult of those 235 years of slavery. 

The church burnings are there be-
cause at the top the Supreme Court is 
saying, blacks, you have been too arro-
gant. Blacks, you have demanded too 
much. Blacks, you do not deserve spe-
cial treatment. Blacks, you are taking 
away from other people. The Supreme 
Court sends down that message. 

The Congress of the United States 
says, blacks, you do not deserve to 
have programs which provide aid to 
poor people. A large percentage of your 
people are poor, but that is a crime 
that you have committed, being poor. 
Being poor has nothing to do with 235 
years of slavery. Being poor has noth-
ing to do with schools that for a long 
time were not equal. They were sepa-
rate but not equal, schools that right 
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now are still in horrible shape in our  The 40 acres and a mule was promised get it, it is in the Library of Congress,  
urban centers, where most black by the Freedmens Bureau. The Freed­ and I am sure it is in other libraries.  
youngsters go to school All this has  mens Bureau was a social program, the  South Carolina in 1708 had 57 percent  
nothing to do with your condition. All  very first social program the Federal  of its population that were slaves. In  
this has nothing to do with the crime  Government ever financed. It probably 1720, 64 percent of the population of  
rate. All this has nothing to do with  had the shortest life, also. It endured  South Carolina was slaves. In 1830, they 
the high rate of blacks on welfare. Let  for about 10 years a little less than 10  still had 54 percent of the population  
us dismiss all of this. Let us not accept  years. But the Freedmens Bureau was  who were slaves. In 1860, 57 percent of  
it as being there. It is not real.  attached to the Union Army, and they  the population were slaves. These are  

In South Africa they have a truth  at one point started experiments where  official counts that the States them- 
commission. The truth commission has  slaves were given 40 acres and a mule  selves used, because each State bene­ 
been appointed, not to get revenge, and  in order to farm the land that had been  fited by properly counting its slaves, or  
not even to punish many people who  owned by the Confederates, people who  sometimes maybe overcounting them,  
are still living who committed gross  supported the Confederacy. That was  but they were willing to offer these fig­ 
and obvious crimes during the period  an extensive measure that probably ures, and they were verified to some  
when apartheid existed. They just want  went to the extreme.  extent by national census takers. In  
to tell the truth. They want to get it  President Johnson wiped all that out  1860, 5 years before the end of the Civil  
out. Nobody is going to be punished in  with a decree, and Congress later on  War, 57 percent of the people of South  
many instances, but just tell the truth  gave back all the lands. They went  Carolina were slaves. More slaves ex­ 
as to what is happening with the police  from one extreme of taking everything  isted there than other people.  
and oppression, what is happening away from the southern plantation  This is significant because if we look  
when people were put off their land by owners to giving everything back to  at the other Southern States we find  
trickery and by various devices that  them and making no provision for the  similar patterns where large percent- 
were developed by the government. slaves who had labored for 235 years for  ages, and at one point Virginia had as  
Tell the truth, no vengeance.  no compensation. So we went from one  much as 45 percent of the population  

I said before on a couple of occasions  extreme to another, and then we went  who were slaves. Mississippi had 55 per- 
here, especially in connection with into a period of amnesia, wiping it all  cent in 1810, and Louisiana had 51 per- 
Haiti, that reconciliation is more im­ out and acting as if it does not exist, so  cent in 1830; you know, populations of  
portant than justice. Reconciliation much so that when the Confederate slaves greater than the other people,  
sometimes is the only thing possible.  flag is flown now, people do not under- and yet all of these victims and their  
You cannot get justice. In Haiti, they stand why the victims, the slaves or  descendants are sort of not to be re­ 
do not even have the resources to build  the descendants of slaves, should be  garded in the present situation which  
jails and prisons for all the people who  upset in South Carolina.  exists where we want to ignore and for- 
murdered people over a 3-year period  Why should they care about the Con- get about the existence of slavery.  
after President Aristide was kicked out  federate flag being flown? After all,  What am I trying to say? It is kind of  
of Haiti. Five thousand people were  brave men died. We do not want to  complicated, but what I am trying, to  
killed, 5,000 people brutally murdered.  trample on memories and deeds of the  say is that all these various items that  
Other people were tortured. All kinds  brave men who died under that flag,  I have talked about here relate. The  
of things happened.  but we do not think you are acknowl­ burning of the black churches is a  

But if they put their meager re- edging history properly if you insist  symptom of a disease that runs in the  
sources to work building prisons, try­ those brave men's flag must fly over  blood of America. Every now and then  
ing to set up a court system, and pay­ the State Capitol and be the flag that  that disease breaks forth, and the boils  
ing attention only to getting justice,  has to be honored by the victims who,  and the canker sores show themselves.  
they would have nothing left over to  in large numbers their descendants They will get worse if you do not take  
build an economic system, to develop still exist.  action.  
jobs and do other kinds of things that  In fact, South Carolina, the State  We took action today to start revers­ 
have to be done. They have to give up.  where you have the most church burn­ ing that, but the disease has to be dealt  
There will be no justice. Reconciliation  ings, also happens to be the State that  with. We are not dealing with the dis­ 
is what President Aristide is forced to  had the largest slave population. There  ease when we have Supreme Court deci­ 
preach.  is a book called Slavery and Social  sions which strike down the Voting 

It probably makes a lot of sense. The  Death by Orlando Patterson which Rights Act. We are not dealing with  
deep philosophy of Christianity, that  breaks out the populations for slaves in  the disease when we attack affirmative  
vengeance belongs to God and turning this country during certain periods action. We are not dealing with the dis­ 
the other cheek, a lot of things that  when they were counting, and it talks  ease when we go after set-asides for  
have been ridiculed about the Christian  about the fact that each State had a  Federal contracts. We are not dealing 
religion, makes a lot of sense in the  certain percentage of the population  with the disease when we have extrem­ 
context where if you are in a situation  that was a slave percentage.  ist budget cuts which cut programs  
where you do not have the capacity to  There were times in America where  that benefit the descendants of slaves  
get justice, then certainly life must go  certain States had more slaves than  who live in big cities on a regular  
on and reconciliation becomes the only other States, and South Carolina prob­ basis. The hostility shown by the Con­ 
possibility.  ably was in the worst shape. South  gress and its policies are aimed at that  

I think Abraham Lincoln when he  Carolina is the State which has the  population.  
said malice towards none understood  most church burnings. South Carolina  We are not dealing with the disease  
that very clearly; that to seek justice  is the State which has a Confederate  in the blood of America. We are not  
would have led to more chaos, guerrilla  flag flying. There has been a lot of con­ dealing with the disease when we fail  
warfare, all kinds of confusion, but the  troversy about it. The oppressive pre­ to teach history that at least tells the  
malice towards none, and the fact that  vious government of South Carolina  truth and states the facts so you would  
the Congress in the next 10 years pro­ before the Civil War, everybody has  have a chance of getting at the truth.  
ceeded to absolve all of the people who  amnesia about that, does not want to  We are not dealing with the disease  
rebelled against the central govern­ acknowledge that. They were heroes,  when we allow black children to accept  
ment from any crimes, to give back  the flag must be flown.  a Supreme Court Justice like Clarence  
property that had been threatened, all  In 1708, 57 percent of the population  Thomas as a role model without chal­ 
kinds of things were done to smooth it  of South Carolina were slaves, accord­ lenging that. It was challenged, and  
all out, going to an extreme. The mal­ ing to the records that were offered in  that is part of what I want to talk  
ice towards none led to wiping out,  this very thorough book called "Slav­ about, because it all relates.  
taking a position of amnesia, that ery and Social Death" by Orlando Pat­ When Justice Thomas was invited to  
there was no crime" committed. There  terson, published in 1982 by Harvard  speak to an awards ceremony at a  
were no crimes, there are no victims.  University Press. If you would like to  school in Prince Georges County by a  
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teacher, a school board member, once 
he heard about it, it happened to be a 
school in the district that he rep-
resented, once he heard about it, he 
challenged it. He said, given the fact 
that this is a predominantly black dis-
trict, these are children who are black, 
they ought to know more about Clar-
ence Thomas and the kinds of decisions 
that he is making, and we ought to 
have a way to communicate that if he 
is going to come to the school. An 
awards ceremony where he comes and 
makes a presentation and nobody has a 
chance to talk about him or he talk 
and answer any questions, so forth, 
that is not the appropriate arena for 
having a controversial figure like Clar-
ence Thomas come and interact with 
black children. 

I think this was a most appropriate 
challenge by Kenneth Johnson of the 
Prince Georges County Board of Edu-
cation. I think Mr. Johnson was right 
in questioning. I do not think this was 
a matter of questioning free speech 
prerogatives of Mr. Thomas or the peo-
ple who wanted to hear Mr. Thomas 
who were adults. 

However, we always apply free speech 
differently when we are dealing with 
children. We do not allow free speech 
to predominate on our airways or in 
any arena, books. Nowhere do we say 
that free speech should be the order of 
the day when we are dealing with chil-
dren. We make exceptions for children. 
If children should not see pornographic 
films, if children should not read por-
nographic passages in books, if chil-
dren ought to be protected from por-
nography, if one of these days we are 
going to get around to properly pro-
tecting children from violence on the 
screen and violence in books and so 
forth, children are in a different cat-
egory. 

We do not protect adults. It is pretty 
clear. The Supreme Court says you do 
not have a right to apply those same 
standards to adults but you do have a 
right for children. So children should 
be protected against political fraud. 
They should be protected against the 
situation where they are asked to ac-
cept someone as a role model when 
that person is taking actions which di-
rectly are detrimental to them and 
their parents and to future genera-
tions. 

How do you handle that? I think Mr. 
Thomas should clearly have been al-
lowed to come to speak once he had 
been invited, but I think that the 
school board and the people responsible 
should have taken the responsibility of 
setting up an alternative forum of sup-
porting Mr. Johnson and having it 
known exactly what Mr. Johnson was 
concerned about. 

There is the bigger issue of how is 
Mr. Thomas going to be handled in the 
curriculum in the future. He can be 
handled in one way in the curriculum, 
and standardized curriculum across the 
whole country. You can handle it 
straight factually: He is a conserv-
ative, he is a man who turned his back 

on affirmative action that helped him, 
he is a man who is very hostile to poli-
cies and programs that promote oppor-
tunities for his own people, opportuni-
ties that are designed to correct the 
past injustices of slavery and discrimi-
nation and oppression. You could say 
factually that is the case. 

But there should be an addendum to 
that curriculum in areas where black 
children are being taught. There should 
be clearly an opportunity to have a 
greater discussion of what that means. 
There should be a clear way to discuss 
the fact that large percentages of the 
black population have branded Justice 
Clarence Thomas as a traitor to his 
own people. 

What does it mean to be a traitor? 
Benedict Arnold was a traitor. Every-
body accepts that. Benedict Arnold was 
a traitor. I do not think that nec-
essarily the British schoolchildren of 
that time would call Benedict Arnold a 
traitor. Benedict Arnold may be called 
a hero in England in the service of the 
king. Benedict Arnold might have been 
given some great justification for his 
actions. The king and the people who 
supported keeping the American colo-
nies as part of the British Empire 
might have argued that Benedict Ar-
nold was a champion of law and order, 
that the colonists had no right to rebel 
against the lawful government of Eng-
land. 

They could argue that, and make a 
case for it, and make him a hero in the 
schools for the children of the British 
back in England. clearly he was a trai-
tor here, because we had already taken 
another course. Right and wrong had 
been defined by the Declaration of 
Independence. 

b 2115 

Thomas Jefferson talked about cer-
tain inalienable rights. He talked 
about self-evident truths. He did not 
deal with the fine points of English 
law. If he had continued to try to nego-
tiate with the King and negotiate with 
the British, we would still probably be 
a colony of England. But he called 
upon higher powers and declared that 
there are some self-evident truths, that 
there are some inalienable rights. 
There is a right and a wrong. 

This Nation said when Abraham Lin-
coln was mourned and lifted up as one 
of the greatest Presidents of the United 
States, there is a right and a wrong. 
Abraham Lincoln who presided over 
the war against slavery, he represents 
the right. The whole civilized world 
looks to Abraham Lincoln as a person 
who was right in a controversy that 
some people want to still argue about. 
It was right to end slavery in America. 
It was right to go to war and have the 
bloodiest battle ever fought by Ameri-
cans, fought on the soil of America, to 
get rid of that slavery. 

America would be in a very different 
position if two nations existed, one 
slave and one free, at the time Hitler 
came to power. We might have had on 
our very continent allies for the kind 

of philosophy that Hitler was advocat-
ing. 

All kinds of things could have hap-
pened if the rightness of Lincoln’s posi-
tion had not been enforced by a chal-
lenge to the Confederacy. 

There is a right and a wrong inter-
nationally. Lincoln is a great hero. The 
Prime Minister of Czechoslovakia, the 
first Prime Minister after Communist 
rule was overthrown, visited the White 
House and Mrs. Bush, upon the occa-
sion that the Congressional Black Cau-
cus was visiting the White House, she 
explained that when he came into the 
room where Lincoln had stayed and 
where the Emancipation Proclamation 
was signed, he looked at the Emanci-
pation Proclamation and he broke 
down in tears. 

Here is a man from Czechoslovakia, a 
man who had been under Communist 
rules, had been in prison, his great idol 
was Abraham Lincoln, and the Emanci-
pation Proclamation, which was a 
Presidential Executive order that set 
the slaves free, brought him to tears 
immediately. 

So internationally, in the court of 
international morality and justice, 
Abraham Lincoln was right and the 
other folks were wrong. Slavery was 
wrong. We have made that decision. 
Our textbooks are to reflect it that 
way. We are to recognize that that is 
the national norm. 

If slavery was wrong, then remedies 
to correct the aftermath of slavery, 
remedies to correct the residue of the 
criminal actions of slavery, they have 
to have some kind of validity. The Vot-
ing Rights Act has to have validity. 
The Constitution has to have interpre-
tation and must not be distorted by a 
racist Supreme Court that refuses to 
recognize that race in the Constitution 
is mentioned. 

We are mentioned several times, 
starting with article 1, where they talk 
about three-fifths of all other persons, 
they are clearly referring to slaves. Ev-
erybody knows the intent of the Con-
stitution. Nobody has challenged the 
fact that three-fifths of all other per-
sons means three-fifths, that each 
slave, male, should be counted as 
three-fifths of a person when you are 
counting the population of America. 
And they correct that when they get to 
the 13th and 14th amendment where 
they set free the slaves in the 13th 
amendment. 

The 13th amendment states: Neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude, ex-
cept as a punishment for crime whereof 
the party shall have been duly con-
victed, shall exist within the United 
States, or any place subject to their ju-
risdiction. That is the 13th amend-
ment. 

The 14th amendment, which is the 
subject of controversy, the 14th amend-
ment which is being used by Sandra 
Day O’Connor and her colleagues on 
the Court as justification for calling 
for a colorblind America, the 14th 
amendment has section 1, section 2, 
section 3, section 4, and section 5, and 
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I want to submit for the RECORD, just 
to have people reminded, the whole 
14th amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit for the RECORD 
the whole 14th amendment. 

AMENDMENT XIV 1 

Section 1. All persons born or naturalized 
in the United States and subject to the juris-
diction thereof, are citizens of the United 
States and of the State wherein they reside. 
No State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immu-
nities of citizens of the United States; nor 
shall any State deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of 
law; nor deny to any person within its juris-
diction the equal protection of the laws. 

Section 2. Representatives shall be appor-
tioned among the several States according to 
their respective numbers, counting the whole 
number of persons in each State, excluding 
Indians not taxed. But when the right to 
vote at any election for the choice of elec-
tors for President and Vice President of the 
United States, Representatives in Congress, 
the Executive and Judicial officers of a 
State, or the members of the Legislature 
thereof, is denied to any of the male inhab-
itants of such State, being twenty-one years 
of age, and citizens of the United States, or 
in any way abridged, except for participation 
in rebellion, or other crime, the basis of rep-
resentation therein shall be reduced in the 
proportion which the number of such male 
citizens shall bear to the whole number of 
male citizens twenty-one years of age in 
such State. 

Section 3. No person shall be a Senator or 
Representative in Congress, or elector of 
President and Vice President, or hold any of-
fice, civil or military, under the United 
States, or under any State, who, having pre-
viously taken an oath, as a member of Con-
gress, or as an officer of the United States, 
or as a member of any State legislature, or 
as an executive or judicial officer of any 
State, to support the Constitution of the 
United States, shall have engaged in insur-
rection or rebellion against the same, or 
given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof. 
But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of 
each House, remove such disability. 

Section 4. The validity of the public debt of 
the United States, authorized by law, includ-
ing debts incurred for payment of pensions 
and bounties for services in suppressing in-
surrection or rebellion, shall not be ques-
tioned. But neither the United States nor 
any State shall assume or pay any debt or 
obligation incurred in aid of insurrection or 
rebellion against the United States, or any 
claim for the loss or emancipation of any 
slave; but all such debts, obligations and 
claims shall be held illegal and void. 

Section 5. The Congress shall have power 
to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the 
provisions of this article. 

Section 1 states: 
All persons born or naturalized in the 

United States, and subject to the jurisdic-
tion thereof, are citizens of the United 
States and of the State wherein they reside. 
No State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immu-
nities of citizens of the United States; nor 
shall any State deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of 
law; nor deny to any person within its juris-
diction the equal protection of the laws. 

Who are they talking about particu-
larly, specifically? The 13th amend-
ment that came before freed the slaves, 

1 The Fourteenth Amendment was ratified July 9, 
1868. 

but the 14th amendment is talking spe-
cifically about slaves, or people who 
were just freed from slavery, and the 
14th amendment is there primarily to 
deal with the descendants of slaves. 

To argue that it is there to promote 
a colorblind America is to distort the 
Constitution, to throw out any concern 
about what the Congress meant when 
they wrote this, what the States meant 
when they drafted it. We never do that 
on any other laws. We are always look-
ing for the intent of the Framers, what 
the law says. All that is important. 
Why all of a sudden is it not important 
that the 14th amendment was drafted, 
written, ratified in response to correct-
ing the ills of slavery, establishing the 
fact that these people who have just 
been set free shall also have equal 
right, equal protection under the law, 
these people are the people who were 
slaves and their descendants. 

Section 2, this is in the same 14th 
amendment. If you want to challenge 
my contention that the 14th amend-
ment is about slavery and correcting 
the ills of slavery, take a look in sec-
tion 2, section 3 and section 4. Take a 
look at what they say. They are talk-
ing about situations which are related 
to correcting the upheaval, the situa-
tion that resulted as a result of rebel-
lion against the United States. 

In Section 2, I will not read it all, 
they state: ‘‘But when the right to vote 
at any election for the choice of elec-
tors for President and Vice President 
of the United States, Representatives 
in Congress, the Executive and Judicial 
officers of a State, or the members of 
the Legislature thereof, is denied to 
any of the male inhabitants of such 
State, being 21 years of age, and citi-
zens of the United States, or in any 
way abridged, except for participation 
in rebellion, or other crime, the basis 
of representation therein shall be re-
duced in the proportion which the 
number of such male citizens shall bear 
to the whole number’’ except in rebel-
lion, participation in rebellion. 

When the 14th amendment was writ-
ten, they still had rebellion of the Con-
federacy on their mind. Section 2 
makes it clear that they had that in 
their mind. 

I will read all of section 3: 
No person shall be a Senator or Represent-

ative in Congress, or elector of President and 
Vice President, or hold any office, civil or 
military, under the United States, or under 
any State, who, having previously taken an 
oath, as a member of Congress, or as an offi-
cer of the United States, or as a member of 
any State legislature, or as an executive or 
judicial officer of any State, to support the 
Constitution of the United States, shall have 
engaged in insurrection or rebellion against 
the same, or given aid or comfort to the en-
emies thereof. 

They were concerned about the car-
ryover and what was left over from the 
situation of the Civil War which was 
fought to end slavery. 

Section 4. The validity of the public debt of 
the United States, authorized by law, includ-
ing debts incurred for payment of pensions 
and bounties for services in suppressing in-

surrection or rebellion, shall not be ques-
tioned. But neither the United States nor 
any State shall assume or pay any debt or 
obligation incurred in aid of insurrection or 
rebellion against the United States, or any 
claim for the loss or emancipation of any 
slave; but all such debts, obligations and 
claims shall be held illegal and void. 

The 14th amendment was not con-
cerned and preoccupied with colorblind 
America. It was preoccupied with slav-
ery, the Civil War, the aftermath of the 
Civil War, with dealing with people 
who had rebelled against the Federal 
Government. I offer this in the hope 
that somebody would go back and 
reread it, and especially the Supreme 
Court Justices who dwell on one sec-
tion and refuse to accept the 14th 
amendment in its total context. It is 
distorted and twisted. 

Kenneth Johnson did a great service 
when he pointed out that Justice 
Thomas is a part of this process of dis-
torting the 14th amendment in what 
results in a racist series of decisions by 
the Court to roll back the clock and 
end various constructive kinds of 
things that have gone forth as a result 
of interpreting the 14th amendment in 
the proper way and understanding that 
the 14th amendment was the chance to 
deal with the problem of slavery in the 
proper context. 

Mr. Speaker, I was going to also give 
an example of how a recent book by 
Daniel Gohagen called ‘‘Hitler’s Will-
ing Executioners’’ confirms the kind of 
situation I am talking about where if 
you fail to deal with underlying preju-
dices and hostilities in a society, it will 
blossom forth in a diseased way and 
sometimes it will get out of control. 
Certainly, if the central government 
and leaders of government condone it 
and encourage it, it gets out of control. 

I would like to end my remarks by 
saying, by taking actions against the 
church burnings in a forceful way 
today, we have shown that the leaders 
of this central government will take 
firm action against such activities and 
elementary and rudimentary efforts 
have been taken to stamp out this dis-
ease. We need to go further and try to 
get to the root causes. 
f 

PROTECTING AMERICA’S PATENTS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FOX 

of Pennsylvania). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of May 12, 1995, the 
gentleman from California [Mr. 
ROHRABACHER] is recognized for 60 min-
utes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
agree that we voted today to get to the 
root causes and to condemn the hatred 
that resulted in the warped mind that 
resulted in the burning of black 
churches in America, or synagogues or 
any other kind of churches, that this is 
not something we can tolerate in 
America. 

But let us say the root causes of that 
type of bigotry are found in the same 
type of actions that try to limit peo-
ple’s right to speak because they dis-
agree with you. They feel you have a 




