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The House met at 10 a.m.

The Reverend Samuel Thomas, Jr.,
Capitol City Seventh Day Adventist
Church, Sacramento, California, of-
fered the following prayer:

Eternal God our Father, we bless
Your name this morning and thank
You for the great country that You
have given us, and we ask, Lord, that
Your presence would be in this assem-
bly and that You would empower us,
Lord, by Your presence to do that
which is right before Thee.

We thank You, Lord, in how You
have carved out our country to be pro-
phetically significant for all times, and
we ask, Lord, that as we consider the
things of earth, we would not forget
the things of heaven.

This we ask in the blessed name of
our Lord Christ. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 1, rule I, | demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Chair’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, | object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. TRAFICANT) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. TRAFICANT led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed
with an amendment in which the con-
currence of the House is requested, a
bill of the House of the following title:

H.R. 1554. An act to amend the provisions
of title 17, United States Code, and the Com-
munications Act of 1934, relating to copy-
right licensing and carriage of broadcast sig-
nals by satellite.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 1554) ““An Act to amend
the provisions of title 17, United States
Code, and the Communications Act of
1934, relating to copyright licensing
and carriage of broadcast signals by
satellite,”” requests a conference with
the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and appoints
from the—

Committee on the Judiciary, Mr.
HATCH, Mr. THURMOND, Mr. DEWINE,
Mr. LEAHY, and Mr. KoHL; and from the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation, Mr. McCAIN, Mr. STE-
VENS, and Mr. HOLLINGS; to be the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recog-
nize the gentlewoman from Washington
(Ms. DUNN) for 1 minute, and then 15 1-
minutes on each side.

INTRODUCTION OF GUEST
CHAPLAIN

(Ms. DUNN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, it is with
pleasure | rise today to recognize Pas-
tor Samuel Thomas, Jr. Pastor Thomas
led the Congress in our opening prayer
this morning.

In reflecting on his uplifting words
for our country, | would like to give
you a brief glimpse of Pastor Thomas’s
contribution to our society.

Pastor THOMAS was born in Nash-
ville, Tennessee, and raised in Atlanta,
Georgia. He has been a teacher, a stu-
dent, a broadcaster, a banker, a hus-
band and, perhaps most importantly, a
wonderful father to his two children,
Samuel and Christine.

His life’s journey has included teach-
ing new ministerial students at his
alma mater in Huntsville, Alabama and
co-producing a television broadcast
that airs around the world. In addition,
he serves his community as senior pas-
tor of Capitol City Seventh Day Ad-
ventist Church in Sacramento, Cali-
fornia.

When | met Pastor Thomas, he had
flown to Seattle, Washington, to pre-
side over funeral services for my next-
door neighbor and very dear friend
George Erickson. His compelling testi-
mony of his own life and his kindness
and strength at a painful time touched
us all. I want not only to welcome Pas-
tor Samuel Thomas and thank him for
his prayer today, but | also want to
thank him for serving as such an exem-
plary role model to all of us who seek
to be both compassionate and strong.

PASS GUN SAFETY LEGISLATION

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, 2
weeks ago the U.S. Senate did the right
thing and passed modest gun safety
legislation to keep guns out of the
hands of our Kids. Now it is time the
House of Representatives do the right
thing.

I was saddened to read in the paper
this morning that the Republican lead-
ership is playing games with gun safety
legislation. Two weeks ago, instead of
allowing us to vote on the gun safety
package passed by the other body, the
Republican leadership told us that they
needed more time for hearings to pro-
ceed in the regular order. Now what we
have found out is that what they really
needed was more time for the National
Rifle Association to wage a grassroots
campaign and to water down gun safe-
ty legislation.

The Republican leadership is pulling
a bait and switch on the American peo-
ple. It is time to stop playing games
with the deadly serious issue of gun
safety for children. We should vote on
the Senate gun safety package, not a
watered down, NRA written, loophole
filled, sham bill.

Madam Speaker, this is the people’s
House, it is not the NRA’s House, and
the American people want gun safety
legislation. Let us have a fair and open
debate on gun safety legislation.

RECOGNITION OF THE 125TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE KATONAH
FIRE DEPARTMENT

(Mrs. KELLY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. KELLY. Madam Speaker, | rise
today to proudly mark the 125th anni-
versary of the Katonah, New York Vol-
unteer Fire Department. It truly takes
hard work and dedication by its mem-
bers to provide quality fire protection
services for over a century.

Formed in 1874, just after a major
fire which nearly resulted in the de-
struction of the entire town, the
Katonah Fire Department has grown to
over 100 active, hardworking volunteer
firemen and emergency medical service
personnel.

The history of this incredible organi-
zation has turned out to be a long and
illustrious story of bravery and com-
mitment to the residents of Katonah.
They have progressed dramatically
over the 125 years of existence from an
old horse and carriage to the fire-
fighting tactics and equipment of
today.

Today, more than ever, all over the
country, we need people to volunteer to
serve in our local fire and ambulance
corps. The people of Katonah are proud
of our men and women who volunteer
to risk their lives every day to respond
to any emergency at a moment’s no-
tice.

Congratulations to them. Let us sa-
lute them on this auspicious occasion
for the undaunted hard work they do to
make Katonah a safer place.
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FLAG DAY

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Madam Speaker, in
America it is illegal to burn trash, but
we can burn the flag. It is illegal to re-
move a label from a mattress, but we
can literally rip the stars and stripes
off our flag. It is illegal to damage a
mailbox, but we can destroy our flag.

Beam me up. A people that does not
honor and respect their flag is a people
that does not honor and respect their
country nor their neighbors.

Today is Flag Day. | say if we want
to make a political statement, we can
burn our bras, burn our BVDs, but we
should leave Old Glory alone. Every
day should be Flag Day.

TRANSPORTING MINORS ACROSS
STATE LINES FOR ABORTION
SHOULD BE FEDERAL MIS-
DEMEANOR

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, yesterday a subcommittee approved
a bill to make it a Federal mis-
demeanor for strangers to transport
minor girls across State lines in order
to avoid State abortion parental con-
sent or notification laws. My bill is de-
signed to punish those who take teen-
agers to other States for a secret abor-
tion, thereby deceiving parents and
avoiding the parental consent laws.

This commonsense legislation, which
currently enjoys the support of almost
130 Members, will prevent our children
from falling prey to strangers. The idea
that any nonparent can take one’s 13-
year-old daughter to another State for
a secret and potentially fatal abortion
should be appalling to any parent and
should convince this Congress to move
swiftly on the bill.

I commend the members of the Sub-
committee on the Constitution of the
Committee on the Judiciary for pro-
tecting the basic right of parents to
participate in all decisions involving
their minor children, and | ask that
the Committee on the Judiciary and
the full House do the same as soon as
possible.

CRA

(Mr. MEEKS of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Madam
Speaker, as we seek to provide banks
and other financial companies with an
environment that would allow them to
expand their powers and become more
competitive globally, it is our responsi-
bility to make certain that our con-
stituents, the financial institutions’
customers, are also provided with an
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environment that would allow them to
prosper.

Since 1977, banks and thrifts have
made over $1 trillion in loan pledges to
low-income areas. CRA investments
have been widely credited with dra-
matically increasing home ownership,
restoring distressed communities, and
helping small businesses and meeting
the unique credit needs of rural Amer-
ica.

| cosponsored an amendment offered
in the Committee on Banking and Fi-
nancial Services that would make bank
affiliates that sell bank-like financial
products subject to CRA review on
those products. If they want to play on
the same ball field they have to play by
the same rules.

If this amendment is enacted in the
House, on the House floor, bank affili-
ates will be pleasantly surprised to see
that the same result will occur as my
banking colleagues did; there is a prof-
it to be made in low-income rural and
minority communities.

CRA has been good for banks and
great for our communities.

VIOLENCE AMONG OUR YOUTH

(Mr. EWING asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EWING. Madam Speaker, school
violence and violence in society con-
cerns all of us. What do we do about it?
Well, we have tried gun control. We
have insisted on parental control. We
have suggested the schools could con-
trol more.

I do not believe our young people are
born violent. It can be learned. We
have found that out in the culture of
the Hitler Nazi regime where he taught
his youth, or there may be other ways
that we can learn violence.

In America, we have allowed a cul-
ture of violence to promote it, besides
guns, besides lack of parental control.
What is that? It is our movies, our tele-
vision, our video games.

I would like to see more leadership in
addressing the thing that our students
spend more time with. Let us try strict
liability with television, videos and
movies.

BOMBING FOR PEACE

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker,
bombing for peace. This is the new
strategy from NATO. While engaging
in peace negotiations, NATO has inten-
sified the bombing. Bombing for peace.

During peace talks, B-52s dropped
cluster bombs along the Kosovo-Alba-
nia borders. NATO says that as a result
about 600 Serb troops in the field were
pulverized by the cluster bombs during
peace talks. Besides those troops
killed, there will be countless Kosovars
and Serbs injured by thousands of clus-
ter bombs which  will remain
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unexploded until discovered by acci-
dent, by children playing, by people
walking home to Kosovo.

Peace bombs. There is no such thing
as bombing for peace. We bomb for war;
we negotiate for peace. We cannot do
both at once and keep credibility. Let
us hope we can finally get a peace
agreement and let us demand an end to
the bombing.

MINORITY LEADER WOULD CUT
DEFENSE AND RAISE TAXES

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Speaker, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. GEP-
HARDT), the House minority leader, was
apparently caught off guard recently
and said out loud what he really thinks
about defense spending and about
taxes. He said, and | quote, and | have
it on this chart, ‘“You have got to have
a combination of taking it out of the
defense budget and raising revenue. We
can argue about how to do that, closing
loopholes or even raising taxes to do
it.”’

That is right. He proposed to raise
taxes and cut defense. And then, even
more amazing is that he was given a
chance to clarify his remarks in a let-
ter to the editor of the Washington
Times. Did he say that he would oppose
tax increases? Did he say he would re-
tract his words? Did he repudiate the
notion that what this country needs is
to weaken our military and raise
taxes? No. He wrote, “lI have no inten-
tion of proposing or supporting any tax
increases.”

No intention? The last time we heard
that was 1992, only 1 year before Presi-
dent Clinton gave us the greatest tax
increase in our Nation’s history.

SUPPORT IMPROVEMENT IN
NATION’S SCHOOLS

(Mrs. JONES of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, we can no longer ignore the dispari-
ties in our school systems and allow
young people to suffer in crammed,
outdated public school buildings.

Daily, Americans are forced to send
their children to schools with leaky
roofs and unsafe ventilation. With the
classroom enrollment rate growing,
children must endure overcrowding and
dangerous conditions.

It is vital that we bring education to
the forefront of our deliberations. We
will not be able to meet the Nation’s
educational needs with temporary rem-
edies. We must make this a non-
partisan issue and create permanent
solutions. By joining with other Mem-
bers of Congress and supporting school
construction and modernization, we se-
cure the welfare of our children.
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It is imperative for the survival of
this great Nation to prepare students
to enter the global market and enable
them to become productive members of
the community. Reduced classroom
size, qualified teachers, and new tech-
nology provide the opportunities stu-
dents need to succeed.

Our future depends upon the school-
ing of the children who sit in American
classrooms today. As a Member of the
106th Congress, | am duty-bound to pro-
tect the interests of the American peo-
ple. The steps and directions we choose
to take today will decide the future of
our Nation. To meet the impending de-
mands of the 21st century, we must do
everything in our collective power now
to ensure the education of our children.

OLD HABITS DIE HARD

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, as we
just heard, the House Democrat leader
said something the other day that
might give American taxpayers cause
for concern. A lot of people have been
fooled by the talk about ‘‘new Demo-
crats” and the ‘“‘third way” and other
such deceptions that liberals must use
to remain politically viable.

But every once in a while a Democrat
leader slips and reveals what their
party actually stands for, the same
thing they have always stood for since
the 1960s.

Listen again to this comment by the
minority leader: ‘“You’ve got to have a
combination of taking it out of the de-
fense budget and raising revenue. We
can argue about how to do that, closing
loopholes or even raising taxes to do
it.”

So there we have it. Cut defense and
raise taxes. No wonder all those flag
burners and left-wing activists from
the 1960s found a home in the Demo-
cratic Party. It is a party whose lead-
ers, after all these years it seems, do
not support a strong military and sim-
ply cannot wait to get back in power so
they can pass another tax hike.

Old habits die hard.

SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION AND
MODERNIZATION

(Mrs. NAPOLITANO asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker,
I would like to certainly call upon all
my colleagues to join us in bringing
the issue of school construction and
modernization up for debate this year.

In my home State of California, we
are facing a very critical and potential
crisis in providing adequate school fa-
cilities for our children. With the num-
ber of students increasing in grades K
through 12 by about 270,000 during the
next 5 years, California will need 10,000,
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10,000, new classrooms. That is six new
classrooms each day for the next 5
years.

In addition to building new class-
rooms, more than two-thirds of exist-
ing school buildings are in desperate
need of repair. State and local re-
sources are currently only covering
half of these construction costs and
modernization needs.

We, therefore, all of us, owe it to our
children from throughout the United
States to address this issue right here
in Washington. The children of my
State who are the future of California
and the children of other States are de-
pending on us to take action to build
and renovate our schools.

FAILED CLINTON ADMINISTRA-
TION POLICY ON NORTH KOREA

(Mr. KNOLLENBERG asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Madam Speak-
er, the Clinton administration’s policy
on North Korea has failed on several
counts.

In exchange for making North Korea
the largest recipient of U.S. assistance
in East Asia, Pyongyang promised to
terminate its nuclear weapons program
and any efforts to develop or deploy
long-range ballistic missiles.

While there are several indications
that the North Koreans have not kept
their end of the bargain, last summer’s
launch of a three-stage ballistic missile
over Japan is the most egregious exam-
ple of this rogue nation’s disregard for
their commitments.

With Pyongyang calling for further
concessions from the U.S., | believe it
is important for Congress to make it
clear to the administration that we
will not provide additional money or
ease economic sanctions unless there is
clear and convincing evidence that the
North Koreans are living up to the re-
quirements of the 1994 Agreed Frame-
work.

To do anything less would be a severe
abdication of our responsibility to de-
fend the national security of the
United States.

NATIONAL HOMEOWNERSHIP WEEK

(Mr. VENTO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. VENTO. Madam Speaker, | rise
to hail National Homeownership Week.

Homeownership is one of the core
values we have, | think, as Americans
and one of the most fundamental bases
for stability in our communities. This
record homeownership rate of over 67
percent did not happen without leader-
ship from the Clinton administration,
from former Secretary Cisneros and
current Secretary Andrew Cuomao.

I think we all should be very proud of
this accomplishment and the focus
that led us to this result. Since 1993, we
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have nearly 8 million new homeowners.
That is a million more families each
year that have achieved homeowner-
ship. That has come about, obviously,
because we have made the right deci-
sions with regards to our budget since
then. We have lower mortgage rates
and higher employment, and new pol-
icy has helped in many areas for first-
time homeowners, minority home-
ownership and, of course, dealing with
senior citizens and reverse mortgages
contracts.

But we have much work to go before
we are done. Many of our cities, for in-
stance, have less than 50 percent home-
ownership. And by, of course, estab-
lishing a stake in these communities,
we can be very helpful to changing the
success of these urban areas. But we
have to keep programs like CRA and
HMDA in place, the FHA program,
which has been so important, to con-
tinue the progress with regards to
homeownership. These polices work
hand in hand with the partnership ap-

proach involving the private sector,
home builders, realtors, mortgage
bankers, title insurers, Fannie Mae,

and Freddie Mac, and, of course, finan-
cial institutions, banks, not for profit
roles like the community reinvestment
act and a myriad of national polices
that are tailored to respond in today’s
marketplace.

I urge my colleagues and citizens
across the country to celebrate this
great event, National Homeownership
Week, Homeownership the American
dream is alive and well, Madam Speak-
er.

820TH RED HORSE COMBAT
ENGINEER SQUADRON

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Madam Speaker, the
Air Force has a motto of ‘“‘service be-
fore self.”” That is a fitting description
of the 204 members of the 820th Red
Horse Combat Engineer squadron from
Nellis Air Force Base, who will be de-
parting for Albania very soon.

Their mission will be to repair crit-
ical roads and bridges to help prepare
the way for a safe and expeditious re-
turn of the Kosovar refugees who were
displaced from their homes in this un-
fortunate conflict.

Having seen the environment that
they will be working in firsthand, | can
tell my colleagues that their work will
be challenged. However, | am very con-
fident that their skills, training, and
motivation will be equal to the task.

As the struggle for a peaceful solu-
tion to the Kosovo conflict is played
out on the TV and in our newspapers, it
is the soldiers, sailors, airmen, and Ma-
rines who continue to work hard in the
background, focused on accomplish-
ment of their mission.

I want to say thanks to all our troops
deployed in support of Operation Allied
Force and to the men and women of the
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820th Red Horse Squadron, their fami-
lies and loved ones. Good luck in your
deployment. Godspeed. A quick return.
But most importantly, thank you for
your service and sacrifice for this na-
tion.

GUN CONTROL LEGISLATION

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, | think in the next couple of
days we will have an opportunity to do
what is right for America and do what
is right for our young people.

Although we are not marking up the
juvenile justice crime bill in the House
Committee on the Judiciary, of which I
am a member of the Subcommittee on
Crime, we will have an opportunity to
come to this floor.

I do not believe that we should pass
any juvenile justice crime bill that
does not have provisions for mental
health services to enhance and give to
our children the kind of resources they
may need. We should not pass a bill
that does not have parental responsi-
bility and parental education about
how to help with raising our children
to the extent of giving them resources
when our children are troubled. And we
should not pass a bill that does not
have real gun safety, with an ammuni-
tion clip restriction, with a restriction
on gun shows, and the instant check
and the waiting period.

We should realize, Madam Speaker,
that we now can stand collectively as
Americans and confront this issue not
in an attacking mode but a collabo-
rative mode. We must stand up to-
gether to respond to the crisis of school
violence not only in rural America and
urban America but the longstanding
concept that this whole country has
too many guns.

I do not believe our hunters in the far
west or the far east would argue
against gun safety and responsibility.

Let us all stand against the negatives
of the National Rifle Association and
collectively as Americans for safety for
our children.

IN APPRECIATION OF MEDIA
COVERAGE OF OKLAHOMA STORM

(Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma. Madam
Speaker, | rise today to express my
heartfelt appreciation to all of the
radio and TV stations that provided
around-the-clock coverage during the
recent storm that ravaged the State of
Oklahoma.

The advanced emergency weather
warnings provided by these stations
and their employees allowed Oklaho-
mans to find safe cover before torna-
does struck their neighborhoods and
communities. This outstanding service
saved countless lives.
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Not only did these local broadcasters
provide early storm warnings, but they
continued to offer accurate and useful
information to their audiences during
the chaos that followed the terrible
storm.

I know | speak for all Oklahomans as
I thank them for their tireless efforts
during this tragedy.

WHERE DOES DEMOCRAT
LEADERSHIP STAND ON TAXES?

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, Presi-
dent Clinton ran on a middle-class tax
cut back in 1992. However, once in of-
fice, he raised taxes by a record
amount; in fact, the largest tax in-
crease in American history.

The tax increase would have contin-
ued, but in 1994 the American people
elected the first Republican majority
in the House of Representatives in 40
years. Republicans then forced the
President to accept a tax cut, a tax cut
he did not want and a tax cut that was
ardently opposed by his folks here in
the House, the Democrats.

So where does the Democratic leader-
ship, who so desperately want to take
back the House of Representatives,
stand on taxes? Well, on a tour pro-
moting his new book, A Better Place,
just the other day, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. GEPHARDT), the leader of
the Democrats in the House said, and it
has been quoted before but I think it
bears hearing it again, ‘“You’ve got to
have a combination of taking it out of
the defense budget and raising rev-
enue.” In other words taxes. ‘““We can
argue about how to do that, closing
loopholes or even raising taxes to do
it.”’

Well, there it is: Cut defense and
raise taxes. That is not my idea of a
better place.

PARTY OF THOMAS JEFFERSON IS
DEAD

(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Madam
Speaker, how is it that the party of
Thomas Jefferson, who was a champion
of the common man, has become the
enemy of middle-class families? How is
it that the party of Jefferson, cham-
pion of freedom from oppressive gov-
ernment, now rushes to embrace expan-
sion of government and every conceiv-
able encroachment on human liberty?

Just consider the evidence. ‘‘New
Democrat” Bill Clinton won office in
1992 by promising a middle-class tax
cut. He then promptly passed the larg-
est tax increase in our history. And
now we have the leader of the Demo-
crat Party in Congress, the distin-
guished gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GEPHARDT) who is on record saying just
over a week ago, and | have the quote
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here, and since repetition is the soul of
learning and | am an old school teach-
er, why, it bears repeating: ‘“You’ve got
to have a combination of taking it out
of the defense budget and raising rev-
enue. We can argue about how to do
that, closing loopholes or even raising
taxes to do it.”

Yes, the party of Thomas Jefferson is
dead, long dead, deader than Elvis. A
weaker and weaker military and higher
and higher taxes on average middle-
class Americans, that is apparently the
Democrat way.

PATIENT RIGHT TO PEDIATRIC
CARE ACT OF 1999

(Mr. SHERWOOD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. SHERWOOD. Madam Speaker, a
long journey must begin with a single
step. | rise to tell my colleagues that
we have taken a small but important
first step towards improving health
care access for children.

| introduced the Patient Right to Pe-
diatric Care Act this week to assure
parents that they can choose a pedia-
trician as their child’s primary care
provider. | am not a doctor, but I am a
father. And one of the things | have
learned as a parent is that the health
care needs of children differ greatly
from those of adults.

Some health care groups prudently
limit access to certain specialists. But
a pediatrician’s skill in caring for chil-
dren is unique. | believe that parents
must be allowed to decide if their
child’s routine health care should be
provided by a physician who specializes
in pediatrics.

My legislation is one of several bills
which will make up the Health Care
Quality and Access Act, a responsible
approach to health care reform, which
Members on both sides of the aisle can
and should support.

MILITARY IS LOW PRIORITY FOR
CLINTON ADMINISTRATION

(Mr. SCHAFFER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SCHAFFER. Madam Speaker, if
my colleagues look at this chart which
shows the extraordinary decline in de-
fense spending under the Clinton ad-
ministration, they might be alarmed at
just how low a priority the military
has been given in recent years.

But this chart does not tell the whole
story. This chart shows the cuts in pro-
curement spending, the kind of spend-
ing that impacts military readiness
years down the road.

Here we see the very cuts of our mili-
tary capabilities have been slashed, es-
pecially during the first 2 years of this
administration, when antimilitary
Democrats controlled Congress.
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The scary part about these cuts is
that future Presidents will have to
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worry about them long after the cur-
rent President is out of office. Spend-
ing on new weapon systems, modern-
izing old ones and upgrading the state-
of-the-art equipment have all taken a
back seat during this administration to
new Washington programs that mainly
benefit special interests.

Republicans want the best military
possible. Military strength tends to
guarantee the peace. Weakness invites
aggression. When will the other side
learn this lesson?

HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES IN SUDAN
MAKE KOSOVO LOOK LIKE A
SUNDAY SCHOOL PICNIC

(Mr. TANCREDO asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker,
the day before yesterday | returned
from the Sudan where | had gone with
a group of other congressmen to bring
attention to the plight of the south Su-
danese, to bring attention of the coun-
try of the United States to the horrible
abuses that are going on in Sudan. In a
nutshell, Madam Speaker, Sudan
makes Kosovo look like a Sunday
school picnic in terms of the human
rights abuses being perpetrated in that
country.

We have heard from the President for
the last several months about all of the
reasons why we had to go into Kosovo,
but | assure my colleagues that for
every reason he gave us regarding
Kosovo | could give 10 that pertain to
the Sudan. The human rights abuses
there are far greater; 2 million dead so
far in their Civil War, true genocide
going on, true slavery being under-
taken by the north, raids into the
south.

It is amazing, Madam Speaker, that
the attention of the United States is so
easily drawn to Europe and so difficult
to draw to the African continent.

LET US GET THE COMMUNIST CHI-
NESE OUT OF OUR NUCLEAR
LABS

(Mr. HAYES asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HAYES. Madam Speaker, 2
weeks ago the long-awaited Cox report
was released. | keep this chart because
I think it is important for the Amer-
ican people to realize that while this
administration was drastically cutting
our defense budget, we were giving
away our nuclear secrets to the Chi-
nese. This should not, cannot and must
not happen as we begin the debate on
the all important defense budget today
in that bill.

Because the administration leaks to
the New York Times, we have come to
know one of the most stunning bomb-
shells about theft of our sensitive nu-
clear secrets by the Communist Chi-
nese at our nuclear lab. We also know
that the other side of the aisle is in
mark contrast to the statements of the
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gentleman from California (Mr. Cox) in
this unanimous report. The partisan
statements have begun while pleading
with Republicans not to be partisan.

Let us go back to the Vice Presi-
dent’s reaction to the loss of our most
sensitive nuclear weapons information.
First words out of his mouth were to
blame someone else, Ronald Reagan,
and the Secretary of Energy, Bill Rich-
ardson, has cautioned over and over
again let us not over react.

Madam Speaker, let us do react. It is
time that we got the Communist Chi-
nese out of our labs, protected our se-
crets and protect this country. We find
out the absolute worst possible case
has come to pass, the Communist Chi-
nese penetration of our nuclear labora-
tories is total. We knew about it since
1995. We have done virtually nothing
about it.

Madam Speaker, let us do something
now. Our future is at stake.

DEMOCRAT LEADERSHIP STILL
OUT OF TOUCH AND STILL
CLEARLY ANTI-MILITARY

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Speaker,
today we have before us the defense re-
authorization bill, and it is a very im-
portant bill in that it reverses the
trend of massive defense cuts.

Now it is interesting, as we go into
the debate, actually on the eve of the
debate, we have the Democrat Majority
Leader speaking basically the Demo-
crat policy on defense which was we
have got to have a combination of tak-
ing money, and | am going to para-
phrase it, but when he says taking it
out, taking money out of defense and
raising revenue, raising taxes. We can
argue about how to do that, closing
loopholes or even raising taxes to do it,
but the point is here we have a defense,
and | will show my colleagues another
chart which traces defense spending
under the Clinton administration, par-
ticularly since 1993, how it has been cut
massively during the period of time
that we have had increased deploy-
ments, we have had equipment that
lacks spare parts, we need moderniza-
tion, and we are losing lots of good sol-
diers because the quality of life has
gone down so much. But despite this
decrease, the Majority Leader of the
Democrat party is saying again we
need to squeeze it out of defense, we
need to cut defense spending, and this
in the face of a President who is selling
missile technology to China.

Madam Speaker, it does not make
sense.

I hope people will support this bill,
and | hope that we can get the Demo-
crats to join us. | believe that we will
get a lot of Democrats with us, but it
is too bad that the Democrat leader-
ship is still out of touch and still clear-
ly anti-military.
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THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
EMERSON). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the pending business is the ques-
tion of the Speaker’s approval of the
Journal of the last day’s proceedings.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HAYES. Madam Speaker, | ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 355, nays 62,
not voting 17, as follows:

Evi-

[Roll No. 178]
YEAS—355

Abercrombie Cramer Hastings (WA)
Ackerman Cubin Hayes
Allen Cunningham Hayworth
Andrews Danner Herger
Archer Davis (FL) Hill (IN)
Armey Davis (IL) Hinojosa
Bachus Davis (VA) Hobson
Baker Deal Hoeffel
Baldwin DeGette Hoekstra
Ballenger Delahunt Holden
Barcia DelLauro Holt
Barr DelLay Hooley
Barrett (NE) DeMint Horn
Barrett (WI) Deutsch Hostettler
Bartlett Diaz-Balart Houghton
Barton Dickey Hoyer
Bass Dicks Hunter
Bateman Dingell Hyde
Becerra Dixon Inslee
Bentsen Doggett Isakson
Bereuter Dooley Istook
Berkley Doolittle Jackson (IL)
Berman Dreier Jackson-Lee
Berry Duncan (TX)
Biggert Dunn Jefferson
Bilirakis Edwards Jenkins
Bishop Ehlers John
Blagojevich Ehrlich Johnson (CT)
Bliley Emerson Johnson, Sam
Blumenauer Engel Jones (NC)
Blunt Eshoo Jones (OH)
Boehlert Etheridge Kaptur
Boehner Evans Kasich
Bonilla Everett Kelly
Bono Ewing Kennedy
Boswell Farr Kildee
Boyd Fattah Kilpatrick
Brady (PA) Fletcher Kind (WI)
Brown (FL) Foley King (NY)
Bryant Forbes Kingston
Burr Ford Kleczka
Burton Fossella Klink
Buyer Fowler Knollenberg
Callahan Frank (MA) Kolbe
Calvert Franks (NJ) Kuykendall
Camp Frelinghuysen LaFalce
Campbell Frost LaHood
Canady Gallegly Lampson
Cannon Ganske Lantos
Capps Gejdenson Largent
Capuano Gekas Larson
Cardin Gibbons Latham
Carson Gilchrest LaTourette
Castle Gillmor Lazio
Chabot Gilman Leach
Chambliss Gonzalez Lee
Chenoweth Goode Levin
Clayton Goodlatte Lewis (CA)
Clement Goodling Lewis (KY)
Coble Gordon Linder
Coburn Goss Lipinski
Collins Graham Lofgren
Combest Granger Lowey
Condit Green (TX) Lucas (KY)
Conyers Green (WI) Lucas (OK)
Cook Greenwood Maloney (CT)
Cooksey Hall (OH) Maloney (NY)
Cox Hall (TX) Manzullo
Coyne Hansen Mascara

Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
Mclnnis
MclIntosh
Mclintyre
McKeon
McKinney
Meehan
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pastor
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering

Aderholt
Baird
Baldacci
Bilbray
Bonior
Borski
Brown (OH)
Clay
Clyburn
Costello
Crane
Crowley
DeFazio
English
Filner
Gephardt
Gutknecht
Hastings (FL)
Hefley
Hill (MT)
Hilleary

Boucher
Brady (TX)
Brown (CA)
Cummings
Doyle
Gutierrez

Pitts

Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce

Rush

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton

NAYS—62

Hilliard
Hinchey
Hulshof
Hutchinson
Johnson, E. B.
Kucinich
Lewis (GA)
LoBiondo
Markey
Martinez
McDermott
McGovern
McNulty
Miller, George
Moran (KS)
Oberstar
Pallone
Peterson (MN)
Pickett
Pombo
Pomeroy
NOT VOTING—17
Kanjorski
Luther
McCrery
McHugh

Meek (FL)
Pascrell
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Smith (MlI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stearns
Stump
Sununu
Sweeney
Talent
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Upton
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Wexler
Weygand
Whitfield
Wilson
Wise

Wolf
Woolsey
Wu

Wynn
Young (FL)

Ramstad

Riley

Sabo

Schaffer
Slaughter
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Tancredo
Tanner

Taylor (MS)
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Weller

Wicker

Paul

Rogan
Stark
Waters
Young (AK)

So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEES OF

THE HOUSE

Mr. FROST. Madam Speaker, by di-

rection of the Democratic Caucus,

offer a privileged resolution (H. Res.
204) and ask for its immediate consider-

ation.
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The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:
HOUSE RESOLUTION 204

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

Committee on Resources: Mr. HOLT of New
Jersey;

Committee on Science: Mr. BAIRD of Wash-
ington; Mr. HoOeErFrFeL of Pennsylvania; Mr.
MOoORE of Kansas;

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Mr. HiLL
of Indiana; Mr. UDALL of New Mexico.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was
the table.

laid on

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2000

Mrs. MYRICK. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, |
call up House Resolution 200 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 200

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1401) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal years 2000
and 2001 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for fiscal years 2000 and
2001, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Armed Services. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.

SEC. 2. (a) It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Armed
Services now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived.

(b) No amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except the amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution, amend-
ments en bloc described in section 3 of this
resolution, the amendment by Representa-
tive Cox of California printed on June 8, 1999,
in the portion of the Congressional Record
designated for that purpose in clause 8 of
rule XVIII, and pro forma amendments of-
fered by the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices for the purpose of debate.

(c) Except as specified in section 5 of this
resolution, each amendment printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules shall be
considered only in the order printed in the
report, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question in the House or
in the Committee of the Whole. Unless other-
wise specified in the report, each amendment
printed in the report shall be debatable for 10
minutes equally divided and controlled by
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the proponent and an opponent and shall not
be subject to amendment (except that the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Armed Services each may
offer one pro forma amendment for the pur-
pose of further debate on any pending
amendment).

(d) All points of order against amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules or amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution are waived.

(e) Consideration of the last five amend-
ments in part A of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules shall begin with an addi-
tional period of general debate, which shall
be confined to the subject of United States
policy relating to the conflict in Kosovo, and
shall not exceed one hour equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Armed Services.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services or his designee to offer amendments
en bloc consisting of amendments printed in
part B of the report of the Committee on
Rules not earlier disposed of or germane
modifications of any such amendment.
Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to this
section shall be considered as read (except
that modifications shall be reported), shall
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Armed Services or their designees, shall not
be subject to amendment, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. For the purpose of inclusion in such
amendments en bloc, an amendment printed
in the form of a motion to strike may be
modified to the form of a germane perfecting
amendment to the text originally proposed
to be stricken. The original proponent of an
amendment included in such amendments en
bloc may insert a statement in the Congres-
sional Record immediately before the dis-
position of the amendments en bloc.

SEC. 4. The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may: (1) postpone until a time
during further consideration in the Com-
mittee of the Whole a request for a recorded
vote on any amendment; and (2) reduce to
five minutes the minimum time for elec-
tronic voting on any postponed question that
follows another electronic vote without in-
tervening business, provided that the min-
imum time for electronic voting on the first
in any series of questions shall be 15 min-
utes.

SEC. 5. (a) The Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole may recognize for consideration
of any amendment printed in the report of
the Committee on Rules out of the order
printed, but not sooner than one hour after
the chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services or a designee announces from the
floor a request to that effect.

(b) Before consideration of any other
amendment it shall be in order to consider
the amendment printed in the Congressional
Record of June 8, 1999, by Representative Cox
of California and described in section 2(b) of
this resolution, if offered by Representative
Cox or his designee. That amendment shall
be considered as read, shall be debatable for
one hour equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. All points order against that amend-
ment are waived.

SEC. 6. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. Any Member may demand a sepa-
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rate vote in the House on any amendment
adopted in the Committee of the Whole to
the bill or to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 7. After passage of H.R. 1401, it shall
be in order to take from the Speaker’s table
the bill S. 1059 and to consider the Senate
bill in the House. All points of order against
the Senate bill and against its consideration
are waived. It shall be in order to move to
strike all after the enacting clause of the
Senate bill and to insert in lieu thereof the
provisions of H.R. 1401 as passed by the
House. All points of order against that mo-
tion are waived.

SEC. 8. House Resolution 195 is laid on the
table.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
EMERSON). The gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Mrs. MYRICK) is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mrs. MYRICK. Madam Speaker, for
purposes of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FRoOST), pending which
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only.

Madam Speaker, yesterday the Com-
mittee on Rules met and granted a
structured rule for H.R. 1401, the Fiscal
Year 2000 Department of Defense Au-
thorization Act. The rule waives all
points of order against consideration of
the bill.

The rule provides for 1 hour of gen-
eral debate, equally divided between
the Chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Armed
Services. The rule makes in order the
Committee on Armed Services amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute now
printed in the bill, which shall be con-
sidered as read.

The rule waives all points of order
against the amendment in the nature
of a substitute. The rule makes in
order only those amendments printed
in the Committee on Rules report and
pro forma amendments offered by the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices for the purposes of debate.

Amendments printed in Part B of the
Committee on Rules report may be of-
fered en bloc. The rule makes in order
an amendment by the gentleman from
California (Mr. Cox) printed on June 8,
1999, in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

The rule provides that except as spec-
ified in section 5 of the resolution,
amendments will be considered only in
the order specified in the report, may
be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as
read, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for a division of the question.

The rule provides that except as oth-
erwise specified in the report, each
amendment printed in the report shall
be debatable for 10 minutes, equally di-
vided and controlled by the proponent
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and an opponent, and shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, except that the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices each may offer one pro forma
amendment for the purpose of further
debate on any pending amendment.

The rule waives all points of order
against the amendments printed in the
Committee on Rules report and those
amendments en bloc described in sec-
tion 3 of the resolution.

The rule provides an additional pe-
riod of general debate prior to the con-
sideration of the last 5 amendments in
Part A of the Committee on Rules re-
port for 1 hour, which shall be confined
to the subject of United States policy
relating to the conflict in Kosovo.

The rule authorizes the chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services or
his designee to offer amendments en
bloc consisting of amendments printed
in Part B of the Committee on Rules
report or germane modifications there-
to which shall be considered as read,
except that modifications shall be re-
ported, shall be debatable for 20 min-
utes, equally divided between the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices or their designees, and shall not be
subject to amendment or demand for a
division of the question.

The rule provides that for the pur-
pose of inclusion in such amendments
en bloc, an amendment printed in the
form of a motion to strike may be
modified to the form of a germane per-
fecting amendment to the text origi-
nally proposed to be stricken. The
original proponent of an amendment
included in such amendments en bloc
may insert a statement in the CoN-
GRESSIONAL RECORD immediately be-
fore the disposition of the en bloc
amendments.

The rule allows the chairman of the
Committee of the Whole to postpone
votes during consideration of the bill,
and to reduce voting time to 5 minutes
on a postponed question if the vote fol-
lows a 15-minute vote.

The rule permits the chairman of the
Committee of the Whole to recognize
for consideration of any amendment
printed in the report out of order in
which printed, but not sooner than 1
hour after the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services or a designee
announces from the floor a request to
that effect.

The rule provides that before consid-
eration of any other amendment, it
will be in order to consider the amend-
ment printed in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD on June 8, 1999, by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. Cox), if of-
fered by the gentleman from California
or his designee, which will be consid-
ered as read, debatable for 1 hour,
equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, will not be
subject to amendment, and will not be
subject to a demand for a division of
the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole, and waives
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all points of order against the amend-
ment.

The rule provides for one motion to
recommit with or without instructions.
The rule provides that after passage of
H.R. 1401, it shall be in order to take
from the Speaker’s table S. 1059 and to
consider the Senate bill in the House.

The rule waives all points of order
against the Senate bill and against its
consideration. The rule provides that it
shall be in order to move to strike all
after the enacting clause of the Senate
bill and to insert in lieu thereof the
provisions of H.R. 1401 as passed by the
House, and waives all points of order
against the motion.

Finally, the rule provides that House
Resolution 195 is laid upon the table.

Madam Speaker, this new rule for the
Fiscal Year 2000 Department of Defense
Authorization Act differs from the old
rule, H.R. 195, in two important ways.
First, it makes in order several amend-
ments relating to the Kosovo conflict.
The old rule self-executed out Section
1006 of the authorization bill, which
would end funding for a war in Kosovo
on October 1.

The new rule permits the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) to offer
an amendment that would strike Sec-
tion 1006, and it permits four amend-
ments that would make it harder for
the President to fund an extended mili-
tary operation in the Balkans.

This new rule also includes a bipar-
tisan amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. Cox) and
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
Dicks) to implement the Cox report
and to crack down on spying at nuclear
labs.

In other words, Madam Speaker, the
new rule provides for a full and fair de-
bate on Kosovo and this whole issue,
and allows for a bipartisan legislative
answer to security lapses at our weap-
ons facilities. This is something that
all Members should support.

The underlying legislation, H.R. 1401,
is a good bill. It is a bill that would
allow us all to rest a little easier at
night knowing that our national de-
fense is stronger and that our troops
are being taken care of.

We now know that China has stolen
our nuclear technology, something
that the Soviet Union could not do dur-
ing the entire Cold War. We live in a
dangerous world, but Congress is doing
something about it. We are working to
protect our friends and family back
home from our enemies abroad.

We are helping to take some of our
enlisted men off of food stamps by giv-
ing them a 4.8 percent raise, and we are
providing for a national missile defense
system so we can stop a warhead from
China, if that day ever comes. We are
boosting the military’s budget for
weapons and ammunition, and we are
tightening security at our nuclear labs,
doing something to stop the wholesale
loss of our military secrets.

Madam Speaker, the Committee on
Rules received more than 90 amend-
ments to this bill. We did our best to be
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fair and to make as many amendments
in order as we could. We made over half
of them in order.

The rule allows for a full and open
debate on all the major sources of con-
troversy, including publicly funded
abortions and nuclear lab security. It
allows for a debate on a lot of smaller
issues, too. So | urge my colleagues to
support this rule and to support the un-
derlying bill, because now more than
ever we must provide for our national
security.

Madam Speaker, | reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FROST. Madam Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Madam Speaker, my Republican col-
leagues bring us another rule for the
Department of Defense authorization.
This rule | feel safe in saying will pass,
and thus this morning the Republican
leadership will not be faced with the
embarrassing prospect of having to pull
yet another rule from the floor.

I will support the rule, Madam
Speaker, but | do so only because of my
support for the DOD authorization and
the importance of getting on with the
business of the House. That being said,
I must point out that this new rule pre-
sents us with yet another prospect of
embarrassment. This time the embar-
rassment will fall on the entire House
of Representatives, if not on our coun-
try.

In Cologne, the nations of Western
Europe, the United States, and Russia
have finally managed to negotiate a
peace settlement with the regime
which has systematically carried out
horrifically bloody and brutal acts in
Kosovo.

The terms of the actual troop with-
drawal are still a matter of negotiation
between the military forces of NATO
and Yugoslavia. But Madam Speaker,
however fragile the prospect, the na-
tions of the world who subscribe to the
rule of law are on the verge of accom-
plishing the goal of removing the brut-
ish oppressors from Kosovo.

So in the midst of the peace negotia-
tions, the House now has under consid-
eration a rule which holds out the pros-
pect of cutting off support for the oper-
ations in Kosovo on September 30, and
the Fowler amendment, which would
prohibit ground troops in Yugoslavia
unless authorized by Congress.
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Now, Madam Speaker, | am among
those who pray fervently that this con-
flict has come to an end. But | am also
among those who believe that dictating
the terms of a peace can only be con-
ducted from a position of strength and
resolve.

What kind of message are we about
to send to Milosevic and his band of
thugs and murderers? Now is not the
time to have this particular debate.
This rule and the debate it permits, as
reported by the Republican majority, is
inappropriate and ill-advised.

Today’s rule, authored by the Repub-
lican majority, is a travesty. By au-

June 9, 1999

thorizing votes to cut off spending in
Kosovo while we are on the verge of a
dramatic victory, the majority makes
the House of Representatives a laugh-
ing stock and demonstrates to the en-
tire world that we are irrelevant. Let
me repeat, the majority has chosen ir-
relevance. This is a sad day for this in-
stitution.

There are those among the Repub-
lican majority who contend that the
last rule for this bill failed because of
lack of Democratic support. | would
answer with two points. First, it is the
obligation of the majority to lead, not
to lay blame. Second, the Republican
majority gave many Democratic Mem-
bers no choice but to oppose the mea-
ger offerings handed to them 2 weeks
ago.

gFor example, this rule, unlike its
predecessor, makes in order an amend-
ment which has the support of the
ranking member of the China Select
Committee. Two weeks ago, the Repub-
lican majority summarily cut the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS)
out of the process. This rule will allow
the House to consider recommenda-
tions of the Cox-Dicks committee mat-
ters that are of the utmost importance
to our national security. Accordingly,
many Democrats who opposed the last
rule will see this one in a different
light.

Every year, this body debates our
role in NATO, the cost associated with
our continued military presence in Eu-
rope, and the expectations we as a
NATO partner should have for the
other nations in the alliance. Yet, sur-
prisingly, the last rule precluded such
a debate, thus generating a great deal
of opposition in certain quarters in the
Democratic Caucus. The rule before us
today will allow debate on this issue,
again perhaps reducing opposition to
the rule.

But, Madam Speaker, this rule does
not provide the opportunity for the
ranking member of the Committee on
Commerce to offer an amendment he
presented to the Committee on Rules
along with his chairman and the chair-
man and ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Science. The Dingell amend-
ment speaks directly to a matter of ju-
risdiction of both the Committee on
Commerce and Committee on Science
that has been included in the Com-
mittee on Armed Services’ bill. Yet,
the House has once again been pre-
cluded from considering this matter.

Madam Speaker, amendments offered
by the gentlewoman from New York
(Ms. VELAZQUEZ), the ranking member
of the Committee on Small Business,
as well as similar amendments offered
by the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. WATERS), relating to business op-
portunities for minority and other dis-
advantaged small businesses, have been
shut out of the process.

These are issues of importance to the
Democratic Members of this body,
Madam Speaker, and it would not be
much of a surprise if Members sup-
porting those positions were to vote
against the rule.
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Madam Speaker, it is time for the
House to move on this vitally impor-
tant proposal. In spite of the substan-
tial shortcomings of this rule, | will
support it and urge my colleagues to do
so as well.

Madam Speaker, |
ance of my time.

Mrs. MYRICK. Madam Speaker, |
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New Mexico (Mrs. WILSON).

Mrs. WILSON. Madam Speaker, | rise
to respond to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. FRoOST). He talks about em-
barrassment of the leadership in pull-
ing a rule from the floor. As one of the
Members on this side of the aisle who
had concern about the rule last week, |
want to respond to this and explain
what | think leadership means.

I think that leaders listen. | think
that leaders build consensus. | think
that leaders reach out to others, of
whatever party or whatever persuasion
or whatever part of the country, to pull
people together. | think leaders recog-
nize when they have made little mis-
takes and make corrections of those
mistakes.

I think we have a pretty good coach
on this side of the aisle. He coached
wrestling, but most of us watch foot-
ball. When the quarterback sees a bro-
ken play, a good quarterback will call
a time-out and pull things back to-
gether. That is what leadership means,
and that is why | am proud to be a part
of this great House.

Mrs. MYRICK. Madam Speaker, |
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. DREIER), the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
Rules.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, |
thank my dear friend, the gentle-
woman from Charlotte, North Carolina
(Mrs. MYRICK), who, as | said at the
close of last night’s Committee on
Rules hearing, that she did a superb job
of managing this rule when it came up
2 weeks ago tomorrow, and she is doing
an even better job today, as | am sure.
So | thank her for her fine work.

This is a very important piece of leg-
islation, and | believe that we have
been able to successfully work in a bi-
partisan way to address many of the
concerns that are there.

Contrary to the remarks that were
just made by the gentleman from Dal-
las, Texas (Mr. FROST), we did make 47
amendments in order; and that is an
awful lot of amendments. There are a
lot of Democratic amendments that
have been made in order. We have got
lots of amendments that are done in a
bipartisan way here. We will have, 1
suspect, 20 hours of debate that will
take place on this very important piece
of legislation.

So it is true that we were not able to
satisfy every single concern out there,
either on the Democratic side or on the
Republican side. But | think that what
we have got is a very, very reasonable
balanced approach. It is an important
piece of legislation, one of the most
important issues that we can possibly
address.

reserve the bal-
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We as Republicans have made a
strong commitment that we are going
to focus on the issues of improving
public education, providing tax relief
for working Americans, preserving So-
cial Security and Medicare, and the
very important issue of our national
security.

Frankly, this administration, as we
all know, has deployed 265,000 troops to
139 countries, obviously interested in
security around the world, | guess; but
when it has come to a strong commit-
ment to make sure that our forces are
equipped and ready to go, we have not
seen the kind of support that is nec-
essary. This measure which the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE) will be managing will help us
address that challenge.

We also are dealing with a very im-
portant report that has come out on
China and the transfer of technology.
Again that is done in a bipartisan way.

So | think that we have got a very
good measure here, and | encourage
both Democrats and Republicans alike
to support what is a balanced rule.

Mr. FROST. Madam Speaker, | yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. TURNER).

Mr. TURNER. Madam Speaker, |
came to the floor 2 weeks ago when
this bill was first offered to this House,
thanking the Republican leadership for
striking language in the Committee on
Rules that would have prohibited any
funds from this bill being used in oper-
ations in Yugoslavia. I am very dis-
appointed today to note that when this
bill comes back to the floor, it once
again includes that objectionable lan-
guage.

Here we are at a critical point in
time in the peacekeeping operations,
the peacekeeping negotiations, and we
find that our Republican leadership de-
sires to cut off funding for all oper-
ations in Yugoslavia on September 30.

This House passed on March 11 a res-
olution authorizing the use of ground
troops for a peacekeeping operation. |
offered at that time an amendment to
that bill which provided that the
troops of the United States would be
limited to 15 percent of the total force.
This House, by agreement in an amend-
ment crafted at the conclusion of that
debate, accepted that language along
with other reporting requirements.
That was a sound and reasonable thing
to do.

I am advised by Mr. Berger this
morning that the negotiations now re-
garding peacekeeping would limit the
U.S. troop participation again to 15
percent of the total force. It is totally
irresponsible for this House to be con-
sidering legislation that would ban the
use of any funds, as of September 30,
for peacekeeping operations in the Re-
public of Yugoslavia.

We have come a long way in this bat-
tle of trying to save a million and a
half refugees who have been left home-
less by this conflict. It is my hope that
this House will stand together in its re-
solve and with the international com-
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munity that has said no to Milosevic,
that has said no to genocide, that has
said no to murder and rape, and has
said yes to peace. It is my hope that
the House will adopt the Skelton
amendment, which will strike this ob-
jectionable language from the bill, the
only provision, by the way, that | have
heard the White House say would cause
a veto of this legislation.

Now is the time to stand for peace.
Now is the time to stand with the
international community that has
stood with us in the NATO effort to end
the bloodshed and the slaughter and
the genocide in Yugoslavia. At the end
of the 20th century, we must send a
clear message to the world that the
United States and its allies will stand
for peace and stand against the kind of
campaign that President Milosevic has
waged against his own people.

For 78 days, our bombing campaign
has continued. We must see it through
to a successful conclusion. | urge my
colleagues to accept the Skelton
amendment when it is brought to the
floor.

Mrs. MYRICK. Madam Speaker, |
yield 4 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Florida (Mr. Go0sS),
the chairman of the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence.

(Mr. GOSS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GOSS. Madam Speaker, | thank
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. MyYRICK) for yielding me this
time, and | rise in support of this com-
plicated but fair rule and this very im-
portant Department of Defense author-
ization bill that the gentlewoman is
bringing forward for our attention so
capably today.

First, with respect to the rule, Mem-
bers know that this has been an ex-
traordinarily challenging process. |
think that this rule is now ripe for
Members’ consideration. | congratulate
the gentleman from California (Chair-
man DREIER) and our committee for
persistence in navigating what obvi-
ously would be described as complex
waters, bringing this bill to the floor,
particularly the role of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs.
MYRICK) that has been helpful.

We did the best we could to ensure
that the most important areas of de-
bate were covered and to ensure that
Members had options to vote on with
regard to those major issues. So there
will be plenty of debate on these sub-
jects.

As for the underlying bill, Madam
Speaker, | applaud our colleagues, the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON) for bringing for-
ward a bill that helps chart the future
of our Nation’s defenses as we embark
on the next century. | would point out
there is one from each side of the aisle
in that combination; in other words,
bipartisan.

We have repeatedly emphasized the
fact that our military has been system-
atically underfunded and stretched
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well beyond its means for the past
years under the Clinton-Gore adminis-
tration. As a result, our armed services
today have been provided with too lit-
tle while being asked to do too much.
We all know that.

Now, with the engagements in
Kosovo, Iraq, ongoing missions on the
Korean peninsula and a host of other
unresolved missions underway, such as
perhaps Haiti and Bosnia, we are seeing
all too clearly the cracks and strains of
a fighting force whose readiness is
threatened, whose morale is eroded,
and whose training and equipment
have declined dangerously.

This legislation falls upon the com-
mitment that this House made just a
few weeks ago in the supplemental
funding bill that such harmful and pen-
nywise shortsightedness should be
brought to an end.

Madam Speaker, as chairman of the
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, | know too well about the very
real consequences we face because of
poor planning and lack of long-term
commitment on the part of policy-
makers to investing in a robust and
modern defense capability. My com-
mittee shares jurisdiction with the
Committee on Armed Services over a
host of important military intelligence
programs obviously.

I am happy to say we have always
worked in very close concert to ensure
that the oversight of those programs is
seamless, and 1 am very pleased with
the product before us today. Eyes, ears,
and brains are among the most impor-
tant elements of a strong, smart, and
effective defense. That is what good in-
telligence is all about: force protec-
tion, force enhancement. I am grateful
for the support that this bill provides.

Madam Speaker, America’s attention
in recent weeks has been riveted by the
events of Kosovo and by those dis-
turbing revelations closer to home
about foreign penetration of our labs
and failure of the Clinton-Gore admin-
istration to provide proper protection
of our most important national secrets.

If there is a silver lining to those two
significant front-page matters is that
they have helped galvanize public opin-
ion about the imperative of protecting
our national security. It is not only
protecting our men and women in the
Armed Forces and our interests here
and overseas, but also protecting the
security of our most important na-
tional secrets. They matter.

This legislation will provide the vehi-
cle for important debate on how we can
best accomplish these crucial goals. |
urge all Members and all Americans to
pay close attention. There really is
nothing more important that this Fed-
eral Government can or should be
doing than providing for the national
defense. | believe Americans are count-
ing on this Congress to make up for the
shortfalls in the Clinton-Gore adminis-
tration that have lead us to the situa-
tion we find today in our defense. |
urge support.

I would like to respond to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. FROST), my
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friend and colleague on the Committee
on Rules, and say simply that | think
it would be a huge embarrassment in
not serving the public properly in a
representative form of government for
us not to discuss the Kosovo situation
when we are talking about the defense
authorization bill.

Mr. FROST. Madam Speaker, | yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON).
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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman from Texas for yielding
me this time and allowing me to speak
on this rule.

As the ranking Democrat on the
Committee on Armed Services, | fully
endorse this rule. | fully endorse the
provisions that have been made there-
in. The rule, as my colleagues know,
was pulled some several days ago. The
Committee on Rules went back, re-
wrote the rule, allowed several amend-
ments, and | think that they did the
right thing and | thank them for it.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER), the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MOAKLEY), the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST), and the others
on that committee, | think, wrote a
proper rule, which | do support, with
the proper amendments.

The second thing | wish to mention is
that this is an excellent bill. I have
been on the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices for a number of years and, in my
opinion, in looking at the legislation,
in light of the fact that we have won
the Cold War and there is an uncertain
future and there are those in uniform
today that are questioning whether
they stay in or whether they make a
career of it, this bill gives great incen-
tive for them to reconsider and con-
sider making a career of the military,
because we are doing some very good
things for them in the pay, in the pen-
sion and for their families.

In my opinion, this bill is the best
that we have had since the early 1980s.
| am very, very pleased and | thank the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE) for his leadership as the chair-
man, and it is a privilege to work with
him and others on the committee that
have been excellent to work with. It is
a bipartisan committee. We sent this
bill out of committee with a 55 to 1
vote.

I see my friendless gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER), chairman of
the Subcommittee on Military Pro-
curement of the Committee on Armed
Services. He and the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. Sisisky) work so well. As
a matter of fact, they did such good
work there are no major amendments
touching the procurement part of this
legislation. It is a tribute to them, and
to all of those who worked very, very,
hard on this legislation. Of course, the
staff did a wonderful job, and | cannot
brag about them enough, a bipartisan
staff, and | thank them.

But I must say, Mr. Speaker, in all
sincerity, this bill has a wart on it. It
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is a major wart. We can cut it off by an
amendment that | am offering, or I will
offer sometime during this debate. It is
interesting to note that we are winning
or we have won, NATO and America,
the battle of Kosovo of 1999, and yet
there are those, sadly, with great mel-
ancholy in my heart, | see that they
want to pull defeat from victory by
cutting off funds for those wonderful
young men and young women and what
they are doing to secure peace in Eu-
rope, which has a direct effect not only
in the rest of Europe but on the United
States.

So with that, | will vote for the rule,
and | urge support on my amendment
when that comes to pass.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. FOLEY).

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank the gentlewoman from North
Carolina for bringing this rule forward,
and | urge all Members to support the
rule and particularly several amend-
ments, one being the Cox-Dicks amend-
ment, the Spence amendment. Both
have suggestions on dealing with the
nuclear labs and the theft of nuclear
properties from the United States.

We had an expression in the res-
taurant business, too many cooks and
not enough bottlewashers. Well, in pre-
1974, we had the Atomic Energy Com-
mission; in 1974, we then initiated the
Energy Reorg Act; and in 1977, Presi-
dent Carter had the idea to create the
Department of Energy and we trans-
ferred the functions of the Energy Re-
search Development Administration
into the lab. And we know now from
the testimony of the Cox report that
that was the period in time in which
the nuclear secrets were starting to be
stolen.

So | would suggest to my colleagues
the best remedy is what is suggested by
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPENCE), and that requires the
Secretary of Defense to establish a
plan to transfer from the DOE the na-
tional security functions. In the
amendment of the gentleman from
California (Mr. Cox) and the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. DICKS) they ask
the President to review and come back
to Congress and potentially rec-
ommend a similar type scenario.

My colleagues, over the next several
weeks we will hear a lot of bellyaching
from this body about blaming the Chi-
nese. Let us get even. Let us blame
them for stealing our secrets. But my
colleagues, the United States Congress,
the United States Government, invited
them into our labs. Shame on us.
Shame on us for having lax security,
shame on us for not protecting, shame
on us for not having things like the
gentleman from California  (Mr.
HUNTER) recommends today, counter-
intelligence clarifications, security
practices, polygraph tests to make sure
people are not walking home with their
briefcases full of our own technology.
So in the next several weeks, rather
than pointing fingers at the Chinese
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Government, let us look inwardly at
the problems we have created our-
selves.

Let us also focus on some underlying
amendments such as the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. Goss) recommends
on Haiti and removal of troops. The
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRANKS), the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SHAYS) and myself have
an amendment on troop removal and
troop reduction in Europe. We cannot
be everywhere for everyone, and the
American taxpayers cannot afford it.
So | urge support of the rule and urge
support of the bill.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. DINGELL).

(Mr. DINGELL asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
opposition to the rule. This rule has
many reasons for being opposed, but I
confine myself to one glaring defect.
The rule would prohibit the House from
considering a very important and ill-
considered provision of the bill. The
provision would require the Secretary
of Energy to assign all national secu-
rity functions, including safeguards,
security, health, safety, and environ-
ment to the Assistant Secretary for
Defense Programs.

This is not putting the fox in charge
of the chicken house, this is putting an
imbecile in charge of an important na-
tional function and major national
concerns. It is this secretary, in his
many incarnations and in many diverse
identities, that has been a major part
of the problems that we have con-
fronted over the years.

When | was the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions of the Committee on Commerce,
we investigated a continuous series of
lapses on security. We brought them
constantly to the attention of the ad-
ministration, and nothing was done be-
cause it was all handled by the institu-
tional holder of this particular office.
The practical result of this is to assure
the people that if we are concerned
with the security of the national labs
and other aspects of our activities
within the Department of Energy, we
are entrusting that responsibility to
probably, institutionally, the most in-
capable individual in that particular
place.

I have submitted an amendment to
strike this section. It was a bipartisan
amendment which had the support of
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Tom
BLILEY), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Commerce; the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER),
the chairman of the Committee on
Science; and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BROWN), the ranking mem-
ber. The amendment also had the
strong support of Energy Secretary
Bill Richardson, who, being aware of
the situation there, has recommended
that the bill be vetoed if that provision
is left in the bill.
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Despite the bipartisan nature of this
amendment and the fact that the bill
could face a veto over the provision,
the rule will not even allow the House
to decide the issue. That is an action of
extraordinary arrogance and high-
handedness on the part of the Repub-
lican leadership and on the part of the
Committee on Rules. And | say that if
we really want to continue jeopard-
izing the well-being and the security of
these labs and of impor