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Mr. PASCRELL changed his vote

from *“‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILLMOR). Will the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. BRADY] come forward and
lead the House in the Pledge of Alle-
giance.

Mr. BRADY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the Unit-
ed States of America, and to the Republic for
which it stands, one nation under God, indi-
visible, with liberty and justice for all.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces it will entertain ten 1-
minute requests on each side.

HERSHEY RETREAT PAVES THE
WAY TO MORE CIVIL DISCOURSE

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

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in the spirit of bipartisanship on
this side of the aisle to express my
thanks and gratitude to the 200 Mem-
bers who attended the bipartisan re-
treat that was held in Hershey, PA. It
was an enormous success. We had
about 150 spouses and over 100 children,
and the headline in the Harrisburg
paper on Sunday | think really depicts
the outcome, which says: ‘‘Retreat de-
clared success.” And it was a success,
in part because so many Members
came, so many families came, and peo-
ple really had an opportunity to build
friendships and relationships that | be-
lieve will last well beyond our careers
in Congress and, | think, will lead us to
opportunities to really have meaning-
ful dialog and debate in | hope what
will be a much more civil atmosphere.

I want to express my deep gratitude
to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
SKAGGS], who cochaired this with me,
the steering committee, the Speaker of
the House [NEwT GINGRICH] and the
Democratic leader [Dick GEPHARDT] for
the extraordinary leadership that they
showed in assisting us in getting the
Members to come.

It was a great weekend, it was a
great start. It is not the panacea, it is
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not the solution, but we have begun
what | believe is an important event
that will lead us to more civil dis-
course and continue, | think, to build
the idea that the House of Representa-
tives is the highest legislative body
and the work that we do here is very
important and should be held in high
regard.
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ALL U.S. ALLIES SHOULD BE
TREATED FAIRLY

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

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, | re-
cently returned from a trip to Israel
where | reviewed important aspects of
the longstanding United States-Israel
defense relationship. Nobody can visit
this region without being struck by the
fragility of the peace process and the
looming potential for violence. During
our meeting, Defense Minister Yitzhak
Mordechi emphasized both the military
risks in the region and the willingness
of Israel to take risks in pursuit of
peace. | am deeply concerned, however,
that the United States appears to be
holding Israel to one standard and her
peace partners to another. Friends and
allies may disagree over the appro-
priateness or timing of building in Har
Homa, but this administration’s han-
dling of the issue is surprising and po-
tentially counterproductive—not to
mention confusing.

The administration should be con-
gratulated for standing up in the Unit-
ed Nations and vetoing the anti-Israel
resolution brought before the Security
Council earlier this month. While con-
demning the Israeli Government’s deci-
sion to build Jewish housing in Har
Homa, the resolution did not address
the failure of the Palestinians to live
up to many of their commitments
under the Oslo accords. The resolution
made no mention of the many steps Is-
rael has taken for peace, including re-
deploying Israeli security forces in He-
bron, releasing terrorists convicted of
Killing Israelis and proposing to cede
additional lands in the West Bank. The
proposed United Nations resolution
would have been extremely damaging
to the peace process. The American
veto told the world that we would not
let our friend and ally be bullied, nor
our concern for rational discourse and
diplomacy be railroaded.

However, the actions this adminis-
tration has taken since the U.N. veto—
publicly criticizing Israel and agreeing
to take part in an international con-
ference in Gaza to which Israel was not
even invited—threaten to undermine
not only the positive effects of the
veto, but the honest broker role the
United States must play to promote
peace in the Middle East.

Over the last week, the world has
seen the President of the United States
standing with Yassir Arafat and Egyp-
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tian President Mubarak, harshly criti-
cizing Israel while ignoring the tan-
gible risks she has taken. These public
reprimands and actions do not serve
the cause of peace and can only in-
crease the potential for violent con-
frontation.

Mr. Speaker, the administration
needs to treat all of our allies fairly. It
has not done so in this case.

POSITIVE EXPERIENCE IN
HERSHEY, PA

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

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, this past
weekend | had the distinct pleasure to
make some history with more than 200
of my colleagues in Hershey, PA at the
bipartisan retreat. | want to congratu-
late the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
LAHooD] and the gentleman from Colo-
rado [Mr. SKAGGS] and everyone who
worked so hard in putting this retreat
together.

My experience in Hershey was very
positive, and | want to thank my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle for
their cooperation in making this event
a real success.

For most of the world, the U.S. House
of Representatives means democracy.
We, as Members of Congress, have a
profound responsibility to treat this in-
stitution with respect, to uphold its
rules, and to realize that the House and
its traditions are bigger than any one
person or party.

I also would like to remind my col-
leagues that disagreement in policy,
disagreement in philosophy, disagree-
ment in ideology is the wellspring of
democracy, and | welcome spirited de-
bate.

In the weeks, months, and years to
come, | can guarantee one thing: We
will all disagree. But after this week-
end, | hope that those disagreements
are made with the understanding that
we all, as elected Members of Congress,
are trying to do the best for our Na-
tion.

KEEPING THE MOMENTUM OF
HERSHEY GOING

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

Mr. SKAGGS. Mr. Speaker, | wanted
to follow the good lead of my colleague
from Illinois [Mr. LAHoOD] in address-
ing this side of the House in the spirit
of the weekend just concluded, where
we had a remarkable event occur: al-
most half of this body, with many
spouses and children, spending some
time together, doing the fundamental
business of any institution, which is
getting to know each other, developing
some minimum level of trust and re-
spect so that we can conduct our busi-
ness here on the basis of policy, not on
the basis of going after each other per-
sonally.
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We realized something very impor-
tant over this weekend, which is that
we are in charge here and we have the
power, if we wish to exercise it, to
change a bit the culture of the House.
Many terrific ideas came out of the
weekend, very practical, very much
able to be implemented with the good-
will and support of the leadership on
both sides which happily were in at-
tendance for the weekend.

We will be meeting again, the orga-
nizing committee and the coleader
teams tomorrow, to start to work on
keeping the momentum going forward
in the effort that was begun this week-
end. | thank the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. LAHooD]; | thank all of my
colleagues, both Democratic and Re-
publican, for the spirit with which they
approached this undertaking, and we
are deeply in the debt of the Pew Char-
itable Trusts for their support in un-
derwriting this experiment in making
the democracy work better.

GETTING TO KNOW EACH OTHER
IN HERSHEY

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

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker and my
colleagues, | too spent the weekend
with my family at Hershey, PA. | want
to congratulate the Members on both
sides of the aisle that put the event to-
gether, and really congratulate the
some 200 Members of our Congress who
came to Hershey with an open mind
about how we can proceed in this very
difficult environment where we do have
disagreements, but how we can proceed
in a way that continues to allow the
American people to have respect for
their institution.

We are going to have our disagree-
ments, but it does not mean that we
need to be disagreeable to each other.

Probably the most long-lasting part
of the weekend was the opportunity for
each of us to better get to know each
other. 1 have been here 6 years, and
over the last 6 years we virtually have
a brandnew Congress. Some 70 percent
of this Congress has been elected since
1990, and over the last several cycles we
have had large classes with little op-
portunity to begin to understand each
other.

As we understand each other better,
understand where we are coming from
and why we hold the beliefs that we do,
I think it allows us to have better re-
spect and more respect for the diver-
sity of opinion that we certainly find
here in Congress.

It was a great weekend, it was a good
start, and there is a lot more that
needs to be done, and we need to work
each and every day on helping our-
selves and our colleagues deal with our
disagreements in a more professional
way.
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UNITED STATES MILITARY WEAR-
ING COMBAT BOOTS MADE IN
CHINA

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

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, it is
no wonder that millions of Chinese dol-
lars have popped up in American poli-
tics. |1 mean, check it out: China alone
gets $45 billion from American tax-
payers in a sweetheart deal known as
most-favored-nation trade status.

Now, to me, that is absolutely dis-
gusting, with the 17 cents an hour labor
wage. But if that is not enough to rip
one of those false made-in-America la-
bels on one of those Chinese imports,
check this out: The United States Air
Force just issued military combat
boots to our troops that were made in
China. That is right. American mili-
tary personnel are wearing combat
boots now made in China.

Beam me up, Mr. Speaker. What is
next, marines in Mao suits? | think it
is time to take a look at what China
has done and take a look at every one
of these sweetheart trade deals.

| yield back the balance of all Amer-
ican shoe wear that has cost jobs in
this country.

WORKING TOGETHER TO MAKE
AMERICA BETTER

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

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, last week-
end my family and | joined 200-plus
Members of this Chamber. We gathered
together in Hershey, PA to restore
trust and build friendships and, of
course, to eat chocolate.

Now, obviously there were many
friendships and relationships in exist-
ence before Hershey, but sometimes
the reach across the aisle is very short.
Sometimes we look around and we can-
not recognize a Member, or we have
not met them or we do not know their
name.

Well, at Hershey, Republicans and
Democrats came together to try to
change the situation. Perhaps some of
the tension that occurred in the last
Congress was because we did not know
each other well enough.

Now, we do know that we will not al-
ways agree; we quite often disagree.
But we should work to maintain rigor-
ous standards of respect and dignity,
both on and off the floor of the House.

Mr. Speaker, | believe that, working
together, we can make America better.

LET US GET TO WORK ON
BALANCING THE BUDGET

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

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, we
need to put together a budget. Every
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day Republicans force poor American
families to balance their budgets or
plunge into poverty. Meanwhile, as the
deadline draws near for our national
budget to be balanced, my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle submit
nothing and delay action. Real people
have to balance their budgets; so
should we.

Consider the human face of this de-
bate. Hardworking people have to
make painful decisions on a daily basis
about keeping a roof over their fami-
ly’s head or putting food on their table.
While you waste your time on political
posturing, families | represent in Wil-
liamsburg and Brooklyn, NY, study
their bank statement, trying to make
ends meet. They cannot postpone their
budget; neither should we.

My colleagues, everyone in this
Chamber supports a balanced budget,
and there are already two proposals we
could be working on. Mr. Speaker, Mr.
Majority Leader, Americans cannot
wait any longer. Let us get working.

MUTUAL RESPECT IS VITAL FOR
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS

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

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, replacing
bitterness and a mean-spirited tack
with mutual respect is vital to the ef-
fectiveness of this most democrat of in-
stitutions. Here in Congress, as we ap-
proach the challenges of this great Na-
tion, we must renew our focus on the
manner in which we do our work. It is
here that the spirit of civility and bi-
partisanship must come alive if we are
to build on the richness that is our her-
itage.

Every one of us has a vested interest
to ensure that we as Members of Con-
gress work together with abiding re-
spect and uncompromising civility. Our
ability to honor one another, while en-
gaging in vigorous and thoughtful de-
bate, goes to the heart of this institu-
tion and the people’s faith in each and
every one of us. Ultimately, restoring
trust, dignity and comity will lead us
to succeed on behalf of all of the Amer-
ican people. The people deserve noth-
ing less, and they demand it.

O 1145
A HERSHEY’S KISS

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, | want
to join my colleagues in thanking the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAHoOD]
and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
SKAGGS] for bringing us all together,
over 220 Members, together for a bipar-
tisan retreat.

In that retreat we all acknowledged
we are going to have conservative, lib-
eral, urban, rural differences for what-
ever philosophical reasons, but that we
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should try to eliminate the obstacles
to civility as much as possible.

One of the things my group rec-
ommended, for example, is before we
give our speeches ask ourselves these
questions: Is the speech fair, is it accu-
rate, is it true? If it was the last speech
you were going to give, is this the one
you want to be remembered by? If your
mama was sitting in the gallery, would
you still give this speech?

Mr. Speaker, | think if we go through
these batteries of questions and just
ask ourselves to reach for a higher
level, then | think it might not be nec-
essarily easier for Republicans to Kiss
a Democrat or for a Democrat to Kkiss a
Republican, but it will be easier for us
all to give each other a Hershey’s Kiss.

BALANCE THE BUDGET

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

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, today
there will be a lot of rhetoric, and I
hope civil rhetoric, from the other side
of the aisle about the President’s budg-
et. My Republican colleagues will go as
far as to demand that the President
submit another budget.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
know that the Constitution says, and |
quote, ““All bills for raising revenue
shall originate in the House of Rep-
resentatives.” It is our duty, it has
been our obligation, and will continue
to be this House’s responsibility to ap-
prove all appropriation bills, including
the budget.

Republicans are now demanding that
the President resubmit his budget.
This is a complete reversal of their ap-
proach of the last Congress. The Amer-
ican people certainly remember how
the Republican majority virtually
shredded the President’s proposals in
pursuit of a radical agenda.

I call upon my friends to seize the
moment, steer the proper course, and
use the President’s proposal as an his-
toric opportunity to balance the budg-
et. The President wants this done,
Democrats want this done, and the
American public wants it done.

| believe that beneath their current
political rhetoric the majority wants a
balanced budget as well.

LET US FULLY IMPLEMENT THE
CUBAN LIBERTY AND DEMO-
CRATIC SOLIDARITY ACT

(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. Mr. Speaker, 1
year ago today, the Cuban Liberty and
Democratic Solidarity Act was signed
into law with the overwhelming sup-
port of this body.

In just 1 year, the Helms-Burton law
has successfully served its purpose of
protecting the property rights of Amer-
ican citizens as well as reducing the
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level of foreign investments that help
keep the Castro dictatorship in power.

Despite the Clinton administration’s
failure to fully implement the law, doz-
ens of companies have stopped their op-
erations in Cuba, while many others
have postponed their plans to invest in
Castro’s slave economy.

The European Union, in a last-ditch
attempt to profit from American stolen
property and exploit the Cuban worker,
has filed an irresponsible challenge be-
fore the World Trade Organization
against Helms-Burton that threatens
to undermine our Nation’s ability to
dictate our own foreign policy. We call
on the President to invoke the national
security clause in this battle.

A year after its passage, Mr. Speaker,
this body can be proud that it stood
firm in support of the Cuban people’s
struggle for freedom. Now let us fully
implement this successful law.

KIDS’ HEALTH CARE MUST BE
OUR PRIORITY

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, just 2
years ago in my home State of Massa-
chusetts, 23 percent of children under
the age of 18, or some 160,000 kids, were
without even basic health insurance.
The people of the Commonwealth un-
derstood that this statistic was not
only startling, it was absolutely unac-
ceptable.

So Massachusetts passed the land-
mark piece of legislation that is on the
verge of giving basic coverage to some
125,000 kids, or 80 percent of the unin-
sured children in my State.

By streamlining the administration
of this program and by instituting a 25-
cents per pack cigarette tax, Massa-
chusetts has come up with more funds
to protect children, and has become el-
igible for more Federal funding in re-
turn. Now Massachusetts is doing what
every State in this Nation should be
doing: covering children’s health.

But the crisis is not over. One child
in seven living in the United States
today is uninsured. That is absolutely
unconscionable.

Massachusetts should serve as an in-
spiration for the rest of our Nation. We
in this Congress have an awesome re-
sponsibility before us. We have a re-
sponsibility to prepare our children to
be the leaders of tomorrow by ensuring
that they receive a healthy start
today. Let us make health care for our
kids a priority.

EPA’S IRRATIONAL POLICIES

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

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, today is the
end of the public comment period for
the EPA first phase implementation of
their irrational policies.
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This chart, Mr. Speaker, is not a map
that shows all the great bipartisan
spirit of Hershey, but this is a biparti-
san issue, because where you see red on
this map, Mr. Speaker, are areas
throughout the United States, Demo-
crat and Republican representation,
that are going to be in jeopardy be-
cause working families are going to be
at a very high risk of losing their very
livelihoods and way of life because of
irrational policies by the EPA.

Today ends the public commentary
period. George Wolfe, an EPA scientist,
stated himself before one of our hear-
ings that these proposals are based on
a policy decision by the director in-
stead of sound science.

It is time to stop this because, Mr.
Speaker, the policies they are going to
try to implement are not going to do
anything to make a betterment for
people, but it is going to do one thing;
it is going to take away working Amer-
icans’ jobs, it is going to hurt the
school systems, and the communities.
It is time to fight these proposals.

REPUBLICANS SHOULD LEARN TO
TREAT LEGAL IMMIGRANTS
WITH THE SAME RESPECT
LEGAL IMMIGRANTS GIVE TO
AMERICA

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

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, the
Republicans have announced that
America can expect their budget plan
in May.

I hope they mean May 1997. | should
be concerned. That is 1 month after the
legal deadline for submitting a budget.
But | want to be positive so | will as-
sume this delay is caused by tireless
Republican efforts to craft a budget
that restores programs taken away
from law-abiding legal immigrants.

I  will assume Republicans are
crunching numbers and saying, ‘‘How
can we restore critical benefits to our
needy seniors, our blind and disabled,
to mothers and their children? How can
we treat our legal immigrant popu-
lation with decency and fairness?”’

That *“‘should’ be the reason for the
delay, because legal immigrants de-
serve better than this Congress has
given them.

Immigrants work hard. The fact is
they pay far more in taxes than they
receive in benefits. They play by the
rules. They are in our Nation legally,
contributing their energy, hopes, and
dreams to our Nation.

May is a long time from now. It
should be long enough for my Repub-
lican friends to learn to treat legal im-
migrants with the same respect legal
immigrants give to America.

THE ELEMENTS OF A CIVIL DE-
BATE ON THE FLOOR OF THE
HOUSE
(Mr. GUTKNECHT asked and was

given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, |
have been a Member of this Congress
now for 2 years, and too often | have
seen Members come to the well of this
House and demonize, trivialize, and
personalize the debate. | was happy to
have participated in the conference up
in Hershey, PA, because | think it is
time that we stop this poisoning of the
well of this great Chamber.

| told a story that happened back in
the Continental Congress. Benjamin
Franklin one time, at the end of a cou-
ple of days of very, very bitter debate
in the Continental Congress, rose slow-
ly at the back of the Chamber one
morning and he said, ““Let us for a mo-
ment, Mr. Speaker, contemplate our
own fallibility.”

Mr. Speaker, let us commit ourselves
to vigorous but fair debate. Let us do it
with humility. Let us do it with
humor. If we do, | think both this body
and the body politic will be well served.

NINE DAYS REMAIN FOR THE
HOUSE TO SUBMIT A PLAN TO
BALANCE THE BUDGET

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

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. Speaker, | first
would like to commend the gentleman
from |Illinois [Mr. LAHooD] and the
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SKAGGS]
for what was an outstanding weekend
for us to come together and to talk as
human beings about our differences
and about the ways in which we can get
things done.

I would hope that the first way that
we would show our constituents that
we were serious about getting things
done would be to start by balancing the
budget. We do not need to have a con-
stitutional amendment to balance the
budget, as they say, we just need to do
it. We need to do it in the way our fam-
ilies do, at kitchen tables all across the
country, making sure their own prior-
ities, protecting the interests of their
families are at stake, and at the same
time making sure that their own budg-
ets are balanced.

The lessons of Hershey are that we
need to work together and to get some-
thing done. We have a limited amount
of time, 9 legislative days, to present a
budget. We need to get serious. We
need to get busy and show our con-
stituents that we intend to have the
political will to balance the budget
this year.

DEMAGOGUERY CAN BLOCK BI-
PARTISAN CIVILITY AND CO-
OPERATION IN SOLVING AMERI-
CA’S PROBLEMS

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

ANNOUNCING THE BIRTH OF TWIN GRAND-
CHILDREN SELINA ANASTASIA AND JAMES
AZARIEL BURNETT
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-

er, | was going to spend my 1 minute

talking about the dangers of changing
the CPI until we come up with provi-
sions to make sure we protect the So-
cial Security trust fund. | was not able
to go to Hershey because my wife,

Bonnie, and | had grandchildren a few

days before, and they were twins. My

daughter Elizabeth and her husband,

Fred Burnett, now have twins. Their

names are Selina Anastasia and James

Azariel Burnett. So | am glad to an-

nounce that.

But on the issue of civility, on the
Committee on the Budget we have
talked about the serious problems of
dealing with Medicare and Social Secu-
rity, tremendous financial obligations
and problems for the future. So | would
just urge all my colleagues that the
greatest enemy of solving these prob-
lems is demagoguery, because it is so
easy in campaigns to scare people. |
think it is so vital that we work to-
gether in solving very tough problems.

MOTION TO ADJOURN

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore [Mr. GILLMOR] an-
nounced that the noes appeared to have
it.

Mr. BONIOR. 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 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 26, nays 392,
not voting 14, as follows:

Evi-

[Roll No. 40]

YEAS—26
Berry Frank (MA) Olver
Brown (OH) Gephardt Owens
Conyers Kennedy (RI) Pelosi
DeFazio Martinez Sabo
Delahunt McDermott Sandlin
Dingell McGovern Strickland
Eshoo Miller (CA) Towns
Fazio Mink Wynn
Filner Neal

NAYS—392
Abercrombie Bilbray Buyer
Aderholt Bilirakis Callahan
Allen Bishop Calvert
Andrews Blagojevich Camp
Archer Bliley Campbell
Armey Blumenauer Canady
Bachus Blunt Cannon
Baesler Boehlert Capps
Baker Boehner Cardin
Baldacci Bonilla Carson
Barcia Bonior Castle
Barr Bono Chabot
Barrett (NE) Borski Chambliss
Barrett (WI) Boswell Chenoweth
Bartlett Boucher Christensen
Barton Boyd Clay
Bass Brady Clayton
Bateman Brown (FL) Clement
Becerra Bryant Clyburn
Bentsen Bunning Coburn
Bereuter Burr Collins
Berman Burton Combest

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Condit
Cook
Costello
Cox

Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crapo
Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeGette
DelLauro
DelLay
Dellums
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Ensign
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Fawell
Flake
Foglietta
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fowler
Fox
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Furse
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hamilton
Hansen
Harman
Hastert
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Hefley
Hefner
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler

Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inglis
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (WI)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Kanjorski
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy (MA)
Kennelly
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kim
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Klink
Klug
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Largent
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
Livingston
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manton
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDade
McHale
McHugh
Mclnnis
MclIntosh
Mclntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Minge
Moakley
Molinari
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Nethercutt
Neumann
Ney
Northup
Norwood
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Nussle
Oberstar
Obey

Ortiz

Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pappas
Parker
Pascrell
Pastor

Paul

Paxon
Payne
Pease
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Poshard
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Reyes

Riley
Rivers
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce

Rush

Ryun
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaefer, Dan
Schaffer, Bob
Schiff
Schumer
Scott
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Sisisky
Skaggs
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (OR)
Smith (TX)
Smith, Adam
Smith, Linda
Snowbarger
Snyder
Solomon
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Stokes
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Talent
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Thomas
Thompson
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Thornberry Walsh White
Thune Wamp Whitfield
Thurman Waters Wicker
Tiahrt Watkins Wise
Tierney Watt (NC) Wolf
Traficant Watts (OK) Woolsey
Turner Waxman Yates
Upton Weldon (FL) Young (AK)
Velazquez Weldon (PA) Young (FL)
Vento Weller
Visclosky Wexler

NOT VOTING—14
Ackerman Hall (OH) Riggs
Ballenger Kaptur Sensenbrenner
Brown (CA) Mollohan Torres
Coble Pomeroy Weygand
Cooksey Quinn
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Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, and Messrs.
EWING, LAHOOD, SHUSTER,
ROHRABACHER, HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado,
BECERRA, LARGENT, and FATTAH

changed their vote from ‘‘yea” to
“nay.”
Mr. McDERMOTT and Mr.

DELAHUNT changed their vote from
““nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 600

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, |
ask unanimous consent that my name
be removed as a cosponsor from H.R.
600.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILLMOR). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Hawaii?

There was no objection.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, is it
true that there will not be another
vote for about an hour on the floor, and
that we are about to take up a rule
which will consume about an hour?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House is about to take up a rule, on
which an hour’s time is allocated, so
that would be a likely conclusion.

Mr. SOLOMON. The reason | inquire,
Mr. Speaker, is to get some order in
the House so that Members can either
leave the Chamber or take seats.

REQUESTING THE PRESIDENT
SUBMIT A BALANCED BUDGET

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, |
call up House Resolution 90 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 90

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the Resolution (H. Res. 89) re-
questing the President to submit a budget
for fiscal year 1998 that would balance the
Federal budget by fiscal year 2002 without
relying on budgetary contingencies. The res-
olution shall be considered as read for
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amendment. The resolution shall be debat-
able for two hours equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on the Budget
or their designees. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the resolu-
tion to final adoption without intervening
motion except one motion to recommit. The
motion to recommit may include instruc-
tions only if offered by the minority leader
or a designee. If including instructions, the
motion to recommit shall be debatable for
five minutes by its proponent and five min-
utes by an opponent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON]
is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, for the
purposes of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. MOAKLEY]
pending which I yield myself such time
as | might consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 90
provides for consideration in the House
of House Resolution 89, which is a reso-
lution requesting the President to sub-
mit a balanced budget under a struc-
tured rule. The rule provides for 2
hours of debate, divided equally be-
tween the chairman and ranking mi-
nority members of the Committee on
the Budget or their designees.

Mr. Speaker, in trying to be as fair as
possible, the rule also provides for one
motion to recommit, which may con-
tain instructions if offered by the mi-
nority leader or his designee. If it in-
cludes instructions, the motion to re-
commit is debatable for 5 minutes by a
proponent and 5 minutes by an oppo-
nent, keeping in mind that there will
have already been 2 hours of debate on
this entire issue.

Under the rules of the House, a mo-
tion to recommit is not required to be
given to the minority for the consider-
ation of a House resolution. However,
the Committee on Rules sought to pro-
vide such a motion to the minority for
the purpose of the consideration of this
bill to be, again, as fair as possible.

Mr. Speaker, after the 1996 elections
when the American people returned bi-
partisan political leadership to Wash-
ington, the Republican Congress of-
fered to begin budget negotiations
right away. As a result of this biparti-
san spirit, formal and informal discus-
sions between the Congress and the
White House on reaching a balanced
budget has been ongoing. While these
talks have been productive, they are
not yet complete, an that is the way it
has been year in and year out. It takes
time.

As we all know, on February 6 of this
year, President Clinton sent his budget
to Congress, a budget which, according
to the President, produced a surplus of
$17 billion in the year 2002, 5 years from
now. Upon the receipt of that budget,
the Republican Congress reacted in the
same spirit of bipartisan cooperation.
The budget was not declared dead on
arrival, as was so often the case when
Republican Presidents would present
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their budget. Even though many of the
budget specifics do not meet the expec-
tation of many in this Congress, we
still have kept an open mind on it.

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican Congress sought to give the
administration every opportunity to
explain and sell that budget to Con-
gress and to sell it to the American
people through the regular committee
process, and that is as it should be.

After a thorough analysis by the
committees, the bipartisan member-
ship, and the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, the President’s budget fails four
specific tests, and | think that all
Members in their offices, or wherever
they might be, should pay particular
attention to this, because it is what
they were sent here to do, and that is
bring some fiscal sanity to this body.

First, it does not achieve a balance in
the year 2002; it actually leaves a defi-
cit of almost $70 billion. So what have
we succeeded in doing? The truth is
nothing in dealing with this terribly
important issue.

Second, it does not specifically re-
duce spending in the first 3 years. It ac-
tually allows, listen to this, it actually
allows the 1998 deficit to increase; not
decrease but to increase. That is this
coming year, to increase by $24 billion.
And even more so important, listen to
this, it saves 98 percent of the deficit
reduction in this whole 5-year period,
98 percent of any cuts, for the last 2
years.

Well, we all know what that means,
It means we will not get there.

Third, it does not save Medicare from
bankruptcy. It actually does less to
save Medicare than even the last Clin-
ton budget of last year.

Fourth, it does not provide perma-
nent tax relief for American families.
It actually increases taxes in the last 2
years. Imagine that. We are going to be
coming down here and voting to in-
crease taxes when the American people
are already the most heavily taxed peo-
ple in the world. As a result, the Presi-
dent’s budget is found, believe me,
found wanting.

Mr. Speaker, while we as the Con-
gress are committed to negotiating a
balanced budget agreement with the
White House, there is one nonnego-
tiable item determined by the Amer-
ican people, by the American taxpayer:
Any budget agreement must achieve
balance in the year 2002 using the same
deck of cards; in other words, compar-
ing apples to apples. And that means
using the Congressional Budget Office
scoring so that we all can be playing
with that same deck, as | said before.

This is a goal both the President and
the Congress have embraced publicly
and privately, and was perhaps the
only item agreed upon during the budg-
et negotiations of the last 2 years. Mr.
Speaker, without an agreement on the
parameters of the numbers, no real dis-
cussion on specifics can begin because
no one will believe what we are talking
about.

The President committed to this last
year by submitting two budgets scored
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in balance by CBO. However, his most
recent budget, the one we have before
us, reflects an abandonment of that
commitment. We have to ask ourselves
why.

The resolution before us today calls
on the President to reaffirm that com-
mitment to balancing the budget by
2002, using honest numbers and up-
front cuts; up front in the first few
years, not the last few years.

In contrast, the President’s budget
uses Gramm-Rudman. Now, many of
my colleagues were not here back in
the days of Gramm-Rudman, but that
was even a Republican budget, and in
that budget we had the cuts in the lat-
ter years. And guess what? We never
got there, because in the last 2 years it
was too doggone difficult and we could
not do it. We did not have the guts to
doit.

We cannot let that happen again. We
cannot add another trillion dollars to
this accumulated debt. That Gramm-
Rudman budget took credit for cuts
then, but they wanted to make the cuts
at a later time and it just did not
work.

Now, once we agree on these goals
and what those goals mean, Congress
and the President together can sit
down and we can work out agreements
on the details, details like this. Here is
$800 billion in cuts. Take your choice,
Mr. President; take your choice, Con-
gress. But we have to do it. We cannot
just ignore it and let it go on year after
year. Until that time, budget negotia-
tions will be little more than partisan
bickering and will never get us to
where we all say we want to be.

Some of my colleagues will argue
this resolution is meaningless because
Congress has not yet produced its own
budget. Well, in response | would like
to just make three observations, and
we will discuss this during the 2-hour
general debate coming up in a few min-
utes.

First, the current laws governing the
budget process required action by both
the President and the Congress. Both
of us. First the President then the Con-
gress. That is what the law says. It is
in here. Read it on page 802.

Now, it is true that the President has
submitted a budget, which my col-
leagues must remember was actually
submitted to Congress late, and that is
the way it usually always is. And I will
admit there is nothing in current law
that requires the President to submit
that balanced budget, although many
of us would argue that. However, for
the past 2 years and during the entire
Presidential campaign of 1996, all dis-
cussions of the budget have assumed a
balanced budget. We all began talking
along that line, balancing the budget.

By submitting a budget not in bal-
ance, the President has submitted a
budget that in reality cannot be con-
sidered by this Congress. I, for one, will
not let that go through the Committee
on Rules. Either it will be balanced and
it is going to be honest, without smoke
and mirrors, or it is not coming out of
that Committee on Rules.
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My colleagues may also remember
that for the past 2 years the Commit-
tee on Rules has required that all budg-
ets, whether offered by Republicans,
whether offered by Democrats, whether
offered by the Blue Dogs, or the Black
Caucus or anybody else, had to be
scored by CBO and they lived up to it.
They went and they had their budgets
scored. My own budget was scored by
CBO. They were all honest. That is not
a new requirement. This is what we
agreed to in the last Congress and, by
golly, this is what we are going to
agree to in this Congress.

This resolution, therefore, calls upon
the President to follow that process. If
we were to take up the President’s cur-
rent budget, it would have to be scored
by CBO, which shows that it is, in fact,
not a balanced budget. Without a new
budget, Congress’ hands are tied by the
rules of the Budget Act.

Second, we must remember that over
the past 20 years Congress, under Dem-
ocrat and Republican majorities, have
only met the April 15 deadline for con-
sidering the budget resolution once.
Once over the last 20 years. And not
one of those budget resolutions was a
balanced budget.

Furthermore, according to my cal-
endar, it is only March 12. We have
more than a month to work until that
April 15 deadline.

Third and finally, if my colleagues
went back and reviewed the history,
they would find that every year in
which a budget agreement was reached
between Congress and the White House,
whoever the President was, the budget
resolution was adopted later than the
deadline. Why? Because both sides
sought to reach agreement on the pri-
orities of the budget up front. The ac-
tual implementation of that agreement
came later in the year, as we all know,
through the appropriation process.
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That is exactly what Congress is try-
ing to do this year. The Republican
Congress is acting in a cooperative way
and | believe a very productive manner
by offering to use an honestly balanced
budget presented by the President as a
basis for the debate. In the long run,
this will set the context for an effec-
tive and productive debate.

The President needs to lead by pre-
senting his visions and his priorities of
how the country can reach its goals.
However, he fails to achieve the goal of
a balanced budget. In these budget ne-
gotiations, actually achieving balance
through real and significant spending
cuts, it is the whole ball game, my
friends. If we do not do that, there is no
reason to go through this whole exer-
cise. The resolution calls on the Presi-
dent as an exercise of good faith to ac-
tually submit a balanced budget. Let
us hope that he does.

Let me just show Members, there is a
chart down in the well, I will not both-
er presenting it now, but this is what
Members better be thinking about
when voting on the resolution today.
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The deficit of $69 billion in 2002, that is
what Members would be voting on if
they voted on the President’s budget
today: a $70 billion further deficit in
that year, an accumulated deficit all
during the 5-year period, 98 percent of
the deficit reductions in the last 2
years.

That is not fair, to even come on this
floor and talk about that. If we have
not got the guts to vote on those cuts
up front in year 1, in year 2, in year 3,
then we should not be in this Congress.
In this year alone we would, under the
President’s budget, increase the deficit
by $24 billion rather than staying on
that glide path to a balanced budget
over 5 years.

This is what this is all about today.
We are urging the President to give us
that balanced budget, scored by CBO,
so that we can compare apples to ap-
ples and we can at least hopefully at-
tain the balanced budget that we all
are fighting so hard for.

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

Mr. MOAKLEY. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my dear friend, the gentleman from
New York [Mr. SoLomoN], for yielding
me the customary half-hour, and I
yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, | had hoped that last
weekend’s promise of new collegiality
would last longer than 3 days, but this
rule and this balanced budget bill have
melted away that bipartisanship all
too quickly.

Mr. Speaker, it should not come as
much of a shock to anyone that my Re-
publican colleagues do not like Presi-
dent Clinton’s budget. If they do not
like what the President does in the
White House, | do not expect them to
like what is in the President’s budget.
But how the President balances his
budget is not the issue, Mr. Speaker.
The real issue is the Republican budg-
et, which nobody has seen.

The most persistent and urgent ques-
tion at this point, Mr. Speaker, is
where is the Republican budget? They
have got 10 days left to produce it. The
House can spend all the time it wants
trying to tell President Clinton what
to do, but the fact is the budget needs
to come from the House of Representa-
tives. It does not matter how the Presi-
dent balances his budget. It does not
matter even if the President has a
budget, because the budget has to come
from the House of Representatives be-
fore April 15.

Mr. Speaker, section 301(a) of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as
amended, says, ‘“‘On or before April 15
of each year, the Congress should com-
plete action on a concurrent resolution
on the budget for the fiscal year begin-
ning on October 1 of such year.”

In other words, Mr. Speaker, the
budget needs to come from the House.
Section 301(a) does not even mention
the President. The House and Senate
have to agree on a budget by April 15,
and as | said, we have got 10 legislative
days left to get it done. It is that sim-
ple. Yesterday House majority leader
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Dick ARMEY announced that Congress
will not consider a budget resolution
until May, one month after the dead-
line that has been imposed by the law.

I might add, Mr. Speaker, that Presi-
dent Clinton submitted his budget on
February 6. His budget has been pored
over for more than a month while the
Republican budget is still a figment of
somebody’s imagination.

At this point it is easy for my col-
leagues to like the Republican budget.
Nobody has seen it. And although how
much someone likes President Clin-
ton’s budget is irrelevant, | would like
to add, Mr. Speaker, that according to
the Office of Management and Budget,
President Clinton’s budget is in bal-
ance. Even the Congressional Budget
Office’s March 3 analysis of the Presi-
dent’s budget shows that it is balanced
by the year 2002.

President Clinton has said in his own
words that if the CBO’s deficits are
larger than the OMB'’s, the President
will make sure that his budget bal-
ances with the higher deficit numbers.
What could be fairer than that? He will
make additional discretionary cuts,
about 4 percent; he will make entitle-
ment cuts, about 2.25 percent; and he
will sunset some taxes. It does not get
any better than that, Mr. Speaker.

But that is not the issue here today.
The budget issue is the responsibility
of the Congress. Putting together a
budget with which both the House and
Senate agree is the responsibility of
the Congress. Meeting the April 15
deadline is the responsibility of the
Congress. No amount of finger-pointing
or politics is going to change that, Mr.
Speaker.

So | suggest to my Republican col-
leagues that we remember last week’s
collegiality retreat and we work to-
gether constructively. The American
people are not going to stand to have
their Government closed down for the
second year in a row because of Repub-
lican politics. And no matter how long
the House waits, it is going to have to
come up with a budget someday.

So | urge my colleagues, on this mat-
ter, to defeat the previous question, to
make in order the Minge-Tauscher-
Stenholm alternative.

Mr. Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to the

gentleman  from Minnesota [Mr.
MINGE].
Mr. MINGE. Mr. Speaker, we are

dealing with a very difficult question
here this afternoon, and that is, how
does this institution reconcile the seri-
ous political differences that exist in
the country with respect to the budget
of the United States of America?

The President took a stab at this
when he sent to Congress a budget in
early February. Unfortunately, he did
not have the benefit of the Congres-
sional Budget Office in projecting reve-
nues and expenditures in making up
this budget. CBO had not yet reached
that stage in its analysis that it could
provide that type of assistance. Once
the budget arrived, CBO did attempt to
evaluate, or score, the budget. In the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

meantime, the Office of Management
and Budget had provided the President
with that guidance.

We now find that the Office of Man-
agement and Budget and the Congres-
sional Budget Office disagree. The
President attempted to address this
difficult situation by having a so-called
fail-safe or trigger mechanism, that
tax cuts and certain expenditure pro-
grams would be sunsetted, reduced, if
the budget was not balanced by the
year 2002. For this reason, the Congres-
sional Budget Office said that tech-
nically it can balance by 2002.

Now, it would be nice if the President
would simply respond to each request
that we send to him from the Hill, sub-
mit new budgets, and in a sense be ne-
gotiating with himself. But the posi-
tion that we have taken and the
amendment that we ask to be allowed
in order to this particular resolution
would simply recognize that we cannot
depend on the President to do all of
this. We have a responsibility here in
Congress.

Some of us have put together a budg-
et proposal which the Congressional
Budget Office has indicated will bal-
ance by the year 2002 without the use
of triggers, but unfortunately that
budget is not being sponsored by the
leadership of either party. We feel,
those of us that are asking that our
amendment be recognized as a viable
alternative, that the leadership of this
institution has a responsibility that is
parallel to the President’s, to intro-
duce its own budget. Then we will have
some choices on the table.

We are saying, introduce that budget
on the majority side and ask the Presi-
dent to send up a revised budget simul-
taneously. We feel that this simulta-
neous obligation will move our process
forward so that indeed we can be effec-
tive, efficient and timely. We would re-
quest that this amendment so be al-
lowed, and if it is allowed, we would
have the opportunity for an intelligent
vote.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. ARMEY],
the esteemed majority leader. He is
one of the reasons we have moved to-
ward fiscal sanity in this body in the
last several years.

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman from New York for
yielding me this time. If | may, let me
give my regards to my good friend from
Boston.

It is a pleasure for me to be able to
participate in this debate, but | do feel
that | want to raise a note of caution.
As we all know in this town, it is all
too often, | think, possible for people
to gain a wrong impression of what is
intended and how we act. Sometimes
that is because we perhaps act in a
clumsy manner. But if | could have my
wish for how the President and the
White House and members of his party
would respond to or accept this action
we are taking today, | would hope that
they could accept it as an invitation
and as an encouragement.
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The President went out and cam-
paigned, as well he should, for reelec-
tion, and he campaigned on a commit-
ment to achieve a balanced budget that
achieved many things, including tax
relief for the American people and in-
cluding saving Medicare from pending
insolvency. And the President was re-
elected. Having won a reelection to the
Office of the President of the United
States, it is absolutely clear to all of
us he won the right and | daresay the
obligation to provide Presidential lead-
ership t