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their weekend schedules in their var-
ious districts, but I must make this ob-
servation, that I cannot remember a
Monday night in this session that we
have worked, and if we have, not a bill
of this extraordinary magnitude.

The gentleman has laid out a number
of significant and important, often con-
tentious, difficult issues that we must
deal with. This gentleman will be here
prepared to do a job; that is what I
have to do. But I want to say on behalf
of myself and other Members that the
fact that we are now suddenly finding
ourselves in such a constrained sched-
ule, that we have to push all of these
issues into a Monday night I think flies
in the face of what I think is reason-
ableness.

Now, I understand that there may be
some time left over on Tuesday, but we
now rush to judgment on a whole range
of issues. I just want to make the ob-
servation, Mr. Chairman, and to my
colleague, that I am not comfortable
with the way this is proceeding. I have
said at the outset, I do not like the
rush to judgment on a $263 billion
budget, and now we are constrained
into one day. When we went before the
Committee on Rules, they said Thurs-
day, Friday, Monday and Tuesday, try
to finish this bill up on Tuesday. Now
maybe there is an hour or two on Tues-
day. We are forced to deal with a myr-
iad of incredible issues.

Now, the reality is that 300 or 400 of
our colleagues are already gone, head-
ing home; many of them are going to
fly back in here to be back on the floor
at 5 o’clock. They are not going to
know what we are debating. Many of
them will be tired from the weekend
and tired from their flights, and we are
going to get into issues like the B–2
bomber, like Bosnia, like the whole
range of critical questions that are
very contentious and important here.

I think we ought to be at our best
when we are dealing with these issues,
not when we are tired and not when we
are making votes based on our igno-
rance by not being here. I just want to
make that statement. I am not running
the show here, those folks are, but I
just want my colleagues to know from
this side of the aisle that I am very un-
comfortable with the way this process
is going. It is the first Monday that we
are dealing with this level of signifi-
cance, and I would like for my col-
league to at least respond in some
manner to that concern.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DELLUMS]. Let me just say personally,
as the gentleman who has engaged the
gentleman in these major arms control
issues and the B–2 bomber issue for a
number of years, I too look forward to
a robust debate on the B–2 bomber, and
I think it is our duty to force as many
colleagues as we can to listen to us one
more time on that issue, and I think
we will be able to do that.

I understand that the reason that we
are trying to keep this thing out of
Tuesday’s schedule as much as pos-

sible, that the chairman has that de-
sire; it is because we have got another
issue coming up that is supposed to be
engaged on Tuesday. So we may be
bumping up against the schedule.

I want to assure my colleague that it
is my desire to have a robust debate,
especially on the B–2 issue, and I know
the depot issue is one that has a lot of
claimants and will have a great deal of
debate offered, and the chairman of the
full committee is a very gracious indi-
vidual, and I am sure if the gentleman
talks to him, if we can get an extra
hour or two on Tuesday morning from
the leadership and maybe push that
other issue up a little bit, we can have
a more robust debate on B–2, Bosnia
and the depot issue.

So the gentleman has got my assur-
ance that I will sit with him and the
chairman, and my desire is to have as
big a debate and as full a debate as pos-
sible.

So that is what I would offer to the
gentleman, but I understand that the
chairman of the full committee had the
problem of bumping up against the
next bill, and that is why he is trying
to get our amendments finished and
get the bill finished by Tuesday morn-
ing.

Mr. DELLUMS. If the gentleman will
yield, I appreciate his response. I un-
derstand that this committee is operat-
ing within the framework of a much
larger structure. I just felt compelled
to make that observation. I think that
disadvantages a number of Members on
both sides of the aisle, but that is just
my observation, and leadership going
to have to make the judgment that
they choose to make. Unfortunately,
we will of to live with them, but I do
not think that they are good judg-
ments.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DELLUMS].

Mr. Chairman, I move that the Com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.
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Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. CAL-
VERT] having assumed the chair, Mr.
YOUNG of Florida, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 1119) to authorize
appropriations for fiscal years 1998 and
1999 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal
years 1998 and 1999, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial in the RECORD on H.R. 1119.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.
f

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

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

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. Armey), the majority leader, for
the purpose of inquiring about the
schedule for next week.

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to the
House schedule, I would like to have
everyone’s attention for a very impor-
tant announcement.

My son and my lovely daughter-in-
law last night graced me with a new
little fishing buddy. David and Laurie
Armey became the proud parents of a
beautiful baby boy, as yet without a
name, my first grandson, my first
grandchild. And even though I am not
a registered lobbyist, I would like to
make a pitch to the new parents. Rich-
ard, a great name, a name of kings,
presidents, race car drivers and coun-
try music singers. I would hope that
the distinguished gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. GEPHARDT), the distin-
guished minority leader, would join me
in this lobbying effort to add one more
Richard to this world.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Reclaiming
my time, I would certainly like to indi-
cate I will intercede with him, and the
gentleman from Texas has my commit-
ment to help him in the lobbying for
another little Richard.

Mr. ARMEY. I thank the gentleman,
and I thank him for his timely re-
minder of even one more classification,
pop singers named Richard as well as
country singers.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can return to
less important matters, the business of
this House, we have finished the last
vote for the week. We will meet for leg-
islative business on Monday, June 23;
let me reiterate, we will meet for legis-
lative business on Monday, June 23. We
will start morning hour at 10:30 a.m.
and consideration of legislation will
commence at 12 noon.

Members should note that we will
not hold any recorded votes before 5
p.m. on Monday. On Monday, June 23,
we plan to take up a number of bills
under suspension of the rules, a list of
which will be distributed to Members’
offices this afternoon. The House will
then resume consideration of H.R. 1119,
the National Defense Authorization
Act, for fiscal years 1998 and 1999. We
expect to work well into the evening on
Monday, probably until 10 or 11 p.m.,
on DOD amendments.

On Tuesday, June 24, the House will
meet at 9 a.m. for morning hour and 10
a.m. for legislative business. We will
take up the following bills: H.R. 1316,
the Federal Fishery Clarification Act
on the Corrections Day Calendar;
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