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Therefore, I am proud to join with her many

admirers in extending my highest praise and
congratulations to Megan Rooney for her se-
lection as a winner of a LeGrand Smith Schol-
arship. This honor is also a testament to the
parents, teachers, and others whose personal
interest, strong support and active participation
contributed to her success. To this remarkable
young woman, I extend my most heartfelt
good wishes for all her future endeavors.
f

THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
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WEIGHT STRENGTH TRAINING
EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURED IN
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MUNIST CHINA
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 10, 1999

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, the United
States has long been the leader in manufac-
turing. Our ingenuity and efficiency drove our
economy from a largely agrarian society to the
bustling industrial powerhouse that it is today.
However, over the years, many foreign coun-
tries with government controlled economies
have steadily cut into our markets because
their subsidized products clearly have an eco-
nomic advantage in our open markets.

While I applaud efforts of the United States
government to level the playing field by con-
trolling the flood of subsidized imports, I can-
not condone the actions by our government
that facilitate the continued import of these
cheap products. I encountered these troubles
during the 103rd Congress when I shepherded
legislation through the Congress requiring the
U.S. Coast Guard to purchase buoy chain
manufactured in the United States because an
overabundance of their purchases relied on
foreign sources. Today, a similar problem is
occurring when the Department of Defense
purchases free weight strength training equip-
ment.

Despite having quality, domestically manu-
factured products available to provide our
troops, various installations of the United
States Armed Services are purchasing free
weight strength training equipment manufac-
tured in foreign countries, predominantly in the
Peoples Republic of China. As a result, many
of our troops are training with equipment that
not only is manufactured by a Communist gov-
ernment that has worked to undermine the na-
tional security of the United States, but also
may be manufactured with slave labor.

These cheap, lower-grade Chinese products
are imported by American fitness companies
and sold to our government under domestic
labels at the expense of our domestic manu-
facturers. Consequently, American producers
have suffered.

Buy American legislation was enacted to
protect our domestic labor market by providing
a preference for American goods in govern-
ment purchases. This Act is critical to pro-
tecting the market share of our domestic pro-
ducers from foreign government-subsidized
manufacturers. However, the Buy American
Act is not always obeyed.

According to an audit conducted last year
by the Inspector General of the Department of
Defense, an astonishing 59 percent of the

contracts procuring military clothing and re-
lated items did not include the appropriate
clause to implement the Buy American Act.
This troubles me because many of our domes-
tic producers are the ones that suffer.

Despite this audit and the subsequent in-
struction by the Defense Department to its
procurement officials that the Buy American
Act must be adhered to, to date, at least five
defense installations provide predominantly
foreign made free weight products for their
personnel to weight train. Unfortunately, I be-
lieve this may signify a trend in purchases of
foreign manufactured free weights under the
Department of Defense.

For this reason, I tried offering an amend-
ment that would prohibit the Secretary of De-
fense from procuring free weight equipment
used by our troops for strength training and
conditioning if those weights were not domes-
tically manufactured. Unfortunately, the Rules
Committee did not rule this amendment in
order.

As a result, I offered a second amendment
that would require the Inspector General to
further investigate the Defense Department’s
compliance with purchases of the Buy Amer-
ican Act for free weight strength training
equipment. However, I think it is important to
note that while this approach could success-
fully highlight the problem, it would only delay
the process, thereby, further punishing our do-
mestic producers.

No one can argue that the physical fitness
of our troops is vital. It is well known in the
Pentagon that when you’re physically fit,
you’re also mentally prepared for any conflict.
It is the cornerstone of readiness. In fact, a re-
cent survey of nearly 1,000 Marine Corps
Times, cited fitness as the number one pro-
gram offered under the Morale, Welfare and
Recreation program.

In addition, the importance of using free
weights to train our military cannot be under-
stated. The Marine Corps Times article further
demonstrated the need for free weights by ex-
plaining that access to free weights was the
number one requested activity by deployed
units and the second most popular request by
units about to be deployed; second only to E-
mail access. Clearly, the demand for free
weights is present.

However, the fact that some of our troops
use Chinese manufactured weights when a
higher quality domestic product is available, I
find remarkable.

Although the Department of Defense may
have taken steps to curb Buy American Act
procurement abuses in the aftermath of the In-
spector General’s report on clothing procure-
ment, I am concerned that widespread abuses
of foreign free weight procurements may con-
tinue unless Congress acts to end this prac-
tice.

I believe Congress needs to protect our do-
mestic interests by ensuring that U.S. manu-
facturers are insulated from cheap imports
being sold to the United States government,
and that our troops train with a high quality
product manufactured in the United States, not
Communist China. Accordingly, it is my inten-
tion to prohibit our military from spending U.S.
tax dollars on free weight strength training
products that are produced by a Communist
government that has little respect for our na-
tional security and human rights.
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Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
introduce important, bipartisan legislation to
require Congressional office funds be returned
directly to the Department of the Treasury at
the end of the year to help pay down the na-
tional debt. I offer this legislation with Rep-
resentatives Fred Upton, Dave Camp and 52
original cosponsors.

At this time, Congress is making tough deci-
sions about federal spending as we debate
the appropriations legislation for Fiscal Year
2000. We are working hard to keep the overall
spending levels within the caps implemented
by the Balanced Budget Amendment, which I
cosponsored and voted for in 1996. We are
making difficult choices and sacrifices, and it
is appropriate for Members of Congress to
lead by example.

That is why I have introduced this legislation
to show American taxpayers that Congress is
tightening its own belt by returning money allo-
cated to Members for official expenses, staff
salaries and mail funds. I have introduced this
bill in each of the past three Congresses and
the language of my legislation has been at-
tached to each Legislative Branch Appropria-
tions bill dating back to fiscal year 1996.

This year, I have modified my legislation.
Since both the Congressional Budget Office
and the Office of Management and Budget
have forecast budget surpluses for the current
fiscal year, my bill no longer requires Congres-
sional office savings to be redesignated for
deficit reduction. Instead, the bill requires un-
expended funds contained in the Members’
Representational Allowance (MRA) account—
formerly known as the official expenses, clerk
hire and franking accounts—to be applied to-
ward reducing the federal debt. In the event
that the United States returns to a budget def-
icit, the legislation specifically requires the
Treasury to apply any remaining Congres-
sional office funds to deficit reduction.

Mr. Speaker, I know that many of my col-
leagues have shared my concerns and frustra-
tions that money saved by Members of Con-
gress was not applied to deficit reduction or
reducing the federal debt before my legislation
was enacted. Rather, funds were simply ‘‘re-
programmed’’ for other budget items, thereby
defeating the frugal intentions of many Mem-
bers. The unspent funds would remain avail-
able for reprogramming for the following three
years, including the year for which those funds
were appropriated. At the end of the three
years, unspent money immediately reverted
from the House account to the General Fund
of the U.S. Treasury.

My legislation would ensure that taxpayers
truly benefit from savings accrued by Mem-
bers, who in turn would receive the credit they
deserve for not spending their entire office al-
lowance. Since I have served in Congress, I
have saved more than one million dollars.
There are many Members who have worked
just as hard not to spend as much as they
were entitled to spend based on their official
allocation.

In fact, an analysis of Congressional spend-
ing conducted by the National Taxpayers
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