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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, March 17, 1993

The House met at 10:30 a.m.

The Reverend Bernard Coughlin,
president, Gonzaga University, Spo-
kane, WA, offered the following prayer:

Lord of all nations and all peoples,
we celebrate today your servant Pat-
rick, bishop of Ireland. We wear the
green of spring and life, the color of
new vegetation, proclaiming renewal to
those of us weary of winter's snow and
ice.

We ask Your blessing on our Nation
and its leaders. In this Chamber deci-
sions are made that influence the lives
and fortunes of the American people
and people everywhere. Let our public
servants serve wisely and decide justly.
Give them the wisdom to know that all
authority derives from Your divine au-
thority, and that in some way they are
instruments of Your work on this
Earth.

This, Lord, we pray, in Your holy
name—who lives and reigns forever and
ever. 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. MCHALE. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 1, rule I, 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. MCHALE. Mr. Speaker, I 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. Evidently 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 249, nays
140, not voting 41, as follows:

[Roll No. 73]

YEAS—249
Abercrombie Barrett (WI) Brewster
Ackerman Bateman Brooks
Andrews (ME) Beilenson Browder
Andrews (NJ) Berman Brown (FL)
Andrews (TX) Bilbray Brown (OH)
Applegate Bishop Bryant
Archer Blackwell Byrne
Bacchus (FL) Bonior Cantwell
Baesler Borski Cardin
Barlow Boucher Carr

Chapman
Clayton
Clement
Clinger
Clyburn
Coleman
Collins (IL)
Collins (MD)
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooper
Coppersmith
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Danner
Darden
Deal
DeFazio
DeLauro
Derrick
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Dooley
Durbin
Edwards (CA)
Edwards (TX)
Engel
English (AZ)
English (OK)
Eshoo
Evans
Fazio
Fields (LA)
Filner
Fingerhut
Fish
Foglietta
Frank (MA)
Frost

Furse
Gejdenson
Gephardt
Geren
Gibbons
Gillmor
Glickman
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green
Gunderson
Gutierrez
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hamburg
Hamilton
Harman
Hastings
Hayes
Hefner
Hilliard
Hoagland
Hochbrueckner
Holden
Houghton
Hoyer
Hughes
Hutto
Inglis
Inslee
Jefferson

Allard
Armey
Bachus (AL)
Baker (CA)
Baker (LA)
Ballenger
Barrett (NE)
Bartlett

Johnson (GA)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson, E.B.
Johnston
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kennedy
Kennelly
Kildee
Kleczka
Klein
Klink
Kopetski
Kreidler
LaFalce
Lambert
Lancaster
Lantos
LaRocco
Laughlin
Lehman
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Long
Lowey
Maloney
Mann
Margolies-
Mezvinsky
Markey
Martinez
Matsui
Mazzoli
MeCollum
McCurdy
McDermott
McHale
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek
Menendez
Mfume
Miller (CA)
Mineta
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Montgomery
+Moran
Murtha
Myers
Nadler
Natcher
Neal (MA)
Neal (NC)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Orton
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Parker
Pastor
Payne (NJ)
Payne (VA)
Pelosi
Penny
Peterson (FL)

NAYS—140

Barton
Bentley
Bilirakis
Bliley
Blute
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla

Peterson (MN)
Pickett
Pickle
Pombo
Pomeroy
Poshard
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Ravenel
Reed
Reynolds
Richardson
Roemer
Rose
Rostenkowski
Rowland
Roybal-Allard
Rush

Sabo
Sanders
Sangmeister
Sarpalius
Sawyer
Schenk
Schumer
Scott
Serrano
Sharp
Shepherd
Sisisky
Skaggs
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (IA)
Smith (NJ)
Snowe
Spence
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Stokes
Strickland
Studds
Stupak
Swett
Synar
Tanner
Tauzin
Tejeda
Thornton
Thurman
Torres
Torricelli
Towns
Traficant
Unsoeld
Valentine
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Volkmer
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Wheat
Wise
Woolsey
Wyden
Wynn
Yates

Bunning
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Canady
Castle

Clay Hutchinson Quinn
Coble Hyde Ramstad
Collins (GA) Istook Regula
Cox Jacobs Ridge
Crane Johnson (CT) Roberts
Crapo Johnson, Sam Rohrabacher
Cunningham Kim Ros-Lehtinen
DeLay Klug Roth
Diaz-Balart Knollenberg Roukema
Dickey Kolbe Royce
Drefer Kyl Schaefer
Duncan Lazio Schiff
Dunn Leach Schroeder
Emerson Levy Sensenbrenner
Everett Lewis (CA) Shaw
Ewing Lewis (FL) Shays
Fawell Lightfoot Shuster
Fowler Linder Skeen
Franks (CT) Manzullo Smith (MI)
Franks (NJ) McCandless Smith (OR)
Gallegly McDade Smith (TX)
Gallo McHugh Solomon
Gekas McInnis Stump
Gilchrest McKeon Sundquist
Gingrich McMillan Talent
Goodlatte Meyers Taylor (MS)
Goodling Mica Taylor (NC)
Goss Michel Thomas (CA)
Grams Miller (FL) Thomas (WY)
Greenwood Molinari Torkildsen
Hancock Moorhead Upton
Hansen Morella Walker
Hastert Murphy Walsh
Hefley Nussle Weldon
Herger Packard Woll
Hobson Paxon Young (AK)
Hoekstra Petri Zeliff
Horn Porter Zimmer
Huffington Pryce (OH)

NOT VOTING—41
Barcia Grandy Quillen
Becerra Henry Rogers
Bereuter Hinchey Santorum
Bevill Hoke Saxton
Brown (CA) Hunter Slattery
de la Garza Inhofe Swift
Dellums King Tucker
Doolittle Kingston Vucanovich
Dornan Livingston Washington
Fields (TX) Lloyd Whitten
Flake Machtley Williams
Ford (MI) Manton Wilson
Ford (TN) McCloskey Young (FL)
Gilman McCrery
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So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MONTGOMERY). Will the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. NEAL] please
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

1 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.

O This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., (11407 is 2:07 p.m.
Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair wishes to inform the Members
that there will be 15 1-minutes allowed
on each side.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. MOAKLEY].

SUPPORT VOICED FOR THE
NORTHERN IRELAND BILL OF
RIGHTS RESOLUTION

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

Mr. MOAKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to join with my Massachusetts col-
league, Representative JOE KENNEDY,
to endorse the Northern Ireland bill of
rights resolution, House Concurrent
Resolution 61, on this St. Patrick’s
Day. What could be more noble, enrich-
ing, and farsighted than for this body
to stand in recognition of basic human
rights and civil liberties in Northern
Ireland? For well over 200 years, Amer-
icans have enjoyed freedom of speech,
assembly, freedom of the press, the
right to trial by jury and due process of
law. Sadly, the same does not hold true
for our brothers and sisters in Northern
Ireland.

Since the British partition of Ireland
in 1920, Northern Ireland has denied
basic civil liberties to its residents
based on the yearly renewal and rein-
forcement of emergency legislation.
This cannot be permitted to continue
and it is high time that the United
States Congress conveys the strength
of its conviction to the British Govern-
ment on this enduring human issue.

Last night I was pleased to stand on
the same stage with President Clinton
at the annual Ireland fund dinner and
heard him pledge to do his best to reaf-
firm traditional American values so
clearly lacking in Northern Ireland
today. We all agree that peace, rec-
onciliation, and unification are goals
we should clearly be moving toward,
and I share Congressman KENNEDY'S be-
lief that the Northern Ireland bill of
rights legislation will clearly give that
movement impetus.

THE PRESIDENT'S FISH ATLASES

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

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dent Clinton’s emergency economic
plan includes research that will even-
tually yield, of all things, two fish
atlases.

Why is President Clinton including
this in his emergency supplemental?
Are the fish lost? Do they need a map
to find out where they are going? Do
these fish want to take a vacation, and
do they require government money for
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a road map? Or are two schools of fish
suddenly without an atlas and Presi-
dent Clinton thinks it is an emergency
situation?

Seriously, Mr. Speaker, we need to
know what emergency warrants re-
search into a fish atlas. This research
will cost the American people about
$3.2 million. How many millions more
are being wasted on emergency situa-
tions of this sort?

Mr. Speaker, in my mind, the only
atlas we need is one that includes a
road map to greater spending cuts. Let
the fish find their own way.

0 1100
BILL OF RIGHTS FOR IRELAND

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

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, on this
day, when we are all Irish, when we
like to drink green beer and sing a
happy tune, let us not forget that Ire-
land is not only a place of fun, but it is
a place of terrible suffering. Catholics
in the north of Ireland are denied basic
human rights that we in this country
take for granted, rights such as the
right to remain silent, the right to
trial by jury, the right to a free press,
and the right to due process of law.

Clearly, the British presence in
Northern Ireland is not without blame.
It is responsible for many injustices.
That is a conclusion of Amnesty Inter-
national, the Helsinki Watch, and
other human rights monitors.

Northern Ireland needs what we in
America take for granted: a bill of
rights. Yesterday several of my col-
leagues joined me in filing a resolution
calling on the British Government to
provide a bill of rights to all Irish—
Protestant and Catholic alike.

In addition, I urge President Clinton
to appoint a special envoy to Northern
Ireland.

If we take these steps, then I truly
believe that we can bring peace at long
last to Northern Ireland and have a
truly happy St. Patrick’s Day on into
the future.

EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL NO
EMERGENCY

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

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, either today or tomorrow this body
is going to take up what has been
termed the emergency supplemental
appropriation. I don't think that the
folks at 911 would take kindly to our
definition of an emergency. In fact, I
do not even think they would bother to
respond.

Three years ago we entered into an
agreement with the other side of the
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aisle to cut the deficit. And part of
that agreement was to adhere to strict
caps on 1993 discretionary spending un-
less an emergency was declared.

Well, I don’t know about you, but
$3.25 million to renovate a pool, $4.5
million to replace a gym and $5 million
to build a beach parking garage is not
exactly what I would call emergency
spending. I mean there are enough cats
and dogs in this bill to fill a kennel.

An emergency is an urgent need for
assistance or relief. The only relief this
bill offers is to the special interests.

Mr. Speaker, let us relieve the Amer-
ican people of this bill and put an end
to this farce.

—————

IRISH BILL OF RIGHTS

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

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of legislation
filed yesterday by the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY] and I
that would call for the establishment
of a bill of rights for Northern Ireland,
where, indeed, the longest standing po-
litical dispute in the Western world is
acknowledged today.

I could say without hesitation that in
a period of time where we have wit-
nessed the fall of the Berlin Wall, the
end of the yoke of Marxism around the
necks of the people of Eastern Europe,
and the demise of the Soviet Union,
that today in Northern Ireland human
rights are still violated, and much of
the world looks the other way.

Today there are 40 million Americans
who at least in some part call them-
selves Irish. On the feast of St. Pat-
rick, we acknowledge the gross inequi-
ties that occur every day in the human
rights violations that occur almost
hourly in that tiny province, the size of
the State of Connecticut, comprised of
1.5 million people, where rights that we
take in America for granted are rou-
tinely violated there.

Mr. Speaker, I ask today that my
colleagues join in support of a bill of
rights for that tiny nation that has
given so much of its fortune to this Na-
tion, and I ask the American people to
join with me in support of a bill of
rights for Northern Ireland.

0’ WILLIE BOY

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

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, today in
honor of this great St. Patrick’s Day
and also our common Irish heritage, I
would like to read an additional verse
to O' Danny Boy that has been pre-
pared in honor of this day.

0" Willie Boy, the taxes, the taxes keep
rising,
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From Class to Class, and Down the Income
Line
The Winter's not gone, but all your spending
is coming
Our debt is high, and your plans must go
0’ Come ye back
When your spending is in the shadow
And when your taxes are fair and reason-
ably low,
Yes, we'll be here
In sunshine or in shadow,
0" Willie boy, O Willie Boy
Your plans must go.

e —

ENDING THE CONSPIRACY OF
SILENCE

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

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, as an
American of Cuban descent, I have long
fought to promote freedom, democracy,
and respect for human rights in Cuba.
I rise today on behalf of those same is-
sues, so long overlooked by this Gov-
ernment, in Northern Ireland.

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, the
United States has been guilty of a con-
spiracy of silence in continuing to ig-
nore the issue of human rights in
Northern Ireland. That is why I am
proud to be a cosponsor of both H.R.
712, requiring compliance in Northern
Ireland with the MacBride Principles,
and Congressman KENNEDY's House
Concurrent Resolution 61, calling for
the adoption of a bill of rights for
Northern Ireland.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the For-
eign Affairs Committee, I believe these
efforts are an important step in
rationalizing American foreign policy,
and facing up to the reality of the un-
fortunate and unconscionable situation
in Northern Ireland. It ought to be the
policy of the United States to recog-
nize and condemn human rights viola-
tions wherever they occur, whether
perpetrated by friend or foe. The denial
of basic and inalienable human rights
to the residents of Northern Ireland by
the British Government is intolerable.
The United States must demand an end
to the cycle of violence that continues
to wrack both communities in North-
ern Ireland. Peace—real peace—can
begin only when the last boot of the
last British soldier is lifted from Irish
soil.

R —

WHAT ARE THE PRESIDENT'S
PRIORITIES?

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

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, as you
examine the President’s stimulus pack-
age, you have to wonder how he defines
an emergency.

1 think he has included $23 million
for EPA Green programs because today
is St. Patrick's Day.
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I guess he wants $148 million for the
IRS, so he can improve the Govern-
ment’s ability to take money from the
middle class. This is an emergency,
with April 15 less than a month away.

I assume that our Olympic
whitewater canoeing team is in pretty
bad shape. That is why we need $800,000
to start preparing for the 1996 Olym-
pics.

With summer coming up, I guess the
President felt the need to spend $3.5
million for pool renovation.

The question I have is: Do these
things really constitute an emergency?
Will they really create any jobs?

In my mind, our top priority should
be to cut spending. I wish the President
felt the same way.

END CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS IN
NORTHERN IRELAND

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

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, since
1920, the people of Northern Ireland
have awaited a constitution and bill of
rights. For 73 years, the absence of for-
mal protection for basic civil liberties
has deepened the underlying antag-
onism many residents of Northern Ire-
land feel toward the British Govern-
ment, exacerbating an already difficult
set of political problems.

The people of Northern Ireland want
a legal framework to support their
civil rights. They want the right to a
trial by a jury of their peers. They
want freedom of speech and the press
without government censorship. They
want due process of law. In short, they
want the fundamental rights that are
the hallmark of a free society.

That's why I'm joining my colleague
from Massachusetts in cosponsoring
House Resolution 61, which urges the
President to help initiate momentum
in the constitutional process in North-
ern Ireland while enlisting the support
of the European Community to end
civil rights violations by the British
Government. I urge the President to
provide leadership on this issue.

| —
BILL CLINTON AND THE IRS

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

Mr. BAKER of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to alert the American
people about one aspect of President
Clinton's emergency supplemental
spending plan.

He wants to give $148 million to the
IRS to improve its tax collection sys-
tem.

The old joke about the Democrats is
they have got what it takes to take
what you've got.

Well, Mr. Speaker, it appears Presi-
dent Clinton wants to improve that
ability to take what you've got.
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The Declaration of Independence re-
minds us of an earlier ‘‘emergency,”
‘‘He has erected a multitude of new of-
fices, and sent hither swarms of offi-
cers to harass our people, and eat out
our substance.”

With April 15 less than a month
away, it is apparent that the President
feels it is an emergency to help the
IRS.

But, Mr. Speaker, in my mind, the
real emergency is our pressing deficit.

I urge the President to spend less
time worrying about raising taxes, and
more time worrying about cutting
spending. That is our Nation's real
emergency.

0 1110

BILL OF RIGHTS FOR NORTHERN
IRELAND

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

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to join many of my colleagues on
this St. Patrick’'s Day to express my
strong support for House Concurrent
Resolution 61, which calls for the adop-
tion of a bill of rights for Northern Ire-
land.

The freedom we take for granted in
the United States is unknown to
Northern Ireland. The people of North-
ern Ireland have endured human rights
violations for far too long. They need
and deserve the protection which a bill
of rights provides.

Protecting human rights and work-
ing to end discrimination in Northern
Ireland are legitimate concerns for our
Government.

That is why I have cosponsored this
resolution and why I also support the
MacBride Principles and the appoint-
ment of a special United States envoy
to Northern Ireland.

Our Government must act now to
give new urgency to the search for
peace among the Irish and British Gov-
ernments.

It is time to impose the full weight of
United States diplomacy and economic
sanctions on the injustices that con-
tinue to take place in Northern Ire-
land.

A REAL SNOW JOB

(Mr. MICA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute).

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, as Washing-
ton digs out of the so-called storm of
the century, I would like to alert my
colleagues of another storm that is
brewing this week.

President Bill Clinton, in the name of
investment, is pushing for a blizzard of
new spending.

But the emergency supplemental, un-
like the real crisis we had this week-
end, is no emergency.
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It is just another excuse for more
spending.

The President has given the Amer-
ican people a real snow job.

Spending to help the whitewater ca-
noeing team prepare for the 1996 Olym-
pics is not an emergency. Nor is $3.2
million for fish atlases. Nor is $28 mil-
lion for District of Columbia debt re-
lief.

In this winter wonderland atmos-
phere, President Clinton must seem
like Santa Claus to his special interest
friends. I urge the American people to
plow through the fiction as we consider
the emergency supplemental bill this
week. We don’t need a Clinton spending
snow job.

IN SUPPORT OF RIGHTS FOR
NORTHERN IRELAND

(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, I rise
today to join my esteemed colleague
Congressman KENNEDY to say it is time
to allow the people of Northern Ireland
the same rights, the same freedoms,
the same justice that we have come to
expect—that we were born to respect in
the United States.

On this day of special significance to
all Irish people, it is only fair that the
people of the United States not turn
our back on the nation that has sent so
many people, who have accomplished
so much, to these shores.

As an Hispanic, I understand what it
means to come from distant shores
looking for a new life in America. Peo-
ple have come from all over the world
to make up the mosaic that is Amer-
ica.

People have come from all over the
world to make up the mosaic that is
the Fourth Congressional District of I1-
linois.

And while many people think of im-
migrants from Mexico, and from
Central America, and Cuba when they
think of my particular district, I also
think of our thousands of neighbors of
Irish heritage.

And just as I encourage our Govern-
ment not to allow unfairness and op-
pression in the governments of our
neighbors in Managua or Havana, I be-
lieve it is essential that we fight to
allow our neighbors in Belfast the same
freedoms.

I am proud to join Congressman KEN-
NEDY in that effort today.

MISLEADING THE AMERICAN
PEOPLE

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

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, it is dif-
ficult to take someone seriously who
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uses words so carelessly in politics. We
have learned that a tax is now a con-
tribution. Spending is called invest-
ment. And today’s stimulus is nothing
but pure pork.

It is important that we put money
forth and work on problems such as
AIDS and the homeless and extending
unemployment benefits. But to put it
in a program and call it stimulus and
job creation simply is not telling the
truth, Mr. Speaker.

We have misled the American people
to long.

CHICAGO’S TRAGIC FIRE

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

Mrs. COLLINS of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, yesterday a tragic fire swept
through the Paxton Hotel in my dis-
trict in the northside of Chicago.
Sadly, the residents of this single-
room-occupancy hotel were largely
very low income and mostly elderly
people living off small Social Security

checks who were terribly vulnerable to

the rapid pace of this powerful fire.

Thankfully, the Chicago Fire Depart-
ment responded swiftly and with out-
standing bravery to prevent an even
greater tragedy from occurring. With
exceptional courage, the firefighters
helped dozens of the hotel's occupants
safely escape from the burning build-
ing. I wish to commend Fire Commis-
sioner Ray Orozco and all of the Chi-
cago firefighters who acted heroically
throughout the chaos and terror of this
raging fire.

In the days and weeks ahead, officials
in Chicago will be working to deter-
mine the exact cause of the blaze. I
hope that we learn something about
this fire that will help up take meas-
ures to prevent a similar tragedy from
happening again.

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I would
like my colleagues to join me in taking
a moment of silent prayer for the vic-
tims of the fire, their friends and fam-
ily who are mourning today.

KEEP THE PACKAGE INTACT

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

Mr. MAZZOLI. Mr. Speaker, first off,
I wish a happy St. Patrick’s Day to all
my colleagues. With a name like Maz-
zoli, it is hard to believe I am Irish, but
1 did go to the University of Notre
Dame, the home of the Fighting Irish,
so indirectly I am Irish.

Mr. Speaker, the message today is
keep the economic package together.
The budget resolution, which has in it
$63 billion of additional cuts in Federal
spending, a total of $500 billion over
the 5 years and the economic stimulus
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program. They were put together,
crafted together, as a package. They
are harmonious.

Losing any element would cause
harm to the other elements, so let us
keep the package together. The pack-
age is paid for. The package is needed.

We have what some would say is an
oxymoronic situation of a jobless re-
covery. The economic stimulus will
help put people back to work.

The program is targeted at both
human investment and capital invest-
ment. We have in it the human pro-
grams for Head Start, for WIC and for
child immunization, as well as the
Community Development Block Grants
to get the concrete poured and the
bricks laid on capital projects.

So let us keep the package together
and let us get America back on the
trail to economic health.

0 1120
SUPPORT URGED FOR EFFORTS
TO CONVENE WAR CRIMES

COURT IN BOSNIA

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my support for House
Concurrent Resolution 16. As a cospon-
sor of this legislation, I believe that
Congress must call upon President
Clinton to convene a war crimes court
to bring those who have caused the
ethnic cleansing concentration camps,
mass rapes, and murders in Bosnia to
justice.

The world community can no longer
turn its back on the senseless violence
that has plagued Bosnia for over a
year. While I do not advocate the use of
American troops to intervene in a civil
war rooted in age old divisions, the
United States must act diplomatically
and politically in coalition with our
European allies to isolate Serbia even
further.

Here we are at the dawn of the 21st
century and once again the world is
confronted with yet another case of
ethnically motivated crimes. The
memory of war crimes victims from 40
years ago in another conflict demands
action. I urge my colleagues to vote for
this resolution.

———

THE BUDGET RESOLUTION AND
STIMULUS PACKAGE

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

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to speak about new begin-
nings. For much too long, political
gridlock has hindered the will of the
American people. When our Nation
elected President Clinton last Novem-
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ber, the American people sent a mes-
sage that it was time to end gridlock.

I firmly believe that we have the op-
portunity to deal gridlock a deadly
blow by passing the budget resolution
and the investment package this week.
We have a President who wants to turn
this Nation around in a new and better
direction. We, as a Congress have the
responsibility of helping chart this new
course for our Nation. We must let it
work. We must give it a chance.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
pass the investment package. It is a
fair and a just plan. The people in my
district have spoken and they say put
aside partisan politics and act quickly.

Mr. Speaker, I remind my colleagues
that the American people want us to
govern. The campaign is over. It is
time to govern. Let us pass the invest-
ment package.

CONGRESS SHOULD SET EXAMPLE
BY CUTTING COMMITTEE STAFF

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

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I am
joining many of my freshmen Repub-
lican colleagues in support of an effort
to reduce committee staff levels here
in the House by 25 percent.

I was disappointed to learn that the
accounts subcommittee yesterday re-
jected our proposed cut and instead
opted for just a freeze.

Throughout today and tomorrow,
Members will take to this well to de-
bate the budget resolution. I can guar-
antee you there will be a lot of talk
about sacrifice, cutting back, and fair-
ness.

Mr. Speaker, let us back up that talk
with some action right here in our own
House. Let us show the American peo-
ple that we are willing to make the
first sacrifices.

As someone who began her career as
a legislative assistant here in the
House, I have a great appreciation for
the work done here on the Hill. While
no one doubts the contribution made
by these dedicated people, the current
budget crisis requires we do more with
less; that means less staff.

I would urge my colleagues, particu-
larly those on the House Administra-
tion Committee, to let us set the exam-
ple that we are already asking the rest
of the Nation to follow.

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS

(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, New
York Post writers are battling an evil
force. This new force is bigger, they
say, than King Kong. It is the most vi-
cious, two-headed beast ever to stalk
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the streets of New York. It is their
owner, Abe ‘‘The Axe’ Hirschfeld.

That is right, Mr. Speaker, it is so
bad in New York that Post reporters
are terrorizing the board room. There
is one good thing about all this. They
are very consistent, these New York
Post writers. They treat everybody
alike; like dogs, but alike.

Three cheers for freedom of the press,
and right on to the Post reporters.

URGING SUPPORT FOR PEACE IN
NORTHERN IRELAND

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

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, all over
America people will be saying ‘‘happy
St. Paddy’s Day.” But for some in Ire-
land it will be another bleak day in a
continuing history of oppression, big-
otry, judicial persecution, and poverty.
In Northern Ireland, the forces of evil
on both sides continue to thrive,
spawning hatred and revenge as a leg-
acy for the children. We in the United
States who are of Irish descent remind
ourselves often enough of this tragedy.
And I would ask my colleagues to con-
sider that on this day they would be
part of a prouder nation if we in the
United States were to take some posi-
tive action in settling this ages-old po-
litical dispute.

The horror of the history of Northern
Ireland tells us eloquently why one
side hates the other. In an island na-
tion where the haves and the have nots
have been identified by their religion, a
minority in Northern Ireland suffers
injustice under the Protestants who
are the land owners and factory owners
over the whole island.

But the blame for the trouble is also
to be shared by militant Catholics. The
IRA, the Ulster constabulary, the Brit-
ish-administered courts are all at odds
not only with themselves but with
peace and humanity. They all must
take responsibility. But they will not.
They operate from self-interest and
righteousness. They are not capable of
compromise. They are not equipped to
forgive, or to lead.

There is a role for America. Congress
must pass the Northern Ireland Fair
Employment Practices Act. American
business must get the message that our
Nation will not take part in an econ-
omy that finds strength in religious
discrimination. Although I am a sec-
ond-generation American, I am an
Irish-American as are my children and
my wife. We are proud of our heritage
but saddened by the continuing life and
death struggle being waged for freedom
of heart and body. This is a drama
which we can affect. I ask my col-
leagues, who come from all corners of
all continents, to lend their support in
finding a way to peace in Northern Ire-
land.

5317

TIME FOR CONGRESS TO RESPECT
THE WILL OF THE VOTERS

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

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent who now occupies the White
House was elected because the voters
appreciated the fact that he was a man
of vision; he is a man of vision. The
budget and investment program before
us in the next 2 days is a budget and in-
vestment program of this President
with vision. This Congress must dem-
onstrate that it is worthy of a Presi-
dent with vision. Without any further
sabotage, this Congress must support
the vision initiative of a new adminis-
tration.

For the sake of a Nation, every Mem-
ber of this House should put aside his
own conventional wisdom and try to
break free of his obsolete thinking.
Vote to cut Star Wars and vote to cut
the CIA, but vote to invest in Head
Start, vote to invest in libraries, vote
to invest in highways.

It is now time for Congress to catch
up with the President. It is time for
the Congress to respect the will of the
voters and to exercise the will of the
voters.

THE $30 BILLION FIG LEAF

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
tomorrow we vote on the first half of
Mr. Clinton’s $30 billion fig leaf.

The administration would like to use
their stimulus plan to hide the fact
that the economy is doing just fine on
its own and then claim credit for recov-
ery later.

Of course, like any fig leaf, it reveals
more than it covers. What this one re-
veals is the fact that the Government
cannot create real jobs, only the pri-
vate sector does that.

What the Government can do is tax
and borrow and spend and spend—prac-
tices the new administration has
quickly mastered.

In this case, the Clinton administra-
tion would have us use a sum that
could create 750,000 private sector jobs
in order to pay for just 209,000 Govern-
ment-created jobs—a cost of $93,000 per
job.

The good news is that it shouldn’t be
hard to find takers for $93,000 jobs. The
bad news is that the bill's whole cost
goes straight onto the deficit.

A 830 billion fig leaf is too high a
price even for an administration so in
need of cover for its rhetoric.

T ———

BUDGET RESOLUTION OUTLINES

SIGNIFICANT DEFICIT REDUCTION

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

Mr. HOAGLAND. Mr. Speaker, we
begin one of the great debates of this
session today and tomorrow as we start
consideration of the Clinton economic
package. We have an opportunity today
and tomorrow to enact a budget resolu-
tion outlining the most significant def-
icit reduction we have had since the
fall of 1990.

Deficit reduction is the most impor-
tant thing we can do to bring renewed
prosperity for working families in
America. I am particularly please by
the additional budget cuts added by
our Budget Committee under the far-
sighted leadership of the chairman, the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SABO],
that total over $70 billion and help sig-
nificantly to reduce the deficit.
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Now the Clinton plan, since it was
first brought out by the White House,
has already helped to bring long-term
interest rates down over eight-tenths
of 1 percent. That means a decrease in
the mortgage interest payments of the
average family in America by $30, $40,
or $50 a month.

The best thing we can do for Amer-
ica, Mr. Speaker, is to realize this defi-
cit reduction and continue the long ef-
fort to get the economy back on the
right track.

H.R. 796 IS WRONG SOLUTION FOR
ABORTION CLINIC VIOLENCE

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

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, the
violent death at the Pensacola abor-
tion clinic reminds us that no cause is
well served by a turn to unjustifiable
violence. During the civil rights move-
ment, Dr. Martin Luther King coura-
geously and heroically urged the civil
rights movement to appeal to the bet-
ter nature of their adversaries and ab-
jure violence.

Dr. King's example is emulated by
the overwhelming majority of activi-
ties in the pro-life movement. We can-
not right a wrong by committing a
wrong. And that message should reso-
nate with us in this Chamber as we
consider legislation in the wake of the
Pensacola tragedy.

Killing is wrong. But the clinic ac-
cess bill would make Federal felons out
of persons who engage in nonviolent
civil disobedience—but on only one
issue. H.R. 796 thus does violence to the
Constitution.

These are the penalties under this
law: Up to 3 years in Federal prison;
fines of up to $250,000 per offense; and
awards of unlimited civil damages for
emotional distress, which would be
automatically tripled, to clinic clients,
owners, or staff.
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Clearly, this bill would have a severe
impact on those who seek to peacefully
protest. And that is the true agenda be-
hind H.R. 796. Picket a coal mine—go
right ahead. Rally outside a college ad-
ministration building—it's your right.
Hold AIDS funding signs outside the
Department of Health and Human
Services—that's what freedom is all
about. But dare to protest the taking
of unborn life—go straight to jail.

SUPPORT FOR HOUSE CONCUR-
RENT RESOLUTION 61, RESTOR-
ING BASIC HUMAN RIGHTS TO
CITIZENS OF NORTHERN IRE-
LAND

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

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to speak on behalf of House Con-
current Resolution 61 that would sim-
ply give the English Government an
opportunity to gain credibility in their
foreign policy and end their hypocrisy
by granting their Irish brethren in
Northern Ireland the same rights that
are guaranteed to every English citi-
zen. These basic human rights are
taken for granted in the United States,
but their pursuit of these rights has
cost the lives and the dreams of thou-
sands of our Irish brothers and sisters.
If we are serious about peace in Ireland
we should be working for justice in Ire-
land.

St. Patrick's Day is a good day to
talk about peace in Northern Ireland.
Let us spend the other days of the year
working to achieve it.

S ———
NO POT OF GOLD

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

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, today is St.
Patrick’s Day, which reminds me of
that old Irish tale about leprechauns,
rainbows, and pots of gold.

As you know, legend has it that
leprechauns hide their gold at the end
of the rainbow.

Well, apparently, President Clinton
thinks the rainbow ends here on Cap-
itol Hill.

Looking at his investment package,
which inecludes such important items
as research grants fish atlases, D.C.
debt relief, funding for the 1996
whitewater canoe team, and expanded
arts education, I guess he thinks we
have just found a huge pot of gold.

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, there is
no pot of gold here in Congress, just
some Members who seem to be willing
to continue to expand the deficit.

I hope President Clinton realizes on
this St. Patrick’'s Day, that we cannot
afford to keep spending. We have to cut
spending before we even think about
raising taxes.
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SOUTH DADE'S DOUBLE WHAMMY

(Mrs. MEEK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. MEEK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to call this Congress' attention and
that of the Nation to the double wham-
my my community has suffered in re-
cent months.

A little more than 6 months ago Hur-
ricane Andrew and its 200 mile-per-
hour winds swept through south Dade
taking with it much of everything in
its path: Uprooting homes, businesses,
and some 86,000 jobs.

As the rebuilding effort began to pick
up speed, and many basic and essential
services were being reestablished and
families had began putting their lives
back together again and some degree of
normalcy had begun to return my com-
munity, then like a thief in the night,
yvet another blow was delt to south
Dade as the March monster, the storm
of the century roared its ugly wind
through south Dade destroying tent
cities and trailers used to house those
left homeless by Hurricane Andrew.

I am concerned about the physical
and mental health of south Dade resi-
dents. The people of this community
need help to cope with the problems
that have loomed large in the last 6
months and those that still lie ahead.

Domestic violence and the incidence
of suicide have increased threefold.
Housing continues to be the single
largest need in south Dade. Thousands
are homeless. Many more are living in
tents, trailers, with friends and rel-
atives, and other temporary quarters.
They are under particular distress
today because of Hurricane Andrew and
the storm of the century.

And, Mr. Speaker, as if my commu-
nity has not suffered enough, word Fri-
day of the proposed shutdown of Home-
stead Air Force Base did to south
Dade’s psyche what Andrew did to the
base itself 6 months ago. The proposed
shutdown of Homestead Air Force Base
will take with it 8,700 jobs, and an an-
nual payroll of $152 million with an
economic impact on the local ecoromy
of $430 million.

We need help from the Congress in
assisting this community in restora-
tion. Initiatives such as housing, eco-
nomic development and health care are
direly needed. I appeal to the Con-
gress—please help.

————————

CONTROLLING GOVERNMENT
SPENDING

(Mr. CRAPO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. Speaker, to para-
phrase the president of the Institute
for Research on the Economics of Tax-
ation:

The last things the American economy
needs now are tax hikes and new Federal
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spending programs. No matter its form or
the taxpayers on whom it is imposed, any
tax increase will impede the burgeoning eco-
nomic recovery and slow the growth in jobs,
production, and income. New Federal spend-
ing programs, no matter how small they are
to begin with, will quickly grow and become
additional drags on the Nation's economic
growth and vitality. To revitalize the econ-
omy, we need real, substantial, and sus-
tained cuts in Government spending. If we
really want to remove the road blocks to
economic progress, we must make fundamen-
tal changes in existing spending programs to
curb their expansion, not raise taxes.

Mr. Speaker, the problem is not that
we have too little of the taxpayer's
money to spend in Washington. The
problem is we cannot control our vora-
cious spending appetite.

IN SUPPORT OF PRESIDENT CLIN-
TON'S ECONOMIC STIMULUS
PLAN

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

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the budget resolu-
tion for fiscal year 1994 and the Presi-
dent’'s economic plan.

Mr. Speaker, what we have heard
today from many of our Republican
colleagues is that the economy is re-
covering and that we do not need an
economic stimulus. I invite my Repub-
lican colleagues to come to where I
live, in the real America, not nec-
essarily inside of the beltway here, but
in places like Compton, and Carson,
and South Central Los Angeles, and
they will find out that the economy
has not recovered.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the President’s
plan provides for increased funding in
the important areas of job programs,
training, defense conversion, R&D, edu-
cation, and lifelong learning programs,
mass transit and highway programs.

Mr. Speaker, we debated this and we
will debate this today and tomorrow,
and I hope that during this debate the
Members on the other side of the aisle
will come to find out what investment
really means: putting and utilizing
something today for future advantage
and future benefit tomorrow. We have
to invest today in child immunization,
Head Start, the WIC Program, the
Ryan White AIDS Program, and the
Mickey Leland Hunger Program, and
after we have done all of that, Mr.
Speaker, we can still say at the end of
5 years that we will have saved $510 bil-
lion in Federal budget deficit reduc-
tion.

AN IRISH PRAYER

(Mr. DORNAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, I will be
cosponsoring with your kind consent,
and the unanimous consent of my col-
leagues on H.R. 61. Since all of my
great-grandparents and two of my
grandparents come from Ulster, the
beautiful County of Donegal, free Don-
egal I will be proud to consponsor H.R.
61, the Northern Ireland Bill of Rights.

Mr. Speaker, 47 years ago Sister
Josepha, my grade school principal and
eighth grade teacher at Good Shepherd
School in Beverly Hills took me out in
the hall for a chat because my Viking-
Irish hair had once again overcome my
judgment. I was rambunctious and en-
ergetic to a fault and the good sister
said, ‘I believe you only have two ca-
reer choices in life, Mr. DORNAN, the
cloth or politics.”
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And then she gave me a wee bit of
constructive memory work. I was not
laden down with holy cards for being a
quiet and pliable lad. Just the con-
trary, but I was the lucky one who was
guided to memorize all those beautiful
psalms.

Therefore, in humble gratitude to
Sister Josepha, a fellow redhead, who
teaches to this very day, I would like
to offer that prayer in addition to the
lovely prayer with which we began our
session today. I think an extra prayer
now and then is fitting because of all
the pain in the world. From Bombay to
Beirut to Bosnia to Bogota, every little
prayer surely helps a wee bit, and this
one, Mr. Speaker, is most appropriate
today. It is traditionally called “‘The
Breastplate of St. Patrick’ or “The Ar-
morplate of St. Patrick,” and it ap-
peals for the total protection of the
Prince of Peace, the Son of God, Jesus
Christ who redeemed us all with His
precious blood.

‘*The Armorplate of St. Patrick'™:
Jesus before me, Jesus protecting my
back, Jesus to the right of me, Jesus to
the left of me, Jesus supporting me,
Jesus above me, Jesus in all I see,
Jesus in all I hear, Jesus in my touch
as I reach out to others, Jesus in my
every utterance, Jesus Christ in my
every thought.

St. Patrick, you lovely man, bless us
one and all on this your great feast
day.

Mr. Speaker, I dedicate that recita-
tion of that unique prayerful plea to
my Sallie, our five grown and very
wonderful children, and to our eight
grandchildren, Rick, Tara, Anna,
Kevin, Colin, Erin, Haley, and Robby
III. And also to soul No. 9, our young-
est Kathleen's first, probably a Liam or
Declan but in God's wisdom maybe a
beautiful little colleen.
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NEW TAXES DEPRESS THE
ECONOMY

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

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, in my
close consultations with the people
back home during the last several
weeks, the topic of discussion has, of
course, been the President’s economic
proposal.

I must say to you that although
there is a divergence of views on the
necessity of some parts of that pack-
age, there is a unanimous opinion
among all those with whom I have spo-
ken that there should be no consider-
ation of new taxes which themselves
can depress an economy, nor talk of
new taxes of any type until spending
cuts have been put in place.

What is wrong with what is about to
happen in the Chamber with us here in
the Congress is that the President's
proposal puts the package together,
new taxes, massive new taxes, new
spending, massive new spending, and
spending cuts of an unspecified variety
that may or may not take place. The
history of our economy and our process
in this House shows that taxes over-
come the rest of the package each and
every time.

—————

TIME TO BE RESPONSIBLE

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

Mr. APPLEGATE. Mr. Speaker, it is
said you can fool some of the people
some of the time and all of the people
some of the time, but you cannot fool
them all, all of the time. Let me say
this: I think the Republicans keep try-
ing.

I hear Republican Member after
Member after Member get up here to
the floor and offer a balanced budget
about cutting everything with no new
taxes, no new revenues, no new any-
thing, like this is going to happen.

And that is a pretty good trick since
they got us here with the increased
spending and the big tax cuts to the fat
people of this country. Now they want
to protect the fat cats again and cut
those good programs to a lot of the
people who need the programs in this
country, those who need to house,
clothe, and feed their families and they
cannot do it, cut them out.

And then the middle income is going
to get stuck with the bill again.

I think that they know that if they
had a majority in this House and they
had a President in the White House,
none of them would be up here talking
about these ridiculous programs that
they are talking about, and I say that
it is time to be responsible.



5320

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF HOUSE CONCURRENT RESO-
LUTION 64, CONCURRENT RESO-
LUTION ON THE BUDGET, FISCAL
YEAR 1994

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 131 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution,
follows:

as

H. REs. 131

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 1(b) of rule XXIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union for
consideration of the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 64) setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States Govern-
ment for the fiscal years 1994, 1995, 1996, 1997,
and 1998. The first reading of the concurrent
resolution shall be dispensed with. All points
of order against the concurrent resolution
and against its consideration are waived.
General debate shall be confined to the con-
gressional budget and shall not exceed ten
hours, with seven hours (including four
hours on the subject of economic goals and
policies) equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and ranking minority member
of the Committee on the Budget, two hours
controlled by Representative Mfume of
Maryland, and one hour controlled by Rep-
resentative Solomon of New York. After gen-
eral debate the Committee of the Whole
shall rise without motion. No further consid-
eration of the concurrent resolution shall be
in order except pursuant to a subsequent
order of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MONTGOMERY). The gentleman from
California [Mr. BEILENSON] is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield the customary one-half hour of
debate time to the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. Goss] pending which I
yield myself such time as I may
consume. During consideration of this
resolution, all time yielded is for the
purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 131 is
the rule providing for the consideration
of House Concurrent Resolution 64, the
concurrent resolution on the congres-
sional budget for the U.S. Government
for fiscal years 1994 through 1998.

This rule governs only the time for
general debate on the budget resolu-
tion and provides for a total of 10 hours
of general debate time.

Seven hours will be equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on the Budget, with 4 of those 7
hours being yielded, by tradition, to
the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Joint Economic Com-
mittee for purposes of debate on eco-
nomic goals and policies.

Two hours of general debate will be
controlled by the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. MFUME] representing
the Congressional Black Caucus, and 1
hour will be controlled by the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON].
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The rule waives all points of order
against the bill and its consideration
and provides for the committee to rise
without motion after all general debate
is completed. Finally, the rule pro-
hibits any further consideration of the
bill except by a subsequent rule.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to take this op-
portunity to commend the chairman of
the Budget Committee, the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. SABO] for develop-
ing a budget resolution which not only
meets the President’s goals for making
much needed investments in the Na-
tion's children, infrastructure, and
economy, but also responds to the calls
of the overwhelming majority of Amer-
icans for deeper cuts in existing Fed-
eral programs.

The budget resolution does cut an ad-
ditional $63 billion from the President’s
budget plan over the 5-year period from
fiscal year 1994 through fiscal year 1998.
In all, it will reduce the Federal deficit
by $42 billion in fiscal year 1994 and by
$510 billion over the next 5 years.

The savings that are achieved by this
budget resolution represent real, sub-
stantive cuts in existing Federal pro-
grams. Under this plan, we will be
spending less in actual dollars on dis-
cretionary programs in every year
from 1994 through 1998 than we spent in
1993—thus, discretionary spending will
be frozen, with no increase for infla-
tion, for the next 5 years.

The resolution achieves the remain-
der of the $510 billion in deficit reduc-
tion through reconciliation instruc-
tions to 13 authorizing committees.
These savings will thus be enacted this
year in a single, omnibus reconcili-
ation bill through permanent changes
in law.

The Budget Resolution is an ambi-
tious package which follows the Presi-
dent’s lead in calling for much needed
long-term investment in our economy,
and in addressing the single biggest ob-
stacle to our Nation's long-term eco-
nomic health: the Federal deficit.

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

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my distin-
guished colleague, my friend, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. BEILEN-
SON].

Mr. Speaker, there is a saying that
‘you should kill no snake on St. Pat-
rick's Day''—and so I suppose we are
fortunate that today, for the first time
this year, we have a rule that is more
benign than the usual serpents we have
seen come slithering forth from the
Rules Committee of late. A bit of the
luck of the Irish? Perhaps. But in the
interest of comity and in recognition of
the importance of today's debate on
the budget resolution, I know all Mem-
bers are eager to proceed with the sub-
stantive discussion about budget prior-
ities and the future economic health of
our Nation. Clearly, there are many
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different perspectives and important
additions that can be made to this de-
bate; and, to the extent that this rule
is designed to provide time for an air-
ing of those views, I am pleased to sup-
port it. Thus 10 hours should afford nu-
merous Members opportunity to ex-
press numerous thoughts. Of course, I
continue to object to the manner in
which important, complicated, and
controversial legislation, such as this
budget resolution, is brought forth to
this House on a forced march, to the
point where rules are being granted be-
fore bills and reports have even been
printed.

In this case, it is hard to pick this up
let alone look at it in 1 day, and we are
being asked to waive the layover re-
quirement to rush the budget resolu-
tion to the floor. Once again, Members
are asked to consider an enormous
piece of legislation that many have
likely fully never seen, and for those
who have not, here it is.

Mr. Speaker, today we formally
launch into our No. 1 job as Members of
Congress: managing the Federal budg-
et. So far, and certainly in the time
that this Member has served here, our
collective job performance on this task
has been dismal. If we were working in
the private sector, even the most toler-
ant boss would have fired us by now.

In fact, our approval rating with our
bosses, the American voters, hovers
around 20 percent.

The Federal budget deficit is still
soaring despite Gramm-Rudman, de-
spite the October 1990 budget deficit re-
duction act, despite promises to cut
wasteful spending, promises still
unmet to the degree of hundreds of bil-
lions of needless bloat per year.
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The fact is we all know it. The num-
bers are so huge that it takes a dozen
zeros to enumerate the entries on our
charts. Under this budget resolution,
we are staring at a Federal budget of
$134 trillion in 1998. We could be ap-
plauding if this were a balanced pros-
perity budget, but in my view the
President has given us a program that
is nowhere close to balanced and one
that may well be a blueprint for na-
tional bankruptcy.

Even after we implement the biggest
tax bite ever, we are still looking at a
climbing annual budget deficit in 1998—
5 years from now—of $200 billion or
more to add to the national debt which
will exceed $5 trillion by then under
this resolution.

President Clinton asks for $280 bil-
lion in new taxes and $127 billion in
new spending as a starter course—with
the promise of budget cuts sometime
later—as in much later or maybe
never. And we have not even seen what
sort of taxes may be coming with the
administration’s health care reform
plan due out sometime in May.

The fact is, our national track record
in these kinds of buy-now, pay-later



March 17, 1993

budgets demonstrates that higher
taxes and new spending stick while
spending cuts manage to slip away, as
the snow is slipping away in Washing-
ton today. It is worth nothing that
conservative estimates are that the
President's program will actually re-
sult in $3 of spending for each new dol-
lar of taxes raised.

It is true, debate and commentary in
recent weeks have focused more on
where to cut spending. This is good
news for most Americans. Many of my
colleagues on this side of the aisle par-
ticularly have accepted the President’s
challenge and proposed specific ways to
cut waste and redundancy and to
reprioritize our Federal spending—re-
ducing the deficit without raising taxes
on the American people.

I repeat, reducing the deficit without
raising taxes on the American people is
the goal of this side of the aisle. As the
distinguished ranking member of the
Budget Committee, the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. KasicH], said, we have
set a new standard for budget cutting
specifics this year.

In this Member's book that is good.
That is a change for the better—as long
as we live up to the demands our con-
stituents are making to cut wasteful
spending first. First, before we raise
taxes. First, before we set out on new
spending adventures. There are many
of us in this House—and especially
among the 110 new Members—who be-
lieve a line-item veto and a balanced
budget amendment are crucial to hold-
ing Congress to its pledge to cut the
deficit.

As I speak, the Rules Committee is
meeting to determine the structure for
tomorrow's debate on specific amend-
ments to this budget resolution, and it
is my sincere hope that we will see a
process that is open and fair and allows
for ample opportunity to consider all
legitimate amendments. After all, it is
the collective wisdom of this body that
should work its will on the biggest
challenge of this session. If we short-
change that, I daresay that we inevi-
tably diminish our chances of fullest
success.

I understand the majority is request-
ing something less. In fact, the major-
ity wants only entire substitutes made
in order, noting that to do so has gen-
erally been our practice in the House
for many years.

Well, Mr. Speaker, dare I say that
the people of our country want change.
I keep hearing about it, change—and
yet the majority seems to be using
business-as-usual practices to justify
muzzling those who would add valuable
amendments to the debate—which may
well be the mother of all debates this
year.

Certainly the American people are
expecting that.

People are willing to sacrifice for the
good of our country, that is clear—and
that is wonderful. We cannot keep
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abusing that generosity by wasting tax
dollars on frivolous projects, redundant
programs, bureaucratic bloat, special
interest rewards, and the like. We must
redefine our national priorities and
shape our funding fairly and prudently.
Now is that time. Tax dollars are not
endless and they are not forever.

Our Rules Committee has an impor-
tant job to do in ensuring that this de-
bate we begin today does not diminish
the American people’s right to have
the whole Congress carefully consider
all the legitimate options to produce
the most responsible budget blueprint.
Those of us in the minority of the
Rules Committee are ready to debate
this crucial subject for as long as it
takes—but the simple math of nine ma-
jority votes to our four means that it
is up to the majority of the Rules Com-
mittee to make those responsible
choices. I encourage them to rise to the
challenge.

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

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, for
purposes of debate only, I yield 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
TRAFICANT].

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, we
are here now in chapter 11.

Members of Congress are official
trustees presiding over the greatest re-
organization of any bankrupt entity in
world history, the U.S. Government.

We are setting forth hopefully a blue-
print for our future. There are some
who say it is a coroner's report that
will lead to our demise.

I am going to support the rule. I am
not sure yet if I will support this budg-
et. I want to hear an awful lot more,
not being a member of the committee,
and I am not going to vote for things I
do not understand or do not like, but
let there be no mistake. After 12 years
of Ronald Reagan and George Bush, we
are standing here.

Let me say this to the minority
party. Every program that Ronald
Reagan wanted in 1981, he got. Reagan
got it. There was a Republican Senate
majority and there were 70 Democrats
in this House that might as well have
been Republicans, and we have the pro-
gram.

The major assumption was very sim-
ple. We are going to cut taxes, put
money in the pockets of the American
people, and when they spend this
money our gross national product is
going to rise so great that even though
we reduced your tax liability on a per-
centile basis, we will balance the budg-
et, quoting Ronald Reagan, in 1982. It is
going to take the fall of our Congress,
I think, for that to happen.

Mr. Speaker, let us give this new ad-
ministration a chance. Democrats gave
Ronald Reagan a chance.

But let me give one word of caution
here today. America already has race
wars, let us be honest about it. We al-
ready have gender wars, let us be hon-

5321

est about it. We already have age wars,
let us be honest about it.

One thing this Congress had better
not get involved in and get trapped
into is a class war on money. In Amer-
ica, if you can not earn all that you
can, there is something wrong and
there is no more a spirit of free enter-
prise.

I want to say this to the Members.
We may talk about taxing the rich, but
the rich people have already taken
their companies and their jobs out of
America. Be careful that the rich peo-
ple do not take their money out of
America, because the government al-
ready raises our kids, defends our fami-
lies, educates our kids, feeds our kids,
houses our kids, and the government is
doing a very poor job of it. I think
mom and dad would be better utilized
there once again.

So I am going to listen to the debate.
I do not know if I will vote for this
budget.

Finally, I do not know if the budget
makes one damn bit of difference, be-
cause we waive it all the time and I do
not think we have ever followed it. I
think we have an excellent chairman
who worked hard. If we are going to
have budget, we should follow it. If not,
we once again as Members waste both
our time and the people's time.

Let me say this just in closing.
Today is not the mother of all debates
and the mother of all decisions. When
that tax package comes, you will have
the mother of all votes on the floor.

Let me say this, I am not for voting
any more taxes on the backs of the
American people, because I believe the
tax of 1990 put on right here today, and
I am very concerned about the tax
package being discussed in this Con-
gress.

I am one Democrat who believes we
should stimulate the private sector. We
already have more government jobs
than factory jobs, and I think that is
an indictment of our Congress.

One basic tenet to this Constitution
is life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness, and there can be no life, liberty,
or pursuit of happiness in America
without jobs.

I would like to see the mother of all
debates center around the jobs bill.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia [Mr. GINGRICH], the distinguished
minority whip.

Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to speak, and I
appreciate my friend, the gentleman
from Florida, yielding me this time.

Let me say first of all, the American
people apparently today and tomorrow
are going to see a very, very sad spec-
tacle of the Democratic leadership at-
tempting to pass two rules that are as
restrictive, as narrow, as tight and de-
prive Members on both sides of any op-
portunity to offer legitimate amend-
ments. I think that is sad. I think it is



5322

the opposite of what Ross Perot ran on.
It is the opposite of openness. It is the
opposite of allowing every citizen to
see what is going on. I think that as a
procedure is sad.
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Second, people are going to see a
choice between a $31 billion, unpaid for
deficit increase for pork barrel with
things like $4%2 million for a municipal
garage, and $3%2 million to take care of
some politician's theater that needs to
be renovated, and another $5 million to
take care of swimming pools for an-
other politician that needs to have a
good press conference and, apparently,
will be no opportunity for any Member
in either party to offer to cut spending,
which I think people will find fairly
amazing.

And then, finally, they will be offered
a choice between the budget which
raises taxes on virtually every Amer-
ican except the homeless. It says, “If
you use electricity, have a light bulb,
use air conditioning, use heating oil, if
you warm your house, cool your house,
drive a car, or buy any product carried
by a truck anywhere in America,
you're, in fact, going to pay higher
taxes under the Democratic budget,”
and I think that is a mistake.

We have a budget that the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. KAsIicH] and the Repub-
licans of the Committee on the Budget
have developed which both the New
York Times and Washington Post have
praised as intellectually more honest
than the Democrat budget, a budget
which gets $25 billion higher in deficit
reduction without a penny in new
taxes, does not have an energy tax,
does not tax senior citizens, does not
tax people getting Social Security,
does not tax small business, does not
tax agriculture. It is a much better
budget than the Democratic budget.

But that is not why I got up to speak.

We are able to talk about dramatic
changes in the cost of Government be-
cause on the Republican side, frankly,
we are trying to learn what General
Motors, what Ford, what Chrysler,
what Xerox, what IBM, and what Sears
Roebuck are learning, and that is that
we have to have a fundamental trans-
formation of the way we do business.
There is dramatic downsizing going on
in private business. We are trying to
become more competitive. We are rec-
ognizing the need for real change.

Mr. Speaker, this morning we had
the privilege of having Dr. Edwards
Demming visit with the House Repub-
lican conference and then have a meet-
ing with a number of Members. Dr.
Demming is the man who, over 40 years
ago, taught the Japanese the concept
of quality and of profound knowledge.
He is the man who helped revolutionize
productivity in the modern world. He is
today, at 93, as an American citizen
born in Cody, WY, passionately com-
mitted to renewing his own country.
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He spent several hours with us here
today, and I would urge every Member,
Democrat and Republican, to come to a
series of seminars that we hope to set
up with Dr. Demming to look at the
techniques of changing, not just cut-
ting, not just increasing, but changing
the whole process of Government.

Mr. Speaker, there is no reason we in
the Congress cannot be as smart, as ag-
gressive and as effective as the best of
American management. There is no
reason we cannot study profound
knowledge under Dr. Demming and
apply the ideas to the government that
have been so powerful in Japan and
have been so powerful at some Amer-
ican companies.

Let me say that requires rethinking
how we spend money, not raising taxes
on the American people. We got $1 tril-
lion 75 billion in revenues this last
hear. We will have about a $55 billion
increase in revenues because of eco-
nomic growth.

Now it may be a sign that I am a rad-
ical, but I believe with $1 trillion 128
billion, under Dr. Demming’'s concept
of profound knowledge, we should be
able, in fact, to control the government
and not raise taxes.

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. SCHUMER].

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, the
American people elected Bill Clinton.
Now it is our imperative to give the
Clinton budget plan a chance. It is put
up or shut up week in the House of
Representatives.

After over a decade of sitting idly
while our deficit roared out of con-
trol—after over a decade in which Con-
gress and the President have graphi-
cally defined gridlock by rarely choos-
ing to make the difficult choice—deci-
sion time has arrived.

This week we will be voting on a
budget resolution that is far better, far
gutsier, far more specific than anyone
in this House could have imagined 6
months ago.

The budget bill cuts $150 billion from
the deficit over 5 years. Under the reso-
lution, not a single penny of tax in-
creases or mandatory savings will be
used for new spending. All discre-
tionary increases above baseline are
offset by discretionary cuts.

It is a very good budget blueprint.

The American people voted for Bill
Clinton and they support his budget
plan. They may not agree with every
single item of the Clinton plan, but
they all agree that the deficit must be
cut and that gridlock must end—right
here, right now.

And this week we can end the
gridlock.

No more partisan bickering for the
sake of partisan bickering. No more
finding political excuses not to solve
real problems. No more choosing delay
over than action; argument over solu-
tion.
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This week Members have a choice.
They can smugly play the role of
naysayer, continue business as usual,
aspire to the least common denomina-
tor, grasp for gridlock.

Or they can support the most far
reaching budget package that the Con-
gress has ever considered.

The President did his job, and the
Budget Committee made the package
even better. The American people over-
whelmingly want Congress to give the
President’s plan a chance.

So, now it is our turn. It is put up or
shut up time for Congress.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to my senior Member, the gen-
tleman from Claremont, California,
[Mr. DREIER].

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my Rules Committee colleague, the
gentleman from Florida [Mr. Goss], for
yielding this time to me.

Mr. Speaker, it is fascinating to see
where we have come in this process. We
had this great speech given to us by
President Clinton in his address to the
joint session of Congress in which he
charged us with being specific when it
comes to the question of cuts, and yet
the proposals which he has brought for-
ward and the proposals that have been
brought forward from my good friends
on the other side of the aisle lack all
specifics. In fact, his proposal has
spending cuts without specifics, but
there are $112 billion simply labeled
‘‘from defense.”” We have proposed
spending cuts from Democrats on the
Committee on the Budget: $63 billion,
but where are the specifics?

Mr. Speaker, what we have heard
from President Clinton time and time
again is: ““‘No more hot air. If you don’t
like my plan, show me where."

Mr. Speaker, Republicans on the
Committee on the Budget have come
up with several packages. Every single
one of the proposals that have come
from minority members of the Com-
mittee on the Budget and other non-
Budget Committee members of the mi-
nority side have been specific.

It is not easy to be specific, and we
had a debate on that. Did we want to
alienate certain constituencies by pro-
posing specific cuts? Well, those of us
on our side of the aisle decided, yes, we
would step forward and make those
hard choices. Tragically the President
and Members of the majority have
failed to do that.

Now this rule under which we are
considering this measure as we proceed
with general debate is a very bad prece-
dent. It is not unprecedented. What it
is is a two-part rule. What we are doing
is we are simply allowing for general
debate, but, Mr. Speaker, as general de-
bate proceeds, Members will not know
what amendments are going to be con-
sidered when we get to the process of
actually debating those individual pro-
posals. So, this is a very bad pattern.

Also, Mr. Speaker, once again we are
waiving this 3-day layover. We have



March 17, 1993

proceeded in the last 20 years with
larger pieces of legislation for Members
to read, and yet we have given them
less time to consider it because we
have consistently waived this 3-day
layover provision.

So, I think this is a very bad proce-
dure under which we are considering
this, and I think it remains to be seen
as to whether or not we are going to
have very firm opportunities to pro-
pose these minority options. But I hope
very much that we will vote down this
rule so that we cannot continue with
waiving the 3-day layover provisions
and tragically proceeding with these
two-part rules.
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Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, for
purposes of debate only, I yield 5 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from New
York [Ms. SLAUGHTER].

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for yielding this
time to me, and I rise in strong support
of the House budget resolution for fis-
cal year 1994.

Last year, the American voters sent
a powerful message to the White House
and to the White House and to the Con-
gress, They called for an end to politics
as usual, challenging us to take bold
actions to reduce the Federal deficit
that threatens our economic security,
and challenging us to invest in Amer-
ica again.

Mr. Speaker, this budget resolution
we are considering today answers those
challenges.

By adopting this resolution, the
Members of the House will take a criti-
cal step along the path of long-term
deficit reduction.

There is no question that we must
get the Federal deficit under control.
Left unaddressed, the deficit will climb
to more than $600 billion over the next
10 years.

We know that inaction will continue
to sap our wealth, drain our national
savings, intensify our dependence on
foreign capital, and severely limit any
productivity-enhancing investments by
the private sector.

Because our economic security and
prospects for continued economic
growth are inextricably tied to the re-
duction of the Federal deficit, we must
take action now.

As a member of the Budget Commit-
tee, I can assure the Members that this
plan is bold, fair, and real.

The plan is bold. The Budget Com-
mittee included $63 billion more in
spending cuts than the President called
for. In all, the Federal deficit will be
reduced by $510 billion over the next 5
years.

The resolution meets the spending
caps established in the 1990 Budget En-
forcement Act for fiscal years 1994 and
1995.

In addition, this resolution freezes
discretionary spending for the next 5
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yvears by capping outlays at the level
enacted last year for 1993.

The plan is fair. The sacrifices called
for in the resolution do not fall dis-
proportionately on any one group. And
this resoluton restores progressiveity
in our Tax Code, which was eroded dur-
ing the past decade, by requiring a fair
share from those most able to pay.

The plan is real. The CBO has cer-
tified that this resolution meets the
President’s objective and, furthermore,
the reconciliation process included in
the resolution will ensure that the pay-
as-you-go requirement and spending
caps are extended and strengthened.

At the same time we are reducing the
deficit, the resolution enables us to in-
vest in America again.

It supports President Clinton's new
strategic investment agenda that puts
people first. It creates new jobs and de-
velops human capital. The resolution
includes these initiatives to stimulate
small business expansion, to rebuild
our transportation infrastructure, to
expand educational opportunities for
our children, and to rebuild our cities.

The implementation of the resolution
will require the House to make dif-
ficult choices this year and in future
years.

But, it demands that our Federal
spending priorities reflect post-cold-
war realities by shifting our resources
from weapons of destruction to new in-
vestment for long-term economic
growth.

Every dollar we allocate must be in-
vested wisely. We cannot afford to con-
tinue to spend for weapons that do not
shoot or for planes that will not fly,
and certainly we have to look at
science projects that have enormous
cost overruns. This budget resolution
provides the discipline we need to get
Federal spending under control and our
country on a sound economic course. I
urge its adoption.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to close
with just one paragraph that appeared
in my paper this morning. A citizen
who wrote in to the paper said this, and
I quote:

Let your elected officials know that if
President Clinton's plan is tried and fails, we
will blame him, but if the plan gets hacked
to pieces and never gets a chance, we will
blame them. Let's take responsibility for
this mess like adults and keep after our chil-
dren in Washington so they know it's OK for
them to grow up too.

It is time for that, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time remains on
each side for debate?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MONTGOMERY). The gentleman from
Florida [Mr. Goss] has 16 minutes re-
maining, and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. BEILENSON] has 16 minutes
remaining.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to my friend and colleague,
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
GEKAS].
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Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, let me say
to the Members that everywhere I go in
my district the subject is the same: the
President's economic package. Almost
unanimously, the people are horrified
by the massive new taxes that will be
imposed thereby.

They are equally horrified when they
learn that when the new taxes are im-
posed, the first thing that will be done
with these moneys is to engage in new
spending. Then when they get over
that horror, then we start to talk
about spending cuts.

Some people even venture to say to
me, "I would be willing to pay new
taxes and more taxes if only I could be
assured that spending cuts, an end to
waste in Government, and a slowdown
in the excesses of Government will
take place, and if all these spending
cuts were put in place, then I would be
willing to consider new taxes. It is cut
now and tax later, if you must tax at
all.”

But the rule of debate that is being
fashioned here and forced upon us will
not permit us to propose reasonable
plans for doing exactly that, to dem-
onstrate to our citizens that we are
willing to cut down to the barest bone,
and then, if we have a shortfall in our
targets for reducing the deficit, then
and only then should we engage in the
exercise of imposing new taxes.

This is a simple message, and it is
heartfelt by the masses of people back
home. We owe it to them to at least
allow debate on the floor on the var-
ious proposals for this type of an ap-
proach—cut now and tax only later, if
you must. If you cannot even permit
reasonable, promising types of propos-
als of that nature to form part of the
debate, then the debate rounds out to
one thing—all or nothing at all, the
President's proposal or the Democrats’
proposal, all or nothing.

Mr. Speaker, I cannot subscribe to
that.

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may wish to
consume to the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. SAB0], the very distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
the Budget, who has done an excellent
job under difficult circumstances.

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. BEILENSON], who also serves
on our Committee on the Budget.

I simply want to say to him and to
the members of the Committee on
Rules that they have produced a rule
that is fair for general debate. We will
debate the substance of our resolution
later today.

I think we have a budget resolution
that clearly moves this country for-
ward. This rule is fair. It gives ample
opportunity for debate.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers on the floor at this
time, and unless it develops that other
Members require time, I will close by
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yielding myself such time as I may
consume.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. Goss] is rec-
ognized.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I think it is
clear that we have a rule for this part
of the debate on this very critical sub-
ject of our budget and our country’s
economic future that is reasonable. As
I said previously, I am going to support
that, and indeed I am supporting it.

But I also think it is true that the
budget resolution is an integral part of
President Clinton's economic program
for our Nation’s future, and I think we
have to view what is in that total
package. From my perspective, though
I wish the President well, because I
wish our Nation well, as we all do on
this subject, I do not believe that this
budget resolution is going to lead to
the hopeful conclusions that the advo-
cates of its advertise. I believe it is
going to add the biggest tax bite ever
that this country has had. The facts
would indicate that in terms of the fig-
ures.

It does not balance the budget. It
does not balance the budget in the next
5 years. In fact, 5 years from now, we
will still have a budget deficit close to
$200 billion by conservative estimates,
and climbing. And that is the sad part
of it.

It does not necessarily produce jobs
efficiently at all. We are talking about
somewhere around 220,000 jobs in this
period at a cost of $90,000 per job. We
can do better without Government ma-
nipulation at that level in the job
market.
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I am not sure it really invests in our
economy as much as this program ex-
tends welfare and waste in a great
number of projects. We have heard
some of those projects enumerated in
the debate today so far. I read that
there is going to be a $28 million bail-
out of the D.C. government, at the
same day that I read that there is more
trouble in the D.C. government and
they are letting top government man-
agers go from the D.C. government.

Then, of course, hidden in this is the
question of extending the debt ceiling.
Whether or not we will have a vote on
that remains to be seen. There is an
automatic process which means we
might not have a vote in the House on
that.

If this is economic stimulation, I sug-
gest the patient may never wake up,
and that concerns me very much. Of
course, we will have the debate on the
merits of this budget resolution. The
important part of what I have said is
there are so many things that are seri-
ous that are of concern to conscien-
tious Members about this, that I hope
we have as open a rule as possible and
that we do not stick to this measure of
having to have a whole substitute; that
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we can talk about things like the line-
item veto, that we can talk about
things like balanced budget amend-
ments. I think these are critical fac-
tors.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1335, EMERGENCY SUP-
PLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
ACT OF 1993

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 130 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution,
follows:

as

H. REs. 130

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 1(b) of rule XXITI, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1335) making
emergency supplemental appropriations for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1993, and
for other purposes. The first reading of the
bill shall be dispensed with. Points of order
against consideration of the bill for failure
to comply with clause 2(1)(6) of rule XI or
clause 7 of rule XXI are waived, General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. After general debate the Committee of
the Whole shall rise without motion. No fur-
ther consideration of the bill shall be in
order except pursuant to a subsequent order
of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MONTGOMERY). The gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. DERRICK] is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from California [Mr. DREIER], pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 130
will allow the House to begin consider-
ation of H.R. 1335, making emergency
supplemental appropriations for 1993.
The rule provides for 1 hour of general
debate equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Appro-
priations.

The rule waives clause 2(L)(6) of rule
XI requiring a 3-day layover of the bill.
In addition, the bill waives clause T of
rule XXI which requires that the rel-
evant printed hearings and report be
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available 3 days prior to consideration
of a general appropriation bill.

These waivers are necessary because
the committee could not obtain unani-
mous consent to file the bill and report
last Friday. However, both the bill and
report were made available to all Mem-
bers last Friday by the committee.

Finally, the rule prohibits further
consideration except by a subsequent
order of the House.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1335 is the Presi-
dent’s economic stimulus package. The
bill provides $16.3 billion in appropria-
tions for fiscal year 1993 as the first
part of the President’'s economic in-
vestment plan. The bill invests in the
improvement of our Nation's infra-
structure by providing over $3.2 billion
for road construction, repair, and air-
port improvements.

The bill also invests in people
through education and job training and
includes $2.6 billion for the Pell grant
and the chapter 1 compensatory pro-
grams. The bill further includes $500
million for a new Head Start summer
program.

The bill appropriates $4 billion to
fund the extended unemployment bene-
fits enacted earlier this month and in-
cludes §1 billion to create 675,000 addi-
tional summer jobs and $32 million to
fund additional community service
jobs for older Americans.

Mr, Speaker, recent economic reports
show that significant risks to recovery
still exist. Many large firms expect to
layoff more workers in 1993. For exam-
ple, Sears, Roebuck & Co. will elimi-
nate some 50,000 jobs and Boeing will
cut up to 20,000 jobs. Private business
construction is still in a slump, falling
1.6 percent in January, and dropping
26.5 percent since the recession began.
Many office buildings and shopping
malls remain half-occupied. Factory
orders for big-ticket items still lag be-
hind the rate seen in past recoveries.

Moreover, there are still more unem-
ployed people today, after 23 months of
recovery, than at the worst point of
every other post-war recession but one.
Nearly 9 million people are still unem-
ployed. Another 6.5 million people are
working only part time because they
cannot find full-time jobs. These un-
deremployed people do not show up in
the official unemployment rate.

Mr. Speaker, the economic stimulus
package is gquite simply an insurance
policy. Although the recession tech-
nically ended 2 years ago, we are still
producing jobs at a pitifully slow pace.
We have already seen the recovery
stumble; we cannot afford to fall back
into recession again. The President’s
modest stimulus, coupled with the ef-
fects of already lower interest rates,
will kickstart the economy, help busi-
nesses produce jobs, and make a down
payment on the investments we need
to prosper in the future.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 130
will expedite consideration of this im-



March 17, 1993

portant package that will boost a weak
economy, create jobs, and begin to in-
vest in the future. I urge my colleagues
to support the rule and the bill.

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

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DREIER]
has been detained and will be here mo-
mentarily. In the meantime, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. WALKER].

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise with some con-
cerns about this rule, although I be-
lieve it is probably part II of the rule
that will be of greatest concern to this
Member and I really am not concerned
about moving this particular rule
through and proceeding on with the de-
bate.

I am concerned, however, with some
of the things that are going to be de-
bated as a part of this rule’s procedure.
There is no doubt that the American
people in the latest election gave this
Congress and this Government a man-
date for change. We Republicans were
on the wrong end of that particular
mandate and President Clinton was
elected, and there is no doubt the
American people want change.

However, if you look at the bill that
is being brought to the floor under this
particular rule, you will find that this
ain’'t change; it is more of the same.
And the reason why I say that there is
no part of this supplemental appropria-
tion or stimulus that is a change is be-
cause when you look at the details, you
will find that this is the same old
spending game that Congress has gone
through for years and years and years
and years and it is the reason why we
today have massive deficits and have
massive debt.

Mr. Speaker, let me give a few exam-
ples that are down in this supplemental
appropriation bill. For example, there
is a large amount of spending that
comes under the jurisdiction of the
Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology that is in this bill that is
unauthorized.

We have a problem in this Congress
when we begin to spend money that has
not been properly authorized under
law, when in fact what we do is spend
money that is being spent over and
above the obligations of law.

We have had several discussions in
the Joint Committee on Reorganiza-
tion of the Congress on which I serve
where authorizing chairmen and the
distinguished chairman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. NATCHER], who is
here on the floor today, have come be-
fore our Committee on Reorganization
and stated flatly that we ought not
have any more unauthorized money
being passed in appropriations bills,
that it is time to reform this process,
that the Congress and the country are
being badly abused by what is going on.
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And yet, in the package that will be
brought to the floor and debated this
afternoon, I find the following items:

There is $103 million for ADP, that is
under the American Technology Pre-
eminence Act, which is $70 million over
the $100 million of fiscal year 1993 stat-
utory authorization that was in Public
Law 102-245.

There is also $47 million in energy
conservation, all in excess of the $358.2
million of statutory authorization in
Public Law 102-486, the Energy Policy
Act.

There is also $81 million for the Na-
tional Oceanographic and Atmospheric
Administration, which is over and
above, that is, $81 million over and
above Public Law 102-567.

There is a new Commerce Depart-
ment information highway that is a
brandnew program that has not been
authorized by anybody that is at $64
million.

In addition, it is my understanding
that there is a $94 million add on for
EDA, which is unauthorized, and $188
million for Amtrak, which is also un-
authorized.

Now, just the items that I have
talked about here is $500 million, over
$500 million of money that has not been
properly allocated by law. If the Amer-
ican people and middle-class American
workers wonder why the debt is piling
up, it is because Congress goes on
spending money that has not been
properly authorized under law.

We are doing so in the bill that we
have brought to the floor today. It is
wrong. It is the reason for deficits. It is
the reason for debt, and it should be
stopped.

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, these next 2 days could
well be 2 of the most important days in
the economic history of our country.

Unfortunately, beginning back in the
1940’s, particularly right after the Sec-
ond World War, we have had very few
times when the budget of our country
has been in balance. Through the
Democratic administrations, the Re-
publican administrations, through
times when the Democrats were in
charge of the Congress, through times
when the Republicans were in charge of
the Congress, we have seen deficits pile
on and multiply every year. And every
year as it grows, we have seen the in-
terest on our national debt become a
larger and larger part of our annual
budget.

The interest is money that could be
used for many worthwhile purposes,
such as Head Start, national defense, a
varied array of services for our people.
However, that money is no longer
available to us because of the need to
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service debts that have been accumu-
lated.

Unfortunately, these are not debts
that were largely accumulated during
hard times, during times of depression
or times of recession. The largest part
of our deficit, some three-fourths of
our total indebtedness in this country,
was accumulated during seemingly
prosperous times, the 1980’s.

The fact of the matter is over the
last 45 years, by not paying attention
as we should have in this country, on
the part of both political parties, we
find ourselves in a fix. We are looking
at $300 billion annual deficits and over
$4 trillion of debt.

For the first time in the post-war
history of this country, we have a
President who has come forth with a
serious plan to slow the growth of that
budget deficit and begin to put our eco-
nomic house in order, including budget
cuts, economic stimulus, and even ad-
ditional taxes largely borne by those
who got off easy during the 1980's and
are thus best able to pay them today.

We can pick the cuts apart. We can
pick the stimulus apart. We can pick
the taxes apart. But the fact of the
matter is, this is the only plan that we
have before us by a President, the only
chance.

And although I do not want to over-
state the situation, I believe in my
heart that it is the only opportunity
that we will have, the last opportunity
that we will have to take a clear shot
and make a significant impact on the
economic health and well-being of this
country.

I suggest today that we give serious
consideration to voting for the budget,
voting for the rule for the budget,
which will be fair, and voting for the
rule for the stimulus package, which
we believe will be fair. All of them will
be in the best interest of our country.

Mr. Speaker, for the purposes of de-
bate only, I yield 6 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Mexico

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from South Caro-
lina for yielding time to me and ac-
knowledge his effort in convincing this
body and the Congress to support the
President’s package. I hope we will
today.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
rule and encourage all Members to sup-
port the investment supplemental. As
we begin debate on the President’s plan
to jump start the economy and get
America back to work, we must all re-
member that the President's plan has
two parts: extensive budget cuts and a
package of short- and long-term invest-
ment.

For the economic plan to work, we
have to pass both parts of the package.
One without the other dooms us to cer-
tain failure.

The President has forcefully made
the case for just and fair burden shar-
ing and new investment in the future.
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This investment package seeks to rein-
vigorate the economy, spur job cre-
ation, rebuild crumbling infrastructure
and raise hope for those whose dreams
of a job or a better life for their chil-
dren have all but deserted them.

This plan is a commonsense plan, and
common sense tells us that President
Clinton was elected just 4 months ago
in order to focus on the economy. He
has done that, drawing up a solid two-
part plan.

Now we must stand with the Presi-
dent and pass his package. The Amer-
ican people voted for change in Novem-
ber. President Clinton has a package
for change.

By a 2-to-1 margin,
people support his plan.
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It is our responsibility to pass it. The
American people have made their posi-
tion clear. In town meetings and na-
tional polls, as I have cited, we see that
the vast majority of Americans support
his package. In fact, in the Wall Street
Journal, a recent poll shows that by a
margin of 62 to 30 percent the public
prefers the Clinton plan to a Repub-
lican alternative.

It is time for us as Members of this
body to stand and deliver. We know the
overall plan makes sense. We know the
plan moves us in the right direction.
We know if we miss the opportunity it
will be a long, long time before we can
deal with this responsibly and power-
fully again.

I urge my colleagues to support this
package. This is a package that con-
tains a lot of positive elements in the
domestic agenda.

For instance, through the able lead-
ership of the gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. NATCHER], the stimulus package
contains a lot of important domestic
stimulus spending:

Three billion dollars for highways
from the highway trust fund. This cre-
ates jobs, restores our crumbling infra-
structure, and makes sure that urban
and rural America have a piece of the
action,;

Mass transit for our cities, discre-
tionary grants to proceed with very
needed mass transit, surely an invest-
ment for the future;

Summer jobs. This was our legacy
after Los Angeles. We promised to cre-
ate summer jobs for the millions of un-
employed youth in our ghettos. These
are not make-work jobs, these are jobs
that hopefully will lead to future jobs
in the days ahead;

Emergency unemployment benefits
for those who have been left behind;

Community development grants.
These are funds that our counties and
cities can use to repair our crumbling
infrastructure, for important grants
that our cities and counties have been
aching for over the last 12 years,

Wastewater treatment construction;

Small business loans,

the American
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Pell grant shortfall funds for edu-
cation;

Full funding for Head Start, compen-
satory education;

Investment tax credit for small busi-
nesses, R&D tax credits for high tech
and computers, for industries in the fu-
ture.

Mr. Speaker, the time has come that
we, as a Congress, are going to be
judged. Are we going to stay in
gridlock? Are we going to stay in con-

stant bickering with the executive:

branch, or can we as Americans, not
Republicans and Democrats, come to-
gether and support a President that we
have duly elected, and a President who
stands very high in public opinion
polls. Our constituents have sent us a
simple message: ‘‘Give the President a
chance.”

President Clinton is the only game in
town. He has presented a tough plan,
one that has caused pain, but also one
that calls for common sacrifice. It is a
plan that is needed for this country in
the area of deficit reduction and job
creation.

The question before us, today and to-
morrow: Is the Congress going to con-
tinue the 12 years of gridlock, of fight-
ing, or are we going to go ahead with a
new beginning where we give this
President a chance, a chance that the
American people want us to give him?

Mr. Speaker, I would once again ask
all my colleagues in a bipartisan way
to get behind President Clinton’s plan,
his budget resolution and the invest-
ment package so that America can
start its economic recovery.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6
minutes to the gentleman from Indian-
apolis, IN [Mr. BURTON].

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding
time to me.

Mr. Speaker, if all of our colleagues
here in their offices are paying atten-
tion, they would believe that this pack-
age is the best answer, the best solu-
tion to all of our economic ills. How-
ever, I would like for my colleagues to
take a little closer look and examine
this a little more thoroughly.

President Clinton's package contains
$325.5 billion in new taxes. It contains
another §74 billion in hidden taxes and
fees, for a grand total of $399.5 billion.
That is money we are going to take out
of the collective pockets of America,
almost $400 billion.

The last huge tax increase we had
was about $182 billion. That put us into
a recession. This is more than double,
more than double the largest tax in-
crease in U.S. history. It does not in-
clude Hilary Rodham Clinton's pro-
posal for health care reform, which is
going to be another $90 billion.

We are looking at $400 billion in new
taxes. When we take $400 billion out of
our collective pockets, America, that
is money we cannot spend. We do not
buy $400 billion worth of products, so
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they do not sell $400 billion worth of
products, so they do not make $400 bil-
lion worth of products, so the people
who make those products are out of
work.

The Btu tax alone they are talking
about, which we call the ‘‘big time un-
employment tax,"” the Btu tax is going
to cost farmers their livelihood. A lot
of farmers are going to go out of busi-
ness, a lot of foundries are going to go
out of business.

The airline industries are going to
pay 15 cents more a gallon for jet fuel.
U.S. Air just recently had a deal with
British Airways to keep themselves
solvent, to keep themselves above
water. A lot of these airlines are tee-
tering. That is a very important part of
commerce in this country. They are
going to load 15 cents a gallon onto
their jet fuel. That is going to put a lot
of them out of business.

Then if we talk about the trucking
industry, 15 cents a gallon or 10 cents a
gallon more for gas or diesel fuel, that
is all added to the cost of the clothes
we wear, the food we eat, the cars we
drive, the refrigerators we buy. The
taxes they are talking about, more
than double the largest increase in his-
tory, are going to cause more unem-
ployment, another recession, and
major economic problems..

President Clinton stood right there
just a couple of weeks ago, a few weeks
ago, and he said, ‘‘It is not what is good
for me, it is what is good for us,”
meaning all Americans. It rang very
similar to what John F. Kennedy said
when he said, ‘‘Ask not what your
country can do for you, but ask what
you can do for your country.’ It is the
same basic thing, a little different ap-
proach.

The American people said, Yes, we
have a big deficit. We have a huge na-
tional debt that has gone from $1 tril-
lion 10 years ago to $4 trillion now. It
took us 200 years to get to $1 trillion,
and in 10 years we have quadrupled it.
We are on our way to astronomical
deficits, and we have to do something
about it, because we do not want our
kids to have to live a less successful
life than we have. We want them to
have the same opportunities we have.

The American people said, Yes, we
are willing to share. We are willing to
go along with whatever it takes to get
this deficit under control. But this is
not going to solve the problem, Amer-
ica, because every time we raise taxes
we spend more than we take in.

Since 1948, for every $1 in new taxes
we have spent $1.58. Since 1990, for
every $1 in new taxes which was sup-
posed to control the deficit, we have
spent $2.70. So if we raised $400 billion,
all the spending and all the taxes are
on the front end, the cuts are 5 years
out, and there will be three Congresses
elected before we get to that. We know
that is going to change.

How do we deal with the problem? We
have a solution. It is called the freeze
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plus 2 percent, freeze plus 2 percent. We
freeze all spending at last year’s spend-
ing levels plus no more than a growth
rate of 2 percent. If we did that, we can
balance the budget by the year 1999 at
the current growth rate of tax revenues
of 2 percent a year. If we have an in-
crease in the growth rate of tax reve-
nues because GDP increases to 3 per-
cent, where it has been before, we could
have a surplus of $38 billion by the year
1999.

We have to bite the bullet some way.
I say we should bite the bullet in the
area of spending cuts. When I talk to
my constituents and people across this
country, they say, Government is too
big. It is out of control. You have to do
something about spending.

What is the answer? The first thing
we should be talking about around this
place is not $400 billion more in new
taxes, more than double the largest tax
increase in history. The first thing we
ought to be talking about is taking a
meat cleaver to Government spending
that is running away, running away
with itself.

It took us 200 years to get to $1 tril-
lion in debt, and in 10 years we are $4
trillion in debt. Let me just say, a lot
of people say, You don’t have enough
taxes coming in. Ten years ago we
brought in $500 billion a year in tax
revenues. Do the Members know that
today it is $1.2 trillion? We have almost
tripled the amount of tax revenues
coming in, yet we are still running $350
to $400 billion in the red every year.

It is not because we do not have
enough taxes, America. It is because
we are spending too much. The Presi-
dent comes up with his proposal and
says, Burden sharing for all of us. I am
for burden sharing, because that is the
only way we are going to solve this
problem, but the way to solve it is to
cut spending, have a 2-percent growth
rate, no more than 2 percent above ac-
tual spending over the last few years,
and we can get to a balanced budget.
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There will be pinching of toes, but it
will not cause massive unemployment,
companies leaving America and jobs
right along with them.

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield 4 minutes
to the distinguished gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. TORRICELLI].

Mr. TORRICELLI. Mr. Speaker, there
are many who believe that in our sys-
tem of government it is no longer pos-
sible to forge answers to great national
problems, that the bickering, the divi-
siveness has so overwhelmed our sys-
tem of government that consensus can
no longer be reached, no matter how
great the public demand, no matter
how large the problem. Those who have
come to believe this of our system of
government will be coming forth here
today because we are witnessing again
that even in the very shadow of a na-
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tional judgment on new leadership
some refuse to follow those who the
people chose to lead, for this is opposi-
tion for opposition’'s sake only. The Re-
publican Members will come to the
floor outraged at the idea of national
debt, while for 12 years they presided
over a national debt that did not sim-
ply increase but was quadrupled, of-
fended at the idea of Federal spending
to meet national needs, while for 12
years they came to the floor with budg-
ets that more than doubled Federal
spending. And of course, today, out-
raged at the very idea that we would
raise Federal taxes to deal with these
problems, while twice in those 12 years
they brought to this Congress, under
Republican Presidents, the largest tax
increases in American history.

This is no outrage of principle, no
stand on high issues of moral ground.
This is division for division’s sake.
They are against it because a Demo-
cratic President is for it.

But they are so, my friends, at their
own peril, because this Congress is as
different from the last, the governing
consensus of this country as sharply di-
vided from last year as if separated by
generations, not years. The American
people have come to judgment after
vears of postponing dealing with great
national problems, accumulated debt,
postponed answers to great social di-
lemmas. They have decided that it is
time to begin dealing with these prob-
lems, and in this endeavor they have
chosen Bill Clinton as their leader.

What faces us today is his plan. In
truth, it is not the only plan. Others
could have been written and will be
suggested by other Members. There are
other answers, other Members will
raise them, and some will have great
merit. But this is the plan of the man
who the American people chose to be
their President. It deserves not only to
be heard, it deserves to be tried, and
that is what we ask.

Maybe it is the time indeed when we
could come together as a country,
Democrats and Republicans together.
Maybe it is not all that it used to be,
but certainly in these opening months
of a new administration we can give
this man, who received the mandate of
our people, this attempt.

Division for division’s sake, oppose
our plan because it is a Democratic
President, you can do so if you want,
but I do not think that is what the
American people expect of you, or of
this institution or of this country.
That is not America anymore.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I might consume.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is the
first of two rules for considering the
emergency supplemental appropriation
stimulus program. While the economy
has clearly shown strong signs in re-
cent months, unemployment remains a
major problem in many parts of the
country. For example, in my Los Ange-
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les County we tragically are still sad-
dled with a 10.4-percent unemployment
rate that is well, well above the na-
tional average. That is why I continue
to believe that legislation which en-
courages real job creation has got to be
our highest priority.

This two-part rule separates much of
the debate on the President’s stimulus
proposal from the amendment process.
And, Mr. Speaker, we are right now up-
stairs in the Rules Committee, and I
hope very much that our committee
makes amendments in order so that
Members will have the opportunity to
modify and change this stimulus pro-
gram so that the will of the House can
be put through. Therefore, it detracts
from the presentation of these very im-
portant issues by having a two-part
rule.

Two-part rules are very bad for pro-
cedures, as I said when the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. Goss] was handling
the last rule, and in this case I have
very deep reservations about the type
of rule that our committee upstairs is
preparing for this measure.

Mr. Speaker, there is no Member of
this House, and I am happy to see that
he is here on the floor, whom I hold in
higher esteem than the very distin-
guished chairman of the Appropria-
tions Committee. I have had the honor
on many occasions to praise the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. NATCHER]
here on the House floor, and he and I
have had many conversations about
procedure as it exists. And I respect
the fact that he is one of the Members
on the other side of the aisle who con-
sistently tries to recognize the rules of
this House.

Last week I was very proud to hear
his testimony before our Joint Com-
mittee on the Organization of Congress
which supported appropriations that
respect the rights of all Members of the
House.

I am very saddened to say this, and I
have told the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. NATCHER] that I was deeply
concerned when I read a letter that he
had submitted to us in the Rules Com-
mittee for basically a closed rule
which, unfortunately, prohibits any
Member, Democrat or Republican, and
remember, we have 110 new Members of
this House, prevents them from having
the opportunity to offer amendments
to this measure. Tragically, the letter
implies that the amendments would
have to be submitted to us by way of
the Clinton administration. Maybe we
should submit the amendments out
through the Rayburn Room, where a
lunch is taking place right now, and
then possibly those could be made in
order.

The mneed to make such an
uncharacteristic request illustrates
just how much this spending bill is in
need of improvement, and the Rules
Committee would be wise to respect-
fully deny the request to offer, and in










































































































































































































































































































































