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‘‘Instead, Mr. Hubbell, a close friend

of the President, former leader at the
Justice Department, has taken the
fifth amendment and remains silent.
This has forced us to seek other
sources of information. And that is
why I subpoenaed the prison tapes of
Mr. Hubbell’s phone conversations.

‘‘Out of 150 hours of conversations,
my staff prepared just over 1 hour for
release to the public, private conversa-
tions that had nothing to do with our
investigation, and we screened those
out. What was contained in that hour
of conversations raises troubling ques-
tions. Given the seriousness of the alle-
gations, this material deserves to be on
the public record.

‘‘On these tapes, we hear Mrs. Hub-
bell say that she fears that she will
lose her job at the Interior Department
if Mr. Hubbell takes actions that will
hurt the Clintons. We heard Mrs. Hub-
bell say that she feels she is being
squeezed by the White House. Webster
Hubbell states, after she says that,
that ‘I guess I must roll over just one
more time.’ ‘Roll over one more time.’
These statements raise very disturbing
questions about the conduct of the
White House and the conduct of the
Hubbells. The American people have a
right to know the answers.

‘‘Let me say a couple things about
the charges of selective editing. Mis-
takes were made in the editing process.
As chairman, I take responsibility for
those mistakes. But they were just
that, innocent mistakes. In the process
of editing 149 hours of personal con-
versations, the staff cut out a couple of
paragraphs that should have been left
in. Here are a few points to be kept in
mind. We are not talking about tran-
scripts. What were prepared were logs
of the conversations, logs, summaries
of information on the tapes. They were
not verbatim transcripts and they were
never identified as such. They were
logs of where these conversations came
from out of the 150 hours of tapes that
was condensed on to one.

‘‘Exculpatory statements about both
Mrs. Clinton and other Clinton admin-
istration officials were left in the logs.
In one case, an exculpatory statement
by Mr. Hubbell about Mrs. Clinton was
underlined to highlight it. The tapes
were never altered. This charge has
been repeated time and time again by
the Democrats and it is false. The
tapes were not altered.

‘‘Once the tapes were made public,
reporters were allowed to listen to and
record the appropriate sections of the
tapes in their entirety. These sections
included the statements about Mrs.
Clinton and Mr. Hubbell that have been
complained about. How can anyone
argue that there was an intent to de-
ceive when reporters were allowed to
listen to the comments I have been ac-
cused of deleting?

‘‘Finally, in an effort to end once and
for all these charges of selective edit-
ing, I have released the tapes of these
50 conversations in their entirety, even
though I did not want to because there
is personal stuff in there that I did not

think should be in the public domain,
but the integrity of the investigation
had to be maintained.

‘‘What I find most unfortunate is
that this incident has detracted from
the important facts about the Hubbell
tapes that it appears that Mr. Hubbell
and his wife were under a great deal of
pressure to keep their mouths shut.
This is something that absolutely must
be investigated. It is something that
the American people absolutely have a
right to know. She felt she was being
squeezed by the White House, and he
felt he had to roll over one more time.
He had to roll over one more time.

‘‘And when we have over 90 people
fleeing the country or taking the fifth
amendment, we have to wonder if Mr.
Hubbell is only one of a number that
are scared to talk, that are afraid to
say anything because of pressure from
the White House.

‘‘This brings us to tomorrow’s com-
mittee meeting. Tomorrow we will try
to break through this stone wall one
more time by granting immunity to
four witnesses. The Justice Depart-
ment has agreed to immunity. The Jus-
tice Department has agreed to immu-
nity. They have been thoroughly con-
sulted. The Justice Department has al-
ready immunized two of these wit-
nesses themselves. There is no reason
to oppose immunity. Yet 19 Democrats
on the Committee on Government Re-
form and Oversight voted in lock step
against immunity. They voted to pre-
vent these witnesses from telling the
truth to the American people.

‘‘I want to tell the American people a
little bit about who these witnesses
are. Two of these witnesses were em-
ployees of Johnny Chung. They were
involved in his conduit contribution
schemes, bringing money from illegal
sources into the DNC. They were in-
volved in setting up many of his meet-
ings at the White House and with other
government officials.

‘‘Kent La is a very important wit-
ness. He is a business associate of Ted
Sioeng, one of the people that had fled
the country. He is the U.S. distributor
of Red Pagoda Mountain cigarettes.
Ted Sioeng has a major stake in these
cigarettes. This is the best selling
brand of cigarettes in China. This com-
pany is owned by the Communist Chi-
nese Government. It is the third larg-
est cigarette selling in the world. This
company is owned by the Chinese Gov-
ernment, and it is a convenient way to
funnel money into campaigns in the
United States by Ted Sioeng, Kent La,
and others.

‘‘Ted Sioeng and his associates gave
$400,000 in contributions to the Demo-
crat National Committee. Of that
amount, Kent La gave $50,000. Was that
money from Red Pagoda cigarettes
from the Chinese Communist Govern-
ment? We need to find out. The Amer-
ican people have a right to know.

‘‘Every witness that we have spoken
to says that ‘If you want to understand
Ted Sioeng, you have got to talk to
Kent La.’ And that is one of the people
we want to talk to, but we have to get

immunity for him first. Kent La has
invoked the fifth amendment. He will
not testify without immunity. But the
Democrats on our committee will not
grant him immunity. The Democrats
have voted to block immunity. I can-
not, for the life of me, understand why
they want to do that.

‘‘This is not a partisan issue. Ted
Sioeng did not just give money to
Democrats, he gave to both sides. He
gave $150,000 to Republican causes as
well as the Democrats. So this is not a
partisan issue with Kent La and Ted
Sioeng. It seems very clear that most
of this half a million dollars donated
by Ted Sioeng and his associates came
from profits of selling Chinese ciga-
rettes around the world. Kent La is the
one individual who can tell us if this is
true or not. I do not understand why
my colleagues want to keep this wit-
ness from testifying and protect a
major Communist Chinese cigarette
company, especially when the gen-
tleman from California, who has been
such a forceful advocate of reducing
smoking here in the United States, is
one of those voting against immunity.

‘‘We have a number of good members
on my committee on both sides of the
aisle. I think we have conscientious
members, both Democrat and Repub-
lican, who are outraged by some of the
things that have happened during the
last election. I hope all of my col-
leagues are thinking long and hard
about their votes, and I hope that they
will reconsider and support immunity
tomorrow.

‘‘Now, in conclusion, I have tried
throughout this discussion to try to
make clear to the American people and
my colleagues that this is an investiga-
tion that has faced countless obstacles,
stone walls. We have faced obstruction
from the White House. We have faced
stalling from the Democrat National
Committee. We have faced non-co-
operation from foreign governments.
We have had over 90 people take the
fifth amendment or flee the country
because they did not want to testify
because of criminal activity.

‘‘However, we will continue. There
are very serious allegations of crimes
that have been committed, and the
American people have a right to know.
I hope that tomorrow we will start to
tear down the stone wall by granting
immunity to these four witnesses and
getting on with the investigation. None
of this should be covered up. The Amer-
ican people have a very clear right to
know if our government was com-
promised. They have a right to know if
foreign contributions influenced our
foreign policy, if it endangered our na-
tional defense. These are things the
American people have a right to know,
and we are going to do our dead level
best to make sure they get that right
and they get to know it.’’.

T43.17 LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS’
DEATH IN LINE OF DUTY

Mr. MCCOLLUM moved to suspend
the rules and agree to the following
resolution (H. Res. 422):
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Whereas law enforcement officers work

daily in communities across the Nation, as-
sisting individuals in the pursuit of life, lib-
erty, and happiness;

Whereas law enforcement officers are,
most often, the first contact individuals
have with their representatives of govern-
ment, and they perform the duties and re-
sponsibilities of that important liaison role
with wisdom and compassion;

Whereas law enforcement officers are ex-
pected to perform duties above and beyond
those of the average person, including duties
such as rescuing individuals from a mul-
titude of life-threatening incidents and as-
sisting families during times of great per-
sonal sorrow;

Whereas law enforcement officers engage
in a variety of tasks, from visiting with
home-bound elderly citizens, mediating do-
mestic disputes, and providing counsel to
youngsters on our streets, to retrieving lost
pets and bringing a spirit of friendship and
compassion to an environment often lacking
in these essential qualities;

Whereas law enforcement officers daily en-
counter individuals within our society who
reject all moral values and ethical codes of
conduct in pursuit of criminal activities;

Whereas law enforcement officers risk
their health, lives, and future happiness with
their families in order to safeguard commu-
nities from criminal predation;

Whereas in the course of their duties, law
enforcement officers may find themselves
not only in harm’s way, but also victims of
violent crime; and

Whereas 159 law enforcement officers
throughout the country lost their lives in
the performance of their duty in 1997, and
more than 14,000 men and women have made
that supreme sacrifice to date: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that the contributions
made by law enforcement officers killed in
the line of duty should be honored, their
dedication and sacrifice recognized, and
their unselfish service to the Nation remem-
bered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
HEFLEY recognized Mr. MCCOLLUM
and Mr. HOYER, each for 20 minutes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

agree to said resolution?
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.

HEFLEY, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

Mr. LATOURETTE demanded that
the vote be taken by the yeas and nays,
which demand was supported by one-
fifth of the Members present, so the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
HEFLEY, pursuant to clause 5, rule I,
announced that further proceedings on
the motion were postponed.

T43.18 D.C. SPECIAL OLYMPICS TORCH
RUN

Mr. KIM moved to suspend the rules
and agree to the following concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res. 262); as amend-
ed:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF RUNNING OF

D.C. SPECIAL OLYMPICS LAW EN-
FORCEMENT TORCH RUN THROUGH
CAPITOL GROUNDS.

On May 29, 1998, or on such other date as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives

and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate may jointly designate,
the 1998 District of Columbia Special Olym-
pics Law Enforcement Torch Run (in this
resolution referred to as the ‘‘event’’) may be
run through the Capitol Grounds, as part of
the journey of the Special Olympics torch to
the District of Columbia Special Olympics
summer games at Gallaudet University in
the District of Columbia.
SEC. 2. RESPONSIBILITY OF CAPITOL POLICE

BOARD.
The Capitol Police Board shall take such

actions as may be necessary to carry out the
event.
SEC. 3. CONDITIONS RELATING TO PHYSICAL

PREPARATIONS.
The Architect of the Capitol may prescribe

conditions for physical preparations for the
event.
SEC. 4. APPLICABILITY OF PROHIBITIONS.

Nothing in this resolution may be con-
strued to waive the applicability of the pro-
hibitions established by section 4 of the Act
of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C. 193d; 60 Stat. 718),
concerning sales, displays, and solicitations
on the Capitol Grounds.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
HEFLEY, recognized Mr. KIM and Mr.
TRAFICANT, each for 20 minutes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

agree to said concurrent resolution, as
amended?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
HEFLEY, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said con-
current resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said concurrent resolution, as amend-
ed, was agreed to was, by unanimous
consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said con-
current resolution.

T43.19 PEACE OFFICERS’ MEMORIAL
SERVICE

Mr. KIM moved to suspend the rules
and agree to the following concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res. 263); as amend-
ed:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),
SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR NA-

TIONAL PEACE OFFICERS’ MEMO-
RIAL SERVICE.

The National Fraternal Order of Police and
its auxiliary shall be permitted to sponsor a
public event, the seventeenth annual Na-
tional Peace Officers’ Memorial Service, on
the Capitol Grounds on May 15, 1998, or on
such other date as the Speaker of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on
Rules and Administration of the Senate may
jointly designate, in order to honor the more
than 160 law enforcement officers who died in
the line of duty during 1997.
SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The event authorized to
be conducted on the Capitol Grounds under
section 1 shall be free of admission charge to
the public and arranged not to interfere with
the needs of Congress, under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The Na-
tional Fraternal Order of Police and its aux-
iliary shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.
SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

(a) STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.—Subject
to the approval of the Architect of the Cap-
itol, the National Fraternal Order of Police
and its auxiliary are authorized to erect
upon the Capitol Grounds such stage, sound
amplification devices, and other related
structures and equipment, as may be re-
quired for the event authorized to be con-
ducted on the Capitol Grounds under section
1.

(b) ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.—The Ar-
chitect of the Capitol and the Capitol Police
Board are authorized to make any such addi-
tional arrangements as may be required to
carry out the event.
SEC. 4. APPLICABILITY OF PROHIBITIONS.

Nothing in this resolution may be con-
strued to waive the applicability of the pro-
hibitions established by section 4 of the Act
of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C. 193d; 60 Stat. 718),
concerning sales, displays, and solicitations
on the Capitol Grounds.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
HEFLEY, recognized Mr. KIM and Mr.
TRAFICANT, each for 20 minutes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

agree to said concurrent resolution, as
amended?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
HEFLEY, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said con-
current resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said concurrent resolution, as amend-
ed, was agreed to was, by unanimous
consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said con-
current resolution.

T43.20 SOAP BOX DERBY

Mr. KIM moved to suspend the rules
and agree to the following concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res. 255); as amend-
ed:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF SOAP BOX

DERBY RACES ON CAPITOL
GROUNDS.

The Greater Washington Soap Box Derby
Association (hereinafter in this resolution
referred to as the ‘‘Association’’) shall be
permitted to sponsor a public event, soap box
derby races, on the Capitol grounds on July
11, 1998, or on such other date as the Speaker
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Rules and Administration of
the Senate may jointly designate.
SEC. 2. CONDITIONS.

The event to be carried out under this res-
olution shall be free of admission charge to
the public and arranged not to interfere with
the needs of Congress, under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board; except that the
Association shall assume full responsibility
for all expenses and liabilities incident to all
activities associated with the event.
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