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Pate for his great service and welcome
him to the U.S. Congress.

IT IS TIME TO DEBATE THE REAL
ISSUES AND STOP ENGAGING IN
POLEMICS

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

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, for much
of this year this House has reverber-
ated with speeches condemning fellow
Members of Congress and other fellow
figures. Many of those speeches have
bordered on hate. Some people on my
side of the aisle have used language
against the President that has been in-
appropriate. On the minority side of
the aisle, the speeches against the
Speaker have been filled with venom.

The fact is that we are going to have
political differences over issues and
policies. We should debate vigorously
those matters. But in the citadel of de-
mocracy there should be much more ci-
vility than we have seen this year.

Those of you who wanted the Com-
mittee on Ethics to report on the
Speaker, they have. Can we now stop
the personal vilification? Can the lead-
ership on both sides of the aisle begin
policing our own ranks to stop Mem-
bers from using the House floor to
vilify each other or express personal
hatreds?

Many of us, myself included, have en-
gaged in polemics on this floor. If what
I have said in the past has been offen-
sive to someone, then | intend to lower
my voice and stick to debating the real
issues, like balancing the budget. 1
would hope that others will do the
same. It is time to stop anything that
can be interpreted as meanness, venom,
or hate.

WE CANNOT HAVE A DOUBLE
STANDARD

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

Mr. JOHNSTON of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | rise in somewhat response
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. WALKER] and | agree with the hate
and venom, but | want to point out
that the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
PETERSON] and | had a privileged reso-
lution on this floor that had no hate or
venom. It was rather innocuous, mere-
ly calling for a report from the Com-
mittee on Ethics.

That was voted down twice, without
debate, on a motion to table. | am here
really to point out to you the double
standard, and | have a news release
from the Speaker of the House in 1988
calling for a special counsel, in which
he states that the outside counsel shall
have full authority to investigate and
present evidence and arguments before
the Committee on Ethics concerning
the questions arising out of the activi-
ties of House Speaker Jim Wright.

He goes on to say that the special
counsel should have the right of sub-
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poena and also states the committee
shall not countermand or interfere
with the outside counsel’s ability to
take steps necessary to conduct a full
and fair investigation.

We cannot have a double standard,
and that is all we ask for, Mr. Speaker.

WE SHOULD WORK TOGETHER TO
SOLVE THE NATION’S PROBLEMS

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

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, for
more than 13 months there has been an
orchestrated campaign to demonize the
Speaker. | think that this campaign
that has gone on to try to destroy him
is unfortunate. Of the 65 specific alle-
gations that were made in the com-
plaints to the Committee on Ethics
about the Speaker, all were technically
dismissed or fully dismissed except
one.

Of that one, there has been a special
investigator brought in to work with
the subcommittee to look at that one
narrow little charge, which a former
IRS commissioner has already sug-
gested to both the Speaker and others
is no violation whatsoever.

Mr. Speaker, | think all of us have an
obligation to ourselves and an obliga-
tion to this institution to be honest
and to be forthright and to make sure
that the integrity of the institution is
maintained. The politicization of the
Committee on Ethics over this last
year | think is unfortunate, because
these issues have been resolved by five
Democrats and five Republicans work-
ing together, and together we can all
continue to work to solve the Nation’s
problems.

BRING BIPARTISANSHIP BACK TO
DELIBERATIONS

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

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, | spent 8 years on the Committee on
Ethics and part of that time during the
investigation of former Speaker
Wright. | have not chosen to speak on
the issue of the Speaker and his in-
volvement with that committee until
this very moment.

It seems to me that if we want to re-
store comity to the institution, to
bring bipartisanship back to our delib-
erations, to take some of the poison
out of the atmosphere, this issue needs
to be resolved and fully resolved within
the confines of that committee.

I have tremendous respect for the in-
dividuals who serve all of the institu-
tion by putting time in, together, day
after day, in that room. But until the
issue is resolved, because of the nature
of the speakership, by an outside coun-
sel, we will not be able to get beyond
this very difficult point that we seem
to be hung up on today, and have been,
frankly, for most of this year.
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| applaud the committee for finally
taking the step of moving to instill
more confidence in their deliberations.
I do believe, however, that they must
give the outside counsel the latitude to
put to rest all the issues that have
been raised. To do something other
than that is to do different than we did
when Speaker Wright was in the com-
mittee’s deliberations, and would be, 1|
think, unfortunately a truncated ap-
proach to getting this Congress beyond
the cult of personality and back to
work.

ETHICS PROCESS BEING ABUSED
FOR POLITICAL GAIN

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

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, to compare
the Wright investigation to the Ging-
rich investigation is like comparing a
gnat to a hippopotamus.

Last night, the Ethics Committee
unanimously dismissed 64 of 65 allega-
tions against Speaker NEWT GINGRICH.
Both Republicans and Democrats con-
cluded that most of these charges were
unwarranted, unnecessary, and not
worthy of further investigation.

The 65th charge is narrowly focused
on a technical tax law that requires an
outside expert to investigate. And even
this charge has been found to be base-
less by a former commissioner of the
Internal Revenue Service.

Let there be no mistake. This effort
to destroy NEwWT GINGRICH is not about
finding the truth. It was not about dis-
covering the facts behind his book deal.
Those allegations were dismissed.

It was not about his college lectures.
Those allegations were dismissed.

This is an effort to change the sub-
ject, as Republicans try to change the
country for the better. At great ex-
pense and great fanfare, liberal Demo-
crats have abused the ethics process for
political gain.

PUTTING CREDIBILITY BACK INTO
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

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

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, finally. Fourteen months we
have waited patiently. We asked that
we have a report. We asked the Com-
mittee on Ethics to do what it was sup-
posed to do, to rule on the ethical con-
duct of its Members. That is its obliga-
tion.

We finally have them acting, and |
applaud their action. And | applaud
today some of the Members stepping
forward and saying ‘‘Hey, this is a new
day. Let’s go forward with some bipar-
tisanship.” Let us stop the rancor on
this floor. Let us put credibility back
into this institution. But let us not for-
get that the Speaker is not immune to
review from his ethical behavior.
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