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Bay Institute.

California Police Activities League.

Carquinez Strait Preservation Trust.

Defenders of Wildlife.

Earth Island Institute.

East Bay Regional Park District.

Environmental Defense Fund.

Friends of the Earth.

Friends of the River.

Golden Gate Audubon Society.

Greater Vallejo Recreation District.

lzaak Walton League.

Land Trust Alliance.

Marin Conservation League.

Martinez Regional Land Trust.

National Conference of State Historic
Preservation Officers.

National Audubon Society.

National Environmental Trust.

National Parks and Conservation Associa-
tion.

National
Leagues.

National Wildlife Federation.

Natural Resources Defense Council.

Physicians for Social Responsibility.

Preservation Action.

Save San Francisco Bay Association.

Save the Redwoods.

Scenic America.

Sierra Club.

Society for American Archaeology.

Trust for Public Land.

U.S. Public Interest Research Group.

Wilderness Society.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, | en-
courage my colleagues to support the
true conservation bill: the Resources
2000 Act. Again | thank the majority
leader for his graciousness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

Association of Police Athletic

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, we cleared
the campaign finance consent on both
sides of the aisle. As far as I know, 99
Senators are prepared to agree with
that. One Senator, the Senator from
Michigan, came in at the last minute
and objected.

I will make the commitment that I
will live up to this unanimous consent
agreement we have entered into to call
it up on no later than Tuesday, October
12, 1999. I hope we will get the entire
agreement worked out. But in the
meantime, we plan on going forward
October 12, either way.

INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION

I ask unanimous consent the Senate
now proceed to H.R 1555.

| further ask unanimous consent that
following the offering of the amend-
ment by Senator KyL as provided for in
the consent agreement of May 27, there
be up to nine relevant second-degree
amendments in order for each leader or
their designees, and an additional
amendment to be offered by the man-
agers to include agreed-upon amend-
ments.

| further ask unanimous consent that
the listed first-degree amendments
noted below also be relevant and sub-
ject to relevant second-degree amend-
ments: Senator TORRICELLI, funding
disclosure; Senator MOYNIHAN, declas-
sification; Senator GRAHAM, relevant;
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Senator FEINSTEIN, drug czar; Senator
SMITH of New Hampshire, intelligence
listing; Senator SmITH of New Hamp-
shire, intelligence declassification; and
Senator COVERDELL, drug Kingpins.

I further ask unanimous consent that
following the disposition of the amend-
ments, the bill be advanced to third
reading and passage occur, all without
any intervening action or debate, and
no motions to commit or recommit be
in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
objection?

Mr. McCAIN. Reserving the right to
object, and | will not object, | want to
make it clear to the majority leader, in
anticipation or not anticipation of the
Senator from Michigan agreeing to the
unanimous consent request, that it is
the majority leader’s intention to fol-
low through with the unanimous con-
sent request as is now presently in the
Record no later than October 12 to
move forward with the amending proc-
ess as agreed to by the Senator from
Kentucky and all of us until the Sen-
ator from Michigan objected; is that
correct, | ask my friend from Mis-
sissippi?

Mr. LOTT. I apologize.

Mr. McCAIN. Again, 1 want to reaf-
firm that it is the intention of the ma-
jority leader to comply with the unani-
mous consent request which was agreed
to on both sides, with the exception of
the Senator from Michigan, that no
later than October 12, we will move for-
ward with the legislation as articu-
lated in the unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mr. LOTT. I say that is my intent. Of
course, | would like to get the same
commitment from the Senator from
Arizona that it is his intent to live
with this agreement also.

Mr. McCAIN. Absolutely.

Mr. LOTT. That is my intent. | mod-
ify my UC request to delete the amend-
ments by Senators TORRICELLI and
GRAHAM and add one by Senator BRYAN
regarding DOE labs.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Is there

INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2000

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the clerk will re-
port the bill.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 1555) to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2000 for intelligence and
intelligence-related activities of the United
States Government, the Community Man-
agement Account, and the Central Intel-
ligence Agency Retirement and Disability
System, and other purposes.

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the unanimous consent agreement, the
junior Senator from Arizona, Mr. KvyL,
is to be recognized to offer an amend-
ment after the general statements.

Mr. SHELBY. What is the pending
business?

July 20, 1999

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama is recognized to
make an opening statement on the bill.

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, on May
5 of this year the Senate Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence unanimously re-
ported out of the Intelligence Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2000. It sub-
sequently referred to the Committee on
Armed Services, where it was reported
out on June 8.

Senator KERREY and | have once
again worked very closely together to
address our critical need for high-qual-
ity intelligence by allocating resources
in a manner designed to ensure that
this need is met.

In preparing this legislation, the
committee conducted a detailed review
of the administration’s three major in-
telligence budget requests for fiscal
year 2000. They are the National For-
eign Intelligence Program, the Joint
Military Intelligence Program, and the
Tactical Intelligence and Related Ac-
tivities of the Military Services.

The committee held briefings and
hearings with senior intelligence offi-
cials, reviewed budget justification ma-
terials, and considered responses to
specific questions posed by the com-
mittee.

As in the past, the committee also
impaneled a group of outside experts
composed of distinguished scientists,
industry leaders, and retired general
and flag officers to review specific
technical issues within the intelligence
community.

The panel is known as the Technical
Advisory Group and is similar to the
Defense Department’s Defense Science
Board in some ways.

This group brings an invaluable level
of expertise to the committee’s work,
and we owe them a debt of gratitude
for their service.

Many of their recommendations have
been incorporated into this bill before
the Senate this evening.

Once again the committee has fo-
cused on what we refer to as the *‘five
C’s”’. They are: counterproliferation,
counterterrorism, counternarcotics,
covert action, and counterintelligence.

The last of the five, counterintel-
ligence, has received a great deal of
congressional and media attention in
recent months in light of revelations of
espionage activities by the People’s
Republic of China.

I am proud to say that the Intel-
ligence Committee has been attempt-
ing to address the shortcomings of the
Department of Energy’s counterintel-
ligence program for nearly 10 years,
often to no avail.

In fact, it was the Intelligence Com-
mittee that directed the study that fi-
nally led to the drafting and signing of
Presidential Decision Directive 61.

Before | turn to the legislative provi-
sions in this bill, I feel compelled to
share with our colleagues some com-
ments about the current state of our
defense and intelligence preparedness.

In the immediate aftermath of the
cold war, optimistic appraisals of our
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