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going to insist that if Congress has
some money there we say to 73-year-
old people who are faced with a $3,000
and $4,000 drug bill on a $25,000 income
that we ought to help them. They will
insist on more transportation facili-
ties. They will insist on cleaning up
some environmental sites. So that is
the problem, Mr. Speaker.

The Republican Party, it is true, is
not getting anywhere with its agenda.
By the way, on those rare occasions
where they have gotten somewhere, we
have paid too high a price. If I were
tempted to try and listen to their pleas
and help them out, I would remember
the 1997 Balanced Budget Act where
they cut Medicare to pay for capital
gains tax cuts and all over this country
in hospitals and home health care
agencies in Massachusetts where we
have lost prescription drugs, people are
paying the price for this.

I have been struck by the ‘‘dear col-
leagues’’ I get from time to time from
some of my Republican colleagues who
having voted for the Balanced Budget
Act of 1997 have now decided that it did
a terrible thing. It cut Medicare. Ap-
parently, they were somewhere else at
the time. Apparently, when the Bal-
anced Budget Act was being formulated
and voted and cutting Medicare to pay
for a capital gains tax cut, they were
absent. They now have returned to find
that the capital gains tax cut undid
some important parts of Medicare.

Now, it is true, Mr. Speaker, if they
want to make another deal involving a
tax cut and taking funds away from
Medicare I will try to block it. The mi-
nority leader, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. GEPHARDT) will try to block
it and I am glad, but essentially the
fault, dear Republicans, lies not with
the minority. It lies with themselves
and with the unacceptable nature of
their program to the American people.
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MILITARY CONCERNED ABOUT
NATIONAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, on a recent Monday night I
watched the O’Reilly Factor on Fox
News. Lieutenant Colonel McCallum,
director of the Office of Safeguards and
Security for the Department of Energy,
joined Bill O’Reilly to discuss Chinese
espionage at our Nation’s weapons lab-
oratories. Colonel McCallum revealed
very important information about the
Energy Department’s mismanagement
of our sensitive national security infor-
mation.

In fact, after listening to Colonel
McCallum’s firsthand accounts, I felt
compelled to share his story. Mr.
Speaker, I have the honor of rep-

resenting four of our Nation’s military
bases, Camp Lejeune Marine Corps
Base, Cherry Point Marine Corps Air
Station, Seymour Johnson Air Force
Base, and the Elizabeth City Coast
Guard station, as well as 77,000 of our
Nation’s brave veterans.

I was home in eastern North Carolina
over the July 4 recess, and a number of
my constituents asked me what Con-
gress was doing to rectify one of the
country’s worst breaches of national
security in our history? Unfortunately,
I had very little to report.

That is why I am here today, Mr.
Speaker. The security of the United
States is an issue with a critical im-
pact on the citizens of this country,
yet it has been swept under the rug by
this current administration, and it is
not surprising. President Clinton ap-
pointed Hazel O’Leary Secretary of En-
ergy, a position she held from 1993 to
1997. The Department of Energy is in
place to support our Nation’s environ-
mental quality, economic policy, en-
ergy security and national security,
but when President Clinton appointed
Hazel O’Leary head of the Department,
she had no experience with nuclear en-
ergy or weapons technologies. Now she
has been accused of directly compro-
mising our sensitive national security
information.

Mr. Speaker, Colonel McCallum
served under Secretary O’Leary in the
9 years he has served as security direc-
tor. During the interview, Mr. O’Reilly
asked Colonel McCallum if the allega-
tions against Ms. O’Leary were correct.
He replied, and I quote, the Secretary
shut down our counterintelligence pro-
gram, stopped our ability to follow
leads and largely opened doors to the
Chinese and other adversaries who
would want our secrets and our nuclear
materials.

Mr. Speaker, this is a direct quote
from the security director for the De-
partment of Energy. Colonel McCallum
confirmed that Mrs. O’Leary was more
concerned with helping the Russians
and Chinese with their economics,
which is what President Clinton want-
ed her to do, than she was with the se-
curity of the United States of America.

Mr. O’Reilly then asked the colonel
his response after witnessing these
grave breaches of national security.
Colonel McCallum replied, we raised
the issue to the Secretary’s office on a
routine basis to try to get to the Sec-
retary to allow us to protect our high-
est secrets, to protect our nuclear ma-
terial and nuclear weapons in the ap-
propriate way and, frankly, we were
unable to get in the front door or get
her staff to focus on the issue.

Mr. Speaker, that is a direct quote.
This is an outrage. The director of se-
curity repeatedly contacted the Sec-
retary’s office asking her to do some-
thing to protect our sensitive nuclear
technology, and she ignored him.

Colonel McCallum is not just a dis-
gruntled employee. He served two tours

in Vietnam and has a distinguished
military career. So why would he risk
losing his job with the Department of
Energy, his livelihood, by speaking out
against his employer? Because, Mr.
Speaker, he is telling the truth.

After a 28-year career, Colonel
McCallum has been placed on adminis-
trative leave and his job has been
threatened, simply because he has tried
to come forward with the facts.

Mr. Speaker, Colonel McCallum
comes from a military family and has a
long history of service himself. Yet he
is willing to sacrifice his own job by
coming forward with concerns based on
his faithful dedication to this country.
He is a true patriot. He can confirm
that under the leadership of President
Clinton’s appointees, the Department
of Energy has ignored the concerns of
its security staff and allowed for a
Communist nation to steal our nuclear
secrets.

Mr. Speaker, Colonel McCallum is
right. America must help the adminis-
tration wake up to the reality that we
need to make real and effective
changes now to tighten security at our
Nation’s weapons laboratory. The secu-
rity of our Nation and the security of
every citizen in America may depend
on that.
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CURRENT ISSUES AFFECTING
GUAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Guam (Mr. UNDER-
WOOD) is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
have the honor of representing Guam,
which is the most distant U.S. area
that is still represented in this body
and is on the other side of the Inter-
national Dateline. This means that
Guam will be the first location in
America that will witness the effects of
the so-called Y2K bug.

Guam is 15 hours ahead of the East
Cost on the Continental United States.
Thus on January 1, 2000 Guam time,
the entire Nation will know far in ad-
vance of the beginning of their New
Year’s celebrations here on the East
Coast what the devastating effects of
Y2K will be.

The administration, via the Office of
Insular Affairs at the Department of
Interior, has just announced that the
territories will receive $22 million in
new Federal funding to help repair the
local governmental computer systems
and make them Y2K compliant.

However, Mr. Speaker, I have learned
from very reliable sources that the
breakdown of this necessary emergency
funding will represent the greatest in-
equity in Federal territorial relations
that Guam has experienced since 1898

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 15:21 May 03, 2004 Jkt 069102 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR99\H19JY9.000 pfrm12 PsN: H19JY9


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-05T15:13:50-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




