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Mr. SCHUMER. Will the Senator
yield?

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the Senator
from Illinois. I yield to the Senator
from New York without losing my
right to the floor.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from Vermont and
just want to concur with what the Sen-
ator from Illinois said and what the
Senator from Vermont said. We should
be moving this bill. As I understand
the Senate procedure, even if we wait 2
weeks to appoint conferees, and there
is objection, we could have trouble
there as well. So there is no guarantee
at all, given the volatility of this issue,
that we would go to conference even
after 2 weeks. Am I correct in assum-
ing that?

Mr. LEAHY. The Senator from New
York is correct. The Senator from New
York has sat on a number of con-
ferences in the other body and now is a
distinguished and respected Member of
this body. He knows from that experi-
ence that conferences can take awhile,
especially when you are dealing with
criminal law. I recall the Senator from
New York and I, when he served in the
other body, on a major crime bill, sit-
ting there until 5 or 6 o’clock in the
morning, breaking for 45 minutes while
we grabbed some breakfast, and going
right back in around the clock again.

There is no guarantee if we went to-
night that we could finish by August. If
we wait until the last few days, it is al-
most impossible.

Mr. SCHUMER. The bottom line, I
say to the Senator, is that if we want
to get something done, we really can’t
afford to wait. There are so many slips
between the cup and the lip, especially
on an issue such as this, that we ought
to be moving and not waiting 2 weeks
but appointing conferees tomorrow.

Mr. LEAHY. I agree, Mr. President.

I have been advised by the distin-
guished chairman and vice chairman of
the Senate Intelligence Committee
that they are prepared to wrap up with
voice votes.

————
UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be able to
yield the floor for them to finish this
up, with the understanding that I will
be able to reclaim the floor once they
have finished the bill.

Mr. GREGG. Reserving the right to
object, there is an appropriations bill
we are waiting to bring to the floor
this evening. I am interested to know if
the Senator will agree to a time agree-
ment as to how much time he will
need.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I can as-
sure the Senator from New Hampshire
that I will try to keep to the type of
brevity for which our part of the world
is known. I have 2 or 3 pages left. I
wanted to make sure the RECORD was
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clear. I could do it now, but I was try-
ing to accommodate the leadership of
the Intelligence Committee.

Mr. GREGG. With that representa-
tion, I will not object.

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

———

INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2000—Con-
tinued

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that it now be in
order to offer a substitute amendment
which consists of the committee-re-
ported bill, S. 1009; a managers’ pack-
age of amendments; and all previously
agreed to amendments.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1270

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I send
the substitute amendment to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. SHELBY],
for himself and Mr. KERREY, proposes an
amendment numbered 1270.

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

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

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Amend-
ments Submitted.”’)

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I want
to inform Members of the Senate that
the order of sentences in amendment
No. 1258 does not reflect a meeting of
the minds of Senators involved, and we
have discussed it among them. That
will have to be brought to the atten-
tion of the conferees for resolution.

I ask unanimous consent that the
substitute be agreed to, the bill be read
the third time, and passed, and the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the
table.

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

The amendment (No. 1270) was agreed
to.

The bill (H.R. 1555), as amended, was
read the third time, and passed, as fol-
lows:

Resolved, That the bill from the House of
Representatives (H.R. 1555) entitled ‘“‘An Act
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2000 for intelligence and intelligence-related
activities of the United States Government,
the Community Management Account, and
the Central Intelligence Agency Retirement
and Disability System, and for other pur-
poses.”, do pass with the following amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2000°°.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
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TITLE I—INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations.

Sec. 102. Classified schedule of authorizations.

Sec. 103. Personnel ceiling adjustments.

Sec. 104. Intelligence Community Management
Account.

TITLE II—CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGEN-
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TEM
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and benefits authorized by law.
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activities.

Extension of application of sanctions
laws to intelligence activities.
Access to computers and computer
data of executive branch employ-
ees with access to classified infor-

mation.

Naturalization of certain persons af-
filiated with a Communist or simi-
lar party.

Funding for infrastructure and qual-
ity of life improvements at
Menwith Hill and Bad Aibling
stations.

Technical amendment.

Sense of the Congress on classification
and declassification.

Declassification of intelligence esti-
mate on Vietnam-era prisoners of
war and missing in action per-
sonnel and critical assessment of
estimate.

Submittal to Congress of lists on clas-
sified information regarding unre-
covered United States prisoners of
war and other personnel.

Study of background checks for em-
ployees of the Department of En-
ergy.

312. Report on legal standards applied for

electronic surveillance.
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. 401. Improvement and extension of central
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Sec. 501. Short title.

Sec. 502. Moratorium on foreign visitors pro-
gram.
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Sec. 601. Expansion of definition of “‘agent of a
foreign power’’ for purposes of the
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance
Act of 1978.

Sec. 602. Federal Bureau of Investigation re-
ports to other executive agencies
on results of counterintelligence
activities.
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NARCOTICS TRAFFICKERS

701. Finding and policy.

702. Purpose.
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