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appropriation be loaded up with orna-
ments designed to make good Repub-
lican boys and girls happy? This bill is 
truly a turkey and the Republican ma-
jority ought to face the facts and start 
dealing straight with the people of this 
city, the Democratic Members of this 
body and the President of the United 
States. 

Enough is enough, Mr. Speaker. Let 
us get on with legislating and stop all 
this tree trimming and turkey stuffing. 
Give the people of this city a break and 
send the President an appropriations 
bill he can sign. Give us all a real 
Christmas present so that we can finish 
our business and go home for the holi-
days. 

I urge Members to vote against this 
bill so that we can send the residents of 
this city a real holiday treat, a bill he 
can sign. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. FROST) 
for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, forgive me. Is the gen-
tleman confused? I am. I feel like say-
ing, where are we? Why are we here? 
Why is there another D.C. bill on the 
floor? How could there be another D.C. 
bill on the floor? One was just voted in 
the Senate yesterday. 

I did not realize that this body loved 
D.C. so much that it wanted to keep 
voting D.C. bills. One is on its way to 
the President’s desk. Remember last 
Thursday we just voted for a D.C. bill. 
It was called the Labor-HHS-D.C. bill. 
That must be a new agency. 

We passed the D.C. bill they wanted. 
That one is about to be vetoed. Let me 
try to get this straight. One veto is not 
enough? They want two vetoes? Do 
they want them simultaneously or do 
they want them sequentially? 

The last bill, we were told, was the 
one the majority wanted. That is why 
they put Labor-HHS on the D.C. bill. 
All of them voted for that in con-
ference. Now they are back again with 
another D.C. bill. What could be the 
reason for a stand-alone bill? What we 
are seeing is the majority manipu-
lating the smallest, most defenseless 
appropriation. They do not want yet 
another D.C. bill before the last D.C. 
bill is vetoed. They want another vehi-
cle for the majority. The District is no 
longer a city. It is a vehicle. They want 
to send this vehicle over to the Senate 
in order to tie on yet some more bills 
to send to the White House to be ve-
toed. 

What kind of way is that to treat a 
city of half a million people whose own 
money and virtually alone their own 
money is in this bill? 

Free up the D.C. bill. Three D.C. bills 
are enough. Let D.C. go.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, the problem with this rule is that it 
does not allow us to make a tiny, min-
uscule little change, but as little a 
change as it would be it would have 
profound consequences. We simply 
want to make it clear that a private, 
nonprofit organization in the District 
of Columbia can receive private funds 
and do with those private funds what-
ever they choose to do. In other words, 
treat that organization like we do 
every other private nonprofit organiza-
tion. 

All we are asking for is that this bill 
be given what the full, entire House 
Committee on Appropriations ap-
proved; give us the bill that the full 
House of Representatives on this floor 
approved; give us the bill that the full 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
the full Senate itself approved; give us 
the bill that the conference between 
the House and Senate approved. One 
tiny little change would give us that 
bill. 

Then not only would we agree with 
this rule, we would agree with the bill. 
The bill would be sent over to the 
White House. It would be signed and 
that little $429 million, which is infini-
tesimal compared to our Federal budg-
et, would then be able to be spent in 
the District of Columbia as its citizens 
deem appropriate. To them, it means 
the difference between a solvent gov-
ernment that can respond to the needs 
of its citizens and one that is kept hos-
tage by the Congress of the United 
States. 

That is the problem with the rule. 
Let us act reasonably. Then we can 
both get together and do what is right 
in the interest of the citizens of the 
District of Columbia and in the public 
interest.

AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUBSTITUTE 
OFFERED BY MR. LINDER 

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment in the nature of a substitute 

offered by Mr. LINDER:
Strike all after the resolved clause and in-

sert in lieu thereof: 
That upon the adoption of this resolution 

it shall be in order without intervention of 
any point of order to consider in the House 
the bill (H.R. 3194) making appropriations for 
the government of the District of Columbia 
and other activities chargeable in whole or 
in part against revenues of said District for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2000, and 
for other purposes. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read for amendment. An amendment 
striking section 175 shall be considered as 
adopted. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill, as amended, to 
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on Ap-
propriations; and (2) one motion to recommit 
with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. FROST) 
yield the balance of his time? 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, at this 
point let me state that though this 
amendment is somewhat unusual, we 
have no objection to the amendment 
being offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. LINDER) and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the 
amendment and the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. LINDER). 

The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution, as 
amended. 

The resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

f 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, a point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, is not a 
vote automatic, a roll call vote auto-
matic on an appropriations conference 
report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote 
before us was on the rule. 

Mr. FROST. On the appropriations 
bill. I am sorry, on the rule. I withdraw 
my question. There will be a vote; be-
cause Members had asked me, there 
will be a vote on the actual appropria-
tions conference report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is 
correct. 

Mr. FROST. Not on the rule? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is 

correct. The gentlemen is correct.

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ISTOOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include tabular and extra-
neous material on H.R. 3194. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

f 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2000 

Mr. ISTOOK. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 354, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 3194), making appropriations 
for the government of the District of 
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