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Mr. TAUZIN moves that the House strike 

all after the enacting clause of a Senate bill, 
S. 376, and insert the text of the bill, H.R. 
3261, as passed by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate bill was ordered to be 

read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill (H.R. 3261) was 
laid on the table. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the House in-
sist on its amendment and request a 
conference with the Senate thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana? The Chair 
hears none and, without objection, ap-
points the following conferees: Messrs. 
BLILEY, TAUZIN, OXLEY, DINGELL, and 
MARKEY.

There was no objection. 
f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourn today that it adjourn to 
meet at 2 p.m. tomorrow. 

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

There was no objection.
f 

b 1900

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH REGARD TO 
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUC-
TION—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 106–158) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BARRETT of Nebraska) laid before the 
House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which 
was read and, together with the accom-
panying papers, without objection, re-
ferred to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations and ordered to be 
printed:

To the Congress of the United States: 
On November 14, 1994, in light of the 

dangers of the proliferation of nuclear, 
biological, and chemical weapons 
(‘‘weapons of mass destruction’’— 
WMD) and of the means of delivering 
such weapons, I issued Executive Order 
12938, and declared a national emer-
gency under the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 
1701 et seq.). Under section 202(d) of the 
National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 
1622(d)), the national emergency termi-
nates on the anniversary date of its 
declaration unless, within the 90-day 
period prior to each anniversary date, I 
publish in the Federal Register and
transmit to the Congress a notice stat-
ing that such emergency is to continue 
in effect. The proliferation of weapons 
of mass destruction and their means of 

delivery continues to pose an unusual 
and extraordinary threat to the na-
tional security, foreign policy, and 
economy of the United States. I am, 
therefore, advising the Congress that 
the national emergency declared on 
November 14, 1994, and extended on No-
vember 14, 1995, November 12, 1996, No-
vember 13, 1997, and November 12, 1998, 
must continue in effect beyond Novem-
ber 14, 1999. Accordingly, I have ex-
tended the national emergency de-
clared in Executive Order 12938, as 
amended.

The following report is made pursu-
ant to section 204(a) of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers 
Act (50 U.S.C. 1703(c)) and section 401(c) 
of the National Emergencies Act (50 
U.S.C. 1641(c)), regarding activities 
taken and money spent pursuant to the 
emergency declaration. Additional in-
formation on nuclear, missile, and/or 
chemical and biological weapons (CBW) 
nonproliferation efforts is contained in 
the most recent annual Report on the 
Proliferation of Missiles and Essential 
Components of Nuclear, Biological and 
Chemical Weapons, provided to the 
Congress pursuant to section 1097 of 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (Pub-
lic Law 102–190), also known as the 
‘‘Nonproliferation Report,’’ and the 
most recent annual report provided to 
the Congress pursuant to section 308 of 
the Chemical and Biological Weapons 
Control and Warfare Elimination Act 
of 1991 (Public Law 102–182), also known 
as the ‘‘CBW Report.’’

On July 28, 1998, in Executive Order 
13094, I amended section 4 of Executive 
Order 12938 so that the United States 
Government could more effectively re-
spond to the worldwide threat of weap-
ons of mass destruction proliferation 
activities. The amendment of section 4 
strengthens Executive Order 12938 in 
several significant ways. The amend-
ment broadens the type of proliferation 
activity that can subject entities to po-
tential penalties under the Executive 
order. The original Executive order 
provided for penalties for contributions 
to the efforts of any foreign country, 
project or entity to use, acquire, de-
sign, produce, or stockpile chemical or 
biological weapons; the amended Exec-
utive order also covers contributions to 
foreign programs for nuclear weapons 
and for missiles capable of delivering 
weapons of mass destruction. More-
over, the amendment expands the 
original Executive order to include at-
tempts to contribute to foreign pro-
liferation activities, as well as actual 
contributions, and broadens the range 
of potential penalties to expressly in-
clude the prohibition of U.S. Govern-
ment assistance to foreign persons, and 
the prohibition of imports into the 
United States and U.S. Government 
procurement. In sum, the amendment 
gives the United States Government 
greater flexibility and discretion in de-

ciding how and to what extent to im-
pose measures against foreign persons 
that assist proliferation programs. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS

In May 1998, India and Pakistan each 
conducted a series of nuclear tests. 
World reaction included nearly uni-
versal condemnation across a broad 
range of international fora and multi-
lateral support for a broad range of 
sanctions, including new restrictions 
on lending by international financial 
institutions unrelated to basic human 
needs and on aid from the G–8 and 
other countries.

Since the mandatory imposition of 
U.S. statutory sanctions, we have 
worked unilaterally, with other P–5 
and G–8 members, and through the 
United Nations, to dissuade India and 
Pakistan from taking further steps to-
ward developing nuclear weapons. We 
have urged them to join multilateral 
arms control efforts and to conform to 
the standards of nonproliferation re-
gimes, to prevent a regional arms race 
and build confidence by practicing re-
straint, and to resume efforts to re-
solve their differences through dia-
logue. The P–5, G–8, and U.N. Security 
Council have called on India and Paki-
stan to take a broad range of concrete 
actions. The United States has focused 
most intensely on several objectives 
that can be met over the short and me-
dium term: an end to nuclear testing 
and prompt, unconditional ratification 
of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test-Ban 
Treaty (CTBT); engagement in produc-
tive negotiations on a fissile material 
cut-off treaty (FMCT) and, pending 
their conclusion, a moratorium on pro-
duction of fissile material for nuclear 
weapons and other nuclear explosive 
devices; restraint in development and 
deployment of nuclear-capable missiles 
and aircraft; and adoption of controls 
meeting international standards on ex-
ports of sensitive materials and tech-
nology.

Against this backdrop of inter-
national pressure on India and Paki-
stan, high-level U.S. dialogues with In-
dian and Pakistani officials have yield-
ed little progress. In September 1998, 
Indian and Pakistani leaders had ex-
pressed a willingness to sign the CTBT. 
Both governments, having already de-
clared testing moratoria, had indicated 
they were prepared to sign the CTBT 
by September 1999 under certain condi-
tions. These declarations were made 
prior to the collapse of Prime Minister 
Vajpayee’s Indian government in April 
1999, a development that has delayed 
consideration of CTBT signature in 
India. The Indian election, the Kargil 
conflict, and the October political coup 
in Pakistan have further complicated 
the issue, although neither country has 
renounced its commitment. Pakistan 
has said that it will not sign the Trea-
ty until India does. Additionally, Paki-
stan’s Foreign Minister stated publicly 
on September 12, 1999, that Pakistan 
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