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how slippery a politician can be with
retirement money.

The President’s budget proposal for
Social Security contains more phoney
numbers than a Millie Vanilli sound-
track. $2.4 trillion in double counting.
That is even more double counting
than the administration’s unconstitu-
tional census sampling scheme. And it
gets worse from there, Mr. Speaker.

GAO and CBO are both on record
stating that the President’s proposal
for Social Security might actually
make the problem worse. The problem,
of course, is that the baby-boomers will
soon retire and Social Security will
greet that event by going belly up fast-
er than can you say Jeff Gordon.

Seniors deserve better. Instead of re-
assuring seniors that Social Security
will be put on a sounder financial foot-
ing, the President’s proposal sends a
message that the politicians will have
to deal with the mess after he is gone.
The President’s Social Security pro-
posal gets an F.

—————

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at
noon tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
EWING). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 820, COAST GUARD AU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 1999

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 113 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 113

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 820) to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal years 2000 and
2001 for the Coast Guard, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. After general debate the bill shall
be considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure now printed in the
bill. The committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be considered as
read. During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the chairman of the Committee
of the Whole may accord priority in recogni-
tion on the basis of whether the Member of-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

fering an amendment has caused it to be
printed in the portion of the Congressional
Record designated for that purpose in clause
8 of rule XVIII. Amendments so printed shall
be considered as read. The chairman of the
Committee of the Whole may: (1) postpone
until a time during further consideration in
the Committee of the Whole a request for a
recorded vote on any amendment; and (2) re-
duce to five minutes the minimum time for
electronic voting on any postponed question
that follows another electronic vote without
intervening business, provided that the min-
imum time for electronic voting on the first
in any series of questions shall be 15 min-
utes. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) is rec-
ognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts (Mr. MOAKLEY), my
friend and colleague, pending which I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I notice an outbreak of
the wearing of the green around the
Hill today, and I want to especially ex-
tend a happy congratulations for St.
Patrick’s Day to my friend, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MOAK-
LEY), who has a very strong interest in
this subject I am advised.

During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose
of debate on this subject only.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to present
another noncontroversial wide open
rule from the Committee on Rules
under the benevolent leadership of the
chairman, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER).

The rule provides 1 hour of general
debate equally divided between the
chairman and the ranking member of
the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure. The rule makes in order
an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute as an original bill for purposes
of amendment. It authorizes the chair
to accord priority of recognition to
those Members who have preprinted
their amendments in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. This is an option avail-
able to all Members.

Finally, the rule provides one motion
to recommit, with or without instruc-
tions. It is a good rule and it should
not engender any opposition. The sub-
ject matter is important.

Mr. Speaker, while the Coast Guard
is the smallest of our armed services,
its responsibilities are great and vi-
tally important. It is an agency with
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many missions. We ask the Coast
Guard to be responsible for such crit-
ical areas as the navigation and safety
of our waterways and emergency
search and rescue.

As a branch of the Armed Forces, the
Coast Guard has also helped defend
America in every war since 1790. It has
a brave and long tradition. To main-
tain an effective and ready force, H.R.
820, the Coast Guard Authorization Act
of 1998, authorizes 44,000 active duty
military personnel by the end of fiscal
year 2001.

Most important to today’s debate is
the evolving role the Coast Guard is
playing on the war on drugs. Last year
this Congress reached an agreement
with the White House to win the war
on drugs, not just trim it back a little
and settle for a stalemate. We want to
win it. We intend to win this war that
is so critical to the future of our
youngsters, and this particular legisla-
tion helps us on that path.

As so often in this city, we have dis-
covered that talk is cheap. The Clinton
White House has submitted a budget
that is negligent on the war on drugs
and abandons the commitment made
by the Clinton White House just last
fall to help win that war on drugs. In
fact, the Clinton budget request does
not implement anything within the
Western Hemisphere Drug Elimination
Act beyond that contained in last
year’s omnibus bill.

H.R. 820 puts our money where our
mouth is. It fully funds the Western
Hemisphere effort, with an additional
$290 million in operating expenses for
the next 2 years. This money will have
a direct impact at the source of the
drug scourge, including additional
coastal patrol boats, the creation of a
regional law enforcement center in
Puerto Rico, several maritime patrol
aircraft, several cutters and vessels to
be received from the United States
Navy. Americans have a right to de-
mand results, not more talk, but re-
sults on the war on drugs and H.R. 820
delivers.

A recent study by the Institute for
Defense Analysis examining effective-
ness of cocaine interdiction found
strong links between supply disrup-
tions and rising street prices in the
United States. It also found that, when
street prices rise, use falls, especially
among casual users. We know that
interdiction works and that taking
dead aim at the supply side must be a
large piece of our effort. That does not
diminish from the efforts, of course, on
the demand side that we also must
make. H.R. 820 makes good on our com-
mitment on the supply side.

Mr. Speaker, this is a fair rule that
allows open debate and consideration
of all germane amendments. I urge a
yes vote on the rule as well as the un-
derlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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