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shall be in writing and shall include a state-
ment that the witness, and counsel, agree to
maintain the confidentiality of all executive
session proceedings covered by such tran-
script.
Rule 28. Frivolous Filings

If a complaint or information offered as a
complaint is deemed frivolous by an affirma-
tive vote of a majority of the members of the
Committee, the Committee may take such
action as it, by an affirmative vote of its
members, deems appropriate in the cir-
cumstances.

Rule 29. Referrals to Federal or State
Authorities

Referrals made under clause 3(a)(3) of Rule
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives may be made by an affirmative vote of
two-thirds of the members of the Committee.

————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 692

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to remove the
name of the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. GREEN) from the list of cosponsors
for my bill, H.R. 692. The gentleman
from Wisconsin’s name was placed on
the list in error.

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

There was no objection.

———
CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 1141,
1999 EMERGENCY SUPPLE-

MENTAL APPROPRIATIONS ACT

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 173, I
call up the conference report on the
bill (H.R. 1141) making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1999, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 173, the con-
ference report is considered as having
been read.

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of
May 14, 1999 at page H3175.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the conference report to ac-
company H.R. 1141, and that I may in-
clude tabular and extraneous material.

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

There was no objection.

O 1845

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the excit-
ing debate that took place as we con-
sidered the rule. During that exciting
debate, one comment struck me that I
thought I really should comment on. It
was the comment about having made
these decisions in the dark of the
night.

Yes, Mr. Speaker, we did work in the
dark of the night, because we worked
for 3 full days and 3 long nights, one
night going to as late as 1:30 in the
morning, and the final night we went
to approximately 10:30. So yes, we did,
we worked all day, and we worked all
night to resolve the many differences
that existed between the House and
Senate.

But in the conference room, it was
very bright. It was very bright because
the television cameras were in that
room to record every word that was
said in a live telecast. So the truth of
the matter is, while it might have been
dark on the clock, anybody that want-
ed to watch the television was able to
see everything said and done. That was
a first, the first time we had done that,
when we did the conference committee
in front of live TV.

I want to pay a special tribute to
every one of the conferees on the House
side. We had some differences, Mr.
Speaker, but we worked them out as
Members of Congress in a very logical
and very respectful way.

I want to especially compliment the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY),
the leader of the minority party in the
conference. Again, we had differences,
but the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) helped to make this procedure
work. He believes in the institution, as
do I, and as do most of our Members in
this House.

We did come up with a conference re-
port that I would be willing to stand
here and make a speech against, just
like other Members have done during
consideration of the rule, because there
are things in this bill that I did not
want to be here.

But when we go to conference, for
any Member who has ever gone to con-
ference with the Senate, we understand
that there is give and take. We got ba-
sically what the House asked for in the
two supplementals that we sent to con-
ference. The Senate added a lot of rid-
ers. We took off most of those riders,
and the ones that were left, we watered
down. They are not nearly as bad as
some of the speakers would have us be-
lieve they are.

Mr. Speaker, we need to emphasize
what is good about this bill. The ques-
tion was raised, how did we get to this
number of $15 billion of spending. We
got to this number, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause we added two supplementals to-
gether. Together, those two
supplementals, as they passed the
House with overwhelming numbers,
were over $14 billion.

The truth of the matter is, we did
add some additional money to this bill
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in conference. However, some of those
items that were added that were non-
emergency, that came from the other
body, and were offset. They were not
new money. They were not emergency
money. They are offset.

What does this bill do? Whether we
declared a war or not, whether Mem-
bers approve of what is happening in
the Balkans or not, the truth of the
matter is that American forces are
fighting a war in and over Kosovo and
Serbia, and that war is very expensive.
The President has asked us to provide
money not only to replace the muni-
tions that are being used, to replace
the spare parts that are necessary to
keep our airplanes flying, but the truth
of the matter is it is a great expense to
fight this war.

Mr. Speaker, our forces are stretched
very thin in order to fight this war.
This bill provides a lot of the money
that is needed to recover the wearing
down of our forces, the wearing down of
our troops, the wearing down of our
equipment.

The first supplemental we passed was
an emergency to deal with Hurricane
Mitch disaster in Central America. We
funded all of that at the request of the
President. Also, the President had
asked for $1562 million for agricultural
emergencies in our own country. We
not only did what the President asked
for but we increased it by $422 million,
at the request of those who have re-
sponsibility for agriculture programs
in this Congress.

After we passed the bills in the House
and went to conference, there was a
terrible tragedy in OKklahoma. We
added additional money to FEMA to
take care of tragedies like in OKla-
homa and other tragedies in the United
States of America.

Mr. Speaker, we have a good bill
here. It is not a clean as the bills that
were passed in the House originally,
but we had to go to conference. We had
to deal with the other body. So the bill
is not as clean as we would like, but it
is a good bill. It deserves our support.
It addresses the real emergencies that
exist today that Americans have a
great interest in.

As 1 said, those items that are not
emergencies are offset. I will say that
again: Those matters included in this
bill that are not emergencies are off-
set.

Mr. Speaker, the House passed this bill and
the Kosovo bill in clean forms that included
$14.303 billion in spending including $1.855 in
advance appropriations. The conference report
that we have brought back has $15.144 billion
in spending including $1.91 in advance appro-
priations. The major increases are: $900 mil-
lion for FEMA, $422 million additional for aid
to American farmers, $71 for additional migra-
tion and refugee assistance, $70 million for
the U.S. Emergency Refugee and Migration
Assistance Fund, $149 million additional for
food aid, $45 million for Assistance to Eastern
Europe and the Balkan States, $45 million for



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-05T16:09:56-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




