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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Wednesday, March 16, 1988 
The House met at 2 p.m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James David 

Ford, D.D., offered the following 
prayer: 

We pause in this our prayer, gra
cious God, to remind ourselves of our 
heritage of liberty and to give thanks 
for all Your benefits. On this day we 
especially remember the hostages and 
their families, all those who mourn 
the absence of someone near and dear 
to them. Just as Your spirit is not 
bound by language or boundaries, so 
may that same spirit of truth and 
light encourage those who know not 
the freedoms we enjoy and share the 
gifts of peace and comfort and hope. 
In Your name, we pray. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has ex

amined the Journal of the last day's 
proceedings and announces to the 
House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the 
Journal stands approved. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, pursu
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote 
on agreeing to the Speaker's approval 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Chair's approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap
peared to have it. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I 
object to the vote on the ground that 
a quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic 
device, and there were-yeas 280, nays 
124, not voting 28, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Akaka 
Alexander 
Anderson 
Andrews 
Annunzio 
Anthony 
Applegate 
Archer 
Asp in 
Atkins 
Barnard 
Bartlett 
Bateman 
Bates 
Beilenson 
Bennett 
Berman 
Bevill 
Bilbray 

[Roll No. 29] 

YEAS-280 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bonior 
Bonker 
Borski 
Bosco 
Boucher 
Boxer 
Brennan 
Brooks 
Broomfield 
Brown <CA> 
Bruce 
Bryant 
Bustamante 
Byron 
Callahan 
Campbell 
Cardin 
Carper 

Carr 
Chapman 
Chappell 
Clarke 
Clement 
Coats 
Coelho 
Coleman <TX> 
Co111ns 
Combest 
Conte 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Coyne 
Craig 
Crockett 
Darden 
Davis <MI> 
de la Garza 
DeFazio 

Dellums Kennedy 
Derrick Kennelly 
Dicks Kildee 
Dingell Kleczka 
Dixon Kolter 
Donnelly Kostmayer 
Dorgan <ND> LaFalce 
Dowdy Lancaster 
Downey Lantos 
Duncan Leath <TX> 
Durbin Lehman <CA> 
Dwyer Lehman <FL> 
Dymally Leland 
Dyson Lent 
Early Levin <MI> 
Eckart Levine <CA> 
Edwards <CA> Lewis <GA> 
English Livingston 
Erdreich Lloyd 
Espy Lowry <WA> 
Evans Luken, Thomas 
Fascell MacKay 
Feighan Manton 
Fish Markey 
Flake Martin <NY> 
Flippo Martinez 
Florio Matsui 
Foglietta Mavroules 
Foley Mazzoli 
Ford <TN> McCloskey 
Frank McCurdy 
Frost McEwen 
Garcia McHugh 
Gejdenson McMillen <MD> 
Gibbons Mfume 
Gilman Miller (CA> 
Glickman Miller <WA> 
Gonzalez Mineta 
Gordon Moakley 
Gradison Mollohan 
Grant Montgomery 
Gray <PA> Moody 
Green Morrison <CT> 
Gunderson Morrison <WA> 
Hall <OH> Murtha 
Hall <TX> Myers 
Hamilton Nagle 
Hammerschmidt Natcher 
Hansen Neal 
Harris Nielson 
Hatcher Nowak 
Hayes <IL> Oakar 
Hayes <LA> Oberstar 
Hefner Obey 
Hertel Olin 
Hochbrueckner Ortiz 
Horton Owens (NY) 
Houghton Owens <UT> 
Howard Panetta 
Hoyer Parris 
Hubbard Patterson 
Huckaby Pease 
Hughes Pelosi 
Hutto Pepper 
Jeffords Perkins 
Jenkins Petri 
Johnson <CT> Pickett 
Johnson <SD> Pickle 
Jones <NC> Price <IL> 
Jones <TN> Price <NC> 
Jontz Quillen 
Kanjorski Rahall 
Kaptur Ravenel 
Kasich Richardson 

Armey 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barton 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Billrakis 
Bliley 
Boehlert 

NAYS-124 

Brown <CO> 
Buechner 
Bunning 
Burton 
Cheney 
Coble 
Coughlin 
Courter 
Crane 

Rinaldo 
Ritter 
Robinson 
Rodino 
Roe 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Rowland <GA> 
Roybal 
Russo 
Sabo 
Saiki 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Scheuer 
Schneider 
Schulze 
Schumer 
Sharp 
Shaw 
Shumway 
Shuster 
Sisisky 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Slaughter <NY> 
Smith <FL> 
Smith <IA> 
Smith<NE> 
Smith <NJ> 
Snowe 
Solarz 
Spence 
Spratt 
StGermain 
Staggers 
Sta111ngs 
Stark 
Stenholrn 
Stokes 
Studds 
Sweeney 
Swift 
Synar 
Tallon 
Tauke 
Tauzin 
Taylor 
Thomas<GA> 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Traficant 
Traxler 
Udall 
Valentine 
Vento 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Walgren 
Watkins 
Waxman 
Weiss 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wise 
Wolpe 
Wyden 
Wylie 
Yates 
Yatron 

Dannemeyer 
Daub 
Davis <IL> 
DeLay 
De Wine 
Dickinson 
DioGuardi 
Doman<CA) 
Dreier 

Edwards <OK> 
Emerson 
Fa well 
Fields 
Frenzel 
Gallegly 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Gingrich 
Goodling 
Grandy 
Gregg 
Hastert 
Hawkins 
Hefley 
Henry 
Herger 
Hiler 
Holloway 
Hopkins 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inhofe 
Ireland 
Jacobs 
Kolbe 
Konnyu 
Kyl 
Lagomarsino 
Latta 
Leach <IA> 
Lewis <CA> 
Lewis <FL> 
Lott 

AuCoin 
Badham 
Biaggi 
Boulter 
Chandler 
Clay 
Clinger 
Coleman (MO> 
Fazio 
Ford <MI> 

Lowery <CA> 
Lujan 
Lukens, Donald 
Lungren 
Madigan 
Marlenee 
Martin <IL) 
McCandless 
McCollum 
McDade 
McGrath 
McMillan <NC> 
Meyers 
Michel 
Miller<OH) 
Molinari 
Moorhead 
Morella 
Murphy 
Oxley 
Packard 
Pashayan 
Penny 
Porter 
Pursell 
Regula 
Rhodes 
Ridge 
Roberts 
Rogers 
Roth 
Roukema 
Rowland <CT> 
Schaefer 

Schroeder 
Schuette 
Sensenbrenner 
Shays 
Sikorski 
Skeen 
Slaughter <VA> 
Smith(TX> 
Smith, Denny 

<OR> 
Smith, Robert 

<NH> 
Smith, Robert 

<OR> 
Solomon 
Stangeland 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Swindall 
Thomas <CA> 
Towns 
Upton 
Vander Jagt 
Vucanovich 
Walker 
Weber 
Weldon 
Wheat 
Whittaker 
Wolf 
Young<AK> 
Young<FL> 

NOT VOTING-28 
Gaydos 
Gephardt 
Gray <IL> 
Guarini 
Kastenmeier 
Kemp 
Lightfoot 
Lipinski 
Mack 
Mica 

D 1424 

Mrazek 
Nelson 
Nichols 
Rangel 
Ray 
Savage 
Stratton 
Wortley 

Mr. HASTERT changed his vote 
from "yea" to "nay." 

So the Journal was approved. 
The result of the vote was an

nounced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. 

Hallen, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill of 
the following title, in which the con
currence of the House is requested: 

S. 1721. An act to improve the congres
sional oversight of certain intelligence ac
tivities, and to strengthen the process by 
which such activities are approved within 
the executive branch, and for other pur
poses. 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURE DAY 
<Mr. PETRI asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, today, I 
rise to talk about National Agriculture 
Day. March 20 is the first day of 
spring. It is also the day we should all 

D This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., D 1407 is 2:07 p.m. 

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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pause to recognize the contributions of 
our Nation's farmers. As you eat your 
Sunday breakfast of bacon, eggs, toast, 
homefries, coffee, and juice, think 
about the work that went into produc
ing the cream for your coffee, the 
cranberries for your juice, and the 
wheat for your toast. 

As you sit in your cozy house, think 
about the dairy farmer who milks his 
cows every day in all kinds of weather. 
Think about the long hours the 
farmer works in the field at planting 
and at harvest. Don't forget the egg 
and pork producers either. Let's also 
remember the rural businessmen: the 
seed sellers, the equipment dealers, 
the milk processors, and the rest. 

It is easy for those who do not farm 
to forget how much work goes into 
producing our Nation's food. So, let us 
thank all of those in agriculture for 
their hard work and dedication on 
March 20, National Agriculture Day. 

PRESIDENTIAL INAUGURAL 
EVENTS AT TAXPAYERS' EX
PENSE 
<Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota 

asked and was given permission to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. 
Mr. Speaker, today I am introducing 
legislation, with Senator PRoxMIRE, 
which will prevent taxpayer dollars 
from being used to pay for inaugural 
balls and other private social events at 
future Presidential inaugurals. 

A GAO study of the 1985 inaugural 
revealed that many such private 
events "were largely planned, staffed, 
and executed by Federal employees at 
the taxpayers' expense." According to 
the study, the 1985 inaugural involved 
seven Government agencies and cost 
$16 million in Government funds. At a 
time when our Nation is facing huge 
deficits, we need to carefully scrutinize 
where and how Federal moneys are 
being spent. It is unthinkable to ask 
the taxpayers, who have already borne 
their share in the deficit reduction 
process, to pay for extravagant social 
events that they cannot even attend. 

The legal authority of the Presiden
tial Inaugural Committee has not been 
clear in the past. My legislation will 
clearly define the status and the au
thority of the inaugural committee 
and requires the committee to reim
burse the Government for the costs of 
private events. Federal spending 
should be restricted to the actual 
swearing-in ceremony, protection of 
the President, and other expenses that 
are absolutely necessary. 

D 1430 

JUDGE NIXON SHOULD RESIGN 
<Mr. SENSENBRENNER asked and 

was given permission to address the 

House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak
er, Walter L. Nixon, Jr. should imme
diately resign his position. as Federal 
judge for the Southern District of Mis
sissippi. It is my understanding that 
Judge Nixon's bribery conviction has 
been upheld, and his direct appeals 
are exhausted. He is scheduled to go 
to prison on March 23. The judicial 
conference has just recommended to 
the House of Representatives that im
peachment proceedings should be ini
tiated. 

Today, I am sending, by registered 
mail, a letter to Judge Nixon request
ing his immediate resignation. Should 
he not submit his resignation by 
March 23, 1988, I will exercise my 
privilege as a U.S. Representative to 
introduce a resolution to begin pro
ceedings for his impeachment. 

Taxpayers should not subsidize a 
convicted felon who collects a Federal 
paycheck while sitting in prison. The 
House of Representatives laid down a 
principle in the Claiborne case: a con
victed felon can expect a fair, but 
swift, no-nonsense impeachment pro
ceeding. Judge Nixon should spare the 
country, the Federal judiciary, his 
family, and himself the ordeal of im
peachment. If he is honorable, he will 
resign. 

OUR GOVERNMENT IS FINALLY 
DOING SOMETHING ABOUT 
THE BRUTAL MURDER OF MAJ. 
ARTHUR D. NICHOLSON 
<Mr. BROOMFIELD asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BROOMFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 
after beating around the bush for 3 
years our Government is finally doing 
something about the brutal murder of 
Maj. Arthur Nicholson. 

Today Defense Secretary Carlucci 
has announced he will ask for an apol
ogy from the Soviet Union for that 
fatal shooting. Major Nicholson, a 
member of the United States military 
liaison team permitted to work in East 
Germany, was gunned down in 1985. 

Soviet soldiers refused to allow an
other United States soldier to adminis
ter aid to the dying officer. 

I was outraged by that cruel and 
senseless act and introduced legisla
tion calling for the expulsion of the 
Soviet Ambassador to the United 
States if Moscow refused to apologize 
for that tragic slaying. 

It is regrettable that our diplomats 
have refused to do anything on this 
matter until now. I want to congratu
late the Secretary for his efforts in 
this matter. 

DID THE CIA TURN ITS BACK GOP AND THE POLITICS OF 
ON NORIEGA'S DRUG-SMUG- CYNICISM IN CENTRAL AMERICA 
GLING ACTIVITIES? 
(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, the 
record shows that General Noriega 
had dealings with the KGB, Fidel 
Castro, the Sandinistas and of course 
drug traffickers. It is also alleged that 
General Noriega was on the payroll of 
the Central Intelligence Agency for 
some 20 years. Evidently he is a real 
wheeler dealer. But what I find hard 
to believe is that the CIA could have 
dealt with Noriega for 20 years and 
had no inkling that he was involved in 
drug smuggling. 

The question that must be answered 
in this Congress is did the CIA turn its 
back on Noriega's drug-smuggling ac
tivities? And did they have knowledge 
of that activity? 

Let us face it, if a 10-year-old in New 
York can find heroin and crack I be
lieve the CIA knows who is bringing 
the drugs into this country. 

The CIA has lied to us too many 
times. The American people are begin
ning to lose confidence in the CIA. 
They must come clean to this Con
gress and we must do something about 
Noriega. He is a valid and real threat 
to America. 

<Mr. COELHO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. COELHO. Mr. Speaker, when 
the Republicans voted 171 to 5 to kill 
Contra aid this month, were they 
voting their consciences or playing 
politics? The answer can be found in 
today's Washington Post. 

According to Contra sources, mem
bers of the resistance came to Wash
ington to lobby on behalf of both the 
Republican and Democratic aid pack
ages. They specifically told Members 
of Congress they would accept either 
plan. 

But the administration ordered re
sistance leaders to stop lobbying and 
get out of town. According to Contra 
leader Alfredo Cesar: "The White 
House felt it was better to leave our 
forces up in the air than vote with the 
Democrats. The botton line is the re
sistance has been hurt in the field." 

After all the pious and sanctimoni
ous talk about surrender and appease
ment-charges leveled by the Republi
cans against the Democratic plan-we 
now know the truth: The Republicans 
abandoned the Contras to the politics 
of cynicism in Central America. 
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HUB AIRPORTS PLAN TO SHUT 

OUT COMMUTER AVIATION 
<Mr. BOEHLERT asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, at 
this very moment, the Massachusetts 
Port Authority is voting on a plan to 
effectively squeeze commuter aviation 
out of Boston Logan Airport; an eco
nomic lockout. 

What does this decision have to do 
with my district in central New York? 
Plenty. Why should my colleagues 
care? It's simple. 

At least 40 communities in New 
York and New England could suffer an 
immediate economic blow as a result 
of today's vote. These cities depend on 
commuter aviation for access to inter
state commerce. 

And it's not just my region in trou
ble. It's a national crisis. Airports in 
metro New York, Chicago, St. Louis, 
and California are considering the 
Massport approach. Unless we find an 
alternative, the ripple effect across the 
country will grow. 

Think how hard it will be to attract 
and keep new jobs if our small cities 
are left stranded-if they are denied 
service. I can cite many examples 
where commuter aviation is crucial to 
economic development in my district 
and everywhere. 

The issue is not airport safety; it's 
access. No one is willing to compromise 
on safety, no one. 

Nor is the goal reduced airport con
gestion. In fact, the real aim is more 
room for larger airplanes with more 
passengers-squeeze out the little guys 
so the big boys can have it all. I've 
been told Massport wants to replace 
an existing runway with a hotel. 

The Massport director says he "will 
not give in to crude political pressure 
from hysterical special interests • • ... 
This is nothing of the sort. I have no 
desire to interfere in the proper, 
normal operations of any airport. 

I've got a real problem with anyone 
dictating my area's access to interstate 
commerce. I have offered H.R. 4074 to 
block the Massport plan and any 
others like it while the Secretary of 
Transportation makes a determination 
on what best serves the public inter
est. The bill has strong support and I 
look forward to hearings at the first 
possible opportunity. 

Commuter air service is a lifeline. 
We must preserve vital access. 

NEGOTIATIONS PRIOR TO THE 
VOTE ON THE DEMOCRATIC 
ALTERNATIVE ON CONTRA AID 
(Mr. SPRATT asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, as I told 
the House when we debated Contra 

aid, I met on three occasions during 
the time we were drafting the Demo
cratic alternative with the Contra 
leadership. 

I asked them what they wanted and 
reviewed with them the package that 
we were providing. They wanted non
military aid and we provided it in the 
amount they wanted. They wanted 
U.S. Government delivery and we pro
vided it through the Department of 
Defense which the Contras said was 
fine with them. They wanted commu
nications equipment for their forces 
and we gave it to them in the exact 
amount they requested, $250,000 now, 
$750,000 after a cease-fire, exactly 
what they wanted. 

Finally they asked for the assurance 
of a second vote, and we gave them 
that in the month of June which was 
the month they specified in writing to 
us in a letter on their letterhead ad
dressed to the Democratic Members 
who were drafting that package. We 
met their requests so substantially 
that we were literally close to a hand
shake when suddenly there was an 
abrupt about-face. I thought then 
there was an outside influence at 
work. 

The Washington Post today on page 
A20 confirms my suspicions at the 
time and what Alfonso Robelo has 
told me since. It was wrong to abandon 
the Contras. It would be wrong to 
dump the Contras. The aid package we 
provided to support them was what 
they sought and I hope we will recon
sider it again. 

A WAR CANNOT BE WON BY 
THROWING FOOD AGAINST 
TANKS 
<Mr. DONALD E. LUKENS asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DONALD E. LUKENS. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to address 
myself to the comments made by the 
majority whip who just said the Re
publicans abandoned the Contras. I do 
not know any war can be won by 
throwing food against tanks. I do not 
know of a war when you can throw 
vegetables and radio parts against 
guns and gunships. 

The leftwingers, the leftwing leader
ship of this Congress had their will. 
They abandoned the Contras, they 
abandoned the Contras to the tender 
mercy of the Sandinistas in Nicaragua. 

You may have your kind of peace in 
Nicaragua today but you have got war 
in Honduras and you caused it. You 
people always want to help-the left
wing seems to take the word of every 
Communist that comes along, but you 
will not accept the word of your own 
Government. 

You people would not vote for mili
tary means to sustain the Contras 

against the Sandinistas and are going 
to regret it for the rest of your lives. 

History is in the making. Yes, you 
may have peace in Nicaragua, but you 
have got war in Honduras. Today they 
overran the Contra front camps, a 
medical hospital where I brought 
500,000 dollars' worth of equipment to 
save lives. Now the Contras have had 
that equipment destroyed by the Com
munists. Before this day is done, 
before this year is out you will have to 
face a very tough question, whether or 
not, now that you have injected the 
American military, you are going to 
follow it with military force because 
you effectively disarmed the Contras 
and the freedom fighters. 

The Arias peace plan dug the grave, 
the Wright plan placed flowers on 
that grave. You have peace in Nicara
gua, but now you have got war in Hon
duras and your votes caused it. 

SPEAKER WRIGHT'S IDEA OF PEACE 

Yesterday's major Communist offensive is 
the latest example of how the Communists 
never planned to comply with the so-called 
peace plan. Before that it was the firing of 
Cardinal Miguel Obando y Bravo, as mediator 
of the National Reconciliation Commission. 

This invasion serves to focus attention on 
their Communist compliance and emphasizes 
the danger of a naive faith in the empty prom
ises of Communists. 

On August 7, 1987, the five Central Ameri
can Presidents agreed to comply to a plan for 
democratization. Under the terms, each had to 
implement plans for amnesty and cease-fire 
within 90 days. 

But the peace agreement is doing exactly 
what the Communists wanted it to: it's buying 
them time. You leftwingers have done this. 
More time simply means more time to consoli
date the Marxist regime. Let me remind my 
liberal Democrat colleagues of what the Com
munists mean by compliance with the peace 
plan. 

Recall that on August 15, the Sandinistas 
brutally crushed two peaceful demonstrations 
organized by civic opposition groups with 
dogs, sticks, and electric cattle prods. 

On January 16, the same day the Sandinis
tas announced lifting of state emergency, the 
secret police arrested six opposition leaders. 

On January 19, Jaime Chamorro Cardenal, 
editor of La Prensa was arrested. 

On January 21, Mothers of Political Prison
ers first anniversary meeting was disrupted by 
Sandinistas. This is the group dedicated en
tirely to bringing public attention to the inhu
mane treatment of their family members in 
government political prisons. 

President Arias said on January 15: "They 
have not complied with the amnesty, democ
ratization, free elections, lifting of the state of 
emergency, and all the rest-without even ex
cuses that would serve as a pretext for not 
complying with the peace plan." 

And yet you leftwingers took away their 
arms. Now recall and believe the words of the 
Sandinistas themselves: "We are not going to 
lose at the polls what we have won through 
arms." 
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And you leftwingers buried the freedom 

fighters with the Wright plan. 
To the liberals, peace means taking away 

military resistance from the Contras so the 
Communist Sandinistas can get billions of dol
lars from the Soviet Union without worrying 
about United States interference. 

By failing to recognize that compliance is a 
joke to the Communist Sandinistas, the liber
als are effectively disarming the only legiti
mate force in Nicaragua struggling for free
dom. And they are fighting against a Commu
nist military machine supported by the Soviet 
Union. They are fighting our fight for freedom. 
But because of the Wright peace plan, they 
are fighting this fight alone. 

The Arias peace plan? A respectable try. 
But it has run its course. Its admirable inten
tions gave the Communists too much credit. 
The liberal Democrats should have recognized 
it. This lack of resolve threatens to kill the 
only real chance of restoring freedom. 

Yes, the liberal "surrender caucus" of this 
leftwing Congress has disarmed the Contras. 
You have peace in Nicaragua, but you now 
have war in Honduras. 

Thanks to the leftwing leadership of this 
House. 

OZONE DEPLETION IS REASON 
FOR CONCERN AROUND THE 
WORLD 
<Mr. WEISS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, Federal 
scientists yesterday released a study 
on ozone depletion that is reason for 
grave concern around the world. 

The scientists found that the 
Earth's protection ozone layer is being 
depleted far more quickly than earlier 
estimates suggested. Over North 
America and Europe, ozone has been 
reduced by as much as 3 percent since 
1969. In Alaska and other northern 
latitudes, the problem is even more 
severe. 

These conclusions strongly suggest 
that we need to dramatically acceler
ate current efforts to halt worldwide 
production of chlorofluorocarbons. 

The United States has taken the 
lead on this issue in the past, and the 
Senate has now voted to approve the 
Montreal protocol on ozone depletion. 
However, it now appears as if the re
duction schedule contained in the pro
tocol may not be sufficient to prevent 
dramatic increases in serious illness 
and rapid climate change. 

At home, the United States needs to 
set an example by drastically reducing 
remaining production of these danger
ous chemicals. Internationally, we 
must reopen negotiations to obtain 
faster and larger reductions than 
those called for in the Montreal 
accord. 

I call on the President to heed yes
terday's warning and to make this 
issue a top priority in the coming 
months. 

LET US HAVE ANOTHER VOTE 
ON CONTRA AID 

<Mr. DORNAN of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, and I address a different 
Member of this Chamber from New 
York, because you have left your 
chair, and Mr. Majority Whip from 
California, you have also fled the 
floor. In 10 years JIM and TONY-I am 
not using any traditional titles like 
"distinguished gentleman"-JIM and 
TONY, in 10 years I have never heard 
on this floor so obnoxious a statement 
as I heard from Mr. COELHO, which 
means "rabbit" in Portuguese, as ugly 
a statement as was just delivered. Mr. 
CoELHO said that we on our side of the 
aisle and those conservative Demo
crats, particularly those representing 
States which border the Gulf of 
Mexico, sold out the Contras. That is 
absurd, and I'll tell you why. At this 
very moment as we speak young cam
pesino peasants, boys and girls from 
the fincas, the coffee and cotton farms 
and the now deserted cattle ranches of 
Nicaragua are dying at the hands of 
the Soviet-supplied Sandinistas. These 
are our fellow Judeo-Christian-cul
tured young men and women who are 
dying for us. That is what they told 
me when I was in their hospital 
camps, in dusty little farms in Hondu
ras. This is where the amputees are 
left, some of them lucky enough to 
have had their amputations and their 
wounds treated in Miami. These young 
people now are learning to read and 
write because they can no longer fight. 
Others with minor wounds who are 
going back into the battle told me and 
my 28-year-old son to my face that 
they believe they are dying for us, so 
that your sons and my sons will not 
have to go down to Central America to 
fight communism. Panama is in chaos 
and Communists in Nicaragua, thanks 
to the liberal and radical left leader
ship in this House, are winning a 
major victory, right now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
ACKERMAN). The time of the gentle
man from California [Mr. DoRNAN] 
has expired. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Wait a 
minute. On Honduran soil and on Nic
araguan soil. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. And it 
was set up in this House as you set up 
the betrayal of the Bay of Pigs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I ask
wait a minute-! ask unanimous con
sent for 30 seconds. People are dying. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. People 
are dying. 

Mr. VOLKMER. Mr. Speaker regu
lar order, regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 
Will the Sergeant at Arms please turn 
off the microphone? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. You get 
your regular order, people are dying. 
You get your regular order now. 
People are dying because of this 
Chamber. I demand a Contra vote on 
aid to the Democratic Resistance and 
the freedom fighters in Central Amer
ica. In the name of God and liberty 
and decency I demand another vote in 
this Chamber next week. 

Don't get a hernia and break your 
gavel. Don't get a hernia. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

0 1445 

INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLA
TION TO PROTECT SOUTH 
CAROLINA'S COAST 
<Mr. TALLON asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. TALLON. Mr. Speaker, today 
the entire South Carolina delegation 
has joined together in introducing leg
islation to protect our State's greatest 
natural and economic resource-our 
coast. This resolution directs the 
Army Corps of Engineers to make a 
survey of South Carolina's coast in the 
interest of beach erosion control and 
hurricane protection. 

South Carolina's identity is as close
ly bound to its coast as waves are to 
water. It shaped our past as one of the 
Original Thirteen Colonies and as a 
trading center of the New World. And, 
just as surely as it guided our past, 
South Carolina's coast is now defining 
our future. The same shores that con
nected the New World with the Old 
now draw industry and tourists, pump
ing billions of dollars into our State 
economy every year. Our beaches are 
fast becoming a national treasure 
making tourism the second leading in
dustry in the State. Last year, over 11 
million people visited the beaches in 
my district alone, bringing in over $1.5 
billion. 

But as financially valuable as our 
coast has become, its beaches, creeks, 
rivers and bays are equally as valuable 
as an irreplaceable home for sea life. 
From fish to birds to shellfish, all of 
our marine life depends on this 3,000-
mile long network of waterways and 
half-million acres of salt marsh. Our 
salt marsh alone is one of the most 
productive natural resource areas in 
the world, generating as much or even 
more organic matter than the most 
productive wheat field. 

However, despite its size our coast 
remains a fragile place which can be 
easily damaged by careless or uncon
trolled development. Nature too, holds 
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an ever-present threat. Storm damage 
potential along our coast is enormous. 
A hurricane coupled with the exten
sive development along the Grand 
Strand would spell disaster for South 
Carolina. 

Anyone at all familiar with the coast 
knows that its only constant charac
teristic is that it is always changing. 
And change means choices. Up until 
now the abundance and variety of our 
coastal resources has enabled these 
choices to address types of develop
ment not the question of development 
itself. 

No where is this more clearly illus
trated than in the case of beach ero
sion. Beach erosion is actually a natu
ral, expected process. In this era of a 
rising sea level, coastal islands move or 
migrate, and erosion is the process by 
which this migration occurs. As sea 
level rises, the ocean side of an island 
usually erodes, while the back side ex
pands. So there is no beach erosion 
problem-until a structure is built 
along the ocean. Inevitably, as erosion 
on the seaward side of the island con
tinues, the structure becomes threat
ened. 

The help sought by desperate home
owners often makes a bad situation 
much worse. Determined to protect his 
investment, the owner erects a seawall, 
bulkhead, or similar device in an effort 
to stop the advancing waves. But, the 
tragic fact about seawalls and similar 
devices is not only that they don't 
work, but also that they destroy the 
beach. Placing a seawall on the beach 
throws the natural system into shock. 

All South Carolinians agree on the 
importance of preserving our beaches. 
The problem is not an incongruity of 
goals, but a difference in approaches. 
A comprehensive study of the entire 
coastline will set the foundation for 
coordinated, successful future efforts 
at prevention and renourishment. 
Such a study could not be in more 
competent hands than those of the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 

We know that coordinated, long
term prevention works. In a recent 
study of beach erosion in my district, 
the corps concluded that for every 
dollar spent, $2 in benefits would be 
realized. The city of Myrtle Beach is 
another illustration of the wisdom of 
prevention. From 1985 through 1987, 
the city of Myrtle Beach spent ap
proximately $4.5 million to place one 
million cubic yards of sand on a 10-
mile stretch of its beach. As a result, 
the high tide beach that had all but 
disappeared was restored to a width of 
30 to 50 feet. Moreover, the 1987 New 
Year's Day storm that caused over $13 
million in damage on the coast caused 
only minimal losses along the renour
ished sections. During the one storm, 
the value of the property saved prob
ably exceeded the total cost of the 
project. A comprehensive study by the 

corps will be the basis for similar re
sults all along South Carolina. 

Our State's coast has given me a life
time of enjoyment and pride. I hope 
my colleagues will join me in insuring 
that this legacy is protected for future 
generations. 

CALLING FOR A COALITION 
PLAN FOR AID TO THE CON
TRAS 
<Mr. DREIER of California asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute, and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DREIER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on December 13 of last year 
Daniel Ortega said, if by chance elec
tions were to be held in Nicaragua and 
if by chance the Sandinistas were to 
lose, that they would give up govern
ment but not power. 

Now, anybody who might have be
lieved 3 minutes ago that Ortega was 
interested in giving up power or gov
ernment, having listened to my distin
guished colleague from Orange 
County, California [Mr. DORNAN], 
would have come to a different conclu
sion. We know full well that Ortega 
plans to keep power, and he has dem
onstrated that. 

We got a recent figure which was de
classified last night which showed that 
nearly a quarter of a billon dollars has 
come from the Soviet Union into Nica
ragua this calendar year. That is since 
January 1 of this year. That was after 
the ceasefire was scheduled to go into 
effect as this Esquipulas II agreement 
was coming about. We know full well 
that Esquipulas II addressed the 
United States aid to Nicaragua but 
never addressed the flow of munitions 
coming in from the Soviet Union. 

We have 67 colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle who in a letter con
demned Ortega and the Sandinistas. 
Let us put together that coalition, Mr. 
Speaker, and bring about an aid pack
age which will insure that we never 
have to send a single United States 
combat troop to Nicaragua. 

INTRODUCTION OF RESOLUTION 
CALLING FOR A GEOLOGICAL 
STUDY OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
BEACHES 
<Mr. RAVENEL asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. RAVENEL. Mr. Speaker, South 
Carolina's dry sand beaches are among 
her most irreplaceable assets. Tradi
tionally, they have offered us a place 
of recreation and of solitude. Today, 
they attract more than 70 percent of 
the State's tourist revenues; and tour
ism is South Carolina's No. 1 industry. 

But we have failed to treat our 
beaches with the respect they must 
have if they are to survive our genera-

tion. Many of the problems we have 
created are due to our lack of knowl
edge of the dynamic nature of beach
dune systems. We have rushed to build 
on portions of the beach that are un
stable and erosional. 

South Carolina urgently needs to 
know more about the character of our 
shoreline so that coastal population 
growth will not conflict with the geo
logical processes that have governed 
the State's healthy, ever changing 
beaches for thousands of years. 

To make it possible for us to learn 
what we need to know about our 
shoreline, I am joining my South 
Carolina colleagues today in introduc
ing the South Carolina shores resolu
tion that will grant the Army Corps of 
Engineers authority to perform a geo
logical study of the State's beaches. 
This study will provide the tools we 
need to plan intelligently for the 
future of our coast. 

JOBS FOR THE HOMELESS 
<Mr. LOWERY of California asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LOWERY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to draw the at
tention of my colleagues to a program 
in my district that is helping those 
who so desperately need help-the 
homeless. 

The San Diego County Hotel-Motel 
Association has come up with a plan 
that would give those with no place to 
turn, a turn in the job market. The as
sociation's personnel managers are 
now being asked to look first to the St. 
Vincent de Paul Joan Kroc Center for 
the Homeless when there's a job to 
do-a position to fill. And why not, 
when a third of the center's residents 
are ready and available to work-im
mediately employable? 

This program is working. In the past 
few weeks, the Sheraton Harbor 
Island hotels in San Diego have hired 
two people from the center. Two 
people are now on the payroll when a 
short time ago they were on the 
streets. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
share this idea with businesses in their 
districts. The homeless people in this 
country need more than Government 
dollars-they need a chance to make 
their own way-in their own communi
ties. 

LET US VOTE AID TO THE CON
TRAS BEFORE IT IS TOO LATE 
<Mr. LIVINGSTON asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the 
overwhelming number of liberals pre
dominantly in the Democratic Party in 
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this House said we should give peace a 
chance. We did. We may succeed for a 
while. In the meantime hundreds, per
haps thousands, of freedom fighters 
may die in Nicaragua in the next few 
weeks because the Sandinistas are 
closing in for the kill, and we, the 
greatest deliberative body in the 
world, do nothing. 

Because this House under this 
Democratic leadership will not sup
port a reasonable bill for economic aid 
for the freedom fighters, it may be 
peaceful in Nicaragua for a while. 
Unless, of course, you happen to be 
one of those who believes in freedom 
in Nicaragua and is prepared to stand 
up for that freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, we cut off the funds 
and cut off the freedom fighters, the 
very people we put into action, and 
now we are getting ready for the 
Easter recess. Lots of those freedom 
fighters will never live to see Easter
this Easter or any other, because of 
our lack of action. El Salvador, Hondu
ras, Costa Rica, and all Central Amer
ica will be severely threatened by our 
lack of action and by the Sandinista 
government. We might ultimately 
have to send our boys to some Central 
America front before very long be
cause we have given peace a chance. 

Mr. Speaker, let us avoid catas
trophy. Let us vote aid to the Contras 
today before it is too late. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. GRANT. Mr. Speaker, on 

Wednesday, March 9, I was absent 
from the House due to a death in my 
family. Had I been here, I would have 
voted "yea" to rollcall vote No. 27 and 
"yea" to rollcall vote No. 28. I ask 
unanimous consent to have this per
sonal explanation printed in the per
manent RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

FREE ENTERPRISE WEEK 
<Mr. CRAIG asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute, and include extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. Speaker, in the 
1870's, Horatio Alger wrote a series of 
rags-to-riches stories that soon came 
to exemplify America. The "Tattered 
Toms" who peopled these tales were 
the newsboys who became the big 
wheels, the downtrodden who worked 
their way up. Alger's novels stood in 
testimony to America's free enterprise 
system and the belief that, with hon
esty, intelligence, and diligence, a 
person could both dream a dream and 
realize it. 

As you know, the free enterprise 
system is a structure of social, politi
cal, and economic arrangements that 

allows private business to organize and 
operate for profit in a competitive 
system without undue interference by 
government. Developed in reaction to 
the monopolistic and restrictive prac
tice of mercantilism, the acceptance of 
free enterprise in America can be 
traced to the political freedoms Ameri
cans fought for and won. 

Free enterprise has since stood as a 
fundamental principle of American ec
onomics, a fixture in American life 
and a reason for Americans to work 
and to aspire. 

I am today introducing legislation to 
designate the week of January 15, 
1989, as "National Free Enterprise 
Week," to salute and to celebrate this 
unique concept. I commend the Dis
tributive Education Club of America 
[DECAJ in Lewiston, ID, for suggest
ing this commemorative effort, and I 
insert in the RECORD the letter I re
ceived from Steve Ellsworth, the 
DECA president who contacted me 
with this idea. 

LEWISTON SENIOR HIGH ScHooL, 
Lewiston, ID, February 29, 1988. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN CRAIG: I'm a Lewiston 
High School Marketing/DECA student who 
believes in economic freedom. I'm grateful 
to live in the United States and enjoy our 
Free Enterprise System. I feel strongly 
about the proposal for a "National Free En
terprise Week." 

The economic freedoms that we enjoy give 
us the right to own property to start a busi
ness, and the freedom to choose the goods 
and services we want to buy or sell. The 
heart of American free enterprise is that 
which is afforded to us in the constitution
"Personal Liberty." 

Each person in America makes his/her 
own decisions. Since free enterprise has 
such an impact on all of our lives, it is im
portant that we set aside at least one week 
during the year where all people can recog
nize the freedoms we possess. I propose that 
the week of January 15, 1988 be used to 
remind us, as Americans, to think of how 
fortunate we are to live in this country. This 
proposal would not only encourage our free 
enterprise system, but would extend the 
presence of our belief in it to other coun
tries. All citizens could use this week to 
show that they honor and support our free 
enterprise system we so frequently use in 
every-day life. 

I would like to petition your support and 
urge you to vote in favor of a Bill to recog
nize "Free Enterprise Week." 

Sincerely yours, 
STEVEN P. ELLSWORTH, 
DECA Chapter President. 

EXCLUDING ILLEGAL ALIENS 
FROM THE 1990 CENSUS 

(Mr. VALENTINE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to speak about a matter 
that is of great concern to me and 
which, I believe, is of growing concern 
to many of my colleagues. 

In just 2 years, the 1990 census will 
be conducted. When final census fig-

ures are compiled, they will be used 
for, among other purposes, the reap
portionment of congressional districts. 

By all indications, the U.S. Census 
Bureau intends to continue its policy 
of counting illegal aliens but excluding 
the men and women of our Armed 
Forces who are stationed abroad for 
reapportionment purposes. 

I think the Census Bureau policy 
borders on the absurd. If I had to 
single out one group of Americans 
that is most deserving of representa
tion in the Halls of Congress, it would 
be our military personnel who are 
serving on foreign soil protecting the 
interests of this country. 

If these men and women are ex
eluded from the 1990 census, we will in 
effect be saying that certain American 
citizens are less deserving of a voice in 
the governing of this country than 
persons whose very presence in the 
United States is illegal. Is this fair? I 
dare say not a single Member of Con
gress would answer yes to this ques
tion. 

Our colleague, ToM RIDGE, has intro
duced legislation that would direct the 
Census Bureau to exclude illegal 
aliens from the 1990 census for con
gressional reapportionment purposes. 
His bill would also require the Census 
Bureau to include military personnel 
stationed abroad in the census count 
for purposes of reapportionment. As 
an original cosponsor of this measure, 
I urge the other Members of this body 
to add their support to this much 
needed and worthwhile legislation. 

AID TO THE CONTRAS 
<Mr. DELAY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
think I have ever been so insulted as I 
was insulted just a while ago by the 
majority leader of this House. The 
very hypocrisy, the very misinforma
tion that the majority whip put out 
saying that the Republicans are 
against Contras and against Contra 
aid when the liberal majority of this 
House has consistently and repeatedly 
defeated any aid, any meaningful aid 
for the Contras. When the liberal ma
jority of this body defeated a responsi
ble, well-planned package of aid to the 
Nicaraguan freedom fighters, we 
warned them what could happen. 
When the liberal Members destroyed 
the viability of the Contras, they de
stroyed the last chance for peace in 
Central America. The Communist San
dinistas, strongly equipped with 
modern Soviet and Cuban military aid, 
have invaded Honduras in the last 
week in search of freedom fighters. 

Just what do you think happened to 
the Sandinista cries of "give peace a 
chance"? What happened to their 
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good faith negotiations and promises 
of democracy? What did we tell you 
would happen? You weaken the Con
tras, and you are then responsible for 
the consolidation of the Soviet-style 
expansionist state in Central America, 
and we have done that. We have lost 
Central America. 

How do you feel today? We told you 
so. We want aid to the Contras. We 
want meaningful aid to the Contras. 
We want freedom in Central America, 
and Texas wants the Soviets out of 
Central America. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 

AcKERMAN). The gentleman will state 
his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I was 
just in my office viewing the proceed
ings here, and during one of the pro
ceedings, when the gentleman from 
California [Mr. DoRNAN] was address
ing the House, it was drawn to my at
tention that the Speaker requested 
that Mr. DoRNAN's microphone be 
turned off, upon which Mr. DoRNAN's 
microphone was turned off. 

Mr. Speaker, my inquiry of the 
Chair is: Under what rule does the 
Speaker decide to gag opposite Mem
bers of the House? Under what rule 
does the Speaker decide to close down 
the debate and pursue a policy of 
shutting up the opposition by not al
lowing us access to the public and to 
the media and to our own micro
phones, the microphones of this 
House? Under what rule of this House 
or of our country or our Constitution 
is freedom of speech so grossly violat
ed in this institution? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman asked to proceed for 1 
minute--

Mr. GREGG. No, I am asking that 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is referring to Mr. DoRNAN. He 
requested permission of the Chair to 
proceed for 1 minute, and that permis
sion was granted by the House. Mr. 
DORNAN grossly exceeded the limits 
and abused the privilege far in excess 
of 1 minute, and the Chair proceeded 
to restore order and decorum to the 
House. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I see 
nothing in the rules of this House that 
gives the Speaker of this House the ca
pacity to turn off the debate of this 
House by requesting that the speakers 
be turned off or that the microphone 
be turned off so that a Member cannot 
make his point. In fact, at the time 
the point was being made, Mr. DoRNAN 
was asking unanimous consent, as I 
recall. 

0 1500 
The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 

ACKERMAN). The Chair will state that 
unless a person receives permission to 
address the House, under the rules of 
the House he is not addressing the 
House. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. 
DoRNAN] requested permission for 1 
minute, that permission was given to 
him by the Chair with the unanimous 
consent of this body, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. DoRNAN] abused 
the unanimous consent of every 
Member of this body by grossly ex
ceeding his time. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, that 
is--

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, what 
rule are you referring to? 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I have 
not yielded. 

I have not heard the Chair respond 
to my inquiry which is what ruling is 
the Chair referring to which allows 
him to turn off the microphone of a 
Member who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Clause 
2 of rule I. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I would 
ask that that rule be read. I would ask 
that that rule be read, Mr. Speaker, so 
that I may understand how the Chair 
can interpret it to mean that he can 
close down the process of free speech 
in the one institution in this world 
which most represents free speech? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It 
reads, 2. He shall preserve order and 
decorum, and, in case of disturbance 
or disorderly conduct in the galleries, 
or in the lobby, may cause the same to 
be cleared. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, this is in 
the well of the House. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, that 
has to do with the gallery, not the 
House floor. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, this is 
not a lobby. This is an issue of wheth
er or not the Speaker has the right to 
close down the capacity of a Member 
to speak his rights on the floor of the 
House. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak
er, that refers to the gallery. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from California [Mr. 
DoRNAN] had a right to proceed for 1 
minute. That right was given by the 
Chair with the unanimous consent of 
the body. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, that-
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

gentleman from California [Mr. 
DoRNAN] abused that right and the 
Chair restored order and decorum. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, a further 
parliamentary inquiry. It was my im
pression that while watching this 
interchange on the television, before 
the sound went off, that gentleman 
from California [Mr. DoRNAN] had re
quested the right for a unanimous 

consent to continue to speak for an ad
ditional period of time. 

I heard no objection to that request, 
and I presumed that that discussion of 
the unanimous-consent request was 
continuing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the precedents established in this 
House, 1 minute speeches are not ex
tended for any additional period of 
time. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. 
DoRNAN] requested 1 minute. He was 
granted 1 minute. The House agreed 
to 1 minute, unanimously, and the 
gentleman from California proceeded 
to abuse the 1-minute time period 
after two warnings of the Chair. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, am I to 
conclude from your representations 
that a Member of the House can have 
the microphone turned off and his 
ability to address this House turned 
off at the unilateral action of the 
Chair when that Member is in the 
process of discussing a parliamentary 
issue such as his request for unani
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from New Hampshire is to 
assume from the Chair ruling that 
when unanimous consent is granted to 
a Member to address the House for 1 
minute, that Member may not filibus
ter any length of time he so chooses 
and disrupt the decorum established 
in this body. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I heard 
no ruling from the Chair that this in
dividual was out of order. I also heard 
no ruling from the Chair that the 
Chair has the right to turn off the 
microphone. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair repeatedly rapped the gavel 
quite loudly for all to hear and told 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
DoRNAN] that his time had expired. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, is the 
Chair taking the position that by rap
ping the gavel and when no response 
occurs in this House, that that gavel 
rapping, of which has become almost 
commonplace during the 1-minute 
process, that the Chair then can pro
ceed to turn off the microphones of 
the speaker who is speaking? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair allows Members the courtesy of 
knowing their time has expired by rap
ping the gavel. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, the 
Chair has just ruled, therefore, that 
Members of the Republican side it ap
pears, because--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is 
the ruling of the Chair that the gen
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GREGG] was recognized for a parlia
mentary inquiry. The parliamentary 
inquiry was responded to, and the 
House will now proceed. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Parliamen
tary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. GREGG. Is the Chair now shut

ting me off? Will the Chair shut off 
my microphone also, is that the plan, 
if I continue? Does the Chair intend to 
turn off my microphone? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GREGG] was recognized for a parlia
mentary inquiry. The Chair has an
swered the gentleman's parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. GREGG. I have a further par
liamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Is it 
the Chair's intention to turn off my 
microphone? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What 
is the gentleman's parliamentary in
quiry? 

Mr. GREGG. My parliamentary in
quiry is that I want to know how the 
Chair can specifically turn off the 
microphone and what rule the Chair 
does it under, because the Chair has 
not answered that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has responded to the parliamen
tary inquiry of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
my time, and yield to the gentlewom
an from Illinois [Mrs. MARTIN]. 

Mr. LUNGREN. Mr. Speaker, parlia
mentary inquiry. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Parliamen
tary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair advises that a Member may not 
yield time to another Member under a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak
er, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentlewoman will state her parliamen
tary inquiry. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. The gen
tlewoman from Illinois would inquire 
of the Chair, because it was difficult 
occasionally to hear the rather 
strained ruling from the Chair, when I 
heard the Chair read from the rule, 
and I hope the Chair will recheck that 
sentence, because the Chair talked 
about disturbances in the gallery and 
disturbances outside the floor of the 
House. 

Would the Speaker reread the exact 
sentence that would indicate why and 
how a microphone could be turned off 
of a duly elected Member of the House 
on the floor of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will proceed to explain it one 
more time. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

rule I, clause 2-and I will only read 
the half of it that applies, so as not to 
cause confusion in the minds of those 
who appear to be confused-"He shall 
preserve order and decorum." 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, the sen
tence goes on. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. I believe, 
Mr. Speaker, that you have been re
quested specifically to quote that rule 

that affects a Member of the House on 
the floor, and that is not that sen
tence. We have the book, too, and the 
Chair knows it and I know it. I do not 
mind a Speaker ruling against us, even 
an unelected Speaker, but I will not 
accept on behalf of any Member, and 
this is an incredible right that is being 
abrogated and abridged here. The 
Chair is not saying that a Member of 
the House, is subject to the same rule, 
even though it does not state it, as ap
plied to the gallery, will apply to Mem
bers of the House. I do not believe 
that that can happen in an elected 
representative body. 

Mr. Speaker, would the Chair please 
quote how it affects an elected 
Member speaking on the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will read just what he read 
before. 

"He shall preserve order and deco
rum, and,-" Then it proceeds to speak 
about in another place. 

"Order and decorum" is not just in 
the halls and in the galleries. The 
word "and" is followed by a comma. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak
er, if I may, I will try again because 
surely, although I recognize this is a 
difficult experience for the Chair, we 
are talking about speaking on the 
floor of the House. We are not talking 
about a Member throwing things at 
the Speaker-as tempting as it may be. 

What is the specific rule that says 
that the Chair can terminate the 
speech of a Member? 

Mr. SMITH of Florida. A point of 
personal privilege, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentlewoman's temptations are not a 
matter for this body to consider. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak
er, I could not hear. 

Mr. SMITH of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to a point of personal privilege. I 
believe that the words of the gentle
woman from Illinois [Mrs. MARTIN] 
are inciteful and spiteful and I 
demand that they be taken down. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. All right. 
What were they? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will request that the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. SMITH] reconsider 
his request. 

Mr. SMITH of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I will withdraw my point of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair thanks the gentleman from 
Florida. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak
er, as tempting as it is to let things be 
carried away, I think there is an issue 
at stake of more than one Member or 
a person walking in or hearing some
thing. I truly mean this, Mr. Speaker, 
the Chair has turned off the micro
phone of a Member. If it were a 
Member from the other side of the 
aisle and someone who I disagreed 

with to the depth of my soul, I would 
want to protect that right. 

Mr. Speaker, the Chair has quoted 
nothing that would indicate the power 
of a dictator. 

The Speaker is not a dictator, espe
cially a not-elected Speaker. The 
Chair cannot possibly believe that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will suggest that neither is it 
the prerogative of individual Members 
to turn off the microphone of other 
recognized Members or the entire 
House of Representatives by monopo
lizing the microphone and making 
speeches in excess of the time alloted. 

The Chair would like to read an
other precedent cited in the manual. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a privileged motion. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak
er, let me assure the Chair I would 
never attempt to turn off the Speak
er's microphone. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will read a precedent cited 
under rule I, clause 2: 

Recognition is within the direction of the 
Chair who may deny the Member recogni
tion to speak under the one minute rule in 
order to uphold order and decorum in the 
House as required under clause 2, rule I. 
August 27, 1980. 

Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speak
er, the Chair had already recognized 
that Member. 

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 

a personal privilege of the House. 
Mr. LUNGREN. Mr. Speaker, parlia

mentary inquiry. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

question of a privilege of the House 
under rule IX. 

Mr. LUNGREN. Mr. Speaker, parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
question of privilege before the House 
under rule IX. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Whereas, the Speaker pro tempore or
dered the microphone cut off as a duly
elected Member of the House was speaking; 
Be it therefore 

Resolved, That the Speaker, Speaker pro 
tempore, or any Member of the House as 
the Presiding Officer of the House of Rep
resentatives m'ay not order the microphone 
to be cut off while any Member is speaking 
on the floor of the House of Representa
tives. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I think 
I must be recognized to debate my res
olution, is that not correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
resolution does not allege an abuse of 
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the House rules, and is not a question 
of privilege. 

The House will proceed to the unfin
ished business. 

Pursuant to clause 5, rule I, the 
Chair will now put the question on 
each motion to suspend the rules on 
which further proceedings were post
poned--

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I ques
tion the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania appeal
ing the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
appealing the ruling of the Chair. 

It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, 
that I am given a chance to debate 
that issue. 

Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. Speaker, the 
vote is automatic. 

Mr. WALKER. I have 1 hour, I be
lieve. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
appeal is debatable unless there is a 
motion to table. 

The gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. FoLEY] is recognized. 

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. FOLEY 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I did not 
hear the Speaker's ruling with respect 
to the appeal. Would the Speaker re
state the ruling? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair had stated that the resolution 
did not raise a question of privilege 
from which ruling the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] has ap
pealed. 

Mr. FOLEY. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] has ap
pealed the ruling of the Chair, is that 
correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, 
that is correct. 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
lay the appeal on the table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I oiJject 
to the vote on the ground a quorum is 
not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic 
device and there were-yeas 237, nays 
167, not voting 28, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Akaka 
Alexander 
Anderson 
Andrews 
Annunzio 
Anthony 
Applegate 
Asp in 
Atkins 
Barnard 
Bates 
Beilenson 
Bennett 

[Roll No. 301 
YEAS-237 

Bevill 
Bilbray 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bonior 
Bonker 
Borski 
Bosco 
Boucher 
Boxer 
Brennan 
Brooks 
Brown <CA> 
Bruce 

Bryant 
Bustamante 
Byron 
Campbell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Carr 
Chapman 
Chappell 
Clarke 
Clement 
Coelho 
Coleman <TX> 
Collins 

Conyers 
Cooper 
Coyne 
Crockett 
Darden 
de la Garza 
DeFazio 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Donnelly 
Dorgan<ND> 
Dowdy 
Downey 
Durbin 
Dwyer 
Dymally 
Dyson 
Early 
Eckart 
Edwards <CA> 
English 
Erdreich 
Espy 
Evans 
Fascell 
Fazio 
Feighan 
Flake 
Flippo 
Florio 
Foglietta 
Foley 
Ford <TN> 
Frank 
Frost 
Garcia 
Gaydos 
Gejdenson 
Glickman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Grant 
Gray <PA> 
Guarini 
Hall <OH> 
Hall <TX> 
Hamilton 
Harris 
Hatcher 
Hawkins 
Hayes <IL> 
Hayes <LA> 
Hefner 
Hertel 
Hochbrueckner 
Howard 
Hoyer 
Hubbard 
Huckaby 
Hughes 
Hutto 
Jacobs 

Archer 
Armey 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bateman 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bilirakis 
Bliley 
Boehlert 
Broomfield 
Brown <CO> 
Buechner 
Bunning 
Burton 
Callahan 
Cheney 
Coats 
Coble 
Coleman <MO> 
Combest 
Conte 
Coughlin 
Courter 
Craig 
Crane 

Jenkins 
Johnson <SD> 
Jones <NC> 
Jones <TN> 
Jontz 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kastenmeier 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Kildee 
Kleczka 
Kolter 
Kostmayer 
LaFalce 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
Leath <TX> 
Lehman <CA> 
Lehman<FL> 
Leland 
Levin <MD 
Levine <CA> 
Lewis<GA> 
Lloyd 
Lowry<WA> 
Luken, Thomas 
MacKay 
Manton 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mavroules 
Mazzoli 
McCloskey 
McCurdy 
McHugh 
McMillen<MD> 
Mfume 
Miller<CA> 
Min eta 
Moakley 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moody 
Morrison <CT> 
Murtha 
Nagle 
Natcher 
Neal 
Nichols 
Nowak 
Oakar 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olin 
Ortiz 
Owens <NY> 
Owens <UT> 
Panetta 
Patterson 
Pease 
Pelosi 
Penny 
Pepper 

NAYS-167 
Dannemeyer 
Daub 
Davis <IL> 
Davis <MI> 
DeLay 
De Wine 
Dickinson 
DioGuardi 
Dornan<CA> 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards <OK> 
Emerson 
Fa well 
Fields 
Fish 
Frenzel 
Gallegly 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Goodling 
Gradison 
Grandy 
Green 
Gregg 
Gunderson 

Perkins 
Pickett 
Pickle 
Price <IL> 
Price (NC> 
Rahall 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodino 
Roe 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Rowland <GA> 
Roybal 
Russo 
Sabo 
Sawyer 
Scheuer 
Schroeder 
Schumer 
Sharp 
Sikorski 
Sisisky 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Slaughter <NY) 
Smith <FL> 
Smith <IA> 
Solarz 
Spratt 
StGermain 
Staggers 
Stallings 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Stokes 
Studds 
Swift 
Synar 
Tallon 
Tauzin 
Thomas<GA> 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Traxler 
Udall 
Valentine 
Vento 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Walgren 
Watkins 
Weiss 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wise 
Wolpe 
Wyden 
Yates 
Yatron 

Hammerschmidt 
Hansen 
Hastert 
Hefley 
Henry 
Herger 
Hiler 
Holloway 
Hopkins 
Horton 
Houghton 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inhofe 
Ireland 
Jeffords 
Johnson <CT> 
Kasich 
Kolbe 
Konnyu 
Kyl 
Lagomarsino 
Latta 
Leach (!A) 
Lent 
Lewis <CA> 
Lewis <FL> 
Livingston 

Lott 
Lowery <CA> 
Lujan 
Lukens, Donald 
Lungren 
Madigan 
Marlenee 
Martin (!L) 
McCandless 
McCollum 
McDade 
McEwen 
McGrath 
McMillan<NC> 
Meyers 
Michel 
Miller <OH> 
Mlller<WA> 
Moorhead 
Morella 
Morrison <WA> 
Myers 
Nielson 
Oxley 
Packard 
Parris 
Pas hay an 
Petri 
Porter 

Pursell 
Quillen 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Rhodes 
Ridge 
Rinaldo 
Ritter 
Roberts 
Rogers 
Roth 
Roukema 
Rowland <CT> 
Saiki 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schneider 
Schuette 
Schulze 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shumway 
Shuster 
Skeen 
Slaughter <VA> 
Smith <NE> 
Smith <NJ> 
Smith<TX> 

Smith, Denny 
<OR> 

Smith, Robert 
<NH> 

Smith, Robert 
<OR> 

Snowe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stangeland 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Sweeney 
Swindall 
Tauke 
Taylor 
Thomas <CA> 
Upton 
VanderJagt 
Vucanovich 
Walker 
Weber 
Weldon 
Whittaker 
Wolf 
Wylie 
Young(AK> 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING-28 
AuCoin 
Bad ham 
Berman 
Biaggi 
Boulter 
Chandler 
Clay 
Clinger 
Ford <MD 
Gephardt 

Gibbons 
Gray <IL> 
Kemp 
Lightfoot 
Lipinski 
Mack 
Martin<NY> 
Mica 
Molinari 
Mrazek 

0 1531 

Murphy 
Nelson 
Rangel 
Ray 
Savage 
Stratton 
Waxman 
Wortley 

Mr. SCHULZE changed his vote 
from " yea" to "nay." 

So the motion to table the appeal 
was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was an
nounced as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
AcKERMAN). The gentleman will state 
it. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise for 
a point of parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. Speaker, I was among those who 
were on the floor during the exchange 
which we have been debating and 
would like to indicate it was the con
sensus of many of us that when the 
gentleman from California [Mr. 
DoRNAN] was addressing the House 
the floor microphones were not turned 
off but the difficulty arose in part 
that the television broadcast, the C
SPAN microphones were cut off. Mr. 
Speaker, the rules of the House clear
ly stipulate that electronic broadcast 
of the proceedings of the House shall 
be a fair and accurate proceedings, re
cording and rendering of proceedings 
of the House. 

I am wondering if the Speaker would 
respond as to the appropriateness in 
this instance when apparently the C
SP AN electronic broadcast of the pro
ceedings of the House were cut off 
while the House microphones were 
not. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Let the 

Chair assure the gentleman that the 
Chair was directing his remarks to the 
in-house microphones and certainly 
not to the coverage of the proceedings 
of the House by electronic media or 
the press. 

The unfinished business--
Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I have a point of parliamen
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to inquire if this 
Member is able to take a point of per
sonal privilege, that is 1 hour of 
debate on the House floor at the 
moment it is granted, if I feel that my 
honor was impugned when the majori
ty whip, who also spoke way beyond 1 
minute, way beyond 60 seconds, if Mr. 
COELHO tells me that I have sold out 
the young men and women that I vis
ited with not more than a month ago 
who are at this moment being strafed 
and rocketed by Soviet gunships, to 
tell me to my face-and I am sitting in 
the front row-that I sold them out 
impugned my honor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman will state a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Do I 
have a right for a point of personal 
privilege on that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is 
not a remedy that the gentleman has 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. May I 
ask the ruling of the Chair as to why I 
cannot maintain a point of personal 
privilege that my honor was im
pugned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
point of personal privilege does not 
derive from words spoken in debate. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Then, 
Mr. Speaker--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unfinished business of the House-

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, point of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I take a point of personal 
privilege that in violation of both 
House rules and tradition set forth 
when this House went on television on 
my birthday, April 3, 1979, that the 
representation of the-that the repre
sentation of the parliamentary proce
dures in this Chamber would be broad
cast identically to Alaska, Hawaii, 
Puerto Rico, and all U.S. States and 
territories in between. It is my under
standing and my own hearing verifies 
this that my microphones were not cut 
off on the House floor, that the micro
phones were only cut off to my home 
in Garden Grove where my wife was 
watching and to all people observing 
these proceedings through the nation-

al technical means of these six cam
eras on this Chamber. 

My point of personal privilege is 
that I was offended as a Member by 
having my words cut off going to the 
outside world through the electronic 
means that this House voted for-not 
unanimously-voted for in this Cham
ber. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has already just previously 
stated that his directions were to the 
House microphones and not to the 
electronic microphones. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Wait a 
minute, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu
ant to clause 5, rule I the Chair will 
now put the question on each 
motion--

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On 
which further proceedings were post
poned--

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, the House was not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 
order in which that motion was enter
tained. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Votes 
will be taken in the following order-

Mr. DORNAN of California. I asked 
you courteously--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Senate 
Joint Resolution 225, the yeas and 
nays, S. 2151 de novo. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, the House was not in order 
when you addressed--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the 
time for any electronic votes after the 
first such--

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For 
any electronic votes after the first 
such vote in this series. 

The unfinished business is the vote 
on the motion of the gentleman from 
Minnesota--

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, parlia
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, a 
number of us were waiting to give 1-
minute speeches just a little bit ago. 

Do I understand now that the Chair 
has cut off our privilege of having a 1-
minute speech today in order to pro
ceed ahead with other business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the 
Chair's discretion, 1-minute speeches 
may be taken up later in the day. 

Mr. WALKER. And those Members 
of the minority, I think it was only mi
nority members that are left, are 
going to be shut off from our privilege 

of having the 1-minute right now, is 
that correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No, 
that is not correct. Any Member who 
has a 1-minute that they would like to 
make will be recognized at the end of 
the day at the discretion of the Chair. 

For what purpose does the gentle
man from Michigan rise? 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
point of parliamentary inquiry and to 
respond. I had been recognized on this 
issue and I would like to be very clear 
for the RECORD because of the serious 
importance of this issue: As I under
stand the Chair's response we are told 
that your instructions were in fact to 
turn off the House floor micro
phones-whether that is appropriate 
or not is another question-but that 
was mistakenly acted upon by the in
ternal broadcast mechanism so in fact 
the House floor's inadvertently re
mained on and the electronic micro
phones for internal broadcast system 
which the other electronic relays rely 
on was cut off. Am I correct in that, 
Mr. Speaker? I want to clarify very 
clearly that the Chair does not have 
the power to turn off--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman is correct for coverage of 
proceedings of the House. It was the 
intent of the Chair to turn off the 
House microphones. 

Mr. HENRY. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Speaker. 

APPROVING LOCATION OF 
KOREAN WAR MEMORIAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unfinished business is the question of 
suspending the rules and passing the 
Senate joint resolution, S.J. Res. 225. 

The Clerk read the title of the 
Senate joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
VENTO] that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate joint resolu
tion, S.J. Res. 225, on which the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic 
device, and there were-yeas 404, nays 
0, not voting 28, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Akaka 
Alexander 
Anderson 
Andrews 
Annunzio 
Anthony 
Applegate 
Archer 
Armey 
Asp in 
Atkins 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barnard 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bateman 
Bates 

[Roll No. 311 

YEAS-404 
Beilenson 
Bennett 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Berman 
Bevill 
Bilbray 
Bllirakis 
Bliley 
Boehlert 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bonior 
Bonker 
Borski 
Bosco 
Boucher 
Boxer 
Brennan 

Brooks 
Broomfield 
Brown<CA> 
Brown<CO> 
Bruce 
Bryant 
Buechner 
Bunning 
Burton 
Bustamante 
Byron 
Callahan 
Campbell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Carr 
Chapman 
Chappell 
Cheney 
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Clarke Hastert 
Clement Hatcher 
Coats Hawkins 
Coble Hayes (IL) 
Coelho Hefley 
Coleman <MO> Hefner 
Coleman <TX> Henry 
Collins Herger 
Combest Hertel 
Conte Hiler 
Conyers Hochbrueckner 
Cooper Holloway 
Coughlin Hopkins 
Courter Horton 
Coyne Houghton 
Craig Howard 
Crane Hoyer 
Crockett Hubbard 
Dannemeyer Huckaby 
Darden Hughes 
Daub Hunter 
Davis <IL> Hutto 
Davis <MI> Hyde 
de la Garza Inhofe 
DeFazio Ireland 
DeLay Jacobs 
Dellums Jeffords 
Derrick Jenkins 
DeWine Johnson <CT> 
Dickinson Johnson <SD> 
Dicks Jones <NC> 
Dingell Jones <TN> 
DioGuardi Jontz 
Dixon Kanjorski 
Donnelly Kaptur 
Dorgan (ND) Kasich 
Dornan <CA> Kastenmeier 
Dowdy Kennedy 
Downey Kennelly 
Dreier Kildee 
Duncan Kleczka 
Durbin Kolbe 
Dwyer Kolter 
Dymally Konnyu 
Dyson Kostmayer 
Early Kyl 
Eckart LaFalce 
Edwards <CA) Lagomarsino 
Edwards <OK> Lancaster 
Emerson Lantos 
English Latta 
Erdreich Leach <IA> 
Espy Leath <TX> 
Evans Lehman <CA> 
Fascell Lehman <FL> 
Fawell Leland 
Fazio Lent 
Feighan Levin <MI> 
Fields Levine <CA> 
Fish Lewis <CA> 
Flake Lewis <GA> 
Flippo Livingston 
Florio Lloyd 
Foglietta Lott 
Foley Lowery <CA> 
Ford <TN> Lowry <WA> 
Frank Lujan 
Frenzel Luken, Thomas 
Frost Lukens, Donald 
Gallegly Lungren 
Gallo MacKay 
Garcia Madigan 
Gaydos Manton 
Gejdenson Markey 
Gekas Marlenee 
Gibbons Martin (IL) 
Gilman Martin <NY> 
Gingrich Martinez 
Glickman Matsui 
Gonzalez Mavroules 
Goodling Mazzoli 
Gordon McCandless 
Gradison McCloskey 
Grandy McCollum 
Grant McCurdy 
Gray <PA> McDade 
Green McEwen 
Gregg McGrath 
Guarini McHugh 
Gunderson McMillan <NC> 
Hall <OH> McMillen <MD> 
Hall <TX> Meyers 
Hamilton Mfume 
Hammerschmidt Michel 
Hansen Miller <CA> 
Harris Miller <OH> 
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Miller <WA> 
Min eta 
Moakley 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moody 
Moorhead 
Morella 
Morrison <CT> 
Morrison <WA> 
Murtha 
Myers 
Nagle 
Natcher 
Neal 
Nichols 
Nielson 
Nowak 
Oakar 
Oberstar 
Olin 
Ortiz 
Owens <NY> 
Owens <UT> 
Oxley 
Packard 
Panetta 
Parris 
Pashayan 
Pease 
Pelosi 
Penny 
Pepper 
Perkins 
Petri 
Pickett 
Pickle 
Porter 
Price <IL> 
Price <NC> 
Pursell 
Quillen 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Rhodes 
Richardson 
Ridge 
Rinaldo 
Ritter 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rodino 
Roe 
Rogers 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Roth 
Roukema 
Rowland <CT> 
Rowland <GA> 
Roybal 
Russo 
Sabo 
Saiki 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Scheuer 
Schneider 
Schroeder 
Schuette 
Schulze 
Schumer 
Sensenbrenner 
Sharp 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shumway 
Shuster 
Sikorski 
Sisisky 
Skaggs 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Slaughter (NY) 
Slaughter <VA> 
Smith<FL> 
Smith <IA> 
Smith <NE> 
Smith <NJ) 
Smith<TX> 
Smith, Denny 

<OR> 

Smith, Robert 
<NH> 

Smith, Robert 
<OR> 

Snowe 
Solarz 
Solomon 
Spence 
Spratt 
StGermain 
Staggers 
Stallings 
Stangeland 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Studds 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Sweeney 
Swift 
Swindall 

Synar 
Tallon 
Tauke 
Tauzin 
Taylor 
Thomas <CA> 
Thomas<GA> 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Traxler 
Udall 
Upton 
Valentine 
Vander Jagt 
Vento 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Vucanovich 
Walgren 

Walker 
Watkins 
Waxman 
Weber 
Weiss 
Weldon 
Wheat 
Whittaker 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wise 
Wolf 
Wolpe 
Wyden 
Wylie 
Yates 
Yatron 
Young<AK> 
Young <FL> 

NOT VOTING-28 
AuCoin 
Bad ham 
Biaggi 
Boulter 
Chandler 
Clay 
Clinger 
Ford <MI> 
Gephardt 
Gray <IL> 

Hayes <LA> 
Kemp 
Lewis <FL> 
Lightfoot 
Lipinski 
Mack 
Mica 
Molinari 
Mrazek 
Murphy 
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Nelson 
Obey 
Patterson 
Ray 
Savage 
Stokes 
Stra'tton 
Wortley 

So <two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the Senate joint resolution was passed. 

The result of the vote was an
nounced as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

0 1600 

POSTPONING CONSIDERATION 
OF VETO MESSAGE ON S. 557 
CIVIL RIGHTS RESTORATION 
ACT OF 1987 UNTIL TUESDAY, 
MARCH 22, 1988 
Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
if the House receives from the Senate 
a message informing the House that 
that body has passed the bill, S. 557, 
the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding, that consid
eration of the bill and veto message be 
postponed until Tuesday, March 22, 
1988. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Reserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I just 
say this is all right with the minority. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva
tion of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE 
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu
ant to the provisions of clause 5 of 
rule I, the Chair announces that he 
will reduce to a minimum of 5 minutes 
the period of time within which a vote 

by electronic device may be taken on 
the additional motion to suspend the 
rules on which the Chair had post
poned further proceedings. 

AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1949 
AMENDMENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
unfinished business is the question of 
suspending the rules and passing the 
Senate bill, S. 2151, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the 
Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
PANETTA] that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 2151, 
as amended. 

The question was taken. 
RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic 

device, and there were-ayes 360, noes 
39, not voting 33, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Akaka 
Alexander 
Anderson 
Andrews 
Annunzio 
Anthony 
Applegate 
Asp in 
Atkins 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barnard 
Bartlett 
Bateman 
Bates 
Beilenson 
Bennett 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Berman 
Bevill 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bliley 
Boehlert 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bonker 
Borski 
Bosco 
Boucher 
Boxer 
Brennan 
Brooks 
Brown <CA> 
Bruce 
Bryant 
Buechner 
Bunning 
Burton 
Bustamante 
Byron 
Callahan 
Campbell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Carr 
Chapman 
Clarke 
Clement 
Coats 
Coble 
Coelho 
Coleman <MO> 
Coleman <TX> 

[Roll No. 32] 

AYES-360 
Collins 
Combest 
Conte 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Coughlin 
Courter 
Coyne 
Craig 
Crockett 
Darden 
Daub 
Davis <MI> 
de la Garza 
DeFazio 
Dellums 
Derrick 
De Wine 
Dicks 
Ding ell 
DioGuardi 
Donnelly 
Dorgan (ND) 
Dowdy 
Downey 
Duncan 
Durbin 
Dwyer 
Dymally 
Dyson 
Early 
Eckart 
Edwards <CA> 
Edwards <OK> 
Emerson 
English 
Erdreich 
Espy 
Evans 
Fascell 
Fazio 
Feighan 
Fish 
Flake 
Flippo 
Florio 
Foglietta 
Foley 
Ford <TN) 
Frank 
Frenzel 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Gallo 
Garcia 
Gaydos 

Gejdenson 
Gibbons 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Glickman 
Gonzalez 
Goodling 
Gordon 
Gradison 
Grandy 
Grant 
Gray <PA) 
Green 
Guarini 
Gunderson 
Hall <OH> 
Hall <TX> 
Hamilton 
Hammerschmidt 
Harris 
Hastert 
Hatcher 
Hawkins 
Hayes <IL> 
Hayes <LA> 
Hefley 
Hefner 
Henry 
Hertel 
Hiler 
Hochbrueckner 
Holloway 
Hopkins 
Horton 
Houghton 
Howard 
Hoyer 
Hubbard 
Huckaby 
Hughes 
Hunter 
Hutto 
Hyde 
Inhofe 
Jacobs 
Jeffords 
Jenkins 
Johnson <CT> 
Johnson <SD> 
Jones <NC> 
Jones <TN> 
Jontz 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kasich 
Kastenmeier 
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Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Kildee 
Kleczka 
Kolbe 
Kolter 
Konnyu 
Kostmayer 
LaFalce 
Lagomarsino 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
Leach <IA> 
Leath <TX> 
Lehman<CA> 
Lehman<FL> 
Lent 
Levin <MD 
Levine <CA> 
Lewis<GA> 
Lloyd 
Lott 
Lowery <CA> 
Lowry<WA> 
Luken, Thomas 
Lukens, Donald 
Lungren 
MacKay 
Madigan 
Manton 
Markey 
Marlenee 
Martin UL> 
Martin <NY> 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mavroules 
Mazzoli 
McCloskey 
McCurdy 
McDade 
McGrath 
McHugh 
McMillan<NC> 
McMillen <MD> 
Mfume 
Michel 
Miller(CA> 
Miller <OH> 
Miller <WA> 
Min eta 
Moakley 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moody 
Morella 
Morrison <CT> 
Morrison <WA> 
Murtha 
Myers 
Nagle 
Natcher 
Neal 
Nichols 
Nowak 

Archer 
Armey 
Barton 
Broomfield 
Brown <CO> 
Cheney 
Crane 
Dannemeyer 
Davis <IL> 
DeLay 
Dickinson 
Dornan <CA> 
Dreier 
Fa well 

Oakar 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olin 
Ortiz 
Owens<NY> 
Owens<UT> 
Packard 
Panetta 
Parris 
Pashayan 
Patterson 
Pease 
Pelosi 
Penny 
Pepper 
Perkins 
Petri 
Pickett 
Pickle 
Porter 
Price <IL> 
Price <NC> 
Pursell 
Quillen 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Rhodes 
Richardson 
Rinaldo 
Ritter 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rodino 
Roe 
Rogers 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Roth 
Roukema 
Rowland <CT> 
Rowland <GA> 
Roybal 
Russo 
Sabo 
Saiki 
Sawyer 
Schaefer 
Scheuer 
Schneider 
Schroeder 
Schuette 
Schulze 
Schumer 
Sharp 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shuster 
Sikorski 
Sisisky 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slattery 

NOES-39 
Fields 
Gekas 
Gregg 
Hansen 
Herger 
Ireland 
Kyl 
Latta 
Livingston 
Lujan 
McCandless 
McCollum 
McEwen 
Meyers 
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Slaughter <NY> 
Slaughter <VA> 
Smith <FL> 
Smith <IA> 
Smith<NE> 
Smith <NJ> 
Smith<TX> 
Smith, Robert 

<OR> 
Snowe 
Solarz 
Spence 
Spratt 
StGermain 
Staggers 
Stallings 
Stangeland 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Studds 
Sundquist 
Sweeney 
Swift 
Swindall 
Synar 
Tallon 
Tauke 
Tauzin 
Taylor 
Thomas<CA> 
Thomas<GA> 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Traxler 
Udall 
Upton 
Valentine 
VanderJagt 
Vento 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Walgren 
Watkins 
Waxman 
Weber 
Weiss 
Weldon 
Wheat 
Whittaker 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wise 
Wolf 
Wolpe 
Wyden 
Wylie 
Yates 
Yatron 
Young<AK> 
Young (FL) 

Moorhead 
Nielson 
Oxley 
Sensenbrenner 
Shumway 
Skeen 
Smith, Denny 

<OR> 
Smith, Robert 

<NH> 
Solomon 
Stump 
Walker 

0 1610 
Mr. RITTER changed his vote from 

"no" to "aye." 
So <two-thirds having voted in favor 

thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the Senaie bill, as amended, was 
passed. 

The result of the vote was an
nounced as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PROVIDING FOR EXPENSES OF 
INVESTIGATIONS AND STUDIES 
BY STANDING AND SELECT 
COMMITTEES 
Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, by di

rection of the Committee on House 
Administration, I call up a privileged 
resolution <H. Res. 388) providing 
amounts from the contingent fund of 
the House for the expenses of investi
gations and studies by standing and 
select committees of the House in the 
2d session of the 100th Congress, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

H. RES. 388 
Resolved, That there shall be paid out of 

the contingent fund of the House in accord
ance with this primary expense resolution 
not more than the amount specified in sec
tion 2 for investigations and studies by each 
committee named in such section, including 
expenses-

(1) in the case of a committee named in 
section 3, for procurement of consultant 
services under section 202(i) of the Legisla
tive Reorganization Act of 1946; and 

<2> in the case of a committee named in 
section 4, for provision of assistance for 
members of professional staff in obtaining 
specialized training under section 202(j) of 
such Act. 

and Committee on Ways and Means, 
$3,328,000. 

SEc. 3. (a) Of the amounts provided for in 
section 2, each committee named in subsec
tion (b) may use not more than the amount 
specified in such subsection for consultant 
services under paragraph < 1 > of the first sec
tion. 

(b) The committees and amounts referred 
to in subsection <a> are: Committee on 
Armed Services, $40,000; Select Committee 
on Children, Youth, and Families, $5,000; 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 
$13,000; Committee on Education and 
Labor, $80,178; Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, $25,000; Committee on House 
Administration, $75,000; Committee on 
House Administration-House Information 
Systems, $400,000; Permanent Select Com
mittee on Intelligence, $5,000; Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs, $3,000; Com
mittee on the Judiciary, $150,000; Commit
tee on Post Office and Civil Service, $50,000; 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technol
ogy, $10,000; Committee on Standards of Of
ficial Conduct, $300,000; Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs, $31,500; and Committee on 
Ways and Means, $10,000. 

SEc. 4. (a) Of the amounts provided for in 
section 2, each committee named in subsec
tion (b) may use not more than the amount 
specified in such subsection for specialized 
training under paragraph (2) of the first 
section. 

(b) The committees and amounts referred 
to in subsection <a> are: Select Committee 
on Aging, $3,400; Committee on Armed 
Services, $8,000; Committee on the District 
of Columbia, $2,500; Committee on Educa
tion and Labor, $10,000; Committee on Gov
ernment Operations, $1,000; Committee on 
House Administration, $10,000; Committee 
on House Administration-House Informa
tion Systems, $180,000; Committee on Inte
rior and Insular Affairs, $2,000; Committee 
on the Judiciary, $3,000; Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service, $10,000; Committee 
on Rules, $1,000; Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology, $6,000; Committee 
on Standards of Official Conduct, $3,000; 
and Committee on Veterans' Affairs, $2,500. 

SEc. 5. In addition to the amount made 
available under section 2, there shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House not 
more than $811,320 for investigations and 
studies by the Committee on the Judiciary 
(to be available only with respect to judicial 
impeachment>. any of which may be used 
for consultant services. Notwithstanding 
section 202(i) of the Legislative Reorganiza
tion Act of 1946, or any other law, or any 
rule, regulation, or other authority, selec
tion of consultants under this section shall 
be carried out by the Chairman of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

SEc. 6. The Committee on House Adminis
tration-

NOT VOTING-33 

SEc. 2. The committees and amounts re
ferred to in the first section are: Select 
Committee on Aging, $1,463,229; Committee 
on Agriculture, $1,639,720; Committee on 
Armed Services, $2,146,214; Committee on 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs, 
$3,307,321; Select Committee on Children, 
Youth, and Families, $801,463; Committee 
on the District of Columbia, $357,072; Com
mittee on Education and Labor, $3,517 ,029; 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
$4,857 ,587; Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
$2,923,920; Committee on Government Op
erations, $2,834,542; Committee on House 
Administration, $1,110,000; Committee on 
House Administration-House Information 
Systems, $7 ,200,000; Select Committee on 
Hunger, $603,993; Permanent Select Com
mittee on Intelligence, $58,000; Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs, $1,741,540; 
Committee on the Judiciary, $2,177,243; 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher
ies, $2,008,073; Select Committee on Narcot
ics Abuse and Control, $637,240; Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service, $1,524,575; 
Committee on Public Works and Transpor
tation, $2,226,710; Committee on Rules, 
$655,000; Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, $2, 709,953; Committee on 
Small Business, $930,600; Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct, $400,000; 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs, $614,215; 

(1) shall, through House Information Sys
tems, develop, operate, maintain, and im
prove computer and information services for 
the House, including direct computer and 
information systems support for Members, 
committees, administrative offices, and 
other governmental entities, and shall con
duct necessary investigations and studies of 
such services; 

AuCoin 
Badham 
Blagg! 
Bonior 
Boulter 
Chandler 
Chappell 
Clay 
Clinger 
Dixon 
Ford <MD 

Gephardt 
Gray <IL> 
Kemp 
Leland 
Lewis <CA> 
Lewis <FL> 
Lightfoot 
Lipinski 
Mack 
Mica 
Molinari 

Mrazek 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Ray 
Ridge 
Savage 
Saxton 
Stokes 
Stratton 
Vucanovich 
Wortley 

<2> is authorized to receive reimbursement 
for services under paragraph < 1 > and to 
expend amounts so reimbursed in accord
ance with policies of the committee; and 

(3) is authorized to provide for profession
al development programs, office and person
nel management consultation services, and 
periodic publication of handbooks, guides, 
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bulletins, and other items necessary for the 
House. 

SEc. 7. Payments under this resolution 
shall be made on vouchers authorized by 
the committee involved, signed by the chair
man of such committee, and approved by 
the Committee on House Administration. 

SEc. 8. Amounts shall be available under 
this resolution for investigations and studies 
carried out during the period beginning at 
noon on January 3, 1988, and ending imme
diately before noon on January 3, 1989. 

SEc. 9. Amounts made available under this 
resolution shall be expended in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the Commit
tee on House Administration. 

Mr. GAYDOS (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
COMMITTEE AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A 

SUBSTITUTE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substi
tute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment in the nature of a 

substitute: Strike out all after the resolving 
clause and insert: 

H. REs. 388 
Resolved, That there shall be paid out of 

the contingent fund of the House in accord
ance with this primary expense resolution 
not more than the amount specified in sec
tion 2 for investigations and studies by each 
committee named in such section, including 
expenses-

< 1) in the case of a committee named in 
section 3, for procurement of consultant 
services under section 202(i) of the Legisla
tive Reorganization Act of 1946; and 

<2> in the case of a committee named in 
section 4, for provision of assistance for 
members of professional staff in obtaining 
specialized training under section 202(j) of 
such Act. 

SEc. 2. The committees and amounts re
ferred to in the first section are: Select 
Committee on Aging, $1,388,367; Committee 
on Agriculture, $1,611,111; Committee on 
Armed Services, $1,657,528; Committee on 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs, 
$3,092,883; Select Committee on Children, 
Youth, and Families, $688,308; Committee 
on the District of Columbia, $298,609; Com
mittee on Education and Labor, $3,250,922; 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
$4,756,248; Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
$2,748,528; Committee on Government Op
erations, $2,731,633; Committee on House 
Administration, $1,109,634; Committee on 
House Administration-House Information 
Systems, $7 ,200,000; Select Committee on 
Hunger, $588,995; Permanent Select Com
mittee on Intelligence, $58,000; Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs, $1,670,958; 
Committee on the Judiciary, $1,923,722; 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher
ies, $1,974,493; Select Committee on Narcot
ics Abuse and Control, $632,892; Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service, $1,495,536; 
Committee on Public Works and Transpor
tation, $2,152,890; Committee on Rules, 
$583,984; Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, $2,220,240; Committee on 
Small Business, $925,808; Committee on 

Standards of Official Conduct, $400,000; 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs, $560,932; 
and Committee on Ways and Means, 
$3,326,487. 

SEc. 3. (a) Of the amounts provided for in 
section 2, each committee named in subsec
tion (b) may use not more than the amount 
specified in such subsection for consultant 
services under paragraph < 1) of the first sec
tion. 

<b> The committees and amounts referred 
to in subsection (a) are: Committee on 
Armed Services, $40,000; Select Committee 
on Children, Youth, and Families, $5,000; 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 
$13,000; Committee on Education and 
Labor, $80,178; Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, $25,000; Committee on House 
Administration, $75,000; Committee on 
House Administration-House Information 
Systems, $400,000; Permanent Select Com
mittee on Intelligence, $5,000; Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs, $3,000; Com
mittee on the Judiciary, $150,000; Commit
tee on Post Office and Civil Service, $50,000; 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technol
ogy, $10,000; Committee on Standards of Of
ficial Conduct, $300,000; Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs, $31,500; and Committee on 
Ways and Means, $10,000. 

SEc. 4. <a> Of the amounts provided for in 
section 2, each committee named in subsec
tion (b) may use not more than the amount 
specified in such subsection for specialized 
training under paragraph < 2) of the first 
section. 

(b) The committees and amounts referred 
to in subsection <a> are: Committee on 
Armed Service, $8,000; Committee on the 
District of Columbia, $2,500; Committee on 
Education and Labor, $10,000; Committee 
on Government Operations, $1,000; Commit
tee on House Administration, $10,000; Com
mittee on House Administration-House In
formation Systems, $180,000; Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs, $2,000; Com
mittee on the Judiciary, $3,000; Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service, $10,000; 
Committee on Rules, $1,000; Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology, $6,000; 
Committee on Standards of Official Con
duct, $3,000; and Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs, $2,500. 

SEc. 5. In addition to the amount made 
available under section 2, there shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House not 
more than $350,000 for investigations and 
studies by the Committee on the Judiciary 
<to be available only with respect to judicial 
impeachment), any of which may be used 
for procurement of consultant services 
under section 202(i) of the Legislative Reor
ganization Act of 1946. 

SEc. 6. The Committee on House Adminis
tration-

<1> shall, through House Information Sys
tems, develop, operate, maintain, and im
prove computer and information services for 
the House, including direct computer and 
information systems support for Members, 
committees, administrative offices, and 
other governmental entities, and shall con
duct necessary investigations and studies of 
such services; 

(2) is authorized to receive reimbursement 
for services under paragraph (1) and to 
expend amounts so reimbursed in accord
ance with policies of the committee; and 

(3) is authorized to provide for profession
al development programs, office and person
nel management consultation services, and 
periodic publication of handbooks, guides, 
bulletins, and other items necessary for the 
House. 

SEc. 7. Payments under this resolution 
shall be made on vouchers authorized by 
the committee involved, signed by the chair
man of such committee, and approved by 
the Committee on House Administration. 

SEc. 8. Amounts shall be available under 
this resolution for investigations and studies 
carried out during the period beginning at 
noon on January 3, 1988, and ending imme
diately before noon on January 3, 1989. 

SEc. 9. Amounts made available under this 
resolution shall be expended in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the Commit
tee on House Administration. 

SEc. 10. The Committee on House Admin
istration shall have authority to make ad
justments in amounts for investigations and 
studies under sections 2 and 5, if necessary 
to comply with an order of the President 
issued under section 252(a) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 or to conform to any reduction in 
appropriations for the purposes of such sec
tions 2 and 5. 

Mr. GAYDOS <during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GAYDOS] is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to the gen
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. FRENZEL], 
the ranking minority member of the 
Committee on House Administration, 
for purposes of debate only, pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume with the understanding 
that any additional time which I may 
yield will be subject to the specific lim
itation for debate purposes only. 

Before explaining this amendment, I 
wish to thank all of the members of 
the Accounts Subcommittee for their 
hard work in considering each budget 
request from the respective commit
tees. Attendance at each of the ses
sions was excellent. The product 
which I present to the full committee 
has the support of a united committee. 
It is not perfect, but it does reflect the 
best possible agreement that could be 
crafted in the spirit of reasonable com
promise. 

In particular, I wish to thank the mi
nority members of the subcommittee, 
BOB BADHAM, BILL THOMAS, PAT RoB
ERTS, and BARBARA VUCANOVICH for 
their diligent and thoughtful work. 
BILL THOMAS and PAT ROBERTS must 
clearly be singled out for their attend
ance and discerning analyses. Their 
work was exceptional. Additionally, I 
am grateful to BILL FRENZEL for par
ticipating ex officio in the subcommit
tee's budget review process. He played 
a significant role in constructing this 
agreement. In my judgment, the mi
nority members made constructive and 
significant contributions to the poli
cies which guided our deliberations. 
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On the majority side, AL SWIFT, 

MARY ROSE 0AKAR, TONY COELHO, BILL 
CLAY, SAM GEJDENSON, and JoE KoLTER 
are to be lauded for their effective 
participation on the subcommittee. 
Additionally, I wish to thank Chair
man ANNUNZIO for his participation in 
the markup and his consultations 
during the whole budget review proc
ess. He is our distinguished leader and 
his wisdom is always appreciated. In 
particular, I wish to commend him for 
submitting the best budget ever for 
HIS. This budget was $178,998 below 
the 1987 authorization, and it repre
sents a very responsible amount at a 
time when our total available financial 
resources are limited. 

Furthermore, I wish to thank all the 
chairmen and ranking minority mem
bers from the respective committees 
and their staffs. Their cooperation 
with the Accounts Subcommittee en
abled us to evaluate all the budgetary 
requests in a thorough and timely 
manner. In particular, I commend the 
committee chairmen this year for sub
mitting very reasonable and responsi
ble budgets. The majority of the com
mittees requested increases which 
were below 7 percent. In fact, the total 
of all the requests for 1988 was 
$225,422 less than the total of all the 
requests for 1987. We are now witness
ing a very responsible trend in com
mittee budgeting. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute is the product of 
the deliberations of the Subcommittee 
on Accounts over each committee's 
budgetary request. The subcommit
tee's proposed amendment was subse
quently adopted unanimously without 
change by the full Committee on 
House Administration. It represents a 
truly bipartisan agreement. The com
mittee amendment provides a total au
thorization of $49,398,708 for investi
gations and studies by all standing and 
select committees of the House of 
Representatives with the exception of 
the Committees on Appropriations 
and the Budget for 1988. Of this total 
amount, $350,000 is specifically au
thorized for the Committee on the Ju
diciary to be available only for studies 
and investigations with respect to judi
cial impeachment. 

This year the sum of all the budget 
requests from the committees was 
$52,584,559. The total authorization 
for 1987 was $48,207,433. Therefore, 
the total amount approved by the sub
committee for 1988 is only $1,191,275 
or 2.47 percent over the total 1987 au
thorization. Furthermore, this ap
proved amount is $3,185,851 less than 
the sum of all the amounts requested 
by the committees in their original 
resolutions for 1988. Additionally, the 
1988 authorization is only 2.89 percent 
over the total amount authorized for 
1985, the year prior to the first and 
only Gramm-Rudman sequestration. 

In fact, the 1988 authorization is 
only 0.47 percent over the 2-percent 
COLA that most Federal employees, 
including congressional employees, are 
eligible to receive. Compared to the 
rate of inflation, the 1988 authoriza
tion's percentage increase of 2.47 per
cent is below the two leading inflation 
indicators for 1988. Specifically, it is 
1.03 percent below the projected 1988 
GNP price deflator of 3.5 percent and, 
also, it is 1.83 percent below the pro
jected 1988 Consumer Price Index of 
4.3 percent. Both of these inflation 
rates are based on OMB estimates. 

Compared to 1980, the 1988 authori
zation represents only a 12.25 percent 
increase. As a result, over the 8-year 
period from 1981 through 1988, the av
erage annual growth rate would be a 
mere 1.53 percent if the pending 
amendment is adopted. Additionally, 
over the 4-year period from 1985 
through 1988, the 1988 authorization 
represents an average annual growth 
rate of 1.95 percent. Such growth rates 
do not appear to be excessive or unrea
sonable. 

In making its determinations, the 
subcommittee did not use any set 
mathematical formula. Instead, it 
evaluated each budget proposal on its 
own merits. Proposed spending levels 
in each of the respective budget cate
gories were examined very closely. The 
final product attempted to direct most 
of the large increases to the major leg
islative standing committees, such as 
Ways and Means, Banking, Agricul
ture, Energy and Commerce, and For
eign Affairs. Furthermore, a judgment 
was made to treat four select commit
tees uniformly by providing them with 
only a 2-percent increase based on the 
2-percent COLA. 

Additionally, since, for the fiscal 
year beginning on October 1, 1988, the 
appropriations level has not been es
tablished, and since the possibility of 
sequestration does exist, the amend
ment provides authority for the Com
mittee on House Administration to 
make adjustments in the authorized 
amounts if necessary to comply with 
an order of the President issued under 
section 252(a) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 
1985, or to conform to any reduction 
in the applicable appropriations. Simi
lar authority was granted to this com
mittee through the 1986 and 1987 om
nibus primary expense resolutions. 

On the subject of discrimination 
based on gender in the determination 
of compensation for committee em
ployees, I wish to indicate that the 
provisions of clause 9 of House rule 43 
govern such determinations. Enforce
ment of this clause is within the juris
diction of the Committee on Stand
ards of Official Conduct. However, as 
chairman of the Subcommittee on Ac
counts, I have encouraged the commit
tee chairmen and the ranking minori
ty members to review their compensa-

tion practices on a continuing basis to 
assure that there is no prohibited dis
crimination. This encouragement was 
made on the record during the hear
ings on the individual primary expense 
resolutions, and in the annual budget 
review meetings between the staff of 
the Accounts Subcommittee and the 
staff directors of the respective com
mittees. During the past 4 years im
provements have been made. More and 
more women are occupying key policy
making positions at the subcommittee 
and full committee levels. For exam
ple, women hold the position of staff 
director on the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor, the Select Committee 
on Children, Youth and Families, and 
the Select Committee on Hunger. On 
the Committee on House Administra
tion, the minority staff director is a 
woman. And a woman holds the posi
tion as general counsel to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. These are but a 
few of many examples indicating sub
stantial progress. 

Finally, I urge my colleagues to vote 
in favor of the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute and the 
resolution. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 

may consume to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ANNUNZIO], our full com
mittee chairman, who has been so sen
sitive to our needs and so cooperative. 

Mr. ANNUNZIO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of the amended resolution. 
I want to commend my distinguished 
colleague, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. GAYDOS], for his hard 
work and dedication in accomplishing 
this delicate and demanding task. The 
Subcommittee on Accounts has an ex
cellent record of holding the line in 
these days of budget constraints. At 
the same time, every committee's pri
mary needs have been funded. 

We could all use more money, and 
with the additional funds, do a more 
thorough job. But these are constrain
ing times, and we all have to do our 
part. And in that regard, I want to 
thank the chairmen of each standing 
and select committee for working 
within these limitations. 

I also want to commend the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. FRENZEL], 
who is the ranking minority member 
of the full committee, and the gentle
man from California [Mr. BADHAMJ, 
who is the ranking minority member 
on the subcommittee, for their hard 
work, and willingness to compromise 
and accommodate. And I would be 
remiss if I didn't also compliment the 
committee's staff for its diligence and 
professionalism. 

Turning for a moment to the resolu
tion, the committee amendment repre
sents a crucial compromise on the allo
cation for available funds. In this day 
of deficits, its a resolution we can all 
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live with. We have held the line by an 
overall increase of only 2.47 percent. I 
repeat-2.47 percent. 

I hope the day will arrive, and I 
hope it will be soon, when we don't 
have to pinch every penny. But with 
the continuing high Federal deficit, we 
have little choice. We must all do our 
part. 

This funding resolution will provide 
basic resources to ensure the continu
ation of the essential activities of the 
House during the second session of the 
lOOth Congress. Let's all be mindful of 
our responsibilities, and resourceful in 
our use of these funds, and put these 
constraints behind us. 

I urge your support vote aye. 
Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Alaska [Mr. YouNG]. 

<By unanimous consent Mr. YouNG 
of Alaska was allowed to speak out of 
order.) 

CLOSING OF THE PANAMA CANAL PIPELINE 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 
I have been notified as the Congress
man from Alaska that the Trans Alas
kan Panama Canal Pipeline has been 
shut down as of 25 minutes ago. That 
means that there are approximately 
500,000 barrels of oil that cannot be 
and will not be delivered to the east 
coast. It is, in fact, a protest against 
Noriega by the electrical workers that 
run the pipeline. 

We have not been notified of the 
effect on the Panama Canal, but I 
would like the body to know that if 
this is, in fact, reality for a long period 
of time that there can be a shortage of 
crude oil that is delivered to the east 
coast. 

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
30 seconds to the distinguished gentle
man from New York [Mr. GILMAN]. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
FRENZEL] for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GAYDos], the distinguished chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Accounts, and 
the ranking minority member for 
bringing this measure to the floor in 
this manner. 

I rise in strong support of the meas
ure and particularly on behalf of the 
Select Committee on Narcotics Abuse 
and Control. 

As my colleagues know, it is a very 
critical issue and we welcome the sup
port we are receiving from the com
mittee and from the entire House, and 
I urge my colleagues to support this 
measure. 

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

First of all, I want to endorse the 
statement made by the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GAYDOS], the chairman of the Sub
committee on Accounts, and the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ANNUNZIO], 

the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on House Administration. 

Mr. Speaker, I agree with the facts 
as they have been presented, and I 
agree with the recommendation of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GAYDos] on the bill. The minority has 
worked hard with the majority on this 
bill, was given full rights of represen
tation, had a chance to help in putting 
the bill together, and as a result, we 
believe that we have made a construc
tive contribution to the bill and that 
the bill is a good one. 

We recommend it to all Members of 
the House knowing that there are 
some who would wish we were more 
frugal. I number myself among that 
group. 

There are some who would like to 
have more resources to do the vital 
work of the House of Representatives 
but unfortunately we do not have 
enough resources to take care of that 
group. 

Mr. Speaker, this budget resolution 
in the past has been a matter of con
tention in the House. Under the in
spired leadership, however, of the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ANNUNZIO] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. GAYDOS] we have taken the con
tention at least out of the process up 
to this stage. We have found a way to 
work together. 

It would be my fervent hope that 
sometime we could bring a resolution 
to the floor that would be a real freeze 
or a real reduction, but until that glo
rious day arrives, I must say this is a 
pretty good substitute and represents 
a fine piece of work by the committee. 

I am going to have more to say 
about this bill later when other Mem
bers have had a chance to express 
themselves. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BROOKS]. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of House Resolution 388, 
which will provide funding for the 
committees of the House for the 
second session of the lOOth Congress. 
The Committee on House Administra
tion has scrutinized the individual 
committees' funding requests very 
carefully and has brought to the floor 
a prudent measure that will permit 
the committees to operate in an effi
cient and cost effective manner. 

Mr. Speaker, the committees of this 
House play the central role in this 
body's discharge of its responsibility 
under our Constitution to legislate and 
oversee the activities and programs of 
the Federal Government. Clearly, if 
the House is to fulfill its proper role, 
our committees must have available 
adequate resources to do the job. 

In carrying out its duty to monitor 
the operation of the programs that it 
has authorized, and when necessary 
changing that authority through fur
ther legislation, the Congress helps to 
improve the efficiency of Government 
operations and thereby saves the tax
payer's dollars. In this light, the funds 
that we are considering today for oper
ations of the committees of the House 
can be considered prudent invest
ments. 

I personally can cite for you one in
stance in which oversight activity by 
the Government Operations Commit
tee resulted in increased revenues to 
the Federal Government amounting to 
a sum greater than the figure we are 
requesting for the committee for the 
entire year. The Government Oper
ations Committee paid for itself with 
that one case, and we and the other 
committees of the House can continue 
to do so if we have sufficient re
sources. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 388 
represents an increase of only 2% per
cent over the total amount that was 
authorized for 1987. It deserves the 
support of all the Members of this 
body, and I urge its adoption. 

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the distinguished gentle
man from California, Mr. THOMAS, a 
member of the Accounts Subcommit
tee. 

Mr. THOMAS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I am glad to rise in support 
of House Resolution 388, our commit
tee funding resolution for 1988. First 
of all, I would like to thank our ac
counts subcommittee chairman, Mr. 
GAYDOS of Pennsylvania, for all of his 
dedication and guidance during this 
process. It is not an easy process. Each 
committee budget request deserves 
careful consideration. Each committee 
has special needs. It is our job to 
ensure that those needs are met with 
appropriate funding amounts. Howev
er, it is also our job to determine the 
fat from the lean in these budget re
quests. The total amount requested 
from all committees <including stand
ing committees, select committees, and 
the House Information Systems) was 
$52,584,559 a 9.1-percent increase over 
what was authorized in 1987. We man
aged to cut the total request by over 
$3 million-$3,185,851 to be exact-and 
bring the total amount authorized for 
1988 down to $49,398,708 or a 2.47-per
cent increase over 1987's total authori
zation. 

We on the minority are particularly 
grateful to Mr. GAYDOS for the 
manner in which he conducted the 
hearing schedule. We felt included; we 
felt a part of the nuts and bolts that 
make up this budget process. In all the 
years I've served on this subcommit
tee, I have never felt it was a particu
larly partisan panel but this year was 
the best yet. The overall process was 
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very much a bipartisan, joint effort. 
Maybe there were a few committees I 
thought deserved a little more or a 
little less, and I'm sure there were 
members on the other side who had 
particular needs that differed from 
the final package but I think we all 
agree that it's the best we could do. I 
urge my colleagues to support House 
Resolution 388, the committee funding 
resolution for 1988. 

Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gentle
man from Illinois, [Mr. RosTENKow
SKI], the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Mr. ROSTENKOWSKI. Mr. Speak
er, I rise in strong support of the 
House committee funding resolution, 
House Resolution 388. This resolution 
provides funding for House commit
tees during the second session of the 
100th Congress. Overall, the resolu
tion provides an increase of only 2% 
percent over last year's authorization. 

As chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, I am naturally most 
familiar with those portions of the res
olution which affect my committee. 
The moneys provided by this resolu
tion will allow the Committee on Ways 
and Means to efficiently conduct its 
legislative and oversight responsibil
ities in the manner the House has 
come to expect. We have a record of 
fiscal restraint and continue to main
tain a major committee operation on a 
conservation budget. This funding res
olution provides a modest increase 
over last year's authorization for our 
committee. 

Our budget was developed carefully 
and with bipartisan cooperation. It is a 
conservative, realistic budget that was 
approved by the committee without a 
dissenting vote. 

The resolution before us today pro
vides necessary funds for the major 
committees in the House, allowing us 
to properly conduct committee busi
ness and fufill our legislative obliga
tions. I urge the Members to support 
the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to express my 
gratitude to the members of the House 
Administration Committee for their 
patience and understanding. One 
knows in this austere state in which 
we live the tedious job that you do, 
and I, as a chairman, recognize that 
and appreciate it. 

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
distinguished gentlewoman from 
Nevada, Mrs. VucANOVICH, a member 
of the subcommittee and the commit
tee. 

Mrs. VUCANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of House Resolution 
388 which provides funding for the ex
penses of investigation and studies by 
standing and select committees of the 
House in the second session of the 
100th Congress. 

This resolution represents a 2.47-per
cent increase over the 1987 authoriza
tion. This amount is approximately $3 
million less than the sum of all 
amounts requested by the committees 
in their original primary expense reso
lutions for 1988. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a modest in
crease and represents the very respon
sible action taken by the Committee 
on House Administration in this time 
of severe budget restraints. As a 
member of the Committee on House 
Administration I would like to com
mend Chairman ANNUNZIO, the gentle
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. GAYDOS, 
and the gentleman from Minnesota, 
Mr. FRENZEL for their hard work and 
their bipartisan effort in arriving at a 
fair and reasonable committee funding 
bill. 

As you are aware there is going to be 
a lot of belt tightening taking place 
around here in the next few months. 
In arriving at this modest funding in
crease, I believe that the members of 
the committee have demonstrated 
action that is both fair and responsi
ble. I hope that the other Members of 
this House will follow the example set 
by the distinguished colleagues on the 
committee and I urge that this resolu
tion be reported favorably today. 

Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gentle
man from Florida, Mr. FASCELL, chair
man of the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. 

Mr. F AS CELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of House Resolution 388, the 
committee funding resolution for 1988. 

I want to express my appreciation to 
the members of the Subcommittee on 
Accounts, and in particular, to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GAYDOS, chairman, for the outstand
ing job that he is doing under adverse 
circumstances. I also would like to 
take this opportunity to thank my col
league from Michigan, Mr. BROOM
FIELD, the ranking minority member of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee, for his 
cooperation and support during the 
budget process. May I also express my 
gratitude to the ranking minority 
members Mr. FRENZEL and the subcom
mittee members Mr. BADHAM and Mr. 
THOMAS. This bipartisan effort is most 
welcome and appreciated by all chair
men. 

I do not envy the task before the 
Subcommittee on Accounts. It had a 
limited amount of appropriated funds 
with which to work in order to insure 
that the authorization did not exceed 
the appropriation. It is my under
standing that the situation was fur
ther complicated as it became neces
sary to fund the Iran-Contra Select 
Committee through March, and the 
Judiciary Committee had a special re
quirement for additional funds to be 
used with respect to judicial impeach
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, I am, of course, disap
pointed that the amount authorized 
for the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
falls substantially short of our original 
request, as every effort was made to 
keep that request as low as possible in 
light of the heavy agenda before the 
committee. In particular, the commit
tee will need to continue its extensive 
oversight in the area of arms control, 
where it has been very active in trying 
to integrate the many issues into a 
context of foreign policy and national 
security considerations. The war on il
legal drugs, international terrorism, 
base rights, and other issues, continue 
to occupy center stage. In addition, 
the committee has begun an exhaus
tive review of the entire foreign assist
ance program and hopes to ascertain 
ways in which to make our foreign as
sistance program more effective. 

The amounts provided for in House 
Resolution 388 will most certainly re
quire belt tightening for all concerned. 
At the same time, I believe that under 
the current budgetary situation, the 
Committee on House Administration 
has delivered a funding resolution 
which is also fair to all concerned. I 
commend them once again for their 
endeavors. 

In closing, I urge the Members of 
the House to support House Resolu
tion 388, as reported from the Com
mittee on House Administration, so 
that we may go forward to discharge 
the respective responsibilities mandat
ed to us. 

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the distinguished gentle
man from Kansas [Mr. RoBERTS], a 
member of the subcommittee and the 
full committee. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I think this effort actu
ally reminds me of the old saying, 
"This is not the best possible bill, but, 
rather, the best bill possible under 
very, very difficult circumstances." 

What we are really talking about 
here is a 2.47-percent increase in com
mittee funding, and I think probably 
members of the subcommittee will tell 
you that this Member worked very 
hard for a freeze, in some cases for a 
reduction in funding, especially in 
regard to select committees, and I will 
live, I guess, to fight another day. 

Sometimes even though you are the 
duty Doberman pinscher, there comes 
a time when you recognize the sub
committee did the very best job possi
ble. 

I want to tell all of my colleagues 
who actually bookshelved themselves 
in the fiscal conservative category or 
maybe library that this is the best job 
the subcommittee has done since I 
have had the privilege of serving on 
the House Administration Committee. 
I think this has been due in large part 
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to the fair and the reasonable effort of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. AN
NUNZIO], the chairman, and the leader
ship and the bipartisan efforts in 
behalf of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. GAYDOS], chairman of the 
subcommittee, in working with the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. FREN
ZEL], and the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. THOMAS], and others on the 
subcommittee. These increases, for the 
most part, really reflect simply cost-of
living allowances, and that is all. That 
is all. 

That I would say to my colleagues in 
face of the various lion dens of the 
committee chairmen and all that is 
done around here in regard to the 
budget is, indeed, a real achievement. 

I recommend a yes vote on this reso
lution. 

Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. KoLTER] the newest 
member of our subcommittee, who has 
been so regular in his attendance and 
has worked so hard. This is his first 
assignment on our committee, and we 
really needed him. 

Mr. KOLTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been both an 
honor and an education for me to par
ticipate for the first time in the 
annual committee budget review proc
ess conducted by the Accounts Sub
committee. Chairman GAYDOS brings a 
funding resolution to the floor today 
which represents a truly bipartisan ap
proach to a very difficult task. The job 
of allocating_ funds to the standing and 
select committees of the House was 
particularly difficult this year because 
of a limited amount of resources, and 
a time of obvious need for fiscal aus
terity. On the other hand, during this 
atmosphere of austerity, there exist 
pressing demands for our committees 
to address the many urgent problems 
which are facing the country. So 
therein lies the problem: diminishing 
resources to meet those pressing de
mands. 

The approach to this problem adopt
ed by the Accounts Subcommittee was 
both rational and fair. The total ag
gregate increase which we are recom
mending is only 2.47 percent over 
1987's authorized level. This is enough 
for the committees to cover the 2 per
cent-pay comparability increase signed 
into law by the President, but not as 
much as the rate of inflation which is 
estimated to be 3.5 percent for calen
dar year 1988-0MB's figure. The 
major standing committees who dem
onstrated pressing needs were funded 
at slightly higher levels, but in no in
stance did a committee receive more 
than a 5 percent-increase over 1987's 
authorization. 

Clearly, the facts indicate that the 
era of soaring committee budgets is 
over. For example, as compared to 

1980, the recommendation before you 
today represents an increase of less 
than 2 percent per year in 8 years. 
This minimal amount of growth is all 
our committees have had to cope with 
the mind-boggling problems which we 
face. Such problems include the huge 
foreign and domestic deficits, the dete
rioration of our national infrastruc
ture, the demise of the family farms, 
the reduction of our manufacturing 
base, and the increasingly complex 
arena of foreign affairs. 

Our committees must have the re
sources available to adequately ad
dress these problems. At the same 
time, we must all live with the fact 
that such resources are dwindling and 
will continue to do so as we struggle to 
balance the budget. 

This, then, is the difficult task 
which was so ably met by Chairman 
GAYDOS and the Accounts Subcommit
tee. The amount of funds proposed to 
be authorized were not as high as 
some would have liked, and not low 
enough for others. But, the subcom
mittee structured a viable compromise 
in the best spirit of bipartisanship. I 
urge my colleagues to support the 
hard work and sound recommenda
tions of the Accounts Subcommittee. 

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the distinguished gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I guess one could say 
this is a reasonably responsible bill. It 
certainly is a reasonably responsible 
bill if we start with the premise that 
everything we are doing is absolutely 
necessary. I think that there probably 
would be about 2 in 100 Americans 
who would agree that everything we 
do around here is absolutely necessary 
and it needs a 2.47-percent boost. 

I guess it is a reasonably responsible 
bill if we agree that there is absolutely 
no place we can cut around here. I 
would guess that there are about 2 in 
100 Americans who would admit that 
there is absolutely no place in the 
Congress that we can cut. 

I think it is a reasonably responsible 
bill if we start with the premise that 
there are not places around here 
where we are overstaffed and over
funded. 
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And again I imagine there are about 

2 in 100 Americans who think there 
are not instances of overstaffing and 
overfunding in the U.S. Congress. 

It is a reasonably responsible bill as 
well if you do not think that there are 
some of our special committees that 
were created for temporary purposes 
and have achieved a degree of perma
nence unknown in the history of man. 

Some of us think that maybe we 
ought to take a look at those and 

could eliminate some of those and 
therefore reduce spending. 

But that is not my chief point here 
today because I think the committee 
has tried their best, has done some 
hard work. That is not my chief point. 

My chief point is this today: I am 
disappointed that we bring the bill to 
the floor under a process that does not 
allow for any amendments. I say that 
because we have a reasonably serious 
situation developing around here 
where Congress time and time again 
exempts itself from the laws that we 
pass that cover others. And when we 
try to correct that problem we find 
that the rules of the House are used to 
allow us to stay above the law. For ex
ample when we try to correct that 
problem in the bills that come before 
us, when we try to offer amendments 
to the bills that come before us that 
would include the Congress, we are 
told that those bills are not germane, 
that those amendments are not ger
mane because they deal with matters 
that are properly under the jurisdic
tion of the Committee on House Ad
ministration. 

However, when the Committee on 
House Administration brings a bill to 
the floor that we might properly 
amend to say that Congress ought to 
be covered by the laws of the land, 
then it is brought out under a process 
that does not allow for any amend
ments. 

So therefore we have no chance to 
get at it then. 

When the appropriations bills come 
to the floor we are told that is legisla
tion in an appropriations bill and so 
therefore you cannot cover it there. 

So this process is one which ends up 
allowing the Congress to continually 
keep itself above the law and not obey 
the laws that we require other people 
in the country to obey. 

I would suggest that maybe it would 
be a good idea one of these days for 
one of these bills to be brought to the 
floor in a way that it could be amend
ed, where we could deal with some of 
these issues. I think the American 
people are becoming increasingly dis
turbed by a Congress that takes the 
position that we are so arrogant, we 
are so privileged, we are so high
handed that none of the laws of the 
land that cover other people that we 
pass around here ought to apply to us. 

And I would hope that at some point 
that we would have the kind of proc
ess that would permit us to come to 
the floor and offer amendments that 
would say that which we require of 
others we should require of ourselves. 

I am disappointed we did not have a 
chance on this bill today. I would hope 
we would have the chance in the 
future. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 3 minutes. 
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Mr. Speaker, earlier in this discussion 

I expressed my approval of the bill and 
the process that created it and urged all 
Members to vote for it. Notwithstand
ing, I cannot help but agree with the 
previous speaker, the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
there are places where we could cut and 
I do not think anybody who has ever 
observed the Congress could be put in a 
position of disagreeing with that. 

However, the 2.47-percent increase, 
had it been applied to the overall 
budget of the United States for the 
fiscal year that we are now in, would 
have resulted in a saving of $35 billion. 

So I think it is fair to say at least in 
this one instance we are being sterner 
on ourselves and our work than we 
have been on the Republic at large. So 
perhaps that is at least some consola
tion at this time. 

As the distinguished subcommittee 
chairman has already indicated, our 
committee authorizations are about at 
the point they were in 1985, which is 
not all our doing. Some of it is the 
self-inflicted wounds of Gramm
Rudman. 

Nevertheless there are not a lot of 
spending areas that are still at the 
1985level. 

Committee 

Aging .......... .. .... . .... .. .................... .. ................. .. ...... ......... ............ .. 
Agriculture ...................... .. .... .. 
Armed Services.. .... . ............ .. ........ .... .............. . 

Mr. Speaker, we have talked about 
the good side of the bill; now I want to 
talk about some of the things that are 
usually not mentioned and are not 
quite as pleasant to talk about. 

The bill that we bring before the 
House today calls for spending of 
about $50 million for committee inves
tigative expenses. What is less well 
known-well, it calls for less than that, 
$46 million really. 

What is less well known is that there 
are a number of exemptions from the 
expenses authorized by the House 
Committee on House Administration. 

The first is the statutory expenses of 
every statutory committee which is al
lowed 30 employees, and those statuto
ry staff expenses amount to just about 
what we are bringing before you 
today. 

So you can double the amount of 
money that we are authorizing today 
and say that is the additional salary 
moneys required. 

In addition there are two commit
tees that are exempt from the purview 
of the Committee on House Adminis
tration, both of them, oddly enough, 
among the largest spenders of the con
gressional committees. 

The Committee on Appropriations 
receives $13 million in 1987 for its 

FUNDING FOR COMMITIEE INVESTIGATIVE STAFF 

staff work. The Committee on the 
Budget receives $5.8 million. 

Those are the top-spending and the 
third-spending committees of the 
House when one considers all ranges 
of expenditures. 

In addition there are certain print
ing expenses which are not assessed to 
the committees. Those amount to, 
over a year's time, or last year, to 
about a half-million dollars. 

Committees' foreign travel is also 
not included, although domestic travel 
is. There are also stenographic report
ing expenses that are not always re
ported because they are taken in other 
ways. 

My combined total which I will enter 
into the RECORD for these investigative 
expenses, the statutory salaries, the 
expenses of Appropriations and 
Budget Committee staffs and expendi
tures out of the contingency fund 
come to about $96 million. That is a 
lot of money and we want to be careful 
how we spend it. It is important that 
we know how we spend it. 

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to insert a table in the RECORD 
showing these full expenses of all the 
committees from 1984 through the au
thorized level in 1988. 

The document referred to is as fol
lows: 

1988 Recommended Recommended Amount request 1987 authorized 1988 request recommended percent dollar increase cut after markup increase 

$1,361,144 $1,463,229 $1,388,367 $27,223 2 $74,862 
1,549,145 1,639,720 1,611,111 61,966 4 28,609 

3 488,687 1,609,250 2,146,214 1,657,528 48,278 
2,976,788 3,307,321 3,092,883 116,095 3.90 214,438 Banking and Finance...... ...... .......... .. .... .. .. .................. .. 

674,812 801,463 688,308 13,496 2 113,155 
291,326 357,072 298,609 7,283 2.50 58,463 

3,125,887 3,517,029 3,250,922 125,035 4 266,107 
4,577,717 4,857,587 4,756,248 178,531 3.90 101,339 
2,655,583 2,923,920 2,748,528 92,945 3.50 175,392 
2,653,359 2,834,542 2,731,633 78,274 2.95 102,909 
1,062,359 1,110,000 1,109,634 47,275 4.45 366 

577,446 603,993 588,995 11,549 2 14,998 
58,000 58,000 58,000 0 0 0 

1,630,203 1,741,540 1,670,958 40,755 2.50 70,582 
1,877,727 2,177,243 1,923,722 45,995 2.45 253,521 
1,927,270 2,008,073 1,974,493 47,223 2.45 33,580 

620,482 637,240 632,892 12,410 2 4,348 
1,451,977 1,524,575 1,495,536 43,559 3 29,039 
2,090,184 2,226,710 2,152,890 62,706 3 73,820 

569,740 655,000 583,984 14,244 2.50 71,017 
2,163,977 2,709,953 2,220,240 56,263 2.60 489,713 

907,655 930,600 925,808 18,153 2 4,792 
400,000 400,000 400,000 0 0 0 
548,321 614,215 560,932 12,611 2.30 53,283 

3,168,083 3,328,000 3,326,487 158,404 5 1,513 
300,000 811,320 350,000 50,000 16.67 461,320 

Children........... ...... .. .... ......... .. .................... . ....... ................. .................... .. . 
District of Columbia ... .. ......... .. ................ . ... ............ .............................. ..... .... ...... .. .... ............ .. ...... .......... ..... . 
Education and Labor .............................. . .... ............. .. ........................ .. 
Energy and Commerce ........ .. .. . .. ............................ .. 
Foreign Affairs .......... .. .............................. .......... .... .... .................................... .. 
Government Operations ..... .. .... ......... ... ....... .... .......... . ........................ .................................... .. . 
House Administration. .... ... .... ................ . .. .......................... .. .......... .. 

~~~~i~ence ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ................. ..... ...... :::: ::: ................. .. 
Interior and Insular Affairs ................................................................................... .. 
Judiciary (less impeachment) ............ .. .... ...... .... ........ .. . ........ .. .............. . 
Merchant Marine ......... ............................. .. .................... ...... .. .. 
Narcotics .... .... ....... ......... ... ... . 
Post Office ........................... .. 
Public Works .. .. ....... .. .................. . 
Rules ..... .... ... ...................... .. 
Science and Technology ...... . 
Small Business .. ...... ....................... . 
Standards of Official Conduct ...... .. 
Veteran's Affairs ................................... .... ................ . 
Ways and Means ............................ .. 
Judiciary Impeachment.. .................. .. 

40,828,435 45,384,559 42,198,708 1,370,273 3.36 3,185,851 
7,378,998 7,200,000 7,200,000 (178,998) -2.43 0 House ln~~r~~W~n (~;;te~~).: :::::::: ::::: :::: ::: :::::: ::: ::::: ... 

Total .... .......... ... ..... ............................... ............. ...... ........................ . 48,207,433 52,584,559 49,398,708 1,191,275 2.47 3,185,851 

1988 RANKING BY PERCENT INCREASE 

Committee 
1988 Recommended Recommended 1987 authorized 1988 request recommended dollar increase percent increase after markup 

$3,168,083 $3,328,000 $3,326,487 $158,404 5 
1,062,359 1,110,000 1,109,634 47,275 4.45 
3,125,887 3,517,029 3,250,922 125,035 4 
1,549,145 1,639,720 1,611,111 61,966 4 
4,577,717 4,857,587 4,756,248 178,531 3.90 
2,976,788 3,307,321 3,092,883 116,095 3.90 
2,655,583 2,923,920 2,748,528 92,945 3.50 
2,090,184 2,226,710 2,152,890 62,706 3 
1,609,250 2,146,214 1,657,528 48,278 3 
1,451,977 1,524,575 1,495,536 43,559 3 

1 Ways and Means ........................................ .......... ......... ........ .... .. ...... .. ........................................................................................................ . 
2 House Administration ................... ............................................................... ....... .. 
3 Education and Labor ......................................................................................... .. 
4 Agriculture .. ....................... .. ..... ....... ........ .......... ........... ... .................................... . 
5 Ener~ and Commerce ................................. ................ ...... . 
6 Bankmg and Finance ..... .................... .. ...... .... ............ ...... .................................... .. 
7 Foreign Affairs ............... .......... ...... ............ .. .. .................................... .. 
8 Public Works ................ .. 
9 Armed Services ......................... .. .......................................... .. ........ .... .. . 

10 Post Office ...................... . 
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Committee 1987 authorized 

2,653,359 
2,163,977 
1,630,203 

11 Government Operati011s... ...... . ...... ...... .................. .......... .. ........ ............... .. ... . 

~~ ~~~~~ :~~ ~~~;~1~Waii5 :: : .. ::::::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ....... . . 
14 Rules ............................................................................. ...... ........... .. ......... .. ......... .. .. 569,740 
15 District of Columbia ......... .. .............. .... .... .......................... ......... .................... ............ .. ................................ .... .. 291,326 
16 Merchant Marine .................................... ....... ................... ........ ......... .. .... .......................................... . 1,927,270 

1,877,727 
548,321 ~~ ~~~~~~~s ~tfafr;~~~~~.~~~.~.:::::::::::: : :: : : ::::: : :: :::::: :: :: :: :: : : : :::::: :: :: ::: ::::::::: : : :: ::::::::::::::: : :::::::: ::: ::: : : : :::: : · ................................ ::::::::::::::::::::::: ... .. .. . 

1,361.144 
907,655 ~~ ~~hiisiiiesi : :: : ::: : :: :: ::: ::: :: ::: : :: :::: : :: :::: :: ::::: :::::::: :: : ::::::::: : :: :: ::::: : :: :: : : ::: : :::::::: :: : ::: : :: : :: ::::::: :::: : : : : : :: ::: ::::: .. . 

21 Children .................................. ... .. .. ..... ................ ... ......................... ........... ...... ... .... ..................................................... .. ...... ............... . 674,812 
22 Narcotics ... ....... ...... ... .......... ....................... ........... ............... .. .. ..... .......... ..... .. . 620,482 

577.446 
400,000 ~~ ~~nn~~rds .. oi'OificYai"CiindiicC:::::::: ::: ::::: ::::::::::::::::::: .. :::·· ·· .................. ..... .............. ::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: ...... . 

25 Intelligence .... ........................ . ......... ......................... ........ .... ................... . 58,000 

1988 RANKING BY DOLLAR INCREASE 

Committee 1987 authorized 

$4,577,717 
3,168,083 ~ ~iWa~~dM~~~e.~~.: : :::: :::::::::::::: : : : ::: : : :::::::: :: : : : ::::::::::::::: :: ... . ... . ........................ . 

3 Education and Labor .................. ........ ........................ ......... .. ..... . 3,125,887 
2,976.788 
2,655,583 
2,653,359 i ~f~:~~;i~~~:":~:: :: ::::::: :: :::: :::::: :::: : :::: :: : : : : : : : :: ::::::::::: :: ::::::::: :: ::: ::: ::: : : : : : ::::: : :::: .. 

7 Public Works ......................... .................................. .. .. ................ ........ ...... .............. .................... .... .. .. ... .. .. .. ... ...... .............. .. 2,090,184 
8 Agriculture............................ ........... ..... ................... .. .. ..... ........ .. ... ................... .... ..... . .. ................... .. ... .. . 1,549,145 

2,163,977 
1,609,250 1 ~ ~::ce ~~~~hnology ... : .:· .. : : .. ::: ...... ....... :. ·:: .. .. :: . . :::· .::: ..... : .. . 

11 House Administration... .. ... ...... .................................. .. .... .. .. ........ . ............................. ............................... .. 1,062,359 
12 Merchant Marine ..... . . . . ...... . . . ......... .... . . . . ................ .. ......... ....... ... . . ............ .. .... . . .. . ... . . . .... .. . 1,927,270 

1,877.727 
1.451,977 ll ~~~i~i~~~.~.~~~~~~e~~.~.:: : :: : ::::: : : : : : :: :: : : :: :: : : :::: :: : ::: :: : ::::::: : ::: : :::::::::::::::::: :::::: ::::::::::: : :::::::: : : : :::::::::: 

15 Interior and Insular Affairs .................... ......................... .......... ................ .......................... . 1,630,203 
1,361,144 

907,655 ~~ ~~~ ·siisiness: :::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .. ::::::··::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: .. :: ............ ...... .......... . 
18 Rules ....... .. .. .... ..... ......... ......... ........ .... ... ............ ................................... .. ... .. ..... .. ............. . 569,740 
19 Children ............... .......... .......... .................... ...... ... .................... ..... . ... ....... ..... ....... . 674,812 

548,321 
620,482 
577,446 
291 ,326 

20 Veteran's Affairs......... .. ......... .. .. ..... .. ......... .. ........ ................ .. .. . 
21 Narcotics .. .. .. ...... .. .. .. .. ... ... .. .. ............................ ... .. .... . 

n ~~~~~\"oi'coiiiiiiiiia .:: :: ::::· :::::::::::::::::: :: :::::::::::::::::""' 
2 4 Intelligence ..... . . .......... ..... . . . ............. .... .. .... . .... . . . . .. . .. ... . ...... ... . . . ..... . ... .. . ............... ...... ............... . 58,000 
25 Standards of Official Conduct... ....... .................. .. .. .. 

Total number of subcommittees 
Committee Number 

Agriculture.............................................. 8 
Appropriations...................... ................. 13 
Armed Services ............. ................ ..... .... 7 
Banking................................................... 8 
Budget..................................................... 0 
District of Columbia ............................. 3 
Education and Labor............................. 8 
Energy and Commerce ......................... 6 
Foreign Affairs....................................... 8 
Government Operations....................... 7 
House Administration........................... 5 
Interior.................................................... 6 
Judiciary .... ................................. ............ 7 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries ......... 6 
Post Office and Civil Service............... 7 
Public Works and Transportation...... 6 
Rules........................................................ 2 
Science, Space, and Technology ......... 7 
Small Business ............................ ........... 6 
Standards................................................ 0 
Veterans'................................................. 5 
Ways and Means.................................... 6 
Aging........................................................ 4 
Children, Youth, and Families............ 0 
Hunger..................................................... 0 
Intelligence............................................. 3 
Narcotics ................................................. 0 

Total.............................................. 138 

I would like to proceed by talking 
about some of the difficulties that we 
have. 

Under the so-called 5(d) rule sub
committee chairmen and ranking 
members are allowed certain staff re
sources which have been very difficult 

400,000 

for us to provide under the discipline 
of Gramm-Rudman, and of increasing 
fiscal restraint. We have not complet
ed the process of providing all of this 
personnel but the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and I and the gentleman 
from California and the gentleman 
from Illinois are pledged to do all we 
can to see that we abide by the rules. 

But I must say, Mr. Speaker, that 
this is a terrible rule. 

We have created, by my last count, 
138 subcommittees of this House not 
counting panels, task forces, centers 
and policy groups, all, each of which is 
allowed special staff resources under 
our rules. 

At this point I would like to submit a 
statement for the record, a list show
ing the number of subcommittees by 
committees and ask unanimous con
sent to do so. 

The document referred to is as fol
lows: 

TOTAL COMMITIEE COSTS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1984 

Committee Committee 
expenses 

Statutory 
staff 

salaries 

Aging ................. .. ...... . . .. $1,315,932 (2 ) 

Agriculture ....... .. . 1,371,209 $1,393.736 
Armed Services ... ........... 1,106,220 1,235.757 
Banking................ .. .......... 2,531.762 1.131,601 

Children, Youth and 
Families...... ......... . 637,982 (3 ) 

Contin-
gent fund Total by 

ex- committee 
penses 2 

0 $1,315,932 
$14,636 2,778,718 
12,145 2,354,122 
7,939 3,689,136 

0 637,982 

1988 
1988 request recommended 

after markup 

2,834,542 2.731,633 
2,709,953 2,220,240 
1.741,540 1.670,958 

655,000 583,984 
357,072 298,609 

2,008,073 1,974,493 
2,177,243 1,923.722 

614,215 560,932 
1,463,229 1,388,367 

930,600 925,808 
801.463 688,308 
637,240 632,892 
603,993 588,995 
400,000 400,000 

58,000 58,000 

1988 
1988 request recommended 

after markup 

$4,857,587 
3,328,000 
3,517,029 
3,307,321 
2,923,920 
2,834,542 
2,226.710 
1,639,720 
2,709,953 
2,146,214 
1,110,000 
2,008,073 
2,177,243 
1,524,575 
1.741,540 
1,463,229 

930,600 
655,000 
801,463 
614,215 
637,240 
603,993 
357,072 

58,000 
400,000 

Committee 

District of Columbia .. . 
Education and Labor .. . 
Energy and Commerce ... . 
Foreign Affairs ... 
Government Operations ...... . 
House Administration ........ .. 
Intelligence.... .. ................. . 
Interior ........... .. .... .. 
Judiciary .... ............ ...... .. . 
Merchant Marine and 

$4,756,248 
3,326,487 
3,250,922 
3,092,883 
2.748,528 
2.731,633 
2,152,890 
1,6ll,lll 
2,220,240 
1,657,528 
1.109,634 
1,974,493 
1,923,722 
1.495,536 
1,670,958 
1,388,367 

925,808 
583,984 
688,308 
560,932 
632,892 
588,995 
298,609 

58,000 
400,000 

Committee 
expenses 

280,153 
2.710,029 
4,461,023 
2,241 ,840 
2,507.498 

889,100 
57,693 

1,363,233 
1,705,642 

Recommended Recommended 
dollar increase percent increase 

78,274 2.95 
56,263 2.60 
40.755 2.50 
14,244 2.50 
7,283 2.50 

47,223 2.45 
45,995 2.45 
12,611 2.30 
27,223 2 
18,153 2 
13,496 2 
12,410 2 
11,549 2 

0 0 
0 0 

Recommended Recommended 
dollar increase percent increase 

$178,531 
158,404 
125,035 
116,095 
92,945 
78,274 
62.706 
61,966 
56,263 
48,278 
47,275 
47,223 
45,995 
43,559 
40,755 
27,223 
18,153 
14,244 
13,496 
12,611 
12.410 
11,549 
7,283 

Statutory 
staff 

salaries 

1,333,457 
1,491,319 
1,607,861 
1,605,529 
1,041,335 
1,217,368 

881,745 
1,614,802 
1,542,161 

0 
0 

Contin
gent fund 

ex
penses 2 

6,247 
16,552 

120,997 
20,348 
10,691 
7,620 

0 
14.712 
38,886 

3.90 
5 
4 
3.90 
3.50 
2.95 
3 
4 
2.60 
3 
4.45 
2.45 
2.45 
3 
2.50 
2 
2 
2.50 
2 
2.30 
2 
2 
2.50 
0 
0 

Total by 
committee 

1,619,857 
4,217,900 
6,203,935 
3,867,885 
3,559,524 
2,108,690 

943,000 
2,985,588 
3,286,689 

Fisheries...... ................... 1.745,373 1,346,849 30,890 3,236,528 
Narcotics Abuse and 

Control.................. .. 620,195 (3 ) 620,195 
Post Office and Civil 

Service 1,392,996 1.492,714 13,224 2,898,934 
Public Works and 

Transportation ................ 1,880,615 1,650,250 11,935 3,542,800 
Rules.. ...... ........ .. .. . 505,551 1,285,428 3,003 1,793,982 
Science and Technology .. . 2,022,688 1,445,388 9,686 3,477,762 
Small Business .. ...... ........... 878,984 1,166,723 14,992 2,060,699 
Standards....... ................... .. 64,961 384,516 159 449,636 
Veterans' Affairs.... 440,153 827,959 7,513 1,275,625 
Ways and Means ...... .... .. .. 2,382,490 1,680,568 29,262 4,093,969 
Hunger ........................ ... .... . _.:_34....:7 •.:..-84_7 __ ..:..( 3..:..) ___ 0 __ 34-'7,-'84_7 

Subtotal ... 35,461,168 27,377,064 391,437 63,366,935 
Appropriations ............... 3,305,294 6,829,058 17,267 10,278,716 

~~~~~~. :::::::: : : ::: : ::::: :: ::: :::: ::.. 7.~~~:§~~ 4.193.07~ 26.93~ ~:m:m 
--'--'--------------------

Total... . ....... .... .. .. 46,852,653 38,399,199 435,637 85,687,489 

1 Includes costs such as equipment, domestic travel, investigative staff 
salaries. 

2 According to the regulations of the Committee on House Administration, 
only standing committees may charge expenditures for "legislative functions" to 
the contingent fund; however, this has been interpreted to include Aging and 
Intelligence. Education and Labor, Judiciary, and Merchant Marine telephOile 
costs aie throogh September 1984; Energy and Commerce telephone costs are 
through October 1984; Science and Technology and Small Business telephone 
costs are through November 1984. 

3 Not authorized statutory staff. The Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence was authorized statutory staff allotments on February 25, 1983 (H. 
Res. 58). thereby deleting salary costs from its committee funding request. 
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Aging .. .................. .. ................................. ........ .... ..... ....... .. 
Agriculture .. ....... .. .............................................................. . 
Armed Services ..... ........................ ...................................... . 
Banking .. .... .... .... .................. ....... ...................... .. .. ............ ... .. .. 
Children, Youth and Families ............ .. .................................... .. 
District of Columbia................ .. .. .... .. .............................................. . 
Education and Labor.. .... ......... .. .......................... .. ...................... .. .. 
Ener$}' and Commerce ........ .... .. ........ .... .... ................ . 

~~~~m~~~i&eraiioiis·:::::::::: :::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::: : : ::::: 
House Administration ............................. ....... .......... . 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 
TOTAL COMMITIEE COSTS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1985 

Committee 

:~::~~~~.~~::::: :::::: :::::: ::: :: : ::: : :::::::::::::::: : :: :: .. ...... .. ........ .. .......... .. ...................... .. ...................... .... .. 
Judiciary...... ............ .. .... ....... ............... .. ..... ........... .. .................................. .............. ... ................... . .. ....... .... ............... ... .. .............. ... . 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries................... ......... ..... .................................. . ......... .. ............ .. .... . ......... .. ......................... .. ..................... . 
Narcotics Abuse and Control.. ..................... .. ...... .. .. 
Post Office and Civil Service ... ...... ........... .... .. .... .. 
Public Works and Transportation ...... ............................ .. ................. . 
Rules ................................................ .. ... ............. . 
Science and Technology ................... ............... .. 
Small Business .......................... .. 
Standards ........... ....................... .. 
Veterans' Affairs .... .................................... ........ .. 
Ways and Means .. ...................................................... .. 
Hunger ... ............................ ................................... .... . 

Subtotal ....... .... ..................... .. 
Appropriations ........................................... .. 

~~~l_et_:::::: :: :::::::::::::::::: :: :::::::::::::::::::::::::: : 
Total.. ....... 

Committee 
expenses 1 

$1,395,059 
1,326,918 
1,324,888 
2,556,128 

671,738 
278,131 

2,875,899 
4,526,040 
2,573,231 
2,582,230 

794,993 
50,265 

1,577,225 
1,783,342 
1,816,312 

599,996 
1,299,377 
1,899,802 

529,321 
2,139,099 

859,018 
25.717 

461,958 
2,83b,4U2 

573,422 

37,360,511 
4,308,108 

302,470 
7,895,511 

49,866,600 

4097 

Statutory staff Contingent Total by 
salaries lund expenses committee 

r) 0 $1,395,059 
$1 ,502, 10 $22,408 2,851 ,936 

1,452,261 27,242 2,804,391 
1,178,599 11,037 3,745,764 

~2) 0 671,738 
1,480, 65 5,975 1,764,671 
1,596,822 25,314 4,498,035 
1,757,121 113,953 6,397,114 
1,800,053 20,516 4,393,800 
1,142,993 9,667 3,734,890 
1,223,067 16,704 2,038,764 
1,005,594 0 1,055,859 
1,730,317 20,774 3,328,316 
1,634,345 39,423 3,457,110 
1,403,681 40,205 3,260,198 r) 0 599,996 
1,553, 02 14,371 2,867,050 
1,687,825 13,292 3,600,919 
1,381,886 7,572 1,918,779 
1,546,345 26,608 3,712,052 
1,254,008 15,128 2,128,154 

378,719 0 404,436 
933,028 8,907 1,403,893 

1.752,092 39,525 4,628,019 
(") 0 573,422 

29,395,233 478,621 67,234,365 
8,018,520 24,631 12,351,259 
4.704,755 32,362 5,039,587 

0 0 7,895,511 

42,118,508 535,614 92,520,722 

'includes costs such as equipment, domestic travel, investigative staff salaries. For appropriations and budget, only investigative stall salaries are included; no other committee costs are included. Figures as of Jan. 31, 1986. Late bills 
pending. 

2 Not authorized statutory staff. The Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence was authorized statutory staff allotments on Feb. 25, 1983 (H. Res. 58). thereby deleting salary costs from its committee funding request. 
3 According to the regulations of the Committee on House Administration, only standing committees may charge expenditures lor legislative functions to the contingent fund; however, this has been interpreted to include Aging and Intelligence. 

TOTAL COMMITTEE COSTS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1986 

Committee 

Agriculture .... 
Armed Services 
Banking ................. ..... .. 
District of Columbia .... . 
Education and Labor 
Ener$}' ........ ......... .. 
Fore1gn Affairs ...... .................. ........ .. ................. ............. . 
Government Operations ............................ . 
House Administration ............................... . 
Interior............... . ..... .......... ............................................... . 
Judiciary ............................... . 
Merchant Marine .............. . 
Post Office .................... . .. ..................... .. 
Public Works................. .. .. .................... . 
Rules ....... .. .......... .. ................. ........................ .. ............ .... ..... . 
Science and Technology ...... .................. .. 
Small Business....... ................................ .. ...... .. ............ .................................... . 
Standards ....... ..... .............................. ... . 
Veterans' Affairs... ................................. ....... .. .. ................ .. ...... .. ....... .. ... ..... .. .... .......... . 
Ways and Means ........................ .... ...... ... ............ .. .................. .. ........ .. .... ............ . 
Appropriations .. ............. ....... ......... ........ ... .... ... .. .. .............. ..... .. ................ .... ....... .. 
Budget .......... ............. ..................................... .... ................................ ...... .. .... .. ....... . 
Selects: 

~~ir:Freii : : :: : ::: :::::::::: : :::: : : : : :: :::::::: :::: ::::: : ::: :::: ::::: : ::::::::::: ..... .. ............... ............................... . 

~!~~t~c~::::::::::::::::: ::::: : :::: :::::::: :::: ::::::::::::::::::::::: :: ::: ::::::: 
Subtotal ................ .. .. ............................ .. 

H.I.S ................... ................ ......... .. ...................... . 

Total .. 

1 As reported in each committee's funding request. Includes such costs as investigative staff salaries, domestic travel, equipment. 
2 Not authorized statutory staff. 
3 Not a contingent lund expense. This is the total amount H.I.S. would have billed committees were computer costs charged to committees. 

TOTAL COMMITTEE COSTS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1987 TOTAL COMMITTEE COSTS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1987-
Continued 

Committee Committee Statutory Contingent staff Total expenses 1 
salaries lund 2 

Committee Statutory Contingent Committee staff Total expenses 1 
salaries lund 2 

Agriculture .......... ............ $1.505,638 $1,519,270 $22,790 $3,047,698 
Armed Services .. .. ........... 1,604,188 1,532,864 31,873 3,168,925 

House Administration ...... 930,201 1,334,591 8,125 2,272,917 Banking .......... 2,685,836 1,240,745 6,777 3,933,358 
D1stnct of Columbia ........ 289,118 1,623,919 8,601 1,921,638 Interior ...................... 1,596,036 1,765,933 25,947 3,387,916 
Education and Labor ....... 3,071,849 1,589,596 20,104 4,681,549 Judiciary ...................... 1,682,444 1,714,359 34,271 3,431,074 
Energy.. ......... .... .............. 4,508,342 1,833,534 93,167 6,435,043 Merchant Marine ........ ..... 1,775,328 1,452,152 29,086 3,256,566 
Fore1gn Affairs.... ...... ...... 2,646,281 1,960,427 27,705 4,634,413 Post Office .. 1,430,261 1,661,499 17,917 3,109,677 
Government Operations ... 2,480,028 1,176,438 9,698 3,666,164 Public Works 1,945,938 1,723,768 14,499 3,684,205 

Committee 
expenses 1 

$1,315,097 
1,324,838 
2,457,777 

261,852 
2,788,340 
4,196,221 
2,328,882 
2,408,198 

877,301 
1,452,360 
1,619,320 
1,732,503 
1,324,167 
1.757,454 

490,371 
1,946,828 

796,900 
347,329 
455,676 

2,663,990 
3,793,831 

260,325 

1,280,130 
642,774 
538,709 

54,135 
590,796 

Sta~~7ie;taff Contingent lund 

$1,508,400 
1,508,113 
1,185,237 
1,475,079 
1,567,528 
1,599,994 
1,816,381 
1,155,993 
1,153,663 
1,751,608 
1,623,724 
1,159,418 
1,575,055 
1,646,491 
1,372,216 
1,554,594 
1,265,278 

296,587 
867,037 

1,642,533 
8,159,473 
4,971 ,666 

$16,845 
19,711 
9,088 
5,875 

20,509 
95,711 
19,965 
13,737 
8,270 

21.840 
38.472 
20,495 
11 ,678 
15,201 
2,403 

16,848 
6,104 

0 
5,933 

41,707 
27,831 
50,348 

971.m ...... .................... . 

(2) ..... .... .... .......... ... . 

39,706,104 41 ,927,670 468,571 
3 (989,289) 7,349,009 ........................ ... . 

47 ,055,113 41,927,670 1,457,860 

Total 

$2,840,342 
2,852,662 
3,652,102 
1,742,806 
4,376,377 
5,891,926 
4,165,228 
3,577,928 
2,039,234 
3,225,808 
3,281,516 
2,912,416 
2,910,900 
3,419,146 
1,864,990 
3,518,270 
2,068,382 

743,916 
1,328,646 
4,348,230 

11,981.135 
5,282,339 

1,280,130 
642,774 
538,709 

1,025,637 
590,796 

82,102,345 
7,349,009 

89,451,354 

TOTAL COMMITTEE COSTS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1987-
Continued 

Committee Statutory Contingent Committee staff Total expenses ' salaries lund 2 

Rules ......... .... ..... ... .......... 567,125 1,464,820 6,156 2,038,101 
Science and Technology .. 2,160,288 1,667,840 27,029 3,855,1 57 
Small Business ............... 906,009 1,395,454 9,010 2,310,473 
Standards .... ................. ... 112,625 463,773 0 576,398 
Veterans' Affairs .......... .. . 500,764 1,084,200 8,315 1,593,279 
Ways and Means ............ 2,997,500 1,831,561 40,021 4,869,082 
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TOTAL COMMITIEE COSTS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1987-

Continued 

Committee 

Appropriations 3 • .. 

t~~~~: 3 .......... . 

Committee 
expenses 1 

Statutory 
staff 

salaries 

4,300,000 8,779,039 
329,000 5,450,173 

Contingent 
fund 2 Total 

25,268 13,104,307 
54,840 5,834,013 

4 ........................ 605,658 ~~i::?reii· ::::::::: ·.·.·.·. ·.·. ·. ·. 1.268095 .. o68582 [
4! ........................ 1,289,082 

~~~~t~~~::::::: : : ::::_:_U__:,:~_U_1_'0_53__:,· (....:.i)_::_::::_::::_:: :_::::_::::_::: _1_·~_U.c_J_U 
Subtotal.. .... ....... 43,062,874 45,319,081 521,199 88,903,154 

H.I.S ...... ................ .. ........ 7,365,672 ...................... •(1 ,009,316) 7,365,672 

Total.. ........ ........ 50,428,546 45,319,081 1,530,515 96,268,826 

1 As reported in each committee's funding request. Includes such costs as 
investigative staff salaries, domestic travel, equipment. 

2 Includes stationery and telephone costs not charged to committee budgets. 
3 Source for comm1ttee expenses: Legislative branch appropriations. 
4 Not authorized statutory staff. 
• Not a contingent fund expense. This is the total amount H.I.S. would have 

billed committees were computer costs charged to committees. 

Mr. Speaker, until we get control 
over rule 5(d) we will not, in fact, be 
able to execute the kind of discipline 
that I think the people of the United 
States request and the Congress would 
like to have. 

Mr. Speaker, I do want to talk for a 
moment about minority ratios. 

The minority has chafed under what 
it considers to be inadequate staffing 
for a number of years. We finally de
cided that we could live with the 
amount of staff that we had if only 
the majority could get down to some 
kind of a 3:1 ratio. 

In statutory staff, that is half of our 
budgets, the ratio is indeed 1:2, that is, 
33 percent for the minority, 67 percent 
for the majority. 

When we get to investigative, the 
staff ratios are not nearly so good. 
Sometimes that is a matter of choice 
between the vice chairman and the 
chairman of the committee, sometimes 
it is a matter of the minority taking a 
licking, and sometimes it is a matter of 
the majority being overstaffed. 

However that may be, I do not have 
staff ratios to introduce into the 
REcORD today. I will do so at a future 
time. They are often not a pretty case. 

To get back to the positive side final
ly and in summation I want to say 
that all the problems that I have 
listed have been considered and at
tacked diligently by the committee. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
RoBERTS] indicates as far as he is con
cerned this is the best committee 
budget resolution that he has taken 
part in in the time that he has been in 
Congress. I would like to say the same 
thing. 

Without being oversyrupy I would 
like to commend the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ANNUNZIO] who was 
chairman of the Subcommittee on Ac
counts at the time the fiscal squeeze 
began and who was the first to begin 
the discipline and the bipartisanship 
on that committee. 

His work has been, I think, very ef
fectively followed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania who has tried to 

carry out the same discipline and yet 
give sensitive attention to the needs of 
the various committee chairmen and 
vice chairman who have to have the 
proper resources to do their job. 

Again it would please me if there 
were reductions or a freeze. It never
theless pleases me greatly that the 
committee has produced this resolu
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge an affirmative 
vote by every Member of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support 
of House Resolution 388, the Committee 
Funding Resolution that would authorize $49.4 
million for the 25 House standing and select 
committees and the House Information 
System for the second session of the 1 OOth 
Congress. This authorization represents an in
crease of 2.5 percent over last year's funding 
resolution. With respect to the House Select 
Committee on Narcotics Abuse and Control, 
on which I serve as ranking minority member, 
House Resolution 388 would authorize 
$632,900 or a modest 2 percent increase over 
the 1987 authorization. 

Drug trafficking and drug abuse have 
reached epidemic proportions not only in the 
United States but throughout the world. Illicit 
drugs of all types are more readily available, 
at a lesser price, than ever before in our histo
ry. Opium production is on the increase in 
Asian producer nations, and the cultivation of 
coca, and its processing into cocaine and 
crack continues to rise at an alarming rate in 
Latin America. 

In many nations, heroin and cocaine have 
become the currency for international trade 
and commerce. Cocaine billionaires have liter
ally paralyzed governmental institutions, in
cluding their judiciary. In remote areas beyond 
the effective control of Colombia, Peru, Boliv
ia, Thailand, Burma, and Pakistan, these noto
rious drug traffickers have literally become a 
state within a state by providing goods and 
services to the local citizens that normally 
would be provided by the central government. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, we are seeing the 
corrosive tentacles of the drug traffickers al
legedly reaching into the highest levels of 
government in Panama, Honduras, Haiti, and 
the Bahamas. Societies are reeling under this 
onslaught of corruptive influence where heroin 
and cocaine have become the underground 
economy for many nations and the largest 
product for export. 

Ironically drug producing nations have 
become drug consuming nations and drug 
consuming nations have become drug produc
ing nations. 

Against this background, our House Narcot
ics Select Committee attempts to oversee this 
global problem with a very small staff and 
very modest budget. 

Last year, our Narcotics Select Committee, 
which is the only committee in the Congress 
that is mandated to oversee the entire drug 
trafficking and drug abuse problem, held over
sight hearings on the implementation of the 
recently enacted Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 
1986, which for the first time in its history au
thorized a comprehensive $3 billion, 3-year 

antidrug trafficking and drug abuse measure 
this legislation provided a five-pronged attack 
to provide funds for drug eradication, interdic
tion, enforcement, education, prevention, 
treatment, and rehabilitation programs. Our 
select committee continues to monitor the im
plementation of that act and to prod the ad
ministration to formulate a comprehensive, co
ordinated drug strategy. 

During the first session of this Congress, we 
have held 15 hearings and have issued-or 
about to issue-20 drug-related reports, in
cluding oversight hearings on the implementa
tion of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act, Colombian 
drug trafficking and control, narcotics control 
in Mexico drug abuse prevention in America's 
schools, pediatric aids, sports and drug abuse 
prevention, and cocaine babies. 

Mr. Speaker, given the herculean nature of 
the drug problem and our mission to oversee 
the complexity of these problems House Res
olution 388, is a bare minimum funding author
ization for our Narcotics Select Committee. 
Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to support 
this measure. 

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of House Resolution 388 which pro
vides funding for the standing and select com
mittees of the House, including the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

I believe that the funding authorization de
veloped by the Subcommittee on Accounts 
and by the Committee on House Administra
tion is prudent and conservative, based on the 
increasing responsibilities which fall upon all 
of us. 

During the coming year, the House Agricul
ture Committee will have a busy legislative 
schedule as it deals with the continuing prob
lems of providing adequate funding for human 
nutrition needs, increasing our vigilance in pro
tection of the environment, in protecting 
farmer income in order to maintain the fabric 
of family-based agriculture, and in assisting 
those farmers who can no longer maintain 
their family farms to make an orderly and pro
ductive transition to other work. In addition, 
the committee will have greater oversight re
sponsibilities as the 1985 farm bill-the Food 
Security Act of 1985-begins to make its max
imum impact on the exporting of American ag
ricultural products around the world. 

In that regard, agricultural exports have 
been the brightest spot in what has been an 
otherwise fairly dismal export picture. We want 
agriculture to play an even more important 
role in the years ahead in solving our balance
of-payment problems. Our members play an 
active and important role in the one-on-one 
discussions with foreign agricultural leaders 
who are so important to this process. I, as 
chairman of the committee, have visited 
Japan, one of our most important purchasers 
of agricultural products in the last year, and 
have met with considerable numbers of Japa
nese groups and individuals of great important 
to our agricultural trade with that country. 

Mr. Speaker, these and other efforts in sup
port of our agricultural exports to Japan, the 
Soviet Union, and most of the developed 
world must be carried out in the most prudent 
and cost-effective way-but they are essential 
if we are to go forward and play our rightful 
role in the policymaking efforts of this body. 
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Our efforts in the area of agricultural trade 
take on even greater important as we ap
proach the all-important Uruguay round of 
GA n negotiations. 

In the past, the Committee on House Ad
ministration has cited the Committee on Agri
culture for its record of fiscal management 
and for our equitable distribution of available 
resources between the majority and minority. I 
am proud to report to you today that the staff 
of the Committee on Agriculture, in spite of 
our increased responsibilities and needs, is 
smaller than in previous years. Also, the com
mittee was able to manage its affairs in such 
a way as to utilize less than our budget alloca
tion for last year. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud of our past record 
and I want to assure you that we expect to 
continue to administer the work of the Com
mittee on Agriculture in such a way as to re
flect favorably upon every member of the 
committee and this body. 

The funding measure which you have 
before you today, House Resolution 366, is 
one that is, I believe, prudent and reasonable 
and which should have the support of all 
Members of this body. 

Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. [Mr. 
MuRTHA.] Without objection, the pre
vious question is ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the committee amend
ment in the nature of a substitute. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute was agree to. 

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

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground a quorum is 
not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic 
device and there were-yeas 302, nays 
104, not voting 26, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Akaka 
Alexander 
Anderson 
Andrews 
Annunzio 
Anthony 
Applegate 
Asp in 
Atkins 
Ballenger 
Barnard 
Bateman 
Bates 
Beilenson 
Bennett 
Bentley 
Berman 
Bevill 
Bilbray 

[Roll No. 331 

YEAS-302 
Bilirakis 
Boehlert 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bonior 
Bonker 
Borski 
Bosco 
Boucher 
Boxer 
Brennan 
Brooks 
Broomfield 
Brown <CA> 
Bruce 
Bryant 
Bustamante 
Byron 
Campbell 
Cardin 

Carper 
Carr 
Chandler 
Chapman 
Chappell 
Clarke 
Clement 
Coats 
Coelho 
Coleman <TX> 
Collins 
Conte 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Coughlin 
Courter 
Coyne 
Crockett 
Darden 
Davis <MI> 

de la Garza Kennedy 
DeFazio Kennelly 
Dellums Kildee 
Derrick Kleczka 
Dickinson Kolter 
Dicks Kostmayer 
Dingell LaFalce 
Donnelly Lancaster 
Dorgan <ND> Lantos 
Dowdy Lehman <CA> 
Downey Lehman <FL> 
Duncan Leland 
Durbin Lent 
Dwyer Levin <MI> 
Dymally Levine <CA> 
Dyson Lewis <GA> 
Eckart Lloyd 
Edwards <CA> Lowry <WA> 
Emerson Luken, Thomas 
English MacKay 
Espy Madigan 
Evans Manton 
Fascell Markey 
Fazio Martin <NY> 
Feighan Martinez 
Fish Matsui 
Flake Mavroules 
Flippo Mazzoli 
Florio McCloskey 
Foglietta McCurdy 
Foley McDade 
Ford <TN> McEwen 
Frank McGrath 
Frenzel McHugh 
Frost McMillen <MD> 
Gallo Meyers 
Garcia Mfume 
Gaydos Michel 
Gejdenson Miller <CA> 
Gibbons Mineta 
Gilman Moakley 
Gingrich Mollohan 
Glickman Montgomery 
Gonzalez Moody 
Gordon Morella 
Grant Morrison <CT> 
Gray <PA> Morrison <WA> 
Green Murtha 
Guarini Myers 
Gunderson Nagle 
Hall <OH> Natcher 
Hall (TX> Neal 
Hamilton Nichols 
Hammerschmidt Nowak 
Harris Oakar 
Hastert Oberstar 
Hatcher Obey 
Hawkins Ortiz 
Hayes <IL> Owens <NY> 
Hayes <LA> Owens <UT> 
Hefner Packard 
Hertel Panetta 
Hochbrueckner Parris 
Horton Patterson 
Howard Pease 
Hoyer Pelosi 
Hubbard Pepper 
Huckaby Perkins 
Hughes Pickett 
Hutto Pickle 
Hyde Porter 
Inhofe Price <IL> 
Jeffords Price <NC> 
Jenkins Quillen 
Johnson <SD> Rahall 
Jones <NC> Rangel 
Jones <TN> Ravenel 
Jontz Richardson 
Kanjorski Rinaldo 
Kaptur Roberts 
Kastenmeier Robinson 

Archer 
Armey 
Baker 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bereuter 
BUley 
Brown <CO> 
Buechner 
Bunning 
Burton 
Callahan 

NAYS-104 
Cheney 
Coble 
Coleman <MO> 
Combest 
Craig 
Crane 
Dannemeyer 
Daub 
Davis <IL> 
DeLay 
De Wine 
DioGuardi 

Rodino 
Roe 
Rogers 
Rostenkowski 
Roukema 
Rowland <GA> 
Roybal 
Russo 
Sabo 
Saiki 
Sawyer 
Scheuer 
Schroeder 
Schumer 
Sharp 
Shaw 
Shuster 
Sikorski 
Sisisky 
Skaggs 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Slaughter <NY> 
Smith <FL> 
Smith <IA> 
Smith <NJ) 
Smith(TX) 
Snowe 
Solarz 
Spence 
Spratt 
StGermain 
Staggers 
Stallings 
Stangeland 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Stokes 
Studds 
Sundquist 
Sweeney 
Swift 
Synar 
Tallon 
Tauzin 
Taylor 
Thomas <CA> 
Thomas<GA> 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Traxler 
Udall 
Upton 
Valentine 
Vander Jagt 
Vento 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Vucanovich 
Walgren 
Watkins 
Waxman 
Weiss 
Wheat 
Whittaker 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wise 
Wolf 
Wolpe 
Wyden 
Wylie 
Yates 
Yatron 
Young<AK> 
Young<FL> 

Dreier 
Early 
Edwards <OK> 
Erdreich 
Fa well 
Fields 
Gallegly 
Gekas 
Goodling 
Gradison 
Grandy 
Gregg 

Hansen 
Hefley 
Henry 
Herger 
Hiler 
Holloway 
Hopkins 
Houghton 
Hunter 
Ireland 
Jacobs 
Johnson <CT> 
Kasich 
Kolbe 
Konnyu 
Kyl 
Lagomarsino 
Latta 
Leach <IA> 
Leath <TX> 
Lewis <CA> 
Livingston 
Lott 
Lowery <CA> 

Lujan 
Lukens, Donald 
Lungren 
Marlenee 
Martin <IL> 
McCandless 
McCollum 
McMillan (NC) 
Miller<OH> 
Miller <WA> 
Moorhead 
Nielson 
Olin 
Oxley 
Pashayan 
Penny 
Petri 
Pursell 
Regula 
Rhodes 
Ridge 
Ritter 
Roth 
Rowland <CT> 

Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schneider 
Schuette 
Schulze 
Sensenbrenner 
Shays 
Shumway 
Slaughter <VA> 
Smith<NE) 
Smith, Denny 

<OR> 
Smith. Robert 

<NH> 
Smith, Robert 

<OR> 
Solomon 
Stump 
Swindall 
Tauke 
Walker 
Weber 
Weldon 

NOT VOTING-26 
AuCoin 
Badham 
Biaggi 
Boulter 
Clay 
Clinger 
Dixon 
Doman<CA> 
Ford (Ml) 

Gephardt 
Gray <IL> 
Kemp 
Lewis <FL> 
Lightfoot 
Lipinski 
Mack 
Mica 
Molinari 
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Mrazek 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Ray 
Rose 
Savage 
Stratton 
Wortley 

The Clerk announced the following 
pair: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Rose for, with Mr. Boulter against. 

Mr. HOUGHTON changed his vote 
from "yea" to "nay." 

So the resolution as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was an
nounced as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
House Resolution 388, the resolution 
just agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2707, DISASTER RELIEF 
AND EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE 
AMENDMENTS OF 1987 
Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee 

on Rules, submitted a privileged 
report <Rept. No. 100-518) on the reso
lution <H. Res. 403) providing for con
sideration of the bill <H.R. 2707) to 
amend the Disaster Relief Act of 1974 
to provide for more effective assist
ance in response to major disasters 
and emergencies, and for other pur
poses, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE 
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will now recognize Members for 
!-minute speeches. 

THE RESULT OF "GIVING PEACE 
A CHANCE" 

<Mr. WALKER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, a few 
weeks ago those of us who favored 
giving limited military aid to the free
dom fighters in Nicaragua were told to 
"give peace a chance." We were told 
that such aid would destroy the Arias 
peace plan. 

Now we know the result of giving 
peace a chance and then giving the 
Communists a chance to launch a 
brutal military offensive against the 
democratic resistance. 

The Arias peace plan has been vio
lated in its most basic provisions. The 
Nicaraguan Communists have invaded 
their neighbor, Honduras. This is 
peace? Those who voted to unilateral
ly withdraw military aid from the free
dom fighters have not given us peace. 
The liberal Democrats have given us 
Communist killing fields in Central 
America. Just as their abandonment of 
Southeast Asia resulted in the Com
munist killing fields there, their policy 
toward Central America has produced 
a tragedy and a security threat to this 
country. 

Earlier today the majority whip indi
cated that Republicans were responsi
ble for this debacle. Well, is it not in
teresting, Mr. Speaker, that only a few 
days before the Communists launched 
this offensive, the Speaker of this 
House, the gentleman from Texas, 
sent a telegram to the democratic re
sistance which they interpreted as 
asking them to surrender. 

What was the politics behind that 
telegram. I say to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CoELHo]? Was it not 
the politics of the killing fields? 

CONGRESSWOMAN MORELLA SA
LUTES UNIFORMED SERVICES 
UNIVERSITY OF THE HEALTH 
SCIENCES 
<Mrs. MORELLA asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks and include extraneous 
matter.) 

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, locat
ed in Bethesda, MD is a unique and 
valuable national resource-the Uni
formed Services University of the 
Health Sciences [USUHSl. The uni
versity serves as the Nation's military 
medical school, training physicians for 
the Army, Navy, Air Force, and the 
Public Health Service. Since its cre
ation by Public Law 92-426 in 1972, 

USUHS has provided a cadre of career 
physicians to serve the uniformed 
services. More than 900 university 
graduates are stationed throughout 
the world wherever military members 
need quality medical care. USUHS also 
offers quality graduate and continuing 
education programs. 

The 644 young men and women of 
the USUHS student body, represent
ing all 50 States and Puerto Rico, have 
made a commitment to serve their 
country as uniformed physicians. 
During their 4 years of medical school 
they will receive unique training in 
military medicine and preventive med
icine in addition to the traditional 
medical school curriculum. In return 
for this quality tuition-free education, 
students serve a 7-year tour after resi
dency. For the student who chooses 
USUHS, it is a commitment of life
long service to medicine and country. 

On April 23 the families of these 
young people will come from through
out the country to support their sons 
and daughters as they begin their 
challenging careers. 

I am honored to host the second 
annual USUHS parents' day and open 
house. On behalf of the parents' chap
ter of the USU alumni association and 
the USUHS student body, I invite my 
colleagues to learn more about 
USUHS, its mission, and its students. 

NEXT 72 HOURS CRITICAL IN 
CENTRAL AMERICA 

<Mr. McEWEN asked and. was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to address the House for the singular 
purpose to say that I am fearful this is 
a very important historical moment 
for the United States of America. 
Presently as we have reneged from our 
responsibilities and obligations in the 
Western Hemisphere, we have 
watched as now the Marxist Commu
nist Sandinistas have crossed the 
border into Honduras. As they are 
mopping up the supplies for the demo
cratic resistance and have the leader
ship surrounded in Nicaragua, the 
question is, What does America stand 
for? The question is, What do we be
lieve in? The question is, in giving 
peace a chance does America stand for 
freedom or democracy, or when faced 
with confrontations to our ideals will 
we continually opt solely for the defi
nition of a peace at any price? 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the next 72 
hours are critical to what America can 
and should be. I believe that we have 
done ourselves and our cause a disserv
ice these past 2 weeks and if America 
does not change its course in the next 
3 days, history will record a tremen
dous error. 

DEMOCRATIC POLICY FAILED IN 
NICARAGUA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
PERKINS). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. RITTER] is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
DORNAN]. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I know the gentleman is 
going to speak for 5 minutes about the 
fast moving situation in Central Amer
ica. I have a special order for 1 hour 
this evening on this subject, so does 
Congressman BoB McEWEN, so does 
Congressman BOB WALKER. 

I would hope that anybody who is 
interested in the national security of 
the Americas in this hemisphere will 
track this House, as they usually do, 
and listen to the discourse among 
Members about the history of what is 
happening today in Central America. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democrats in the 
House have been laboring under a 
gross misapprehension: if we somehow 
disarm the democratic resistance, the 
so-called Contras in Nicaragua, the 
peace process will be enhanced. 

At the same time, of course, they do 
not talk about disarming the Sandi
nista Communists, armed to the teeth 
by the Soviet Union. Never are words 
heard from our Democratic colleagues 
about the vast military buildup the 
Sandinistas are conducting, fostered 
by the Soviets and Cubans. 

Today the Democratic leadership 
took to the floor of the House to de
nounce the administration for the 
Sandinista-Communist invasion of the 
Contra base camps in Honduras. This 
is the height of hyprocrisy. It is the 
final straw in the "blame America 
first" mentality of the Democratic 
leadership in this House. 

Mr. Speaker, let us get it straight. 
The Sandinista Communists, on the 
eve of the cease-fire talks, have invad
ed the Contra camps to deliver a 
knockout blow. So much for the 
Democratic policy of keeping arms 
from the Contras while not keeping 
arms from the Communist Sandinis
tas. 

0 1730 
The Democratic Party has put its 

trust in the Ortega brothers. And, the 
Ortega brothers' adherence to the 
Arias process has been shattered. 

The Democratic policy of disarming 
the resistance while letting the Sandi
nistas arm to the teeth has been shat
tered. 

Bombs are being dropped from high
altitude Antonov bombers. Tanks, ar
tillery, helicopter gunships, armored 



March 16, 1988 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 4101 
personnel carriers and 6,000 Sandi
nista troops have broken the spirit and 
the letter of the Arias peace process. 

What, I ask, is the Democratic re
sponse to this invasion? 

The Democratic response is to blame 
the Republicans for this invasion of 
the Contra camps in Honduras. 

The Democrats have the audacity to 
come to the floor and blame us for the 
lying and cheating of the Sandinista 
Communists and to somehow say that 
the food, clothing, and beans would 
have repelled the bombers, helicopter 
gunships, and the tanks. 

I ask my colleagues again, when will 
our Democratic colleagues come to the 
floor and denounce the Communist in
vaders in Central America? 

When will they come to the floor 
and denounce the Soviet Union for 
continuing to supply sophisticated 
military equipment to the Commu
nists who sit astride the Panama 
Canal central to the strategic interests 
of the United States? 

When, I ask, will the Democrats 
come to the floor and admit the fail
ure of their policy and join with us in 
a bipartisan fashion to protect our 
hemisphere from the Soviets, the 
Cubans, and their Nicaraguan proxies? 

IMPLEMENTING THE GENOCIDE 
CONVENTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PERKINS). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Ken
tucky [Mr. MAZZOLI] is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. MAZZOLI. Mr. Speaker, today the Sub
committee on Immigration, Refugees and 
International Law, which I have the great 
honor to chair, is holding a hearing on H.R. 
807, The Genocide Convention Implementa
tion Act. This measure, which was introduced 
by the distinguished Judiciary Committee 
chairman, Mr. RODINO, constitutes the imple
menting legislation that the Convention itself 
requires each signatory nation to enact. 
Indeed, the Senate, in giving its advice and 
consent to ratification, expressly conditioned 
U.S. ratification of the Convention on the en
actment of implementing legislation. 

In that spirit and to that end the subcommit
tee is continuing a process that began 40 
years ago when President Truman first submit
ted the Convention to the Senate for its 
advice and consent. That process culminated 
on February 19, 1986 when the Senate, by a 
vote of 83 to 11 and after adding 8 provisos, 
approved the Convention for ratification. Now, 
however, remains the task of enacting imple
menting legislation, and as we consider such 
legislation I am hopeful that the Senate's 
action in 1986 will lay to rest the issues that 
prevented Senate endorsement for 38 years. 

The Convention itself is a surprisingly 
simple and terse document. Its text is as fol
lows: 

TEXT OF GENOCIDE CONVENTION 

ARTICLE I 

The Contracting Parties confirm that 
genocide, whether committed in time of 

peace or in time of war, is a crime under 
international law which they undertake to 
prevent and to punish. 

ARTICLE II 

In the present Convention, genocide 
means any of the following acts committed 
with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a 
national, ethnical, racial, or religious group, 
as such: 

<a> Killing members of the group; 
(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm 

to members of the group; 
<c> Deliberately inflicting on the group 

conditions of life calculated to bring about 
its physical destruction in whole or in part; 

<d> Imposing measures intended to pre
vent births within the group; 

<e> Forcibly transferring children of the 
group to another group. 

ARTICLE III 

The following acts shall be punishable: 
<a> Genocide; 
(b) Conspiracy to commit genocide; 
<c> Direct and public incitement to commit 

genocide; 
(d) Attempt to commit genocide; 
<e> Complicity in genocide. 

ARTICLE IV 

Persons committing genocide or any of 
the other acts enumerated in article III 
shall be punished, whether they are consti
tutionally responsible rulers, public officials 
or private individuals. 

ARTICLE V 

The Contracting Parties undertake to 
enact, in accordance with their respective 
Constitutions, the necessary legislation to 
give effect to the provisions of the present 
Convention and, in particular, to provide ef
fective penalties for the persons guilty of 
genocide or of any of the other acts enumer
ated in article III. 

ARTICLE VI 

Persons charged with genocide or any of 
the other acts enumerated in article III 
shall be tried by a competent tribunal of the 
State in the territory of which the act was 
committed, or by international penal tribu
nal as may have jurisdiction with respect to 
those Contracting Parties which shall have 
accepted its jurisdiction. 

ARTICLE VII 

Genocide and the other acts enumerated 
in article III shall not be considered as polit
ical crimes for the purposes of extradition. 

The Contracting Parties pledge them
selves in such cases to grant extradition in 
accordance with their laws and treaties in 
force. 

ARTICLE VIII 

Any Contracting Party may call upon the 
competent organs of the United Nations to 
take such action under the Charter of the 
United Nations as they consider appropriate 
for the prevention and suppression of acts 
of genocide or any of the other acts enumer
ated in article III. 

ARTICLE IX 

Disputes between the Contracting Parties 
relating to the interpretation, application or 
fulfillment of the present Convention, in
cluding those relating to the responsibility 
of a State for genocide or for any of the 
other acts enumerated in article III, shall be 
submitted to the International Court of Jus
tice at the request of any of the parties to 
the dispute. 

ARTICLE X 

The present Convention, of which the 
Chinese, English, French, Russian and 

Spanish texts are equally authentic, shall 
bear the date of 9 December 1948. 

ARTICLE XI 

The present Convention shall be open 
until 31 December 1949 for signature on 
behalf of any Member of the United Na
tions and of any non-member State to 
which an invitation to sign has been ad
dressed by the General Assembly. 

The present Convention shall be ratified, 
and the instruments of ratification shall be 
deposited with the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations. 

After 1 January 1950 the present conven
tion may be acceded to on behalf of any 
Member of the United Nations and of any 
non-member State which has received an in
vitation as aforesaid. 

Instruments of accession shall be deposit
ed with the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations. 

ARTICLE XII 

Any Contracting Party may at any time, 
by notification addressed to the Secretary
General of the United Nations, extend the 
application of the present Convention to all 
or any of the territories for the conduct of 
whose foreign relations that Contracting 
Party is responsible. 

ARTICLE XIII 

On the day when the first twenty instru
ments of ratification or accession have been 
deposited, the Secretary-General shall draw 
up a process-verbal and transmit a copy 
thereof to each Member of the United Na
tions and to each of the non-member States 
contemplated in article XI. 

The present Convention shall come into 
force on the ninetieth day following the 
date of deposit of the twentieth instrument 
of ratification or accession. 

Any ratification or accession effected sub
sequent to the latter date shall become ef
fective on the ninetieth day following the 
deposit of the instrument of ratification or 
accession. 

ARTICLE XIV 

The present Convention shall remain in 
effect for a period of ten years as from the 
date of its coming into force. 

It shall thereafter remain in force for suc
cessive periods of five years for such Con
tracting Parties as have not denounced it at 
least six months before the expiration of 
the current period. 

Denunciation shall be effected by a writ
ten notification addressed to the Secretary
General of the United Nations. 

ARTICLE XV 

If, as a result of denunciations, the 
number of Parties to the present Conven
tion should become less than sixteen, the 
Convention shall cease to be in force as 
from the date on which the last of these de
nunciations shall become effective. 

ARTICLE XVI 

A request for the revision of the present 
Convention may be made at any time by 
any Contracting Party by means of a notifi
cation in writing addressed to the Secretary
General. 

The General Assembly shall decide upon 
the steps, if any, to be taken in respect of 
such request. 

ARTICLE XVII 

The Secretary-General of the United Na
tions shall notify all Members of the United 
Nations and the non-member States con
templated in article XI of the following: 
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<a> Signatures, ratifications and accessions 

received in accordance with article XI; 
(b) Notifications received in accordance 

with article XII; 
ARTICLE XVIII 

The original of the present Convention 
shall be deposited in the archives of the 
United Nations. 

A certified copy of the Convention shall 
be transmitted to each Member of the 
United Nations and to each of the non
member States contemplated in article XI. 

ARTICLE XIX 
The present Convention shall be regis

tered by the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations on the date of its coming 
into force. 

RESOLUTION 
Resolved ftwo-thirds of the Senators 

present concurring therein), That the 
Senate advise and consent to the ratifica
tion of the International Convention on the 
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of 
Genocide, adopted unanimously by the Gen
eral Assembly of the United Nations in 
Paris on December 9, 1948 <Executive 0, 
Eighty-first Congress, first session), Provid
ed that-

1. The Senate's advice and consent is sub
ject to the following reservations: 

< 1) That with reference to Article IX of 
the Convention, before any dispute to which 
the United States is a party may be submit
ted to the jurisdiction of the International 
Court of Justice under this article, the spe
cific consent of the United States is re
quired in each case. 

<2> That nothing in the convention re
quires or authorizes legislation or other 
action by the United States of America pro
hibited by the Constitution of the United 
States as determined by the United States. 

II. The Senate's advice and consent is sub
ject to the following understandings, which 
shall apply to the obligations of the United 
States under this Convention: 

(1) That the term "intent to destroy, in 
whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial, 
or religious group as such" appearing in Ar
ticle II means the specific intent to destroy, 
in whole or in substantial part, a national, 
ethnical, racial, or religious group by the 
acts specified in Article II. 

<2> That the term "mental harm" in Arti
cle Il(b) means permanent impairment of 
mental faculties through drugs, torture, or 
similar techniques. 

(3) That with regard to acts committed 
outside a state, the pledge to grant extradi
tion in accordance with a state's laws and 
treaties in force found in Article VII ex
tends only to acts which could be punished 
under the laws of both the requesting and 
the requested state and nothing in Article 
VI affects the right of any state to bring to 
trial before its own tribunals any of its na
tionals. 

(4) That acts in the course of armed con
flicts committed without the specific intent 
required by Article II are not sufficient to 
constitute genocide as defined by this Con
vention. 

(5) That with regard to the reference to 
an international penal tribunal in Article VI 
of the Convention, the United States de
clares that it reserves the right to effect its 
participation in any such tribunal by a 
treaty entered into specifically for that pur
pose with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. 

III. The Senate's advice and consent is 
subject to the following declaration: 

That the President will not deposit the in
strument of ratification until after the im
plementing legislation referred to in Article 
V has been enacted. 

Clearly, Mr. Speaker, our inability to bring 
the Genocide Convention ratification process 
to a close has constituted a national embar
rassment. In his October 16, 1985 letter to 
Senator DOLE, President Reagan explained 
why: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, DC, October 16, 1985. 

Hon. RoBERT J. DoLE, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR DoLE: We now have an im
portant opportunity to reaffirm to the 
international community the fundamental 
and unswerving American commitment to 
human rights. 

Last September, following an extensive 
review by the Executive Branch, I an
nounced the Administration's vigorous sup
port for ratification of the Genocide Con
vention. The Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, after careful consideration, sub
sequently recommended that the Senate 
give its advice and consent to ratification of 
the Convention subject to eight provisions. I 
am convinced that ratification of the Con
vention with these eight provisions would 
further the national interest and fully pro
tect the United States. 

Ratification of the Convention would 
serve as an important statement in opposing 
the gross human rights abuses the Conven
tion addresses. I believe that we can also use 
this Convention effectively in our efforts to 
expand human freedoms and fight human 
rights abuses around the world. Ratification 
of the Convention after thirty-seven years 
would serve to counter the criticisms the 
U.S. had received over the years for its fail
ure to ratify. 

I urge the Senate this year to give its 
advice and consent to ratification of the 
Genocide Convention with the eight provi
sions adopted by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Sincerely, 
RONALD REAGAN. 

Though one may rightfully wonder why it 
took 38 years for the Convention to receive 
favorable advice and consent, our past fail
ures can be redeemed, to some extent, by 
moving forward expeditiously with the imple
menting legislation required for final ratifica
tion. As a recent New York Times editorial 
stated, there is still work to be done: 
[From the New York Times, Feb. 22, 19881 
UNFINISHED WORK ON A GENOCIDE TREATY 
After 40 years, Congress is moving toward 

the final step on an international conven
tion against genocide. The Senate gave its 
approval to the treaty in 1986, and it only 
remains for Congress to pass implementing 
legislation to amend the criminal code. 

Unlikely delays have so often kept this job 
from completion that a target date is advisa
ble. For an effort that springs from interna
tional revulsion to Nazi annihilation of Jews 
during World War II, the World Holocaust 
Day of Remembrance, April 14, is the per
fect choice. 

On Friday, the Senate Judiciary Commit
tee held a hearing on the genocide conven
tion, which was originally adopted unani
mously by the United Nations in 1948. The 
United States led that effort, and Harry 
Truman presented the treaty to Congress 
the next year. Sadly, it still languishes 
there. Meanwhile 97 other countries, includ-

ing every major power and virtually every 
democratic country, have ratified it. 

The unseemingly U.S. foot-dragging can 
be credited to a handful of conservatives 
whose imaginations took flight in fears 
about the treaty undermining United States 
sovereignty. In fact, all the treaty does is to 
define genocide <an attempt to destroy a na
tional, ethnic, racial or religious group), and 
commit signatories to work toward its pre
vention and to punish anyone guilty of such 
crimes. And the treaty is as important for 
its symbolism as for anything-as seven 
Presidents have said in pressing for ratifica
tion. 

Both House and Senate judiciary commit
tees seem poised for the final step to bring 
the 40-year work to an end. All that takes 
now is for the committees and Congress to 
amend the Federal criminal laws to include 
the new crime and penalties. Congress could 
redeem itself somewhat on this issue by not 
letting the annual, day of remembrance of 
the Holocaust-April 14 this year-again 
pass with the Job still undone. 

As the Times editorial points out, April 14 is 
"Holocaust Remembrance Day." It is a day 
for us to pause and reflect on the horrors of 
past genocides and to marshall the resolve 
and outrage to speak against and take action 
against acts of genocide that are occurring 

. today or that might occur tomorrow. 

WILL COMMUNISM WIN IN 
CENTRAL AMERICA? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from Georgia [Mr. GINGRICH] 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, this is 
one of the saddest days I have served 
in the House. Today while we are talk
ing in Washington the people of Hon
duras and Nicaragua are paying the 
cost in blood and lives for the Demo
cratic policy of unilateral disarma
ment and withdrawal. 

The Democratic Speaker met in 
secret with the Nicaraguan Commu
nist dictatorship and today the Nicara
guan Communists are invading Hondu
ras and killing pro-American freedom 
fighters. 

The Democrats killed military help 
for the pro-American Nicaraguans but 
did nothing to stop th~ Soviets from 
helping the Communist Nicaraguans, 
and now the Communists are taking 
advantage of the opportunity the 
Democrats created in order to massa
cre America's allies. 

Faced with this disaster, carried by 
the Democrats' weak unilateral disar
mament, the Democratic Whip attacks 
those who tried to help the pro-Ameri
can freedom fighters. 

Have you no shame? 
As men and women who love free

dom and love America are killed by 
Communists, have you no sense of de
cency? 

The Wall Street Journal put it cor
rectly this morning in an editorial en
titled "Jim Wright's Vietnam," and I 
quote: 
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It took more than a decade for three 

Presidents to lose Vietnam. It may take less 
than a year for one Speaker of the House to 
lose Nicaragua. 

On Feb. 3, House Speaker Jim Wright en
gineered a dramatic defeat of President 
Reagan's aid request for the Nicaraguan 
Contras, and effectively took U.S. policy in 
Central America away from the executive 
branch and lodged it squarely in the legisla
ture. Less than two months later, the U.S. 
has no policy whatsoever. 

Yesterday, the Sandinistas made it clear 
that the road to "peace" runs along two 
tracks. Daniel Ortega announced in Mana
gua that the Nicaraguan army has under
taken a large-scale military operation 
against the recently defunded Contras, 
code-naming the assault "Triumph or 
Death." According to a State Department 
briefer, this offensive includes 12 combat 
battalions with some 6,000 troops and about 
10 Soviet MI-17 helicopters. 

How this is possible in an economy that is 
reportedly flat on its back was indicated late 
last week by an Associated Press story, re
porting that according to a Pentagon esti
mate the Soviet Union in the first eight 
weeks of this year has sent Nicaragua 3,100 
metric tons of weapons and war materials 
worth about $100 million. So at the same 
time that Jim Wright is killing aid to the 
Contras, the Russians are sending the San
dinistas aid to kill the Contras. 

Do the Democrats care? Not likely. 
On Feb. 26 the House Democratic Study 

Group sent an extraordinarily revealing 
letter to the Central American Working 
Group, a collection of anti-Contra organiza
tions. "Nothing will bring peace faster," the 
letter says, "than destroying Contra hopes 
for more military aid." The Democrats 
wanted to reassure their outside allies that 
they wished to "send a strong message to 
the Contras that our support of their war 
has ended. The sooner the Contras under
stand that fact, the sooner the fighting will 
end in Nicaragua and the sooner we can 
begin addressing the real problems in Cen
tral America of poverty and the maldistribu
tion of wealth." 

This, then, is what the foreign policy of 
the United States looks like when Congress 
expropriates a constitutional responsibility 
from the presidency. It looks like the Flying 
Dutchman-tattered, adrift, pathetic. Yes
terday, trying to regain control of the 
rudder, President Reagan met with the con
gressional leadership. 

They go on to say, and I will close 
with this, 

Surely it should be perfectly clear to any 
serious person what is going on in Nicara
gua. The Sandinistas, financed by the Rus
sians, are running their version of North 
Vietnam's victory strategy-sign onto an 
endless negotiation, let Congress defund its 
own ally, import Communist-bloc war mate
rial and roll over the weakened opposition. 

Asked about a new presidential aid re
quest, Jim Wright talked about morality. 
"If I schedule it, the President would have 
some moral responsibility to help pass it," 
he said. "I don't want to run it out there 
and be defeated again." Mr. Wright should 
be less timid in his convictions. After all, he 
isn't the one who has to risk getting hit over 
the head with a metal pipe. 

Let me say this in closing, decent 
men and women who believed in 
America, who love freedom, who are 
willing to stand up to fight commu
nism are being killed today by well-

armed, Communist-trained, trained by 
Cubans, armed by the Soviet Union, 
and the answer the Democrats in the 
House have is to do nothing. The 
answer is to let America's friends be 
killed while the Democrats in the 
House sit on their hands. 

We have had week after week of ar
guing this out. Every prediction of 
left-wing Democrats has been wrong. 
Every time they have disarmed Ameri
ca's friends, the Nicaraguan Commu
nists have been bolder. Every time 
they have stopped helping America's 
friends, the Nicaraguan Communists 
have been more aggressive. 

I think if freedom dies in Central 
America it's the Democrats in the 
United States House of Representa
tives who will have done fully as much 
as the Soviet Union, fully as much as 
Cuba, fully as much as the Nicaraguan 
Communists to make it possible. With
out the unilateral disarmament of the 
House, it would not be possible for 
communism to win in Central Amer
ica. 

TRIBUTE TO ARTIST ROMARE 
BEARDEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from Maryland [Mr. MFUME] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MFUME. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
tribute to renowned African American 
artist Romare Bearden who died in 
New York City on March 12. 

Through the use of bold blue, ruby 
red, and gleaming gold oils, Romare 
Bearden stroked an indelible mark on 
the international art world. Combin
ing paint with scraps of photographs, 
cloth, and paper, collages became his 
trademark during a career that 
spanned 50 years. 

Born in Charlotte, NC, 75 years ago, 
Bearden grew up in Pittsburgh and 
Harlem. After high school, he attend
ed Boston University. A gifted athlete, 
Bearden pitched for the Boston 
Tigers-in the old Negro leagues-and 
was encouraged by friends to break 
the color barrier of the majors. 

Sweltering in the hot sun of a pro
fessional baseball field was not the 
way well-rounded Romare Bearden 
wanted to spend his valuable time. 
After 2 years in Boston, he transferred 
to New York University where he ma
jored in mathematics-with the ulti
mate goal of attending medical school. 

After taking a job as the cartoonist 
for a college magazine, Bearden's life
and the world of 20th century art
changed. Early paintings reflecting 
images of his Southern childhood so 
impressed contemporaries Aaron 
Douglas, Augusta Savage, and Jacob 
Lawrence that they insisted that he 
join them in forming the Harlem Art
ists Guild in 1935. 

With Duke Ellington, Billie Holiday, 
and Fats Waller as personal friends, 

it's not surprising that music played a 
key role in Bearden's life. One of his 
compositions, "Seabreeze," was record
ed by Billy Eckstine, Wherever Bear
den worked magic on canvas, jazz, and 
the blues played in the background. 
"Carolina Shout" and "New Orleans 
Farewell" are the music-inspired titles 
of two of his greatest works. 

Much of Bearden's versatility and 
creativeness was credited to his 
mother, affectionately known as 
Bessye J. During her illustrious career, 
Bessye J. was the New York editor of 
the Chicago Defender; national treas
urer of the Council of Negro Women; 
a member of the executive board of 
the New York Urban League; and the 
first woman appointed to a school 
board in New York City. As writer 
Calvin Tomkins explains, "everyone in 
Harlem knew Bessye J., and Bessye J. 
knew everyone: Eleanor Roosevelt and 
Mary Bethune, councilmen and 
judges, editors and mayors, not to 
mention all the musicians." 

By the mid-1960's, Bearden was re
garded as a preeminent American 
artist. He was elected to the American 
Academy of Arts and Letters in 1966, 
won a Guggenheim Award in 1970, and 
a Ford Fellowship in 1973. Major mu
seums-including the Baltimore 
Museum of Art-have featured his 
work and include Bearden paintings in 
their permanent collections. 

The African American experience 
was the prevalent theme in Romare 
Bearden's art. Be it musicians per
forming on stage or children playing 
games on the steps of a Harlem tene
ment, he captured the essence of our 
culture and brought it to life in vi
brant colors. Pulitzer prize-winning 
African American playwright August 
Wilson was so moved by Bearden's 
painting "Mill Hand's Lunch Bucket" 
that it served as the inspiration for his 
current hit, "Joe Turner's Come and 
Gone." 

In the book, "The Art of Romare 
Bearden," the painter was quoted as 
saying, 

I work out of a response and need to rede
fine the image of man in the terms of the 
Negro experience I know best. 

As a Romare Bearden painting 
stares back at us, we see that he man
aged to do just that. He was a great 
man and a great American whose con
tributions will be a part of society for 
generations to come. 

THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ANNUNZIO] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ANNUNZIO. Mr. Speaker, several arti
cles have appeared in newspapers around the 
country supporting the proposal to eliminate 
the $1 note. Proponents of this legislation are 
well organized groups such as the vending 
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machine industry and the metal industry which 
would benefit financially from the replacement 
of the $1 note with a $1 coin. I do not believe 
that the views of such organizations are repre
sentative of the views held by most Ameri
cans on the issue. 

Unfortunately, it is very rare that we hear ar
guments for keeping the $1 notes. This is cer
tainly not because Americans want it re
placed. I believe that individuals in this country 
prefer the $1 note over the $1 coin. However, 
because the average citizen is not involved in 
lobbying the Congress, we will not hear his or 
her views until after such action is taken. 
Then we will be burdened with complaints and 
faced with the prospect that the new coins will 
meet the same fate as the Susan B. Anthony 
dollars, most of which now sit in Government 
vaults. 

I would like to bring to the attention of my 
colleagues an article which appeared in Coin 
World-March 2, 1988-a publication market
ed toward coin collectors. Harold F. Eccleston 
wrote this in response to a previous article 
written by the executive director of the Coin 
Coalition lobbying group. In that article, the 
executive director concedes that the American 
public is not seeking a change in currency. Mr. 
Eccleston relays what I believe are the senti
ments of most Americans about the $1 coin 
proposal. The coin will be inconvenient, and 
will not be widely circulated. Instead, it will 
end up being stowed away until enough have 
accumulated to make a trip to the bank to ex
change them for paper currency. 

I am inserting into the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD Mr. Eccleston's article with the hope 
that my colleagues will consider the views 
presented. I believe that if the proposed 
change is made to the currency system, it will 
be an annoyance as well as a waste of money 
and effort. 

DOLLAR COIN PROPOSAL PROMPTS CALL FOR 
COFFEE CAN STRATEGY 

<By Harold F. Eccleston> 
I have finished reading your Nov. 18 arti

cle regarding the proposal to replace the 
paper dollar with a metal, gold-colored sub
stitute and would like to submit the results 
of a personal "pocket survey" <my pocket> 
which I have charted over a six-week period. 

But, before giving you the actual statis
tics, you should be informed that I use a 
money clip to carry all paper bills, said 
money clip being deposited in my desk in 
the evening and removed and placed in my 
pocket (pants, of course) every morning; 
this system has served me very well for 
many years and, unless you carry excessive 
amounts of paper money <which I don't 
have), far outweighs the wallet system, or 
should I call it the "pickpocket" system. 

Now to the survey: On a daily basis, my 
money clip carried an average of six $1 bills 
for the six-week period. My survey also cov
ered the small change which I ended up 
with every day and they averaged, at least, 
12 coins. Of course, I realize my survey was 
very limited but it still shows an indication 
of 18 coins <metal, that is) for me to haul 
around every day if the paper dollar is 
eliminated. <How heavy will the metal 
dollar be?) 

While I am on the subject of small 
change, let me ask your gentleman readers 
what they do with the coins in their pockets 
every night. Do they dump them on a night 
table? Throw them into a desk drawer? 

Whatever the answer is, somehow or other 
they have to get that change into a pocket, 
right? 

Do they pick up one coin at a time? Or do 
they swoop them off the high table hoping 
they will all end up in the other hand and 
thus into the pocket? 

Whatever your method, gentlemen, do 
you want more coins to be added to the pile? 
And how about your poor wife? Do you 
want her condemned to the drudgery of 
sewing up more holes in your pocket? On 
the other hand, do you want to be forced to 
help your wife carry her purse around? 

My solution is very simple because what
ever change I have at the end of the day 
goes into a coffee can and that's where the 
metal dollar will end up until I get around 
to "rolling" them and taking them to a bank 
to be exchanged for paper, not metal! 

I am not sure what effect my "coffee can" 
strategy will have on creating a shortage of 
the new dollar coin, if it is ever issued and 
the paper dollar is eliminated, but it will 
give me some personal satisfaction and I 
hope that the majority of your readers 
agree with me and will do likewise. 

In a more serious vein, my final comments 
concern Mr. James Benfield who, according 
to the Nov. 18 article in Coin World, is exec
utive director of the Coin Coalition, a Wash
ington, D.C., based lobbying group which 
supports the dollar coin. 

You quote this gentleman as having said: 
"Why make something so extraordinarily 
complicated when it isn't? If a survey of the 
American public is taken, they will say leave 
it [$1 Federal Reserve note] alone. But the 
role of government is to look ahead. 

I wonder if similar thoughts and words oc
curred to George III when the tea tax was 
imposed on the Colonies prior to the Ameri
can Revolution? There was also someone 
back in our history who said, "Let the 
public be damned!" 

My personal reaction to Mr. Benfield's 
statement will be to write to my state's con
gressional representatives opposing the 
change in the dollar and also request from 
them what "interests" the Coin Coalition 
represents; does anyone want to bet they 
don't grow trees? 

WINTER SPORTS CLINIC FOR 
DISABLED VETERANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONT
GOMERY] is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, recently 
the Veterans' Administration Hospital in Grand 
Junction, CO, conducted a highly successful 
winter sports clinic for disabled veterans. Ap
proximately 1 05 veterans from 18 different 
States participated. Many of those veterans 
suffer from severe spinal cord injury, traumatic 
amputations, and blindness. 

The winter sports clinic was the fruition of 
the vision of Santo Trombetta, recreational 
therapist at the VA Medical Center. Recogniz
ing the importance of opportunities such as 
were available there to seriously disabled vet
erans, Sandy Trombetta, with the support of 
hospital director Arch Bourett, brought togeth
er all the resources of the community to make 
it possible for veterans to experience a range 
of winter sports activities. Veterans were 
taken to the Powderhorn ski area each day by 
bus. There they enjoyed sit skiing, or other 
skiing with adaptive equipment compatible 

with their physical needs. They also had an 
opportunity to utilize snowmobiles to tour the 
Powderhorn Mesa. Those who were not on 
the ski slopes were exposed to skeet shooting 
and fly tying. 

The ladies auxiliary of American Legion 
Post 33 in Mesa, CO, prepared the lunches 
enjoyed by the veterans each day. The Viet
nam Veterans of America chapter from Grand 
Junction assisted in the loading and unloading 
of buses going to the ski areas. The VFW, 
DAV, and American Legion departments of 
Colorado each contributed monetarily so that 
the program would be a success. Various 
service organizations also contributed funds to 
send veterans from their regions to Grand 
Junction. On Sunday, March 6, Charles Kuralt, 
host of the "CBS Sunday Morning Show," 
featured the winter sports clinic, using the 
best techniques of television to show all 
Americans what it is our veterans, and those 
committed to serving them, are made of. 

In all, the winter sports clinic demonstrates 
the best that there is-the Veterans' Adminis
tration. The VA staff participating are but typi
cal of dedicated Veterans Administration em
ployees throughout the country committed to 
providing high quality service to veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, the mutually supportive rela
tionship with the community typifies the sort of 
relationship VA facilities have with their host 
communities everywhere. The service actually 
received by the veterans, and their own com
mitment to make the most of opportunities 
and minimize the limitations of the physical 
conditions are merely a reinforcement of the 
spirit of America's veteran. 

These special programs mean a lot to many 
people-veterans and nonveterans. This 
event was very successful and many people 
benefited from it. 

I applaud the leadership of Sandy Trom
betta and others who contributed so much to 
the success of the winter sports clinic. 

EMPLOYEE STOCK OWNERSHIP 
PLANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. RosTENKOW
SKI] is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROSTENKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, today I 
am introducing legislation which would, in cer
tain circumstances, require an employee stock 
ownership plan [ESOP] to be approved by a 
majority vote of all employees of the corpora
tion concerned before becoming effective. 
When the circumstances described in the bill 
are met, the principle of "one worker, one 
vote" would be brought to bear. In this way, 
all affected employees will be given the right 
to vote on such risktaking prior to implementa
tion of the ESOP. 

The employee stock ownership plan con
cept was originally created as a mechanism to 
enable employees to share in the ownership 
and profitability of their employer's company. 
Under the original concept, employees would 
benefit as well as the employers. In more 
recent years, ESOP's have been used by em
ployees of failing companies to finance the 
purchase of their troubled company with the 
hope that, through wage and benefit conces-
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sions, they will be able to continue operations 
and thereby maintain their jobs. 

Today, there are cases in which one or 
more groups of employees are attempting to 
purchase a controlling interest in a financially 
healthy corporation over the objections of 
other employee groups. In some cases, the 
formation of an ESOP is critical to the out
come of such efforts. 

In the cases that particularly concern me, 
the employee pension funds would be divert
ed to the ESOP to pay for the acquisition of 
the company's stock by those employees. If 
the company fails, the employees might be 
left with inadequate retirement income from 
the pension plan and no retirement income 
from the ESOP because the Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation does not guarantee any 
benefits promised by the ESOP. 

I think it would be an abuse of the ESOP 
concept if the establishment of the ESOP put 
pension rights, wages, and benefits at risk 
contrary to the wishes of a majority of the af
fected work force. This abuse is magnified if 
one employee group, organized as a collective 
bargaining unit, proposes an ESOP which may 
use the assets of a terminated pension plan 
that covers a substantial number of nonrepre
sented employees who have had no voice in 
the decision to terminate their pension plan. 

At the very least, the work force needs to 
be fully apprised of the risks as well as the 
benefits involved in the establishment of an 
ESOP. The notification process and the vote 
required by this bill will vastly increase the 
likelihood that all employees will be made fully 
aware of what the proposed transfer of own
ership will mean to each of them personally. 

At the same time, it is not my intention to 
impose a prohibition against one employee 
group trying to succeed in having an ESOP 
own all, or some, of their corporation. 

By allowing all employees to pass judgment 
on one employee group's ESOP proposal, and 
allowing the ESOP proposal to go forward if a 
majority of employees approve, this bill places 
the power of decisionmaking in the hands of 
those affected-the employees. 

This legislation would address only those 
situations where: 

First, the ESOP is proposed, or agreed to, 
by employees represented by a collective bar
gaining unit in a corporation with more than 
one of such units-an "agreement" for this 
purpose is not restricted to an election of 
other similar procedure; 

Second, nonrepresented employees consti
tute at least 30 percent of the employer's 
work force; and 

Third, it is proposed, or it is reasonable to 
assume, that assets from a pension plan will 
be transferred to the plan. 

Where these specific criteria apply, the em
ployer may not establish an ESOP without a 
majority vote approving the plan by the em
ployer's employees. Under the bill, the em
ployer involved in the covered transaction 
must meet the following notice and election 
requirements: 

First, an employer must notify employees of 
all material facts concerning the proposed 
ESOP, including whether assets will be trans
ferred to the ESOP from any other employee 
plan, whether the ESOP will replace any other 
employee plan, the terms of the ESOP, and 

the terms of the plan-if any-from which 
assets are being transferred; 

Second, this notification must take place no 
later than 90 days, but no sooner than 180 
days, before establishment of the proposed 
ESOP; 

Third, the proposed ESOP must be ap
proved by a majority of the employer's em
ployees pursuant to an election conducted by 
secret ballot; and 

Fourth, the election must be conducted no 
sooner than 60 days after notice of the pro
posed ESOP is provided to employees, and 
not later than the day before the ESOP is es
tablished. 

The bill is effective for ESOP's established 
after March 16, 1988, the date of introduction 
of the bill. Existing plans that are converted to 
an ESOP after March 16, 1988, are consid
ered as being established after March 16, 
1988. A copy of the text of the bill follows. 

H.R. 4184 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. REQUIREMENT THAT EMPLOYEES AP

PROVE EMPLOYEE STOCK OWNER
SHIP PLAN. 

<a> IN GENERAL.-Section 409 of the Inter
nal Revenue Code of 1986 <relating to quali
fications for tax credit employee stock own
ership plan> is amended by redesignating 
subsection (p) as subsection (q) and by in
serting after subsection <o> the following 
new subsection: 

"(p) EMPLOYEES MUST APPROVE PLAN.
" (1) IN GENERAL.-A plan meets the re

quirements of this subsection if during the 
election period, a majority of the employees 
of the employer establishing the plan ap
prove the establishment of the plan pursu
ant to an election conducted by secret 
ballot. 

"(2) NoTICE.-An employer seeking to es
tablish a plan meeting the requirements of 
this section shall notify his employees 
during the notification period of all materi
al facts concerning the plan, including-

" (A) whether assets will be transferred to 
the plan from any other plan and whether 
the plan will replace such other plan, 

"(B) the terms of the plan, and 
"(C) the terms of the plan (if any) from 

which the assets are being transferred. 
"(3) LIMITATION.-This subsection shall 

apply only if-
"<A> the plan is proposed <or agreed to) by 

employees represented by a collective bar
gaining unit in a corporation with more 
than 1 of such units, 

"<B> at least 30 percent of the employees 
of such corporation are not represented by a 
collective bargaining unit, and 

"<C> it is proposed <or it is reasonable to 
assume) that assets from a defined benefit 
plan will be transferred to the plan. 

"(4) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this 
subsection-

"<A> ELECTION PERIOD.-The term 'election 
period' means the period begining 60 days 
after the day on which notice is provided 
under paragraph <2> and ending on the day 
before the day on which the plan is estab
lished. 

" (B) NOTIFICATION PERIOD.-The term 'no
tification period' means the 90-day period 
ending with the 91st day before the day on 
which the plan is established." 

<b> CoNFORMING AMENDMENTS.-

(1) Paragraph <3> of section 409<a> of such 
Code is amended by striking out "and (o)" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "(o), and (p)". 

(2) Section 4975(e)(7) of such Code is 
amended by inserting "section 409(p)," after 
"section 409(o),". 

(C) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to plans es
tablished after March 16, 1988. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from Michigan [Mr. FORD] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FORD of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to let the RECORD show that on March 16, 
I did not vote on Rollcalls 29, 30, 31, 32, and 
33 because I was in Michigan attending the 
funeral of my aunt. 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA
TION REAUTHORIZATION AND 
AMENDMENT ACT OF 1988 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. LAFALCE] 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, today, on behalf 
of Mr. McDADE, the ranking minority member 
on the Small Business Committee, and myself, 
I have introduced legislation to extend the au
thorization for Small Business Administration 
programs and to make certain changes in 
these programs. Basically, this bill does three 
major things. 

First, it authorizes SBA programs for the 
next 3 fiscal years, 1989, 1990, and 1991. The 
amounts authorized for these programs gener
ally would be the same as those provided for 
fiscal year 1988, with minor adjustments to 
cover anticipated inflation. 

In continuing the existing programs, the leg
islation inherently rejects certain proposals in 
the administration's budget request for fiscal 
year 1989. 

The bill would not eliminate the relatively 
small amount of direct loans now provided to 
handicapped, to minorities and to Vietnam 
and disabled veterans. These are loans of last 
resort and can be made only if the applicant 
cannot secure the funds from any other 
source, and thus elimination of these pro
grams simply will deny any avenue of financial 
assistance to these targeted groups. 

The bill would not reduce the amount of the 
loan guarantees which entices lenders to 
make loans to small businesses, that is, it 
would not limit reimbursement of lenders to 75 
percent of any losses on loan guarantees 
rather than 85 to 90 percent. 

The bill would not eliminate the minority as
sistance now provided through consulting con
tracts under section 70), business develop
ment expense funds, and the special incen
tives to MESBIC's to encourage them to pro
vide venture capital to minority small business. 

The bill would not cutback and eventually 
eliminate the management assistance being 
provided through the small business develop
ment center partnership program. 

The bill would not eliminate the pollution 
control contract guarantees program which is 
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designed to provide small businesses with 
access to capital to meet expenditures man
dated by Federal pollution laws. 

The bill would not impose new or expanded 
user and guarantee fees which would essen
tially indirectly tax the users of certain SBA 
programs for $23 million annually. 

The bill would not eliminate disaster loan 
assistance to businesses and individuals 
which cannot prove that they are unable to 
secure the money from any other source to 
permit them to rebuild and recover from a nat
ural disaster such as a flood or hurricane; nor 
would it increase the cost of Federal loans to 
those few disaster victims who would still 
have qualified. 

One of SBA's primary missions is to help 
small businesses gain access to capital. Lack 
of capital is a critical problem, particularly to 
firms which need relatively small amounts 
such as $40,000 or $50,000. I have been long 
concerned that even though we recognize the 
difficulty of obtaining this size of loan, our pro
grams do not now address this problem ade
quately. 

Thus, the bill provides more incentives to 
lenders to make smaller loans by allowing par
ticipants in the preferred lenders program and 
the certified lenders program to retain one-half 
of the 2-percent guarantee fee on smaller 
loans, of $50,000 or less, and it allows certi
fied lenders to use their own forms rather than 
having to complete Government forms. 

Due to economies of scale involved in the 
processing and servicing, it is more profitable 
for lenders to make larger loans, and thus 
some lenders simply will not make business 
loans in amounts less than $50,000. 

Current law and regulations already empha
size delivery of guaranteed loans through 
SBA's "best lenders," that is, those in the 
preferred lenders program or the certified 
lenders program. These lenders have demon
strated their proficiency in SBA loan making 
and servicing and have received a delegation 
of some of SBA's authority to approve -loans. 

These programs now account for more than 
one-third of our guaranteed loans as com
pared to one-fifth 5 years ago. On the other 
hand, the size of loan being processed by cer
tified lenders is larger than size of average 
guaranteed loans, and it has increased at 
twice the rate of increase of the average size 
loan. 

By allowing these lenders to keep one-half 
of the loan fee and by allowing them to use 
their own forms, these institutions will have a 
financial incentive to make smaller loans. This 
is particularly important since only meager 
amounts of direct loans are available today 
and then only for targeted groups. 

I also believe we must do more to help 
those small firms which are our builders and 
manufacturers. Many of those firms would like 
to bid on the procurement needs of Federal, 
State, and local governments, as well as the 
private sector, but they must provide a "guar
antee" that they will perform. That guarantee 
is a surety bond which insures their perform
ance. Without it, they cannot obtain the con
tract even if they are the low bidder, as surety 
bonds are required by law on Federal procure
ments and on many other projects. 

SBA has a program designed to help with 
this problem by guaranteeing to reimburse a 

surety bond company for part of any loss. In 
essence, SBA operates a reinsurance pro
gram to repay surety companies for losses 
they pay due to a small contractor breaching 
or failing to perform a contract. 

As with the guaranteed loan program, I do 
not believe the surety bond program works as 
well as it could, as too many small firms still 
cannot get the necessary bonding as major 
surety companies do not participate in the 
program. I believe that we should be using the 
expertise of these companies. 

Accordingly, the final major provision of the 
bill is to authorize and direct SBA to establish 
a preferred surety bond program. This would 
parallel the preferred lenders program and au
thorize SBA to delegate bond approval author
ity to those companies which demonstrate 
their proficiency with program requirements 
and justify the placing of additional trust in 
their judgment. 

The end result, if successful, would be more 
participation by sureties and thus more help 
for small business contractors, while at the 
same time allowing SBA to better utilize its 
total resources. 

Mr. Speaker, a section-by-section analysis 
of the bill follows: 

SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS 

Section I.-Provides that this Act may be 
cited as "The Small Business Administra
tion Reauthorization and Amendment Act 
of 1988". 

Section 2.-Amends section 20 of the 
Small Business Act to provide program 
levels and budget authority for all of SBA's 
programs for each of fiscal years 1989, 1990 
and 1991. <See charts attached) 

Section 3.-Amends section 7<a> of the 
Small Business Act to authorize a new tar
geted loan program to provide up to $1 mil
lion in loan guarantees to assist small busi
ness concerns in industries engaged in or ad
versely affected by international trade. The 
loan proceeds could be used only for plant 
and equipment and would be required to be 
secured by a first lien or first mortgage on 
the property. 

In addition, the small business could apply 
for an additional guaranteed loan under the 
regular 7<a> loan program of up to $250,000 
solely for working capital, supplies or re
volving lines of credit for export purposes. 

A small business would be considered to be 
engaged in or adversely affected by interna
tional trade if the business was either in a 
position to significantly expand existing 
export markets or develop new export mar
kets or if it could demonstrate that it was 
adversely affected by import competition 
from foreign firms and has suffered injury 
attributable to such competition. 

Finally, SBA would be required to author
ize lending institutions and other entities in 
addition to banks to make loans authorized 
under section 7(a). 

Section 4.-Amends section 7<a> of the 
Small Business Act to provide incentives to 
preferred lenders and to certified lenders to 
make loans of $50,000 or less by allowing 
them to retain one-half of the usual 2 per
cent fee collected from the borrower and by 
allowing certified lenders to use their own 
loan forms in lieu of SBA loan forins. This 
would be a two-year pilot program. 

Section 5.-Amends section 7<a> of the 
Small Business Act by eliminating the 
present statutory authority which SBA has 
to limit the maximum loan guarantee on 
loans approved in the preferred lenders pro-

gram to a lower amount than is provided for 
loans not in that program. 

Section 6.-Amends section 411 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 to 
authorize SBA to reimburse sureties partici
pating in the surety bond guarantees pro
gram for amounts spent to prevent breach 
of contracts guaranteed by surety bonds or 
to minimize the losses due to such breach. 
Reimbursement would be limited to SBA's 
maximum dollar exposure under the guar
antee on the bond and would be further lim
ited to the percentage of the guarantee it 
agreed to provide. 

Section 7.-Amends Section 411 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 by 
establishing different levels of guarantee 
for surety bonds, depending upon the 
amount of the contract which is the subject 
of the bond. If the amount of the contract is 
$100,000 or less, SBA's liability to reimburse 
the surety for losses sustained under a bond 
on the contract would be 90%, and if the 
contract was over $100,000 would be 80%. 

Section 8.-Amends Section 411 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 to 
authorize SBA to delegate to surety compa
nies its authority to guarantee surety bonds 
on contracts issued on behalf of small busi
nesses. This delegation of authority to ap
prove the bonds, without further Adminis
tration approval, would be contingent upon 
SBA determining that the surety company 
has underwriting expertise and the capabil
ity to approve, issue, monitor and service 
the bonds. 

SBA would be required to revoke the dele
gation of authority if it determines that the 
surety is not adhering to its rules and regu
lations or if it determines the loss experi
ence of the surety is excessive as compared 
to other surety companies. 

The SBA would be required to report to 
the Committee on Small Business on the 
amount of the surety bond guarantees 
issued pursuant to this delegation of au
thority and on the amount of losses on 
them. An interim report would be required 
by February 1, 1990 and a final report by 
February 1, 1991. 

This section would also rewrite existing 
law to require that before SBA can issue a 
surety bond guarantee, there must be a rea
sonable expectation that the contract will 
be performed, and that the terms and condi
tions of the bond are reasonable in the light 
of the risks involved. 

Section 9.-Amends section 310 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 by 
eliminating a requirement that the Inspec
tor General conduct an annual audit of each 
small business investment company. In
stead, the Inspector General would be re
quired to conduct an audit at least every 
two years, of the following seven areas: 

(1) Whether the investment company has 
engaged solely in lawful activities and those 
contemplated by this Act; 

<2> Whether it has engaged in prohibited 
conflicts of interest; 

<3> Whether it has acquired or exercised 
illegal control of an assisted small business; 

(4) Whether it has made investments in 
small business for not less than 4 years in 
the case of a minority enterprise small busi
ness investment company or for not less 
than 5 years in all other cases; 

(5) Whether it has limited its investments 
to not more than 20% of its capital in any 
individual small business; 

(6) Whether it has engaged in relending, 
foreign investments, or passive investments; 
or 
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<7> Whether it has charged an interest 

rate in excess of the maximum permitted by 
law. 

It also authorizes the Administration to 
delay the examination for 1 additional year 
if it deems the delay to be appropriate, and 
also authorizes the Administration to waive 
the examination if the company has ceased 
operations due to litigation or being in re
ceivership. 

Section 10.-Amends section 301 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 by 
authorizing limited partnerships of at least 
10 years duration to form small business in
vestment companies <in lieu of the 30 years 
now required). 

Section 11.-Amends title III of the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 by adding a 
new section requiring SBA to issue guaran
tees of small business investment company 
debentures or trust certificates representing 
pools of such debentures at regular inter
vals. 

Section 12.-Requires the Comptroller 
General, by June 1, 1989, to report to the 
Small Business Committees on the func
tions being performed by volunteers in the 
Service Corps of Retired Executives and the 
Active Corps of Executives. The report 
would include conclusions and recommenda
tions concerning the efficiency and cost ef
fectiveness of such volunteers. 

Section 13.-Amends section 9(j) of the 
Small Business Act to authorize SBA to 
issue policy directives concerning the stand
ardized and orderly withdrawal from pro
gram participation by an agency having a 
Small Business Innovation Research pro
gram and concerning voluntary participa
tion in such program by a Federal agency. 

Section 14.-Requires SBA to develop a 
program to provide statistical and analytical 
data on the assistance provided to small 
businesses <The program will permit the 
"tracking" of individual assistance and an 
evaluation of its merits.) 

Section 15.-Provides that notwithstand
ing any law, rule or regulation, the Small 
Business Administration is required to issue 
final regulations to carry out the provisions 
of this Act within six months after the date 
of enactment. 

MORE GREEN TEA AND DIRTY 
TRICKS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen
tlewoman from Maryland [Mrs. BENT
LEY] is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, in the 
last several days I have been reading 
various sections out of the book "The 
Japanese Conspiracy" for the purpose 
of advising or notifying the American 
public of what has really happened to 
this country's industrial base. 

The book is written by Marvin J. 
Wolf, an author living in Los Angeles, 
CA, and on the front cover it says, 
"The plot to dominate industry world
wide and how to deal with it." 

Mr. Speaker, over these several days 
we have discussed how the Japanese 
Ministry of International Trade and 
Industry together with the Japanese 
manufacturers had targeted various 
industries in this in order to destory 
them, one of them being steel, the 
other electronics, all of which involve 
the television sets and how much of it 

was done by double invoicing, and by 
setting prices by the Tenth Day 
Group, the Okura Group, and the 
Palace Group, all of whom connived 
and conspired to set the prices in the 
United States to dump television sets 
in this country at very low prices while 
keeping the prices at home at almost 
double, and how the double invoicing 
was accomplished to fool the U.S. Cus
toms so that these products could 
come in here at a much lower price 
and be sold here. 
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In connection with my efforts to 

keep the American public advised on 
what has really happened and how the 
destruction of our industrial base was 
not as much from lack of productivity 
or the American worker not being a 
good worker but on an international 
conspiracy, I received a letter from a 
company in Minnesota. I am from 
Maryland, and this company is writing 
to me from Minnesota, and the name 
of the company is Lake Center Indus
tries, and it is from the president and 
general manager of that company. 
What he says in this letter really sup
ports what we have read in this book. 

It says: 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE BENTLEY: I'm Writ

ing to you as the President of a medium
sized, forty-year old, original equipment 
auto parts manufacturer <OEM> and on 
behalf of our 1,850 dedicated, quality con
scious, employees in Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Ohio, and Michigan. Our problem is that 
after two years of concerted effort we are 
unable to generate any interest in our prod
ucts <e.g., turn signal, head lamp, and wiper 
switches; and heater and air conditioning 
controls> to the Japanese car manufacturers 
located either in the U.S. or Japan. Mean
while approximately 150 transplanted Japa
nese auto parts manufacturers are not only 
exclusively enjoying all of their country
men's business but an ever-increasing por
tion of the U.S. auto parts business as well. 

Predictions are that by 1990 the Japanese 
will export two and a half million cars to 
the U.S. and manufacture another two and 
a half million in the U.S. Based on a ten 
million car-per-year market, this will most 
certainly lead to the closing of even more 
U.S.-owned auto plants, further eroding our 
business. 

Over the past two years, we have attempt
ed to penetrate the Japanese car market, 
both here and in Japan. Our people recently 
returned from our second extensive trip to 
Japan <and our first to Korea) and are even 
more disillusioned and frustrated than 
before. We have made sales calls on the Jap
anese auto manufacturers, both in the U.S. 
and Japan, and we've investigated joint ven
tures with other Japanese part suppliers but 
with no success. U.S.-based Japanese car 
manufacturing purchasing people have 
often treated our people rudely or unprofes
sionally and were uninterested in what our 
company could do for them. In Japan our 
people were treated somewhat better by 
members of JAMA <Japan Automobile Man
ufacturers Association). However, they're 
being protected by such groups as MITI 
<Ministry of International Trade and Indus
try), and they <MITD were openly arrogant 

and abrasive and inferred that American 
companies and products are inferior. 

U.S. Government assistance and represen
tation on our behalf has proven to be inad
equate. My suggestion would be to have the 
U.S. Department of Commerce pick some
one with extensive automotive manufactur
ing knowledge to represent the U.S. in these 
matters. Our experience to date suggests 
the people representing us are inadequately 
informed to deal with their foreign counter
parts. 

Mr. Speaker, I think I can attest to 
that, because when, unfortunately, 
the Department of Commerce people 
were going to negotiate with the Gov
ernment of Japan's people last fall on 
auto part imports, it was very obvious 
that our people, the employees of the 
Department of Commerce, were not 
very well versed on the auto parts 
business. 

Mr. Keller goes on to say: 
We are not asking for protectionism but 

we're definitely forced to compete against it 
abroad and against favoritism shown to Jap
anese automobile parts suppliers by U.S.
based Japanese car manufacturers. It would 
appear our "open arms" foreign investment 
policy is going to cost us ownership of a 
major portion of our industry. Many states 
are offering free land and extensive tax in
centives in order to entice the Japanese sup
plier base to locate in their states. This is 
happening at an alarming rate and it is pre
dicted that 200 additional Japanese auto 
parts manufacturers will locate to the U.S. 
by 1990. 

Because of the favoritism shown to Japa
nese auto parts suppliers by the Japanese 
car manufacturers, they will thrive in the 
U.S.; and because of size and financial 
strengths they will soon own a major share 
of the U.S. auto parts supply business. 

We realize that our company has little 
impact on the overall economic well being of 
the country, but we know we are only one of 
several hundred U.S. companies that are 
being similarly affected. We can ignore the 
problem or blame U.S. industry, but the ul
timate problem will become a loss of size 
and strength of U.S. industry as we know it. 

We would like to know what you as an in
dividual and government in general are 
doing to address this most serious problem. 
We want to know if anything is being done 
on our behalf to ensure the future of Ameri
can-owned industry and auto parts suppliers 
in particular. 

I receive countless requests from our em
ployees and the local media as to what we 
are doing to assure our continued success, 
and I would appreciate a personal response 
from you to share with them. 

Mr. Speaker, to receive a letter like 
that at a time when I hear that our 
conference committee on the trade bill 
is decimating that bill, is literally 
wiping out any requirements of our 
trading partners to open up their 
doors to our people, really disturbs me 
a great deal. I have to wonder just 
where the lobbying dollars that we 
have heard about that Japan is spend
ing in this area, $50 million by the 
Government and the industries every 
year, $60 million right now by Toshiba 
and another $30 million by the U.S. 
companies that use Toshiba products. 
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What is happening? How effective has 
that lobbying money been? 

I am very disturbed when I see and 
hear about companies like that of Mr. 
Keller. American companies cannot 
survive, because we have opened our 
doors totally to anybody who wants to 
come in, but we do not require trade in 
return, open doors in return. We do 
not require fair trade. 

In the book "The Japanese Conspir
acy," and I have referred to this al
ready, but I am going to repeat it in 
view of Mr. Keller's letter, he talks 
about the auto parts, and here is what 
he had to say: 

Japan's protectionist policy, which insures 
the basic strength of its domestic industries 
against fair competition while it assaults 
foreign markets with its exports, is not an 
ad hoc program. It has been carefully or
chestrated by MITI, which by persuasion 
and arm twisting, manipulates Japan's 
import and export strategy, down to the be
havior of customs officials. "We enable the 
Japanese to bring in everything they want 
when they don't even give us the right of 
entry," said Charles L. Nicolosi, an analyst 
in the New York offices of Dean Witter 
Reynolds. 

As the world's leading manufacturer of 
automobiles, for example, Japan sells mil
lions of its cars in the U.S. and Europe, but 
imports few. Before a car is shipped to the 
United States, each Japanese manufacturer 
certifies that it meets U.S. product and 
safety standards; America accepts its certifi
cations and freely admits the Japanese im
ports. But the Japanese view every import 
into their market as currency lost in the war 
of trade balances. 

In a guerrilla war of harassment, certifica
tions by foreign manufacturers are disre
garded by Japanese customs. Every car, 
every baseball bat, every foreign product at
tempting entry to Japan is subject to elabo
rate testing, and those not meeting stand
ards must be reworked to meet them before 
entry is allowed. The handful of U.S. cars 
imported in Japan are sometimes virtually 
rebuilt in Yokohama harbor before leaving 
the Japanese customs area, a cost born by 
the importer. 

This verifies, this supports what Mr. 
Keller was trying to point out is hap
pening to American manufacturers, to 
American goods. 

In the second chapter of "The Japa
nese Conspiracy" I have read three 
other segments, and the second chap
ter is entitled, "Green Tea and Dirty 
Tricks." In that chapter it points out, 
again, and I will repeat how the Tenth 
Day Group, the Okura Group, the 
Palace Group, got together with MIT! 
and targeted the electronics industry 
and the steel industry and others. 

Let us hear about typewriters. Mr. 
Wolf points out that: 

One of the most attractive targets for 
classic Japanese marketing techniques has 
been the portable typewriter. In 1973, there 
were four American manufacturers of porta
ble electric typewriters, employing some 
25,000 people. Shortly after, the Japanese 
targeted this market. In 1974, U.S. Treasury 
Department officials ruled that Japanese 
portable typewriters were being sold at less 
than fair market value. But the following 
year, the ITC ruled that Smith-Corona, 

which had brought the complaint, had not 
been injured by the dumping. Between 1976 
and 1978 Japanese-made portables doubled 
in annual volume to 500,000, and in 1979, 
Sears, Roebuck dropped Smith-Corona as 
its principal supplier in favor of Japanese 
firms. 

In 1980 the Commerce Department finally 
agreed that SCM had been injured and set 
antidumping tariffs of between 36.5 percent 
and 48.7 percent. Following that, Brother 
and Silver Seiko, two leading Japanese type
writer makers, appealed the Commerce deci
sion, claiming to have since raised their 
prices to competitive levels. In August, Com
merce lowered the tariffs to between 4.3 
percent and 14.9 percent. Smith-Corona ap
pealed. So did Japan, claiming there should 
be no dumping tariffs at all. 

Annual imports of Japanese typewriters 
into the U.S. grew from 144,000 in 1971 to 
603,00 in 1981. 
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Between 1973 and 1980 the Western 

competition, Olympia, Royal, and Un
derwood, were forced, Mr. Wolf says, 
to buy or assemble their typewriters in 
Japan, Taiwan, and other countries. 

It had taken the U.S. Government 5 
irreplaceable years to decide that SCM 
was being injured but by that time it 
was too late; 21,000 American jobs 
were permanently lost. 

Another chapter in how this conspir
acy overseas helped to destroy an 
American industry. 

I shall continue with the saga, the 
sad saga of the Japanese conspiracy 
and the destruction of the American 
industrial base another day under spe
cial orders. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. HUNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thank the gentle
woman for yielding. She is providing a 
real educational service to this House. 
I just wanted to mention to the gentle
woman that in the continuing Toshiba 
saga, some more relevations about the 
selling to the Eastern bloc, to the 
Communist Warsaw Pact nations of 
microelectronic capability by the 
parent corporation Toshiba will be re
vealed sometime tomorrow. And as a 
result of intelligence briefings, Mem
bers of this House have become aware 
of the fact that not only did Toshiba 
Machine sell the propeller-milling 
equipment to the Soviet Union to 
quiet their submarines, but the parent 
corporation, which has now spent 
about $20 million lobbying Congress, is 
in fact selling out. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. I have heard that 
the figure, and we saw it in print one 
day, that the parent company has ac
tually spent about $60 million on that 
lobbying effort. 

Mr. HUNTER. I noticed, to com
ment on that, that $20 million or $60 
million, when it was proposed that 
possibly International Harvester was 
not going to make it, when Chrysler 
was not going to make it, you did not 
see the tremendous purchasing of lob
bying power in this city that you see 

when it appears that another corpora
tion, Toshiba, is in fact in danger of 
losing part of its American market. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. I am happy the 
gentleman brought that out. But does 
the gentleman not find it a little, shall 
we say, paradoxical or ironic or sad 
that the U.S. media has failed to 
really pick up on this? What do you 
think would happen if an American 
company of any kind went to any 
country overseas and spent even $1 
million trying to lobby that Govern
ment? What would our media do to 
that company? 

Yet we let this just happen. 
Mr. HUNTER. My answer is that if 

you had an American company that 
put the lives of young Japanese sailors 
in jeopardy as the actions by Toshiba 
put American sailors in jeopardy, sail
ors who cannot afford the $1,000-a-day 
lobbyists, you would see, I think, a re
vulsion toward the attempted pur
chase back of the American market 
that Toshiba is working on right now. 

I think it is tragic that you have 
Americans, in fact some lobbyists who 
refused to take the case and I want to 
commend them; but I think it is tragic 
that you have people who should be 
working for this country's interests re
ceiving their $1,000 a day in attempt
ing to persuade Congress under a case 
that really is not a trade case, it is a 
security case, and it is a case of betray
al. 

I hope that the conferees in the 
Senate and the House on this trade 
conference have the backbone to with
stand the lobbying offensive that To
shiba has unleashed on the U.S. Cap
itol, and I hope we come up with some 
very stiff sanctions. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. Let me ask the gen
tleman a question while we are on that 
subject. We keep hearing, we have 
heard so much from the Toshiba 
parent company that: 

We are clean, we have done nothing, it 
was the subsidiary, these two people em
ployed by the subsidiary who are the ras
cals. We fired them. We sent them out. 

What about this? 
Mr. HUNTER. You know when To

shiba made that claim pursuant to 
that full-page newspaper advertise
ments put on across the country we in 
Congress asked, we in Congress and 
the Committee on Armed Services 
asked our Intelligence Committee to 
brief us. 

We have had those briefings. In fact 
the parent corporation, that is Toshi
ba Electric, has been selling out the se
curity of the Western world by provid
ing microelectronic capability to the 
Warsaw Pact nations, that the 
Warsaw Pact nations are using in their 
complete array of weapon systems, 
whether you are talking about planes, 
or sensors, or missiles, or tanks or 
other systems that will have a devas
tating effect on American personnel in 
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time of war; Toshiba has absolutely 
sold out. I am talking about the great
er company. 

So the allegation that they were 
clean and "junior" was "doing these 
bad things" is a lie. In fact if you were 
to analogize it to a case in which par
ents acknowledge that their son has 
been selling marijuana, in this case we 
find that the parent corporation, To
shiba, has been selling cocaine. The 
policy that was followed by Toshiba 
Machine in selling this submarine
milling technology to the Soviet Union 
was simply-they simply followed the 
parent company's policy of selling ille
gally to the Warsaw Pact. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. They had had an 
example, is that what the gentleman is 
saying? 

Mr. HUNTER. Absolutely. Inciden
tally I have watched a few Members 
try to cross-examine the intelligence 
briefers on this subject and they have 
been absolutely blown away. And 
other people who came in skeptical 
have been convinced. Some of our 
sources are sources which have 100-
percent reliability ratings based on 
their track record and past history. 

Conclusively, greater Toshiba, that 
is the parent corporation, that is the 
corporation that has 3 billion dollars' 
worth of the American electronic 
market, has sold microelectronic capa
bility illegally to the Warsaw Pact. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. Let me ask the gen
tleman, is there not any concern, any 
law, anything in Japan concerning es
pionage? 

Mr. HUNTER. There is no espionage 
law in Japan. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. Why not? 
Mr. HUNTER. There was an at

tempt to put one over. It was stopped 
by a coalition of Japanese business
men who like the idea of selling to our 
adversaries. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. Maybe the Tenth 
Day group. 

Mr. HUNTER. And other fairly far
left radical groups. 

But the point is there was not 
enough support in the Japanese Diet 
to pass an espionage law. It is not 
against the law to sell out national se
crets in Japan. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. And now we want 
to give the Aegis missile cruiser to 
Japan too. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is true. You 
have some people who want to make 
that transaction. 

The gentlewoman does not want to 
make that transaction; and I commend 
her for that. 

Mrs. BENTLEY. I thank the gentle
man. I am happy that the gentleman 
joined me in this special order today. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the bal
ance of my time. 

19-059 0-89-34 (Pt. 3) 

UPDATE ON SITUATION IN 
CENTRAL AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DoRNAN] 
is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I thank 
the Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, some days in history, 
some dates in history just seem to at
tract cataclysmic events like a magnet. 

I was going to do a !-minute today 
that this begins the fourth year in 
captivity, in some dank, miserable cell 
or prison, for the Associated Press 
bureau chief in the Middle East, Terry 
Anderson. He was captured March 16, 
3 years ago. And on a joyous date to
morrow, St. Patrick's Day, parades all 
over the country, his family, particu
larly his sister, Peggy Say, will sit 
there heartbroken wondering what is 
to be the fate of this American jour
nalist, this newsman, Terry Anderson. 

I have worn his bracelet along with 
the bracelets of MIA's from Laos and 
Vietnam, Jewish refuseniks, Christian 
Pentecostal dissidents in the Soviet 
Union and now hostages from Beirut. 
I alternate occasionally. I am wearing 
Tom Sutherland's bracelet today. He 
was taken prisoner June 9. He begins 
his fourth year on June 9, in just a few 
months. But this day, March 16, is not 
going to be remembered as the third 
anniversary of Terry Anderson's kid
napping; it is going to be remembered 
as the time, the day the Communist 
dictator in Nicaragua, Daniel Ortega, 
ordered his brother, younger brother 
Humberto Ortega, to invade the coun
try that joins them on their northern 
border, the nation of Honduras. 

And the response, not deliberately 
but very coincidentally, the response 
that most people will see on their 
evening news tonight to an invasion of 
an allied country, Honduras, is that 
this afternoon Lt. Col. Oliver North, 
retired Maj. Gen. Richard Secord, re
tired Adm. John Poindexter, and 
American citizen Hakim, and I forget 
his first name, have all been indicted 
universally on a couple of dozen 
counts and individually on spearate 
counts in the so-called Iran/Contra 
conspiracy. 

The Contra part of it being the di
version of funds from the Middle East 
to the freedom fighters in Nicaragua 
because this Congress had cut off yet 
another group of freedom fighters 
that we encouraged and then helped 
recruit and then trained and uni
formed and then armed and then 
helped insert into an ever-increasing 
Communist dictatorship, ever increas
ing in its cruelty, ferocity and num
bers of political prisoners, until it 
topped 11,000 in the prison systems of 
Managua-16 prisons spread out 
throughout the country, not just in 
Managua-and then we air-supplied 
them, with airdrops. It was top secret 
initially and there is nothing secret in 

the United States of my adulthood; ev
erything leaks out here within min
utes and days. 

Now because of a break in service 
where I was not in this body in 1983 
and 1984, and maybe it would not have 
mattered anyway if I had 12 years of 
seniority instead of this being my lOth 
year, I am not in the elected leader
ship on my side of the aisle. But for 
the first time, and no one seemed to 
mind, I sat in this afternoon on a lead
ership meeting between you, Mr. 
Speaker, majority leader ToM FoLEY, 
whom we all like and think well of, 
Mr. CoELHO, my silence speaks loudly 
in no evaluation of that person, and 
Mr. BoNIOR, one of the majority whips 
who has on more than one occasion 
come to that lectern and described 
these Contras as bayonetters of preg
nant women, murderers, thugs, rap
ists, pillagers, incendiaries. They sat 
there with various staff members of 
the Speaker. And at the head of the 
U-shaped table in the Speaker's dining 
room down there was Secretary of 
State of the United States of America, 
George Shultz; the President's Nation
al Security Adviser, four-star general 
Colin Powell; and our Republican 
leader, BoB MICHEL; our Republican 
whip, TRENT LoTT; one other nonmem
bership leader, Mr. McEwEN, State of 
Ohio, "BoB" McEWEN; our second
ranking member on the Intelligence 
Committee, "DicK" CHENEY; the ma
jority chairman of the Intelligence 
Committee, Mr. STOKES of Ohio, same 
as "BoB" McEwEN; also on our side 
was the head of our Research Commit
tee, MICKEY EDWARDS. The only 
member of our leadership not there 
was our secretary. Mr. CHENEY is our 
conference chairman now. As I said, 
he was there in two capacities, No. 2 
on intelligence on our side of the aisle. 
Our Policy Committee leader was not 
there and our vice chairman of the 
conference was not there. It was a 
pretty good leadership meeting. They 
talked and talked and talked at cross
purposes. One word kept just going 
through my mind: surreal. I am an 
eyewitness to history and it is surreal. 

I will not tell any of what I would 
assume might be classified although I 
cannot think of anything, but I will 
tell you what the Secretary of State 
said when he came out of the Speak
er's dining room into the hall: that 
1,500 to 2,000 Sandinista Communist 
forces under the command of-he has 
general officer rank-of Daniel Orte
ga's brother, Humberto Ortega, have 
used Soviet-built Hind helicopters and 
Soviet-built-these are NATO code 
words-Hip helicopters; to use the 
Russian designation, MI-7's, slightly 
larger than MI-8's and the slightly 
larger MI-17's and the MI-25, that is 
the export version of the MI-24, the 
gunships; the gunships flying cover al
though they can carry 14 troops each, 
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and the troop-carrying helicopters, 
MI-8's and 17's, performed an excel
lent blitzkrieg encirclement, violated 
the sovereign territory of Honduras 
and put between 1,500 and 2,000 men 
in a blocking maneuver behind the 
freedom fighters, the Democratic re
sistance, to set up an encirclement and 
a slaughter that is going on at this 
very moment. 

0 1815 
Before I came into the room-and 

this was confirmed, Mr. Speaker, by 
your staffer, Wilson Morris-before I 
came into the room, the Speaker an
nounced that he had just gotten off 
the phone with the suspended priest 
who is the figurehead foreign minister 
of Nicaragua. The intelligence people I 
believe in tell me the real foreign min
ister is a hard-core Communist. This 
was confirmed by Maj . Roger Miranda, 
who moved in the high Communist 
circles as a then-Communist himself. 
The main foreign minister is the so
called deputy, Victor Hugo Tinico. But 
when they need a mouthpiece who 
speaks fluent English, it is Mike 
Brockman, who was born in the 
United States and lived in Hollywood, 
CA. Mike Brockman, otherwise known 
as Miguel D'Escoto, calls up the 
mouthpiece, · the front man, the so
called foreign minister, and tells the 
Speaker of this great deliberative body 
that the troops are being withdrawn. 
And I heard you say, Mr. Speaker, 
that if they are being withdrawn, this 
is a whole different situation that we 
are confronted with. 

My staff is sending over to me the 
name of the only man who left the 
Alamo, Mr. Speaker. We are standing 
right outside those doors in 1986, 
when you did not know whether you 
would be the next Speaker, third in 
line to the Presidency of the United 
States. God forbid something should 
happen of a fatal nature to both the 
President and the Vice President, you 
would be the President. And you stood 
out there and told me that you were 
being hammered on by the far left 
forces of your party, and that your 
votes-those were the days when you 
had to vote; as Speaker, you only have 
to vote when you feel like it or to 
break a tie-you said that your votes 
were not reflective of your true feel
ings on national security and defense. 

I said, "I am going to remember this 
conversation, Jim, and I am going to 
remember this moment and right 
where we are standing, because I 
expect you to start acting like a Texan 
who loves his country, once you are 
the Speaker, and I think you are going 
to make it." And you did, Mr. Speaker. 

But coming from the shadow of that 
Alamo, which does not stretch with 
any difficulty from San Antonio up to 
Fort Worth, the great district you rep
resent, I cannot believe that you feel 
as did the 183 Texans and Tennesse-

ans under Davy Crockett, who died in 
the Alamo. I am now getting this con
stant image of the Frenchman who, 
when Colonel Travis drew a line in the 
sand with his saber and said, "If any
body wants to leave, because it looks 
like we are all going to die, step across 
that line," that one Frenchman-and I 
am going to find out from the Library 
of Congress if he was an American citi
zen by then-stepped forward and 
said, "Colonel, Mr. Travis, I was at the 
Battle of Waterloo in 1815. I have seen 
enough killing for one lifetime, and I'll 
take the story out to the world." And 
he left the Alamo. 

If that man is your hero, Mr. Speak
er, that you want to opt from this 
slaughter that is going on right now of 
these boys and girls, I said this morn
ing before the mikes were cut off on 
me-and that is a first in the history 
of the House-that I saw these boys 
and girls down there whose eyes I 
looked into with my 28-year-old son 
just a few weeks ago and told them I 
would never forget them, and I said I 
would never stand by and see them 
slaughtered. Well, those boys and girls 
are dying for freedom just as certainly 
as those Tennesseans and Texans did 
at the Alamo. 

Mr. Speaker, when Patrick Buchan
an wrote that the liberal leadership of 
the House had become the indispensa
ble arm of the Communist expansion 
in this hemisphere, I sent a message to 
Patrick that I thought those words 
were too harsh. I do not know whether 
it was 1 year ago or 6 months ago, but 
I do not think those words were too 
harsh right now. The leadership of 
this House has become the indispensa
ble arm of the Soviet Union's intent to 
lock in and consolidate a colony for all 
the world, a mere image of one of the 
East Bloc nations right on the isthmus 
between us and that area of turmoil 
called Panama and, unt il 1999, our 
Panama Canal. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I am 
pleased to yield to my colleague, the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I want to get this straight. During 
the debate on whether we would give 
even humanitarian aid to the freedom 
fighters in Nicaragua, those people 
fighting the Sandinistas, the Speaker 
of the House, JIM WRIGHT, said, "Let's 
give peace a chance," and using that 
as his theme, he managed to defeat an 
attempt by this administration to get 
aid, to get bandages, to get food, and 
to get humanitarian aid to the free
dom fighters. So we cut them off, and 
we did it on the basis that Mr. WRIGHT 
thought we should give peace a 
chance. 

Daniel Ortega, the Communist dicta
tor of Nicaragua, has now invaded 
Honduras in his attack phase of his 

peace plan, and he is slaughtering the 
men and women who make up the 
armed resistance, the freedom fight
ers. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. That is 
correct. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let me ask the gen
tleman this question. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman hold that 
up for 5 seconds? 

I have the name of the man at the 
Alamo, and I want to ask unanimous 
consent to have it inserted with this 
sentence right after my relating of 
that tale. The battle of the Alamo 
started the third week of February. It 
was all over on March 6. We found out 
from the century-and-a-half-old diary 
discovered only in the last few years of 
one of the Mexican federal soldiers 
that they actually captured a lot of 
these people alive and tortured them 
to death and burned their bodies on a 
funeral pyre. It was the day before the 
Alamo collapsed on March 6, so on 
March 5 Colonel Travis drew the line 
in the sand. The Frenchman, who by 
then was an American citizen or cer
tainly a Texan, was named Luis Rose, 
R-o-s-e. And Luis Rose chose to cross 
the line and leave that struggle for 
freedom. I believe that our Speaker is 
setting himself up to become the 
Texan who is most like Luis Rose in 
this period of our American history, 
that he is walking away from this 
struggle, even though in the meeting 
today our Speaker-and I heard this 
with my own ears; BoB McEWEN will 
back me up in our leadership-called 
the Contras, the democratic resist
ance, the freedom fighters, "our 
people." And our people are surround
ed and being slaughtered, including a 
man I think we can all call friend now, 
Ricky Bermudez. 

Now, the gentleman can ask his 
question. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I think 
the gentleman has framed his state
ment very well. My question is: The 
freedom fighters are surrounded, and 
they are being cut to pieces. It has 
been confirmed by the White House 
and by the National Security Adviser's 
staff that in fact the Sandinistas have 
invaded Honduras and they are using 
MI-24 killing machine helicopters. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. The 25, 
the export version. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, the 25's. They 
are using those to cut these people up. 
We have now given peace a chance, 
and Daniel Ortega has decided to ex
terminate the freedom fighters. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. That is 
right. 

Mr. HUNTER. So my question is: 
What reaction or what new action has 
JIM WRIGHT taken today in light of 
the fact that peace has been given a 
chance and peace has not been accom
plished. 
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Mr. DORNAN of California. I am 

going to hold my answer to see if the 
gentleman from Indiana <Mr. BURTON) 
has something he wants to add. I have 
been down to Agua Calientes, one of 
the deserted main camps, deserted 
except for the hospital facilities, with 
both of you at different times, and I 
have also been down there with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALKER]-and I hope people will wait 
for his special order tonight-and also 
with a group of nine during a very crit
ical political period 2 years ago. So I 
have been with all of you down there 
on various trips. But I was there with 
you two to be briefed by Colonel Ber
mudez, the onsite field commander. 

I will ask, does the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BuRTON] have something 
to add? 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I do, Mr. 
Speaker, and I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I was just thinking as he said that of 
the response of the Speaker to all this 
killing that is going on, this genocide 
that is taking place, because those 
people are out of ammunition, they 
are running out of food, and there are 
1,000 of them retreating into Hondu
ras to try to protect themselves and 
their families, because there are a lot 
of women and children down there 
with them. And his response was that 
they had talked with someone over at 
the United Nations, and that they 
were trying to develop a cease-fire line 
on the Honduran-Nicaraguan border 
and to stop the battle from taking 
place. 

The fact of the matter is by the time 
they get that accomplished, if it is pos
sible, there is going to be an eradica
tion of probably half of these people, 
if not all of them, and we will be re
sponsible. This body, and particularly 
the ones on the other side of the aisle 
that voted against additional aid for 
those people, we are going to be re
sponsible for the murder of those 
people down there. And it is tragic, be
cause the only thing they are guilty of 
is fighting for freedom and democracy 
that was promised them in 1979 and 
again last August at Esquipulas in 
Guatemala. 

Mr. HUNTER. And also trusting the 
liberals in Congress. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Yes, trust
ing the liberals in Congress. 

It is a tragedy, and what I would like 
to see happen, I would like to see 
those of us who have been supporting 
the Contras all along insist that there 
be a vote on military assistance, not 
humanitarian but military assistance, 
for those who remain, and if those 
folks on the other side continue to be 
as abrasive as they have been and 
blocking any aid to the freedom fight
ers down there, then as this thing 
evolves and as these people are de
stroyed one by one and there is no 
longer any resistance, the people of 

this country will know very clearly 
where the responsibility lies for the 
malaise and the problems we are going 
to face down there. 

You will recall when we were in Te
gucigalpa, Honduras, and we sat across 
the table with Senator HARKIN from 
the other body with President Escona, 
he told us--

Mr. DORNAN of California. That 
was September 6. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Yes. 
Escona looked me right in the eye 
when I asked him the question, did he 
request additional military support 
down there, and he said point blank 
that if the peace process fails, which it 
is, and if the Contras are destroyed, 
which is what is happening right now, 
he was going to request 50,000 United 
States troops be stationed in Honduras 
alone and request $250 million in addi
tional military support. 

Now, I hope my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle realize that that 
is going to come to pass because if 
there is no organized resistance, if the 
freedom fighters go down the tube be
cause of them, then President Escona 
and those other Presidents of those 
fledgling democracies are going to out 
of necessity ask for direct military sup
port, and we are going to have our 
boys down there involved in a war that 
is not necessary. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I will invite the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BoB McEWEN) to join 
in if he would like to. Let me briefly 
state what we are all about to discuss 
here. 

As a personal statement, I find 
myself in an uncomfortable position, 
and I am very close to trying to get Air 
Force transport to try to go down 
there over the weekend, because one 
of the Democratic leaders said, "Let's 
wait until Tuesday." 

Mr. McEWEN was a witness to that. 
This was a cool, quiet, civilized, dispas
sionate meeting, with the exception of 
a couple of occasions when the Secre
tary of State and the National Securi
ty Adviser, Colin Powell, said, "But 
they are dying now." 

Toward the end there was no discus
sion of the slaughter that will go on 
Thursday, St. Patrick's Day, Friday, 
Saturday, Sunday, and Monday, when 
it was expressed that they may all be 
gone by then, slaughtered, with a 12th 
of the Contras either dead or cap
tured, the mainfighting force and the 
most trained fighting force, and 
maybe a seventh of all their supplies, 
which will then be put in a press con
ference, and they will have a big dog
and-pony show, the Ortega brothers, 
bragging about how they overran our 
people and telling Jose Escona, the 
President of Honduras, "Back off. We 
were in and out. You got what you de
served because you gave these people 
sanctuary and they operated out of 
your country." 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 1 
more second? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, the report of the resistance 
officials says that there are 4,500 Com
munist Sandinista troops involved in 
this maneuver. Mr. Redman of the 
State Department said that as many 
as 6,000 troops could be involved. If we 
wait until next Tuesday, remember 
right now there are about 1,000 resist
ance fighters caught in this trap, so we 
are going to have 6,000 fighting 1,000 
for 5 days. There will not be any of 
them left. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Of 
course not. And the ones that are cap
tured will be paraded down Managua, 
and then they will release a few of the 
leaders-probably not those with 
wounds, a la the style in Hanoi-they 
will release a few of the leaders to 
HARKIN, Donn, CoELHO, whoever wants 
to go down there, Bill Press, who is 
running for the Senate in California. 
They can maybe go down and pick up 
these prisoners one at a time, the way 
Senator KENNEDY, then Attorney Gen
eral, and Cardinal Cushing in Boston 
had to beg with money, with tractors, 
and with medicine to get the Latin 
boys, the Cubans, that we deserted on 
the beach at the Bay of Pigs. 

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the definition of a Democratic Wright
Coelho plan of "give peace a chance." 
They told us then, they strongly said, 
"Let us give peace a chance." They 
said that if the United States will 
withdraw giving aid, then the Soviet 
Union has given their honest word, 
the word of a Marxist, the word of a 
Communist, the trustworthy, reliable 
word of a Sandinista, that they would 
not send military aid if the United 
States were to cut off aid to the free
dom fighters and to the resistance. 

What has been the answer? Within 
the last 45 days the Soviet Union has 
sent over $150 million in Soviet assist
ance to the Government in Managua 
to overrun the democrats in Central 
America. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. And 
this is not just since August. This is 
just in the last 2 months. 

Mr. McEWEN. The last 45 days. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. This 

was the tail end of the so-called peace 
process. That was when Secretary 
Shultz was at his strongest. Our col
league, the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. BoNIOR, said, "Well, am I to un
derstand correctly that the Soviet 
Union" -he meant General Secretary 
Gorbachev-"said that he was willing 
to discuss this?" And this was the most 
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embarrassing part of the discussion, 
where the Secretary of State was the 
strongest and where there was virtual
ly no response from the other side, 
and the Secretary of State said-and 
he used the letters, not the blasphe
my-he said, "It is no g-d business of 
the Soviet Union's how we dispense as
sistance in our hemisphere." 

Mr. McEWEN. And their response 
was that they were not going to dis
continue aid to the Marxist govern
ment in Managua as long as the 
United States had the audacity to 
maintain troops at the Panama Canal, 
to have South Com in Panama in ac
cordance with our treaties. As long as 
we had "warships in the Caribbean" 
and since the United States had the 
audacity to have warships in the Car
ibbean, then the Soviet Union would 
dictate whatever Communist policy it 
wishes to pursue in Central America 
irrespective of the pledges that were 
given, that if we would just turn our 
backs on the democratic resistance, if 
we would wash our hands of the free
dom fighters, if we would throw in 
with the Marxist government in Ma
nagua, then the Soviet Union would 
become peace-loving, give-peace-a
chance comrades. The answer has 
been and the question remains: How 
many times must we be fooled? 

0 1830 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Well, I 

cannot document it right now how 
many times Ortega has slapped the 
leadership in the face symbolically by 
his deeds; the trip to Moscow in be
tween a House and Senate vote 2 years 
ago, the invasion, December 1986, into 
Honduras, the firing on the morning 
of March 3 when we were debating 
this last on the floor of Cardinal 
Obando the Brave down there, and 
there are other instances where this 
bold, arrogant, young Communist does 
exactly what he pleases because he 
knows nothing will offend the leader
ship in this House. 

Mr. McEWEN. And repeatedly says 
so that their guiding light is Marxism, 
that their revolution is Marxist, it is a 
Leninist revolution in Managua, and 
then, when confronted with the 
Speaker of the House of Representa
tives on nationwide television less 
than 72 hours ago when he was asked 
is Daniel Ortega a Marxist, he said 
that he did not know him well enough 
to make that judgment. 

In other words, the words of the 
Ortega brothers and the words of the 
leadership claiming and proclaiming 
and loudly screaming to the world, not 
only by their actions and their deeds, 
but their very words, that they are 
Marxist was not sufficient to convince 
the Speaker of the House of Repre
sentatives that what they intend to do 
and what they stand for and what 
they are is what they say they are. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Exactly. 

Here is a communique from the bat
tlefield. I called my staff right before I 
got up. I said, "Call the Central Intel
ligence Agency," which the five col
leagues on this floor trust, our young 
men and women, and some not so 
young, over there gathering intelli
gence for us. We believe in them. 

One of the leadership told Colin 
Powell and the Secretary of State to 
his face, "We do not trust you on this 
issue. We trust you on Panama, and 
we trust you on the Middle East; good 
going there, but we do not trust you 
on this issue." 

But here is what the Central Intelli
gence Agency in the clear over an 
open telephone was able to tell my 
staffer about the situation as of this 
moment, the most current battlefield 
situation in Honduras: "That vast ma
jority of the fighting is occurring in 
Honduras." 

I am reading this cold for the first 
time. 

Second. Contrary to what WRIGHT 
and BoNIOR say, the Sandinistas are 
not, not withdrawing from Honduras. 

This is an intelligence statement just 
as of a few seconds ago. 

Third. Continued bombing. This is 
from Atonov 26 Curl airplanes with 
bomb racks that they have adapted to 
these transports. The bombing and 
the strafing is currently 10 to 15 kilo
meters inside Honduras. This is abso
lutely horrendous. 

Mr. McEWEN. This is giving peace a 
chance? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. This is 
giving peace a chance. 

Mr. McEWEN. This could be a mis
take; according to Speaker WRIGHT 
could be a mistaken invasion. 

Mr. WALKER. It could be inadvert
ent from what we have heard. The 
Speaker said a few minutes ago on 
television that this could all be inad
vertence. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Wait just 
a minute. The inadvertent invasion, as 
I understand it, is that they have gone 
up to Chinandega at least that is what 
I have been told, where there was a 
hospital where you visited and I vis
ited which is well inside the Honduran 
border. That is not a mistake, folks. 
That has got to be at least 6 to 8 miles 
at the absolute minimum and prob
ably quite a bit further. 

Mr. McEWEN. And the accidental, 
inadvertent incursions happen to be 
where the supplies of the democratic 
resistance are located. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Or the 
hospital is. 

Mr. McEWEN. So it is remarkable 
that this inadvertent incursion is 
taking place. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. My col
leagues, there are seven points here. 
Let us get them all out. 

I am sorry; that is fascinating and 
unacceptable. Now I guessed correctly. 
Here is a footnote. They are using AN, 

Atonov, 26; Curl is the NATO name, 
Curl, transports, and MI-17's exten
sively and the Hind helicopter gun
ships of which we have no equivalents 
because our Apache, 864 Apache, AH-
64, cannot hold troops in the back. 
The Hinds are backup circling inside 
the border at Nicaragua. 

Fourth. There are about 2,000 BLI's, 
B-L-I; that is the military short form 
for light infantry battalion in Spanish. 
That is why the numbers are reversed, 
but you could say battalion light in
fantry-2,000 BLI's, the best trained 
Nicaraguan forces now inside Hondu
ras, so the intelligence agency is not 
saying 1,500 to 2,000; 2,000 inside Hon
duras. 

Fifth. Ortega says that-here goes 
the arrogant bragging again-that 
there are about 6,000 of his men in
volved in the operation, so, Mr. 
BURTON, you can correct the lower es
timate. Ortega is shoving it in our 
face. He says that he has got 6,000 
people involved. There are now about 
700 Contras trying to hold off this of
fensive as we speak, kids that we met. 
Some of the ones slightly wounded are 
back in combat now including those 
young girls and women that we saw. 
When someone is 15, 16, 17, and you 
have got three daughters who are in 
their twenties, you tend to think of 
these as young girls. 

Two more points to go, and then I 
will yield to you. 

Sixth. Ortega says the resistance 
dead is now over 100. The Contras 
have not lost more than two men in 
any combat operation in the last 5 or 6 
months. That is how effectively they 
have been operating since a mission on 
the Rama Road in the southeastern 
part of the country months ago. There 
are now over 100 dead all over the bat
tlefield-go ahead right there. 

Mr. McEWEN. Will the gentleman 
settle on that point, the actions you 
mentioned, that in any democratic re
sistance effort less than two died in 
any conflict? Now over 100 have died 
because of the actions that were taken 
here on this floor on February 3. This 
is the definition of giving peace a 
chance. 

The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. The 

last line is the worst. You do not have 
to surmise any more. Now you can 
quote our intelligence sources; that is, 
the Defense Intelligence Agency, and 
the Central Intelligence Agency, and 
our attaches in the Embassy and ev
erybody who contributes to the overall 
package of what package of what is 
called U.S. intelligence. 

Seventh (final note). The intelli
gence people characterize the situa
tion as approaching a blood bath. 

That is what is going on as we stand 
here and talk. 

Mr. McEWEN. I would ask the gen
tleman in the well if he feels that 
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these actions are accidental. Does he 
believe that the people who supported 
the actions of the Congress that 
brought us to this point; were they 
naive, or is this the conclusion for 
which they have struggled for lo these 
many years? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I re
member one of those leaders in this 
meeting saying, "Well, now all this 
started to deteriorate a few days ago," 
and our four-star general, National Se
curity Adviser to the President, said, 
"Mr. Speaker, the deterioration began 
on March 1." 

Within a few hours of the cutoff of 
aid, on February 29, they began to 
move the helicopters and troops into 
the region, carve out some new drop 
zones, helicopter landing zones, and to 
move more radars into the area in case 
we mustered the guts to try to at least 
give some cover to these young people 
that we have helped put into combat 
as they withdrew. 

Go ahead. 
Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, I would 

ask unanimous consent that the roll
call on rollcall No. 7 taken on Febru
ary 3 that appears on page H 217 of 
the official RECORD of the House be in
serted in the RECORD at this point in 
keeping with the actions that have 
brought us to what we are discussing 
tonight and be abundantly clear for 
those that are following the RECORD 
closely as to how we came to this 
point. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I am 
sorry to say that there will be 12 Mem
bers of our party on the cutoff of aid 
to the freedom fighters side of that 
vote, but at least 9 or 10 of them have 
come to their senses and changed 
their vote a month later on March 3. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection, so ordered. 

The rollcall follows: 
[Roll No.7] 
AYES-211 

Archer 
Armey 
Badham 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barnard 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bateman 
Bennett 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bevill 
Bilirakis 
Bliley 
Boulter 
Broomfield 
Brown<CO> 
Buechner 
Bunning 
Burton 
Byron 
Callahan 
Chandler 
Chapman 
Chappell 
Cheney 
Clinger 
Coats 
Coble 
Coleman <MO> 

Combest 
Coughlin 
Courter 
Craig 
Crane 
Dannemeyer 
Darden 
Daub 
Davis <IL> 
Davis <MD 
DeLay 
De Wine 
Dickinson 
DioGuardi 
Dornan <CA) 
Dowdy 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards <OK> 
Emerson 
English 
Erdreich 
Fascell 
Fa well 
Fields 
Fish 
Flippo 
Frenzel 
Gallegly 
Gallo 
Gekas 

Gibbons 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Goodling 
Gradison 
Grandy 
Grant 
Gregg 
Gunderson 
Hall <TX> 
Hammerschmidt 
Hansen 
Harris 
Hastert 
Hatcher 
Hayes <LA> 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hiler 
Holloway 
Hopkins 
Hubbard 
Huckaby 
Hunter 
Hutto 
Hyde 
Inhofe 
Ireland 
Jenkins 
Johnson <CT> 
Kasich 

Kemp 
Kolbe 
Konnyu 
Kyl 
Lagomarsino 
Latta 
Leath <TX> 
Lent 
Lewis <CA> 
Lewis <FL> 
Lipinski 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Lott 
Lowery <CA> 
Lujan 
Lukens, Donald 
Lungren 
Mack 
Madigan 
Marlenee 
Martin <IL> 
Martin<NY> 
McCandless 
McCollum 
McDade 
McEwen 
McGrath 
McMillan<NC> 
Meyers 
Michel 
Miller<OH> 
Miller<WA) 
Molinari 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moorhead 
Morrison <WA> 
Murtha 
Myers 
Nelson 

Ackerman 
Akaka 
Alexander 
Anderson 
Andrews 
Annunzio 
Anthony 
Applegate 
Asp in 
Atkins 
AuCoin 
Bates 
Beilenson 
Berman 
Bilbray 
Boehlert 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bonior 
Bonker 
Borski 
Bosco 
Boucher 
Boxer 
Brennan 
Brooks 
Brown <CA> 
Bruce 
Bryant 
Bustamante 
Campbell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Carr 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clement 
Coelho 
Coleman <TX> 
Collins 
Conte 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Coyne 
Crockett 
de la Garza 
DeFazio 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 

Nichols 
Nielson 
Ortiz 
Oxley 
Packard 
Parris 
Pashayan 
Patterson 
Pepper 
Petri 
Pickett 
Porter 
Pursell 
Quillen 
Ravenel 
Ray 
Regula 
Rhodes 
Ridge 
Rinaldo 
Ritter 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roemer 
Rogers 
Roth 
Roukema 
Rowland <CT> 
Saiki 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schuette 
Schulze 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shumway 
Shuster 
Sisisky 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Slaughter <VA> 

NOES-219 
Donnelly 
Dorgan<ND> 
Downey 
Durbin 
Dwyer 
Dymally 
Dyson 
Early 
Eckart 
Edwards <CA> 
Espy 
Evans 
Fazio 
Feighan 
Flake 
Florio 
Foglietta 
Foley 
Ford<MD 
Ford <TN> 
Frank 
Frost 
Garcia 
Gaydos 
Gejdenson 
Gephardt 
Glickman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Gray <IL> 
Gray <PA) 
Green 
Guarini 
Hall <OH> 
Hamilton 
Hawkins 
Hayes <IL> 
Hefner 
Henry 
Hertel 
Hochbrueckner 
Horton 
Houghton 
Howard 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Jacobs 
Jeffords 
Johnson <SD) 
Jones <NC> 
Jontz 
Kanjorski 

Smith <FL> 
Smith <NE> 
Smith <NJ> 
Smith <TX> 
Smith, Denny 

<OR> 
Smith, Robert 

<NH> 
Smith, Robert 

<OR> 
Snowe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stangeland 
Stenholm 
Stratton 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Sweeney 
Swindall 
Tallon 
Tauzin 
Taylor 
Thomas <CA> 
Thomas<GA> 
Upton 
Vander Jagt 
Vucanovich 
Walker 
Watkins 
Weber 
Weldon 
Whittaker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Wortley 
Wylie 
Young<AK> 
Young<FL> 

Kaptur 
Kastenmeier 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Kildee 
Kleczka 
Kolter 
Kostmayer 
LaFalce 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
Leach <IA> 
Lehman<CA> 
Lehman <FL> 
Leland 
Levin (MI) 
Levine <CA> 
Lewis <GA> 
Lowry <WA> 
Luken, Thomas 
MacKay 
Manton 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mavroules 
Mazzoli 
McCloskey 
McCurdy 
McHugh 
McMillen <MD> 
Mfume 
Mica 
Miller <CA> 
Min eta 
Moakley 
Moody 
Morella 
Morrison (CT) 
Mrazek 
Murphy 
Nagle 
Natcher 
Neal 
Nowak 
Oakar 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olin 
Owens<NY> 
Owens<UT) 
Panetta 

Pease 
Pelosi 
Penny 
Perkins 
Pickle 
Price <IL) 
Price <NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richardson 
Rodino 
Roe 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Rowland <GA> 
Roybal 
Russo 
Sabo 
Savage 
Sawyer 
Scheuer 

Schneider 
Schroeder 
Schumer 
Sharp 
Shays 
Sikorski 
Skaggs 
Slattery 
Slaughter <NY> 
Smith <IA> 
Solarz 
Spratt 
StGermain 
Staggers 
Stallings 
Stark 
Stokes 
Studds 
Swift 
Synar 
Tauke 

Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Traxler 
Udall 
Valentine 
Vento 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Walgren 
Waxman 
Weiss 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wise 
Wolpe 
Wyden 
Yates 
Yatron 

NOT VOTING-3 
Biaggi Jones <TN> Lightfoot 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Gentle
men, to come back to the indictment 
today of Gen. Richard Secord, who 
flew over 260 combat missions in Viet
nam in 1963, his combat airplane was a 
small propeller-driven T for trainer 28 
that I flew in pilot training in 1954. 
That is what he was flying 9 years 
later in Vietnam and won the Silver 
Star. He is indicted. 

Colonel North, who won the Silver 
Star, a Bronze Star, and several 
Purple Hearts in Vietnam, he is indict
ed today only because he could not 
stand to see us reliving the betrayal of 
Vietnam where he saw so many of his 
particularly young platoon leaders die. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I would 
like to point out one thing. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Sure. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. The day 

that they are being indicted, these 
men who served their country well for 
decades, the Communists are invading 
Honduras with impunity. 

0 1840 
Mr. DORNAN of California. And 

sending them a blood bath, and cer
tain people using the sovereign soil of 
Honduras. 

Let me point out what became 
known as the Ollie North slide presen
tation, the slides that he showed, 57 of 
them, were actually put together, that 
Intelligence briefing, for American 
citizens that a distinguished Member 
of the Senate, a war hero, would not 
allow to be shown in the Senate room 
under the guise that the lights would 
have to be lowered and it would be 
unsafe. We all know that we sit in 
lighted rooms when we show these 
color slides with that powerful projec
tor light on a bright screen with little 
beads that enhance the lights, you do 
not have to turn the lights down; but 
Ollie North held up the slides and nar
rated them, which was just as effec
tive, and it went into the written 
record and now we have those slides 
available. 

Well, those slides were put together 
by a then active duty colonel, Law
rence Tracy, who is now available to 
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all of us in the private sector. Like 
every good retired officer in these dan
gerous times, he did not go home to 
the home of his birth to retire and hit 
the golf courses somewhere or go to 
Hawaii or the beaches of Puerto Rico. 
He stayed right here inside the belt
way to hear the screams of the Chris
tians and the roar of the lions. 

Here is a memo from him. I have not 
yet read it. His memos are so good. I 
will read it and then solicit your com
ments and see what Col. Larry Tracy's 
analysis is-and by the way, it is an 
updated version of Colonel North's 
slide presentation with 60 slides, up
dated graphics, and it is powerful. 
Here is a memo to me it is available to 
any Congressman, from Colonel 
Tracy. 

Subject: The need for a final offensive by 
President Reagan. 

I do not know what he is going to 
say. 

The news of March 15-
yesterday-
is that the Sandinistas have launched a 
multi-battalion offensive to eliminate the 
Contra Freedom Fighters as an effective 
fighting force. We should not be surprised, 
Daniel Ortega said in late February, that he 
was preparing to crush the Contras. With 
logistic assistance cut off by the U.S. Con
gress as of midnight, February 29, 1988, 
Ortega obviously feels he is in a strong posi
tion to move with impunity and that the 
U.S. Congress will continue its policy of uni
lateral disarmanent of the Contra Freedom 
Fighters. If the Sandinistas can destroy the 
Contras now it will make meaningless any 
future debate in Congress. The United 
States will be faced with a fait accompli of a 
consolidated communist government in 
Nicaragua. 

The Intelligence community told me 
last night that they are within days of 
performing that consolidation by the 
police state apparatus they have set 
up. Then try and get visas to go down 
there and talk to the poor mothers of 
the 10,000-plus political prisoners. 

Ortega will then be able to appear more 
open to reforms as a means of gaining for
eign economic aid and the anti-Contra coali
tion in Congress will claim that the commu
nization of Nicaragua was the fault of the 
House Republicans who voted against 
Speaker Wright's humanitarian aid plan on 
March 3rd. 

When Larry Tracy wrote this yester
day, he did not know that TONY 
CoELHO would come to the well and in 
a 1-minute speech say that we had 
sold out these young men and women 
that we admire, fellow North Ameri
cans who are dying for freedom closer 
to my State of California than I am at 
this moment to my district in Califor
nia. 

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, because we did 
not send blankets and did not give air
lifts to the refugees, none of which 
would have helped anyway. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Exactly. 
Now, point two. 

The vote of February 3, 1988, certainly 
placed the anti-Contra coalition under the 
leadership of Jim Wright in the historic role 
of being responsible for the communization 
of Central America. The confusing series of 
votes on March 3rd, a month later, however, 
had muddied the waters. The position taken 
by the Republicans was correct, denying 
Speaker Wright and his supporters the po
litical cover that purely humanitarian aid 
could have provided them. But the Republi
cans in the House now run the risk of being 
charged with petulance by the anti-Contra 
coalition for refusing a half a loaf because 
they could not have the whole. As the reali
ty of the irresponsible tactics of the coali
tion fade, future historians may erroneously 
conclude that it was the intransigence of 
the hard-liners in the Republican ranks 
that set the stage for the demoralization of 
the Contras and their subsequent annihila
tion by the Sandinistas' final offensive. 

Do you begin to feel like we were 
had? 

Three. In the almost eight years that I 
have been involved with the Central Ameri
can issue-
this was his prime responsibility as 
senior officer and Colonel in the Pen
tagon with much Vietnam experience, 
speaks fluent Spanish and several 
other languages. 
in the Pentagon, the State Department, and 
now as a private citizen, I have never-
underlined-
seen a time more critical or more fraught 
with danger than this present moment. An 
historic precedent for the plight of the Con
tras as a result of the congressional aid 
cutoff is the situation that confronted the 
government of South Vietnam in the Spring 
of 1975. 

Mr. McEWEN. That is exactly right. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. After 

the Communists cut off aid to that 
country and, of course, cut off Cambo
dia, which was being on-slaughtered 
by Ancar, Uncle, the genocidal maniac 
of the Khmer Rouge, which fell on 
the eve of the 200th anniversary of 
Paul Revere's ride, because I was up in 
Boston, could not believe my ears. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I think 
that is an important point the gentle
man makes, because as I said earlier 
today, what we are seeing created in 
Central America is the killing fields of 
Central America, just like we had the 
killing fields in Southeast Asia. 

When the gentleman quoted a few 
minutes ago from our Central Intelli
gence capabilities that we have the 
advent of a blood bath in Nicaragua 
and Honduras, it seems to me that the 
scariest thing about that is the fact 
that we are in fact creating the killing 
fields in Central America where mas
sive numbers of people will die because 
the Communists believe the killing 
fields are their way to power. 

Mr. McEWEN. And in Southeast 
Asia, I would say that in Southeast 
Asia the American people have closed 

their eyes to what happened. Sure, we 
saw the Hollywood movie, "The Kill
ing Fields." Sure, we see the boatpeo
ple who are dying everyday, but in 
Central America closing our eyes will 
not be sufficient. We will have to hold 
our ears, because it is only a 2-day 
drive, it is only a 4-day hike to the bor
ders of Mexico and the United States 
and those people will be here with 
their stories as every freedom loving 
person does when overrun by a Marx
ist regime. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. And a 3-
hour plane flight from Ilopango to 
Houston. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. This will 
not end if they consolidate power as it 
appears they are going to do with just 
Nicaragua and Honduras. It is going to 
be El Salvador. It is going to be Guate
mala. 

Bayardo Arce looked me right in the 
eye at the Managua Airport, one of 
the 9 comandantes, and he said, yes, 
they did want to build in fact a 
600,000-man army in that nation of 2% 
to 3 million people, one out of every 
six people under arms. 

He said, "If I had my way, we would 
have a million under arms." 

Daniel Ortega is out on the world 
market trying to buy 3 million rifles. 
Their goal is to expand their military 
force to a couple million people 
throughout Central America, and 
then, by golly, we in the United States 
that only have 2 million in our armed 
forces are going to have a real formi
dable foe to deal with just south of 
the Mexican-American border, the soft 
underbelly of America. 

I mean, this thing is a lot bigger 
than most people realize. 

You know, after we get a little fur
ther on in the discussion, there is a 
letter that I would like to read at least 
in part into the RECORD from four 
pages of Democrats. This letter was 
written to the President on February 
23 regarding what he ought to do in 
Central America, and I think this is an 
appropriate time for the people in this 
body, Mr. Speaker, to hear what our 
colleagues were asking him to do, be
cause it is really enlightening. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Now, 
167 people signed that letter, including 
three conservative Republicans. Be
cause of some of the tough language 
in it, they did not mind signing it, but 
it becomes an abominable act, not of 
hypocrisy, but of naivete to suddenly 
start using the words "resistance" and 
talking about national security 
threats. We will put that in the 
REcORD. I was going to do that, too. I 
have got it here. 
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Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Well, if 

the gentleman could give me just 
about 3 or 4 minutes. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Sure. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Let me 

read some of the more salient points 
in it. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Well, 
let me have the gentleman do it at the 
end of this paragraph. Larry Tracy 
has seven paragraphs. I will conclude 
this paragraph and then the gentle
man can do it. Then I will go back to 
his other four. 

He points out that the parallel is to 
Vietnam in 1975, April, after the Con
gress cut off the aid to that country, 
and I added Cambodia. 

Then the past--
in which 58,000, I will add 132, 58,132 
young Americans, 9 of them Army 
nurses, died in that conflict, led Con
gress to say no more. 

Now the future may again see young 
Americans dying in Central America be
cause Congress is again saying no more. 
There is only one man who can save the 
day-Ronald Reagan. He must launch his 
own final offensive in his last year, an all
out effort to save the Contras and his place 
in history. 

And we will leave that thought, be
cause I do not know what he is going 
to say next in the following four para
graphs, after the gentleman from Indi
ana puts in the parts of the letter of 
February 23 and then we will ask that 
it be inserted in the RECORD in its en
tirety. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. As a pref
ace to what I am going to read, I 
would just like to say that I agree with 
what the gentleman said, that Ronald 
Reagan, our President, is the only one 
that can deal with this problem right 
now. It certainly is not going to 
happen by the action of this body. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. You 
know, there is so much negative news, 
let us tell some good news here to the 
folks. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McEWEN] and I could tell from the re
marks of the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. COELHO], because he said the 
President was very upset yesterday in 
the Cabinet Room, asking for military 
assistance for the Contras, that the 
press stories are true, that unnamed 
anonymous people came out of the 
meeting and said that the President 
pounded on the Cabinet table and said 
in his inimitable style, "There are 
people around this table who don't 
seem to understand who the bad guys 
are down there." 

Now I know that was true, does the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McEwEN] 
not think so? 

Mr. McEWEN. You see, we under
stand that we have three options in 
situations like this. 

No. 1, we can ignore what happens 
and by our inaction support the Marx
ist consolidation. 

No. 2, we can give the freedom fight
ers the opportunity to defend them
selves. 

Or No.3, we can send troops to fight 
and to die. 

Now, unfortunately, when we have 
the option of supporting the freedom 
fighters, we are now left with the di
lemma of either sending troops or by 
our inaction supporting a Marxist con
solidation. That is what the other side 
of the aisle has offered us. 

I do not know which they prefer. 
Deep in their hearts I do not know if 
they want to go to war, as they did in 
Korea, as they did in Vietnam, as they 
did in World War II and World War I. 
Maybe that is their goal. Or is their 
goal to see the consolidation of the 
Marxist regime in Central America? I 
do not know. All I know is that we had 
the option to stand on the side of free
dom, to give the eye dropper of aid to 
let those who are willing to fight for 
their own defense, that we chose to 
deny the President that option. Now 
the two alternatives are very unsalable 
in my opinion and very, very unfortu
nate. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Excel
lent. 

May I ask the gentleman from Indi
ana [Mr. BuRTON], would the gentle
man underscore some of the tougher 
parts of the February 23 letter, and 
then I will follow up with Mr. 
WRIGHT's March 1 telegram to the 
Sandinistas and what he addressed a.s 
the resistance. For once he did not call 
them the Contras. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. The more 
salient part of the letter starts off: 

It is important now to modify our policy 
so that it can tain solid bipartisan support 
of the Congress and the people. Such a 
policy can be implemented with confidence 
and consistency. We would like to call to 
your attention one element that such a 
policy should contain and request your sup
port. 

Now, get this part: 
The United States has valid security con

cerns in Central America. Chief among 
these is to make sure that the United States 
and the neighboring countries of Central 
and South America are not threatened or 
endangered by the presence of military ma
teriel, personnel or facilities of the Soviet 
Union or its allies. At present, the greatest 
danger of such a threat is in Nicaragua 
under the government of the Sandinista 
Junta. 

They admit that-
It is evident that our recent policy of sup

porting the counter-revolutionary contra 
forces has not led to the reduction of a 
Soviet threat. 

Listen to this part: 
In fact, a case could be made that our 

policy has encouraged the Sandinistas to 
seek and receive an increasingly lethal com
plement of military hardware-
they are blaming us for the Sandinis
tas getting more hardware. 

Including the Mi-24 Hind attack helicop
ters. There are also rumors of the construe-

tion of submarine bases and airfields capa
ble of landing the largest bombers. 

That is no rumor. It is at Punta 
Huete. We have seen pictures of it on 
the floor. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Con
gressman STUMP of Arizona on our 
side of the well, we discussed this 
today, and Congressman McCuRDY, 
one of the vacillating, unpredictable, 
on-again off-again Members who have 
created all this confusion, Congress
man McCURDY of Oklahoma, together 
they walked the 9,000-foot deep con
crete runway at Punta Huete that can 
take IL-76 and IL-86 Ilyushin trans
ports. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. And re
member, they were only walking on a 
rumor. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. That is 
right. And now they are building bar
racks at those facilities. 

Mr. McEWEN. If they are to defend 
themselves from the Costa Ricans who 
have no military, or merely to defend 
the Nicaraguan Government that is 
there, lest they be overrun by the poor 
Guatemalans, if that is the case. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. That is 
right. 

It goes on: 
It is clear that, irrespective of the support 

that the United States gives to the Contras, 
they are simply incapable of preventing the 
importation into Nicaragua of the kind of 
hardware that would present a threat to our 
country. 

Who is going to interdict those sup
plies, our boys? That is the implica
tion. 

Nor should we delegate to a proxy army 
the responsibility for protecting against a 
major national security threat to the United 
States. 

Once again the implication is that 
they are going to want our boys down 
there, these people that signed this 
letter. 

This is properly the function of the 
United States, itself-
to interdict those supplies. 

Once again, the implication is Amer
ican boys. That is not what they are 
saying flat out, but that is the implica
tion of their remarks. 

Therefore, we request that you initiate ne
gotiations with the Soviet Union and the 
government of Nicaragua leading to the 
exodus of military personnel, facilities and 
materiel from Nicaragua and an agreement 
that such exodus should be permanent. 

Now, how in the world are you going 
to get the Government of Nicaragua 
and the Soviet Union to sit down and 
agree to an exodus of foreign troops 
and materiel without any opposition? I 
mean, are we going to do it with a 
piece of paper, or just pass a resolu
tion? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Would 
the gentleman go to the second page 
of the letter and read a few of the 
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names of the leadership that is on 
there? 

0 1855 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. 

Speaker, let me read the rest of the sa
lient parts. 

Since General Secretary Gorbachev has 
indicated-

Listen to this naivete-
Since General Secretary Gorbachev has 

indicated a willingness to enter into discus
sions of this security issue and the climate 
seems conducive to recognition of individual 
and mutual interests, it would seem timely 
for such discussions to start. 

Listen to that. They just sent how 
many millions worth of war materials 
in the last 45 days in there and they 
are saying it is conducive to good dis
cussions with Gorbachev. He is willing 
to sit and talk. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. And 
they have sent in $100 million in Janu
ary and $75 million in February, $175 
million in just the last 2 months. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I am happy to yield to the 
gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. Speaker, I wanted 
to stop by and thank my colleagues for 
taking this special order tonight and 
beginning to clarify an issue for the 
American people that we have seen 
the other side work very hard to con
fuse over the last several months. I 
have said that in my State of Idaho, 
and I know my colleagues have that 
similar experience, the one very clear 
reason that we supported aid to the 
freedom fighters was so that our 
young men and women would not have 
to go into Central and Latin America 
to stabilize the hemisphere. That was 
one of the driving reasons to offer sup
port to bring stability to Nicaragua. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. And 
there is not one of us here who wants 
to see one American soldier die down 
there, or have American troops fight
ing in Central America. 

Mr. CRAIG. If the gentleman will 
continue to yield, that was the strong 
reason for us working so hard to pro
vide aid to the freedom fighters. Now 
the other side is saying, "Well, my 
goodness, if this happens this way 
then maybe." 

But maybe what? 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. If the gen

tleman will yield, what they are saying 
is that we should not ask them to 
interdict supplies or take on the task 
of fighting for their own freedom and 
stopping the Communist expansion, 
we should do it ourselves. That is the 
implication. That was almost just 
what they said in their letter. 

Mr. CRAIG. And they risk that very 
chance now. In fact there was a ru
mored story out this evening that we 
had troops headed toward Honduras. 
Apparently that is not true. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, that is a rumor, and a rumor 
only. 

Mr. CRAIG. It is a rumor, but it is 
not the truth. That is the concern 
that we have. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. If the gen
tleman will continue to yield to me, 
what the truth is is that President 
Azcona told the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. DoRNAN] and myself face 
to face that he would request up to 
50,000 U.S. troops be stationed in Hon
duras alone if the peace process failed 
and the Contras were destroyed. 

Mr. CRAIG. Of course, because it is 
his only alternative to peace. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. But what 
about El Salvador, Guatemala, and 
Costa Rica? 

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I am happy to yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. McEWEN. Every single one of 
the leaders of Central America has 
said the same thing, that if the Con
tras are not successful and if the 
Marxists from the Soviet Union can 
consolidate their base in Nicaragua, 
that these Central American leaders 
will ask for American troops to be sta
tioned in their respective countries. 
They have no alternative. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, reclaiming my time, let me 
get some of this paperwork out of the 
way to further our discussion, since I 
believe we are interested enough in 
kids dying down there that we will 
stay with this for a couple of hours. 

Let me set up the letter that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BuRTON] 
will be reading, the letter to the Presi
dent from 67 Members including the 
leadership, the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. CoELHO], the whip, the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BoNIOR], the deputy whip, and the 
majority leader, the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. FOLEY], the gentle
man from Oklahoma [Mr. McCURDY], 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bus
TAMANTE], the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. TRAFICANT], the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KOSTMAYER], the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DURBIN], 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. MRAZEK], the father of the so
called Mrazek line down there where 
we cannot go within 20 miles of the 
border of these countries. Also, the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
DicKs], the gentleman from California 
[Mr. PANETTA], the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BRENNAN], the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. WoLPE], the gen
tlewoman from California [Mrs. 
BoxER], and that shows that there is a 
pretty good representation out of the 
Democratic leadership that works this 
issue. I guess Mr. MILLER is on there, 
too. 

Listen to this letter 22 days earlier 
from Colin Powell, NSA adviser, a 
four-star Army general, to Chairman 
LEE HAMILTON, who was doing a press 
conference a few moments ago on the 
indictments of Oliver North and Admi
ral Poindexter and Mr. Hakim, and 
Major General Secord. 

Here is Colin Powell, in the name of 
the President, writing this letter. 

"Dear Mr. Chairman: Thank you for 
your letter of January 25, 1988, inquir
ing about President Reagan's discus
sions with General Secretary Gorba
chev regarding Nicaragua during the 
recent Washington summit" -which 
began on Pearl Harbor Day, December 
7. 

"President Reagan raised the issue 
of Nicaragua with the General Secre
tary by pointing out that continuing 
massive Soviet supply of military 
equipment to the Sandinista regime 
aggravates the situation in Central 
America and constitutes another in
stance in which Soviet actions in re
gional conflicts made United States
Soviet relations more difficult. 

"Secretary Shultz pursued this same 
topic with the Soviets in postsummit 
consultations. 

"The Soviet position on the question 
is clear, they propose to limit military 
assistance to the Sandinistas to only 
small arms which the General Secre
tary characterized" -my colleagues 
will love this-"as police arms"--

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. The AK-
47 is a police arm? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Yes, 
right. 

"In exchange for the United States 
stopping its military assistance pro
grams to the other nations of Central 
America and to the Nicaraguan Demo
cratic Resistance." That is what most 
of the people on the other side call the 
Contras which is what Ortega nick
named them. 

"This proposal, needless to say, is 
not congruent with our commitments 
to the Central American democracies 
nor with our national interest. Its ac
ceptance would leave the present dan
gerous Sandinista military preponder
ance over its neighbors entirely intact. 
Moreover, it would have us legitimize 
a dangerous extension of Soviet power 
on to the mainland of the Western 
Hemisphere. We will, however, contin
ue to press the Soviets to develop a 
more constructive approach to Central 
America-what happened to the 
Monroe Doctrine-and in the other re
gional conflicts where Soviet aims and 
actions and exacerbating the situa
tions. 

"Sincerely, Colin Powell." 
I wonder if he had in mind Angola 

and Afghanistan? 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. If the gen

tleman will yield, 22 days later the na
ivete of these individuals shows clearly 
in this paragraph when they said after 
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reading this letter from Colin Powell, 
"Since General Secretary Gorbachev 
has indicated a willingness to enter 
into dicussions of this security and the 
general climate seems conducive to the 
recognition of individual and mutual 
interests, it would seem timely for 
such discussions to start." 

The Russians are sending millions 
and millions of dollars of additional 
aid in there, and they say they want to 
continue to send military assistance 
and they will reduce it a little if we cut 
off all aid. That is the kind of "condu
cive and mutual discussion" that we 
want to see take place? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, reclaiming my time, let me 
put the Wright telegram in at this 
point. 

[Telegram] 
DIRECTORS OF THE NICARAGUAN RESISTANCE. 

The negotiations for a ceasefire and peace 
in your nation have reached a critical stage. 
The destiny of Nicaragua hangs in the bal
ance. 

In the cause of peace and democracy I 
urge you-as I urge those in the Sandinista 
leadership who lead the military operation 
against you-to proceed immediately and 
diligently to the negotiating table. 

It is essential that the parties to the talks 
meet at the highest levels and with the 
utmost dedication and stay at the table 
until there is an agreement. 

JIM WRIGHT. 

First came the Colin Powell memo 
specifically to one of their leaders, the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HAMIL
TON], then 22 days later on February 
23 this incredibly absurd letter signed 
by 67 Members, then on March 4, 
about 10 days later, 4 days after all as
sistance was cut off and our intelli
gence people and everybody are 
blocked because there is no legal man
date to have anything to do with these 
kids that we put into combat down 
there, they are willing to go into 
combat and we supplied them, but 
here is what our Speaker writes to 
them, and I understand he sent a simi
lar telegram to the Sandinista Com
munists. He probably addressed that 
to "the duly elected government of 
Managua," which has never been a 
duly elected government, but he writes 
to the directors of the Nicaraguan re
sistance-and apparently the Speaker 
cannot bring himself to call them 
"democratic resistance." 

"The negotiations for a cease-fire 
and peace in your nation" -conceding 
it is their nation of Nicaragua, also
"have reached the critical stage. The 
destiny of Nicaragua hangs in the bal
ance." 

That is only 12 days ago. 
"In the cause of peace and democra

cy I urge you as I urge those in the 
Sandinista leadership who lead the 
military operation against you to pro
ceed immediately and diligently to the 
negotiating table." 

I guess he should have added "unless 
you are dead." 

"It is essential that the parties to 
the talks meet at the highest levels 
and with the utmost dedication and 
stay at the table until there is an 
agreement." 

But 2 days later Ortega's answer to 
JIM WRIGHT is, "We are going to crush 
the Nicaraguan resistance." 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I am happy to yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, that 
telegram that I referred to a couple 
times on the floor, and I think it is im
portant to note concerning that that 
when the democratic resistance leader
ship received that telegram they re
garded it as a message asking them to 
surrender. The reason for that is, and 
they made the point, when one tells 
them to go to the table and sit down 
and do not get up until they have an 
agreement, at that time the Congress 
had just cut off all aid to them, so 
they took nothing to the table. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Exactly. 
Mr. WALKER. At the same time, 

they knew, because as Colin Powell 
has pointed out as of March 1 the sup
plies were being massed against them 
and troops were being massed against 
them, they knew this offensive was 
about to take place and they hear 
from the Speaker that they are sup
posed to sit down and come to an 
agreement and stay there until they 
do. 

I will tell my colleagues that the 
direct communication to me from the 
democratic resistance states that they 
regarded that telegram as asking them 
to surrender. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I 
concur. 

Mr. WALKER. When we see the 
events that have unfolded since that 
time, it is very disturbing. It is particu
larly disturbing that that telegram 
was sent based on the information I 
tried to dig out, sent without any con
sultation whatever with our Depart
ment of State. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Exactly. 
Mr. WALKER. It was done purely 

on a foreign policy initiative by the 
Speaker of the House, who was out on 
his own formulating his own foreign 
policy again, and he did it without 
consultation. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. And all 
of this happening since the end of 
July. 

Mr. WALKER. And the intelligence 
estimates were that there was a major 
offensive being planned when he sent 
that telegram to the democratic resist
ance. That is what got us into major 
difficulties in Central America. It is 
one of the things that is likely to lead 
to the loss of Nicaragua to the Soviets, 
and I think it is extremely disturbing 
that as the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BuRTON] has pointed out, this 

telegram went out to people who were 
fighting on our side. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McEWEN] has a special order now 
and later on this evening we can come 
up with more information, because 
Allan Crenowitz, and the team at the 
White House, and I say that respec
tively, I hope will watch proceeding 
by, if nothing else, national technical 
means; that is, videotapes, on tomor
row so that they understand what we 
will recommend. 

Let us see what Larry Tracey recom
mends. In paragraph 4 of 7: 

Those who care about how history will 
treat the Reagan presidency should be con
cerned that events are now conspiring to 
cause future historians to blame not the 
Democrats, but Ronald Reagan, for either 
the loss of Central America to Communism, 
or the loss of thousands of young Americans 
in combat in that area. He could be criti
cized for failing to galvanize the American 
people, for failing to exercise the leadership 
of the office of the presidency, and for fail
ing to implement a policy that prevented 
another Cuba while avoiding another Viet 
Nam. 

Then, going on to paragraph 5, he 
says: 

The President must do what he does 
best-communicate directly with the Ameri
can people on a prime time telecast from 
the Oval Office. He should immediately 
order the intelligence community to prepare 
and declassify the most recent intelligence, 
especially that derived from NSA resources, 
on Sandinista political and military goals. 
He should personally demand of the net
works the time for the address to the nation 
in which he reveals this intelligence com
plete with state-of-the-art graphics and 
overhead photography. 

Now the networks have said private
ly that they will not turn him down if 
he were to call them directly. 

Mr. McEWEN. And if the gentleman 
will yield, my colleagues will remem
ber that the last time this came up it 
was before the decision was made 
which was judged by the major net
works as being inconsequential and 
nothing new. 

Now we see what the "new" facts 
were and how significant it was and 
those who really control the power of 
this country, and the access to the 
people which was denied the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. It 
would certainly have intimidated five 
Republicans' votes, and we would have 
won on that vote. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. If the gen
tleman will yield, the gentleman then 
says the President will be blamed for 
not galvanizing support, and it is 
tragic because how can one galvanize 
support when one cannot get the 
people through the media? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from California 
has expired. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE 

PRESIDENT 
A message in writing from the Presi

dent of the United States was commu
nicated to the House by Mr. Saunders, 
one of his secretaries. 

UPDATE ON SITUATION IN 
CENTRAL AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
PERKINS). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McEWEN] is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
DORNAN]. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, as we have just seen a Presi
dential message delivered, I would 
hope that instead of a perfunctory 
piece of legislation, however important 
it is, it would rather be a Presidential 
announcement that Honduras had 
been assured that if they protect their 
sovereign soil and shoot those AN-26's 
and HIP helicopters out of the air 
that are over their territory, that we 
will back them up and not turn on 
them and terrorize them as we terror
ized Thailand and Malaysia and the 
Philippines when we pulled out of 
Indochina in the spring of 1975, with 
the class of Watergate babies, as they 
are called, the class of 1974, turning 
the debate in this House. 

Mr. Speaker, we had only 144 Re
publican Members then, and in the 
next 2 years we were down to 143. I 
say to my Republican colleagues, can 
they imagine what it is like with 178 
now and we can hardly get any sup
port for freedom fighters? 

0 1910 
"The President must do what he 

does best-communicate directly with 
the American people in prime time. He 
should immediately order the intelli
gence community to prepare and de
classify," amen, "the most recent intel
ligence, especially that derived from 
NSA," National Security Agency, "re
sources," and that means scraping 
what we hear in the air with our lis
tening sources around the world, "on 
Sandinistas political and military 
goals. He should personally," personal
ly, "demand of the networks the time 
for the address to the Nation," and 
Colonel Tracy is reading my mind, "in 
which he reveals this intelligence, 
complete with state-of-the-art graph
ics," show the overhead photography. 
"To heighten the dramatic effect, he 
should invite to his desk at the appro
priate moment during the speech 
Major Roger Miranda. Miranda, 
speaking in his deliberate Spanish, 
with an off-screen sequential inter
preter," and all they have to do is 
lower the volume on his voice and 
bring up the volume of the simultane
ous translation, and everybody will 

swear a month later he spoke in Eng
lish. I do not know how effective that 
is. "He can then" -Major Miranda
" tell the American people how his 
erstwhile Communist colleagues have 
intended to use the President Arias 
peace plan to consolidate their Com
munist dictatorship, of their plans for 
extending their influence throughout 
Central America, of his own disillu
sionment with the betrayal of the 1979 
revolution by the Sandinistas, and, fi
nally, of his belief that the Contras do 
indeed represent the views of a sizable 
segment of the Nicaraguan popula
tion," or to put it in the words of 
Major Miranda, he came to realize it 
truly was a civil war, and that he was 
on the wrong side as an idealistic 
Marxist with a degree from Santiago, 
Chile, and another degree from the 
Pueblo Institute of Mexico that he 
was truly crushing the peasant class of 
his country and of all of his Marxist, 
college youthful idealism drained out 
of him. 

6: "With Miranda at his side," Presi
dent Reagan "should then ask the 
American people to deluge this Con
gress, not the White House, with re
quests for an up-or-down vote on mili
tary aid for the Contras," which I dis
agree with the Democratic leadership. 
I think it would pass tomorrow, par
ticularly if we close this Chamber and 
ask Jack Russ, our Sergeant at Arms, 
to block all the doors. It should not be 
classified anyway. Why can we not let 
the people know who we represent at 
this moment of ultimate peril? Give us 
a top secret briefing with all the state
of-the-art graphics and intelligence 
update right here in the well of this 
House and then open up the doors, let 
the people into the galleries as our 
guests and vote up or down on a small, 
temporary package of military aid so 
that we can "give peace a chance" in 
the words of Yoko Ono Lennon. 

He continues, with Miranda beside 
the President and the request for up
or-down military aid, "he can say, 
'You have heard the facts, now you 
decide.' He should then conclude with 
generous words for Speaker WRIGHT," 
and I concur, "Senator DoDD of the 
other body and others who have op
posed his policy by saying that he 
knows they are just as determined as 
he is to not permit a Soviet beachhead 
in Central America.'' They smell it 
coming, and so as Mr. COELHO did 
today, they are going to try and blame 
us. "The difference, he then points 
out," the President, between his policy 
and theirs is that he wants to provide 
arms to young Nicaraguans, while the 
Wright-Dodd policy may force a 
future President and Congress to send 
young Americans to fight" and die "in 
Central America." 

In the concluding paragraph, and 
my eyes jumped ahead at the words 
"Vice President BusH" -as the first 
Member of this body or the other 

Chamber to endorse our Vice Presi
dent who I think is a great man-! am 
going to read this cold with some in
terest. "Vice President Bush has a 
vested interest in persuading the 
President to launch this final offen
sive immediately. Events are now 
moving at such a pace that the critical 
decision of whether to acquiesce to a 
permanent Communist dictatorship in 
Central America" mirroring Cuba with 
all the attendant risks to U.S. security 
this would entail, or sending U.S. 
troops to fight and die there, will 
likely come during the next Presiden
cy. 

I am working hard to make that 41st 
President the first George since 
George Washington. "Allowing the 
present situation to deteriorate will 
only make matters worse for a Presi
dent Bush." 

I can just hear the words on the 
other side of the aisle, "Let George do 
it.'' That is what is going to face us for 
the next 4 to 8 years. 

Who wanted to comment on the 
Larry Tracy thing? We are going to 
assume the President is listening to 
this, as he received Mr. BuRTON and 
me into the Oval Office on returning 
from one of our trips to Central Amer
ica. Let us give the President some 
advice. That is what we are paid to do, 
even if we are not in the leadership. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I think the gentleman from Califor
nia has given the President a great 
deal of good advice in the form of that 
letter, and I would just add my sup
port to what you have already said. 

I think it is extremely important 
that the President of the United 
States literally take the bull by the 
horns at this very important time and 
do what has to be done in stemming 
the tide of the Communist expansion, 
particularly in view of the fact that 
they have gone into Honduras illegally 
and in violation of their previously 
stated positions. 

I would just like to make a couple of 
real brief remarks and mention a 
couple of quotes that have been made 
by the leaders of the Sandinistas, be
cause we seem to lose sight of what 
they are all about and what they have 
been saying down there. 

Tomas Borge, one of the nine com
mandantes, one of the leaders in the 
Sandinista Government said, and I 
quote, and the question was put to 
him, "Will you respond to the remarks 
that Nicaragua is the first domino in 
Latin America, that since the revolu
tion triumphed in Nicaragua, it will be 
exported to El Salvador, Guatemala, . 
Honduras, Mexico?" We need to be re
minded that Borge responded to that 
question by saying, "That is one his
torical prophesy of Ronald Reagan's 
that is absolutely true.'' So they told 
us their goal is not just Central Amer-
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ica but Mexico, and they plan to 
export the revolution to do that. 

Daniel Ortega was quoted last No
vember as saying this, "What I would 
really like to be doing is what Che 
Guevara did, going to other lands to 
struggle," and they are already in an
other land today, in Honduras. There 
is a bit of history I would like to quote 
that happened on November 4, 1956, 
and I hope this does not happen again. 
We seem to not profit from history. 

Listen to this, this is a quote from a 
freedom fighter broadcasting from a 
radio station in Budapest, Hungary, 
November 4, 1956. He cried out to the 
conscience of the world when he said, 
"Their tanks and their guns are roar
ing over Hungarian soil. People of the 
world, listen to our call. Help us, not 
with advice, not with words, but with 
action. Please do not forget this wild 
attack of bolshevism will not stop. You 
may be the next victim. Save us. SOS. 
Civilized people of the world, in the 
name of liberty and solidarity, we are 
asking you to help. The shadows grow 
darker from hour to hour. Listen to 
our cry. Start moving. Extend to us a 
brotherly hand, people of the world, 
save us. SOS. Help, help, help. God be 
with you and with us." After that 
there was only silence. 

I want to follow up that quote. This 
Hungarian freedom fighter, like his 
colleague, probably died at the hands 
of a Soviet firing squad. A man who 
was in charge of that operation for the 
KGB in Hungary was a man named 
Andropov, and Andropov promised all 
of these Hungarian freedom fighters 
that if they would lay down their arms 
and surrrender that he would give 
them amnesty. They laid down their 
arms and they surrendered. They were 
lined up against a wall, and they were 
mowed down like corn. They were all 
killed. One of the great proteges of 
Mr. Andropov is a man that our col
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
say that we should be sitting down 
with and negotiating with regarding 
Central America, and his name is Mr. 
Gorbachev. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Do you 
know where Andropov was at that 
minute? Guess where he was when 
those words were going out from Hun
gary? He was the Ambassador to Hun
gary, and he was the man who engi
neered that. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. He wanted 
them to lay down their arms, and he 
had them mowed down after he prom
ised them amnesty if they would lay 
down their arms. He murdered them. 
His chief proteges, or one of his chief 
proteges, is Mr. Gorbachev. Our col
leagues say we should sit down and ne
gotiate with him, because the spirit of 
cooperation is so prevalent right now 
with the Soviet Union, that is, the INF 
Treaty. At the same time they are 
talking about that they are sending 
additional millions and millions of dol-

lars worth of war materials into Cen
tral America. 

I just want to make one reference 
here to a speech made by Mr. Gorba
chev 3 weeks before he came over to 
this country to sign the INF Treaty. 
This speech took place last November. 
This speech was to the Supreme 
Soviet. It was his major address of the 
year, and in the last paragraph of that 
speech, this is what he said, and I do 
not think I will paraphrase it very 
much. It is almost an exact quote, be
cause I pretty much committed it to 
memory. He said that in 1917 we de
parted the old world. We departed 
toward a new path, the world of com
munism, the world of communism. We 
shall never deviate from that path. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
BURTON, who was sitting in the audi
ence at Mr. Gorbachev's feet when he 
said that on October 2? 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. As I recall, 
it was Mr. Ortega of Nicaragua. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. And 
Castro and Gus Hall of the U.S. Com
munist Party. They were all sitting 
within 3 chairs of one another, and 
they were all in a photograph, but the 
New York Times chose to cut one of 
them out, and I forget which one it 
was. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. The point 
I want to make is my colleagues on the 
other side, the appeasers, the Lord 
Chamberlains of our generation who 
want to give freedom away when they 
talk about giving freedom a chance, 
they want us to negotiate the freedom 
of the people of Central America with 
Mr. Gorbachev, when in fact he said 
he wants worldwide communism. He 
said it very clearly last November in 
the speech to the Supreme Soviet. 

By golly, if there is one thing we 
ought to learn, we should deal from a 
position of strength. That means we 
should be supporting the forces of 
freedom, not only in Angola and Af
ghanistan but Nicaragua as well. It is 
imperative. Otherwise, we are going to 
have our 2,000-mile border between us 
and Mexico, the soft underbelly of 
America, threatened by the Soviet 
Union and Soviet surrogates, and I do 
not want T-55 tanks or Hind MI-25 
helicopters looking across the Rio 
Grande at my boy, and I do not think 
you guys do either. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. If I 
could touch on a piece of history. I 
was in an F-100 squadron at George 
Air Force Base in that week when that 
cry went out, and I memorized it at 
the time another one, "Our ship is 
sinking, our light is going out, do not 
let the bolshevik tide overrun us." 
That was Radio Free Hungary, and 
then it went off the air. 

My wife was as pregnant as you can 
get with our second child, Bob, Junior, 
who was born November 9, 1956. 

A few days later, I kissed my 9-
month pregnant wife, goodbye, we 

went down to operations, we drew up 
our maps to fly to Seymour Johnson 
Air Force Base in North Carolina, and 
then to the Azores and then to a 
NATO country, and I do not mind 
saying what country it was-Turkey. 
We were going to stage out of there 
with what was then the world's best 
fighter aircraft. The Soviets had no 
supersonic aircraft at that time except 
in a dive. These were production 
straight and level F-100 supersabers 
capable of supersonic straight flight in 
afterburn. We were going to stage out 
of there and support the Hungarian 
freedom fighters. After all, we had 
told them over Radio Free Europe to 
revolt, and we told them for months 
that under a 5-star general and a 
pretty good President, Ike Eisenhower. 
Everything cut loose that month. The 
Suez Canal was going on, Britain and 
France and Israel fighting the Egyp
tians, and Eisenhower had a mild 
heart attack. Everything kind of went 
to heck. 

Eisenhower's Vice President, Rich
ard Nixon, was at the bridge watching 
the people come across as in the dark
ness tonight, because Managua is on 
Chicago time, just 1 hour earlier, so it 
is 6:20 dark down there now, still in 
winter, and they are now coming 
across in the drought, to low level 
across the Rio Cocos River, which con
stitutes more than two-thirds of the 
border between Honduras and Nicara
gua. Those kids are coming across, 
fording that, some of them are 
wading, dragging their compatriots, 
freedom fellow fighters, so that scene 
at the Andau Bridge is going on right 
now. Nixon witnessed that and told me 
he could never forget that. It haunted 
him. We told them to revolt and indi
cated we would help them, and 7 days 
later-! looked this up-I looked up 
how many Members are in this Cham
ber that were here in April 1961 when 
we did recruit and train and clothe 
and arm and put on the beach at the 
Bay of Pigs another Latin fighting 
force with promises of air cover. 

0 1925 
Twenty-one Members were here in

cluding BoB MicHEL, our leader, and 
our other great leader, as great as BoB, 
"BILL" BROOMFIELD, his colleague from 
Michigan, our senior man on Foreign 
Affairs, they were here. "Mo" UDALL 
missed being here by 13 days. That is 
the cutoff point. He won a special elec
tion 13 days later. But those 21 must 
have sat here, and the House did not 
have responsibility then that was all a 
covert operation that had been set up 
initially under President Eisenhower 
and John F. Kennedy opted to exe
cute, but pulled off the air cover. 

Now the words of the beach com
mander, I used to know his name, Fer
nando something, his code name was 
"Pepe," his words on April 19, the day 
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it was all collapsing as two Soviet
excuse the Freudian-two Cuban, 
given by us, T -33 jets which had been 
turned into F-80 Shooting Star fight
ers because they put the .455-caliber 
machine guns back in the nose. Our 
intelligence did not see that. Even 
with the best satellites you cannot see 
what is happening in hangars. They 
were strafing the beach and they had 
tanks on the bluffs. They were raking 
these people in the crossfire. 

So the beach commander, the Enri
que Bermudez of that operation who 
miraculously survives to this day to 
tell this horrible story, is up to his 
knees in the surf and he is saying 
"Command,"-that is the United 
States command-"this is Pepe. We 
are in the surf. We are engaging in 
hand-to-hand combat. Where is the 
promised air cover? My men are being 
slaughtered. Do not let us die like dogs 
in the water. Give us the air cover. 
Where is the air cover?" 

And the dilettante, nice man but he 
had a problem with coming to deci
sions in his life, executing them, the 
Ambassador up at the U.N., Adlai Ste
venson-a little-known story about Mr. 
Stevenson: as a young boy he picked 
up a .22 rifle that he and some friends 
had been dealing with in a wealthy 
home in the Chicago area. As young 
lads they were doing the manual of 
arms with it. And a little 13-year-old 
girl, a family friend, appeared in the 
doorway and he, inexplicably-nobody 
could figure out, kids do strange 
things-he picked up the rifle and 
fired at the young girl and struck her 
between the eyes killing her dead on 
the spot. 

Without being an amateur psychia
trist, people have analyzed for years 
that that incident which haunted his 
life, a few weeks later as though she 
were still alive, the little girl, as 
though she were still alive in the let
ters that were found, with no mention 
that he had killed her accidentally a 
few weeks before; some people say 
that is why he was never able to come 
to a decision. 

But he was in the U.N. and called up 
President Kennedy and said, "How can 
you embarrass me with this incident?" 
He had been clued in on the intelli
gence operation of trying to liberate 
the Cubans from 30 years of horrors 
and AIDS, the AIDS epidemic that 
they brought back from Central 
Africa, the killing of black young men 
and women, freedom fighters that 
they are doing-engaged in right now 
with Soviet officers in Angola right 
now, that summer offensive is still 
trailing off with the forces of freedom 
probably going to win that one or at 
least fight to a standstill until the 
next dry season when the Soviets will 
put in more armor, more Mig's and 
more commanders down to the compa
ny and battalion level. 

But with this order of Adlai Steven
son telling Kennedy, "Call off the air 
cover or I will quit," Kennedy, sup
posedly a naval officer and a man of 
action in the South Pacific, called off 
the air cover. Those men were slaugh
tered. I guess the only answer was, 
"Pepe, swim for it, baby." I do not 
know how you say that in Spanish. 
They started to swim out. Some of our 
young Coast Guardsmen, Navy men 
who were driving those landing ships, 
the old-fashioned open type like at 
Tarawa, Iwo Jima, with the flap in the 
front where you hear the bullets hit
ting the flap and you are on the other 
side right before it goes down and wor
rying about whether a bullet is going 
to catch you in the face; some of those 
men came into the beach and circled 
under fire-we lost some of those-and 
the men that survived that sinking got 
out and made it to other landing 
barges and they went out to the coast. 

Now what was classified top secret 
until recently is the U.S. aircraft carri
er-! asked Tom Moorer in our Repub
lican Study Committee hearings if this 
was all true because he was then com
mander of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
from 1972-no, he was in a naval as
signment. He was commander in the 
Pacific. Later in the seventies he 
became the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs. I said, "Was not the U.S.S. 
Essex not off the coast with the prom
ised air cover?" He said, "Yes." 

I said, "Did they not have the Navy 
version of the F-86 Sabres called the 
FK Fury on the decks ready, loaded 
with bombs and bullets to give help to 
those men on the beaches?" 

"Yes," he said. 
And I said, "Were those planes 

spray-painted with the American insig
nias off as though they would be part 
of this strange covert operation of 
these mysterious unmarked, you know, 
American-profile jet fighters shooting 
down the two T-33's and buzzing the 
beach?" 

And he said, "Yes, absolutely." 
What is also not known by most 

people in this or the other body is that 
the Alabama National Guard played a 
role in that because they were then 
flying obsolete B-26 Douglas Invader 
bombers. They took them off active 
duty. You know you put the resigna
tion down in the bottom drawer of the 
squadron commander. They went to 
Nicaragua and appeared. Hence this 
obsession of Castro to crush Nicaragua 
and make it Communist someday. Out 
of Nicaragua, a long 6-, 7-hour flight 
to the combat zone, these men from 
the Alabama Guard flew these older 
B-26's. They were to hit and take out 
the Cuban Air Force on the evening of 
April 16 to set up the invasion the 
next day on the 17th. 

They were sharp-they pulled off 
that raid and they did not catch these 
T-33's with the guns in them, making 
them Shooting Star fighters. Then the 

next day they came back, the T-33's 
shot down the Alabama Guard B-26's. 
One of the commanders, one of the 
pilots, a colorful character known all 
through the Guard squadrons of the 
United States at that time because he 
weighed over 250 pounds was named 
Riley Shamberger. You could not miss 
his portly body. His body, his corpse, 
laid there in the wreckage of his B-26. 
Castro went over and put his foot on 
Captain Riley Shamberger's corpse 
and bragged about his T-33's had shot 
down the one little effort of our air 
power used on the eve of this Bay of 
Pigs tragedy in our history. And Ken
nedy said he will never again believe 
anybody in Government. 

He got his answer quickly the next 
year with the missile crisis of October 
when nuclear-tipped missiles were in 
Cuba. 

What is the lesson we ought to learn 
from that? Here is the advice and I so
licit please your comments: What I 
would have done had I been President 
Kennedy was I would have said, 
"Look, the men are getting slaugh
tered and if we are not going to give 
them air cover to try and make a suc
cessful beachhead and see if the 
people will get rid of this Communist 
Castro who betrayed his revolution," 
as did he and his brother, and the 
Ortega brothers have, "we must at 
least give air cover to the rescue oper
ation. Let's start-let's call it a failure 
and let's extract these Cuban lads that 
we put on the beach, the 2506 bri
gade." I will never forget President 
Kennedy in the Orange Bowl holding 
up the flag which the survivors begged 
for years and finally got back from 
Senator "TED" KENNEDY and Kennedy 
held up that flag and said, "Someday 
this banner will fly again over a free 
Cuba," holding up the banner that 
they rescued off the beach in the last 
terrible moments when we deserted 
them. 

If I had been President Kennedy I 
would have said, "Extract them, give 
them cover and try to save as many 
lives as we can because I have decided 
not to give air cover to the military op
eration." 

You and I, Mr. BuRTON, flew in Hon
duran jets last September, September 
5; we flew in those little Casa lOl's; 
one of them had a C-47 painted on the 
side where they had shot down a drug 
airplane; we saw the morale of those 
pilots, the Commander Navarro, who I 
flew with, you flew with one of the 
young squadron commanders. What 
the gentleman did not see and what I 
saw on a subsequent trip up at La 
Ceiba on the coast were the ones 
flying the Israeli Super Mysteres, the 
very planes that turned back the Arab 
attempt to annihilate Israel in the 
lighting war of 1967. Those young 
pilots when I went and walked in, if I 
squinted I would not have told them 



March 16, 1988 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 4121 
from Americans or British or fighter 
pilots anywhere in the world. Those 
young guys are straining at the bit to
night as we speak to take the few 
viable Super Mysteres that are left 
and go down to that Nicaraguan 
border, never penetrate their airspace, 
just defend the sovereign soil of Hon
duras and shoot those AN-26's and 
MI-17's out of the air. And the only 
reason they are probably not going 
down there is because President 
Azcona, whom we met with the next 
night and told him of our flying with 
his great young pilots in the Hondu
ran Air Force, is wondering if we are 
going to follow through. 

Are we going to do to Honduras 
what we did to Thailand and Malaysia, 
pull out of this whole mess and stare 
down the barrel of this hemisphere 
and watch the consolidation of an
other Communist country and then 
Duarte's fragile democracy begin to 
unravel as the Farabundo Marti con
tinue their newly returned urban 
terror? 

What are we going to do? I suggest 
the least the President can do, and I 
am telling him this through the televi
sion in front of the American people 
who track this House, the very least 
we should do is unleash the Honduran 
fighter pilots, many of them trained in 
this country, their planes reworked up 
here in Texas to keep them flyable, 
these 25-year-old French-built Mys
teres, if we will not unleash them and 
not get them involved but just back 
them up, that we will protect for ex
ample their bases at Palmerola and La 
Ceiba; if we will not do that much 
then I think we owe it to Ricky Ber
mudez, who stood in that hallway 
when I asked GEORGE MILLER of Cali
fornia to come out and at least meet 
the military commander and he says, 
"I am not going to meet with any of 
your thugs, DORNAN;" we owe it to Ber
mudez and his men to maybe violate 
their airspace, not to prosecute with 
some military operation but to do the 
minimum that KENNEDY failed to do, 
and that is to give cover even if it is 
with our Navy airplanes, introducing 
combat Americans only in a rescue op
eration to tell these Hondurans, "Let's 
get out of it. We are getting the men 
out. We are getting the Nicaraguan 
kids out of there. We are going to give 
them cover and extract them in a mer
ciful rescue operation." And there 
would not be any shooting if we told 
Ortega, "You win this round, you 
Commie, you Communist you, but you 
had better back off and let us get 
these kids out of there that we put in 
there and we will bring them to the 
United States," hopefully to settle 
them at Fort Worth in your district, 
JIM WRIGHT's district, Mr. Speaker. 

Now what do you think, Mr. BURTON, 
of at least a rescue operation if we are 
not going to do anything else over the 
weekend? 

Mr. McEWEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I would 
like to have your comment on a rescue 
operation if we are going to do any
thing else. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I just 
think it is inconceivable that we would 
let those valiant young soldiers down 
there who have been fighting for free
dom die without some kind of an 
effort to get them out of there, par
ticularly since they have been fighting 
not only for the freedom of the people 
of Nicaragua but ultimately for the se
curity of Central America and the 
United States as well. 

So I think that the gentleman makes 
a salient point. But I would just like to 
say one thing to our Speaker, Mr. JIM 
WRIGHT, and that is, JIM, I believe 
that you are a patriotic American. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I do, 
too. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. You really 
do care about this country and the se
curity of it and I believe that you 
really don't want American boys to 
have to go fighting an unnecessary 
war. And I think if you will just sit 
down in the quiet of your own office 
and take a close look at the facts, what 
the Communists are doing down there 
right now and turn this over in your 
mind I think you will come to the con
clusion that we really are on the 
wrong track because of the policies 
which you have been advocating, and 
Mr. BoNIOR and others have been ad
vocating. And I hope, Mr. Speaker, if 
you will sit down and do that that you 
will admit that something must be 
done right now, not just to protect 
those valiant people who are fighting 
for their freedom. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. This 
weekend. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Right 
now. But that we also in the very near 
future ought to develop a package 
that will support them militarily in 
their fight for freedom, those that are 
still left. 

For us to do less is to commit them 
to a cause of total annihilation, to a 
course of total annihilation and their 
blood is going to be on the hands of 
those who turn their back on them. 

I know you do not want that, JIM, 
and I do not want that. We must do 
something now to help the cause of 
freedom down there and help save 
those people's lives. 

We cannot let them go on dying like 
this, it is just unthinkable. 

Mr. McEWEN. I thank the gentle
man. I point out that blankets will not 
stop it, good will will not stop it, and 
peace talks in and of themselves will 
not stop it. The only thing that 
brought the Soviets and the Marxists 
and their surrogates, the Sandinistas, 
to the table was when this body was 
committed to giving aid to the resist
ance. 

When they did that then it turned 
the tide toward democracy. They said, 
"We will sit down at the table." Nego
tiations were going to take place; 
Obando y Bravo was going to mediate. 
Then at that moment of strategic im
portance, and that moment of poten
tial peace and that moment of possible 
democratic reform, right when La 
Prensa was opened and progress was 
being made, then, lest democracy be 
successful, the leadership of this 
House of Representatives reneged on 
that promise, pulled the rug out from 
under the Democratic Resistance, sold 
them out to the Marxists' resupply 
effort from the Soviet Union, and now 
we see them crushed with no promise 
of democratic reform, with no promise 
of free elections or free press or free 
speech or free assembly. I have to ask 
is this accidental? We have history; we 
have seen from the report just made 
by the gentleman from California, we 
have a candidate for President of the 
United States, came in second in the 
primary in Illinois just yesterday, who 
went to Havana and chanted, "Viva 
Fidel Castro, viva Che Guevara." 

I have to ask a very simple question: 
Is this naivete? Is this mistaken ideolo
gy? Or is this a deliberate effort on 
the part of those who consistently side 
on those who are the enemies of de
mocracy? 

I yield to the gentleman from Penn
sylvania. 

Mr. WALKER. I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

The gentleman will remember too 
another one of the leading Democratic 
candidates on Meet the Press just re
cently seemed to accept the idea of a 
Soviet client-state in Central America. 
He made it quite clear under intense 
questioning that as long as it was inof
fensive, did not have offensive weap
ons, that it might be something that 
we would have to accept and that the 
Monroe Doctrine is an outmoded doc
trine. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Who 
was that on Meet the Press? 

Mr. WALKER. That was Mr. Duka
kis. 

Mr. McEWEN. That is the leading 
candidate. 

The Monroe Doctrine says that we 
will not tolerate foreign influences 
that are antagonistic influences in our 
hemisphere that are a threat to our 
national security. That is a position 
that is no longer supported by the ma
jority party in this country. I cannot 
help but remember the statement of 
Jeane Kirkpatrick when she was at 
the Democrat Platform Committee in 
1980 in which the proposal before the 
Democratic Platform was that the 
United States should not be inferior to 
any of its adversaries. 
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That proposal that the United 
States should not have parity, should 
not be superior, the fact that the 
United States of America would be 
willing to be inferior to its opposition, 
to its adversaries, that was something 
that could not even pass, that we 
should not be inferior. Then she began 
to recognize that the party of which 
she was a member had long since left 
the goals and the principles of Hubert 
Humphrey and Harry Truman and 
Lyndon Johnson and others. 

Now, you ask, what is taking place 
here today? We see those who are re
laxed and comfortable and gleefully 
content to see the demise of democra
cy in Central America. That is a 
source of no small frustration to me. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield further, it is in
teresting to me that I did not hear one 
Democratic leader and in fact I do not 
remember hearing one Democrat come 
to this floor today condemning the 
Sandinista invasion of Honduras. 
There were Republicans here doing it, 
but not one Democrat felt that it was 
serious enough to come out and con
demn it. The only thing we heard 
from the Democratic leadership was 
the majority whip, Mr. CoELHO, came 
to the floor and condemned the Re
publicans. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Right. 
Mr. WALKER. And we had one 

other Member, I think, come out to 
the floor and condemn the Republi
cans. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. That 
was in a 2-minute, 1-minute speech. 

Mr. WALKER. Right. But nobody 
saw fit to condemn the Sandinistas, to 
condemn the Communists in Central 
America. Giving peace a chance in 
their parlance is simply accepting that 
which the Sandinistas do, no matter 
how terrible. 

Mr. McEWEN. In the future, what
ever they decide to do comes under 
their level of toleration. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Would 
any of the three of you guess whether 
Ted Koppel tonight on Nightline will 
do the Ollie North-Secord-Hakim
Poindexter indictments, or will they 
do the invasion of Honduras by the 
Communists in Nicaragua. They 
should at least split the show 50-50. 

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
cannot understand why we are unwill
ing to learn from history. They said 
that if we supported the democratic 
resistance, that was the only way we 
could have a negotiated settlement. 
Indeed we had 60 days ago the poten
tial for a negotiated settlement. We 
brought them to the table. We said if 
we renege on that commitment at that 
critical moment, the Sandinistas will 
renege from their pledges they made 
for personal liberties, for freedom of 
the press, and for freedom of assem-

bly, that they will destroy the demo
cratic resistance. 

We follow through, and it is all 
there. Today I think being a leftist 
means never having to say you are 
sorry. You never admit you made an 
error. When confronted with facts, 
you never conceded them. You just go 
on to the next point. 

We now are in the critical factor; 
this is April 1975. This is the helicop
ters leaving the Saigon Embassy. 
When we said we reneged from those 
1974 peace accords, we knew that 
South Vietnam and Laos and Cambo
dia would go. 

I was not a Member of the Congress 
at that point. This is the first nation 
of which I have deliberately and inten
tionally observed the surrender to the 
Soviet bloc, and I am not suited to it. 
When South Yemen went, and when 
our Ambassador to the United Nations 
said, "We think Khomeini might be a 
saint," and when the President went 
out to the Rose Garden and said, "We 
think the Shah should step down," I 
was in Ohio. 

When the Sandinistas were having 
their revolution and Warren Christo
pher was negotiating turning over 
power to these thugs, there was noth
ing I could do about it. When the sell
out in Zimbabwe and Mozambique 
took place, I was not a Member. I 
came here with the Reagan election in 
1980, and from 1981 until this time we 
had not conceded a free nation to the 
Marxists since that time. In fact, we 
have captured Grenada after its fall to 
the Marxists under the previous ad
ministration. 

We are now here at a moment at 
which we have, through the actions of 
the Congress, through the additional 
seats that were picked up, through 
five Members of Congress making a 
difference, reached a point where we 
are willing to say that we will not be 
concerned if this consolidation takes 
place. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. You 
came here with the class of 52 Repub
lican freshman; correct? 

Mr. McEWEN. Correct. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. And we 

hit a high water mark for the first 
time since Eisenhower in 1952 when 
he had 203, I think, or 204 Republi
cans. Actually he had a majority, and 
then it fell to two or three or four. But 
in three decades that was the high 
water mark. We had 192. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McEWEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

The gentleman made the comment: 
Are some of these people maybe in 
league with those people down in Cen
tral America? I believe there are some 
people who are sympathetic to the 

Marxist government of Nicaragua in 
our Chamber, albeit I hope a small 
number. There are some people who 
generally have leftist leanings in our 
body, I believe we all know that, but I 
believe most of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle who voted 
against the Contras, the freedom 
fighters down there, did it for reasons 
that are not unlike what happened 
back in the 1930's. 

In 1938, in August, Lord Chamber
lain was not a leftist. He was not a pro
Fascist, but he wanted the Nazis to 
adhere to the Treaty of Versailles 
which was signed in 1918, I believe. 

Mr. McEWEN. And he wanted peace 
in our time. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. And he 
wanted peace in our time. But the 
Treaty of Versailles said the Germans 
would never build more than a 
100,000-man army. But what Hitler did 
was, he used that 100,000-man army as 
a cadre and then trained millions of 
troops. 

So Lord Chamberlain went to 
Munich to buy peace by giving away 
half of Czechoslovakia, and Winston 
Churchill, like BOB DORNAN-I equate 
you with Winston Churchill, and you, 
Mr. McEWEN, and you, Mr. WALKER, 
because you are of that caliber, I 
think-Winston Churchill went to the 
floor of the House of Commons to talk 
about this peace agreement with 
Hitler. The House of Commons shout
ed him down. They would not let him 
talk. The popularity of Lord Chamber
lain was higher than the ceiling. If 
there had been Gallup polls, they 
would have been 99 percent in favor 
and 1 percent opposing him because 
he said, "peace in our time." It is not 
unlike "peace at any price" or "give 
peace a chance." 

Unfortunately, the gentleman on 
the other side of the aisle will not 
profit from history. This is not a 
unique phenomenon. It has happened 
before, but unfortunately we are going 
down the same path to war, the ap
peasement path that we went down in 
1938 and 1939, and I hope to God that 
we do not end up with an all-out war 
in Central America that is going to 
cost a lot of American lives, like what 
happened in World War II because of 
that appeasement policy. 

That is the problem. Surely there 
are some leftists in our body, but I 
think most of them are just liberals 
who do not want to get involved. They 
want to close their eyes and appease 
the Communist enemy and hope they 
will go away. If you do not believe 
that, read this letter that I put in the 
RECORD a while ago. That is what they 
are saying-sit down and negotiate, 
kill them with paper. That is what 
Lord Chamberlain tried to do, and 
that is what they are doing now. It is 
going to get us in an all-out war down 
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there and kill a lot of American boys. 
It is really unfortunate. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. There is 
one point of history that has been a 
personal sore spot with me, because I 
envy the gentleman from Ohio, 
coming here with President Reagan. I 
know you were not one of that class of 
52 Republicans that came in on his 
coattails. Some did that, and you 
would have won on your own as a leg
islator from Ohio. But that great class 
really turned history around here. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALKER] and I had been struggling 
here since the bicentennial year, and 
we could hardly believe it in 1981 
when we were winning votes. Then the 
gentleman from Indiana joined us in 
the class of 1982, the class when I was 
gerrymandered out of here, so I did 
not get to serve with Mr. BuRTON in 
his first 2 years. 

Even when we dropped-what was it, 
26 Members?-then we had this great 
addition here, with another young 
Churchill, if I may return the compli
ment, and those 4 years were pretty 
good years. Grenada was liberated, 
and we got off in the second term to a 
pretty good start when Mr. Reagan bit 
the bullet-and I hope I am going to 
see some of that courage in the next 
few hours-and rattled Qadhafi's 
brains, literally rattled his brains and 
blew down his big custom tent right on 
his head that he had built up in the 
middle of his circular Pentagon-type 
war headquarters building. And we 
have not seen American children or 
old men or whole families blown out of 
the side of airplanes, like the Klug 
family, a grandmother, pregnant 
mother, and young child blown out of 
a TWA airplane over Greece. We have 
not seen all that killing because of the 
direct action and the liberation of Gre
nada. 

But let me tell you that the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] 
and I began as freshmen trying to stop 
the incredible giveaway of the Panama 
Canal to an unstable government right 
in front of our eyes. Then we watched 
the slow destruction of the Shah. 
That was certainly not the great dem
ocrat who spoke here in this Chamber 
under President John F. Kennedy or 
like Marcos who spoke here under 
President Johnson. 

Then they began to let power go to 
their head. As Lord Acton said, power 
corrupts, or total power corrupts abso
lutely, or absolute power corrupts ab
solutely. We watched these horrible 
things happen, and we watched here 
in the cloak room when on ABC News 
we saw the execution by a stupid, 
young teenage guardia of Samoza, the 
brutal, vicious execution of Bill Stew
art, an ABC newsman. 

I came out and told one of the 
Democrats who was going down there 
because of a personal West Point 
friendship with Samoza. I said, 

"Forget it. You're wasting your time. 
Samoza is a thug, an oligarch, and one 
of his stupid guards just murdered a 
U.S. newsman. It is all over in Nicara
gua. Let's pray that communism does 
not steal this revolution." 

Then we watched this House with 
some of our heroes like HENRY HYDE, 
who still uses it effectively to this day, 
because he voted for the $75 million 
for the emerging Sandinista govern
ment, although the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] and I did 
not. But I did not fault anybody who 
did. It was a wedge to try and keep the 
private sector alive. 

Mr. McEWEN. That was more aid to 
the Sandinista government than had 
been given to the Nicaraguan Govern
ment in the previous 20 years. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. That is 
right. And Jimmy Carter himself, as 
he turned the Embassy in El Salvador 
into a fortress, as he put the 55 advis
ers down there-to use the then speed 
limit of the day, 55-then President 
Reagan has respected that figure of 
55, only adding some more doctors and 
nurses and medical personnel, but it 
was President Carter who asked that 
aid be cut off. Then there was the in
vasion of Afghanistan in Christmas of 
1979, as you were beginning to plan 
your career. You probably declared 
that month, for all I know. 

Then BoB BYRD called him and said, 
"President Carter, forget about ratify
ing the SALT II Treaty here with 
Soviet shock troops on Christmas ar
riving on Christmas Eve and breaking 
out of their airplanes on December 27 
and beginning the genocide of Afghan
istan." 

Mr. McEWEN. And Mr. Carter said 
that he learned more in one night 
about communism than he had 
learned about communism in all his 
life. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Even as 
a submarine nuclear officer in Annap
olis and an Annapolis graduate. I do 
not know what courses he studied in 
Annapolis, but he made that incredi
ble statement. 

Well, we lived through some painful 
things in the 4 Carter years. But I 
think we all agree that President 
Carter, even with a good man like 
Zbignew Brzezinski as his national se
curity adviser, would never have had 
the ability, since he surrounded him
self with McGovernites, young people 
from Georgia, or would never have 
had the guts to rattle Qadhafi's brains 
with Air Force F-11l's and A-7's and 
A-6's. He would not have done it. He 
would never have liberated Grenada, 
costing us 19 young American lives. 

The President has a tough decision 
to make. Let me tell you why I loathe 
that date, that leap year date of Feb
ruary 29, 1988, when at midnight the 
aid was cut off to these young kids 
that we visited down there who were 
fighting, as you put it, for us. As the 

gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BuRTON] 
put it, they were fighting for them
selves and for us, and they told us 
that. They said, "Your men don't have 
to die down here. We will fight and die 
for you." 

Mr. McEWEN. They asked the ques
tion, "Don't you understand that the 
Soviet Union is not interested in Nica
ragua or Central America? We have 
nothing to offer. Qadhafi doesn't give 
$500 million if he wants to buy ba
nanas. The PLO, the East Germans, 
and the Bulgarians don't put aid and 
assistance in there because they care 
about Costa Rica or Guatemala." 
They understand what is at risk. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Exactly. 
Mr. McEWAN. And these little inter

national strategists, the campesinos in 
Central America, pleaded with us 
when they saw us and said, "Don't you 
understand what is at risk here? We 
are fighting your war." 

As one young wife with four small 
children who serves in the El Salvador 
Embassy said to me, "What does 
America stand for anymore? Do you 
not stand for something?" 

She and her husband and family 
were giving their lives in service to our 
country. They were at risk on the 
battle front right there, watching the 
Soviets in the international conspira
cy, with the South Vietnamese and 
North Vietnamese assistance and the 
Chinese assistance coming in there. 
And the U.S. Congressmen cannot 
even understand what is at risk a mere 
4-hour flight from our borders. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield fur
ther? 

Mr. McEWEN. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. If the 
radicals, as Mr. WRIGHT described 
them to me, the leftwing radicals in 
the House, have so affected the qual
ity of his leadership as to prevail and 
this leap year date of February 29 goes 
down as the ultimate cutoff to this 
democratic resistance, even in this 
small, torn, starving country of Nicara
gua, if it fails, I will have no trouble 
remembering that date because 20 
years earlier, on February 29, 1968, 
while the Tet offensive was still raging 
in its final death throes, a major victo
ry for the United States, as we de
stroyed forever the infrastructure of 
the Viet Cong, the Communist infra
structure inside South Vietnam, and 
turned the conduct of the Communist 
aggression from then on ever forward 
to their Communist victory, over to 
the North Vietnamese on that day, 
February 29, with the Pueblo crew 
captured less than 5 weeks before on 
January 23. Then Robert Strange 
McNamara for 7 years of the Kenne
dy-Johnson 8-year period, for 7 of 
those years, as head of the Pentagon, 
as the Secretary of Defense, tried to 
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wash his hands on that leap year 
day-he only has to think about it 
every 4 years-and he walked off the 
battlefield. He was not just a civilian 
Secretary of Defense who, by the way, 
is in the combatant chain of com
mand. It goes President, Secretary of 
Defense, and then to 9 and now 10 
combatant commanders, all four-star 
Air Force, Navy, Army, and Marine 
generals. 

0 1955 
And the other secretaries are out of 

the picture, so he is a combatant. That 
is last in the chain of two of civilian 
combatant commanders. McNamara 
walked off the battlefield with hun
dreds of POW's being tortured at that 
very moment by Cubans who ran the 
torture program in 1968 and 1969 in 
Hanoi. The crew in the Pueblo, with 
Dwayne Hodges' dead body machine 
gunned on the deck of that ship, 
which is still a museum in Wonsan 
Harbor at this minute, the only U.S. 
ship ever kidnapped off the high seas, 
and we had to ingloriously take it off 
the rolls of the U.S. Navy while the 
sailing ship, the Constitution, and the 
U.S.S. Arizona is in the silt at the 
bottom of Pearl Habor, remain as cur
rent ships of line out of tribute to the 
service of the Constitution floating in 
Boston Harbor and the Arizona as a 
tribute to the 1,103 dead men on 
board. Those are still ships in the line 
that we had to quiet one day. I wonder 
what the Secretary of the Navy did to 
scratch off the U .S.S. Pueblo, now an 
anti-imperialist, anti-U.S. war museum 
in Wonsan Harbor, with that Pueblo 
crew captured 5 weeks and this torture 
was starting of those men including 
Commander Bucher, and in one fort
night, in February, the highest death 
toll month of the 10-year effort in 
Vietnam was that month of February. 
In one 10-day period I remember we 
lost-easy to memorize-1,111 Ameri
cans, KIA, in the first 10 days of the 
Tet offensive. In that month McNa
mara tries to wash the blood off his 
hands and walk from the battlefield 
kissing our POW's goodbye, the men 
missing in Loas who never returned to 
this day, many of them held in caves 
at that moment like my friend, Dave 
Artleca, giving torture-extracted tape 
recordings out to the world. Never has 
been heard from again after 5 years as 
a known POW. The Pueblo crew and 
the fighting in the streets of Saigon 
and all the major cities, it was our vic
tory. He walks away and goes to a 
$300,000 a year-$400,000 in now dol
lars tax-free job as head of the World 
Bank, tells the press of the world, 
"Don't even talk to me, and I never 
will speak about Vietnam ever 
again" -remains in much deserved but 
well-accumulating obscurity for 18 
years and then comes out of hiding 2 
years ago on Ted Koppel's program to 
advise us about how to defend our-

selves from nuclear missiles and to rip 
up-and he has not stopped for 2 years 
the Strategic Defense Program. That 
man resigned on February 29 of 1968, 
our worst month of KIA's in Vietnam 
and missing. 

And here we are 20 years later on 
February 29. This House allows the 
aid to be cut off to the Democratic Re
sistance. So I am going out to do a sac
ramental, live satellite broadcast. I 
return your own special order to you, 
and I will come back, and, if you gen
tlemen are still going at it while these 
kids fight and die, let us fight with 
words and try to figure out what 
advice we can give to-by the way, 
Howard Baker was at that meeting. 
Just occurred to me. He had done his 
speaking and was quiet, but that was 
one more leader that was at the meet
ing with you, and I and Mr. McEwEN. 

I shall return. 
Mr. HUNTER. I thank the gentle

man, and with that I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

CIVIL RIGHTS RESTORATION 
ACT OF 1987-VETO MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 
100-175) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid 

before the House the following veto 
message from the President of the 
United States which was read and, to
gether with the accompanying papers, 
without objection, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary and the 
Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

In returning to the Senate without 
my approval S. 557, the "Grove City" 
bill, I urged the Congress to enact 
promptly, in lieu of S. 557, my alterna
tive proposal, the "Civil Rights Protec
tion Act of 1988." 

My proposal, which is enclosed, 
would address the many serious short
comings of S. 557, as explained in the 
attached copy of the veto message on 
the bill. 

I pledge my wholehearted support in 
working with the Congress to enact 
promptly this carefully crafted and ef
fective alternative to S. 557. 

RONALD REAGAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 16, 1988. 

SANDINISTAS: FULL-FACED 
COMMUNIST REVOLUTIONARIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALKER] is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, earlier 
today on this House floor, the majori
ty whip of this body came to the floor 
and made one of the most outrageous 
statements of his career of outrageous 
statements. I am going to talk a little 
bit about what he had to say. 

Mr. Speaker, I would inform the 
House that my staff called Mr. CoEL
Ho's office earlier today to tell him 
that I would be mentioning him in this 
special order to give him a chance to 
come here and respond, if he wanted 
to, to anything I might say. I think it 
is out of courtesy of the House that 
that be done. It was done, and so, 
therefore, I would hope that, if he 
does want to discuss it, he would come. 
I will be very happy to yield to him at 
that point. 

Mr. Speaker, I say that the Coelho 
statement was outrageous. The Associ
ated Press story on it indicates that 
the Coelho statements set off a verbal 
brawl. That is probably an understate
ment. 

Let me quote what Mr. CoELHO said. 
And I ask unanimous consent to be 
able to read from papers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection, so ordered. 

Mr. WALKER. I quote: "After all 
the pious and sanctimonious talk 
about surrender and appeasement of 
the charges leveled by the Republi
cans against the Democratic plan, we 
now know the truth. The Republicans 
abandoned the Contras to the politics 
of cynicism." 

That is what Mr. CoELHO said earlier 
today on this floor. No greater un
truth has been spoken, and I think the 
record will bear out that the Republi
cans have consistently stood with the 
President and with the democratic re
sistance in Nicaragua. It has been the 
liberal Democrats, TONY COELHO 
among them as a leader, who has con
sistently undermined the Contra force 
and the democratic resistance and 
through their actions have tended to 
support the Sandinista Communists in 
Nicaragua. I am sure that it is not 
their intent. They said time and time 
again it is not their intent, that they 
do not like the Sandinistas either, but 
the problem is that the policies they 
have adopted have encouraged the 
Sandinistas to the detriment of the 
democratic resistance, and so, there
fore, the Communist efforts to coa
lesce their power in Nicaragua right 
now have in fact been helped by 
people who may have meant different
ly, but the results of their actions were 
to bring us to this day when those 
Communist forces are attacking un
mercifully the Contras who this body 
and who those liberal Democrats have 
helped to disarm. 

I think that the history of how that 
came about, the history of the last few 
weeks, is very, very telling. For exam
ple, we have heard quoted a letter ear
lier this evening that was sent by 67 
Members of Congress, mostly Demo
crats, sent on February 23 to President 
Reagan. It is a letter obviously aimed 
at doing what Mr. CoELHO was trying 
to do on the floor today, and that is 
take the monkey off their back. One 
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has to suspect that these people knew 
when they wrote this letter that there 
was trouble ahead in Nicaragua, that 
in fact we might arrive at a day when 
the Sandinistas would once again do 
something that they are typically 
prone toward doing, and that is to 
become full-faced Communist revolu
tionaries, people committed to their 
cause far more than they are commit
ted to peace, people who are willing to 
use violence in order to pursue Com
munists goals rather than pursue 
peace. And so they wrote President 
Reagan in this letter basically saying 
to President Reagan, 

Well, now you know the House has cut off 
help to the Democratic Resistance down 
there. We are not going to give the military 
aid, so what you need to do is negotiate with 
the Soviets because we want you to under
stand that we think that the Sandinista.s are 
a threat down there, and you should do 
something about it. 

Well, the problem is that the Presi
dent had been trying to do something 
about it, and his policies had been 
frustrated time and time again by this 
body. In fact, the Democrats admit 
that in this letter. They say, and I 
quote, "We understand the disappoint
ment that your policy was not adopted 
by the Congress." They understood 
precisely that the President had tried 
to bring about a solution in Nicaragua 
that denied that nation to the Com
munists, preserved peace, but also as
sured that we did not have to put 
American boys in there at some point. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. WALKER. I am glad to yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Well, after that 
letter was sent and it was leaked to the 
press, then what did the Speaker do 
and some of the other signatories of 
that letter? Did they try to back off of 
that letter and then recant what they 
actually said? 

Mr. WALKER. It was kind of inter
esting. Some of the signatories of this 
letter than said that they signed it and 
they really didn't read it. 

0 2005 
As a matter of fact, one of the 

people who signed the letter was right 
up at the top. I mean, his name is 
right up here at the very top of the 
letter. He later said in the newspaper 
that he did not know what was in it. 
He did not read it, because what they 
were told was there were letters in 
here that said that at present the 
greatest danger of such a threat is in 
Nicaragua under the government of 
the Sandinista junta, and they are 
talking about the threat to the securi
ty interests of Central America and to 
the United States. 

So when confronted with those 
kinds of statements, they said, "We 
didn't really read this letter," because 
they did not really want, I guess, to be 
associated with remarks that sounded 

like they were being the least bit 
tough on the Sandinista government. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will yield further, I just 
happened to be watching on public tel
evision the cross-fire and I noticed 
that one of our Members, the gentle
man from New York [Mr. SoLARZ], 
who admitted that when confronted 
by Patrick Buchanan asking if he had 
any moral misgivings about the fact 
that the freedom fighters were now 
being attacked, of course, after we 
have left them high and dry-and by 
left I mean Members of this Congress 
who have consistently voted against 
any aid, and he said, "No, I don't have 
any problem, because I didn't believe 
we should be there, anyway." 

Now, at no time, we have some Mem
bers who at no time have ever believed 
that we should give any aid at any 
time. Is that correct? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes. I think that is 
fair, that they would have allowed the 
Communist state to go into place and 
stay in place years ago without the 
democratic resistance. 

I think it is important to recognize 
the history, because the Democrats 
have spread a myth about what really 
took place in Nicaragua. There has 
been the constant theme, I hear it 
from liberals, I hear it from church 
groups and all this, that the reason 
why the Contras are there is because 
the CIA set them up, and the CIA set 
them up because we were trying to de
stroy the revolution down there. We 
did not like it from its earliest days. 

I mean, that just turns history on its 
head. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Well, if the gentle
man will yield again, is that another 
one of these old saws that these were 
actually ex-Somoza officers? This 
would make them how old? What is 
the average fighting age? 

Mr. WALKER. Most of the people 
fighting in the field down there are 
kids who are 13, 14, 15, and 16 years 
old, who were hardly-who were grade 
school students at the time of the 
Somoza regime. 

Mr. BUECHNER. And even the 
people in prison in Nicaragua, and the 
gentleman has been down there and 
visited with some of those people and 
so have I, the people who are in prison 
accused of being Somocistas, many of 
them are 18, 19, or 20 years old. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. WALKER. Sure. And at the very 
least would have been maybe soldiers 
in the National Guard, but certainly 
not committed to the Somoza policy. 

When I say it turns history on its 
ear, this Nation in the earliest days of 
the Sandinista revolution sent millions 
upon millions of dollars into Nicara
gua to help rebuild the country, to 
help them put in place education and 
health, something which is totally ig
nored in much of the discussion that 
comes from the left in this country. 

It was not Ronald Reagan who 
pulled out that aid. It was President 
Jimmy Carter who found out that 
what the Sandinistas were doing was 
utilizing the resources within their 
country to buy weapons from the 
Cubans and from the Soviets. He de
cided at that point that we ought not 
to be a part of that effort and he 
pulled out the aid, saying that the rev
olution was being betrayed, that the 
agreements, the signed agreements 
the Sandinistas had made with us and 
with the OAS in the earliest days were 
in fact being violated. 

Reagan came to office some months 
later, and by about 1981 the slaughter, 
the genocide against the Miskito Indi
ans was taking place and at that point 
the embryonic development of the 
Contra movement began among the 
Miskitos, and about the same time 
Eden Pastora who had been the bat
tlefield commander for the Sandinista 
revolution decided that he could no 
longer take what was happening 
within the revolution and he formed 
his own group in the southern part of 
Nicaragua, that was another part of 
the Contra army. So they did rise in
digenously. 

No doubt about the fact that our 
CIA then began to help them because 
we recognized that what was under
way there was the coalescing of a 
Communist state, a Stalinist state. So 
we did begin to help those indigenous 
forces. We did begin to help them to 
expand. We did begin to supply them. 
No doubt about that. 

Congress was aware of those particu
lar actions that we were taking, but 
there came the point that the Left de
cided in this country that they could 
no longer countenance us taking 
strong actions against the Communist 
government, and so at that point we 
began to undermine and withdraw the 
support and began to ignore the early 
history that led us into the decisions 
that we made. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will yield further, I 
think it is important at this point that 
we emphasize something. One of the 
southern conservative Democrats, the 
gentleman from Texas, Mr. CHARLES 
STENHOLM, stood on this floor and 
pointed out when we were turning 
down the President's last proposal 
that had a very meager amount of 
military aid in it, he stood in the well 
and he said, "I would like to remind 
the Members on both sides of the aisle 
that there are only" -what is it, 67 or 
57, I cannot remember which-"mem
bers of the Democratic side who have 
ever voted for any form of aid to the 
Contras, any form, a can of Spam, a 
bandage, a bullet, any form." Is that 
correct? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes; that is right; the 
point being that from the very begin
ning there has been no desire by the 
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left wing of the Democratic Party to 
provide any help whatsoever to the 
anti-Communist forces in Central 
America. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Then does it not 
appear rather disingenuous that you 
would have the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. CoELHO] stand and say 
now that the burden of what appears 
to be an absolute breach of the peace 
accord, probably the annihilation of 
the domestic resistance in Nicaragua, 
not just in the fields, but probably in 
the cities, that to say that the burden 
lays upon the President and the mem
bers of the Republican Party, is that 
not just an absurd statement, based 
upon the history, the voting record, 
and the statements, not to mention 
even the letter? 

Mr. WALKER. Well, I think that is 
the reason why when he made the 
statement, there were shouts of 
"shame, shame" on this floor, because 
it was a shameful statement to make. 
It was an attempt to politicize the 
issue in such a way as to begin taking 
the burden of defeat off the back of 
the Democratic Party, and particular
ly the left wing of the Democratic 
Party. It was a blatant attempt to try 
to wash their hands of the responsibil
ity that they have for selling out the 
anti-Communist forces in Nicaragua. 

Mr. BUECHNER. One of the state
ments made on that program that I 
was watching right before I came over 
here, and I guess the reason I came 
over to join this, and I hope the gen
tleman does not mind, but I was out
raged by the statements. The state
ment was, and the Nicaraguan Ambas
sador had informed Members of the 
Democratic leadership that, yes; San
dinista soldiers had crossed into Hon
duras. They were unarmed. They were 
unarmed. 

Mr. WALKER. Who said this? 
Mr. BUECHNER. This was the gen

tleman from New York [Mr. SoLARZ] 
who said that, that the statements 
they have been told were that the Nic
araguan Ambassador said yes; some 
soldiers had crossed over and they 
were unarmed. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, let me say that 
Mr. Ortega himself disagrees with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SoLARZ]. Here is a UPI news story in 
which Daniel Ortega confirmed that 
his army was carrying on an offensive 
against the U.S.-backed Contras. 

Now, is the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SoLARZ] claiming that that 
offensive is taking place by unarmed 
soldiers? 

Mr. BUECHNER. Well, I imagine 
they just, you know, aimlessly wan
dered across the border or got out of a 
Hind helicopter that had lost its way. 
They were there probably just recon
noitering and they were going to go 
back. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, you know, that 
goes along with the Speaker who earli-

er on TV tonight said something about 
the fact that what we may have here 
is an inadvertent attempt by the San
dinistas to go into Nicaragua, that it 
may not be very serious, that it may 
have been inadvertent on their part. 

Well, you know, it takes a lot of in
advertence to get 10 kilometers inside 
the country, which according to the 
information that we have is about how 
far that incursion took place. 

Mr. BUECHNER. I think if it is in
advertent, I find it an interesting con
trast that in the same statements 
being made by the Democratic leader
ship and some of the members of the 
left, that they are using the term "hot 
pursuit." 

Now, that is a term that you cannot 
use with the inadvertence. It is a term 
that is used by say a highway patrol
man who is allowed to go into the next 
State chasing a fleeing felon. Now, 
they are trying to use that as a cover 
for the incursion and at the same time 
they are saying it is inadvertent. You 
cannot have it both ways. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, of course, the 
point is that is exactly where the left 
is. They want to have it both ways on 
everything. That is the reason why 
the gentleman from California, Mr. 
ToNY CoELHO, came out here on the 
floor today and made the statement 
that he did because he wants to have 
it both ways. He wants to be anti
Contra when they go before the left
wing groups in the country, and he 
comes down hard on them, like the 
letter I have here from the DSG. 

Mr. BUECHNER. What is the DSG? 
Mr. WALKER. Well, that is the 

Democratic Study Group. That is the 
coalition of liberals in this body. 

They said in this memo that nothing 
will bring peace faster than destroying 
the Contra hope for more military aid. 
I mean, those are the kinds of state
ments they make when they are talk
ing among the leftwingers, but then 
he wants to come to the floor today 
and say because Republicans would 
not vote for their leftwing package, 
that that in fact destroyed the Con
tras and that they were really trying 
to help the Contras. Well, their help 
for the Contras was to give the Con
tras Spam to throw against grenades. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Would the gentle
man just back up a minute. 

Mr. WALKER. Sure. 
Mr. BUECHNER. The Democratic 

Study Group, how is that funded? 
Mr. WALKER. I think that it re

ceives funding through the House ac
counts. 

Mr. BUECHNER. So the members of 
the Democratic Party that belong to 
that actually take some taxpayers' 
money and they use that money to 
hire the staff and to print those publi
cations, is what the gentleman is 
saying to me? 

Mr. WALKER. As far as I know, 
that is what they would be doing, yes. 

I mean, we have conservative groups 
doing the same thing. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, if the gentleman will yield to 
me, in fairness, is that not what we do 
in the Republican organizations? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, sure. We have 
conservative groups that do the same 
thing. There is no doubt this would be 
paid for by tax money. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
one moment? 

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. I just 
went out on the lawn and did one of 
these winter interviews by satellite 
with Sacramento NBC television. The 
opening question from the TV host, I 
think his name is Atkinson, said, 
"Congressman, it's pretty hot there 
today. Your microphone was cut off." 

I said, "That's the first time it has 
ever happened since the House has 
been miked, and probably the last be
cause a resolution will be submitted 
soon making clear, and will probably 
win with an overwhelming vote, that 
never again will the mikes be turned 
off on anybody, certainly not when it 
is left on in the Chamber, as my mike 
was, but was turned off for the elec
tronic beam that we project the 
images here across the world that is 
supposed to be a perfect representa
tion of what takes place in the Cham
ber." 

The host of the Sacramento pro
gram-we are doing this live on the 
evening news, it is 5 o'clock out there, 
and he said, "Well, isn't it true that 
JIM WRIGHT, the Speaker, came out of 
the White House yesterday and said 
that the reason all this is happening, 
and it just shocks him, is because the 
Republicans in the main voted down 
the humanitarian aid package to the 
Sandinistas on March 3?" 

Now, would the gentleman, and I am 
not just blowing smoke that way to 
pay the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a compliment as a parliamentarian, 
the gentleman really is part of the 
leadership, by acclamation of all our 
Members, even the new freshmen. The 
gentleman is the House watchdog, as 
H.R. Gross was and then Bob Bauman 
in his salad days. The gentleman sits 
there and gives up a lot of committee 
time and soon the gentleman will be 
the ranking Republican on the Science 
and Technology Committee, if we ever 
take this body by a miracle on Novem
ber 8, the gentleman would be the 
chairman of the Science and Technol
ogy Committee overseeing the entire 
space program of the United States. 
The gentleman sits there giving up a 
lot of excellent committee time, and I 
forget what the gentleman's other 
major committee is. 

Mr. WALKER. Government Ops. 
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Mr. DORNAN of California. Govern

ment Ops, which oversees everything. 
The gentleman sits there day in and 
day out watching the parliamentary 
procedures of this House and protect
ing the interests of the minority. 
Would the gentleman for me, and I 
cannot think of a better one to do it, 
walk through that so-called alterna
tive package and how the Speaker con
structed it so that his conservative 
Democrats, so-called Boll Weevils, 
those who are from the Southern 
States that do not want their States 
flooded with poor pathetic refugees 
fleeing the tempest-tossed shores, 
coming up here to seek refuge from 
communism, to keep his Members 
from joining an overwhelming Repub
lican majority, minus the piddling $3 
million in military aid, we would have 
gotten back 10 of our 12 Republicans, 
so it would have won for sure if our 
bill had come first. Would the gentle
man explain how it was constructed to 
shove in our face what was really a 
refugee package of surrender to tell 
the Freedom Fighters, "Get out of 
Nicaragua. Here is the food. You are 
not going to be the Bataan Death 
March, because we are going to feed 
you on your ignominious march out of 
your country of Nicaragua. Come on 
out and then we will figure out if we 
can foist you on the Government of 
Honduras, rather than give you refu
gee status." 

Walk us through how that was con
structed. 

Mr. WALKER. People will think this 
is a setup, because I just happen to 
have the whole thing here. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Excel
lent. 

Mr. WALKER. But what we had 
been promised was a vote on a Repub
lican package. So what was done-

Mr. BUECHNER. If the gentleman 
will yield, what was in the Republican 
package? Give the profile. 

Mr. WALKER. I think that is impor
tant, because that is really the re
sponse to the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. CoELHO], because the Repub
lican package was, in fact, a humani
tarian aid package as well, but it also 
did permit some of the supplies that 
were previously in place to be deliv
ered to the Contras against the Sandi
nistas, so this provided them with ad
ditional aid over and above the cutoffs 
that were involved in the Democratic 
package. 

The way it was structured parlia
mentarywise so that there was a vote 
on the Democratic plan before we ever 
got to the Republican plan. 

But the differences between those 
two plans were very fundamental. I 
think it is well to focus on that. For in
stance, when we state the specific 
policy objectives of the Republican 
plan, the Republican plan had as a 
specific policy objective, "genuine de
mocracy in Nicaragua, an end to the 

Soviet-Cuban and other Communist 
bloc military and security assistance, 
an end to advisers in the establish
ment or use of bases in Nicaragua, an 
end to Nicaraguan aggression and sub
version against other countries in Cen
tral America, and reduction of the 
military and security forces of Nicara
gua to the level consistent with the se
curity of other countries in the 
region." 

Those were the policy statements 
that the Republicans wanted to en
dorse as a part of the plan that we 
were developing. 

What the gentleman from California 
[Mr. CoELHO] says that we voted 
against had some policy statements in 
it, too. I would submit that most 
Americans would want us to vote 
against these policy statements. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Let me 
question before the gentleman reads, 
what percentage, an honest guessti
mate, what percentage of the member
ship, 435 of us, does the gentleman 
think were aware of the policy state
ments in the Democrat majority pro
posal? 

Mr. WALKER. I do not think very 
many, because I do not think very 
many of them could possibly vote for a 
provision that had some of these 
things in it. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Would 
it be safe to say less than 43 or 44 
people, less that 10 percent? I never 
heard of them. 

Mr. WALKER. I mean, it is very, 
very scary what I am about to read. I 
mean, this is what we voted against. 
We did not vote against the Contras. 
We voted against this kind of ludi
crous proposal. 

Now, remember what I said about 
the Republican policy statement. The 
Republican policy statement is for 
genuine democracy. We are for an end 
to Soviet-Cuban and other Communist 
bloc military assistance. We are for an 
end to Nicaraguan aggression and we 
are for a reduction of the military and 
security forces in Nicaragua. 

The Democrat proposal was, and I 
quote: 

A commitment to preserving the security 
of the United States and its allies by pre
venting the Soviet Union and its allies from 
developing or deploying an offensive mili
tary capability in Central America and that 
directly threatens the United States or its 
allies. 

In other words, what that says is 
that we will accept a Soviet client 
state as long as it does not have offen
sive weapons. It is exactly the Mike 
Dukakis point that as long as a Soviet 
client state is inoffensive, we can take 
it. 

In other words, this particular provi
sion says, "Abandon the Monroe Doc
trine." 

Mr. DORNAN of California. A point 
on that. 

Mr. WALKER. Sure. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. If they 
remain for say a decade inoffensive to 
their neighbors in Central America, 
but began to send Nicaraguan boys, 
baptized as Christians in secret by 
their mothers, to augment the Cuban 
mercenary forces in 18 African coun
tries and South Yemen on the Saudi 
Arabian Peninsula, I wonder, would 
there be any outcry from the other 
side of the aisle, other than from their 
conservatives, if there would be an 
outcry about Nicaragua may not be of
fending us in this hemisphere, but 
they are sending Nicaraguan boys to 
shore up the Cuban boys to ensure 
that communism stays in Angola, Mo
zambique, or Ethiopia. I wonder if 
they would consider that inoffensive 
conduct? 

Mr. WALKER. I have no idea, but I 
do know they wrote a policy that in 
the first part of it here was a commit
ment to abandon the Monroe Doc
trine. 

The second part, they had another 
commitment, a commitment to protect 
the security and territorial integrity of 
any nation of Central America in con
formance with the Charter of the Or
ganization of American States and the 
Inter-American Treaty of Reciprocal 
Assistance, which provides for collec
tive action. 

Now, in light of what has taken 
place down there, think what that 
means. What they are saying is that is 
a commitment to protect the security 
and territorial integrity of any nation 
in Central America. 

The Democrat commitment that 
they made the other day would say in 
the instance of what has happened 
now in Honduras, they are prepared to 
have the collective-security agree
ments of Central America brought 
into play, given what has happened 
today in Honduras. 

Now, think what that means. That 
means that the United States would 
have to commit troops as a part of the 
Rio Pact. We would have to do all the 
things that are involved with that con
cept of collective security, based upon 
the fact that the territorial integrity 
of Honduras has been violated. That is 
a commitment of the Democratic 
Party that they voted for the other 
day. 

Mr. BUECHNER. I think we need to 
emphasize the point that there are 
some Members from the other side 
who are now accusing the President of 
being prepared to throw American 
troops into the fray. Is that not cor
rect? 

0 2025 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have 

heard today that some people are 
claiming, and the President has said 
he would not do that, that we were not 
going to invade, is what Fitzwater, the 
press spokesman, said. 
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Mr. BUECHNER. If we would have 

adopted that minimalist package the 
Democrats had--

Mr. WALKER. We would have given 
the President Gulf of Tonkin type au
thority to do exactly what they are 
now condemning. They all voted for it. 

This was a Gulf of Tonkin resolution 
in Central America with that particu
lar provision. 

Let me get to the next provision be
cause it makes it clearer. 

The next commitment they made 
was, "a commitment to take appropri
ate military action if Nicaragua takes 
offensive military action against its 
neighbors or obtains a military capac
ity to directly threaten the United 
States." 

I ask my colleagues to understand 
what that means. Nicaragua today has 
taken offensive military action against 
one of its neighbors. Here is a commit
ment put in writing voted for by a ma
jority of Democrats that says that we 
take appropriate military action if 
that happens. 

It also says here that if they obtain 
a military capacity that directly 
threatens the United States, and we 
already have the pictures of the sub
marine bases, we have the pictures of 
the MiG revetments, and we already 
know they are laying in place the of
fensive military capability. What do 
the Democrats have as an alternative 
to giving military support to the Con
tras to fight the battle down there? 

Their action was specifically stated 
in their document that says that we 
are going to send American boys in 
there to take the action. 

Mr. Speaker, that is what we Repub
licans voted against. A lot of us were 
very disturbed about a policy that 
made those kinds of commitments 
that was nothing less than a Gulf of 
Tonkin resolution for Central Amer
ica. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Mr. Speaker, it 
was emphasized more by the fact that 
they were going to withdraw the 
extant Central Intelligence Agency de
livery systems and who was going to 
take the place of the Central Intelli
gence Agency? 

Mr. WALKER. Let me go back here 
and quote directly. My colleagues do 
not have to take my word for it, I will 
quote from their document. 

Direction and management, the Depart
ment of Defense shall be responsible for the 
direction, management and delivery of as
sistance authorized by this joint resolution. 

Mr. BUECHNER. That would be 
U.S. aircraft, not the contract aircraft 
of the CIA, but U.S. aircraft flown by 
U.S. personnel. 

Is that the way the gentleman reads 
it? 

Mr. WALKER. That is certainly 
something that could be done. What 
they said on the floor was that they 
were going to have the same people 
doing the job that are now doing the 
job. 

Mr. Speaker, if that is the case, then 
why not let the same people direct the 
job that are now directing it? 

I gather there is such a vicious 
denial on the Democratic left of a 
need for a Central Intelligence Agency 
that they do not even want to dirty 
their hands touching it. So, therefore, 
what they did was fold out the support 
from the Central Intelligence Agency 
and everybody admits the CIA has 
been running a good operation, and 
they turned around and turned it over 
to the Department of Defense, but 
they did it with very general language 
that could have involved precisely 
what the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BuEcHNER] says, and that could 
have involved U.S. planes, it could 
have involved U.S. soldiers and airmen 
to deliver those supplies because we 
are authorizing in this bill exactly 
that kind of thing to take place. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Those are some of 
the things that we as members of the 
Republican Party, and those few 
Democrats who voted with us that 
turned down that package, brought up 
as specific reasons why we could not 
support that package. But we were 
never given an opportunity to do any
thing else. 

Mr. WALKER. And we were also a 
little concerned about another provi
sion back here in the bill that basical
ly sent reparations money to the San
dinista communists. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. If the 
gentleman will yield, that one I do 
love. 

Mr. WALKER. There was a provi
sion in here, and I think they mis
wrote it, they should have looked at 
the Republican proposal where we 
provided some assistance for the chil
dren that have been hurt as a result of 
the war. That was in the Republican 
proposal. We provided assistance. 

But the Democrats did not provide 
assistance. They provided funds. 

I quote, "Provided further, that at 
least one-half of the funds transferred 
under this section shall be provided 
through nonpolitical private and vol
untary organizations and international 
relief organizations operating inside 
Nicaragua." 

The important thing about that is, 
under Nicaraguan law, when anyone 
sends funds there, they have to go 
through the government. There is no 
way that one can send funds directly 
to the groups they wanted to get them 
to. They named a number of very good 
groups here, the children's fund, the 
United Nations High Commissioner 
for Refugees, for example, but it 
would never get there. It had to go 
through the government down there 

because the government says by its 
own law that any funds would have to 
come through that government. 

So what we were doing was provid
ing about $14 million in funds that 
were going to go to the Nicaraguan 
Government with the idea that hope
fully they were going to end up with 
the children. 

We know the Nicaraguan Govern
ment lies all the time. The Nicaraguan 
Government is made up of liars. So 
the idea that we were going to do this 
was precluded, because there was no 
way of monitoring this money in the 
bill and we were going to end up with 
a Nicaraguan Government picking up 
in cold cash about 14 million American 
taxpayer dollars, and a lot of us 
thought that that was a bad idea, the 
idea of giving 14 million of our dollars 
to a bunch of Communist thugs and 
liars. So we were opposed to that por
tion of the resolution that did that 
and we preferred our resolution which 
provided assistance to the children 
rather than funds to the Sandinista 
Communists. 

Those are the provisions that Re
publicans objected to. We specified 
them very clearly on the floor during 
the debate. We made it quite clear 
why we were turning that measure 
down. 

The Democrats never gave us a 
chance to vote on the Republican 
measure. They got enough of their left 
wing to vote for their measure to pass 
it as an amendment to our measure 
and then basically wanted us on final 
passage to switch over and say, "OK, 
now that it comes to final passage, 
anything is better than nothing," so 
we were going to buy that package, 
they thought. 

Mr. Speaker, why should we buy a 
package that committed our military 
for the first time into the conflict, 
made commitments about the future 
use of our military in the conflict, and 
paid reparations to the Sandinista 
Communists? 

Why would we vote for such a pack
age? It was not a matter, I would say 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
CoELHO], of the politics of cynicism. It 
was a matter of the realities of a bad 
package and that they ought to have 
been embarrassed to bring it to the 
floor in the first place, and it deserved 
no support from anybody who truly 
believed that the Contras should be 
supported. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
glad to yield to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. My wife 
follows the debate closely from about 
2,788 miles away-that is what it says 
on my ticket stub when I fly home
but she says that our leader, the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MICHEL], be-
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cause we were all getting this informa
tion without much time to digest it, 
was backed down by our friend the 
majority leader, the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. FoLEY], on this point 
of whether the Government would 
handle the money and that clarifying 
this issue now such as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] is 
doing, is clearly needed. 

Humberto Ortega, because Roger 
Miranda, the highest level rallier we 
had who gave up the communism of 
all his college years and youth, Roger 
Miranda said that he ran the account 
of Daniel Ortega's younger brother, 
Minister of Defense Humberto Ortega, 
who was the commander probably on 
the scene for this invasion into Hondu
ras, and Roger Miranda gave us the ac
count number. That number is 58-9-
46, on the Paris Bank in Geneva, Swit
zerland. The amount was $1,495,596. 

Mr. Speaker, a man who would run a 
secret bank account, and I believe we 
all know the saying that good Commu
nists are not supposed to have bank 
accounts, but if they do, they just 
better not be found out. Roger Miran
da ran a secret bank account, for the 
Ortegas and Tomas Borge. The next 
rallier before Miranda was 2 years ago, 
and I know the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. WALKER] met him many 
times, however I do not believe the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BUECHNER] has had the chance to. He 
is Oliver Baldizon, who left his wife, a 
child, and a brother back in Nicara
gua. His brother has been in prison 
since that time. He was to Tomas 
Borge under the secret account what 
pretty much Roger Miranda was to 
Humberto Ortega. Baldizon told us 
that in addition to capital punishment, 
one of the things that was most offen
sive was that Borge ran cocaine. Borge 
gave him an order as an investigative 
lieutenant, one of the highest in the 
field for a minister of the interior 
Borge, and every time he confiscated 
drugs of any kind, particularly co
caine, that they would be turned over 
always in every case to Borge himself. 

D 2035 
These are the kinds of people with 

these corrupt Communists as if all 
Communists are-well maybe there 
are some Communists who are idealis
tic-but Lenin was a killer, a murderer, 
a deceitful liar, but he did lead a puri
tanical life as far as we know staying 
close to Mrs. Lenin at all times, but he 
was corrupt in every other way. But 
these men corrupt at the mention of 
money and drugs. 

How was the $14 million in that 
Democratic package the gentleman 
had in front of him supposedly going 
to children who have been injured by 
the war, and that would be all children 
I guess, inside Nicaragua, because the 
Contras do not travel with their fami
lies with them except unless they are 

the children who were the fighters 
themselves, the 14-, 15,- 16-, 17-, 18-
year-old kids who are fighting and sur
rounded right now inside both Hondu
ras and Nicaragua, how was that $14 
million going to be administered, sup
posedly for the children, the victims of 
the war? 

Mr. WALKER. What the bill says 
again and maybe it is naivete, I do not 
know, and if it is naivete it is very dan
gerous, but what the bill says is that 
at least one-half of the funds trans
ferred shall be provided to nonpoliti
cal, private and voluntary organiza
tions, and it specified the Catholic 
Relief Services, the International 
Committee for the Red Cross, and so 
on. 

But the fact that they used the word 
"funds" means the money had to go to 
the Government in the first place be
cause under Nicaraguan law you 
cannot have foreign funds coming into 
the country to groups outside the Gov
ernment. The Government has to 
process them. 

On up here it is $14,560,000 of unob
ligated funds from the appropriations 
accounts. What we do know from read
ing this is that half of that has to go 
through these private accounts. It 
does not say who is going to use the 
other half. So we have to assume that 
they meant for maybe as much as $7 
million of that money to end up di
rectly going to the Sandinistas. But 
the fact is because .of the way they 
structured the program all $14 million 
was going to go to the Sandinistas. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Gentlemen, is 
'there not a cruel irony in the fact that 
the most constant theme that has 
come from the left about support for 
the Contras has been we cannot moni
tor the money, we think that there is 
money being filtered off, siphoned off 
that is being used for illegal purposes? 
So they have set up this huge mecha
nism of confirmation and monitoring 
by the U.S. Government of assistance 
to the Contras, but they would require 
no, no system of accounting for the 
Sandinistas. Is that not correct? 

Mr. WALKER. There is absolutely 
not one word in this document about 
how we were going to account for this 
money. 

What we know is it was going to go 
through the Sandinista government, 
but there was not one word in here as 
to how the money was going to be 
monitored, how we were going to 
assure that at least half of the money 
got to these groups, or if any of the 
money got to these groups, not one 
word. There is no mechanism here for 
doing the job of auditing and watching 
the money whatsoever. We audited 
the world out of all of the rest of the 
funds, but when we got to this, some
how that just got ignored. 

I must say to the gentleman that 
when we go back and look at the Re
publican proposal, the Republican pro-

posal did not have anything in it to 
monitor the money either for the med
ical assistance. However, the funds 
there were transferred to the Presi
dent. So you at least had someone to 
hold accountable. Under theirs there 
is nobody even to hold accountable. 

Mr. BUECHNER. I think this was 
the point I was going to make, to em
phasize what the gentleman said, that 
the President would be accountable in 
this case. 

What are we going to do to Daniel 
Ortega? I do not remember his stand
ing for election very often in Pennsyl
vania or California or Missouri. 

Mr. WALKER. I do not think he 
even stands for election in Nicaragua. 

Mr. BUECHNER. That is a good 
point. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. I am glad to yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. We 
have gone down to analyze the elec
tion process in the 3 democracies that 
we add to the fragile 40-year-old de
mocracy in Costa Rica, and most Mem
bers of this Chamber and the other 
body, the U.S. Senate, are not aware 
of the simple fact that all of these 
names, those of us who studied the 
issue, these names we have come to 
know, and in many cases met personal
ly down there or personally up here, 
Arias, Azcona, Duarte, and Cerezo of 
Guatemala, these people are all one
term presidents. Two of them, the 2 
with the immediately joining borders, 
because El Salvador, if anybody takes 
the time to look at the map, is only 
joined to Nicaragua by the Gulf of 
Fonseca. Nicaragua only has two bor
ders, on the north Honduras and on 
the south Costa Rica. Both of these 
countries have a one-term, 4-year pres
idency, like Reagan, but limited to one 
term. 

The other two countries, El Salvador 
and Guatemala, who share a common 
border with Honduras, they are single
term, 5-year presidencies. 

The first one elected when Costa 
Rica had their former President of the 
new emerging 3 democracies was 
Duarte, and his 5 years are up 2 
months after the next President is 
sworn into office in the United States. 
In the spring of next year, his term of 
5 years, from March 1984, and then he 
had a runoff in May, but assuming 
there is no runoff, the next President 
wins a simple majority, it is March 
1989. 

Azcona goes out that same year be
cause Duarte had a 1-year lead on him 
with a 5-year Presidency. Azcona is 
only 4 years, so Azcona goes out in No
vember 1989, next year. 

A few months after that, because I 
went down to his inauguration with 
Vice President BusH, and it was in 
May 1986, the one that has created a 
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lot of problems still seems so naive if 
not a dilettante now, Oscar Arias, he 
goes out in the spring of 1990, just a 
year after Duarte. In that same year 
of 1990 when we are having our con
gressional elections, of the President's 
first midterm point of his first term, 
and I hope it will be President Bush, 
and it looks like the others want Presi
dent Dukakis, whichever one is in 
office and as he approaches his first 
midterm election of November 1990, 
out the door one-term president, Vini
cio Cerezo, so all 4 of these people will 
be gone by 2 years from next Novem
ber. 

But Mr. Communist Dictator, one 
term for 6 years, and another term 
and another term as long as he wants 
to stay, with his brother as his defense 
minister controlling the guns, and 
Ortega got elected, as you will recall, 
with all the rumors of Soviet Migs in 
crates coming on a freighter named 
after the older brother of Lenin, we 
had these rumors of Migs on the way, 
and on November 4, the same day the 
whole Iran thing started to break, this 
dictator gets elected in a one-party 
election with no opposition for 6 years. 
So Ortega comes up also in 1990 along 
with Cerezo. But he will not be run
ning for election. Ortega will, and if he 
consolidates his Communist dictator
ship which are within days of happen
ing, he will not have any opposition 
party. Who is going to run the opposi
tion? Is Robelo going to when he left 
in disgust when he was not allowed to 
speak, and when they have turbas di
vinas beating people and kicking that 
little girl down the stairs. I wonder if 
it is safe for her? Let us not mention 
her name until we think about it. She 
passed out in your arms in the hot sun 
when we were down there on the 70th 
anniversary of bolshevism when they 
stoled their revolution 7 years ago. So 
in November 1986 you and I are in the 
march in the State of Managua, and 
they are not beating up people be
cause there are congressional observ
ers, and there are 4 United States At
torneys General who are following in 
a car, and there is one former ambas
sador of El Salvador, and the girl 
passed out in the heat because of the 
beating that she took a week before on 
the steps of a church. Do you think it 
is safe for us to mention her name, or 
do you think if we mention her name 
that her father will be beaten in 
prison where he has been for 7 years? 

Mr. BUECHNER. Her name has 
come up twice since then because she 
was arrested by the Sandinistas subse
quently and beaten and told that if 
she would stop demonstrating against 
the Sandinistas that she would be al
lowed to go to the university. As you 
remember, she was denied admission 
to the university. So Yvette's name is 
out here on the floor. And gentlemen, 
I guess I know we are using your time, 
but one of the reasons I came over is I 

thought about Yvette tonight. I 
thought about those people that we 
marched with and I wondered if the 
Democratic left understands that they 
have not just isolated some fighting 
men and women in the jungles of 
Nicaragua, that they have sentenced 
to prison or death people who are 
trying to develop the very, very, very 
small seedlings of democracy, to try to 
have a breathing space of a few min
utes for freedom of speech, to be able 
to practice their religion and those 
people are doomed. I believe that in 
my heart. What happened today is the 
last chapter in freedom in Nicaragua, I 
believe that, and I hope everybody out 
there understands that. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. What 
does the gentleman in the well think 
will happen to the so-called internal 
political democratic opposition, the 
ones who only fight with words? What 
do you think is going to happen to 
them in Managua if the Contras are 
sufficiently crushed today and 
wrapped up in the month of April? 

Mr. WALKER. I think we already 
have a pretty fair idea of what is going 
to happen. We have a period of time 
when we shut down all aid to the 
democratic resistance military forces 
for about 1% years here during the 
time period of 1984, somewhere in that 
time frame. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Into 
half of 1985? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, 1984 into half of 
1985, and what we know is that is the 
period during which they shut down 
La Prenza, during which they began to 
crack down on all of the political oppo
sition. The parties that did have the 
nerve to run against the Sandinistas in 
the election were muscled out. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Verjillio 
Gadoy's party still has 350 people in 
prison at this moment. 

Mr. WALKER. They sent the turbas 
out to the party meetings to beat up 
people who were there. They were in 
fact attacking candidates who were 
running. We know what they are 
going to do. They are going to take 
those people out of the political proc
ess either by jailing them or by in 
some cases murdering them. 

Mr. BUECHNER. I think it is impor
tant that we remind the world of 
something that happened the day of 
that vote when we turned down that 
Democratic appeasement package. 
The Sandinistas took the Ministry of 
Justice, which would be like the Jus
tice Department in this United States, 
all the district courts, the Federal 
courts, the bankruptcy courts, the 
courts of appeals, the U.S. Supreme 
Court, they took the Ministry of Jus
tice, and what did they do with it? 
They said it no longer is an independ
ent agency. And who took over? I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 
Who took over the Ministry of Justice, 

the mint, and tell us about who runs 
the mint. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. That is 
right. Tomas Borge. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Not really the 
mint. 

Mr. WALKER. No; it is the Secret 
Police. They have put the Ministry of 
Justice under the Secret Police, pure 
and simple. What they said was there 
is no longer a Ministry of Justice. The 
Ministry of Justice is now part of the 
Secret Police. 

That has to send a little terror into 
the minds of those people that might 
feel as though they would like to 
oppose the Sandinista government. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Some
thing just popped into my memory 
banks here. There is no end to the out
rages. 

The morning of that disgraceful 
March 3 debate we were all aware of 
the breaking story in Managua that 
Cardinal Obando y Bravo has been 
fired by the Communist Ortega broth
ers as the mediator, but what only 
barely received a little mention, it just 
occurred to me, was that one of their 
trial judges defected or rallied to the 
side of freedom in Geneva that morn
ing. We have a time lag of 6 hours and 
Geneva would be 6 hours away. Also 
with him was the head of the govern
ment human rights operation, one of 
their phony human rights things, who 
had pangs of conscience and he re
signed in Geneva, and that got a little 
itty-bitty story in the Washington 
Post, I think at page A-24, and in the 
New York Times I do not even know if 
it got a mention. But these little sig
nificant moments in history go totally 
through this Chamber that is begin
ning to take on the description of the 
United Nations. Mr. MOYNIHAN gave it 
the name of a cave of winds. 

Mr. WALKER. When you say that I 
am amused because I was reading in 
my local newspaper just recently a 
story of one of the Witness for Peace 
people who came back. As you know, 
the Witness for Peace group is directly 
alined with the Sandinistas, and he 
came back and was being interviewed 
up home. He described the Sandinista 
government not as a Communist gov
ernment but as a socialist government 
much like the government of Switzer
land. It is unbelievable how deluded 
people can be about the nature of this 
brutal, dictatorial Communist regime, 
and yet that is a point of view that is 
shared by many on the left in this 
body who do not want to believe the 
reality of the situation they are deal
ing with. 

0 2050 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Let me 

ask you to come up, without names, 
with probably the severest character
ization of the handful of members 
who now seem to be the driving engine 
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of Mr. WRIGHT's foreign policy, which 
I think is unconstitutional, to have 
even an august person as the Speaker 
of this Chamber striking out in his 
own foreign-policy directions when we 
have a constitutionally elected Presi
dent: on the night of April 30-and I 
guess this is going to all come down, 
the full disgrace of it, next month like 
the Bay of Pigs in April of 1961 and 
the fall of Saigon in April of 1975-on 
April 30 Tom Hayden, a man who I 
publicly called a traitor and a liar, a 
traitor to freedom and a tool of the 
Communists in Hanoi and now Jane 
Fonda's husband, Tom Hayden hap
pened to be on-he was married to 
Fonda by then-on a radio station 
KPFK, an FM, so-called public broad
cast station in Los Angeles. He was on 
the radio station-and I have listened 
to the transcription of this several 
times-when the words finally came 
across that Communist Soviet-built 
tanks driven by North Vietnamese 
Communists knocked down the gates 
of President Thieu's White House in 
the center of Saigon, that Hayden said 
on the air, and I do not butcher this 
too badly over the course of time, it is 
close to what he said, very simply. 
"Victory, victory at last. Isn't the 
sound of it wonderful to your ears?" 
Here is what Tom Hayden, praising 
this Communist victory over the 
forces of our friends, the ARVN 
forces, and Saigon was about to be re
named Ho Chi Minh City. Peter 
Arnett, who was one of the last jour
nalists that had maintained such ob
jectivity as many of our major broad
cast networks do, and their men in the 
field-he is now in the Soviet Union 
getting a taste of what communism is 
like, having the cables cut to his cam
eras, being beaten up for CNN, the 
world's greatest network, self-de
scribed-Peter Arnett went out the 
next day on May !-Communist cele
bration date around the world, they 
had a big celebration, Commie celebra
tion that year because they had taken 
yet another plum of Vietnam and 
Cambodia 13 days before-Arnett went 
out with a squad of North Vietnamese 
soldiers hunting down our former 
allies who were then in the position of 
snipers in some of the buildings in 
Saigon. And I remember Arnett 
crouching behind a building saying, 
"This is a very peculiar feeling. I don't 
know how to describe it. But today I 
am with the victorious forces of North 
Vietnam." He probably would not dare 
to call them Communists, "hunting 
down people, killing them one by one 
who only a few days ago were, I guess, 
the allies of the United States of 
America.'' 

Now I wonder if Ortega-there is no 
limit to his arrogance-would be arro
gant enough to let some leftwing jour
nalist into Nicaragua during the mop
up operation if, God forbid, it comes 
to that, where one of our American 

journalists can feed to the Canadian 
Peter Jennings or the "Gunga" Dan 
Rather or Tom Brokaw who, in 
Mother Jones' magazine a few years 
ago gave an open interview just excori
ating Reagan and the whole policy of 
the White House down in Central 
America-if one of these people would 
take a feed from Nicaragua and have 
one of their reporters say, "It is very 
peculiar to be out in the field here in 
Nicaragua hunting down the last free
dom fighter, as Reagan called them, 
whoever he or she is," and watching 
them be hunted down by these Com
munist BLI, light infantry battalions, 
people who used to be our enemies, 
now we are out there covering and kill
ing the last Contra." 

Mr. BUECHNER. Does the gentle
man know why that will not happen? 
Because of that very slick public-rela
tions firm that the Sandinistas pay. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Apple
baum? 

Mr. BUECHNER. Applebaum, here 
in New York and in Washington, 
would have better sense than to do 
that. They will let the American 
public not have the outrage it should 
justly have tonight. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Does 
the gentleman think that the Apple
baum firm signed off on the Ortegas' 
invading with 2,000 light infantry bat
talion troops carried in with Soviet 
equipment, with commercial trans
ports turned into bombers bombing 
Honduran soil, does the gentleman 
think Applebaum signed off on that? 

Mr. BUECHNER. The gentleman 
will notice there was no TV cameras 
there covering that. 

Mr. WALKER. That is right. They 
did not sign off on it; they just made 
sure there is nobody out there to cover 
it. Just as the Communists made cer
tain when the killing fields were open 
in Southeast Asia there was no one 
there to cover it. The thing that dis
turbs me is I think there probably are 
people on the political left in this 
country who tonight are cheering, as 
they hear the news about the mop-up 
operation that the Sandinistas are 
trying to run in that country. I am 
afraid there are people on the political 
left in this country who are cheering a 
Sandinista Communist victory in that 
country. I hope there is no one in this 
Chamber who is cheering it. I hope 
there is no one here cheering it, be
cause the fact is that what has hap
pened is that the killing fields have 
been opened in Central America and 
they were not opened because Repub
licans did not support a bad Democrat
ic package the other day; t hey were 
opened because Democrats refused to 
support the President's policy of 
giving military aid to people who were 
attempting to keep the killing fields 
from ever happening. And yet today, 
today we know that the killing fields 
have been opened in Central America. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. You bet 
they have. Before the gentleman's 
time runs out, because again he is the 
best man to describe this, remember 
each year on our strategic defense ini
tiative, SDI, how the chairman of 
Armed Services will structure what he 
calls a Christmas tree and a king-of
the-mountain, and you will have the 
President's request, putting it out on 
the fringe-! am usually the one offer
ing that-then the one a little bit less, 
that is usually the Armed Services 
Committee against its own chairman's 
wishes, then the chairman structures 
himself in the middle as the alterna
tive, the Wisconsin alternative for the 
Nation, then comes one a little bit less 
and then RoN DELLUMS, and he is sin
cere about it, he offers a billion dollars 
for strategic defense. Even RoN has to 
come up with a billion dollars. 

Now we have that. Now how come 
we vote on each one even though one 
prevails? This year we ended up with 
the next-to-lowest number, No. 4. The 
year before it was structured where we 
ended up with the chairman's middle 
one. 

How come we were not allowed to 
vote on the Michel amendment after 
the Wright? Why did ours get swal
lowed when WRIGHT's won? Because I 
think we would have had every moder
ate Democrat vote for ours and then 
swallow WRIGHT'S. But once WRIGHT'S 
came up we went to final passage and 
then all the far-left ones, those that 
might be inclined to cheer what a 
great victory, or at least would be 
smart enough to keep their mouth 
shut and say, "Well, we have gotten 
rid of the thugs, the murderers, the 
bayoneters of pregnant women," but 
keep it to themselves. They came over 
and joined most of the Republican 
Party, all but what, four, five, three of 
us? And then down went final passage. 
Why did we not get a vote? 

Mr. WALKER. We asked for a king
of-the-mountain, king-of-the-hill sce
nario to be written in the rule and 
were denied that. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Why? 
Mr. WALKER. We got it because

because the Rules Committee wrote a 
rule that the Speaker wanted. The 
Speaker writes most of the rules these 
days. So he wrote himelf a rule that 
assured that we would have the proc
ess that we ended up with. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. But 
does the gentleman not think that 
rule was written because JIM WRIGHT 
knew well that the Republican alter
native, even if it passed, would also 
pass by an even wider margin? 

Mr. WALKER. I think there was a 
fear that we would be able to get suffi
cient votes for the Republican alterna
tive. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Because 
it had no military aid in ours. 
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Mr. WALKER. You know, they were 

bound and determined that the Re
publicans were going to have to swal
low their alternative, that we were 
going to have to buy into this commit
ment to use our own military forces in 
that part of the world, we were going 
to have to buy into their commitment 
to abandon the Monroe Doctrine; we 
were going to have to buy into all of 
these things in order to get anything 
for the Contras. 

And when we would not go along 
with that kind of hypocrisy then they 
run out and scream that we have 
abandoned the Contras. 

We did not abandon the Contras, we 
did not abandon the Contras in any 
way, shape, or form. The abandon
ment took place when, on February 3, 
the Democrats refused to go along, the 
left wing of the Democratic Party re
fused to go along with a bipartisan for
eign policy toward helping the free
dom fighters in Nicaragua. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. There 
were two provisions that did not go 
down with Mr. BoNIOR, who was the 
man really calling most of the shots 
here and backed up by most of the 
Democratic study group. He is the 
man that puts most of the pressure on 
the man I used to think was from the 
Alamo, JIM WRIGHT. Here are the two 
things that really stuck in their craw: 
Even if we took out our piddling, pa
thetic $3 million of military so-called 
lethal aid-we do not call it lethal 
when it goes to Israel, only when it 
goes to the freedom fighters, Angola, 
Afghanistan, and Nicaragua-if we 
took out that $3 million, keep in mind 
the avionics, just the black boxes and 
the electronic wiring on an F-15 is 
worth $8.7 million, one airplane, one 
jet fighter, just the avionics but this 
$3 million, if we took it out, the two 
things that stuck in their craw JAcK 
just reminded me of one, the first one 
was that whatever military aid was 
left in the pipeline would continue 
until it was all exhausted to be air
dropped along with the bandages and 
the food. They wanted all aid, even aid 
that we had already voted for them by 
a healthy vote in this House, they 
wanted it all to be denied to them, 
whatever was left in the warehouses. 

But the second one that JACK re
minded me of was they did not want 
the President of the United States to 
have reviewability if exactly what has 
happened on the 16th of March had 
happened sometime between now and 
May, an expedited process. 

Mr. WALKER. Precisely. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. An ex

pedited process in this Chamber to go 
along with the majority in the Senate 
and the leadership of the Democrat 
from Oklahoma, Mr. BoREN, to address 
ourselves to an invasion of Honduras, 
that is what they did not want to be 
allowed in our package. 

Mr. WALKER. I thank the gentle
man for participating. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab

sence was granted to: 
Mr. FoRD of Michigan (at the re

quest of Mr. FoLEY) for today on ac
count of a death in the family. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission 

to address the House, following the 
legislative program and any special 
orders heretofore entered, was granted 
to: 

<The following Members <at the re
quest of Mr. DoNALD E. LUKENS) to 
revise and extend their remarks .and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. DoRNAN of California, for 60 
minutes, today. 

Mr. McEwEN, for 60 minutes, today. 
Mr. MILLER of Washington, for 60 

minutes, today. 
Mr. WALKER, for 60 minutes, today. 
Mr. RITTER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GINGRICH, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BuRTON of Indiana, for 60 min-

utes, today. 
<The following Members <at the re

quest of Mr. MFUME) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex
traneous material:) 

Mr. MAZZOLI, today, for 5 minutes. 
Mr. MFUME, today, for 5 minutes. 
Mr. ANNUNZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. ROSTENKOWSKI, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. FORD of Michigan, for 5 minutes, 

today. 

<The following Members <at the re
quest of Mr. MFUME) and to include 
extraneous matter:) 

Mr. TRAFICANT in two instances. 
Mr. LANTOS in two instances. 
Mr. MAZZOLI. 
Mr. STARK. 
Mr. TALLON. 
Mr. PEPPER. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
Mr. COELHO. 
Mr. SMITH of Florida. 
Mr. STGERMAIN in three instances. 
Mr. ANNUNZIO. 
Mr. COLEMAN of Texas. 
Mr. KILDEE. 
Mr. EDWARDS of California. 
Mr. KoLTER in two instances. 
Mr. RAHALL in two instances. 
Mr. GARCIA. 
Mr. BRUCE. 
Ms. BYRON. 
Mr. DYMALLY. 
Mr. LAFALCE. 
Mr. FRANK. 
Mr. APPLEGATE in two instances. 
Mr. CHAPPELL. 
Mr. SOLARZ. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Mr. ANNUNZIO, from the Commit

tee on House Administration, reported 
that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the 
House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 2631. An act, to authorize appropria
tions for the Bureau of the Mint for fiscal 
year 1988, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 3689. An act to designate the U.S. 
Post Office Building located at 300 Syca
more Street in Waterloo, lA, as the "H.R. 
Gross Post Office Building." 

SENATE ENROLLED JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

Mr. LAFALCE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GoNZALEZ, for 60 minutes, on 

March 17. The SPEAKER announced his sig
nature to enrolled Joint resolutions of 

on the Senate of the following titles: 

Mr. GoNZALEZ, for 60 minutes, on 
March 21. 

Mr. FEIGHAN, for 60 minutes, 
March 23. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission 

to revise and extend remarks was 
granted to: 

The following Members (at the re
quest of Mr. DONALD E. LUKENS) and to 
include extraneous matter:) 

Mr. BROOMFIELD in two instances. 
Mr. GALLO. 
Mr. COURTER. 
Mr. INHOFE. 
Mr. SHUSTER. 
Mr. COATS. 
Mr. ROWLAND of Connecticut. 
Mr. MILLER of Washington. 
Mr. DENNY SMITH. 
Mr. GREEN. 
Mr. ROTH. 
Mr. RITTER. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 

S.J. Res. 125. Joint resolution to designate 
the period commencing on May 9, 1988, and 
ending on May 15, 1988, as "National Stut
tering Awareness Week"; 

S.J. Res. 126. Joint resolution to designate 
March 16, 1988, as "Freedom of Information 
Day"; 

S.J. Res. 216. Joint resolution approving 
the location of the Black Revolutionary 
War Patriots Memorial; 

S.J. Res. 218. Joint resolution to designate 
March 25, 1988, as "Greek Independence 
Day: A National Day of Celebration of 
Greek and American Democracy"; and 

S.J. Res. 252. Joint resolution designating 
June 5-11, 1988, as "National NHS-Neigh
bor Works Week". 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to according
ly <at 9 p.m.), the House adjourned 
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until tomorrow, Thursday, March 17, 
at 11 a.m. 

CONTRACTUAL ACTIONS, CALEN
DAR YEAR 1987 TO FACILITATE 
NATIONAL DEFENSE 
The Clerk of the House of Repre

sentatives submits the following 
report for printing in the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD pursuant to section 
4(b) of Public Law 85-804: 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, 
Washington, DC, March 15, 1988. 

Hon. JAMES C. WRIGHT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: The following informa

tion is submitted pursuant to the provisions 
of Public Law 85-804, and implementing in
structions contained in Federal Acquisition 
Regulation Part 50. 

For the calendar year ending December 
31, 1987, the following actions, under the 
subject Act, are reported for the Depart
ment of Energy. 

1. Actions Approved; 

Residual powers 
(1) Amount Requested: Undetermined 

Amount. 
Amount Approved: Undetermined 

Amount. 
(a) Contractor: The Regents of the Uni

versity of California <UC>. 
(b) Services Involved: Contracts for the 

management and operation of the Lawrence 
Livermore National Laboratory <LLNL> and 
the Los Alamos National Scientific Labora
tory <LANSL). Work under these contracts 
shall, in general, comprise research, devel
opment, and educational activities related to 
the nuclear sciences and the use of energy 
in mutually selected military and peaceful 
applications, engineering services, and such 
other activities as the parties may agree 
upon from time to time, including oper
ations both at the Laboratory and at such 
other sites as have been or may be agreed 
upon by the parties hereto either within or 
without the continental limits of the United 
States. 

(c) Circumstances Justifying the Action: 
Contracts with the UC for the management 
and operation of LLNL and LANSL were 
due to expire on September 30, 1987. They 
represented the first contracts that con
tained a "Nuclear Hazards Indemnity" 
clause which indemnified the UC pursuant 
to the provisions of Section 170(d) of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(Price-Anderson Act), in which the indemni
ty could not be continued due to the expira
tion of that Act on August 1, 1987. The nu
clear risks involved in the proposed contract 
renewals were the same risks which were al
ready in existence, and had required the 
prior indemnification under the Price-An
derson Act. The Secretary of Energy deter
mined that indemnification under Public 
Law 85-804 should be included in these con
tracts, and in appropriate subcontracts, 
based on a finding that the contract pro
grams related to military and atomic energy 
production, construction, and stockpiling 
are essential elements of the contracts and 
that these and other activities under the 
contracts impose on the UC a risk of claims 
for liability arising out of or resulting from 
a nuclear risk. 

(2) Amount Requested: Undetermined 
Amount. 

Amount Approved: Undetermined 
Amount. 

(a) Contractor: Associated Universities, 
Inc. <AUD. 

<b> Services Involved: Contract with AUI 
for the management and operation of the 
Brookhaven National Laboratory <BNL), 
which has a primary mission of basic and 
applied research in high energy physics, nu
clear physics, basic energy sciences, environ
mental studies, and life sciences. The High 
Flux Beam Reactor <HFBR) and the Brook
haven Medical Reactor <BMR>. which are 
operated by the BNL, use fuel elements 
which contain special nuclear material. 

(c) Circumstances Justifying the Action: 
The contract with AUI for the management 
and operation of the BNL was due to expire 
on December 31, 1987. It contained a Price
Anderson indemnity clause. However, the 
Price-Anderson Act which expired on 
August 1, 1987, had not been extended by 
Congress during the present term, and, 
thus, the indemnity clause was unavailable 
for inclusion in the anticipated contract re
newal. The contract scope of work for the 
next 5 years was not expected to differ from 
prior efforts, thus subjecting AUI to expo
sure to the same risk of public liability pre
viously covered under the Price-Anderson 
Act. The Secretary of Energy determined 
that indemnification under Public Law 85-
804 should be included in this contract, and 
in appropriate subcontracts, based on a find
ing that the contract programs involving 
military and atomic energy activities are es
sential elements of the contract related to 
the national defense and that these and 
other activities under the contact impose on 
AUI a risk of claims for liability arising out 
of or resulting from a nuclear risk. 

(3) Amount Requested: Undetermined 
Amount. 

Amount Approved: Undetermined 
Amount. 

<a> Contractor: EG&G Energy Measure
ments, Inc. <EG&G). 

(b) Services Involved: Contract with 
EG&G for the operation of the Nevada Test 
Site. EG&G performs management and op
erating services in connection with the De
partment's nuclear testing and related pro
grams. 

(c) Circumstances Justifying the Action: 
The contract with EG&G for the operation 
of the Nevada Test Site was due to expire 
on December 31, 1987. It contained a Price
Anderson indemnity clause which could not 
be continued due to the expiration of that 
Act on Aguust 1, 1987. Since Congress had 
not enacted legislation that would extend 
Price-Anderson, the Department had to uti
lize some other method of indemnifying cer
tain of its contractors to protect both the 
contractors and the public. The Secretary of 
Energy determined that indemnification 
under Public Law 85-804 should be included 
in this contract, and in appropriate subcon
tracts, based on a finding that the program 
related to nuclear testing, both for military 
and peaceful applications, and other pro
grams in the nuclear field are essential ele
ments of the contract and that these and 
other activities under the contract impose 
on EG&G a risk of claims for liability aris
ing out of or resulting from a nuclear risk. 

2. Actions Denied: None. 
Sincerely, 

LAWRENCE F. DAVENPORT, 
Assistant Secretary, 

Management and Administration. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol
lows: 

3144. A letter from the Assistant Secre
tary of the Army <Financial Management>, 
transmitting a report of property, services 
and commodities provided by the Berlin 
Magistrate for the quarter October 1, 1987 
through December 31, 1987, pursuant to 
Public Law 99-190, section 8014 <99 Stat. 
1205); Public Law 99-591, section 9010 (100 
Stat. 3341-102); to the Committee on Appro
priations. 

3145. A letter from the Deputy Secretary 
of Defense, transmitting copies of two re
ports of violation by the Department of the 
Army and the Department of the Air Force 
on the obligation or expenditure of funds in 
excess of amounts available in an appropria
tion, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

3146. A letter from the Deputy Secretary 
of Defense, transmitting the most recent 5-
year defense program for the period fiscal 
year 1988-92, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 114(g); 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

3147. A letter from the Assistant Secre
tary of State for Legislative Affairs, trans
mitting notification of a proposed commer
cial manufacturing license agreement for 
the production in Japan of M735 and M735J 
105mm cartridges, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2776<d>; to the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. 

3148. A communication from the Presi
dent of the United States, transmitting the 
classified and unclassified versions of the 
report on Soviet noncompliance with the 
150-kiloton limit of the Threshold Test Ban 
Treaty [TTBTl, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2592a; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3149. A communication from the Presi
dent of the United States, transmitting the 
report on U.S. adherence to obligations un
dertaken in arms control agreements and on 
problems related to compliance by other na
tions with the provisions of bilateral and 
multilateral arms control agreements to 
which the United States is a part, pursuant 
to 22 U.S.C. 2592; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

3150. A letter from the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting 
the Department's third annual report of the 
actions taken to increase competition for 
contracts during fiscal year 1987, pursuant 
to 41 U.S.C. 419; to the Committee on Gov
ernment Operations. 

3151. A letter from the Secretary of 
Transportation, transmitting the 13th 
annual report to the Department on its ac
tivities under the Freedom of Information 
Act during 1987, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552<d>; 
to the Committee on Government Oper
ations. 

3152. A letter from the Chief, Forest Serv
ice, Department of Agriculture, transmit
ting the agency's first annual Federal lands 
cleanup day activities report, pursuant to 36 
U.S.C. 169i-l<c)( 1>; to the Committee on In
terior and Insular Affairs. 

3153. A letter from the Assistant Secre
tary <Management and Administration), De
partment of Energy, transmitting the calen
dar year 1987 report on "Extraordinary 
Contractual Actions to Facilitate the Na
tional Defense," pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1434; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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3154. A letter from the Secretary, Judicial 

Conference of the United States, transmit
ting determination that U.S. District Judge 
Walter L. Nixon, Jr., of the Southern Dis
trict of Mississippi has engaged in conduct 
which might constitute one or more grounds 
for impeachment, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
372(c)(8); to the Committee on the Judici
ary. 

3155. A letter from the Assistant Secre
tary of the Army <Civil Works), transmit
ting a report of the Chief of Engineers enti
tled, "Local Cooperation Agreements 
Annual Report," pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
1962d-5b(e); to the Committee on Public 
Works and Transportation. 

3156. A letter from the Assistant Secre
tary of the Army <Installations and Logis
tics>, transmitting notification of the deci
sion to convert the Directorate of Logistics 
at Fort Sill, OK, to contractor performance 
as the most cost effective method of accom
plishment, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2304 note; 
jointly, to the Committees on Armed Serv
ices and Appropriations. 

3157. A communication from the Presi
dent of the United States, transmitting a 
report on the issues relating to Soviet un
derground nuclear testing practices, pursu
ant to Public Law 100-180, section 903; 
jointly, to the Committees on Armed Serv
ices and Foreign Affairs. 

3158. A letter from the Secretary to the 
Board, Railroad Retirement Board, trans
mitting a report on the ability of the Rail
road retirement account to pay benefits in 
each of the next succeeding 5 years, pursu
ant to 45 U.S.C. 231u<a>O>; jointly, to the 
Committees on Energy and Commerce and 
Ways and Means. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLU
TIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports 
of committees were delivered to the 
Clerk for printing and reference to the 
proper calendar, as follows: 

Mr. BEILENSON: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 403. Resolution providing 
for consideration of H.R. 2707, a bill to 
amend the Disaster Relief Act of 1974 to 
provide for more effective assistance in re
sponse to major disasters and emergencies, 
and for other purposes <Rept. 100-518). Re
ferred to the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 
4 of rule XXII, public bills and resolu
tions were introduced and severally re
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKS: 
H.R. 4160. A bill to amend title 28 of the 

United States Code to authorize the ap
pointment of one additional bankruptcy 
judge for the eastern district of Texas; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLEMAN of Texas (for him
self, Mr. BUSTAMANTE, Mr. DE LA 
GARZA, Mr. EDWARDs of California, 
Mr. SKEEN, and Mr. ORTiz): 

H.R. 4161. A bill to reestablish the author
ity of the Small Business Administration to 
make disaster assistance loans in the case of 
economic injury resulting from currency de
valuation; to the Committee on Small Busi
ness. 

By Mr. CROCKETT: 
H.R. 4162. A bill to make the Internation

al Organizations Immunities Act applicable 
to the Organization of Eastern Caribbean 
States; to the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. 

By Mr. DEFAZIO: 
H.R. 4163. A bill to amend the Controlled 

Substances Act to suppress the diversion 
and trafficking of chemicals utilized in the 
illicit manufacture of methamphetamine, 
and for other purposes; jointly, to the Com
mittees on Energy and Commerce and the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEFAZIO <for himself, Mr. 
AuCoiN, and Mr. WYDEN): 

H.R. 4164. A bill to amend the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DEWINE: 
H.R. 4165. A bill to amend title 18, United 

States Code, with respect to penalties, for 
driving under the influence of drugs and al
cohol in the special maritime and territorial 
jurisdiction of the United States, and with 
respect to implied consent for certain test to 
determine the drug and alcohol content of 
blood; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAYDOS: 
H.R. 4166. A bill to amend the Commer

cial Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1986 to 
provide that the requirements for the oper
ation of commercial motor vehicles will not 
apply to the operation of certain farm and 
firefighting vehicles; to the Committee on 
Public Works and Transportation. 

By Mr. GREEN: 
H.R. 4167. A bill to provide for permanent 

duty-free treatment on imports of certain 
tartaric chemicals; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREEN (for himself, Mr. 
FAZIO, Mr. AcKERMAN, Mr. AuCOIN, 
Mr. BATES, Mr. BEILENSON, Mr. 
BERMAN, Mr. Bosco, Mrs. BoxER, Mr. 
CLAY, Mrs. CoLLINS, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. CROCKETT, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
DELLUMS, Mr. DIXON, Mr. DOWNEY 
of New York, Mr. DYMALLY, Mr. En
WARDS of California, Mr. EvANS, Mr. 
FAUNTROY, Mr. FORD of Tennessee, 
Mr. FRANK, Mr. GARCIA, Mr. GEJDEN
soN, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. HAWKINS, Mr. 
HAYES of Illinois, Mr. KASTENMEIER, 
Mr. KOSTMAYER, Mr. LEHMAN of Flor
ida, Mr. LELAND, Mr. LEVINE of Cali
fornia, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
LOWRY of Washington, Mr. MARTI
NEZ, Mr. MATSUI, Mr. MILLER of Cali
fornia, Mr. MINETA, Mr. MORRISON of 
Connecticut, Mr. OwENS of New 
York, Ms. PELosi, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
ScHEUER, Miss ScHNEIDER, Mrs. 
ScHROEDER, Mr. ScHUMER, Mr. 
SKAGGS, Ms. SLAUGHTER of New York, 
Mr. SoLARZ, Mr. STARK, Mr. STunns, 
Mr. TORRES, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. UDALL, 
Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WEISS, Mr. WHEAT, 
Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. WILSON, Mr. 
WOLPE, Mr. WYDEN and Mr. YATES): 

H.R. 4168. A bill to amend various provi
sions of law to ensure that services related 
to abortion are made available in the same 
manner as are all other pregnancy-related 
services under federally funded programs; 
jointly, to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, Post Office and Civil Service, 
Armed Services, Foreign Affairs, the Dis
trict of Columbia, the Judiciary, and Interi
or and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GREGG (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH of New Hampshire, and Mr. 
RowLAND of Connecticut): 

H.R. 4169. A bill to amend title 11 of the 
United States Code to provide for participa
tion by affected States and consumers of 
electric power in cases involving debtors 
who are engaged primarily in the business 
of selling electric power; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL of Ohio (for himself, 
Mr. GARCIA, Mr. MooRHEAD, and Mr. 
WOLF): 

H.R. 4170. A bill to amend Public Law 82-
324 to provide for the annual proclamation 
of the first Thursday in May as a National 
Day of Prayer; to the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. HANSEN: 
H.R. 4171. A bill to extend the deadline 

for completion of the chemical weapons de
militarization program and to require that 
destruction of chemical weapons under that 
program be carried out on site where such 
weapons are stored; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: 
H.R. 4172. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to permit tax-free 
purchases of certain fuels by farmers and 
waterway business users; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: 
H.R. 4173. A bill to amend certain laws re

lating to the Presidential inauguration to 
limit the disbursement of public funds and 
furnishment of assistance to the Presiden
tial Inaugural Committee; jointly, to the 
Committees on Armed Services and Govern
ment Operations. 

By Mr. LAFALCE <for himself and Mr. 
McDADE): 

H.R. 4174. A bill to amend the Small Busi
ness Act and the Small Business Investment 
Act of 1958, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Small Business. 

By Mr. LATTA: 
H.R. 4175. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to permit tax-free 
sales of diesel fuel for use on a farm; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

H.R. 4176. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an exemp
tion from the requirements to furnish tax
payer identification numbers in the case of 
certain deposits or accounts of members of 
certain religious faiths; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCOLLUM (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH of Texas, Mr. SHAw, Mr. 
GEKAS, and Mr. BATEMAN): 

H.R. 4177. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit certain firearms es
pecially useful to terrorists; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MATSUI (for himself and Mr. 
DowNEY of New York): 

H.R. 4178. A bill to amend the Federal Un
employment Tax Act with respect to em
ployment performed by certain employees 
of educational institutions; to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAZZOLI: 
H.R. 4179. A bill to amend section 118 of 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro
vide for certain exceptions from certain 
rules for determining contributions in aid of 
construction; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. RAHALL: 
H.R. 4180. A bill to establish a mining ex

perimental program on critical minerals, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H.R. 4181. A bill to amend the Mineral 
Leasing Act for acquired lands to permit a 
portion of Federal mineral revenues to be 



March 16, 1988 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 4135 
used to expand opportunities for sport fish
ing and hunting; jointly, to the Committees 
on Interior and Insular Affairs and Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON <for himself 
and Mr. UDALL): 

H.R. 4182. A bill to authorize the estab
lishment of the Zuni-Cibola National His
torical Park in the State of New Mexico, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RITTER: 
H.R. 4183. A bill to require that the Direc

tor of the Office of Management and 
Budget include a reference to Easton, PA, in 
the official title of the metropolitan statisti
cal area of which it is a part; to the Commit
tee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. ROSTENKOWSKI: 
H.R. 4184. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to require in certain 
cases a majority of employees to approve 
the establishment of an employee stock 
ownership plan; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 
H.R. 4185. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to authorize the stretching out 
of the $1,200 basic-pay reduction of Mont
gomery GI bill participants; jointly, to the 
Committees on Veterans' Affairs and Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. DENNY SMITH: 
H.R. 4186. A bill to provide for a State 

prison construction assessment to be im
posed on individuals convicted of Federal of
fenses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOLOMON: 
H.R. 4187. A bill to require the Secretary 

of the Interior to prepare a plan to repair 
and restore the Saratoga Battlefield Monu
ment located in the Saratoga National His
torical Park in the State of New York; to 
the Committee on Interior and Insular Af
fairs. 

By Mr. STRATTON (for himself, Mr. 
MARTIN of New York, Mr. KEMP, Mr. 
LENT, Mr. AcKERMAN, Mr. ScHEUER, 
Mr. MANTON, Mr. OWENS of New 
York, Mr. HORTON, Mr. WORTLEY, 
Mr. MRAZEK, Mr. GARCIA, Mr. 
McGRATH, Mr. ScHUMER, Mr. Dio
GuARDI, Mr. NowAK, Mr. SOLARZ, Mr. 
McHuGH, Ms. SLAUGHTER of New 
York, Mr. SoLOMON, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
BOEHLERT, Mr. HOCHBRUECKNER, Mr. 
WEISS, Mr. FISH, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. 
DOWNEY of New York, and Mr. MOL
INARI): 

H.R. 4188. A bill to designate the building 
located at 445 Broadway in Albany, NY, as 
the "James T. Foley United States Post 
Office and Courthouse"; to the Committee 
on Public Works and Transportation. 

By Mr. STUDDS (for himself, Mr. 
JONES of North Carolina, Mr. DAVIS 
of Michigan, and Mr. YouNG of 
Alaska>: 

H.R. 4189. A bill to authorize appropria
tions to carry out the Marine Mammal Pro
tection Act of 1972 for fiscal years 1989 
through 1993; to the Committee on Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CRAIG: 
H.J. Res. 503. Joint resolution to designate 

the week beginning January 15, 1989, as 
"National Free Enterprise Week"; to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Michigan: 
H.J. Res. 504. Joint resolution to designate 

May 8 through 14, 1988, as "National Cor
rectional Officers Recognition Week"; to 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. FLAKE (for himself, Mr. AcK
ERMAN, Mr. BRENNAN, Mr. DORGAN of 
North Dakota, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. 
HALL of Ohio, Mr. KOSTMAYER, and 
Mr. MFUME): 

H.J. Res. 505. Joint resolution designating 
May 1-7, 1988, as "Students for Child Sur
vival Week"; to the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. LANTOS <for himself, Mr. 
DioGuARDI, Mr. NATCHER, Mr. 
GILMAN, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. LoTT, Mr. 
FoLEY, Mr. DE LA GARZA, Mr. HYDE, 
Mr. PERKINS, Mr. COBLE, Mr. OWENS 
of Utah, Mr. WOLF, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 
ROGERS, Mr. RINALDO, Mr. BROOM
FIELD, Mr. SISISKY, Mr. BATEMAN, 
Mr. JoNES of North Carolina, Mr. 
BoEHLERT, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
HAMMERSCHMIDT, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. 
SOLOMON, Mr. FLIPPO, Mr. RHODES, 
Mr. MURTHA, Mr. BUECHNER, Mr. 
PRICE Of Illinois, Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Mr. DOWDY of Mississippi, Mr. 
MILLER of Washington, Mr. HATCH· 
ER, Mr. FRENZEL, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
DAVIS of Michigan, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. 
BROWN of Colorado, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
BALLENGER, Mr. BOLAND, Mr. GING· 
RICH, Mr. STRATTON, Mrs. KENNELLY, 
Mr. NEAL, Mr. SLAUGHTER of Virginia, 
Mr. ESPY, Mr. HANSEN, Mr. NICHOLS, 
Mr. MACK, Mr. SABO, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. 
DERRICK, Mr. LAGOMARSINO, Mr. 
MILLER of California, Mr. GRANDY, 
Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. PARRIS, Mr. 
PICKLE, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
BERMAN, Mr. BoucHER, Mr. AuCoiN, 
Mr. MORRISON of Washington, Mr. 
CARR, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. HALL of 
Texas, Mr. HEFNER, Mr. RAY, Mr. 
DAUB, Mr. RowLAND of Georgia, Mr. 
RAVENEL, Mr. STAGGERS, Mr. 
McEWEN, Mr. GRAY of Illinois, Mr. 
SKEEN, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey, Mr. JoHNSON of South 
Dakota, Mr. LuNGREN, Mr. HoYER, 
Mr. AKAKA, Mr. PEPPER, Mrs. BoxER, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. FEIGHAN, Mr. FAS· 
CELL, Ms. OAKAR, Mr. BEVILL, Ms. 
PELOSI, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. WILSON, Mr. 
HAMILTON, Mr. WALGREN, Mr. AN
DREWS, Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. RAHALL, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. HORTON, 
Mr. MOODY, Mr. SMITH of Florida, 
Mr. FRosT, and Mr. BusTAMANTE): 

H. Con. Res. 265. Concurrent resolution 
commemorating the 50th anniversary of the 
Javits-Wagner-O'Day Act, which occurs on 
June 25, 1988, to the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. MILLER of Washington <for 
himself, Mr. BONKER, Mr. CHANDLER, 
Mr. DICKS, Mr. LOWRY of Washing
ton, and Mr. YouNG of Alaska): 

H. Res. 402. Resolution calling for the 
United States to require appropriate posi
tion fixing and identification equipment on 
foreign fishing vessels operating in the U.S. 
exclusive economic zone in the Bering Sea 
and north Pacific Ocean or fishing in inter
national waters adjacent to the U.S. exclu
sive economic zone in the Bering Sea and 
north Pacific Ocean; to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. NEAL <for himself and Mr. 
BARNARD): 

H. Res. 404. Resolution concerning the 
dual banking system; to the Committee on 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. RAVENEL <for himself, Mr. 
DERRICK, Mr. SPENCE, Mr. SPRATT, 
Mrs. PATTERSON, and Mr. TALLON): 

H. Res. 405. Resolution relating to a 
survey of the shores of the State of South 

Carolina in the interest of beach erosion 
control, hurricane protection, and related 
purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Works and Transportation. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo
rials were presented and referred as 
follows: 

282. By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the 
General Assembly of the State of Indiana, 
relative to nerve gas or other lethal chemi
cal agents; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

283. Also memorial of the 19th Legislature 
of Guam, relative to the Hon. Tosiwo Na
kayama, President, Federated States of Mi
cronesia; to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

284. Also memorial of the 19th Legislature 
of Guam, relative to the Hon. Hirosi Ismael 
on his election as Vice President of the Fed
erated States of Micronesia; to the Commit
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

285. Also memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Alaska, relative to oil and gas 
exploration, development, and production 
within the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, 
Alaska; jointly, to the Committees on Interi
or and Insular Affairs and Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, spon

sors were added to public bills and res
olutions as follows: 

H.R. 39: Mr. NELSON of Florida and Mr. 
COYNE. 

H.R. 81: Mr. PICKETT, Mr. SLATTERY, Mr. 
MANTON, Mr. ECKART, and Mr. HERTEL. 

H.R. 111: Mr. MOORHEAD. 
H.R. 245: Mr. NAGLE. 
H.R. 637: Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 903: Mr. TOWNS, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. 

DWYER of New Jersey, Mrs. COLLINS, Mr. DE 
LuGo, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. MFUME, Mr. MoAK
LEY, Mr. OWENS of New York, Mr. BORSKI, 
Ms. PELOSI, Mr. BUECHNER, and Mr. CHAP· 
MAN. 

H.R. 956: Ms. 0AKAR. 
H.R. 1003: Mr. MATSUI. 
H.R. 1115: Mr. RoE. 
H.R. 1200: Mr. HILER and Mr. HOWARD. 
H.R. 1394: Mr. SWEENEY. 
H.R. 1531: Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. MACKAY, 

Mr. STENHOLM, and Mr. TAUZIN. 
H.R. 1699: Mr. OWENS of Utah, Mr. 

GARCIA, and Mr. VENTO. 
H.R. 1721: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H.R. 1782: Mr. GRANDY and Mr. CARDIN. 
H.R. 1786: Mr. BRENNAN, Mr. LIPINSKI, 

Mr. PETRI, Mr. PuRSELL, Mr. HUBBARD, Mr. 
McEWEN, Mr. DYSON, and Mr. HORTON. 

H.R. 1808: Mr. TORRICELLI. 
H.R. 1810: Mrs. KENNELLY and Mr. FLIPPO. 
H.R. 1834: Mr. VENTO, Mr. MOAKLEY, Mr. 

MRAZEK, Mr. ScHUMER, and Mr. FLAKE. 
H.R. 1924: Mr. DONALD E. LUKENS. 
H.R. 2266: Mr. CLEMENT, Mr. GALLO, Mr. 

RowLAND of Georgia, and Mr. WISE. 
H.R. 2726: Mr. HENRY. 
H.R. 2762: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. EVANS, Mr. 

GRANT, Mr. GoNZALEZ, Mr. LELAND, and Mr. 
DYSON. . 

H.R. 2854: Ms. PELOSI and Mr. GARCIA. 
H.R. 2955: Mr. FISH, Ms. SNOWE, and Mr. 

HAYES of Louisiana. 
H.R. 3014: Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. 
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H.R. 3146: Mr. COURTER, Mr. VENTO, Mr. 

HOWARD, Mr. KASTENMEIER, Mr. SYNAR, Mr. 
OBERSTAR, and Mr. McCURDY. 

H.R. 3361: Mr. BIAGGI, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, Mr. LUJAN, Mr. GRAY of Illinois, Mr. 
HASTERT, Mr. CoYNE, Mr. DE LA GARZA, Mr. 
HoRTON, Mr. WILSON, Mr. YATRON, Mr. 
ORTIZ, Mr. DE LUGO, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. NICH· 
OLS, Mr. FIELDS, Mr. HAWKINS, Mr. BILBRAY, 
and Mr. DURBIN. 

H.R. 3390: Mrs. COLLINS, Mr. ERDREICH, 
Mr. HOLLOWAY, Mr. DE LA GARZA, Mr. PuR
SELL, Mr. EMERSON, Mr. KONNYU, Ms. 
PELOSI, Mr. BATEMAN, Mrs. LLOYD, and Mr. 
UPTON. 

H.R. 3454: Mr. ATKINS, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. 
MCEWEN, Mrs. SCHROEDER, and Mr. STUDDS. 

H.R. 3455: Mr. GARCIA. 
H.R. 3619: Mr. GLICKMAN, Ms. KAPTUR, 

and Mr. JEFFORDS. 
H.R. 3624: Mr. DE LUGO and Mr. MARTINEZ. 
H.R. 3633: Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. COLLINS, Mr. 

DELLUMS, Mr. DIXON, Mr. FORD of Tennes
see, Mr. HALL of Ohio, and Mr. MARKEY. 

H.R. 3663: Mr. CARDIN and Mr. BARTLETT. 
H.R. 3719: Ms. 0AKAR, Mr. DE LUGO, Mrs. 

LLOYD, Mr. ST GERMAIN, Mr. DAUB, Ms. 
PELOSI, Mr. CHAPMAN, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. 
LoTT, Mr. BLILEY, and Mr. RAHALL. 

H.R. 3764: Mr. GARCIA and Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 3774: Mr. GOODLING. 
H.R. 3788: Mr. NICHOLS, Mr. CARR, Mr. 

TowNs, Mr. MFUME, Mr. AcKERMAN, Mr. 
VALENTINE, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. HUCKABY. 

H.R. 3791: Mr. BUECHNER, Mr. MILLER of 
Washington, and Mr,' DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 3814: Mr. HARRIS. 
H.R. 3830: Mr. BEREUTER. 
H.R. 3865 Mr. SWEENEY, Mr. IRELAND, Mr. 

DOWDY of Mississippi, Mr. FAWELL, Mr. 
SYNAR, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. DONALD E. 
LUKENS, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. Bosco, Mr. Row
LAND of Georgia, Mr. RHoDES, and Mr. 
RIDGE. 

H.R. 3879: Mr. BROWN of California, Mr. 
FRANK, and Mr. JEFFORDS. 

H.R. 3881: Mrs. BENTLEY, Mr. WILSON, Mr. 
ARMEY, Mr. HUCKABY, Mr. DYSON, and Mr. 
CARPER. 

H.R. 3893: Mr. McMILLEN of Maryland, 
Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr. DICKINSON, Mr. TAUKE, 
Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. BoULTER, and Mr. STEN
HOLM. 

H.R. 3903: Mr. DONALD E. LUKENS. 
H.R. 3907: Mr. RAY, Mr. SMITH of Texas, 

Mr. MURTHA, and Mr. MARTIN of New York. 
H.R. 3969: Mr. WEISS. 
H.R. 3971: Mr. DURBIN and Mr. GILMAN. 
H.R. 3977: Mr. VENTO, Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. SABO, Mr. CRAIG, and Mr. OwENS of New 
York. 

H.R. 4000: Mr. OWENS of Utah, Mr. ACKER· 
MAN, Mr. MARTIN of New York, Mr. SMITH of 
New Hampshire, Mr. NIELSON of Utah, Mr. 
TAUZIN, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. BusTAMANTE, Mr. 
HASTERT, Mr. PRICE of Illinois, Mr. WORT· 
LEY, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. MILLER of Ohio, Mr. 
MORRISON of Washington, Mr. GRANDY, Mr. 
OWENS of New York, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. HOLLOWAY, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. DONALD 
E. LUKENS, and Ms. PELOSI. 

H.R. 4003: Mr. COELHO, Mr. LEHMAN of 
Florida, Mr. ScHUMER, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. 
FRANK, Mr. STUDDS, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
MFUME, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. FRosT. 

H.R. 4011: Mr. NEAL, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. 
McCLOSKEY, Mr. CLARKE, Mr. EMERSON, Mr. 
CHENEY, Mr. MuRTHA, Mr. McCuRDY, and 
Mr. WATKINS. 

H.R. 4024: Mr. FAUNTROY, Mr. AcKERMAN, 
Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. COELHO, Mr. BUSTA· 
MANTE, and Mr. FROST. 

H.R. 4056: Mr. HOCHBRUECKNER, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. LAGOMARSINO, Mr. MANTON, Mr. 
PICKETT, and Mr. SOLOMON. 

H.R. 4067: Mr. SCHULZE and Mr. CHAPMAN. 
H.R. 4072: Mr. DURBIN and Mr. SCHROE· 

DER. 
H.R. 4074: Mr. GREGG and Mr. CHAPMAN. 
H.R. 4136: Mr. GARCIA, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. 

DIXON and Mr. MFUME. 
H.J. Res. 138: Mr. BENNETT. 
H.J. Res. 148: Mr. BONKER, Mr. BOUCHER, 

Mr. COYNE, Mr. FASCELL, Mr. FORD of Ten
nessee, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. RoE 
and Mr. TALLON. 

H.J. Res. 377: Mr. HATCHER and Mr. 
McEwEN. 

H.J. Res. 403: Mr. AuCOIN, Mr. BUECHNER, 
Mr. DAvis of Illinois, Mr. FusTER, Mr. 
GALLO, Mr. GoRDON, Mr. HuGHES, Mr. 
LEHMAN of California, Mr. MANTON, Mr. 
NIELSON of Utah, Mr. OWENS of New York. 
Mr. RoE, Mr. SIKORSKI and Mr. UPTON. 

H.J. Res. 408: Mr. BRENNAN, Mr. ANTHONY, 
Mr. GRANT, Mr. HAYES of Louisiana, Mr. 
NAGLE, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 
SAWYER, Mr. HoYER, Mr. FRANK, Mr. YATES, 
Mr. BRUCE and Mr. McCLOSKEY. 

H.J. Res. 421: Mr. ANNUNZIO, Mr. BLILEY, 
Mr. BoucHER, Mr. BRENNAN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
CoBLE, Mr. CoYNE, Mr. DE LUGO, Mr. DoN
NELLY, Mr. DwYER of New Jersey, Mr. 
DYSON, Mr. FusTER, Mr. HENRY, Mr. HocH
BRUECKNER, Mr. JACOBS, Mr. LUNGREN, Mr. 
MATSUI, Mr. MFUME, Mrs. MoRELLA, Mr. 
NAGLE, Mr. RAVENEL, Mr. ST GERMAIN, Mr. 
SAVAGE, Mr. SYNAR, Mr. VENTO and Mr. 
WAXMAN. 

H.J. Res. 422: Mrs. BENTLEY, Mr. BoRSKI, 
Mrs. BoxER, Mr. BRUCE, Mr. BUECHNER, 
Mrs. COLLINS, Mr. CROCKETT, Mr. DAVIS Of 
Illinois, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. DWYER of New 
Jersey, Mr. DYSON, Mr. FIELDS, Mr. FRANK, 
Mr. GARCIA, Mr. GoRDON, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr. 
JONTZ, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KoLBE, Mr. KosT
MAYER, Mr. LEVIN of Michigan, Mrs. LLoYD, 
Mr. LuNGREN, Mr. McDADE, Mr. McEWEN, 
Mr. McGRATH, Mr. MAcKAY, Mr. RAHALL, 
Mr. ScHUETTE, Mr. TowNs, Mr. WAXMAN, 
Mr. WEISS, and Mr. WHITTEN. 

H.J. Res. 440: Mr. COURTER, Mr. MORRISON 
of Washington, Mr. BRYANT, Mr. MINETA, 
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. BOLAND, Mrs. 
BENTLEY, Mr. BONIOR of Michigan, Mr. 
Bosco, Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. CoNYERS, Mr. 
HARRIS, Mr. SAVAGE, Mr. BLAZ, Mr. LUNGREN, 
Mr. RAVENEL, Mr. GRAY of Illinois, Mr. 
CLEMENT, Mr. BRENNAN, Mr. McEWEN, Mr. 
LEWIS of California, Mr. MARTIN of New 
York, and Mr. McGRATH. 

H.J. Res. 452: Mr. WILSON, Mr. DONALD E. 
LuKENs, and Mr. BLAZ. 

H.J. Res. 453: Mr. GRANDY, Mr. BURTON of 
Indiana, Mr. WEBER, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. UPTON, Mr. MADIGAN, Mr. BILBRAY, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. LEATH of Texas, Mr. LEwis of 
California, Mr. RowLAND of Georgia, Mr. 
DONALD E. LUKENS, and Mr. BUSTAMANTE. 

H.J. Res. 466: Mr. DONALD E. LUKENS. 
H.J. Res. 469: Ms. PELOSI, Mr. DREIER of 

California, Mr. LEHMAN of Florida, Mr. 
KosTMAYER, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. HocH
BRUECKNER, Mr. McDADE, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 
BoLAND, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. WoRTLEY, Mr. LA· 
GOMARSINO, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. HENRY, Mr. 
DORNAN of California, Mr. MATSUI, Mr. FORD 
of Tennessee, Mr. SOLARZ, Mr. HUGHES, Mr. 
GARCIA, Mr. COURTER, Mr. PERKINS, Mr. 
HAYES of Illinois, Mr. BLILEY, Mr. OWENS of 
New York, Mr. DWYER of New Jersey, Mr. 
HOPKINS, Mr. FAUNTROY, Mr. RoE, Mr. 
HORTON, Mr. BRUCE, Mr. NEAL, Mr. WEISS, 
Mr. GUARINI, Mr. BEILENSON, Mr. MANTON, 
Mr. GALLO, Mrs. BoxER, Mr. APPLEGATE, Mr. 
SMITH of Florida, Mr. CLAY, Mr. WALGREN, 
Mr. SKELTON, Mr. RODINO, Mr. LEVINE of 
California, Mr. MORRISON of Washington, 
Mr. EvANS, Mr. WoLF, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. JEF· 

FORDS, Mr. HOLLOWAY, Ms. SLAUGHTER of 
New York, and Mr. McEWEN. 

H.J. Res. 470: Mr. STANGELAND, Mr. SPRATT, 
Mr. GREEN, Mr. KEMP, Mr. FisH, Mr. EARLY, 
Mr. BROWN of Colorado, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 
STOKES, Mr. GooDLING, Mr. LEVINE of Cali
fornia, Mr. SIKORSKI, Mr. DoRGAN of North 
Dakota, Mr. HOCHBRUECKNER, Mr. COYNE, 
and Mr. KLECZKA. 

H.J. Res. 475: Mr. ATKINS, Mr. BUSTA· 
MANTE, Mr. FISH, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
McGRATH, Ms. PELOSI, and Mr. VENTO. 

H.J. Res. 485: Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. DE LA 
GARZA, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. HORTON, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MADIGAN, and Ms. SLAUGH· 
TER of New York. 

H. Con. Res. 28: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mr. WEBER, and Mr. WoLF. 

H. Con. Res. 232: Mr. FISH, Mr. BOUCHER, 
Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire, Mr. BATEMAN, 
Mr. DENNY SMITH, Mr. PICKETT, Mr. CARPER, 
and Mr. MACKAY. 

H. Con. Res. 238: Mr. DONALD E. LUKENS 
and Mr. GuNDERSON. 

H. Con. Res. 252: Mr. BuEcHNER and Mr. 
ECKART. 

H. Con. Res. 256: Mr. LAGOMARSINO. 
H. Res. 395: Mr. DoNALD E. LUKENS. 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLU
TIONS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, spon

sors were deleted from public bills and 
resolutions as follows: 
[Omitted/rom the Record of March 15, 1988] 

H.R. 1195: Mr. MOODY. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, peti

tions and papers were laid on the 
Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

[Submitted March 16, 1988} 
139. The SPEAKER presented a petition 

of the City of Clarksdale, Clarksdale, MS. 
relative to "Sunflower Landing" in Coa
homa County, MS; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interior and Insular Af
fairs. 

AMENDMENTS 
Under clause 6 of rule XXIII, pro

posed ameudments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2707 
By Mr. DAVIS of Michigan: 

-Page 62, after line 20, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 211. GREAT LAKES COASTAL BARRIERS STUDY. 

(a) RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SECRETARY 
OF THE INTERIOR.-

( 1) FOR INCLUSION IN RESOURCES SYSTEM.
(A) DEADLINE.-Except as provided in sub

paragraph <B>. within 6 months after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secre
tary of the Interior <hereinafter in this sec
tion referred to as the "Secretary") shall 
recommend to Congress, and prepare maps 
identifying, the boundaries of those unde
veloped coastal barriers along the shore 
areas of the Great Lakes that the Secretary 
considers appropriate for inclusion in the 
Coastal Barrier Resources System author
ized under the Coastal Barrier Resources 
Act <16 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). 

(B) LIMITATION.-The Secretary may not 
recommend for inclusion as an undeveloped 
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coastal barrier any area that is publicly 
owned and protected by Federal, State, or 
local law, or is held by a qualified organiza
tion defined in section 170<h><3> of the In
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 
170(h)(3)), primarily for wildlife refuge, 
sanctuary, recreational, or natural resource 
conservation purposes. 

{2) CONSULTATION; CONSIDERATION OF UP
DATED MAPs.-Before recommending undevel
oped coastal barriers under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall-

<A> consult with and provide an opportu
nity for comment by appropriate United 
Stated agencies, State agencies <including 
the coastal zone management agencies> of 
the Great Lakes States, and the public; and 

(B) update on the basis of aerial photo
graphs and consider the draft coastal bar
rier inventory maps prepared by the Secre-

tary in January 1985 for the States of 
Michigan, Wisconsin, Ohio, New York 
<Great Lakes), and Minnesota. 

(3) PROVISION OF MAPS.-As SOOn as practi
cable after the revision of the maps referred 
to in paragraph (2)(B) is completed, the Sec
retary shall provide copies of the maps to-

<A> each appropriate State and county or 
equivalent jurisdiction in which shore areas 
recommended and identified by the Secre
tary under this section are located; 

<B> the coastal zone management agency 
in each appropriate Great Lakes State that 
has a coastal zone management program ap
proved under section 306 of the Coastal 
Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 
1455); 

<C> each appropriate United States 
agency; and 

<D> Congress. 

(4) PUBLIC INSPECTION OF MAPS.-The Di
rector of the United States Fish and Wild
life Service shall make available for public 
inspection all maps prepared under this sec
tion. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.-The limitations on the 
use of the Federal expenditures or financial 
assistance within the Coastal Barrier Re
sources System under section 6<a><3> of the 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act <16 U.S.C. 
3505(a)(3)) shall not apply to public high
ways located within the State of Michigan if 
Congress adds by law new units to the 
Coastal Barrier Resources System and these 
units include portions of public highways in 
the State of Michigan. 

Page 62, line 21, strike out "SEc. 211." and 
insert in lieu thereof "SEc. 212.". 
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