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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, February 10, 1994

The House met at 10 a.m.

Rev. George Wilson, St. Augustine
Catholic Church, Washington, DC, of-
fered the following prayer:

Lord, it was You who first planted us
on this Earth.

You fenced us around with the love of
our families and friends.

Their care towered over us.

Under the shelter of this tower,

We grew in safety and peace.

The year of our life is passing.

The harvest is approaching.

What have we to show?

What fruit have we produced?

What if, after all this care,

We should be found to be without the
fruits of love?

What if we had nothing to offer,

But the sour grapes of indifference,
selfishness, and neglect?

May You, Lord, have mercy on us,

And with Your patient urging,

Help us to return Your love. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Delaware [Mr. CASTLE] please
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance?

Mr. CASTLE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Hallen, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed with an
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 2333. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for the Department of State, the Unit-
ed States Information Agency, and related
agencies, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 2333) ‘‘An Act to author-
ize appropriations for the Department
of State, the United States Informa-
tion Agency, and related agencies, and
for other purposes,” requests a con-

ference with the House on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and appoints Mr. KERRY of Massachu-
setts, Mr. PELL, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. DopD, Mr. SIMON, Mr. Moy-
NIHAN, Mr. HELMS, Mr. LUGAR, Mrs.
KASSEBAUM, Mr. PRESSLER, Mr. MUR-
KOWSKI, and Mr. BROWN, to be the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

THE REVEREND GEORGE WILSON

(Ms. NORTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, we are
pleased to welcome this morning Fa-
ther George Walter Wilson, who is a
priest of one of Washington's oldest
and most revered churches, St. Augus-
tine Catholic Church.

Father Wilson has spent most of his
life in service to his church as a de-
voted Catholic layman. He entered the
priesthood only 2 years ago, after serv-
ing for 17 years as a permanent deacon.
Today he ministers to the elderly, to
those with HIV, to families, to the
homeless, and to youth. Father Wil-
son's priesthood follows directly from
his life, including 35 years as a public
schoolteacher in the Baltimore Public
Schools. He was educated in the public
schools of the District of Columbia, we
are proud to say. He is now a Ph.D.
from the University of California.

Mr. Speaker, Father Wilson is a
priest whose life flows into and from
his ministry. We are pleased that he
has graced this Chamber this morning.

A CLOSE LOOK AT CLINTON BUDG-
ET REVEALS DISAPPOINTING AS-
PECTS

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

Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, when
the American people look at President
Clinton’s budget in detail, they are
going to be very disappointed.

There is no provision in the budget
over the next 5 years for real welfare
reform to require work and to reduce
children born outside of marriage.
There is no provision to build the pris-
ons necessary for life sentences for
three-time violent offenders. There are
no provisions to stop the illegal aliens
who are costing billions of dollars, es-
pecially to States like California,
Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, and Flor-
ida.

Again and again, where we need real
reform, the Clinton budget is silent and

does not provide for the changes we
need.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is a big dis-
appointment to those who believe we
have to reform welfare, we have to stop
violent crime, and we have to end sub-
sidizing illegal aliens.

REAL WORKABLE CUTS FEATURED
IN CLINTON BUDGET

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, last
year, Congress and President Clinton
passed the largest deficit reduction bill
in history.

The bill reduces the deficit by $496
billion with over $250 billion in spend-
ing cuts. This historic, cost-cutting
measure was passed without a single
Republican vote.

This year, President Clinton's budget
builds on last year's success. His budg-
et request calls for the elimination of
115 Government programs and cuts
more than 300 others. Just as last year,
these cuts are real and they will work.

It is clear that President Clinton is
committed to cutting programs and
putting Government back on the side
of the people.

Mr. Speaker, this budgetary course,
coupled with the cost controls con-
tained in President Clinton's health
care plan, will put our Nation’s fiscal
house in order. These are the choices
we must make to guarantee the best
and brightest future for ourselves and
our children.

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
REPRESENT THE HOUSE AT
GEORGE WASHINGTON BIRTHDAY
CEREMONIES

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask
unanimous consent that it shall be in
order for the Speaker to appoint two
Members of the House, one upon the
recommendation of the minority lead-
er, to represent the House of Rep-
resentatives at appropriate ceremonies
for the observance of George Washing-
ton’'s Birthday to be held on Monday,
February 21, 1994.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of today, the Chair
appoints the following Members to rep-
resent the House of Representatives at

['This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [J 1407 is 2:07 p.m.
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appropriate ceremonies for the observ-
ance of George Washington's Birthday
to be held on Monday, February 21,
1994: Mrs. BYRNE of Virginia; and Mr.
BATEMAN of Virginia.

WINTER HEALTH OLYMPICS

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, as the
Nation prepares for the 1994 Winter
Olympics, here are some thoughts on
the upcoming health care debate.

The President, in his rhetoric, has
slalomed around the truth when he
says his plan will be simple, will save
money, and will preserve choice.

Actually, his plan will promote a
blizzard of new bureaucracies, new
taxes, and new regulations. And worse,
it will cause the gquality of our health
care to go downhill faster than an out-
of-control Alpine skier.

The President may think he hit the
triple axle with his spin control oper-
ation, but the judges will deduct points
for not coming clean with the Amer-
ican people.

Nancy Kerrigan may have received
first-class medical attention under our
current system, but who can say if she
would receive the same kind of treat-
ment under the Clinton plan?

The President's plan takes a slapshot
at the health care of all Americans.
For that, I think he should spend some
time in the penalty box.

NATO SETS STAGE FOR AIR
STRIKES IN BOSNIA

(Mr. ENGEL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, it is about
time. As the siege of Sarajevo ap-
proaches the end of its second year, the
West has finally agreed to respond to
the Bosnian tragedy. NATO will use air
strikes if the Serbs do not pull their
heavy guns 12 miles from the city with-
in 10 days or engage in further attacks
before that deadline arrives.

It is shameful that the United States
and Europe have acquiesced in the land
grabs and ethnic cleansing of Serbian
President Slobodan Milosevic. Even
more shameful is the fact that the
deaths of more than 60 people in a Sa-
rajevo market place were required be-
fore the West would use its muscle to
halt the slaughter.

Although sanctions were imposed in
May of 1992 against Serbia and a no-fly-
zone was extended over Bosnia, our ac-
tions thus far have been ineffective. If
we continue to deny Bosnia the right
to defend itself, let us at least stand up
to those who kill innocent civilians.

No American will ever forget the
image shown on television last week of
snow stained with blood, where only
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minutes before children were sleigh
riding. While these pictures stick in
our consciousness and drive us toward
action, the real tragedy is that this
type of carnage happens every day.

Now is the time to act. I call on my
colleagues to join in support of the use
of NATO air power to lift the siege of
Sarajevo. The bloodshed must end.

WELFARE REFORM CANNOT WAIT

(Mr. CASTLE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-

marks.)

Mr. CASTLE, Mr. Speaker, how much
longer will we have to wait for real
welfare reform? Given the fact that it
appears disagreements on welfare re-
form are relatively limited between
Republicans, Democrats, and the ad-
ministration, the time is ripe to make
major improvements in our welfare
system.

In this regard, 162 Republicans have
sponsored a welfare reform bill which
includes provisions I think we all can
agree on to a great degree. Strong pa-
ternity establishment, expansion of
statutory flexibility of States for
means-tested programs, a strong man-
datory work program, time-limited
benefits, tough child support enforce-
ment, and controlling welfare costs.

With these provisions that we are all
generally aligned on, combined with
the earned income tax credit, we have
an excellent chance to provide welfare
recipients with expanded hope, respon-
sibility, and opportunity to escape the
welfare trap. Our Republican bill in-
cludes these incentives, and more, and
does so at a $20 billion savings to the
taxpayers over 5 years.

But what is the hold-up if we are
speaking the same language on welfare
reform? We need to move forward now,
and that is why I have introduced a bill
that would create an ad hoc welfare re-
form committee, of limited duration
and at no extra cost, that would facili-
tate an expedited welfare reform bill
that welfare recipients need and tax-
payers deserve.

We have been, and continue to work
with the Governors to hammer out our
differences over our bill, which are
fairly limited, and I urge my Demo-
cratic colleagues to join us. We are too
close and in too much agreement on
this issue to let this historic oppor-
tunity pass us by. Welfare reform can-
not wait because America cannot wait.

THE BUDGET

(Mr. CLYBURN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of President Clinton’s
budget proposal.

Some may view the President's budg-
et proposal as a heartless cut and slash
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of vital Government programs. Yet for
others, it does not cut enough, But this
budget is a pretty good balance of our
Nation's priorities.

While the President's budget pro-
posal calls for cuts in some rather pop-
ular programs, it also calls for a $888
million increase for childhood immuni-
zations, and a T7-percent increase in
education programs, with a boost in ef-
forts to ensure safe and drug-free
schools.

The budget proposal also increases
law enforcement spending—enabling
States and municipalities to put more
police officers on the streets, and con-
tains $500 million additional for veter-
ans' medical care.

Mr. Speaker, this is a budget that
seeks to further reduce the deficit,
while continuing to provide the kinds
of services and programs needed from
the Federal Government.

T ——
GET IT RIGHT THE FIRST TIME

(Ms. DUNN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, according to
a story in today's Washington Post, the
President wants to speed up consider-
ation of his health care proposal in the
Congress. It seems that the longer peo-
ple look at his plan, the less they like
it. In fact, Mr. Clinton himself has said
this was a ‘“‘bad week,” not surprising,
considering the rejection of his plan by
both the National Business Roundtable
and the National Chamber of Com-
merce.

The President, frankly, appears to be
fearful of the public scrutiny of his
health care proposal. He would rather
rush through this debate and jam this
costly and bureaucracy laden proposal
down the throats of the American peo-
ple than allow the Congress to delib-
erate carefully on all the alternatives
that exist at this time.

The best alternative is, I believe, the
Michel-Lott bill. It saves costs. It in-
creases access. It maintains choices,
and it solves the problems of port-
ability and preexisting conditions
without erecting a huge Government
bureaucracy.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Congress to
ignore the President’'s advice and to
look fully at all the possible solutions.
This is one area where we must not
hurry to make a mistake.

U.S. TRADE FIGURES

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, after 14
frustrating years of Japanese obstruc-
tion in the marketplace and at the ne-
gotiating table, the United States Gov-
ernment at last seems to be getting
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tough on trade, and it is about time. I
strongly support the Clinton adminis-
tration's insistence on measurable, en-
forceable results instead of more talk.
In fact, no deal is better than another
bad deal.

The Japanese trade gap with the
United States rang in at over $131 bil-
lion, the largest ever. And the mer-
chandise part of that, manufacturing,
jumped about 10 percent to more than
$56 billion. That means even more lost
jobs in our manufacturing sector.

If current trends continue, the 1993
auto-parts deficit of $11 billion will be
topped by a $12.2 billion deficit in 1994,
according to the U.S. Commerce De-
partment’s latest forecast. These fig-
ures are directly related to Japan's
pattern, unique among major indus-
trial nations, of minimal market ac-
cess for foreign manufactured goods.

United States Trade Representative
Mickey Kantor yesterday announced
that trade talks with Japan are at an
impasse. Tomorrow Prime Minister
Hosokawa arrives in Washington for a
trade summit with President Clinton.
The Prime Minister has just had him-
self formally designated Japan’'s na-
tional trade ombudsman for dealing
with complaints against Japanese
trade barriers. If he means for that role
to be substantive, not just symbolic, he
has a chance to prove it by striking a
meaningful market-access agreement
with President Clinton tomorrow. If
not, Japan will face a President, a Con-
gress, United States industry and labor
who all agree that time has run out for
talk.

THE CLINTON HEALTH PLAN

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, this
week numerous members of the Presi-
dent’s party have come to this floor to
speak in support of the Clinton health
plan.

They have told chilling stories of
gaps in our current health care system
and make the argument that since
these folks have fallen through the
cracks we should radically change our
system. Republicans believe we should
fill in the cracks.

Most people work hard to get good
health care, but the Clinton plan looks
like a leap into the abyss of the un-
known.

Elements of the Michel plan, on the
other hand, have been tried and tested,
and in each heart-wrenching instance
cited by our Democratic colleagues,
the Republican alternative would solve
the problem more effectively, more ef-
ficiently, and with more equity.

The choice here is not between help-
ing these people or not.

The choice is between Government-
run health care, with increased taxes,
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lower gquality, rationing, and limited
doctor choice or a common-sense plan
which fixes the bad aspects of our cur-
rent system without destroying the
best aspects.

Let us not leap into a black hole of
the unknown—Ilet us look to the Michel
plan.

THE TRADE DEFICIT WITH JAPAN

(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,
Japan told Nixon, **We will buy your
products.”” Japan told Ford, “Don’'t
worry."” Japan told Carter, “We will
buy spare parts for our cars in Amer-
ica.” Japan told Reagan, “We will do
better.” Japan told Bush, ‘“We will
even honor our side bar agreements."

Japan now tells Clinton, *“We will
change.”
Members, the trade deficit with

Japan is $564 billion, and our trade pro-
gram in America is a joke. And Japan
is laughing all the way to the bank.
There is only one way Japan is going
to change. They are going to have to
get hit in the wallet.

Let me say this, Congress, $54 billion
is no small change. It is time for Con-
gress to get in the back pocket of
Japan.

PAY UP, WASHINGTON

(Mr. GOSS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, another
boat-load of refugees arrived in Amer-
ica from tempest-tossed Haiti this
week. Tragically, several drowned on
their way. Those that made it ashore
have disappeared without HIV screen-
ing or asylum processing.

In the eyes of the Federal Govern-
ment, it is almost as if they don't
exist, as if they are not people. But to
budget-strapped Florida, they are peo-
ple in need and a costly reality. Immi-
gration—legal and illegal—is a Federal
problem, but Washington is not offer-
ing concrete solutions and Floridians
are picking up the tab for an estimated
345,000 illegals. In 1992, the cost to Flo-
ridians of this non-policy was $793 mil-
lion. In desperation, Florida's Governor
Chiles has filed a lawsuit to pursue re-
imbursement. The 25-member Florida
congressional delegation strongly sup-
ports his effort. After lessons learned
during NAFTA, I hope the administra-
tion does not intend to ignore the
fourth largest delegation on the hill. It
is time for Washington to pay up.

———
NASA

(Mr. ROEMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I am
very concerned about the NASA budg-
et. It is going down this year, and it
will be flat for the next 5 years. This
year, it represents a $250 million cut.
There are no new initiatives in the
NASA budget, and we are represented
by that budget in other requests in
science with the smallest investment
as a percent of Gross National Product
since 1954.

The problem with all this is the
Space Station. The Space Station is
the albatross around NASA's neck.

We now have gone to a joint venture
with the Russians. This presents com-
patibility problems with technology,
cost, infrastructure with the
Kazakstan and Baykonyr facilities, all
kinds of new problems.

I strongly suggest that NASA step
back. We evaluate where NASA needs
to go and where we need to invest this
money and cancel the Space Station.

0 1020

AUTOMATIC DEDUCTION FOR
CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS

(Mr. CAMP asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, there is
widespread agreement that we need re-
form in child support enforcement.

Right now $46 billion in back child
support is owed to mothers and chil-
dren. It is time to ratchet up the pres-
sure. Let us send a message to these
parents that they cannot run, and they
cannot hide from their financial obli-
gations to their kids.

Let us give States the freedom to
automatically deduct child support
payments from a parent's paycheck
and to work across State lines so par-
ents cannot avoid child support by
moving to a different State. And, let us
clarify the law so collection organiza-
tions can make reasonable efforts to
contact these parents who are not pay-
ing up, without the fear of endless and
expensive law suits.

Mr. Speaker, there are nearly 5 mil-
lion mothers across America receiving
welfare because fathers are not paying
child support. How much longer do we
have to wait for the President's welfare
reform proposal, so we can collect this
money from deadbeat dads and give
their children an opportunity for a
bright future?

We have a Republican welfare reform
plan. Let us act on it now.

TIME FOR A COMMITMENT TO
WELFARE REFORM

(Mr. SANTORUM asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. Speaker, can-
didate Clinton is President Clinton, in
large respect because he showed he was
a new Democrat throughout the cam-
paign of 1992, because of one issue: the
welfare issue. He was a new Democrat
because he wanted to reform the bro-
ken-down Government system that is
trapping the poor in this country with
despair.

President Clinton has an opportunity
now to work with us to get a welfare
bill done. He is like the suitor, the
suitor to the welfare issue who gives us
flowers, who says nice things, who
stands up at the State of the Union Ad-
dress and presents us with nice gifts,
but has yet to deliver the ring.

It is time for commitment. It is time
to move forward, and we have an op-
portunity with the Republican bill,
which has gotten broad support across
both sides of the spectrum, to move
some reform to help these people. They
deserve better. They deserve an oppor-
tunity to go to work, to learn, and to
be able to get into the mainstream of
America.

Mr. President, it is time to move, and
the Republican plan is a place to start.

INTRODUCTION OF THE PROTEC-
TION FROM SEXUAL PREDATORS
ACT

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, as
the rate of rape continues to increase,
it has become clear to me that our cur-
rent approach to convicted sexual of-
fenders is failing.

Not long ago, my own community of
Rochester, NY, was terrorized by Ar-
thur Shawcross, a serial rapist and
murderer. Shawcross had served less
than 15 years for the sexually moti-
vated murders of two children before
he was paroled—and then his parole of-
ficer and the justice system lost track
of him, setting him free to rape and
kill again.

Mr. Speaker, American children de-
serve to grow up free of the fear of rap-
ists. Some national statistics indicate
that rapists are 10 times more likely
than other convicts to repeat their
crimes. Since we cannot change the be-
havior of these sexual predators, we
need to keep them behind bars.

I am preparing a bill, the Protection
from Sexual Predators Act, that will
allow Federal authorities to keep the
Nation’s worst repeat rapists for life.
The legislation also establishes a na-
tional data base to register and track
sex offenders and their crimes.

I urge my colleagues to endorse the
bill as original cosponsors. We in Con-
gress must act now. The current sys-
tem does not work; it is time to break
this cycle of repeated rape.
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LET US GO FORWARD WITH
WELFARE REFORM

(Mr. SHAW asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, candidate
Clinton came out very, very vividly,
and I say very intelligently, outlined a
new approach to welfare, welfare re-
form. We are going to change welfare
as we know it today. I applauded him
for that move, because he adopted the
Republican plan that has been out
there, that I filed 3 to 4 years ago with
Vin Weber, a former Member of this
body.

Then in his first State of the Union
address, and then again the other
night, President Clinton talked about
welfare reform, how he was going to
change it and what he was going to call
for. We are still waiting for his bill.
There is not one thing that the Presi-
dent has said in either one of his State
of the Union addresses pertaining to
welfare reform that is not already
drafted in a plan that has been filed by
the Republicans and is sitting there
and beginning to accumulate dust.

I ask my colleagues, let us go for-
ward. Let us go forward with welfare
reform. Let us not politicize it. The
President has embraced what is al-
ready in the Republican plan. There
are Democrats, our colleagues right
here in the House, who are supporting
that and want to move the ball for-
ward.

We have 162 cosponsors on the Repub-
lican plan. We are ready to move. We
can show the President that he has the
votes. Just give us a few good Demo-
crat votes, and we will pass it and we
will change welfare, and we will make
productive human beings out of people
who now have nothing but a welfare
trap to rely upon.

R ——

PRESIDENT CLINTON'S HEALTH
SECURITY ACT WILL FIX AMERI-
CA'S HEALTH CARE CRISIS

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, on
Tuesday the Congressional Budget Of-
fice released its analysis of President
Clinton’s Health Security Act. It con-
tains good news for the millions of
Americans who understand what it
means to have a health care crisis.

The report confirms that we can
guarantee all Americans private health
insurance and provide coverage to 30
million additional Americans by the
year 2000.

The report confirms that we will be
able to dramatically lower health ex-
penditures over the long run—by $30
billion in the year 2000 and $150 billion
in 2004.

And, finally the report says that
President Clinton’s plan will lead to
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overall deficit reduction in the long
term.

Unfortunately, before the ink has
dried on the CBO report, the sentinels
of the status quo are dusting off their
tired old rhetoric about big govern-
ment and tax increases. It is a shame
that they choose to use this analysis to
score cheap political points.

I suggest that opponents to health
care reform start looking at these
numbers: the 58 million Americans who
will have no health insurance at some
point this year, the 81 million Ameri-
cans who are denied health coverage
each year because of preexisting condi-
tions, the 3 out of 4 Americans who
have lifetime limits on their health
care coverage.

When you add up these numbers, you
can only reach one conclusion: We have
a health care crisis and we must sum-
mon the courage to fix it.

BIG GOVERNMENT HAS CREATED
THE WELFARE MESS

(Mr, DUNCAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, everyone
from President Clinton on down is
talking about welfare reform. What
some do not yet realize or are unwill-
ing to admit is that our big govern-
ment liberal establishment policies
have largely created the mess we are
in. Most of the welfare programs we
now have benefit the bureaucrats more
than the intended beneficiaries. A wel-
fare supervisor from New Hampshire
wrote in last week’'s U.S. News and
World Report these words:

Welfare programs start with the best of in-
tentions but never seem to instill a sense of
responsibility. Instead of solving the prob-
lem, they perpetuate it. Recent federally
mandated programs are legitimizing illegit-
imacy at a tremendous social and economic
cost.

The Federal welfare state has been a
total and complete failure. In fact, it
has made the problem worse. The only
real way to correct the problem is to
do something that I know we will not
do, and that is to get the Federal Gov-
ernment totally out of the welfare
business. The function should be re-
turned to our local governments with-
out Federal requirements or mandates
because it can be handled the most eco-
nomically and efficiently at the local
level.
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Our benefits are too generous and
any society that pays healthy people
more to stay at home than to work
cannot long survive,

HAWAII'S HEALTH CARE SYSTEM

(Mr. ABERCROMEBIE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker,
recently the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. CooPER] presented what he called
a plan for health care coverage. In it he
was very critical of a national em-
ployer mandate and referred to the Ha-
waii system as an example of one
which had employer mandates and did
not cover all of its residents 100 per-
cent.

Not only has Hawaii been able to
achieve near universal coverage, they
have done so with no negative impact,
no negative impact on the business
community. Rather, we in Hawaii have
achieved a positive business growth,
decreased unemployment, and have a
business failure rate below that of the
national average.

Mr. Speaker, our health care system
in Hawaii works because it requires
employers to provide health insurance
coverage for their workers. Dependents
are often covered on a voluntary basis.
Employers and employees share the
cost of the coverage, and both benefit
from the ready availability of health
care.

The system was selected because it
built upon rather than tried to dupli-
cate a system which, like the rest of
the United States today, covered the
majority of our people. Our insurance
system in Hawaii is not overburdened
and does not have to shift the cost of
care from those without insurance to
the insured population. Insurers in Ha-
waii are able to provide fair insurance
practices and not exclude the sick and
those with high risk for illnesses.

In Hawaii all share the costs, all
share the benefits. It is the most pro-
ductive social contract we have, and it
is the most advanced in the United
States. And I suggest that the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. COOPER]
examine the Hawaii system and redo
his own bill so that that bill just comes
up in some small measure to match
that of Hawaii. In Hawaii our results
are better overall health status, lower
cost.

CBO NUMBERS—THEN AND NOW

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DREIER. Mr, Speaker, last year
the President announced he would put
together a budget and I quote, ‘‘using
the independent numbers of the Con-
gressional Budget Office."

He went on to say:

I did this so that we could argue about pri-
orities with the same set of numbers; 1 did
this so that no one could say I was estimat-
ing my way out of difficulty.

Well that was then, Mr. Speaker.
Since then, President Clinton has been
lobbying hard and heavy to get CBO to
say his health care plan is not part of
the budget, and should not be counted
as deficit reduction.
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Well, that was then.

This is now:
CBO just this week, as we all know,
declared that President Clinton's

health care plan which aims to take
over one-seventh of the Nation's econ-
omy is—surprise—part of the Govern-
ment.

CBO declared that this massive Fed-
eral bureaucracy should—surprise—be
part of the Federal budget.

CBO declared that the Federal bu-
reaucracy which will take over one-
seventh of the Nation’s economy will
not reduce the deficit but—surprise—
will add $130 billion to the deficit.

What drove President Clinton to CBO
then was the search for credibility. If
he is to retain any credibility now,
then he should accept the CBO esti-
mate and announce how he will pay for
the $130 billion shortfall.

FORMER PRESIDENT BUSH
SHOULD CHECK THE FACTS ON
BOSNIA

(Mr. WISE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, today as the
hell of Bosnia once again forces our
country to evaluate the consequences
of military action, I was appalled to
see former President George Bush
state, in a grab for applause lines in his
remarks:

The United States can't wait for somebody
else to decide what we have to do. If 1 had
sat around and waited before Desert Storm
for the Congress to come along, Saddam Hus-
sein would be in Riyadh today.

I urge former President Bush to use
the fact check in his computer before
writing his memoirs.

The fact is that checking with the
Congress and the American people is
something we call democracy. The fact
is that before Desert Storm, President
Bush did not send our children to the
Persian Gulf without consulting Con-
gress and, in fact, that was one of the
high points of the Congress, that de-
bate on Desert Storm. It was not his
decision. It was the Nation's decision.

The fact is that Bosnian tragedy has
been on President Bush's watch as long
as it was on President Clinton’s watch,
and indeed one of the tragedies is that
President Bush did not seek to engage
the American people in a discussion of
Bosnia.

So I would suggest that former Presi-
dent Bush think more carefully before
criticizing President Clinton for fulfill-
ing his most sacred trust of all, and
that is involving the people and their
representatives in the very crucial de-
cisions of military engagement.

THREE THINGS TO DO TO SOLVE
OUR HEALTH CARE PROBLEMS

(Mr. CALVERT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, we do
need health care reform. But we do not
want to destroy the best health care
system in the world.

What we need is a way to make
health care insurance available to
more people. And that, Mr. Speaker,
does not require a huge new Govern-
ment bureaucracy.

We can solve our health care prob-
lems tomorrow—or at least next
month—if we do just three things:
First, make all insurance portable so
people will not lose their insurance if
they change or lose their jobs. Second,
require all employers to offer insur-
ance to their employees; and third,
give people tax credits or vouchers to
help pay for insurance.

Mr. Speaker, the President’s policy
wonks love to propose solutions to
problems.

Unfortunately, when it comes to
health care, their proposals require ad-
vanced calculus when simple arith-
metic will do just fine.

THE PRESIDENT’'S BUDGET

(Mrs. CLAYTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I want
to commend the President for develop-
ing a budget that makes a great strides
in reducing our Nation's fiscal deficit. I
am pleased that he has followed the
guidelines established by the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993. The
President's budget for fiscal year 1994
does indeed prove that he is committed
to leading this Nation out of its fiscal
and social deficits.

I do want to add, however, that some
of the cuts are going to be very hard on
the most needy in our society, espe-
cially the 40 percent reduction in the
Low Income Home Energy Assistance
Program. I look forward to working
with members on the Budget Commit-
tee to try to address this concern.

Although I support the President's
health care reform proposal, I have a
great concern for his reliance only on
the tobacco tax to finance health care
reform. I do not believe that it is a fair
or responsible government that would
place such a great burden on one indus-
try—knowing that this burden threat-
ens the well-being of farmers and all
those hardworking Americans who are
involved in producing this product. In-
stead, I urge all my colleagues to re-
member the tobacco farmer as they de-
bate the means to finance health care
reform.

Despite the concerns I have just
raised, I applaud the President for giv-
ing the American people a sincere
budget committed to deficit reduction.
I look forward to working with my col-
leagues in Congress to promote deficit
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reduction while maintaining our sup-
port for poor families.

IS PRESIDENT CLINTON'S PLAN
SOCIALIZED MEDICINE?

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, pro-
ponents of the President's health care
plan have been bombarding the leery
American public with a PR campaign
entitled ‘“Tell that to the Joe Blow
constituent stories,” and it is always a
scenario which is a good scenario about
the need for health care reform. But
the irony is nobody is debating the
need for health care reform. The debate
is: Is the crisis so big that we need to
socialize medicine or is it such that the
free-market-targeted reforms will do
the trick?

The Michel plan targets reforms and
allows the free market to be free, to
have competition, and the Clinton plan
basically socializes medicine. I truly
believe that there are a lot of people
who have heartbreak stories out there
that we need to help, and the Michel
plan is aimed at helping them.

We are not debating the need for re-
form. We are debating socialized medi-
cine.

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a doe-
ument which says what the National
Health Care Board does. It is in the
bill, all through the bill, sections 1141,
1503, 1522, 1911, 1571. This outlines the
powers of the National Health Care
Board which basically socializes medi-
cine in our country, gives them the
power to develop, and implement na-
tional health insurance, set standards
for doctors, write, develop, and approve
policy language for insurance compa-
nies, control costs, set community
rates from Maine to Florida, oversight
on drug pricing, power to set health
care budgets, power to set the budget
for regional health care alliances, de-
ciding who will get health care, where
they will get it, and under what proce-
dures and circumstances.

Mr. Speaker, this is a profound list.
It is available to the public. It is some-
thing people need to know about, be-
cause this is an absolute blueprint for
socialized medicine as part of the Clin-
ton plan.

We need the Michel plan that targets
the part that is broken, while the Clin-
ton plan throws out the whole system
and starts all over again and puts the
Government in charge and not the con-
sumers.

HAITIAN SANCTIONS VIOLATE
STANDARDS OF DECENCY AND
INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE
(Mr. MICA asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1

minute and to revise and extend his re-

marks.)
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Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, what does it
take to get the attention of the House
of Representatives and this administra-
tion?

How many more babies, sick and el-
derly must we kill with our policy of
sanctions on Haiti?

How many more Haitian bodies must
wash up on Florida’s shores?

I ask you, how much more misery
must we, by our action and inaction,
impose on the people of Haiti?

We have sent our forces to Grenada,
Panama, and last week we voted to
spend $1.2 billion to support our mili-
tary presence in Somalia.

We have drawn deadlines in the sand
only to see them washed away by the
blood of Haitian martyrs.

Every deadline has passed for action,
and time and again the White House
and this administration have fumbled.

We continue to underwrite the Unit-
ed Nations and they fail to act.

I ask my colleagues, has the United
States, the United Nations and this
Congress abandoned every standard of
decency and international justice?

————

A NEW AND DIFFERENT TIME

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

Mr. TORRICELLI. Mr. Speaker, what
began in Chiapas, Mexico, as a small
disturbance has mnow captured the
imagination of the Mexican people. All
of the years of frustration, of an elec-
toral process that does not do justice
to Mexican democracy, the discrimina-
tion, the failure of economic oppor-
tunity now across Mexico are being
heard and debated for the first time in
a generation.

Within Mexico some can claim that
it is foreign education; others can ob-
ject that those of us in the United
States can find sympathy with those
who want democracy in their own land.
But what they cannot deny is that this
is a new and different time when all
peoples around the globe believe that
in the cause of human rights and basic
justice and opportunity that we are all
one people, all having the right to ad-
dress injustice everywhere. We address
the concerns of Mexico not because we
care about Mexico less but because we
care about her people more.

Because we are now in an economic
alliance with Mexico, we have certain
rights, indeed, responsibilities to en-
sure her people, as she has a right in
looking at our people, have basic op-
portunities and simple justice.

In this, to the people of Mexico, we
find common cause.

WHY CONGRESS SHOULD PASS A
WELFARE REFORM BILL THIS
YEAR

(Mr. ARCHER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, I am here
this morning to plead with Members of
Congress and the administration to get
moving on welfare reform. I agree with
Senator MOYNIHAN: The Nation has a
welfare crisis.

Spending on welfare programs is
growing out of control. Welfare spend-
ing grew by $55 billion between 1989 and
1992. That is 36 percent in just 3 years.
CBO projects that welfare spending will
grow by another 20 percent in 1994 and
1995.

We can stop these outrageous growth
rates if we reform the Nation’s welfare
programs. And at the same time, we
can strike another blow for deficit re-
duction.

If we pass the House Republican wel-
fare reform bill, we can stop depend-
ency on welfare and save $20 billion at
the same time.

But we cannot pass any bill until we
get started. Where is the President's
proposal? Mr. Speaker, let us get start-
ed on welfare reform.

THERE THEY GO AGAIN

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

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, I
think it was a recent President who
used this line first, ““But there they go
again.”

The party that was against Social
Security, against Medicare, is now
against health care reform. Ask me
why I am not surprised.

Their coalition with the economic
powerful interests in this country once
again thinks that it is wrong for Amer-
ica to take a step forward. They are
going and they are doing it again. They
are taking the special interests, they
are joining up with them, and they are
fighting what is best for America.

They said the same kinds of silly
things when they fought Social Secu-
rity. They did it again when we pro-
vided Medicare for our senior citizens,
and now when we are trying to provide
uninterruptible, guaranteed medical
health care for every American, they
are on the attack again telling us we
do not need it.

They were wrong on Social Security,
they were wrong on Medicare, and they
are wrong that there is no medical cri-
sis in America.

We need to have health care that you
cannot lose, that you cannot be pre-
cluded from getting because you have a
member of your family with an illness
and that you cannot lose when you lose
your job. We need to support this
President in his effort to make health
care coverage universal.
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THE REPUBLICAN WELFARE
REFORM PLAN

(Mr. WALKER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr, WALKER. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican Party has on the table a wel-
fare reform plan. The Democrats, after
40 years of controlling the Congress, do
not even have plans to develop a wel-
fare reform plan. Only the Republicans
have put forward a real welfare reform
plan, and we intend to do something
about it by moving it through the leg-
islative process.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. SHAW] to tell us what
the plans are to try go get a vote on
welfare reform before the end of this
session.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, we have
now, on the Republican side, had a bill
that has been out there for about 4
yvears. The President has endorsed it.
He has made it part of his platform. We
intend to introduce it.

With the passage of all of this time,
we are frustrated to the point that we
are going to be putting in process a dis-
charge petition that will force the
House under an open rule to bring forth
this bill and any other proposals that
may be out there. We will be doing this
after the recess.

The Congress now has plenty of time
to play plenty of attention to this
process. We have a Subcommittee on
Human Resources that has not really
started the debate.

We need to start the debate, and we
are going to bring the debate directly
here to the floor unless there is move-
ment within the next few weeks.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, 1 con-
gratulate the gentleman who has been
a leader in welfare reform and hope
that we can move the subject.

LISTEN TO THE PEOPLE FOR A
CHANGE

(Mr. KLEIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KLEIN. Mr. Speaker, President
Clinton handed Congress a challenge on
Monday. He gave us a budget that
sends us in the right direction, a plan
that offers the fiscal discipline my con-
stituents are demanding. Now, we have
heard lots of clever spin about where
and why the President’'s budget does
not go far enough, but these critics are
missing the point.

The President’s budget plan will cut
the budget deficit to $176 billion in
1995. That is 3 straight years of a de-
clining deficit, something we haven’t
seen since Harry Truman was in the
White House. The people have told us,
time and again, that they are willing
to make tough choices to achieve real
deficit reduction. Is it not time we lis-
tened to the people for a change?
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This budget will not be easy and it
will not be painless. President Clinton
suggested a lower level of transpor-
tation funds, and I find this trouble-
some, But, I also know how crucial it is
to eliminate this deficit before another
generation has to pay for our fiscal ir-
responsibility. I will fight throughout
the budget process to see that New Jer-
sey gets treated fairly, but I will not
sacrifice the future and I will not give
up the cause of fiscal discipline.

1 1050
WE NEED WELFARE REFORM NOW

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

Mr. FRANKS of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, we just recently witnessed a
dreadful example of why it is so impor-
tant to take cash out of our welfare
system and replace it with a debit card.

Mr. Speaker, in Chicago, 20 people
were living in a 2-bedroom apartment,
5 families used the address to qualify
for welfare—$4,500 in welfare benefits
were going to the adults in the apart-
ment. One mother admitted being a
drug abuser. Most likely the five adults
were using the children to feed their
drug habits. Their children were being
abused, and we the taxpayers were in-
advertently assisting.

Mr. Speaker, this is not an isolated
incident. It is happening in varying de-
grees across the country. It is our wel-
fare system that helps create this prob-
lem. A welfare debit card instead of
cash payments will help prevent child
abuse, help us with our war on drugs,
and finally give the taxpayers an
accounting of their hard-earned tax
dollars.

JAPANESE IN WASHINGTON IN AT-
TEMPT TO REVIVE CERTAIN
TRADE TALKS

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

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, Mr.
Tsutomu Hata, the Japanese foreign
minister, arrived in Washington yester-
day in a last-minute attempt to revive
trade talks on the framework agree-
ment. These negotiations are aimed at
addressing the current Japanese ac-
count surpluses and the low penetra-
tion of their market by imports.

1 join my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle in supporting the administra-
tion’s position of numerical goals in
import penetration based on sales,
coupled with effective enforcement
mechanisms.

As repeatedly said by our nego-
tiators, no agreement is better than a
bad agreement. To do otherwise com-
promises the American worker and
consumers around the world.
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A 1991 joint survey by the United
States and Japanese Governments of
auto parts pricing turned up telling
evidence on this point. For a Toyota
Corolla, replacement parts were priced
107 percent higher in Japan than in the
United States. For a Nissan Sentra, re-
placement parts were 119 percent high-
er than in the United States. Japanese
consumers paid higher prices because
of no competition, thereby subsidizing
their auto parts makers’ penetration of
the United States market, and
the eventual higher prices to our
consumers.

Refusing to move forward, after so
many years of talking, can only be
seen for what it is—a lack of good faith
and therefore a basis for congressional
action.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Wisg). Pursuant to the provisions of
clause 12, rule I, the House will stand
in recess until 11 a.m.

Accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 55
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 11 a.m. today.

0 1101
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore [Mr. GEJDENSON] at 11 o’clock
a.m,

INDEPENDENT COUNSEL
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1993

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 352 and rule
XXIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 811.

0 1101

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved it-
self into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
811) to reauthorize the independent
counsel law for an additional 5 years,
and for other purposes, with Mr.
TORRICELLI in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit-
tee of the Whole rose on Wednesday,
February 9, 1994, amendment No. 3
printed in House Report 103-419 had
been disposed of.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 4 printed in House Report
103-419.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. RAMSTAD

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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Amendment offered by Mr. RAMSTAD: Page
10, insert the following after line 20 and re-
designate the succeeding section accord-
ingly:

SEC. 6. GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL.

Section 596(a)(1) of title 28, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following: “Failure of the independent coun-
sel to comply with the established policies of
the Department of Justice as required by
section 594(f) or to comply with section 594(j)
may be grounds for removing that independ-
ent counsel from office for good cause under
this subsection.”.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. RAMSTAD] will be recognized for 5
minutes, and a Member opposed to the
amendment will be recognized for 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. RAMSTAD].

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, my amendment is
both reasonable and straightforward.

Under my amendment, an independ-
ent counsel may be removed for good
cause for failure to comply with the
standards of conduct which are set
forth in the independent counsel stat-
ute.

Those standards of conduct are
spelled out in the statute in two sec-
tions, the first section 594(f), as amend-
ed by the subcommittee reads:

An independent counsel shall, except to
the extent that to do so would be inconsist-
ent with the purposes of this chapter, com-
ply with the written or other established
policies of the Department of Justice re-
specting enforcement of the criminal laws.

The other provision is section 594(j).
This places employment restrictions on
independent counsel and staff while
they are serving and for periods subse-
quently. It also provides restrictions
on law firm associates of the independ-
ent counsel.

Mr. Chairman, these standards of
conduct are wise and reasonable. Pres-
ently, however, there is no enforce-
ment mechanism, no penalty whatso-
ever for failing to comply with sections
594 () or ().

My amendment seeks to correct this
oversight. It simply states that:

Failure of the independent counsel to com-
ply [with sections 594(f) or 594(j)] * * * may
be grounds for removing that independent
counsel from office for good cause.

I want to emphasize again, this does
not compel the Attorney General to re-
move an independent counsel, it only
provides guidance.

Clearly, the intent of this amend-
ment is not to seek the removal of an
independent counsel for minor or tech-
nical violations of DOJ policy.

Mr. Chairman, if we think it is im-
portant enough to impose certain re-
quirements on an independent counsel,
then we should be willing to enforce
those requirements.

Let us remember what role an inde-
pendent counsel plays. He or she sim-
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ply acts in the place of a U.S. attorney,
whom we do not want to conduct the
investigation because of a conflict of
interest. For all intents and purposes,
an independent counsel should and
must adhere to the very same prosecu-
torial standards that a U.S. attorney
would have followed.

Indeed, this principle is recognized in
the Judiciary Committee report on
page 20:

Section 5%4(f) maintains the policy that
independent counsel are expected to follow
the same rules as the Department of Justice
in their investigations and in making deci-
sions on whether or not to seek indictments.
This provision is designed to help ensure
that an individual who is the subject of an
independent counsel investigation will not
be held to a higher standard or subject to
stricter enforcement of the laws than other
individuals.

The committee report on page 21 goes
on to clarify that, and I quote:

Penalties [to be applied to U.S. Attorneys]
for failure to comply with policy range from
no sanction or administrative reprimand all
the way to dismissal, depending on the im-
portance of the policy and the extent and na-
ture of the divergence.

I would suggest that all independent
counsel be held to the very same stand-
ard for breach of established Depart-
ment of Justice policies.

Clearly, only the most serious
breaches would lead to removal from
office,

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote for this sensible amendment.

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

The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. BROOKS] opposed to
the amendment?

Mr. BROOKS. The Chairman is cor-
rect.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Texas [Mr. BROOKS] is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
this amendment offered by my good
friend and a distinguished member of
the committee, Mr. RAMSTAD, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota. Because the
Attorney General already has the
power to remove any independent
counsel for good cause, this amend-
ment is unnecessary.

But of equally great concern to me is
that this amendment spells out two—
but only two—of the grounds which
might constitute ‘“‘good cause’ under
the statute. Because good cause for re-
moval could be based on any number of
actions, misdeeds, or circumstances,
the statute has wisely left the deter-
mination of what constitutes the
standard of good cause in the hands of
the Attorney General. H.R. 811 contin-
ues to do so.

On a more technical ground, the
amendment on the surface appears to
repeat the scheme that is currently in
the independent counsel statute, but
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by using different words, it could lead
to interpretive confusion.

I very much respect the motivation
behind the gentleman's amendment,
but I urge that we keep the statute's
current treatment of good cause in
place. For this reason, I must urge re-
jection of this amendment.

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

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, in response to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BROOKS],
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, I would just
quote from the Independent Counsel
Reauthorization Act of 1993, the com-
mittee report from 1982, which totally
contradicts what my good friend from
Texas said, and I am quoting now from
the committee report:

This section should not be interpreted to
mean that failure of the special prosecutor
to follow departmental policies would con-
stitute grounds for removal of the special
prosecutor by the Attorney General.

So, this section should not be inter-
preted to mean that failure of the spe-
cial prosecutor to comply with these
two sections should constitute grounds
of removal of the special prosecutor by
the Attorney General.

Such an interpretation would seriously
compromise the special prosecutor's depend-
ence.

Well, Mr. Chairman, obviously the
legislative history spells out that, if
the independent counsel fails to com-
ply with existing policy, that that is
not grounds for removal.

That is right here in the committee
report.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSTAD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, to my
distinguished friend from Minnesota I
say, “This section is included in the
Hyde amendment substitute, and I
would hope that we could resolve it in
that overall context and not in a long,
separate vote in contention here on the