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Agni intermediate-range missile, which
have caused diplomatic problems with
the U.S., have to be seen in the context
of China. India shares a long border
with China, the two countries have
fought a border war started by China,
and India is directly threatened by Chi-
na’s provision of weapons technology
to Pakistan.

The bottom line, Madam Speaker, is
that India is not China. India is a de-
mocracy with multiple political par-
ties. So we need to be careful before we
go on a witch hunt against countries,
particularly India, which do not pose
the same type of security risk posed by
China.

The legislation introduced in the
Senate is too open-ended, in my mind,
allowing the Department of Energy
overly broad discretion. At a time
when there is an emerging bipartisan
consensus that we should lift the sanc-
tions that have been imposed on India,
this legislation could end up imposing
another punitive sanction that will fur-
ther set back our relations, to the det-
riment, in my opinion, of both coun-
tries.

The question, should we protect our
sensitive nuclear secrets from poten-
tially hostile countries, like China,
that have already been shown to have
stolen those secrets, | think the answer
is absolutely yes, Madam Speaker. But
let us not cut off cooperation and sci-
entific exchanges with countries, like
India, that have not been stealing our
secrets and which could be partners for
a more stable and secure world.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEMINT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BLUMENAUER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Montana (Mr. HiLL) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HILL of Montana addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SANCHEZ)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. SANCHEZ addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. SCHAFFER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. SCHAFFER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Hawaii (Mrs. MINK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. MINK of Hawaii addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BRADY of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

O 1945
KOSOVO WAR IS ILLEGAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
NORTHUP). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. PAuUL) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, it is
time to stop the bombing. NATO’s war
against Serbia left the Congress and
the American people in a quandary,
and no wonder. The official excuse for
NATO’s bombing war is that Milosevic
would not sign a treaty drawn up by
NATO, which would have taken Kosovo
away from the Serbs after the KLA de-
manded independence from Serbia.

This war is immoral because Serbia
did not commit aggression against us.
We were not attacked and there has
been no threat to our national secu-
rity. This war is illegal. It s
undeclared. There has been no congres-
sional authorization and no money has
been appropriated for it. The war is
pursued by the U.S. under NATO’s
terms, yet it is illegal even according
to NATO’s treaty as well as the U.N.
charter. The internationalists do not
even follow their own laws and do not
care about the U.S. Constitution.

The humanitarian excuse for the war
is suspect. Economic interests are in-
volved, as they so often are in most
armed conflicts. NATO’s vaguely stat-
ed goals have not been achieved. For
the most part, the opposite has. Let me
give my colleagues a few examples.

Number one. Milosevic is now more
powerful than ever; the Serb’s more
unified.

Number two. Russia is now alienated
from the west. Their hold on a nuclear
arsenal is ignored. Along with Russia’s
economic desperation and political in-
stability, NATO is pushing Russia into
a new alliance against the west.
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Number three. Innocent Serbs and
Albanian citizens are routinely being
Killed by our bombs.

Number four. Civilian targets are de-
liberately hit, including water, power
and sewer plants, fuel storage and TV
stations.

Number five. An economic embargo
is now being instituted to starve chil-
dren and prevent medications from
reaching the sick, just as we have been
doing for a decade against Iraq.

Number six. This war institutional-
izes foreign control over our troops.
Tony Blair now tells Bill Clinton how
to fight a NATO war, while the U.S.
taxpayers pay for it.

Number seven. Greater instability in
the region has resulted.

Number eight. We are once again sup-
porting Osama bin Laden and his
friends in the KLA.

Number nine. We have bombed Bul-
garia. By mistake, of course. Sorry.

Number ten. Our weapons are being
depleted, our troops spread too thin,
resulting in further undermining of our
national defense.

Number eleven. Billions of dollars
are thrown down a rat hole and Con-
gress is about to vote for more.

Number twelve. The massive refugee
problem, which is essentially a result
of NATO’s bombing, continues.

Up until now, general defense funds
have been spent to wage this war with-
out permission. The President wants to
catch up and is asking for $6 billion,
but Congress, in its infinite wisdom,
wants to give him $13 billion for a war
Congress rejects. Once we directly fund
the war we will be partners in this mis-
adventure. The votes last week were
symbolic. They had no effect of law,
but appropriations do.

Saying the new appropriations will
be used to beef up a neglected defense
does not make it so. Defense funds are
fungible. The President has proven this
by waging a war for a month without
any authorization or appropriation.
Congress will no more control the next
$13 billion than the money the Presi-
dent has already spent on the war.

Appropriating funds to fight a war,
even without a declaration, provides a
much more powerful legal and political
endorsement of the war than the public
statements made against it by non-
binding resolutions passed by the
House last week. Declaring war and
funding war are two powerful tools of
the Congress to restrain a president
from waging an unwise and illegal war.
If the President pursues an undeclared
war and we fund it, we become part-
ners, no matter what justification is
given for the spending.

Only chaos can come from ignoring
the strict prohibition by the Constitu-
tion of a president unilaterally waging
war. If a president ignores the absence
of a declaration, and we are serious,
the only option left to Congress is the
power of the purse, which is clearly the
responsibility of the Congress. We
should not fund this illegal and im-
moral NATO war.
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