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consideration of the bill H.R. 2126 in
the Committee of the Whole pursuant
to House Resolution 205 shall also be
governed by the following order:

Before consideration of any other
amendment it shall be in order to con-
sider the following amendments—iden-
tified by their designation in the CoN-
GRESSIONAL RECORD pursuant to clause
6 of rule XXlll—each of which may be
considered only in the order specified,
may be offered only by the Member—or
one of the Members—specified, may
amend portions of the bill not yet read
for amendment, may amend portions of
the bill previously amended, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable
as specified, shall not be subject to
amendment except as specified, shall
not be subject to a demand for division
of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole, and shall not
otherwise be in order during further
consideration of the bill for amend-
ment: One of the amendments num-
bered 10, 11, 18, 34, or 56, by Representa-
tive KAsICH or Representative OBEY, to
be debatable for 60 minutes, with 10
minutes controlled by Representative
KaAsicH, 10 minutes controlled by Rep-
resentative DELLUMS, 10 minutes con-
trolled by Representative OBEY, 15
minutes controlled by Representative
Dicks, and 15 minutes controlled by
Representative YOUNG of Florida; one
or more of the amendments numbered
37, 58, 59, or 61, by Representative
OBEY, to be debatable in the aggregate
for not more than 20 minutes equally
divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent; and one of the
amendments numbered 3 or 15, by Rep-
resentative DORNAN, together with the
amendment numbered 48 as a sub-
stitute therefor, by Representative
DELAURO, to be jointly debatable for 30
minutes equally divided and controlled
by Representatives DORNAN and
DELAURO.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HoBSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1996

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 205 and rule
XXI11, 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. 2126.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the fur-
ther consideration of the bill (H.R.
2126) making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1996, and for
other purposes, with Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit-
tee of the Whole rose on Monday, July
31, 1995, the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from Oregon [Ms. FURSE]
had been disposed of and title 11l was
open for amendment at any point.

Pursuant to the order of the House of
today, further consideration of the bill
for amendment in Committee of the
Whole may not exceed 5 hours, exclu-
sive of time consumed by recorded
votes and proceedings incidental there-
to.

Before consideration of any other
amendment it shall be in order to con-
sider the following amendments—iden-
tified by their designation in the CoN-
GRESSIONAL RECORD pursuant to clause
6 of rule XXlIll—each of which may be
considered only in the order specified,
may be offered only by the Member—or
one of the Members—specified, may
amend portions of the bill not yet read
for amendment, may amend portions of
the bill previously amended, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable
as specified, shall not be subject to
amendment except as specified, shall
not be subject to a demand for division
of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole, and shall not
otherwise be in order during further
consideration of the bill for amend-
ment: One of the amendments num-
bered 10, 11, 18, 34, or 56, by Representa-
tive KAsICH or Representative OBEY, to
be debatable for 60 minutes, with 10
minutes controlled by Representative
KAsIcH, 10 minutes controlled by Rep-
resentative DELLUMS, 10 minutes con-
trolled by Representative OBEY, 15
minutes controlled by Representative
Dicks, and 15 minutes controlled by
Representative YOuNG of Florida; one
or more of the amendments numbered
37, 58, 59, or 61, by Representative
OBEY, to be debatable in the aggregate
for not more than 20 minutes equally
divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent; and one of the
amendments numbered 3 or 15, by Rep-
resentative DORNAN, together with the
amendment numbered 48 as a sub-
stitute therefor, by Representative
DELAURO, to be jointly debatable for 30
minutes equally divided and controlled
by the Representatives DORNAN and
DELAURO.

Are there any amendments to title
1i?

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KASICH

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Chairman, | offer
an amendment.

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

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment offered by Mr. KAsSICH: Page
23, line 17, strike *‘$7,162,603,000"" and insert
**$6,669,603,000”".

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
unanimous-consent agreement pre-
viously agreed to, the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. KasicH] will be recognized
for 10 minutes, the gentleman from
California [Mr. DELLUMS] will be recog-
nized for 10 minutes, the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. OBeY] will be rec-
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ognized for 10 minutes, the gentleman
from Washington [Mr. Dicks] will be
recognized for 15 minutes, and the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. YouNG] will
be recognized for 15 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. KAsIcH].

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Chairman, | yield
myself 4 minutes.

Well, we have been through this so
many times now, it is kind of hard to
bring additional facts to the table, but
it seems as though every day we turn
around in regard to the B-2 bomber
there is another interesting develop-
ment.

In this morning’s Wall Street Jour-
nal, the head of the Air Force procure-
ment program, the Air Force general in
charge of the procurement programs
for the Air Force, so Members of Con-
gress, if you are concerned about the
C-17, if you are concerned about any of
the acquisition programs of the Air
Force, General Muellner, said despite
the wishes of many in Congress, quote,
the Air Force cannot afford to buy
more than 20 B-2 stealth bombers. The
bottom line is the budget will not sup-
port it, he said. | really believe that.

I mean when we have no one in the
Pentagon that wants this airplane,
when we have the General Accounting
Office talking about the performance
problems and performance issues asso-
ciated with the aircraft, when the cost
of the airplane is not affordable, and 1
ask Members how they can go home
and defend the billion dollar airplane
while at the same time we are trying
to squeeze savings out of this Federal
budget, and at a time when the mission
of this airplane, which was to invade
the Soviet Union in the middle of the
nuclear war is over, how the heck can
we go forward and tell the Pentagon to
buy more?

I will say to my Republican col-
leagues one of the criticisms that
many | have encountered over the
break is how is it that we want to
squeeze down funding for certain pro-
grams but yet we want the Pentagon to
spend $7 billion more than what they
have asked for. Now, some people say
that generals do not tell the truth any
more, that they are all political. Well,
it is interesting, in the last administra-
tion the generals’ words were good.
Now the generals are all political.

Mr. Chairman, | would submit to
Members that as one who has ques-
tioned aggressively the brass in the
Pentagon and the civilians in the Pen-
tagon, | have never yet seen the Penta-
gon come to Capitol Hill and ask for
less spending. It blows my mind that
the Pentagon could come and ask for
less spending and we keep telling them
we know better.

When the general in charge of acqui-
sition for all the major weapon systems
for the Air Force says we do not want
the plane, we cannot afford the plane,
folks, it is time to come to the floor
and make a big chop out of the stack of
wood labeled corporate welfare and
adopt this amendment and abide by the
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agreement we made several years ago
to limit this plane at 20.

The issue that if you have the B-2
you will not need these other planes to
carry out the mission is an argument
that is also beyond my understanding
for this reason. No one is suggesting we
retire the F-15’s or the F-16’s. No one is
suggesting that that whole list of air-
craft that are supposed to be used will
not be used or be retired. In fact, there
are additional costs associated with
the B-2, including the cost of forward
funding, protecting the planes, addi-
tional tankers.

Mr. Chairman, the simple fact of the
matter is, in a nutshell, and it is kind
of hard to lay much more out there, if
the guys in the Pentagon, if the guys in
the field who are running the military
of the United States do not want this
plane, if the Pentagon does not want it,
if the mission has evaporated, if we are
in tough budget times, now is the time
to live up to the deal and limit the ac-
quisition to 20. Support the Kasich-Del-
lums-Obey amendment.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman,
myself 1 minute.

I want to speak against the amend-
ment. On January 4, 1995, seven former
Secretaries of Defense, Mel Laird, Jim
Schlesinger, Donald Rumsfeld, Harold
Brown, Caspar Weinberger, Frank Car-
lucci, and Dick Cheney wrote the
President of the United States a letter
and said in their experience that stop-
ping the B-2 at 20 was a serious mis-
take in judgment.

I think those seven former Secretar-
ies of Defense, six of which were Repub-
licans, and Harold Brown, who was the
man who started this program, should
be given serious consideration by this
Congress. This line is open now. If we
could procure the planes now, we can
save the taxpayers a considerable
amount of money.

Mr. Chairman, this is the most im-
portant defense issue that we are going
to consider in this decade. The F-117
stealth attack aircraft worked effec-
tively in the gulf. It showed that we
could operate autonomously without
support aircraft. The B-2 is a bigger
and better version of that aircraft.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, | yield my-
self 3 minutes and 30 seconds.

Members, | find this whole debate ab-
solutely mind boggling. For the last
month, the Congress has passed appro-
priation bill after appropriation bill
and we have cut education, we have cut
student loans, we have cut low-income
heating assistance programs for pov-
erty-ridden senior citizens, we have cut
science budgets, we have cut virally ev-
erything you can think of on the do-
mestic side of the ledger, and yet some
of the same people who enthusiasti-
cally embraced those cuts are now say-
ing, oh, but we have to have more
spending on this turkey of a B-2 bomb-
er.

We are now being asked to spend
money to buy more B-2’s than the Pen-
tagon itself is asking for, more than
the President is asking for, and we are

I yield
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told that because some former Sec-
retaries of Defense would like us to buy
some of these toys, that we ought to do
it. I would suggest the right people to
ask are not former Secretaries of De-
fense but the former Directors of the
Office of Management and Budget, be-
cause | will bet you, if you ask any of
them, they will tell you that we simply
cannot afford this plane, either mili-
tarily or fiscally.

Now, we can get into all of the dis-
cussions we want about whether or not
this money would be better spent on
the domestic side of the ledger than
the defense side of the ledger. Let us
say it is not going to be. | would sub-
mit that we still have to face the fact,
and this Congress must face the fact,
that we cannot afford to buy the items
that we are already promising to buy
in the Pentagon budget. We cannot af-
ford to buy the items that we are list-
ing in the Pentagon budget unless we
eliminate the additional purchases of
the B-2 plus one other major weapon
system at least.

Mr. Chairman, while in the near
years, the congressional Republican
budget would be higher than the Presi-
dent’s budget on defense, after 7 years
this budget is lower than the Presi-
dent’s budget, and we simply do not
have the room in the defense budget to
buy every little item we would like to
buy.
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I just want to put this in context for
those who think we can afford this. We
have some tough choices we have to
make. The cost of one of these bombers
would pay for the cost of tuition for
every single student at the University
of Wisconsin for the next 11 years. That
is all. The cost of these bombers, which
is highly disputable to begin with, be-
cause we have three different estimates
of what they are likely to cost, but no
matter how we slice it, we cannot af-
ford the cost when measured against
domestic priorities, we cannot afford
the cost when measured against other
military priorities, and we ought to
pass this amendment and turn down
this ridiculous spending today.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, | yield 2 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from California
[Mr. LEwis], a member of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, | thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me this time.

Mr. Chairman, | first want to express
my deep appreciation to my colleagues
who have worked so hard on this mat-
ter, a very critical issue to America’s
future ability to not just defend itself,
but to represent freedom and peace in
the free world. | especially want to
stress my appreciation to my col-
league, the gentleman from California
[Buck McKEON] who has taken the lead
on this work from our perspective, and
has done a fantastic job of finding out
where the votes really are.

The issue before us will close the B-
2 line forever, Mr. Chairman. That is
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the heart of my concern. | strongly op-
pose this effort. The advent of stealth
has revolutionized the way we think
about air warfare, an important facet
of our Nation’s defense. The B-2 is far
and away the most advanced weapon
system this world has ever seen. The
value of this new stealth capability
was evident in the gulf war with the F-
117. The F-117 production line is al-
ready closed. The B-2 bomber takes
this technology one major step further.

The B-2 can fly six times farther
than the F-117, carry eight times more
precision payload, and destroys targets
with greater accuracy than any other
aircraft that the world has ever seen.
For example, a force with 30 B-2’s load-
ed with modern weapons could have en-
gaged as many targets on the first day
of the Persian Gulf war as the 1,263 air-
craft that were used. This is an amaz-
ing fact. The B-2 will save lives as well
as money. It will conserve resources in
the long run and will create a capabil-
ity that the U.S. military forces alone
will have, and that we desperately will
need.

This body has always followed the philoso-
phy that U.S. soldiers, sailors, and airmen
must be sent in harm’s way fully prepared and
equipped for victory. Now is not the time to re-
verse that philosophy. The citizens of our Na-
tion will not stand for more Scott O’'Gradys.

As we continue to close bases around the
world, we need the power projection which the
B-2 gives us. The B-2 can be almost any-
where in the world in 12 hours.

Several opponents have cited a severely
flawed GAO study, stating that the B—2 can't
operate in a rainstorm or is not as stealthy as
reported. | was pleased to see Secretary
Kaminski strongly refute each point in that
study. We heard that the draft was not even
reviewed by the GAQ’s chief scientist before it
was leaked to the press.

Secretary Kaminski stated in his rebuttal:

The radar is performing in rain as expected
during this stage of its development. There
is no indication that the radar’s performance
while flying through rain will not fully meet
requirements.

Testing to date has not identified any
areas that will prevent the B-2 from meeting
its operational stealth requirements.

The detectability and survivability testing
completed to date has been entirely success-
ful in confirming expected B-2 performance.

Even General Horner who was in charge of
air operations during the Persian Gulf war
states that the “delivered B-2 aircraft have
demonstrated, without qualification, that the
B-2 is a superb weapon system—performing
even better than expected.”

As a member of the Intelligence Committee
and the Appropriations Subcommittee that
handles Defense, | could never in good con-
science vote to close the only bomber produc-
tion line in this country, especially one as ad-
vanced as the B-2.

Proponents of this amendment state that we
can't afford to keep the only bomber produc-
tion line in this Nation open. Let me assure
you, for our sons and daughters, our grand-
children and great-grandchildren, for pilots like
Scott O'Grady, we can't afford not to. Vote
“no” on the Obey-Dellums-Kasich amend-
ment.
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Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from lowa
[Mr. GANSKE].

Mr. GANSKE. Mr. Chairman, let us
look at the cold hard facts.

The budget resolution conference re-
port contains significantly less money
for defense than the House Defense au-
thorization bill that was passed earlier.
The House appropriations ceiling for
defense has since been adjusted accord-
ingly. The result is that the B-2 is now
even less affordable.

Simply put, the enormous outyear
“tail” of the B-2 was not budgeted to
begin with, and now there is even less
money than was believed available at
the time of the B-2 authorization vote.
The fiscal arguments against the B-2
are now stronger than ever.

The results of the heavy bomber in-
dustrial capabilities study have been
released. It contradicts assertions that
new B-2’s are needed to keep a bomber
industrial base alive. The study states
that, first, there is no distinct bomber
industry and that bomber production
efficiently shifts between prime con-
tractors over the years, and second, a
restart of the production line, if nec-
essary, would not be costly nor present
any technical difficulty.

Finally, the General Accounting Of-
fice has completed a report on the cur-
rent status of the B-2 cost, develop-
ment, and production efforts which is
highly critical of the program.

The report states the aircraft has not
passed most of its basic tests, is not as
‘“‘stealthy’” as advertised, and its new,
next-generation terrain following/ter-
rain avoidance radar cannot distin-
guish the difference between a rain
cloud and a mountain. Furthermore,
the GAO warns of persistent technical
and production problems that will di-
rectly translate into cost growth. In-
deed, B-2 proponents found it necessary
to write into the Defense authorization
bill a repeal of the cost cap—a cap of
$44.4 billion on the original 20 aircraft.

The case against additional procure-
ment is clear. Support sound fiscal pol-
icy. Support sound defense spending.
Support the Kasich amendment.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, | yield 3
minutes to my classmate and good
friend, the distinguished gentleman
from Missouri, Mr. IKE SKELTON, one of
the truly outstanding defense experts
in the House of Representatives.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, |
speak today to keep this House of Rep-
resentatives from making a mistake.
This House made a mistake in the past.
In 1939 it sent a message when it failed
to spend those dollars necessary to up-
grade the harbor at Guam, telling the
Japanese Empire that we would not de-
fend the Pacific.

If we turn down additional B-2’s and
adopt this amendment, we will be send-
ing a message that deterrence does not
count. We will be sending a message
that we will not take the best advan-
tage of our technological superiority
and put it into the defense of our won-
derful Nation.
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Mr. Chairman, | oppose this amend-
ment. Today’s debate will shape the fu-
ture not only of our United States Air
Force, but of our national defense. It is
a debate affecting American air doc-
trine and a debate about our ability to
meet the basic requirements of our na-
tional military strategy. Additional B-
2’s are important for modernizing our
aging fleet, and it is aging; maintain-
ing our technological edge, for which
America has always been in the fore-
front; and maintaining within the Air
Force an ability to project force
against an enemy from a great dis-
tance.

Our Nation’s strategic position is
unique. The national military strategy
requires our Armed Forces to prepare
for nearly two simultaneous major re-
gional contingencies, and we should
keep in mind that we came within a
gnat’s eyelash, a gnat’s eyelash, of con-
flict three times last year: in Haiti, in
North Korea, and again with Saddam
Hussein.

Mr. Chairman, an effective long
range bomber force is essential to meet
the requirements of our strategy. We
must continue this line. Over the past
70 years, air power has lifted from our
soldiers and sailors the burden of main-
taining peace, alone; this is an addi-
tional weapons system of deterrence.

The gulf war ushered in a new chap-
ter of air power. As the deep strike
mission complemented our air forces at
sea and on the ground, a new level of
performance was reached. In the first
48 hours of Desert Storm, American air
power crippled Iraqi air defense,
wrecked major command centers, de-
stroyed military communications, pre-
vented Saddam Hussein from broad-
casting by radio or television. This was
done by the stealth technology. What
this B-2 does is add stealth technology
to long-range capability. It is a nec-
essary step for our country.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair notes
that the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
YOUNG], as manager of the bill, has the
right to close on this amendment.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, | yield my-
self 3 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, | note the applause for
the last speaker, and | certainly share
the House’s affection for him, but let
us stop the hyperbole and look at the
realities. We are told by the last speak-
er that if we do not fund the B-2 that
we are not interested in deterrence.
What a line of baloney. What a line of
baloney.

This chart demonstrates what has
happened to Russian military budgets,
in red, since 1989 versus what has hap-
pened to the United States defense
budget. As we can see in the blue, the
United States budget has dropped in
minor ways. The former Soviet Union
budget has dropped precipitously. The
Russian military budget has been cut
by some 70 percent. As we can see, the
U.S. military budget cuts are markedly
less than that. So much for the idea
that we are not engaging in deterrence.

People will say, “Well, but you have
some of those rogue states out there.
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We have to be prepared to deal with
them.” OK. Let us take a look at the
potential enemies list. If we take a
look at what the United States spends
as a portion of the world’s military
budget, and then if we take a look at
what all of the rogue states spend—
down here on the chart—excluding for
the moment China and Russia, we have
the lion’s share of military expendi-
tures in comparison to that tiny little
sliver for the rogue states, and if we
add into it every dime being spent by
China or by Russia, it demonstrates
that the United States still has over-
whelming superiority, not just in mili-
tary quality but in military budgets.

These two charts would show the
United States dominance in terms of
military spending and would show a
clear and substantial excess of United
States defense spending over Russian
spending. To argue that that dem-
onstrates that we are not providing
military deterrence is patently laugh-
able. If we want to argue the specifics
of the B-2, go ahead, but do not for 1
minute suggest that the United States
security is threatened by not buying
that flying turkey. The only thing that
is threatened are the corporate budgets
of the people who build that plane.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, | yield 2 minutes to the distin-

guished gentleman from Texas, Mr.
SAM JOHNSON.
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.

Chairman, it is not a question of really
dollars; it is do we want to defend this
country or do we not? The question is,
do we want an aircraft that is capable,
or do we not? The B-52, which they say
can be extended way out there, cannot
be. That airplane helped get me out of
Vietnam when | came within 2,500 feet
of us, scared the Vietnamese to death,
and ended the war. However, they are
old.

I got a chance to fly one at Seymour
Johnson in Goldsboro, NC, when | came
back from the very outfit that had
bombed Hanoi, and I will tell the Mem-
bers, when | flew that airplane it
scared me to death, because | looked at
it and the skin is all wrinkled, the air-
plane is old. They are hard to main-
tain. You did not know if they are hard
to maintain. You did not know if they
were going to fly. Just recently, this
picture illustrates what happened to
one of our B-52’s. Members may have
read about it in the paper. Two of the
engines fell off of the thing. That is
how old they are. Not only that, but
they damaged the wing, which we can
see there on the left, and damaged one
of the other engines. They could not
even jettison their fuel, which newer
aircraft can. They could not land im-
mediately. They had to fly around
until they got some of their fuel out in
a bad airplane.

You are asking us to extend the life
of this aircraft 30 more years. That is
absolutely ludicrous, asking our mili-
tary to fly in a piece of junk, and that
is about what the B-52’s are today. For
30 more years, risking the lives of our
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men, our servicemen, is against the
will of the Nation, | believe.

It is time to buy new aircraft and it
is time to keep the B-2 line open. It is
a superb airplane. It can do the job. It
has been proven that it gives our mili-
tary and added capability that is im-
measurable, and it is a program we
cannot do without.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, | yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Texas [Mr. FRosT], one of our
leaders.

(Mr. FROST asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FROST. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
opposition to the amendment being of-
fered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
KaAsicH].

The B-2 is an essential component of
our overall national defense capability.
We live in an increasingly dangerous
world, and a significant bomber capa-
bility is needed to ensure military pre-
paredness and to protect our national
interests.

The events of the last few years since
the wall came down in Berlin and the
Soviet empire began crumbling have
vividly demonstrated that the world
continues to be one where hazards
abound. The Persian Gulf war certainly
emphasized the point that the U.S. can
never let down her guard, and that
threats to our security interests may
pop up at any time throughout the
world.

The B-2 is an incredibly powerful and
effective aircraft. Just one B-2 plane is
needed to carry out a military mission
that would normally require an entire
squadron of planes. Thus, for a given
military operation, only 2 pilots’ lives
will be put at risk when the B-2 bomb-
er is used.

It’s imperative that we maintain all
aspects of our military readiness in
order to respond to threats. And main-
taining readiness requires that we con-
tinue to modernize our bomber fleet
with the best, most up-to-date equip-
ment we can. The B-2 is a quality air-
craft that provides stealthiness, long-
range flying capability, and the ability
to deliver large payments, on target.

Mr. Chairman, the B-2 provides our
Nation with important security. | urge
my colleagues to reject the Kasich
amendment, and support the B-2 bomb-
er.

0O 1145

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, | yield 1%
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California [Mr. FAzI0], the
chairman of the Democratic Caucus in
the House of Representatives and one
of the most knowledgeable Members on
defense matters in this House.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Chair-
man, despite the comments of my col-
league from New York, let me proceed
briefly in opposition to the Dellums-
Kasich amendment.

I rise in opposition to the Dellums-
Kasich amendment to the Defense ap-
propriations bill, and | urge my col-
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leagues to support continued long-lead
funding for the B-2 stealth bomber.

We live in uncertain times. Although
we cannot predict the course of inter-
national events, we can ensure that we
have, at our disposal, the resources to
protect our vital, national security in-
terests.

Recent events in Bosnia provide just
one example of our continued need to
maintain a flexible, advanced fighting
force.

The B-2 stealth bomber is an integral
component of the fighting force of the
future. It is the tactical component of
our commitment to military readiness.

But it is more than that.

With the aid of a revolutionary de-
sign, the B-2 is ready to strike for free-
dom at a moment’s notice, across vast
distances, with deadly accuracy.

As we bring our troops home from
forward bases overseas, we are com-
pelled to consider our ability to initi-
ate military operations from American
soil. The B-2’s long-range capabilities
make this necessity a reality.

While evading the world’s most ad-
vanced air defense systems, the B-2 can
hit its targets with precision, and re-
turn safely home.

Most importantly, our mission can be
accomplished without placing the lives
of tens of thousands of U.S. soldiers in
jeopardy.

The B-2 allows us to react quickly,
and with resolve, to regional or multi-
regional conflicts around the globe.

From a technical standpoint, the B-2
represents an unparalleled achieve-
ment.

In the past, we augmented our fight-
ing forces with a entire battalion of es-
corts, radar jammers, and suppressors.

“The B-2,”” according to former Air
Force Chief of Staff Gen. Merrill A.
McPeak, ‘‘offers a much more satisfy-
ing and elegant solution: avoid detec-
tion, and tip the scales back in favor of
flexibility and offensive punch.”

In light of our renewed commitment
to fiscal responsibility and deficit re-
duction, some have questioned our
ability to continue investing in this
program. We are right to reassess our
priorities, and subject the defense
budget to the same careful scrutiny we
bring to other segments of the Federal
budget.

But, for the sake of short-term fiscal
expediency, we should not sacrifice our
long-term national security interests.
The B-2 program is the capstone of a
$45 billion investment.

If we back down now, we will under-
cut this Nation’s advanced technology
base and risk tying our hands in the
event of future conflict.

I would also like to point out that
the B-2 represents a way for us to le-
verage our resources. Just one B-2 can
pack the same punch as a much larger
conventional force—some estimates
suggest a force as large as 75 aircraft.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, | realize that
while Republicans continue to make
devastating cuts in education and
other important programs, it is dif-
ficult to support more B-2’s.
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But | caution my colleagues to re-
member that if the B-2 is defeated,
that will only mean more wasted
money on Star Wars and larger unwar-
ranted defense budgets in the future.

So, | would ask my colleagues to sup-
port the B-2 and defeat the Dellums-
Kasich amendment.

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

Mr. FAZIO of California. | yield to
the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, there
have been two major studies, one by
Rand and one by Jasper Welch. | even
asked Colin Powell, “What did you rec-
ommend to Dick Cheney?” He an-
swered 50. The numbers in the two
studies are somewhere between 40 and
60 B-2’s are what are required to give
our Nation a deterrent force for the
next 30 years.

The idea that we are going to rely on
planes that are today on the average 35
years old | think is a serious mistake
in judgment. Stealth is a revolutionary
technology. When combined with preci-
sion-guided munitions and its range, it
gives us a whole new kind of capabil-
ity.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, | yield 2 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from California
[Mr. MCcKEON].

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, | appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding me the
time.

Mr. Chairman, today we will hear a
lot of facts and figures from proponents
and opponents of the B-2 program.
However, | believe that we should look
back in history when we consider
whether to continue production of the
B-2.

Let me first go back 3 months ago
when Capt. Scott O’Grady was shot
down in a mission over Bosnia. As we
remember, our whole Nation was fo-
cused on the fate of this young pilot,
and we did not even know his name or
anything else about him at the time.

The fact today is that the American
people are unwilling to accept large
war casualties, and | support them in
that. In order to minimize American
casualties, we need to ensure that our
military forces are equipped with the
means necessary to defend U.S. inter-
ests in an environment where many na-
tions possess deadly offensive weapons.

Let me go back a little further in his-
tory. Every time, as the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. SKELTON] pointed
out, that we have redirected defense
spending to nondefense programs, we
have had to eventually build up our
military forces. | realize this money
for the B-2 can be used on a number of
other programs but can proponents of
those other programs guarantee to me,
to this body and to the American peo-
ple that the United States will not
need a bombe