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safe, and maybe they weren’t. There was no
need to take them out to examine them.
Anyone—including Mr. Livingstone, whose
desk was just outside the entrance to the
safe—could have walked in, sat down at the
table and perused the files to his heart’s con-
tent. And the security office was equipped
with a photocopy machine. I knew Mr. Liv-
ingstone as a fierce defender of the Clintons,
especially Mrs. Clinton, who handpicked him
for this sensitive position.

Which of these files were copied, and where
were the copies sent? The time has come for
real explanations, real investigations of the
Clinton White House Counsel’s Office and,
sadly, maybe even of the FBI. In particular,
Mr. Bourke and Mr. Livingstone should ex-
plain their roles. These FBI files could not
have been requested, received and main-
tained without Mr. Livingstone’s full knowl-
edge, consent and direction. Mr. Bourke is
responsible for protecting the FBI files and
for ensuring the FBI’s arm’s-length relation-
ship with this or any administration.

These two men should be brought before
both a federal grand jury and Congress to ac-
count for this highly irregular conduct—con-
duct that has embarrassed the presidency
and the FBI, undermined the public’s trust
in both institutions and potentially violated
federal law. The Clinton administration has
earned it reputation. But the FBI—my FBI—
deserves better. Enough is enough.

Listen to what Gary Aldrich, a
former FBI official, writes: ‘‘Never be-
fore has any administration used back-
ground investigations of another Presi-
dent’s political staff.’’ How does a unit
at FBI headquarters copy and box for
shipment to the White House counsel’s
office more than 340 highly confiden-
tial files when the two FBI supervisors
are both lawyers? Do the White House
and the FBI really expect us to believe
that the wholesale copying of hundreds
of FBI files would not raise an eye-
brow?

Oh, it raises more than an eyebrow,
it raises serious questions. The Amer-
ican people deserve answers. This
House will find those answers.
f

ANSWER TO THE QUESTION: WHAT
IF IT WERE A REPUBLICAN AD-
MINISTRATION?

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

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, I
came to this floor to talk about this
historic vote yesterday when all the ju-
diciary Republicans voted unanimously
against defining marriage as a non-
adulterous, nonmonogamous relation-
ship. I found that shocking.

Mr. Speaker, I really want to talk
about something else now after listen-
ing to this. I want to congratulate the
Republicans for being concerned about
FBI files, and I want to congratulate
this President for apologizing for what
happened, and I want to say to the Re-
publicans I can answer the question
about what would happen if it was a
Republican administration.

In 1972, when I was a candidate for
Congress, our house got broken into
over and over, our car got broken into,
we kept having Jim’s barber, my hus-

band’s barber show up at our house. We
could not figure out what was going on.

Many months after I got elected a
man got picked up for breaking into a
house, and he said, ‘‘You can’t do this
to me because I’ve been hired by the
FBI to break into SCHROEDER’s house.’’

That was the Nixon FBI. Not one Re-
publican came forward and said any-
thing about it, nor did President
Nixon.

So, let us put this in context, please.
Mr. Speaker, yesterday was a sad day for

the institution of marriage. The House Judici-
ary Committee voted down an amendment I
offered that would have defined marriage as a
nonadulterous, monogamous relationship.

For all their talk about family issues, not one
Republican voted for my amendment. The
party of family values failed to stand up for
them when it counted. That’s because in intro-
ducing the Defense of Marriage Act, the Re-
publicans are far less interested in defending
family values than in stirring up division and
fear in the election season.

This bill is the first attempt in history by the
Congress to define marriage. Traditionally, the
power to define and regulate marriages has
been entirely up to the States. What is the
grave threat facing marriage that would
prompt Congress for the first time in 200 years
to sound the emergency alarm? Well, maybe
in the next 3 years, the State of Hawaii, might
recognize same-sex marriages.

But everyone knows that adultery is a far
greater threat to marriage than the speculative
threat of same-sex marriages, which not one
State recognizes today.

Well, if Congress is going to define mar-
riage, then I think it’s important to make it
clear in that definition that we do not condone
adultery. But not one Republican was willing
to make commitment to marriage.

Yesterday’s committee vote showed who
values families and who’s just fooling around.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of May 12, 1995, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BURTON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. SMITH] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. SMITH of Michigan addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.]
f

BURRELL COMMUNICATIONS 25TH
ANNIVERSARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Illinois [Mrs. COLLINS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. COLLINS of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, this evening it is my pleasure to
honor a distinguished citizen and cor-
porate entity from my district, Tom
Burrell and the Burrell Communica-
tions Group who on tomorrow, June 14,
will celebrate 25 years of outstanding
service to African-American consum-
ers.

In this wonderfully diverse Nation it
is essential that the broad span of
American diversity be fully rep-
resented in advertising. It is good busi-
ness because it extends the reach of
corporate marketing efforts, and it is
good social policy because it creates
positive images of African-American
culture, serves as a bridge of informa-
tion and awareness among general au-
diences, and as a source of inspiration
and self-esteem among African-Ameri-
cans.

Twenty-five years ago as a young
copy writer Tom Burrell affirmed that
the best way to communicate with the
black consumer is through the natural
channel of communications, the Afri-
can-American advertising agency. And
thus began Tom’s legacy of developing
culturally relevant and sensitive adver-
tising messages that have over the
years generated business-building,
award-winning marketing communica-
tions programs for some of our Na-
tion’s best-known companies.

Tom Burrell’s creativity work em-
bodies the highest level of professional-
ism. His award winning advertisements
are often imitated by general advertis-
ing agencies. And most importantly he
has never forgotten his community.
Burrell Communications continues to
be a significant training around for
young African-Americans in the adver-
tising industry. Their work and finan-
cial contributions for the betterment
of our community and our nation must
not go unmentioned.

Tom has overcome many, many dif-
ficult obstacles in making these
achievements, and some surely remain.

Mr. Speaker, it has always been one
of my highest legislative priorities to
work to improve conditions for Afri-
can-American, women, seniors, and mi-
norities in every aspect of this society.
I first introduced The Non-Discrimina-
tion in Advertising Act in 1987, and I
introduced H.R. 177, the Diversity in
Media Act in 1995.

I am proud that I have been success-
ful in amending a great deal of legisla-
tion over the past 23 years to make
sure that minorities were included.

I would like to officially thank you
Tom and the Burrell Communications
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Group for the roles you have played in
helping me better understand the bar-
riers confronting the African-American
advertising agencies. They have been
an invaluable resource to me and my
staff as we have worked to shape legis-
lation to ensure that African-Ameri-
cans and African-American advertising
agencies are included in the main-
stream of advertising industry.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to salute the
leadership and service displayed by
Tom Burrell and the Burrell Commu-
nications Group. Tom Burrell’s cour-
age, vision, leadership, and creative
contributions to the advertising indus-
try have been a continuing source of
inspiration and self-esteem for African-
Americans.

I look forward to continuing to work
with him and the African-American ad-
vertising industry as we move forward
into the 21st century. I salute and
thank Tom Burrell and the Burrell
Communications Group for 25 years of
positive images of African-American
culture in American media. I am con-
fident that the next 25 will be even
more fruitful.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BUYER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. BUYER addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

f

FILIPINO WORLD WAR II VETER-
ANS DESERVE HONOR, RESPECT,
AND RECOGNITION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. FILNER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, this
evening we have heard many moving
words about bringing America to-
gether, about justice for all. I want to
speak about bringing justice to another
group of people. Today, Congress, after
waiting for 50 years, has an oppor-
tunity to restore to Filipino World War
II Veterans the respect and honor they
so richly deserve.

Today, Representative BENJAMIN GIL-
MAN, the distinguished chairman of the
House International Relations Com-
mittee, joins me in introducing a reso-
lution in the House of Representatives
to recognize the brave service of these
veterans and their contributions to the
victory of the United States in World
War II.

Joining us as original cosponsors are
a representative number of Members
from both sides of the aisle, including
Representative BOB STUMP, the chair-
man of the House Veterans’ Affairs
Committee, and Representative G.V.
(SONNY) MONTGOMERY, the ranking
Democratic member of the Veterans’
Affairs Committee, who support rec-
ognition for the Filipino World War II
Veterans. Senators INOUYE and AKAKA
are also introducing this concurrent

resolution in the Senate. Many more
Representatives have also joined us as
cosponsors of H.R. 1136, the Filipino
Veterans Equity Act.

It is truly hard to believe that soon
after World War II ended—the war in
which Filipino soldiers died defending
the American flag in the epic battles of
Bataan and Corregidor and through
four long years of enemy occupation—
the 79th Congress in 1946 voted to re-
scind the benefits and recognition that
were promised to these soldiers.

It is even harder to believe that Fili-
pino World War II veterans have been
kept waiting for over 50 years for the
recognition they deserve. Many have
already died, and in 15 years, there will
no longer be any of these veterans
alive.

The bullets in World War II did not
ask if their target was an American or
Filipino soldier. Both Filipino soldiers
from the United States mainland
fought side-by-side against a common
enemy. We must act now to redress the
wrongs these Filipino veterans have
suffered.

This concurrent resolution will fi-
nally recognize the contribution of the
brave Filipino World War II veterans. I
urge my colleagues to join with Rep-
resentative GILMAN and me to correct
this injustice.
f

b 2245
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-

LINS of Georgia). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. MICA] is recognized for 5
minutes.

[Mr. MICA addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks].
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HILLIARD] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. HILLIARD addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks].
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. MCINTOSH] is
recognized for a 5 minutes.

[Mr. MCINTOSH addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York [Mr. KELLY] is
recognized for a 5 minutes.

[Mr. KELLY addressed the House. Her
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. WAMP] is
recognized for a 5 minutes.

[Mr. WAMP addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

TIME TO TAKE BACK THE
AMERICAN DREAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas, Mr. SAM JOHNSON,
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, is your tax bill too high? Do
you worry about paying your bills.
Hardly a day goes by without a call or
letter from a constituent or a friend
telling me how they struggle from day
to day to make ends meet and how
they worry about their future and their
children’s future.

It is wrong, simply wrong, that so
many families are working harder and
longer, but continue to have less and
less to show for it.

I have to wonder why more people
are working two jobs and why more
families are forced to have both par-
ents work, yet everyone has less money
in their pockets.

I have the answer—it’s the Washing-
ton tax trap. The longer and harder
you work, the more taxes you pay. The
more taxes you owe. The bottom line is
that Washington ends up with more,
and you end up with less.

Think about what the tax trap has
done to society, to families, and to
working parents. When I was a child,
the largest investment most families
made was in their home. Guess what,
now it’s paying their tax bill.

In 1950, taxes took just a fraction of
our income. Today, almost half of what
you earn goes to the Government. Half.
That is more than a person spends on
food, clothing, and shelter combined.

The tax trap is punishing working
parents who are trying to balance ca-
reer and family, and the children who
are in daycare because both parents
have to work are feeling the pain of
high taxes.

In the America that I grew up in, if
you worked hard and played by the
rules, you still had enough money left
over from your paycheck to put some-
thing away for the future, and enough
for those little extras that made life
special. That was the American dream.

The American dream was also about
making a better life for the next gen-
eration—so that children would have
more opportunities, more choices, and
be better off than their parents.

But now, for the first time in our his-
tory, an entire generation of Ameri-
cans is losing hope and confidence in
the future.

And all blame for this uncertain fu-
ture lies right here in Washington. For
decades, Washington, DC has told
America that everything is OK—don’t
worry, Washington can solve all of
your problems.

But at the same time Washington has
been spending our children’s inherit-
ance and creating a national debt that
now undermines our future.

For too long, Washington has in-
creased the debt by spending more than
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