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‘‘We are forced to build too many

prisons instead of libraries and labora-
tories because absent fathers have de-
faulted on their fundamental respon-
sibility to their sons. At the same
time, we have witnessed an explosion
in the number of single women on wel-
fare because women without education,
marketable skills, or self-esteem can
earn little money and less respect.’’

Nothing will have a more profound
impact on the future of this Nation
than successfully reversing the irre-
sponsible behavior that sentence chil-
dren to lives of wasted opportunity and
despair. The best answer for curbing
the social pathology of fatherless
America is abstinence, contraception,
and mentors. This will have a far
greater impact on the number of abor-
tions performed in America than any
party platform can ever hope to have.’’

Mr. Speaker, Governor Pete Wilson
has received more votes than any other
political figure in the country on the
Republican side, with the exception of
our retired Presidents. Governor Wil-
son is pro-choice. Mr. Speaker, so am I.
To be pro-choice is not to be pro-abor-
tion. To be pro-choice is to recognize
the individual and the responsibility of
the individual.

I think Governor Wilson says, in
words that should echo to every dele-
gate to our convention, that it is indi-
vidual responsibility that is the hall-
mark of our party, individual respon-
sibility which is the solution to the
problem of unwanted pregnancies,
unloved and uncared for children in our
country.

Mr. Speaker, I urge our colleagues at
the convention to heed with care the
words of the Governor of California,
Pete Wilson.
f

THE PRESIDENT BEARS FINAN-
CIAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR
LEGAL BILLS OF FIRED TRAVEL
OFFICE EMPLOYEES

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

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I am con-
cerned about a statement President
Clinton made yesterday that he would
not support legislation which would re-
imburse Billy Dale and the other White
House travel office employees’ legal
bills. His statement is contrary to
other White House statements, and I
urge him to reconsider this position.

Without rehashing the developing
Travelgate saga, Members will recall
that Billy Dale and six other White
House travel employees, all career em-
ployees, one a constituent of mine,
were fired so that the President’s cous-
in could take over the operation. Those
career Federal employees had their
good names and their reputations de-
stroyed. One of those employees was
charged and the other six were not
charged. One was forced to fight the
full investigative and prosecuting
power of the Federal Government, and

was finally acquitted of any wrong-
doing by a jury of his peers.

Billy Dale and his colleagues racked
up hundreds of thousands of dollars of
legal fees. According to news stories,
the President snapped at a reporter
who asked a question about the legal
fees, because the President is con-
cerned about his own staff’s mounting
legal bills. Unlike those others who
hold high political offices, however, the
fired travel office employees are not
able to hold glitzy Hollywood fund-
raisers and have the beautiful people
donate $1,000 to their legal fees. Again,
my constituent was never charged with
anything.

So I call on the President to make
sure that this is signed. The Golden
Rule says, do onto others as you would
have them do onto you. The President
ought to be sure, because of the actions
of the White House, these people have
been hurt, that they are reimbursed. It
is the fair thing to do. It is the right
thing to do.

I said on this floor one other time,
when talking about this case, every-
thing that goes around comes back
around. One could almost say, the ad-
ministration’s action with regard to
these Federal employees began all of
the White House’s legal problems. His-
tory will judge whether this is right or
not, but regardless, career Federal em-
ployees should not be punished for a
political action taken by any adminis-
tration, Republican or Democrat.
WARNING AGAINST POTENTIAL POLITICIZING OF

THE FBI

Mr. Speaker, I also want to express
concern for the potential politicizing of
the FBI. I will be inserting two articles
in the RECORD whereby it talks about
how Mr. Shapiro, who is the general
counsel of the FBI, has been doing and
involved in activities that the general
counsel of the FBI ought not be in-
volved in.

I have been one of the strongest sup-
porters of the FBI and the employees of
the FBI in this body. Many of the FBI
agents live in my district, and I have
been supportive with regard to the ben-
efits and pay raises and other things.
But it is chilling, it is chilling when
the general counsel of the FBI, Mr.
Shapiro, does what he did.

The one FBI agent, Dennis Calabrini,
who is also a constituent of mine, he
sent two FBI agents out to interview
him at his home; very, very chilling.
Then he made the data with regard to
the Livingstone data available to par-
ties that should not have seen it. This
is a conflict of interest. This is inap-
propriate.

Mr. Speaker, the FBI should be above
and beyond all partisan politics. Under
no circumstances should any high offi-
cials in the FBI use FBI agents to en-
courage or be involved in anything
that could even smack of political par-
tisanship.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the following article.

The article referred to is as follows:

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 2, 1996]
MANY NOTIFIED AFTER FBI ‘HEADS-UP’

(By George Lardner Jr.)
The White House sent out what amounted

to ‘‘an all-points bulletin’’ warning at least
16 people, including lawyers for embattled
former White House personnel security chief
Craig Livingstone, after the FBI alerted it to
politically damaging information in Living-
stone’s FBI file, House Republicans com-
plained yesterday.

‘‘Those who needed to do damage control
were notified first. Those who were inves-
tigating were notified last,’’ Rep. William F.
Clinger Jr. (R-Pa.), chairman of the House
Government Reform and Oversight Commit-
tee, said at the windup of a six-hour hearing.
He said FBI general counsel Howard Shapiro,
who alerted the White House July 15 to the
file’s contents, should consider resigning.

FBI Director Louis J. Freeh said last night
that Shapiro ‘‘enjoys my full confidence.’’

Democrats dismissed the disclosures as a
sideshow ginned up after Republicans failed
to document their original suspicions: that
Livingstone’s office had been seeking dirt on
political enemies when it wrongly collected
confidential FBI reports on hundreds of Re-
publicans from the Bush and Reagan admin-
istrations.

‘‘The committee has come to the end of the
road and is now looking for new allegations
to embarrass the Clinton White House,’’ said
Rep. Cardiss Collins (D-Ill.), the panel’s
ranking minority member.

Shapiro, the hearing’s main witness, ac-
knowledged making ‘‘a horrific blunder’’ in
telling the White House of an FBI report
that Livingstone had been ‘‘highly rec-
ommended’’ for his job by first lady Hillary
Rodham Clinton.

A protégé of Freeh, Shapiro gave White
House deputy counsel Kathleen Wallman the
‘‘heads-up’’ shortly before Clinger’s chief in-
vestigator was scheduled to inspect the ma-
terial. He said he had only been trying to be
fair and emphasized that the decision was his
alone.

Asked what Freeh thought, Shapiro said:
‘‘He wishes I hadn’t done it.’’

‘‘So do we,’’ Rep. Dan Burton (R-Ind.) said.
‘‘So do I,’’ Shapiro said.
Committee Republicans accused Shapiro of

being ‘‘too cozy’’ with the White House on
other occasions as well. Last February, he
said, he gave White House counsel Jack
Quinn a draft copy of the book ‘‘Unlimited
Access,’’ by Gary Aldrich, a former FBI
agent who had been assigned to the Clinton
White House. Laced with allegations that
have been widely discredited, it depicted Hil-
lary Clinton as a driving force at the White
House, usurping control of domestic policy
and hiring decisions.

Shapiro said he gave Quinn the draft, four
months before publication, because it was
‘‘replete with sensitive internal informa-
tion’’ and because he suspected it would be
published, as it was, without the requisite
FBI pre-publication clearance. He said Al-
drich made some changes the FBI wanted,
but there were objections to ‘‘six somewhat
lengthy passages’’ that were still in the book
when it was published last month.

The FBI has recommended that the Justice
Department file a civil suit against Aldrich
to make him turn over his profits to the gov-
ernment. ‘‘It’s the only recourse we have,’’
Shapiro said.

Shapiro, 36, also came under attack for
giving Quinn advice about a July 25 letter he
sent to Freeh. Shapiro told Quinn that one
reference to the possibility that an FBI
agent had ‘‘falsified’’ a report would be offen-
sive.

The section was an allusion to FBI agent
Dennis Sculimbrene, who conducted the 1993
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background investigation on Livingstone. In
an interview report discovered in Living-
stone’s file, Sculimbrene quoted then-White
House counsel Bernard Nussbaum as saying
Livingstone owed his job to the first lady.

Among those notified after Shapiro’s call
to the White House about the item were Hil-
lary Clinton, her chief of staff and commu-
nications director, two lawyers for Nuss-
baum, deputy White House chief of staff Har-
old Ickes, senior policy adviser George
Stephanopoulos and spokesman mark
Fabini.

‘‘We behaved appropriately,’’ Fabiani said.
When Clinger made Sculimbrene’s account
public, ‘‘we were able to respond quickly.’’

Nussaum denied making the remarks at-
tributed to him. Hillary Clinton said she had
nothing to do with Livingstone’s appoint-
ment.

By July 16, when Clinger’s investigator
went to inspect the interview report, Shapiro
and his top deputy, Thomas A. Kelly, had
dispatched two agents to Sculimbrene’s
home to question him about the Nussbaum
interview. Sculimbrene has decided to resign
from the FBI, sources said yesterday.

House Appropriations Committee Chair-
man Bob Livingston (R-La.), who had been
watching the hearing on C–SPAN, charged
that the agents’ visit was ‘‘absolutely in-
tended to intimidate’’ Sculimbrene and
‘‘constitutes, in my view, obstruction of jus-
tice,’’ He told reporters that Shapiro ‘‘should
immediately resign’’ and the Justice Depart-
ment should begin an investigation ‘‘to de-
termine whether a criminal charge can be
brought.’’

In his statement last night, Freeh said he
was ‘‘satisfied that none of Howard’s actions
were done in bad faith or for partisan pur-
poses. . . . Howard has been instrumental in
every major investigation and issue handled
by the FBI over the last three years.’’

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 2, 1996]
CLINTON LOSES COMPOSURE ON TRAVEL OFFICE

(By Adam Nagourney)
WASHINGTON, Aug. 1—His eyes narrowed in

anger, President Clinton today punctured
what was supposed to be a Rose Garden cere-
mony celebrating good economic news by
heatedly renouncing a White House promise
to pay the legal bills of travel office employ-
ees who had been dismissed.

‘‘Are we going to pay the legal expenses of
every person in America who is ever acquit-
ted of an offense?’’ Mr. Clinton said, his
voice even and steely as he plunged his hands
into his pockets, rejecting a suggestion that
he urge the Senate to proceed on stalled leg-
islation that would reimburse the employees.

When a reporter reminded him that his
own press secretary had previously pledged
Mr. Clinton’s support to the Senate legisla-
tion, Mr. Clinton shook him off:

‘‘Well, he didn’t talk to me before he said
that,’’ Mr. Clinton said. ‘‘I didn’t say that. I
said, ‘I don’t know what’s going to be in it.’ ’’

At that, Mr. Clinton turned to his ques-
tioner, a Washington Times reporter, and
said: ‘‘I don’t believe that we should give
special preference to one group of people
over others. Do you? Do you?

Mr. Clinton is renowned among staff mem-
bers for his fast and frequent outbursts of
anger, and, typically, equally fast cooling
downs and apologies.

In this case, Mr. Clinton later called aside
one of his targets, Bill Plante, a CBS White
House correspondent who asked the initial
question that The Washington Times re-
porter followed up, and apologized. Mr.
Plante said the President attributed his fit
of temper to fatigue and the stress he was
feeling because of the destruction of T.W.A.
Flight 800.

Still, the exchange came over an issue that
has caused Mr. Clinton much difficulty in

the past two years, the dismissal of seven
employees of the White House travel office
by Mr. Clinton’s Administration shortly
after he took office. The Washington Times
has closely followed the situation involving
Billy R. Dale, the director of the White
House travel office, who was dismissed and
then acquitted of embezzlement charges
brought against him by Mr. Clinton’s Justice
Department. The reporter who asked the
question today, Paul Bedard, said this after-
noon that Mr. Clinton had not offered him an
apology.

Within hours of the televised news con-
ference, aides to Mr. Clinton’s likely oppo-
nent this fall, Bob Dole, who have customar-
ily had to deal with questions about Mr.
Dole’s temperament, pounced on this inci-
dent to raise questions about the temper of
the man in the White House.

‘‘We have to assume that in anticipation of
Dole’s pro-growth economic plan coming out
next week, Clinton is coming unglued,’’ said
John Buckley, Mr. Dole’s communications
director, referring to Mr. Dole’s pending re-
lease of an economic plan that has caught
White House attention over the past few
days.

‘‘But there is the larger issue of the Presi-
dent’s ability to control his temper in public.
And they’re going to have to monitor that
very carefully at the White House.’’

Mr. Dole’s aides asserted that Mr. Clin-
ton’s exchange in the Rose Garden was the
public relations equivalent of Mr. Dole’s
televised confrontation with Katie Couric,
the host of the NBC News ‘‘Today’’ program,
over Mr. Dole’s ties to the tobacco industry.

‘‘On the Katie Couric interview, Dole was
asked several questions on the same subject
and he showed a glint of testiness,’’ Mr.
Buckley said. ‘‘But there’s a far cry between
that and the leader of the free world having
a meltdown at a news conference.’’

George Stephanopoulos, a senior adviser to
Mr. Clinton, said in response to Mr. Buckley:
‘‘Valiant spin. What else do you expect him
to say in the face of historic economic
growth?’’
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I think there is a real question as to
the propriety that Mr. Shapiro has
taken. I for one will wait and see what
will be done with regard to that. Be-
cause we cannot have a situation
whereby the general counsel of an
agency that has such a long and distin-
guished record does something like this
that can bring blemish and concern
with regard to the objectivity in the
minds of the American people.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WELDON of Florida). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
California [Mr. RIGGS] is recognized for
5 minutes.

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

A WAR ON THE WEST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Oregon
[Mr. COOLEY] is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. COOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker,
I come before the House today to dis-
cuss something I think is very, very

important in concept and also to the
American people.

We see something in the West that is
happening to us. We like to refer to it
many, many times as a war on the
West, and it is a war. But I want to tell
the people of America and the people
here in the Chamber, a Member of this
House, that if it can happen to us in
the timber industry, it also can happen
in other industries as well. I want my
colleagues to think about this when
they hear about what goes on and what
is happening to us in the West, because
this might be an issue now that is not
addressed, does not concern others,
but, remember, this lesson can be ap-
plied to any issue that we may see
coming before you concerning your pri-
vate property, your interest, your edu-
cational systems, and even your self-
governing systems.

This is not a fault of any political at-
titude, it has nothing to do with the
executive branch, although I will point
out what is happening, but it has to do
with the concept of America.

We have a cultural battle going on, a
battle of self-determination, of individ-
uality, of being responsible against a
culture of liberalism and to a one-
world conflict or a big national social
government. In this body, if people ex-
amine this body, they will see that
there are not Democrats or Repub-
licans in this body; there are conserv-
atives in this body and there are lib-
erals. I think that is what the ultimate
goal will turn out to be. Who will win
this conflict, I think, will be deter-
mined in the very, very near future. We
are starting to have some very, very
serious problems concerning the atti-
tude of a one-government, big-brother-
knows-all continuous responsibility for
everything that everybody does with
no self-responsibility for the individual
or the local control by the local com-
munities.

We passed a timber salvage bill, and
here is a good example of what is hap-
pening in my district, and I want to be
able to point this out. We passed an
emergency salvage bill in 1995 on June
7. On June 8, the President vetoed it.
Between June and July, 1995, there was
negotiation between Congress and the
administration and a letter from Dan
Glickman implementing the program.
The President signed the legislation in
a rescission bill.

The bill was signed on July 21, 1995,
revising the salvage measure and
passed by Congress. On July 27, the
President signed this bill. What this
bill did in very simple terms is that it
would allow the U.S. Forest Service
and the Bureau of Land Management
to salvage dead and dying and burnt
trees.

At the same time, a law that was
passed in 1988 which was referred to as
rule No. 318, had to do with green-cut
sustainable yields in the Northwest. At
the same time the salvage bill went
through the process in the U.S. Senate,
we added the 318 section to the salvage
bill, which was actually passed by Con-
gress, and signed by the President of
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